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Abstract -

In recent years, the presidencies of Laﬁn Ameﬁca have experienced a significant shift to
the left in.terms of economic, social and political poiicy. As the left ernérged it began to separate
into two sections. Scholars have categorized these as the radical and moderate left. Clear cases of
the radical left include Venezuela and Bolivia, while cases of the moderate left include Brazil

and Chile. Argentina however, has not been clearly defined as a radical or moderate leftist

_govemment. The_presidencies of Néstor Kirchner and Crstina Femindes do Kirchner _
fepresented the shift to the lift in Argentina-’s government. While the Kirchners share a similar
history and economilc policy with that of moderate presidency of Luiz Indcio Lula da Silva, of
Brazil, theyr also share several policy éharacteristics with the radical presidency of Evo Morales,
of Bolivia. The Kirchners took a praglﬁétic view when 'dealingr wi'th_' ra.dical and .mdderate
democracies within the région. Rather than a]igning with one ideology or the othér, the Kirchners
have chosen to align themselvés with both sides in a way that is most advantageous to their
counfry. While the classification of Latin American countries sometimes leads to a
categorization of “good” and “bad” countries, these definitions are important in gaining insight

into the policies of leftist democracies within the region.




Introduction

In recent-yeatjs Latin America has experienced a shift to the left .in presidéritial politics.
This shift has come out of years of .struggle to establish stable democracies and governments.
The left has risen out (_)f aneed to change the status quo. Therefore, presidential candidates of the
left have often come from middle class or minority backgrounds. Overall, the left seeks to

maintain electoral democracy, remain open to foreign trade and enrich the lives of their citizens.

_However, as the left progressed it began to diverge. As the left diverged, scholars began to

classify parties into two separate categories, the radical left and the moderate left. The parties of
the rédical left are defined as being relétively new to the political sphere with little to no
organi_zatioh.l These parties focus on the s-ocial ‘welfare of citizens and strongly encourage: the
-nationalizatioh of large sectors of the economy. In cdn&ast the parties of the mo‘dérate left are
defined has having a long histor_y.-with a strong organization and structure.? These parties focus

on the economy of the nation ensuring prosperity through a market oriented framework,

Scholars have clearly defined several cases of the radical_ and moderate left. In general,
Bolivia and Venezuela are defined as the clearest cases of the radical left, while Brazil and Chile
- are clear cases of the moderate left. However, Argentina is often left out of this classiﬁca_tibn or

is said to be too ambiguous to classify. Through the examination of the radical and mo'derat_c left

—thefollowing chapters seek to determinic how ATgeinting corresponds fo these classifications,
Also, the relationship between Argentina, the region and the United States will be discussed in

order to determine how the policies of Argentina affect its relationships with other countries.
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Flrst the cases of Bohv1a radlcal left, and Braill moderate left, w111 be discussed to.
estabhsh a set of characterlstlcs for the radical and moderate left. Thrs will- be done through the
examiration of the economic, political and social policies of each country. Specifically, the
policies of Evé Morales (Boltv‘ia) and Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva (Brazil) will be examined. While
Lula (2003-2010) as’somed the presidency béfore Morales (2006-present), both Morales and Lula
represent the beginning of the shift to the left for their country. These two countries have been
chosen as the case studies of the radical and moderate left as their presidencics represent a

- distinct shift to the left. The similar time perlod also allows for the examination of the polrcres '

through a 31m11ar h1storlca1 lens The polzcles of B011v1a and Brazﬂ w1ll explore the dlfferences
of economic, social and pohtlcal policies within the radical and modérate left. These differences

will then establish a set of characteristics to define the policies of the radical and moderate left.

Second, after defining the characteristics of. the radical and moderate left, the case of
Argentina will be examined. Argentina will be examined through the presidencies of Néstor and
 Cristina Kirchner. Simrlar to Morales and Lula, the Kirchners represent the beginning of the shift
to the left within Argentina. The Kirchner presidencies will be examined together as they are a
progression of the same poli'cies._ Although Néstor Kirchner did not seek reelection, the policies
of his nvife, Cristina, have taken the same path established during his presidency. The

examination of the policies of the Kirchners will show how Argentina corresponds to the radical

and moderate left,

Third, after establishing the policies of Argentina and where it lies within the left, the
foreign policy of Argentina will be discussed. The examination of the foreign policy of

Argentina will give insight into how Argentina interacts with its radical and moderate
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counterpafts. Also, the examination of Argentina’s foreign policy will explore the how the

_ classification of Argentina affects the relationship between the United States and Argentiﬁa.

The classiﬁcatién of Latin American democracies into the radical and mo&erate left has
led to the establishment of “good” and “bad” democfacies. While thé moderate left is associated
with being a_.“good”' demécracy, the radical left is associatéd With “bad” democracies. Through
the examination of radical and moderate democracies, this paper shows that neither category is

wholly “good” or “bad”. Both the radical and moderate left have characteristics which are

beneficial, as well as, detrimental to their countries. Rather than being a manner in which to_

‘separate countries into good. or bad democracies, this classification should be used to better

understand how the left has varied. The terms radical and moderate left describe two different

paths leftist democracies have taken not two opposing sides.
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- Chapter One: Radical vs. Moderate"Léf‘t-,v_ fhe Cases of Bolivia and Brazil |

Introduction

Latin Amer_ic.a has a long history of struggle with democracy and creating stable
“governments. According to Arturo Valenzuela, between 1930 and 1980 the region underwent
277 changesj of government, 104 of which took place through a military coup. However, from

1980 to 1990 only 7 changes took place through military intervention and the region has reached

- a place of moderate stability." Recently political parties with leftist leanings have risen to the

pr-e.:;identiaimi-evel ar-ld” géfned iﬁéreasing popularity. z;i;).proximately. two—fhirds of Latin America
is currently governed by left-leaning p'r'esidents.zr Scholars, such as Kurt Weyland, Diego Abente
B-run. and Jorge G. Castaneda, have begun to categorize these leftiét pafties into either the radical
left or the moderate left. In Leﬁz’st Governments in Latin America, the differences are described

as follows:

Whereas the moderate left is composed of older, more institutionalized parties with a
relatively well-consolidated organizational apparatus, the contestatory [radical] left
consists of younger, more fluid and personalistic movements that have not yet had time to

develop organizational rules, cadres, and structures.’

Diego Abente Brun supports this description; he states that the radical left is more recent in

appearance and has yet to form a stable institutionalized base, while describiﬁg the mbderate left
as having close historical ties to labor parties and being highly ir_lstitutit)nalized.4 This is further
supported by Jorge Castefieda, who describés the moderate left as open-minded, reformist,
internationalist aﬁd 6ﬁginating from the hafd-core left of the past and describes the radical left as

beirig close-minded, nationalist, strident and born of Latin American populism.’ The moderate
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left has moved into a mainstream and intemationé_ll polit‘ical- Sphere, while the radical left fights

against the mainstream.

In order .to better examine the radical and moderate left, this chapter will focus on tﬁro
cases, Bolivia and Brazil. These two countries have been examined bS( numerous scholars and
most conclude that Bolivia is currently ledrby the radical left while Brazil is led by the moderate
left. This analysis lwill focus on the presidencies of Evo Morales (2006-present) in Bolivia and

Luiz Inicio Lula da Silva (2003-2010) in Brazil. By examining these two countries, a set of

__characteristics and qualities will be established. This will be done through the examination of

social, economic and political policy of Bolivia and Brazil. The analysis of Bolivia and Brazil

through scholars’ opinions and country policies will be used to determine a definition and base

set of charactristics. These definitions and characteristics will be used in the following chapter

in determining where Argentina fits alﬁong moderate and radical democracies.
Brazil Background

The recently elected President of Brazil, Dilma RoussefY, is of the Worker’s Party (PT) as
was her predecessor Luiz Inicio Lula da Silva. In order to give the most complete‘ examination,
this paper will focus on the period in which Lula was in the presidency (Jan 2003-Dec 2010) and

the left first came to power.

__The Partido dos Trabalhadores or the Workers’ Party (PT) is one of the largest leftist

parties in Latin America. Currently the PT (and the government of Brazil) is considered to be a
part of the moderate left. According to Castafieda, Brazil is a good example of the moderate left
as it emphasizes social policy within an orthodox market framework and originates from a

reconstructed, formetly radical left.® The PT was founded in 1980 and was formerly an
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influential radical left party within Brazil. As a radical leftist party the PT focused on social
programs and emphasized discipline, loyalty, and cohesion. Through its founding until the
election of Lula in 2002 the PT remained a strong oppoSition party. However, when Lula came to

- power the PT began to lose many of the characteristics that h:zid" 1hade it a more radical leftist

party.

Before the assimilation of the PT into the mainstream political sphere, the PT held

economic and political positions to the left of most other parties.” From 1980 until 2002 the PT

_._was largely in opposition to the government. The party called for less foreign control over the

Brazilian economy as well as less involvement of the International Monetary Foundation (IMF),
In addition, the PT strongly opposed the privatization of state enterprises and public services.
" According to Wendy I:Iuhter, in a country of weak political paﬁies the-PT stood oﬁt as well
-organized and unified.® The organization of the PT and its opposition to the Ca_rdos'o. '(J an 1995-
Dec. 2002) | gbvernmeht helped Lula to gain. the presidency in 2002. -However, the Lula
government soon realized the necessity of continuiﬁg Cardoso’s economic refoﬁns in order to
maintain a stable economy. By continuing these economic policies, Lula won the trust and praise
of international in\_/estors_.9 Lula and his party also made eCOn'qmic concessions in order to reach
out to centrist and center-right v'ofers. in contrést to thé PT’s orig_ihal platform, Lula and his
strategists agreed to abiding bS/ tﬁe IMF agreement set by Cardoso as well as vovﬁng to devote

3.75% of the Gross National Product (GNP) to pay off the interest on the foreign debt of

1. While these concessions may have gone against the oﬁginal agenda of the PT, they

Brazi
have been essential to forming a coalition of parties within the Senate. Although Lula won the

presidency, the PT was not the majority party. In forming a coalition of parties around an
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economic agenda of solvency and market discipline, Lula attempted to gather a legislative

maj o.rity. 1!

The government of Lula focused much of its effort on foreign policy, within and outside
the region. Lula actively diversified Brazil’s export markets, m’ediﬁtéd conflicts withiﬁ the regioh
and created polirtical alliances with develdping countries. Through this effort Lﬁla strived to
rnake Brazil a power within the region, while maintaining ties to the United States and key

international organizations. Unlike other nations in the region, such as Argentina, Brazil has

continued to work with the IMF in turning its economy around. In the first two years of Lula’s__ .

presidency the public debt was reduced from 62% to 53% of the Gross Domestic Product
(GDP),"2 President Lula’s continued commitment to macrpeconomic stabil-ity led to decréases in
inflation whilé inc_reasil.lgrthe per capita income and growth rate of Brézil. Between ’20-03 and
2008 inflation was réduced to 6.9%, the é,row_th rate incre.élsed by 4 1% and the per capita income
incfeased by 2.7%." These are significant achievements when compared to the 14.9% inflation

of the prévious presidency.

While improving the economy of Brazil was the main focus of President Lula, he also
positioned the country to become a more influential international actor. Brazil has become
increasingly more assertive within Latin America and subsequently has assumed a more global

role. According ,io Peter Hakim, in 2010 President Lula and his Turkish counterpart persuaded

Iran “fo shift @ major part of its Uranium enrichment program overseas-an objective that had
ﬁreviously eluded the US and other world powers.”'* Brazil has not only beéome more éctive
internationally but has also demonstrated its power within the region of Latin America. It sided
lagainst the US and Colombia when the two countries announced a fnilitary arrangement allowing

‘thie US to expand its access to Colombian military bases.”® Although Brazil and the US have had



a rellatiyely cordial relationship, Brazil’s assel'tionlof power in ﬂlé_‘ i‘.égion ‘has created tension
between the two countries. Lula also sought to unify the region through fhe .trade agreement of
Mercado Comun del Cono Sur (Mercosur) and the more coinprehensive agreement of Union de
Naciones Suramericanos (Unasur). .Mercosur is an economic trade agreemeht between four
member states, Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay and Uruguay. Also involved are associate members,
which include Chile, Bolivia, Colombia, Ecuador and Peru. Unasur is a more comprehensive
agreément signed in 2008 which includes: Argentina, BoliVia Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador,

"'Cooperatlve Repubhc of Guyana, Paraguay, Peru, Surinam, _Uruguay and Venezuela Thls

alhance isa polltlcal mtegratlon of the countries and was founded in the manner of the European

Union.

~ Already several chéractei*istics of the mocierate leﬁ, as defined by Weyland and Brun, can _

.be seen. The current preéidency in Brazil is baékcd by a party with a long history. The PT began
as a sfrong leftist party and moved towards a rﬁore moderate approaéh. Also the PT is organized,
unified ﬁnd has stable institutions. These three chal_*act_eristic's directly correlate to the definition
of the moderate left as be‘ing. “composed of older, more institutionalized parties with a relatively
well-consolidated organizational apparatus”'® In the following sections economic, social and

political policy will be explored and compared with those of Bolivia.

Bolivia Background

In December 2005 Evo Morales won 53.7% of the popular vote in the Bolivian
presidential election. This was the first time that an Aymaran peasant was elected as president
and t]_le,ﬁrst time a candidate reached the presidency without a congressional runoff, It was

through the support of the Movimiento al Socialism (MAS) that Morales was successful in




wmnlng the presidential election. Morales had formed the MAS ten .years earlier and since its _
emergence it has spread from the rural countryside to the cities, becommg the dominant poht1ca1
party of Bolivia."” Tn 2002, the MAS emerged as the principle force in fighting the existing
neoliberal government,'® Although the MAS share many of the same goals with Brazil (PT), they
- are on two divergent paths. According to Santiago Anria, What makes the MAS and Morales
different is the way in which political leadership hes spawned from. autonomous -popular

movements which have been organized from below 1 Rather than working within the existing

framework or h1erarchy the MAS orlgmated from the poorest parts of Bolivia. The MAS formed

in the Chapare region and expanded to become a powerful electoral coahtlon One thlng that
makes the MAS more than a typical political party, such as the PT in Brazil, is that it exists both

in the political institutional sphere and the social sphere. %

Wheh Evo Morales became president, he quickly nationahzed natural gas and oil and
established that the state would keep 82% of all revenue while the companies woulo keep the
remaining 18% for produotion costs and to provide profit. ‘Although cxisting companies were not
expropriated, the state did claim ownership of all oil and natural gas extracted in Bolivia.?! The
nationalization of hydrocarbons significantly increased the financial resources of the state. The
_iocrease .in financial resources has allowed Morales to distribute more wealth through soctal
programs. While the nationalization of hydrocarbons has seemed to create more resources for the

poor, it goes against the guidelines of the IMF. According to Joseph Stiglitz, an economist at

Columbia University, Bolivia did everything right by IMF standards, “they liberalized, they
privatized and they felt the pain. Now it is 20 years and they’re saying, ‘When is the gain?”%
The lack of results was one reason behind the formation of the MAS and the rise in popelarity of

Evo Morales.
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- Morales enjoyed popularity through hi-s' ﬁrét term, and ﬁon a second term, in 2009, with
sixty-four percent of the vote.”’ However, in the-beginning of 2011 Mdrales’ pdpularity began to
decline. The short-term economic prospetity that was felt with the increase in taxés on oil and
~ gas has begun to run out. While some believe that Bolivia has experienced a fiscal deficit since
12009 the Bolivian government did not officially forecast a fiscal deficit until 2611 (expected to

be $870 million).?* In order to counteract this deficit the Morales government has attempted to

remove subsidies on fuel, This was met with much violence; some believe that these actions

“caused a rupture between the MAS and Morales,

The history of the MAS shows characteristics distinctive of the radical left. The MAS is a
fairly recent political movement that is centered on a highly dynamic leader, EVo Morales. Evo
Morales, and the MAS, have liftle; institutional éxperience and a rﬁore nationalis_tic. approach.
Looking back at fhe deﬁniti;)ns of the radical left these three characteristics support each
scholar’s deﬁnitibn. Kurt Weyland described the radical left as Being a youn;ger and personalistic
- moveﬁne_nt, Diego Abente Brun describes a party which is recent in appearance and without an

_ institut-ional base and Jorge Castaficda describes it as being nationalistic.”® The following
sections further explore the economic, social and political policies of Bolivia and Brazil in order

to fully determine the characteristics of the radical and"mo_derate left.

Bolivia vs. Brazil: Economic, Social"and‘P_olitical Differences

In June 2006 the Bolivian government developed a National Development Plan (NDP).
This plan outlined how the government would implement social, economic and political change
in Bolivia. The NDP focuses largely on hydrocarbons and the way in which they could provide

an opportunity for change. It states:
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The proposal for change consists of: récovéﬁng state sévereign_t__y ovet hydrocarbon
TESQUICES, 'strengthening the state-owned hydrocarbons company as the key ﬁgent in the
chain of production, granting the state the power to make decisions about production
quantities and sale prices, deﬁniﬁg new rules of the game thfough new contracts, and

attracting new revenues for the Bolivian state.”®

The nationalization of the hydrocarbon market as well as the new tax on hydrocarbons has led to

a significant increase in revenue for the Bolivian government. This rapid increase of revenue has

_allowed Bolivia to implement several reforms, and at.least in the short run to be successfulin... . . .
positive socictal and cconomic changes. From 1980 to 2007 Bolivia has achieved an overall rate
of social change comparable to China. In terms of human developiment indicators, such as
reducing infant mortality and extending life expectancy, Bolivia has seen more change than top’
achievers, such Cﬁina. This is an impressive feaf, as Bolivia accomplished this with a

significantly lower level of GDP per capita growth over time.%”

Contrary to the nationalistic approach of Morales, Lula worked with international
entities, such as theVIMF, in order to make changes within the country. During Lula’s presidency

' the government dedicated its agenda to market reform and ﬁscél stalﬁlity, surpassing tﬁe ‘ﬁscal- :
surplus targets which were agreed upon with the IMF, These policies hﬁve esfablished a stable

economy and allowed the expansion of social programs. Although Brazil did not eXperience

rapid growth to the economy or a severe reduction in poverty, many scholars believe that the

gradual policies implemented by Lula will lead to a long term solution.



‘Social Policy

" Lula and Morales both made significant changes in the social pblicy of their respective
- country. Due to his focus On_econoniic stability, Lula has made more gradual changes to the

social policy of Brazil. Morales, however, has used the revenues from Bolivia’s hydrocatbon

market to make rapid changes to Bolivian social policy and the reduction of poverty. While

Morales has made significant changes in the short term, many scholars fear these will not last. In

comparison, Lula’s focus on market reform may allow for a long term solution to the reduction

_..of poverty within Brazil. = e

At the end of Lula’s first term, Brazil passed a pension reform bill. This bill addressed the

deficits of the special pension system for government employees. The passage of the bill raised

the minimum retirement age, reduced survivor benéﬁts, limited benefit ceilings and called for

taxes td be levied on pensions and benefits for the most affluent citizens.”* While thelbill was not
as harsh on pension reform as wished for by the PT it addressed the need to even out income
distribution. The Lula government also expanded upon.the Bolsa Familia (Family Stipend), a
program begun by the Cardqso government. The Bolsa Familia was set up _to. provide low-
income families a.minirﬁum income, encourage them to enroll their children in school and help
them to afford minimum health care. The program allows children fo miss approXimately 15 %

of their classes with penalties. This is important as many. families depend on the children during

harvest season or to supplement the family income through work. The Bolsa Familia is reéarded
as a stunning success and is a popular model throughdut the world. Since its expansion jn 2003
@hé.Bolsa Familia now covers 124 miilion households.”® Brazil has experienced great success in
the r{:duction of poverty, and the Bolsa Familia became an integral part of that. According to the

Fundacdo Getulio Vargas, a university, “the number of Brazilians with incomes below US$440 a
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month has fa]len more thén 8% éyery year since 2003.”% Part of jt'his reduction is due to the
increase in minimum ;)vage. However, a large part of this reduction is due to the Bolsa Familia
program. The program compensates families. for losing the income of their children. Meanﬁvhile,
the education fhat the children receive allows these families more opportunities in the future. In
2006 President Lula once again expanded the Bolsa Familia, increased minimum wage by 13%
and ;nade it easier for the poor to obtain bank loans.*’ Although these reforms were enacted in

large part to retain voters after scandals involving members of Lula’s political party, they

~ affectively reduced poverty and inequality.

According to Weyland, the more gradual social policy strategy of the moderate left has
produced substantial reductions in poverty.’ Brazil has been able to produce lasting progress in
‘ -the reduétién of poverty by creating a more long term foundation. This has been done through
the stéb_ilization of the economy and the political sphere. Between 2004 andv2007 thé number of
Braziliéns b_ianeﬁtting from social programs more. than doubled and in 2006 11.5 million
households were included in social programs.* Although Brazil has not experienced the short
term gains of Bolivia they are better poised to rectify imbalances between the businesses and
consum'e'rs. and spread the benefits more broadly.>* A stable markef will allow Brazil to continue
to support these programs. The statistics show that while unemployment has dropped in Brazil
7 from 9.6% in 2000 to 8.2% in 2009, Bolivia experienced an rincrease of 4.8% in 2000 to 5.2% in-

20093 -

With the revenue from its hydrocarbons, Bolivia has been able to finance several social
programs. Two of the most noticeable are Bono Juancito Pinto and Renta 'Dignidéd. Bono
Juancito Pinto is a program similar to Bolsa Familia, it provides financial support to schobl-age

children in order to increase school enrollment.? In November 2006 1.32 million children were a
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part of the program, and in 2009 this number increased to 2 million, Each child receives 200
Bolivianos '(US$26) annually.”This stipend is used to offset the cost of books, transportation
ah_d uniforms. The Renta Dignidad is a program for retirement age citizens, which provides

financial support to both those with retirement income-and those without refirement income. For

- those who do receive retirement income, Renta Dignidad provides-them with 1,800 Bolivianos

(US$240) per year. The citizens who do not receive retirement income are provided with 2,400

Bolivianos (US$320) per year.’

..In_Bolivia. public _infrastructure.. investment, . such._as_ the. building_of. roads, _has.. ..

significantly increased; in 2005 about US$629 million was spent. This number increased to
US$1.1 billion in 2007 and US$1.9 billion in 2009_.38 However, while thére has beeﬁ a steadjr
increase in public invesﬁnent, social investment has declined. Dﬁﬁng this pleriod, 2005-2009,
social investment has dropped to less than thirty percent_of tbtal invesﬁne.nts.g'__9 A simulation by
Verdnica Paz Arauco in 2008 established that, basedr on the current distribution of finances, the
human development gap between the rich and the poor will increase until 2015.“C Although
Bolivia has made significant strides in reducing the poverty rates of the country, it faces a much

bigger battle. So far Morales has fought poverty through the revenue created by nationalization

~of the hydrocarbon sector. However, as the following section will explain, this revenue may not

1 According to Molina, the source of this financial support is highly controversial. Approximately US$55.6 million
is paid by the prefectures and US$134.4 million is provided by the Treasury, municipalities, universities and
capitalized enterprises.' Molina states, “The deduction of prefectural funds has been contested by civic committees
and prefects, who argue it amounts to a 38 percent reduction in their IDH (Impuesto Directo de Hidrocarboro)
[Direct Tax on Hydrocarbons] transfers, or about 8 percent of their total funds.”' ‘The IDH tax was initiated in 2005,
and initially a large portion of the revenue went to sub national government’s (prefectures) budgets. However,
amendments to the distribution rules of IDH revenue have taken this money away from the prefectures and
redirected it to finance programs such as Renta Dignidad.’ '
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last if changes are not made. Morales has greatly \beneﬁ'ted from Bolivia’s natural resources,

How long this rapid changes and source of revenue will last remains to be seen.

Economic Policy

Bolivia and Brazil have fairly similar goals in regards to social policy. The major

| divergence was in the funding and the reach of these programs. However, in the area of

economic policy Bolivia and Brazil have different goals and ideas. From the beginning, Morales

sought to nationalize the hydrocarbon resources of Bolivia. Morales, and the MAS, have little -

““Tegatd for the IMF and fiade agreements Such as Mercosur®. Tn comparison, Lula continued the

economic policies of his predecessor. Lula maintained a market-oriented framework and
expanded international exports. Also, Brazil has been an influential part of trade agreements such

as Mercosur.

According to George' Gray Molina, the nationalization and increase in the governmex_it
take of hydrocarbon resources in Bolivia has bo.th posiﬁve and negative aspects. The first
positive effect is that these reforms have increased hydrocarbon prices and led to better
negotiations with Argentina and Bfazil; this raisgd the Gross Domestic Product (GDP) of Bolivia
significantly.*! Second, this has increased the revenue that the government ﬁece_ives from
hydrocarb(_)__n's to US$967 million in 2007, almost twice as much as what Bolivia received in total

foreign aid.*> However, there have been at least three negative effects. First, the exportation of

these resources has led to an increase in commodity prices of almost six times more in 2006 than

the previous eight years. Second, the gas sector has become more uncertain in respect to new

? Mercado Comun del Sur (Mercosur) is the economic trade agreement established by the Treaty of Ascunsién in
1991. The member states include Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay, Uruguay and Venezuela. Associate members include:
Bolivia, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador and Peru. The goal of Mercosur is to unify South America in one economic
trading bloc, and it is currently the fourth largest trading bloc in the world. Membership in Mercosur allows the
states benefits of trade deals and debt relief.
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i;lvestment. For example; _Boiivia has been unable -1-:0 fulfill existing _cont_ract.s. with both- Brazﬂ |
and Argentina. This inc_i'eases the risk for foreign investors when invéstin'g in Bolivia. Third,
Bolivia has focused closely on the regional market and largely ignored the ilﬁpdﬂaﬁCe of the
international market. If Bolivia does not expand beyond its regionall inarket it will be unable to
conipét_e against regional competitors.* This lack of corhpetiveness will calisé a loss of revenue,

which will eventually affect the social programs of the Morales government.

While Bolivia has experienced significant short term gains, President Lula has presided _

has helped to close the gap between the rich and poor. In his first two years in- office Lula
redubed public debt from sixty-two percent to fifty-three percent of the Gross Domestic Product
(GD.P).‘44 Although President Lula éampaigned aga_in_st the economic policies of the preceding
presidency, he has since followed the economic guidelines set by former President Cardoso. By
continuing the economic policies of Cardoso, President Lula wés able to win the trust of -
investors and praise in intérnational markets.* This has been important to sustaining and
expanding the Brazilian economy; exports have become a key part of the Brazilian economy and -
without the trust of investors and international markets the economy would be unabie to expand.

, Aecorciingr to Wendy Hunter and Timothy Power, Lula actively diversified Brazils export -
mafkets ‘while creating economic alliances within tﬁe reg’ion.r46 Also Lula was careful not to

alicnate the United States, which plays a large role in the IMF. This has allowed Brazil to create

_ stronger international ties and gain more investors.

Creation of Mercosur was important to the economic policy of Brazil. The Mercado
Comuin del Sur (Mercosur) is an economic and political agreement between Brazil, Argentina,

Paraguay and Uruguay; and Venezuela. It is the largest trading bloc in South America and seeks

_over steady and strong economic growth. This growth has decreased the levels of inflation and



| 14

- to elimiﬁate_the obetacies of high tariffé, incom'e inequalities- or_conﬂieting requirements for
bringing products to market.*” Not -only does the agreement allow fof the trading of goods but

also for the 'ﬂew of people from country to country. Acceeding' to VKatherine Hency Wheeler, the

: geal of Mercosur is “to unify tile Southern Cone and then all of South America in an economic
bloe._”48 This unification woeld allow for greater trade security within the region. In addition to

ite full members, Mercosur has several associate members, one of which . is Beli;/ia; Although

Bolivia is being considered for full membership, President Evo Morales has been strongly

- “critical of Mercosur. President Morales has said that Mercosur and (')"tﬁéf’tl"édé blocs do nothing

B to Beheﬁt the poor and are51mp1}’ tools tobeneﬁtthewealthy49 This stance highlights Morales”

preoccupation with the improving the lives of poor Bolivians. In contrast President Lula, and
- Brazil’s active role in Mercosur, shows his concern for strengthening the economic power of

Brazil.
Political Policy

In terms of political change, Bolivia and Brazil have two very different approaches and
goals. The MAS, in Bolivia, seeks to eliminate the opposition and create a majority for itself.
Through this majority, the MAS has changed the relationship between the state and the market,
' ' t_s'e

making the state the primary actor in economic development.”™ However, the PT, in Brazil, seeks

to compromise and work with the opposition and existing majorities.

According to Molina, the MAS has dismantled grassroots civic movements and wishes to
open the sphere of politics to areas in which it has a strong majority.”’ Through these actions the
MAS is attempting consolidate power. Through constitutional changes, Evo Morales and the

- MAS consolidated power in the presidency, and in some scholars opinions this has devalued
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democratic procedures and weakened the public deb.ate- on policy issues.* Instead of valuing the
views of the opposition, the MAS has eliminated thein. This creates a void within the poliﬁcal
* sphere as opposition voices are not being heard. The (_:onsélidatidn of pov}er in the presidenéy
. an_d. the MAS is .consistent with radical demécracies. Although scholars such as Molrina' view
these act_ions a threat to democracy, other see it as a way to bring change to an impoverished
nation. According to Nancy Postero, the new constitution passed in 2009 has granted autonomy

to indigenous nations, recognized indigenous cultures, language, and customs, and

~— institutionalized a far-reaching new land teform programs.> The Morales government made

- significant improvement in the lives of the indigenous people of Bolivia, who make up the

majority of the population, Postero suggests that these changes are leading away from democracy
but are “moving toward vernaculaﬁzing liberalism to make more democratic and more relevant
to Bolivia’s indig’enOus populations.;’54 While some échplars view the constitutional asseﬁ}bly in
2006, and thé subsequent consti.tution in 2009, as a powér grab by the MAS, Postero argues that
the MAS viewed this as a “revolﬁtionary intervention.””® From the perspective of the MAS and
Morales, the election of their party wéé an indication that the people wanted change and they
were mandated to make that c';ha;nge. The MAS was making a grab for power but as a means to

give power back to the majority of Bolivia.

: Sinc_:e the 2006 election the MAS have held the electoral majority; however, Morales

presides over a highly polarized political landscape. The attempt to eliminate the opposition has

created major rifts. Without the support of opposition parﬁes Morales will likely find it hard to
accelerate further change. Also the NDP, which focuses on the use of hydrocarbons to improve

‘ éoci_al initiatives, highlights the weak administrative capacity of the Morales government.>® This
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weak administrative capacity is another characteristic of radical democracies, which lack the

organizational and much of the political experience of their moderate counterparts.

In his campaign President Lula and PT strategists reached out to center-right voters by

agreeing to abide by the IMF agreement and vowing to devote 3.75% of the Gross National

h Product (GNP) to pay off the interest on Brazil’s foreign debt.”” This was an early sign of

President Lula and the PT’s interest in creating coalition and working with the opposition.

According to Kurt Weyland, the moderate left has taken a more cautious approach in refonninigr

__existing institutions and prefers to negotiate changes_with. the .opposition rather-than-impose . -~ -

them.”® In order to create a majority, Lula sought out opposing parties. Instead of eliminating
these parﬁes Lula reached out and brought them to his side. This would indicate that Lula will be
able to accomplish more within the government. Through compromise and acceptance of the

opposition, Lula will gain more supporters within the Senate.

Radical vs. Moderate: Similarities and Differences

Brazil and Bolivia have taken two very different paths down the road to leftist

democracy; however, they share a few characteristics and goals. Some aspects that the radical

and moderate left share are maintaining electoral democracy, remaining open to foreign trade .

and investment and secking to enrich the lives of their citizens through social programs.

While the gMnents_of_Br.azil_and_Bol.i.v.ia_contain—thesesimi-larit—ies,—t—liey—diverge—in

their policy course. According to Weyland, Madrid and Hunter, the clearest divergence of these
countries is in their political strategy.” Brazil, part of the moderate left, has respected existing
~ political institutions and seeks common ground with the opposition. Bolivia, part of the radical

left, has tried to sweep away established framework and eliminate institutional bastions of
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| oPPOS_iti-on.é0 Brazii’s respect éf | existing .'polifical institutions and -com]_..).rorhis_e with the
opposition Has reSﬁlted' in an inérease ‘of the econornir and the success of social prbgrams.

‘ Thréugh lCé)ﬁlpl‘OIDiSC wifh ihe opposition it seems tﬁat Brazil, and the PT, willl haye better _
success in the long term. However, Bolivia’s contention for established framewofk and the

oppositibn has created tension. This. tensionr is sure to affec; ihe future policy ambitions of

President Morales.

Overall, the radical left has taken a more aggressive stance on economic, social and

___political issues. President Morales has increased state intervention in the economy, especially

within the hydrocarbon sector, and has outlined more ambitious goals in both social policy and
land reform. In cqmparison, the mo"derat_e left has reméined within the bound of liberal
“democracy, maintaining'a marketirori'ented framework. President Lula worked with the IMF in an
effort to improve the Brazilian economy. He also focused on creating strong ties within the
inlternational community. Due to this -commit.:ment to liberal, fepresentative democracy,rthere is
far less need to concentrate political power as Lula does not intend to enact radical economic and
social policies.*’ Lula has gradually expanded the Bolsa Familia program and experienced éreat
success in the reduction of poverty. Some scholars believe t_hat this gradual progression of

policies creates a better framework for long term stability and action within the country.

Another factor in the deviation of the two lefis is the background of each country. Brazil

has*—been—inﬂuenced—by—brganizativnal,—insﬁtuﬁﬁﬁal*afrd‘TMtﬁiﬁtE&"M‘O’déi‘ﬁte
democracies, such as Brazil, have worked within the frameworkr established and have used
historical politics and policies to shape the left. However, the radical democraéies, such as
Bolivia, fought against these constraints and sought to é§tablish a new framework.”® The -

historical differences of Bolivia and Brazil have allowed for different opportunities. In Brazil the
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old parties and institutions were strong which left little room for extrenie radicalism. However,

Bolivia had weak institutions and political parties which allowed for radical parties to gain |

_power. In Bolivia, a decline of center-left political parties left a space for more radical parties to

emerge. Bolivia also has a large indigenous population which was able to mobilize, creating the
MAS. In Brazil there has been more consistency. The PT is a wéll established party. Due to its
substantial history the PT has achieved a higher level of institutionalization than the MAS. The

differences between these two parties are not only seen in thejr background and policies but also

Each country has found success in their policies; howgver,- many scholars view the
success of the radical left as being short teﬁn. The radical left, including Bolivia, enacted policies
to rapidly change the éocial, economic and political landscapes of their éountry. Many of these
initiatives have been based on the rise of the hydrocarbon sector. Eolivié.'has made sig-hiﬁcant: |
changes in regards to its hydrocarbons sector, which although beneficial in the short term may
prove to be unstable in the long run. The moderate left, reﬁresented by Brazil, has made gradual
policy changes. These policy changes have focused mainly on expanding the economy through a
market-oriented framework. The expansion of the economy has allowed for the increase in social
funding as well as an increased role regionally and globally. The solid economic framework that _

Brazil created is thought to be more stable in the long run,

Conclusions

Bolivia and Brazil have two very different histories. Although the PT and the MAS come
from the same historical left, therefore sharing many of the same goals, they have followcd two

different paths. The approach of Morale,s was to create rapid change and growth within Bolivia.
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At the start of his presidency, Morales’ main _fdcﬁs Wés the distﬁbution of _wéalth -t(-) the poor. In
this regard, Bolivi.a has expérienced. significant success. Moréleé has managed to reduce pm}erty
at the same réte of a country with a much higher GDP. Lula .howeve'r, took 2 much more graduél |
approach to the growth of Brazil. -By continuing his predecessor’s economic policies Lul-a':bfoke
away from the radical left. By meeting and exceeding IMF standards Lula has managed to

significantly reduce inflation and the national debt of Brazil.

With these standards and definitions set, the following chapter will examine the social,

economic and political policies of Argentina. By examining' the policies of Argentina in _

comparison to the policies of Brazil and Bolivia set forth in Chapter One, Chapter Two will look

to determine whether the presidéncy of Argentina is of the radical or moderate léft.
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Chapter Two: the Case of Argentina

Introduction

Most scholars agree that Bolivia and Brazil are two solid cases of the radical and
moderate left, respectively. However, many scholars have yet to classify the government of
Argentina, For most scholars Argentina is an ambig'uoﬁs case with characteristics that contradict

one another. Like most countries in the region, the election of Néstor Kirchner ushered in a more

'f'leﬁfleaning'political' ideology. This continued with the election of his wife, Cristina Fernandez- de

'Kirchner (2007-present)., While scholars maintain that the Kirchners are part of the movementto

the left, they have been unable to agree on whether the Kirchners® administrations are part of

either the radical or moderate left. The Kirchner governments in Argentina have maintained ties .

with both radical and moderate leftist democracies, leaving many to speculate about where

Argentina fits among leftist democracies.

-

At th\e- beginning of Néstor Kirchner’s presidency it would seem that Argentina should be
classified as a moderate leftist democracy. Néstor Kircﬁner came from an established and well-
organized political party, one part of the definition of the moderate left. The Kirchner
governments have pursued a market-oriented ecogomic reform, collaborating with Brazil Vi'n tﬁe

creation of Mercosur. However, the Kirchners have openly supported Hugo Chavéz, President of

Venezuela, and a definite radical leader. In February 2007 Néstor Kirchner pledged to deepenr

- ties with Venezuela, which his wife Cristina has continued.' The support of the Kirchners for
Chavéz would seem to indicate favorable policies towards radical democracy; however, while
Argentina has focused on stopping neo-liberalism and providing benefits to the poor, it has not

taken extreme measures like those of Chavéz and Morales.
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The following chapter will examine the history and policies of Néstor and Cristina
Kirchner. Social,'ecdnomic and political policies of the two governrhénts'W‘ill- be examined and

then compared to those of Bolivia and Brazil. The definitions and dcscripti_oh's of the radical and

- moderate left examined in the first chapter will be used to determine where Argentina fits. The

chapter -will explore Argentina as a definition of a radical or moderate democracy. It will also
explore the idea of Argentina as a hybrid of the two categories, with certain arenas more radical

or moderate than others.

| History of the Kirchn‘eljsv

Cristina Fernéndez de Kirchner recently won her second election and is the current

President of Argentina. Cristina’s time in office was preceded by that of her husband, Néstor

* Krichner, who was president from May 2003 until December 2007,

Partido Justicialista (PJ), currently a left of‘ center political party backs the presidency of
Cristina, and the prévious presidency of Néstor Kirchner. The PJ is the Peronist party, stemming
from its foundation by Juan and Eva Peron in 1947, and possesses a stable electoral base with
ties to grassroots and activist organizations. The PJ experienced several changes in political
alignment: 6rigina11y a pc;pulist party, the PJ became part of the neo-liberal right wing movement
under President Carlos Menem (1989-1999).The election of Néstor Kirchner creatéd a divide

within the Peronist party, with the followers of Kirchner becoming the “Frente para la Victoria”

(Front for the Victory).? Néstor Kirchner’s platform envisioned a center-left political party based
on the return of national popular politics of the earlier Peronist era.’ To achieve this, the
Kirchners have balanced liberal economic policies with human rights measures and minimal

Welfare policies.*
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Néstor Kirchner started as a governor of Santa Cruz bel"ore his predecessor, Eduardo
Duhalde (2002-2003), backed him in a campaign for the presidency. Although not well known at
t_he national level, Néstor had "s_ul_)stantial experience with combative politics at the provincial
level.’ Once in office, Kirchner replaced the cabinet with loyal supporters creating an
atmosphere that suppressed dissention.® This effectively cut off the opposition and consolidated
power in the presidency. This is a characteristic that both Néstor and Cristina have been

criticized for.

~ While Néstor had llttle experience at the national level Cnstma lecked her husband’

executive experience. Prior to her husband’s presidency, Cristina had spent many years in the
Senate but had never held an executive positio’n_. Many critics feared tllat Cristina was merely a
puppet for her husband in order to continue the Kirchner regime. However, N_éstor’s death irr '
October of 2010 removed part of this fear, Cristina’s history of legislative experience and
interest in foreign affairs while in the Senate led many to belleve an improvement of diplomatic
relations and institutions would follow.” Néstor’s hostile stance towards the International
Monetary Fund (IMF), the United States and the United Kingdom, as well as the
renationalization of several private companies, led to increasing diplomatic isolation.® This
isolation was detrimental t.o investment and the international standing of Argentina. Foreign
investors and countries such as the United- States and Brazil,'are hoping Cristina’s‘ foreign

- experience will reestablish ties to international bodies, such as the IMF. While this did not

. happen immediately, after losing financial support from Venezuela, due to the downturn of the

- “economy, Cristina has once again opened up Argentina to the IMF.
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The following section examines political, économic and social policy decisions of the

Kirchner’s. Once established, these policies will be compared with those of Bolivia and Brazil,

- in order to determine which decisions coincide with the policies of the radical and moderate left.
Political Policy

After years of corruption and military dictatorship, President Néstor Kirchner made

several changes in the personnel of the judicial, military and law enforcement agencies, This was

_a key political policy of the Kirchner presidency which gained much recognition. However, the

P e rchner- governments-have-experienced- criticism-for the consolidation of presidential power=—=~--

The government of Néstor Kirchner made important changes in the judicial, military and
1a§v enforcement institutions. The overhaul of the Supreme Court was the most notable of these
chaﬁges. In one of his first presidential acts; Néstor replaced the corrupt “automatic majority” of
‘Supreme Court justicés._g The majority of the Supreme Court justices were f‘ollowers of Carlos |
Menem, Néstor Kirchner’s predecessor. These justices turned a- blind eye té the injustices of the
military dictatorship. They supported Carlos Menem’s decision to pardon military commanders
who had committed crimes during this period. This decision was deemed unconstitutional after
NéStor Kirchners’ election and the repl_aicement of several Supreme Court justices; Menem’s
decision wés subsequently repealed, and the amnésty previously. granted to generals who

participated in human rights crimes was taken away. By appointing a group of respected jurists

to Supreme Court and-removing the corruption of the Supreme Court, Néstor restored public
trust in the government. In regards to the military and law enforcement, Néstor forced many top
gerierals and police chiefs, with ties to abduction and torture of civilians during the dictatorship,

into retirement. Néstor’s efforts to rid the Supreme Court and law enforcement of corruption
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helped to re-legitimize pﬁblic institutions. This was achieved through' proﬁiding a semblance of

honesty, accountability and responsiveness to human rights concerns. '’

| Although Néstor removed the Supreme Court and military of many corrupt leaders, there
is still work to be done. Removing officials from the top did not change the structure of the
 system that perpetuates corruption‘ and crime, While Argentina has a strong set of democratic
institutions, they are still weaker than the political ahd economic institutions of I-Brazil.11 Néstor

Kirchner made significant steps towards re-legitimizing the Supreme Court and law enforcement

agencies; it is now Cristina’s turn to continue this work. -

In general, the Kirchners have received high marks for respecting political and civil

liberties. According to Rail L. Madrid, Wendy Hunter and Kurt Weyland, the Kirchners havé_

held free and fair elections, and respected the freedom of speech and association. 12 However,

they have been criticized for excessively centralizing power.'”> Many scholars have accused
Néstor and Cristina KirChn_er of concentrating power within the presidency. An example of this
is the presidential decree in October 2009, made by Cristina Kirchner, which created the
Asignacién Universal por Hijos (AUH), a cash transfer program for families with school age
children. While the AUH has been beneficial to reducing poverty, it was “criticized by
oppdsition legislators for bypassing the parliamentary process and disallowing debate on

alternative proposals.”'* By implementing the AUH through presidential decree, the Kirchner
prop y 1mp i

the program. This exclusion concentrates power in the presidency and discredits opposition
voices, which are essential to the function of democracy. Recently, Cristina Kirchner has been
criticized for her attempt to regulate the news. According to the Economist, after regaining the

majority in Congress, the government “is pushing through a measure to regulate newsprint,

government-excluded-opposition-parties,-many-of-which-had-concems-over-the-effectiveness-of.
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which arouses fear in newspapers that have been critical of the Kirchners.”' These actions

threaten the democratic institutions and legitimacy 'of" the government.

James Petras and Henry Veltmeyer believe that Néstor promoted alliances that cut across
party lines and social movements.'® Théy see this as a positive policy of the moderate left, in
which the government works with the opposition, such as in Brazil. However, Nikolas Kozloff

believes that through co-opting popular political leaders Néstor Kirchner diluted the independent

strength of social movements.'” This was not a violent or aggressive elimination of the

_opposition, however; it was a form of eliminating the opposition instead of working withit.

While Nestor and Cristina have taken steps towards consolidation of power, much of the

president’é actions have been limited by the robust de‘mocra_tic institutions of Argen'tina.18
According to steven Levitsky and Maria Victoria Murillo, this means that “clections are ‘clean,
civil liberties are broadly protected, and the military has withdrawn from politics.”"® While
* Néstor may have conso_lidated power in the pr.esid'ency, this has been countered by the strong
institutibns in place. Also, the Kirchner government’s superior record of civil liberties, as

compared to predecessors, has greatly increased public trust in these institutions. The limitation

of these strong institutions has stopped the Kirchner government from taking an authoritarian .-

 turn like some other leftist governments in the region.

Economic Policy

The economic policies of Néstor and Cristina Kirchner have focused on building

agriculture exports. Through the increase of exports and strict regulation of imports, Argentina
has experienced significant economic growth. However, economists fear this growth will not

last.
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Néstor Kirchner iﬂherited an_economy deep in financial crisis. In 2001, Argentine
experienced a devastating financial loss. Unemployment rates reached 20%, large amounts of
public spending were cut and interest rates rose severely. This crisis affected all sectors of the
public' and was a catalyst for the election of Néstor Kirchner. Durihg Néstor Kirchner’s
presidency, the economy of Argentina experienced a 9% increase in Gross National Product
(GNP). Due to favorable international conditions, foreign trade of agricultural and- mineral
exports significantly increased. Countries, such as Argentina, with primary source exports,

—— —including oil, grains and soybeans, experienced a greater economic increase (2000-2007).*° The

~ favorable conditions of agricultural exports were key to bringing Argentina out of the 2001

_econo‘mic Crisis. Néster Kirchner’s focus on building up industrial infrastructure was also
ess_enfial, which -Cristina has continued. Beginning with' Néstor’s presidency the Kirchner
- governments have ~encouraged local manufacturiﬁg. Between 2002 and 2004; industrial
.productien increased 33% and then increased another 19% between 2004 and 2007.%! During this
period, 2002-2007, unemployment decreased by 5.9%. lMost significantly, between 2000 and
2005, the Gross Domestic Product (GDP) of Argentina grew at a rate of 9.2%.22 However, this

increase in capital remains with large enterprises at the top of the economic pyramid.”

Argentina experieﬁced significant economic growth since the Kirchner’s took office;
however, the concentration of economic power in the top has led to a deeper inequality between

classes than any other Latin American country.”® Unlike other leftist parties, the Kirchner

governments been criticized for their lack of focus on the poor of Argentina. The economic
decisions of the Kirchner governments have largely benefitted the middle and upper classes.
According to Jill Hedges, “despite Kirchner’s public pro-poor stance, in practice many of his

policies were directly designed to favor middle classes, whose votes were more difficult to
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obtain, and who valued a return to greater consumption opportunities after the dark post-2001

redistribute wealth, Argentinafs gains remain at the top of the .eqonomic structure. At the éﬁd of
Néstor’s first year in office 51% of the population lived below the poverty line and the level of
extreme povert& continued to increase.? It was not until 2009 that serious efforts were made to
improve this imbalance. Similar to Brazil, Cristina Kirchner implemented a cash transfer

program for school-age children and their families. While Argentina has seen improvement in

period.”25 While other leftist parties, such as Bolivia, have used their econbrhic gains to.

e '**’*’p0verty*1'evelS’since*Néstoris’tenn’in*ofﬁce;there’remains*an*unequal*distfibhtion*ofwealth.**"’""' T ormTT

According to Kurt Weyland, Raul L. Madrid and Wendy Hunter, the Kirchner’s
intervened significantly iﬁ the economy of Argentina.®’ This was done through a series of price
controis on expotts and products such as meat, milk, gas and electricity. To be fair, Argentina
has been taxing farm exports since-bef_ore Neéstor Kirchﬁer, a policy meant to raise revenue.
However, the Kirchner’s have since used it as a way to justify the discouraging of commodity

- exports in favor of local ma_nufz;.lcturing.28 While these policies were helpful following the crisis
and the period in which the cheap peso ensured competitiveness, inflation has since risen.. The
increase of inflation hurt Argentina’s competitiveness and the restrictions the government has
imposed are deemed more “harmful” to the economic trade than any country, besides Russia,
accofding to Global Trade Alert.? Thé continued international trade réstrictions have decreased

imports, creating an imbalance between exports and imports. It also raised the prices of several

goods and decreased the production of previously exported goods.

Néstor Kirchner also renationalized several private companies, such as the national post
office, water utilities and national airlines.*® Furthermore, Néstor took steps to encourage greater

govei'nment participation in the energy sector, with the creation of Energia Argentina Sociedad
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-Anénima (ENARSA). ENARSA was established in 2004 as a state energy company. However, it

does not have a significant presence in the energy market of Argentina.” The nationalization of

the energy shows intervention of the states, a characteristic of the radical left.

While many observed Néstor’s policy of “normal capitalism™ as leftist, James Petras and
Henry Veltmeyer believe that this policy is leftist in a limited sense.” The economic growth of
Argentina after the 2001 crisis represents the change in the world economy rather than specific

policies of Néstor Kirchner, According to Jill Hedges, the economic success of the Kirchnet’s is

due to external conditions rather than policy. The government policies of the Kirchner’s have

been erratic and have done little to encourage investment.*® Previously stated, the Kirchner
governments encouraged local production while discouraging imports. They have also increased

trade restrictions, creating a weak environment for foreign investors.

Although the Kirchner gOQemment complied with International Mongtary Fund (IMF)
commijtments, it has lafgely kepf the IMF at a distance. At the beginning of his term, Néstor
negotiated an agreement with the IMF which limited the Fund’s demand for a fiscal surplus to
3% for the rest of 2003. This means that in order for Argentina to receive support from the IMF
: the‘ country had to show a budget that spends 3% less than they are bringing in. Also the
government “refused to draw on ité cénsiderable foreign reserves to pay down the nearly $3

" billion in'maturities that were due in September and freed itself of having to pay on $21 billion in

matur—ities—due—to—the-intemational—ﬁnaneial—institution&over—the—next—fhree—years.”i—Aﬂer—going
into default, the Argentine government has maintained a distance from the IMF and practiced

“heterodox” macroeconomic policies. According to J. Edgar Williams, “heterodox”

! An'economic system in which the government does not have control over the market and there is a space for
private ownership.
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' mactoeconomic policies are “at odds with those recommended by the International Monetary

Fund and the World Bank.”**

The Néstor Kirchner government took a hostile stance towards the IMF, the United States
“and the United Kingdom, key i.nves.-t'ors and powers in the international economy. After paying
off its debt to the IMF, Néstor Kirchnér forced the IMF out of Argentina. Néstor soﬁght to
establish Argentiné’s independence from outside actors. Therefore, he renationalized several

private companies in the hands of foreign investors and took a step away from the IMF, the US

and the UK. This hostility increased diplomatic isolation and investor wariness.*® The economic

gains made through the increase in commodities’ prices were temporary. This is why investors
are crucial to building up an economy and creating capitél. Without investors the economy will
stagnate, which is why forming relationships with international economic groups is important,

According to Jill Hedges, the freezing of tariffs and frequent shifts in policy towards investors

“tended to deter the capacity investments needed.”’ By working with the IMF and other

international groups, countries show that they are interested in expanding their economy, a

positive sign for foreign investors.

Recently, Cristina has adopted more conciliatory positions by reopening negotiations
with Paris Club, an informal group of financial officials, to pay off defaulted debt and invited the
IMF back into Argentina. This is a positive sign for foreign investors and the economy of

Argentinas

Social Policy

The Kirchner governments focused mainly on the improvement of the economy and

political policies. While the Kirchners have not ignored social policy, it remains relatively weak
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compared to other leftist democracies. The cash transfer programs and the bureaucracy involved

has received much criticism from educators and recipients.

According to Steven Levitsky and Maria Victoria Murillo, while the Kirchner
government is considered left of center it has largely ignored social policies.*® Jill '_I-I'é(_lges égrees
with this assessment, stating that despite the Kirchner’s pro-poor stance, the p'olliciés of the
government were designed mostly for the benefit of the middle class.”” Unemployment has

remained high and the divide between the rich and the poor has significantly increased.

_According to a report published by the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural

Organization (UNESCO)}, the poorest 20% of the nation receive only 3% of the national revenue
while the richest 20% of the nation receives 55% of the revenue.*® This statistic indicates that
there is a great inequality between the poor and the rich. It also confirms that the revenue created

by the Kirchner’s economic policies have remained within the top tier.

Although the Kirchner’s policies have largely benefitted the middle class, there have
been some beneficial social programs created. In 2009, through a presidential order, the
Asignacién Universal por Hijo (AUH), a conditional cash transfer program, was implemented.
This program provides school-age children, and their families, with money to ent-:ourage.
increased school attendance as w.ell as vaccination of the children. The policy provides monthly

payments up to $180 per child of unemployed and informal workers. Eighty percent of this is

paid—out—automaticaly—while—the—other—twenty—is—received—when—the—parents—provide
documentation of vaccination. AUH is administered by the National Security Administration
(ANSES) which reports a significant drop in poverty and indigence due to this program.* In a -

report by the Universidad de la Plata, the AUH is called the “most transcendent social policy
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decision in a long time.”* While the progfam has boosted school attendance and helped to

reduce poverty statistics, the problems of Argentina’s education infrastructure still remain.

Argentina’s schools are ill-equipped to receive such an influx of students. The resources
provided to schools in poverty areas are insufficient an“d unequal to those received in middle and
upper class areas. According to Mirta Petrocini, president of the Federation of Buenos Aires
Educators (FEB), “the growing demand in matriculation is not reflected in a bigger budget or

efficient management in order to resolve the daily problems seen in provincial schools.” The

_ schools do not have the resources to accommodate the influx of students, resulting in a lack of

space and unsanitary conditions. These resources also include the quality of teacher. In more
fairbrable zones 75% of the teachers receive a univ_erSity degree; however, in the iéss favorable
zones only 25% of the teachers received a university degree.* According to Ariel F iszbein, there
iAs' a mechénism of discrimination based on nationality, social status énd skin color within the
Argentina education system.'45 This led to unequal distribution of resourées and a continuing gap

between the rich and the poor.

Another significant social policy has been the actions against the piguetaro movement.
The piguetaro movement, which began in the 1990s, gives a voice to the workers of Argentina. -
Piguetaros influence social condition through picketing and marches. Signs, songs, strikes and

marches are used to make 'disgruntled workers feelings felt. These protests can shut down

transportat-ion—systerhs,—such—as—the-buses—and—subway,—as-well-as-streets.—There'is-a—very'stroﬂg
Diguetaro presence in Argentina, especially in the capital of Buenos Aires, where they can often
- be seen closing down streets in protest. The movement attracted attention from the left for its

tactics and after 2002 its numbers expanded.*® At the beginning of Néstor Kirchner’-é term, the

administration avoided confronting or repressing the piquetaros. Instead, Néstor sought to divide



36

the movement through opposition of hard-line activists while pursuing dialogue with the more

moderate activists.”’ Due to this pressure, the movement began to fragment and in 2006 some

factions pledged political alliance to Néstor.® Although the Kirchner’s have not openly

suppressed workers, there remain -questions about their loyalty to the advancement of the

underclass.

According to P. Yakovlev, the Kirchner governments have seen insufficient improvement

in the area of social poverty.* In order to resolve the inequality and poverty of Argentina the

~ government must put more effort into its social programs. This can be seen with the recent-

implementation of the AUH; however, more work needs to be done,

Compared with Brazil

Similar to the left Wing fdrces. in Brazil, Argentina has been shaped by organizational,

institutional, policy and resource constraints. The Kirchners and Lula both have backing from a

well-established and organized political party. Also, each worked within the economic resources

it was given, largely the exportation of agricultural goods.

From the examination of policies, Brazil and Argentina appear more similar in terms of
- social and economic policies. However, there are some discrepancies between the two. While
Brazil has maintained good relations with the IMF and the United States, in order to obtain more

recognition internationally and emerge as a leader in the region, Argentina is just beginning to let

the IMF back into their economic policy. In the following chapter the intricate relationship
‘between the United States and the region will show slightly strained relations between Argentina

and the United States. Also, the government of Argentina has largely ignored social policy while



37

' _th_e government of Brazil l_laS one of the most lauded social programs in the region, Bolsa

Familia.

Brazil reduced inflation and built up the economy through a market-oriented framework.
Howevér,'Argentina has continued to experience problems with inflation and has been foutiriely
criticized for misreporting m‘lmbefs.50 Brazil maintained close ties to the United States and the
IMF.  Through' these economic policy decisions, Braiil won the trust of investors and

international markets. However, the Kirchners have followed “heterodox” macroeconomic

international investors.

In addition, Brazil was one of the founding members of Mercosur. Argentina is also a
founding member of Mercosur and has seen significant economic growth during the Kirchner

governments. While both Argentina and Brazil have seen great economic success, they have both

_ po_licies. These pp}igi_e_s put th_e_m at (_)'dds w_ith_ the _Intcmational V_MVQthE_‘l_I_"y” Fund ) gnd_ othe_:f_ o

faced increasing inequality. There remains a significant gap between the rich and the porr.

However, each nation has seen noted improvement in the percentage of unemploynient. Between
2000 and 2009 Brazil experienced a decrease in unemployment from 9.6% to 8.2%. Similarly,

Argentina experienced a decrease of unemployment from 15%.to 7.9%, between 2000 and

20095

The Lula government of Brazil addressed social issues through several initiatives. The

most successful of these initiatives is the Bolsa Familia. The Bolsa Familia has been credited
with significantly decreasing poverty and bridging the gap between the rich and the poor.

Similarly, Argentina implemented the Asignacién Universal por Hijo (AUH), which the
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~ government has credited with significantly decreasing poverty rates. However, Alfgentiria has

been criticized for a lack of significant social programs or policy.
Compared with Bolivia

As stated in chapter one, radical leftist parties are comprised of more recent, less
organized and more personalistic movements. President Evo Morales of Bolivia created the
MAS less than twenty years ago through charisma and hard work. The Morales government

focused on the nationalization of the economy and a buildup of social programs. While Morales

- maintains—electoral-democracy, he has been. criticized for consolidating .power. within.the...

presidency.

In comparison, the PT is a well-established political party with a long history in
Argentina. While Néstor and Cristina Kirchner are both ché,rismatic leaders, they have largely
focused on rebuilding the economy of Argentina. Also, the Kirchners have failed to elﬁphasis

social programs in a way that is characteristic of the radical left.

The nationalization of Bolivia’s hydrocarbon sector was a key economic policy. This

policy set it apart from Brazil, which maintained a market-oriented framework. Similar to

Bolivia, the Kirchner govérnment renationalized the energy sector and private pensions. This

was seen by scholars as a significant intervention of the state. It is also a characteristic of the

radical left. Although the Kirchners renationalized several economic sectors, they also

maintained a space for private investments and companies. They joined Brazil in the creation of

Mercosur, while Bolivia is only an associate member.

The Morales government has made many radical and seemingly successful changes to the

-social policy of Bolivia. While Brazil and Argentina have largely focused on the build-up of the
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-economy, Bolivia has used the boom in commodity pﬁces to provide social in_itiatives such és the -
and Juancito Pinto and the Renta Dignidad. Bolivia spent 6.9% of its GDP on edﬁcation, while
Brazil and Argentina spent only 5.1% and 4.9% respectively. 52 Although Argentina has Begun to
improve social policy, with initiatives such as the Asignacion Universal por Hijo, these policies
are not as dramatic as _lthose of Bolivia. A significant amount of Bolivia’s resources have been
' budgeted.-to social improvement programs. However, the majority of Argent_ina’s wealth remains

with the upper class.

Another important aspect of Morales’ government is the focus on the poor and

indigenous, as these groups are the base of his power. In contrést, the Kirchner governments
have focuséd on obtaining.the vote of the middle class. Therefore, the Kirchner governmenf does
“not ﬁave the radical focus on social policy that is a 'char_a.léteristic of the radical left. Until
receﬁtly, tile Kircliner governments ignored social policy in éome respects, leading to greater
inequality. After éséu_ming the i)residency, Néstor Kirchner focused on febuilding the economy
of Argentina and asserting the country’s independence. This meant a lack éf social welfare
programs. Cristina Kirchner followed this legacy and only recently, as Argentina has pulled out

of the 2001 economic crisis, has she begun to put greater focus on social programs, -

The Morales and Kirchner governments begin to converge in their political policies. Both

Morales and the Kirchners have been criticized for consolidating power within the presidency

and-dismantling-the-opposition-The-Kirchners-have-consolidated-power through-the-appointment
of loyal and unquestioniﬁg supporters as well as passing presidential decrees, such as the
Asignacién  Universal por Hijo. .Howe,ver,' the strong institutions of Argentina have held this
~consolidation in check. _\.B}hilé the Kirchners have not completely shpt dowﬂ the opposition, they

" -have co-opted opposition leaders. This tactic creates a void where the opposition voices and
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opinions should be in a democratic government. Also, the Kirchners have maintained ties with

many radical democracies in the region, including Bolivia,

While the Kirchner government may not éhare all the same characteristics as Bolivia,
there are a significant number T(;’f-simi_la-ritie.é-. The Kirchner governments’ social policy is clearly
* not a shared characteristic Eetweenr Bolivia and Argéntina. However, thete are rriany similarities
in the economic and political policies. Both have nationalizéd their energy sectors, élthough,

Argentina remains more open to a market-oriented framework, and they have both consolidated

power within the presidency. |

Conclusions

' The governments of Néstor and Cristina Kirchner are hard to classify since they have |
evolved over time and adopted characteristics of both radical Bolivia and moderate Brazil. In
terms of social policy the Kirchner g'overnmeht is far away .from the policies of Bolivia.
However, the. economic and poiitical policies of the Kirchner governments share several

characteristics of radical Bolivia.

Overall, the Morales government took an aggressive social and political stance while the
Lula and Kirchner governments made gradual policy progression. Argentina, like Brazil, has

focused on strengthening the economy; however, this has come at the cost of the social welfare

of the nation. While the Kirchners have made significant improvements in social welfare, many
~ criticize Argentina for the lack of focus upon social programs and question their effectiveness. In
contrast, the Bolsa Familia cash transfer program of Brazil has lauded as one of the most .

successful social pfograms in the world. The social policy of Argentina still needs significant
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improvement in order to be viewed as leftist social policy. However, it seems that the Kirchner -

government is taking the route of moderate Brazil rather than radical Bolivia.

Also, as 'statéd in Chapter One, the moderate left is made up of well-established and
organized political parties. The current party in power developed from the PJ, a long established
and well organized politicai party in Argeniina. The PJ was establ{shed in the 1940’s and
experienced significant ideological changes while in office. This history is not unlike that. of the

PT in Brazil. The PT was a well-established party with a long history that once in power began

_to change. These established institutions and history have tempered the effects of presidential .

consolidation, ensuring that Argentina does not take an authoritarian turn, However, without
these restraints the political policy of the Kirchners would look stmilar to that of Moralés in

Bolivia.

'_The eponomic policy of the Kirchners can berviewe.d -als-a mix of radical Bolivia and
moderate Brazil. Argentina has séught to expand its economy, like Brazil, through an open
market. However, the Kirchﬁers have also taken steps, such as the renationalization of the energy
sector and the eviction of the IMF in Argentine economic matters, which align with the radical

left.

It is easy to see why many scholars consider Argentina an ambiguous case in the

definition of radical and moderate leftist democracies. Rather than ali gning with one or the other,

the Kirchner governments of Argentina are a mix of the two. Argentina has gradually shifted
more towards the left. The government first began to take on leftist leanings with Néstor
-Kirchner. These have progressed to a place where Argentina can definitively be defined as part

of the Latin American left. The left can be defined as maintaiﬁihg electoral democracy,
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remaining open to foreign trade and invesfment’ and secking to enriéh lives throﬁgh social
programs, While the Kirchner governments have maintained electoral democracy and remained
open to foreign trade and investment, they Have largeiy ignored soéial programs. This has begun
-to change with Cristina Kirchner. Just as the PJ evolved into a lefiist party, thé Argentine
government continues to evolve as a leftist democracy. However, the government has yet to ali_g:h '

with one group or the other. As Cristina Kirchner continues in government it will be interesting

to see if Argentina progresses down the leftist path towards a more radical or moderate

government.

In the following section the observations made in Chapter Two will be used to determine
the effect Argentina as a leflist democracy will have in the region. Argentina currently has ties to
several radical and moderate democracies. Chapter Three will examine how these r'ela.tionships'

- may change as the leftist government of Argentina evolves.




43

' Notes
Chapter Two: the Case of Argentma

! Jorge Rueda, “Argentina’s Kirchner Backs Chavez.” Washington Post. February 21,
2007. : ' -

2 11l Hedges, Argentina a Modern History (Londbn: L.B. Tauris, 2011), 283,

31 .a‘r'nes.— Petras and Henry Veltmeyer, What's Left in Latin America (Surrey: Ashgate
Publishing Limited, 2009), 58.

* Petras and Veltmeyer, What's Left in Latin America, 58.

5 Hedges, Argentina a-Modern History, 282. S -

“Toid., 282,
7 Ibid., 286.
® Ibid., 283.

~ ® Petras and Veltmeyer, What 's Left in Lalin América, 57.
1° Ibid., 57.

' Steven Lev1tsky and Maria Victoria Murlllo “Argentina from Kirchner to Klrchner”,
Journal of Democracy 19, no. 2 (2008) 29.

12 Rurt Weyland, Rail L. Madrid and Wendy Hunter, “The Policies and Performance of
the Contestatory and Moderate Left” in Leftist Governments in Latin America: Successes and
Shortcomings, ed. Kurt Weyland, Raul L. Madrid and Wendy Hunter (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2010) 174.

P Ibid., 174.

1 Kyle Younker, “Asignacién Universal por Hijo, One Year Later”, The Argentina -
Independent, October 12, 2010,

httpi//www.argentinaindependent. com/s001ahssues/development/as1gnac1on—un1versal-por—h130-
one-year-later/

13 «Argentina’s president: Cristina prepares to defy gravity” The Economist, December
17,2011,

1 Petras and Veltmeyer, What's Left in Latin America, 58.



44

17 Nikolas Kozloff, Revolution! South Amerzca’
Palgrave Macmillan, 2008), 182. ' .

8 Levitsky and Murillo, “Argentina ﬁ_'om Kirchne:r to Kirchhc;r”? 21.
1bid., 19. | |
20 Petrés and Veltmeyer, What's Left in Latin America, 5.

21 id,, 60.

22 .- United Nations 2010 World Statistics Pocketbook Country Profile,
http://unstats.un.org

** Pettas and Veltmeyer, What's Left in Latin America, 59.

24 Petras and Veltmeyer, What 's Left in Latin America, 61.

?5 Hedges, Argentina, 284. |

26 Petras and Veltmeyer, What’s Left in‘ Latin 'América; 65.

21 Weyland, Madrid and Hﬁnter, “The Policies and Performance”, 173,
28 .. “Protectionism in Argentina: Keep Out”, Economist, September 24, 2011,
2 Ibid, |

3 Kozloff, Revolution!, 40.

* Ibid., 40.

32 Petras and Veltmeyer, What's Left in Latin America, 60.

3 Hedges, Argenti}ia, 283.

% Mark F alcoff, “Argentina: Kirchner’s Honeymoon” Latin American Outlook, (2003).

33 J. Edgar Williams, “Cosmetic changes: the Argentine economy after the 2007
elections.” American Diplomacy (2008) Academic OneFile.

36 Hedges, Argentina, 283.

37 Ibid., 284.



45

N ‘3-3."Lévi'tsky and Murillo,"‘Afgentina from Kirchner to Kirchner”, 28,
** Hedges, Argentina, 284.

4 __.. “Reaching the Marginalized”, UNESCO (Oxford:Oxford UP, 2010), 317.

' Younker, “Asignacién Universal por Hijo, One Year Later”
L 2 Ibid,

** Mirta Petrocini, quoted in “Asignacién Universal por Hijo, One Year Later” The
Argentina
Independent, October 2010,

http://www.argentinaindependent.com/socialissues/development/asignacion-universal-por-hijo

one-year-later/

Ariel Fiszbein, “Instituciones, Provisién De Servicios Y Exclusidn Social. Estudio de
caso del sector educacion en Buenos Aires.” Desarrollo Economico 41, no. 162 (2001): 248,
~ http://www jstor.org. '
* Ibid., 244

* Kozloff, Revolution!, 173.

47 Ibid.,174.
® 1bid., 174.
“p Yakovlev, “Argentina-: The Kirchner Family Contract”, Internation_al Affairs 54, no.
3 (2008):72.
0 Hedges, Argentina, 285. N - | e

! __..United Nations 2010 World Statistics Pocketbook, http://unstats.un.org

52 Ibid.




46

- Chapter Three: FOréign and Region‘al Réia_t_ibns
Introduction | '

The foreign policy of the Néstor and Cristina Kirchner adfninistrations focuses on how its
actions will most benefit the country domestically. According to Andrés Malamud, the main
objectives of the Kirchners’ foreign policy have b-een to elicit electoral éupport and to oBtain
financial assistaﬁce abroad.' Néstor Kirchner inherited a country deep in economic crisis and in

the midst of political change. Since election, the Kirchners sought to reestablish and strengthen

the economic-and political foundations of Argentina. In restructuring the economic; political;-and

“social policies of Argentina, the Kirchners have adopted policies of both the moderate and

radical left. As the Kirchner administrations gradually shifted to the left, the relationship between
regiohal and international actors has changed. In order to achieve the stabilization of the
economy and politics, the Kirchners sought support from both moderate and radical democracies,

as well as from international actors.

 The main concern of the Kirchner gox}ernments has been the political and economic
advancement of Argentina. Therefore, they have sought support from both moderate Brazil and
radical Venezuela. They have also maintained ties with the United States. Instead of limiting
themselves to countries with ideological similarities, the Kirchnérs have sought support from
whoever is willing to give it. According to Andrés Malamud, “the Kirchner’s foreign pblicy can

be uncontroversially depicted as personalist, based on short term planning, and principally

pragmatic rather than ideological”.? This has lead to an often contradictory and erratic foreign

policy. -

This chapter will seek to examine how the pol'icies put forth in Chapter Two affect the

interaction of Argentina with both regional and international actors. Argentina interacts with
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three main countries: Brazil (moderate demécracy), Venezuela (radical democracy) and the
United States (liberal democracy).® Chapter Three will explore how the policies adopted by the

Kirchners affected their diplomacy with these three countries and others within the region.

‘Relationship of Argentina and Moderate Democracies (Brazil)

The geographical proximity of Brazil has made it both an ally and a rival of Argentina.
The Kirchners worked closely with President Lula da Silva and continue to work with his

successor. While their proximity has led to beneficial alliances, such as Mercosur, it has also

... pushed—Argentina—towards—the.-radical-. democracy..of - Venezuela... However,.. the. Kirchner....... .

administration has also sought to undermine the influence of Brazil within the region.

According | to Roberto Russell and Juan Gabriel Tokatlian, Brazil is viewed as an
indispensible ally that expands the national autonomy and international negotiation capacity of |
Argentina.* Brazil expands Argentina’s intérna_tional ne_gotiation capacity through ties to the US
and the IMF. Investors are confident in the economic policies of Brazil; therefore, an alliance of
Brazil with Argentina increases investors’ confidence in Argentina. The agreements and alliance
of Brazil and Argentina through Mercosur have opened up trade between the countries. Mercosur ...
allows for frec trade between the meilnber’states, which include Brazil, Argentina;' Paraguay,

Uruguay and Venezuela, Brazil is one of the more dominant forces within Mercosur, having the

"~ largest Grbss' Domestic Product (G'Di’) of the membef states. According to Katherine Hancy

Wheeler, union of these countries into a trading bloc gives them more trading security.’

A point of contention between Argentina and Brazil has been the ambition of Brazil to

become a leader regionally and internationally. According to Riordan Roett, while Brazil has

risen, Afgentina’s regional and international profile “has diminished dramatically”.® Brazil’s
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greater intetest, withI the election of Lula in 2003, in expanding internationally has led to the
focus of international attention on Brazil. To prove its viability as an internét‘ional actor, Braz.il'
has S(_)__ught a closer relationship with international actors andlasserted its dominanée within the
region. President Lula was careful not to alienate the United States and key international
organizations such as the International Monetary Fund (IMF). Lula worked with the IMF and |

maintained a distance from Néstor Kirchner, whose policies opposed the presence of the IMF

within Argentina.” This distance from the more radical economic policies of Argentina opened a

space,forf\lenezuela,to,ally,itself,with,Argentina.,According,to,Andrés,Malamﬁd,_when,Brazil,,, o

" "beégins o hinf at affifining itself as ¢ither a regiohal -b'f" global power, the Kirchiner's foréigii

policy moves closer to the US or Venezuela.® In order to counter Brazil’s ambitions of |
dominance in the region, the Kirchner administrations have found it pragmatic to form alliances
with these two countries. However, the Kirchners have also groWn closer to Hugo Chavez as the

US has increasingly deferred to Brazil.

Not only is fhe Kirchner administration threatened by Brazil’s ambition but Brazil is also
Argentina’s principal geopolitical rival and threatens the security and territorial integrity of
Argenti'na.9 This rivalry is another reason for Argentina’s alliance with Venezuela. With the
support of Venezuela, Argentina has been able to counter Brazil’s claims to leadership within the
tegion. Also, the Kirchners have received a greater amount- of support, politically and

economically, from Venezuela than Brazil. Due to Brazil’s ambitions in becoming an

international leader, the Brazilian government has been restrained in its support of radical
_ democracies and policies, such as Néstor Kirchner’s expulsion of the IMF. Meanwhile,
Venezuela has largely disregarded international expectations and specifically sought out allies,

such as the Kirchners, within the region. Chévez’s disregard, and disdain, for international actors
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_ has allowed Argentina to receive greater financial benefits. In 2009, Chévez “declared that

Venezuela is ready to supply Argentina with oil and later liquefied gas for the next 100 years.”'®

- The Kirchners, being pragmatic in their foreign policy outlook, readily accepted the aid and

support of Venezuela.

Although Brazil has received increasing international attention it “has failed to command
a strong following in its own backyard”.!" This is due in part to being seen as a “peace-loving,

law-abiding and benign” force.'? Although Brazil has the largest defense budget in the region, it

has no intention of becommg a m111tary power. This limits the government i in enforcmg its

presence within the region. The other nations in the region do not see Brazﬂ as an enforcer;

therefore they do not see the need to follow Brazil. Also while B_razil has the largest economy in
Latin ' America, with a GDP of US$1,571,960 (trillion), it is outperformed by several of its

neighbors through human development indicators and GDP‘per capita.”® The countries in the

 region, including Argentina, have publicly opposed Brazil’s global ambitions. In 2004, Brazil

attempted to win a permanent seat on the United Nations Security Council. However, Argentina
severely opposed these efforts, infuriating Lula.'* While the administrations of Brazil and

Argentina remain allies, they are also in serious competition with each other, as evidenced

_ above.

‘Brazil’s foreign policy seeks to expand the country’s influence both regionally, and

_ internationally. According to Michael Reid, “under Lula, Brazil became less discreet_in

proclaiming its ambition to be seen as a regional leader and global player.”'® This ambition has

hindered the relationship between Argentina and Brazil. International actors, such as the United
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States end' IMF, have had m.oreinﬂuen_ce.on the policies of Lula than those of the Kirchn'ers.'
Lula focused on foreign policy to further the ambitions of Brazil internationally. However, the
Kirchner administratioﬁ has focueed on using foreign policy to solve domestic issues rather than
catering to_ international actors.'® Despite these differences, the Kirchner administration

continues to work with the government of Brazil.
Relationship of Argentina and Radical Democracies (Venezuela and Bolivia)

The Kirchner administration has also maintained strong ties with the radical democracies

-.within_the_region,specifically. Venezuela. These relationships are used to _benefit Argentina = .. . ... ..

domestically but are also used to counter the emergence of Brazil as a leader within the region.
Venezuela has provided significant economic and political support 1o the Kirchner -

administration and in return has found a strong ally within the region,

According to José Bricefio Ruiz and Miriam Gomes Saraiva, Kirchner began a strategic
alliance with Venezuela in order to balance the erhergence of Brazil as a leader.'” This alliance
was also strategically advaptageous to Venezuela. While Chéavez and Lula put on a public show
of solidarity, the political and economic policies of the radical and moderate democracies are
_ clearly different. Due to these differences_ Chévee did not find a true ally in'Lela and therefore,

turned to the Kirchners for support.'®

The Kirchner administrations have routinely relied on the support of Chévez. The more

radical aspects of the Kirchners’ economic policy have allowed for a closer relationshii) between
the two countries. According to Nikolas Kozloff, Chdvez’s opinions in the area of energy

resources carry significant weight in Argentina.19 During the 2001 economic crisis, the Kirchner

1 According to Nikolas Kozloff, Brazilians are culturally oriented towards."the Us, leaming English instead of
Spanish, rather than their Latin American neighbor, Argentina.
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adrninistratioh turned to Venezuela, as it was the inyl(.:OU.I'ltryr that Would buy Argentine state
bonds.? The Kirchners had turned to the US for economic support. However, the Bush
administ_ration “was-accused of being unhelpful when Argentina’s economy ccdlapsed.’_’21 This
early support led Venezuela to become Argentina’s most significant financial supporter. In 2007,
the Venezuelan government purchased US$4,250 million in Argentina debt bonds.?? Venezuela
not only supports Argentina financially but numerous trade agreements have been made between
the two countries. Of the international agreements the Kirchners have signed 28% have been

with Venezuela, which account for 45% of the agreements Argentina has made within the

o "'l'eglorl.ﬂm Hugo Chiavez has become a sighificant ally to theKirchners ecotiomically. ="~

Although Argentina has grown closer to Venezuela since the Kirchner administrations,
Argeﬁtina has not become a client stéte of Hugo Chévez. According to Andrés Malamud, the
d'oseness of Chévez and the Kirchners has more to do with the'mutua_l benefits rather than --
ideological plroximity.24 This is quite different f‘rofn the relationship between Bolivia and
Venezuela. The natural resources and economy of Venezuela have alloﬁed it to become the
major radical democ;‘acy within the region. As such, Hugo Chavez extended generous amounts
of financial support to smaller radical democrﬁcies, client states, within the region. Bolivia is an
example of such a client state. Alfhough Bolivia has benefitted from its natural resources, the
e_ﬁonomy remains far Bcléw that of Argentina or Venezuela. Similar fo Argentina, Bolivia has

received significant financial aid from Venezuela. However, due to the size and relative lack of

wealth, Bolivia is not seen as a partner but rather a follower. While Hugo Chavez expects
support from Evo Morales, which he has routinely given, _tilis support is not as significant as that

'_of the Kirchners. The Kirchners’ unique policy positions and the prestige of their country allow



52

- them more weight within the region. This makes them a significant partnér and ally to Chévez

rather than a follower.

The Kirchners” mix of policies has allowed them to form a solid relationship with the
radical democracies of the region. This is due in part to the ﬁragmatic nature of the Kirchners
foreign policy. While the Kirchner administration may not hdld all the same ideals as Chévez or

Morales, they are able to work with them in order to greater benefit their country.

R.elationship‘of the United States and Argentina

In previous decades the United Statés had a significant hold on the region. However,

through the changing pﬁoi‘ities of the US and the shift to the left of the democracics of Latin
America this hpld has l_es.sene_d. The US is no longér able to dictate or impose policy through the
IMF and World Bank, as it did in the 1980s and 199055 As the countries, such as Argentina and
Bolivia, hgve removed the IMF frﬁm their economic policy, the US influence in the IMF has
littlelimpact on the economic policies of these countﬁes. Also, the US .foreign policy shift of
focus to the Middle East has allowed the governments of Latin America to establish their own set

of policies. As stated by James Petras:

The ability of President Chavez to confront and oppose the US economic and political
power would have been more constrained had the US been more fully engaged in the

region, even without the economic power of oil and of US dependence on it.*

The disengagement of the United States within the region has also allowed for the economy of
these countries to expand on its own, This means that the financial crisis of the US has had less

effect on Argentina, Bolivia and Brazil than it previously would have. As stated above, this is
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largely due to Néstor Kirchner foreil_lg out of the IMF ‘and, in the case of Argentina, the

uncoupling of the peso from the dollar.

" In regards to Argentiha and the Kirchner administretion, there has been a significant shift
in the relationship with the US. Prior to the Kirchners, the Argentine government fostered at
relatively close relationship with the US. The US supported the government throughout several
autocratic goverhments. In return, the Argentine government closely followed the policies set

forth by the US and the IMF. However, the Kirchners have sought to break away from the US

influence. Not only has there been a decouplmg of the economies but also a deerease in m111tary

coIlaboratlon between the Umted States and Argentma This has been a departure for the
countries, which have a history of military support.”” This shift away from the US is due to the
Kirchners suspending the policy o.f autematic alignment and tnstead focustng on closer ties to
other Latin American countries.”® Similar to many of the leftist democracies in Latin America,
Argentina has focused its foreign policy on .building relationships with its neighbors. Through
the formation of Mercosur and Unasur, the US has been cut out of economic and political
agreements within Latin America. Specifically, the formation of Mercosur, of which the
Kirchners were founding members, has blocked the creation of a free trade agreement between

Latin America and the US.

Although the Kirchners lessened Argentina’s ties with the US, the relationship has not -

been completely severed. While there has been a decrease in military_collaboration_since_the

election of the Kirchners, the US continues to provide Argentina with military equipment.? The
Kirchner administrations and the US govefnment have also collaborated in several areas. The
Kirchners and the US government have come together are international trade and support in

negotiations as well has international security, specifically in regards to Iran.*® Once again the
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Kirchners are pragmatic in their foreign policy- outlook. They form alliances where they believe

Argentina will receive the most benefit.

Due to the July 1994 bombing of a Jewish community-center in Buenos Aires, in which
Iran played a role“,.the Kirchners have supported the US against Iran. Unlike some radicai
democrecies, the Kirchners have been able to maintain bilateral relations dﬁe to the shared
interest of bringing Iranian-sponsored terrorist to justice.”! This position is in opposition to most

other Latin American countries, including Brazil and Venezuela. According to Andrés Malamud,

“it is perhaps the only issue in whlch Buenos Alres was closer to Washmgton than Caracas

Also the US took a key part in convincing the IMF to be more flexible in the financial

requirements of Argentina’s debt repayment.®® Néstor Kirchner then ordered the repayment of

Argentina’s debt in full and cut off the IMF from Argentina.

While the Kirchners so.ught out early suppoﬁ from the US in the situation with the IMF
| and Iran, Cristina Kirchner has since strained relations with the US. At the beginning of her
presidency, Cristina Kirchner was involved in a presidential campaign scandal.” The US harshly
critieized Cristina Kirchner and Venezuela. The two leaders accused the US of orchestrating the
scandal in order to divide the Latin American nations.** This scandal caused the Kirchner
administration, and Hugo Che’wez,- to accuse the US of a conspiracy and a res’trietion of the US

ambassador’s activities within Buenos Aires.*® These actions have put a strain on the relationship

” 3277”””7 o

between the US and Argentina. However, the two nations h i ed to_their previous

relationship.

*In August 2007, a Venezuelan-American citizen, Guido Alejandro Antonini Wilson, attempted to enter Argenting
with US$800,000 of cash in his suitcase. Wilson did not declare this money to customs and was flying on a flight
chartered by the Argentine government. Following the incident a US assistant attorney declared in court that the
money was illegal contributions for Cristina Kirchner’s presidential campaign. Several allegations were proven true
and individuals involve were sent to prison. The Kirchners believe the trail was a smear campaign against the
Argentine government and restricted the activity of the US ambassador to Argentina,



‘55
The United States and Latin America

_The relationship between the United States and other countries within the region, such as
Brazil and Bolivia, has also experienced significant changes. The elections of Morales and Lula
forced the US to rethink foreign policy in the region. As seen, the rise of the left has led to

_significant policy changes, which the US must now take in to account.

The election of Evo Morales in Bolivia followed the shift to the left in Latin America and

posed a challenge to the foreign policy of the United States. According to Roger Burbach, the

. victory of Morales.represented a defeat to the past policies of the United States and.a challenge.. ...

to see if the US could bend itself to the new government of Bdlivia.3 % The radical policies of
Morales were contrary to those supported by the United States. In the past, the US had supporfed
presidén_tial candidates they believed fit their policies and the campaign of Morales was no
different. The US funded anti-Morales social movements which caused tension between the two
governments and eventually the expulsion of the US ambassador. These movements were
funded through the embassy and the Agency for International Development (USAID), which
also provided support to “political forces that opposed Morales himself and the MAS.” Whil¢
the relat_ionship between Argentina and the US has not come to this extreme, the Kirchners have
| made it 'Iciear that they will éupport those coﬁntries, such as Venezuela, which provide it with

substantial support.

In regards to Brazil, the United States has increasingly deferred to Brazil in issues
regarding Latin America. In 2008, instead of responding to rising tensions between Colombia
and Venezuela, the United States left it to Brazil and Unasur to mediate the issue.®® As

previously stated, Brazil is beginning to emerge as a regional and global leader. Lula made it
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clear that, while Brazil would maintain a cordial relationship with the US, Brazil was to be the

dominant power within Latin America.

As thé United States has become distracted by issues in.the Middle East and the
democracies of Latin America have made a significant shift, the relationship between the US and
these countries has changed. Several strong governments have risen out of the shift to the left.
These governments, .such as that of Brazil, have provided a counterpart to the US in Latin

America.

. ,m.H.Eoreign._.Relations_and,.AtheiClassification.*ofithe.,l.ladical and Moderate Left.. ... ... .. .

According to Benjamin Arditi, the purpose of the classification of the left is to provide a

guide for US foreign policy.’ > After losing hold within the region, the US is seeking to redefine

tl_leir policy within Latin America. The left in Latin America, especially radical democracies such
as Bolivia and Veﬁezuela, is suspicious and critical of the US. This has changed the way in
which US policy relates to Latin American countries. As previously stated, the US has
increasingly deferred to Brazil in regards to situations with the region. Current events, such as
the September 11™ terrorist attacks, have led the US to increase their focus on the Middle East.
Therefore the US has fouﬁd it relevant to establish a friendship with Brazil. The US recognizes
Brazil as a poﬁer in the region with similar policies. They have relied on Brazii to moderate the

radical democracies, such as the anti-American campaign of Venezuela.*’

Many scholars would argue that the categorization of the‘ moderate and radical
democracies of Latin America has led to a grouping of “good” and “bad” countries. The “good”

are identified as the moderate democracies, such as Brazil, who maintain policies deemed

acceptable by the Unitedl States. While the “bad” are the radical demogi‘acies, such as Bolivia
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and Venezuela, which have adopted policies unécceptabh_: in fhe eyes of the United States. The
United States maintaiﬁs relationships with both categbries. However, the categorization of these
countries has led to the general populaﬁon’s ignorance of the benefits of radical policies. Those
who are unknowledgeable in the policies of these two categories would assume that radical
democracies are detrimental to their society. However, as seen in the previous chapters each has
its own benefits and downfalls. While Brazil has succeeded in expanding its economy and

international prestige, it has fallen short in providing these benefits to its citizens. Argentina

consistently outperformed Brazil in gross domestic product per capita and human development

— indicators—According to-UN World' Statistics Pocketbook, the GDP ‘growth rate for Argentinain

2009 was .9% while Brazil’s was -.2%.% However, Bolivia has been much more aware of
improving its social indicators and advancing the welfare of its citizens. Bolivia, as well as
Argentina, consistently outperform's' Brazil in this area, although- Brazil maintains the highest .

gross domestic product.

Categorizing the radical and moderate democracies of Latin America is beneficial in
understanding the nuances of the leftist democracies of the region. However, it should not be
used to provide a frameworkl of “good” and “bad”. Each country has both gained and ldst from
“implemented policies. Many scholars bélieve that the economic policies of the moderate left will
prove more beneﬁciai in the long run. In the same way, the social policies of the radical left have

- provided a more beneficial system for the welfare of their citizens. Whether one is “good” or

“bad” can only be determined by the citizens and politicians of the country.

Therefore, scholars and government officials should be cautious in their use of

categorizing the left. As stated, the categories of radical and moderate democracies provide a
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framework to understanding the history and .differences of the radical and moderate left.

However, this should not be used to determine which democracy is right and which is wrong,

\
J

Conclusions

As outlined in this chapter, moderate and radical democracies can and do work with one
another. Although Brazil and Bolivia share different ideologies, they both are taking part in -
integrating the region through Mercosur and Unasur. This integration has been somewhat more

fluid for Argentina, whose policies allow it to identify with both the radical and moderate

_....democracies..._Argentina has. also. taken a more_pragmatic.outlook regarding. integration;. the..... ..

Kirchners view integration as a benefit to Argentina and are therefore willing to work with both

ideologies.

The ability of the rédiéal and moderate left to work together demonstrate that while there |
_ are significant differences in policy; each nation is seeking to benefit its_elf and the region. The
regibﬁ is resource rich and has seen significant success in the past few decades. Integration of the
countries within Unasur will hopefully allow for continued improvement in the areas of social
and economic policy. If these countries can continue to work togéther, South America is likely to

become a major player in the world stage.
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~ .. Capitulo Cuatro: ;Argentina: Radical o Modefado?

Introduccién

Rebientemeﬁté, hay un cambio de las politicas de Lafiﬁoamé_rica a la izquierda,
Aproximadamgnte, dos tereios de los gobiernos en Latinoameérica son de la izquierda.' Eruditos, -
como Kurt Weyland, Diegb Abente Brun and Jorge G. Castafieda, emﬁezaron a calificar estos
gobiernqs dela izqui_?rda a categorias de la izquierda radical y la izquierda moderada. Paises

como Brazil, Bolivia, Venezuela y Chile estdn clasificados en los dos gmpoé de la izquierda

. ==modéraada=y=radieal.—-Sin' embargo-Argentina-no-estd-clasificada-como ‘un gobierno de la izquierdg™

moderada o radical. Para los eruditos, Argentina tiene un gobierno ambiguo. Esto trabajo va a
examinar las politicas econémicas, sociales y politicos para determinar cémo el gobierno de

- Argentina corresponde con la clasificaciones de la izquierda. -

Hay muchas definiciones de las dos izquierdas. Por el propdsito de este examen la
- izquierda moderada consta de partidos viejos, més institucionalizados y organizados. Otro lado la
~ izquierda radical consta de partidos nuevos, con movimientos més fluidos y carismatico. Los

partidos de la izquierda radical no tiene el tiempo a desarrollar reglas o unas estructuras.’

Para examinar la'izquierda radical y moderada este trabajo usa los casos de Bolivia y
Brasil. Segun leos eruditos, Bolivia es un buen ej'e_mplo de la izquierda radical mientras que Brasil

es un buen ejemplo de la izquierda moderada. Esta revisién se enfocar en las presidencias de Evo

Morales (2003-ahora) de Bolivia y Luiz In4cio Lula da Silva (2003-2010) de Brasil. El primer
capitulo cbristruyé una coleccioén de caracteristicas para determinar las diferencias entre la
izquierda radical y la izquierda moderada. Para determinar las caracteristicas, la revision enfoca

en la politica econémica, social y politico.
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Bl segundo capitulo examina Argentina y las presidencias de Néstor y Cristina Kirchner,
Con lds caracteristicas de la izquierda radical y moderada que el primer -ca'pitulo establecid, este-
capitulo analiza las politicas de los Kirchners en comparacién a Morales y Lula. El propésito de

este capitulo es determinat si Argentina tiene caracteristicas de la izquierda radical o moderada.

Finalmente, el tercer capitulo examina las interacciones entre Argentina y los paises de
Bolivia, Brasil y los Estados Unidos. El propésito de este capitulo es demonstrar como las

caracteristicas de la izquierda radical y la izquierda moderada afectan el politico exterior. Las

relaciones entre Argentina, los paises radicales, los paises moderados y los Estados Unidos seran

examinados. También cémo estas relaciones y la division de la izquierda afectan el region.
Seccion 1: Brasil y Bolivia
Brasil

Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva fue el presidente de Brasil desde 2003 hasta 2010. La
presidencia de Lula fue parte de la transicién a la izquierda en Latinoamérica. El Partido dos

Trabalhadores (PT) fue el partido de Lula y esté en poder ahora.

El Partido dos Trabalhadores es uno de los més grandes partidos de la izquierda en
Latinoamérica. Actualmente, el PT es un partido de la izquierda moderada. Segtin Jorge

- Cataneda, Brasil es un buen ejemplo de la izquierda moderada porque enfatiza la politica social

en.una_estr.uctura,de.mercado.ortocloxc;)-y-ori-ginado-de-:sdf—:-uﬂa—i—zc;{uie;rda—radit—:al—naeonstruida.3 El—
~ PT fue fundado en 1980 y fue un partido de la izquierda radical de influencia en Brasil. Sin
embargo, cuando Lula recibid la presidencia el PT ¢mpez6 a perder las caracferisticas que hacen

lo un partido radical.
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El gobierno Vde Lula enfocé muchos de sus esfuerzos en la politica extérior'y lla_ econornia,
dentro de y afuera de la regién. Lula diversific6 los mercados de exportacidn, nie.dié_ conflictos
eﬁ"ld region y cred alianzaé ploliﬁca.s con paises sﬁbdesarrollados. Distinto dé ;)tros paises de Ia
regidn, como Argentina, Brasil continué trabajando con el Fondo Monetario '.Intemacional (FMI)
en el area de economia. Durante los primeros afios de la presidencia de Lula la deuda publica .fue
reducirla del 62% al 53% de Produ;:to Interior Bruto (PIB)* También desde 2003 y 2008 la

inflacion fue reducirla a 6,9%, la tasa de crecimiento aument6 por 4,1% y la renta per cépita

- presidenciaanterior

aument6 por 2,7%.” Esto es significativo en comparacion a la inflacion de 14.9% durantela S

La economia fue el primer enfoque del gobierno de Lula pero también él ayuda a
promover la posicion de Brasil en el mundo. Durante la presidencia de Lula, Brasil se hace una
potencia en la regién. Por eso, los Estados Unidos consulta Brasil en sus accionés en la region y

hay un poco de tension entre los dos paises.

La historia de la presidencia de Lula demostré .algunas caracteristicas de la izquierda
- moderada. La presidencia de Lula fue apoyada por un partido con una histéﬂa larga. También el
PT es organizado, unificado y tiene instituciones estables. Estas tres caracteristicas correlacionan - "
r(-:on 1a definicion de la izquierda moderada. que dice la izquierda m;)derada estd compuesto de

partidos viejos y tiene mucha organizacion.®

~Bolivia

La presidencia de Evo Morales empez6 en 2005, después de que Morales gano el 33,7%
del voto popular, Esto fue la primera vez que una perSoria Aymara fue elegido a la presidencia.

Morales gano la presidencia con el apoyo del Movimiento al Socialismo (MAS). El MAS se
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‘ fc')rmc')r diez afios antes de la ,erl-ecci()n dé Morales. Desde su fbnnécién, MAS extendi6 desde el
campo hasta las ciudades y se hizo el pé,rtido dominante en B(_)livia.7 Aunque MAS cofn.part:e
muchas de las mismas metas.cc.)n el PT =(Brasil) ello-s' van a direcciones diferentes. Segin
‘Santiago Anria, la diferencias entre el MAS y el PT es c6mo el movilﬁiento empez6 desde

- abajo.® Mientas ¢l PT y Lulé trabajaron-en la estructura anterior MAS originé en las partes més
pobres de Bolivia y traf)aja en contra de ia estructura. Una cosa que distingue ei MAS desde

otros partidos, como, el PT, es que el existe en el 4rea politica y el 4rea social.’

Cuando Evo Morales empezaba su presidencia, ¢l nacionalizd el gas natural y el petroleo

y establecio Que el estado recibe el 82% de los ingresos mientras las compaﬁias reciben el 18%

por sus costos de produccién y beneficios. La nacionalizacion de hidrocarburos aumenté los

recursos econdémicos del estado. El.aumento de los recursos econdmicos permitié que Morales a

distribuyera mds recursos a los pobres.

La historia y descripci(’)n de MAS y Morales demostrd caracteristicas de 1;1 fzquierda
radical. MAS es un partido nuevo en que su lider Evo Morales es central. Evo Morales, y el
MAS, no tienen mucha experiencia institucional y también tienen un punto de vista nacionalista.
Estas tres caracteristicas apoyan la definicion de Iﬁ izquierda radical segin los eruditos. Kurt
Weylaﬁd describi6 la izquierda radical como un partido joven y “personalistic”, Diego Ai)ente

Brun describié el partido como reciente y sin una base institucional y Jorge Castaneda lo

— describié como un partido nacionalista 10
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- * Seccién 2: Bolivia y Br"asili-l_as diferencias econémicas, politicas y sociales
Social -

. Ambos Lula y Morales hacen cambios en la pcﬂiticé social de sus paises.r}u\ causa de su
enfoque en Ia'econoinia, Lula hace cambios més gradua_les en Brasil. Sin einbargQE_Morales usé
. los beneﬁcios del meréado hidr(;carburo a Hﬁéer cambios més rapidos a la pdh’ﬁca sociai 'de
Bolivia y reducir la pobreza. Mientras Morales hace muchos cambios importantes a corto plazo,

muchos eruditos creen que estos no pueden durar. En comparacién, la atencion de Lula en la

.....reforma del. mercado.puede ayudar Brasil.a largo plazo. .. oo v i e e

La Bolsa Familia, fue el programa social mds importanté de la politica social del
gobierno de Lula. Esfé progréma apoya familias pobres con dinero para la educacion de sus
l‘-lij.OS. Las familias reciben dinero y asistencia sanitaria para la matricula de sus hijos en _escuela.
Bolsa Fanﬁlia és un gran éxito y muy popular en el mundb. Desde su expansion en 200.3, la
Bolsa Familia apoya a 12,4 millon familias."! Segtin el Fundagdo Getulio Vérgas, una
universidad, el nimero de brasilefios con ingresos abajo US$440 per mes disminuyd mas de 8%

cada afio desde 2003. 1?

Con los ingresos de los hidrocarburos, Morales establecié algunos programas sociales. Los dos
programas mas impoftantes son Bono Juancito Pinto y Renta Dignidad. Bono J uancito Pinto es

un programa similar a la Bolsa Familia. El programa apoya familias con dinero y aumenta la

matficulacién de nifios en escuela. 13 En 2006 1,32 millones de nifios recibieron apoya, y en 2009
esto nimero aument6 a 2 millones.!* Renta Dignidad es un programa para jubilacién en que

ciudadanos reciben apoyo financero. Los ciudadanos que tienen ingresos de jubilacion pueden
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~ recibir 1.800 bolivianos (US$240) cada afio mientras los que no ticnen ingresos.de jubilacién
pueden recibir 2.400 bolivianos (US$320) cada afio. .~

La economia

B011v1a y Brasﬂ tienen metas SImllares en el area de la politica social. Sin embargo en el
area de economia Bolivia y Brasﬂ tienen metas muy diferentes. En B011v1a, Morales enfoca en la
nacionalizacién de los hidrocarburos, También Morales, y el MAS, no tienen una buena opinién

del FMI y el mercado internacional. En comparacién, Lula mantuvo una estructura del mercado

y pidié el apoyo de inversores Internacionales. También, Brasil tenfa mucha influencia en las. .

alianzas regionales €Omo Mercosur.

La politica econdmica mas importante de BoIivié fuela nacionalizaqién de los
-hidrocarb_urﬁs. Esto tiene aspectos buenos y malos para la economia de BoliVia. El primer
aspect_o positivo es que estas reformas aumentaron los precios y ahdra hay més négociones
buenas con Argentina y Brasil. Por eso el Producto Interior Bruto (PIB) de Boliyia auinent(’)
considerablemente. '’ El segundo éspecto positivo es que los ingresos desde hidrocarburos para el
gobierno aumentan a US$967 millén en 2007. Esto dato fue doble la cantidad de ayuda |
extranjero que Bolivia recibié. ' Sin embargo hay tres aspectos negativos. Primero, la
| exportacién de recursos aument6 el precio de productos en Bolivia. Segundo, en el 4rca de

petréleo B011V1a es un riesgo para inversores. Tercero, el gobiemo de Bolivia enfocé en el

fmercado 'reglonal ¢ignord €l mercado infernacional. ST Bolivia no expande afuera del mercado

regional el no puede competir con sus competidores.!”

En comparacién, la economia de Brasil tuvo aumento fuerte y constante durante la

presidencia de Lula. Lula gané la confianza de inversores y elogios en el mercado internacional



c’oh_ sus politic_as ecénémic'as.ls I;a'conﬁanza de inversores es importante en la cXﬁan'sién dela

_ 'econ_omié de Brasil. Las exp-ortaciones son clave en la e_xpansién-de la economia y sin ld

'K éonﬁanza de los inversores Brasil no puede expandir su mercado. Seglin Wendj./ Hunter y
Timothy Power, Lula diversifico las exportaciones de Brasil migntras creyd alianzas econdmicas
dentro de lg regiéon.'”” Un gjemplo de estas alianzas es el Mercado Comun del Sur (Mercosur).
Mercosuf es una alianza e.con(’)mica y politica entre Brasil, Argentina, Paraguay, Uruguay y |
Venezuela. Es la alianza econémica mas grande en Sur América y el propésito es a elifninar

désigualdad de ingresos v tarifas entre los paises.”® La unificacién de los paises ayudaria la’

' "‘seguﬁ*cla—tl-—clia"libmercio en'la regidm

Aunque Bolivia tiene privilegios en Mercosur, Morales es un critico de la alianza. El cree
que la alianza solamente beneficia a los ricos.?! Esta posicion demostra la preocupacion de
Morales con la pobreza de Bolivia. En comparacién, 'Lula_ estd preocupado con la economia de

. Brasil y la expansion de Brasil en el mercado internacional.
La politica

La politica de Bolivia y Brasil son muy diferentes. Mientras el MAS es un partido de los -
pobres y afuera del sistema, el PT tiene una gran historia con el sistema y es un partido de clase

media.

En su campafia Lula trabajé con su oposicién y cambié su politica para ganar los votos de

los moderados, Lula 'ace_pté los términos del FMI y dedicé el 3,75% del PIB para pagar las

1‘22

deudas de Brasil.” Para el propésito a crear una maybria, Lula hablé con los partidos opuestos.

Segtin Kurt Weyland, la izquierda moderada tiene un enfoque més cauto en la reformacion de las
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instituciones y q_uiére hablar coﬁ .lal'oposic_i(’)n'.z'3 Otrol lado, Morales climiné su oposicion y
) movimiéntos que amenazan ¢l MAS.
Seccién 3: Argentina
La historia de los I{irqhneré

Bolivia y Brasil son dos casos claros de la izquierda radical y moderada. Sin embargo,
hay més discusidn entre eruditos en la clasificacion de Argentina y las presidencias de los

Kirchners. Néstor Kirchner empezé su presidencia en 2003 y su marida, Cristina, gan6 la

-~ prestderetdespués degl

Las presidencias de lés Kiréhnérs tienen el apoy(_)- del Partido Justicialista (PJ). E1 PJ cs
un partido de péronismo-y a la izquierda. Como €] PT, eﬁ Brasil, el PJ tiene una larga historia en
Argentina que emﬁgzé con Juan y Eva Peron en 1947. La eleccién de Néstor_ Kir.chner causé una
.esc_isién E%I‘l el'partido. Los seguidéres de Kirchnef formaron el Frente para la Victoria y su
politica enfoca en el regreso de politicas populares y nacionales durante la época de Peron. 2 El -
enfociue del gobierno de Néstor Kirchner fue la economia y la creacién de confianza en la

7 presidencia. R
La politica de los Kirchners

- Después de muchos afios de corrupcién y dictadura militar, Néstor Kirchner hizo muchos

cambios a 10s organismos milifares, judiciales y de la policia. En su primer acto como el
presidente, Néstor Kirchner reemplazé los jueces corruptos en el tribunal supremo.”> También
Néstor revocd la amnistia de los generales que participaron en los crimqnes contra los derechos

humanos. Con estos actos Néstor restablecié la ¢o_nﬁanza del] publico en la presidencia y el
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gobierno. Sin embargo, los Kirchners hacen cambios que amenazan las libertades politicas y
civiles. Cristina Kirchner recibié mucha-critica para s regulacion en los peridédicos. Aunque hay

instituciones que regulan el poder del presidente, estos actos son simbolos de la izquierda radical.

La politica econémica de los Kirchneis enfoca en la exportacion de productos agricolas.
El aumento de exporféicién y los limites en impor_tacién ayuda la economia de Argentina a crecer.
Durante la presidencia de Néstor, la economia de Argentina tuvo un aumento de 9% en PIB. Las

condiciones del mercado fueron positivas por la exportacion de agricultura. Estas condiciones

Madrid y Wendy Hunter, los Kirchners intervinieron significantemente en la economia de

Arglel'ltina.26 Los Kirchners puSieron controles de precios en las exportaciones y los productos
como carne, leche, petréleo y electricidad. Aunque estos controles de precios ayudaron a
Argentina inmediatamente después de la crisis ahora, la inflacién aumenta porque de estos

controles. En el futuro estas politicas pudieran perjudicar la economia de Argentina.

Aunque la economia de Argentina tenia mucho éxito durante-las pfesidencias de los
“Kirchners la concentracion de poder arriba causé mucha desigualdad entre el rico y el pob.re.27
Distinto de los otros par‘tidos de la izquierda, los gobiemos de los Kirchners no enfocan en la
pobreza de Argentina. Se’gﬁn las UNESCO, los 20% més pobrés dela hacién reciben el 3% de
los ingresos mientras los 20% més ticos reciben 55% de los ingresos de la nacién.?® La politica

de Néstor favorecio la media clase, pero el gobierno de Cristina tiene mas enfocado en la

pobreza. Uﬂ.ejemplo es el programa Asignacién Universal por Hijo (AUH) que es un programa
similar a Bolsa Familia, Cristina empez6 AUH en 2009 y después de la implementacién del '
programa hay una disminucién en la pobreza.?’ El prograrria tiene algunos problemas pero es un

buen comienzo en la correccidn de pobreza.
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En conibai‘aciﬁn a Brasil y Bolivia

Similar a la izquierda de Lula en Brasil, tos Kirchners en Argentina tienen el apdyo deun
partido establecido y organizado. También cada uno de los presidentes trabajan dentro de los

© fecursos ecoriémicos:de sus paises, la mayoria en los productos agricolas.

Ambos paises fueron fundadores de Mercosur y tuvieron mucho éxito en sus economias a
traves de las exportaciones. También mientras ambos paises tuvieron éxito, ellos tienen mucha

desigualdad entre los ricos y los pobres. El gobierno de Lula traté el problema con programas

__como Bolsa Familia, Igualmente, Argentina implemento _ql_uAliH, que el gobietno dice

disminuyo la pobreza. Sin embargo, los gobiernos de los Kirchners reciben muchas criticas de

sus politicas sociales.

L-a inspeccion de las polltlcas de Bl;asﬂ y Argentina demostré que los paises son similares
en las areas de las pohtlcas sociales y economlcas Sin embargo hay algunas diferencias entre
los dos paises. Mientras Brasil mantiene buengs relaciones con los Estados Unidos y el FMI,
Argentina empezo6 una nueva refacion con el FMI en 2010. También, mientras Brasil esta
preocupado con su posicién en el mundo como un lider, Argentina tiene ms atencién en la

regi6n y el bienestar de Argentina como una nacién.

Los gobiernos de los Kirchners son un mezcla de estilos y politicas de los moderados'y

radicales pero hay politicas en que ellos son més cerca de los radicales o moderados. Mientras

Brasil y Argentina tienen politicas econdmicas y sociales muy similares, Bolivia y Argentina

tienen politicas muy similares.

La nacionalizacién de hidrocarburos fue clave en la politica econémica del gobierno de

Morales. Los Kirchners también nacionalizaron la energia y las pensiones dé 'Argentina. Sin
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embargo cllos mantienen un mercado abierto y establecieron el Mercosur con Brasil. Mientras

Bolivia es un miembro asociade de Mercosur, Morales estd muy critico de la alianza. Otra

diferencia es la atencién de los Kirchners en la economfa de Argentina mientras Morales esta

atencién en los cambios sociales de Bolivia. Morales usé el aumento de la economia para a

.empezar reformas y programas sociales. Aunque Argentina empez6 programas sociales, estos

son recientes y no tienen el apoyo de los programas de Bolivia. Entre 2005 y 2010, Bolivia gast6

6,9% de su PIB para educacién mientras Brasil y Argentina gast6 5,1% y 4,9%,

respectivamente.*’

El aspecto en que Bolivia y Argentina se retinen es las politicas. Ambos Morales y los

Kirchners recibieron critica para la consolidacién del poder en la presidencia y desmantelando la -

oposicion. Los Kirchners consolidaron poder con el normbramiento de partidarios fieles y con
decretos presidenciales. Sin embrago, las instituciones de Argentina interrumpieron la

consolidacion de mucho poder en la presidencia.

Los gobiernds de Néstor y Cristina Kirchner son dificiles de clasificar porque las
politicas de ellos cambian durante su tiempo'y ellos tienen caracteristicas de ambos Bolivia y

Brasil. En fin, el gobierno de Morales tiene politicas més agresivas que Argentina y Brasil,

.Argentina y Brasil tienen un enfocado en la economia de sus paises mientras Bolivia esto

enfocado en los programas sociales. También, segln la definicion de la izquierda moderada estos

partidos son muy organizados y tienen una historia. Ambos el PT (Brasil) y PJ (Argentina) son

partidos muy organizados y con una historia muy larga. Sin embargo, Argentina tiene politicas

‘econdmicas que son similares a las politicas de Bolivia. Los Kirchners nacionalizaron la energia

y no mantienen una buena relacion con el FMI, ambas acciones son agpectos de la izquierda

radical,



En conclusi(’)_n.,_-los gobiéi'nds ylas politicas de lés Kirchners soﬁ uﬁa mezcla de las B
caracteristicas de los ‘ra'dical“eé'ir l_os- -mddér_adq-s.ﬂArgentina gradu_almenterr{i_ovié ala izquierda.
Este movimiento empe;ib con Néstor Kiréhne’r y pfogresé duré.ﬁte su"présidencia y la presidencia
de Cristina, Durante esta época hay rriuéhos cambios en las polit'icés de los gobiefhos..Por -
ejemplro el gobierno de Néstor no tiene mucho enfogado en las politiéas sociales y ahora Cristina
.tiene politicas que cambia esta situacién. Con la recleccién de Cristina Kirchner seria interesante

ver si Argentina tiene mds caracteristicas de la izquierda radical o moderada.

Seccién 4: Politica Exterior de Argentina

Politica exterior de Argentina

La politica exterior de .los gobiernos de Néstor y Cristina Kirchner tiene un enfoque en
| acciones que beneﬁciaron Argentina. Segun Ahdrés Malamud, loé' objetivos de la politica
exterior de los Kirchners fueren obtener apoyo electoral y apoyo econdmico de otros paises.’!
Néstor Kirchner empez6 su- presidencia con un pais en una crisis econdmica. Por eso, los
Kirchners han trabajado a restablecer y aumentaf las fundaciones econdmicas y politicas de
Argentina. Ellos lograban estas metas con-la reestructuracion de las politicas cconémiéas,

politicas y sociales en la manera de la izquierda radical y moderada.

. Nestor y Cristina Kirchner han pedido el apoyo de tanto Brasil como Bolivia porque ¢l

bienestar de su nacion es lo mas importante de sus objetivos. También ellos mantienen una

relacion con los Estados Unidos. En vez de trabajar solamente con paises de ideologias similares

los Kirchners han pedido el apoyo de alguien que quiere apoya Argentina.
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Las relaciones entre Argentina y las democracias moderadas (Brasil)'

La locaci6n de Brasil geograficamente hace Brasil un aliado ¥ rival de Argentina. La
amistad entre Argentina y Brasil crea muchas alianzas, como Mercosur, que son beneficiales a
ambos pafses. Otro lado, la riqueza y influencia de Brasil en la region hace Brasil una amenaza a

Argéntina.

Segun Roberto Russell y Juan Gabriel Tokatlian, Brasil es un aliado indispensable a

Argentina.*” La alianza de Mercosur y los acuerdos comerciales entre Brasil y Argentina abrio el

.. comercio entre los dos paises, También Brasil y Argentina son las econoinias més fuertesenla .=

region del Cono Sur. Por eso es beneficial a crear una alianza que abri6 el comercio y también el

circulo de trabajadores.

- La ambici6n de Brasil de ser ﬁn lider en la regién y el mundo crea una amenaza a
Argentiﬁa. Segfm Riordan Roett, mientras el papel de Brasil aumento enel mundb, el de ]
Afgentina disminuyd .dré.sticamente.” Para ser un lider, Brasil mantiene relacidnes cercanas con
el FMI y los Estados Unidos_. Lula tuvo una relacién cercana con los Estados Unidos y crey6 una
distancia desde las politicas radicales de los Kirchners. La distancia desde estas policias creyé un
espaci.o para Venezuela a crc_af una alianza con Argentina. Segiin Andrés Malamud, cuando
ﬁrasil empezo a ser un lider en el mundo, la politica exterior de los Kirchners se mueve mas

cerca al gobierno de Venezuela. Para que oponer las ambiciones de Brasil como un lider, los

gobiernos de los Kirchners §¢ diefon cuenta el pragmatismo de alianzas con Brasil'y Venezuela.
Las relaciones entre Argentina y las democracias radicales (Bolivia)

Los gobiernos de los Kirchners también mantienen relaciones con las democracias

radicales, especificamente Venezuela. Estas relaciones benefician a Argentina en su economia y
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. consu opuesto de Brasil como un lider enla regién. Venezuela es un aliado importante de

Argentina porque de su apoyo econdmico y politico.

Como se describid en lé seccidn anterior, la alianza entre Argentina y Venezuela
co'ménzé a cfear un equilibrio opuesto de Bras‘lil. También, la alianza es beneﬁciai para
Vénezuelé. Mientras Chavez y Lula tuvieron una alianza en puiblico, las pbliticas écon(’)rnicas y
politicas de los moderados y radicales son diferentes. Por eso, Chavez no encontré un aliado

fuerte en Lula y empezd una relacién con los Kirchners,

Cuando Argentina necesitaba apoyo econdmico y los Estados Unidos no apoyaronel _~

pais, Néstor Kirchner encontrd apoyo con Hugo Chévez. Durante la crisis de 2601 , Venezuela
fue el solo pais que comprd los bonos del estado de Ar_gentina.3 4_ Desde el 2001 Argentinay
Venczueia firmaron mﬁchos acuerdos comerciales. De los_acue__rldos; intt%x:naéioﬁa}es que los
Kirchners firmaron 28% estaban con Venezuela, y son 45% de los acuerdos regionales que 105
Kircﬁne'rs firmaron. Hugo Chévez es un aliado importante para los Kirchners en el 4rea de la

economia.

Aunque Argentina tiene una relacién cercana con Venezuela, desde los gobiernos de los
Kirchners, Argentina no es un estado cliente de Hugo Chévez. Los Kirchners recibieron apoyo
desde Chavez pero ellos mantienen todas las ideas politicas de Chavez. Segin Andrés Malamud,

la relacién entre Chavez y los Kirchners no es por causa de una proximidad ideolégica pero por

'————I'US‘benéﬂcmmwpamTEdbﬁ'Elmtfgiﬂe—AT@ﬁtmlmzcla_ depoliticasde’los
Kirchners dan Argentina més poder en la region. Por eso ellos son un aliado importante para

Chavez mas que un seguidor.
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Las relaciones entre Argentina y los Estados Unidos

Entre los Estados Unidos y Argentina habia un cambio en sus relaciones después de los
gbbierﬁos de los Kirchners. Antes de los Kirchners, el gobierno de Argentina tuvo una relacion
cercana con los Estados Uﬁidos, Los EEUU apoyo el gobierno durante varios gobiernos _
| auiqcré.ticos. En agradecimiento, el gobierno de Argentina sigui() la pblitica de losl EEUU yel
FMI. Sin embargo, los Kirchners rompileroncon la influencia de los EEUU. Como muchos de los

paises de la izquierda, los Kirchners enfocan en sus relaciones con sus vecinos. A través de

Mercosur y Unasur, los paises de Latinoamérica disminuyeron la influencia de los EEUU enlas -~

4reas de la economia y los politicos.

Aunque los Kirchners disminuyeron la influencia de los EEUU en Argentina, ellos tienen

una alianza en su oposicion de Irén. Por causa del atentado de un edificio jpdio en 7'1 994, los

Kirchners han apoyado los EEUU en sus acciones en contra de Irdn, La posicién de Afgentina en

contra de Iran esté opuesta de la mayoria de los paises en Latinoamérica. Similar a sus relaciones
- con las democracias radicales y moderadas, los Kirchners ticnen una politica pragmatica con los

Estados Unidos.
Seccién 5: Conclusiones
La clasificacién de la izquierda radical y moderada

Segun Benjamin Arditi, el propésito de la clasificacion de la izquierda es para la politica

‘exterior de los Estados. Unidos.” Por causa del cambio en las relai;iones entre los EEUU y los
- paises de Latinoamérica, los EEUU necesitan redefinir su poiitica exterior en la regién. La

izquierda, especialmente las democracias radicales como Venezuela y Bolivia, en Latinoamérica
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estén suspicaces y criticas de los EEUU. Por eso la ma'n.eré_en que los EEUU relacionan con

estos paises cambio. -

Muchos eruditos sostienen que la clasificacién de las democracias ra,dica_les y moderadas
cred “buenos” y “malos” paises. Los “buenos” paises son las démocraciag moderadas, como
Brésil, que mantienen poliii'cas agradébles_a los EEUU. Miei_ltfas los “malos” paises son las
democracias radicales, como Bolivia y Venezuela, que mantienen politicas en contra de los

EEUU.

La clasificacion de los paises esta importante para el entendimiento de laregionylas

diferencias éntre la izquierda. Sin embargo, esta clasli.ﬁCaci(’)n no puede ser una divisién de buena

_y mala, Cada pais tiene beneficios y pérdidas por las politiéas de posicion. Algunos eruditos,
¢omo Kurt Weyland y Wendy Hunter, cfeen que las politiéas éconc')micas de las rrioderadas van
obtener rﬁés beneﬁcids a largo plazo._36 Enla miéma manera, las politicas sociales de los

‘radicales tienen mas beneﬁcios para los ciudadanos de estos paises. Solamente los ciudadanos y

- los politicos de los paises pueden determinar cudl posicién esta mejor para el pais.
Argentina en la clasificacién de las democracias radicales y moderadas

Los gobiernos de Néstor y Cristina Kirchner son dificiles de clasificar porque ellos
" cambiaron durante sus presidencias y tienen caracteristicas de ambos los radicales y moderados.

La importancia de este examen es para entender como las politicas cambias y como estos

cambios afectan Argentina y sus relaciones.

Ahora el gobierno de Cristina Kirchner estd enfocado en el bienestar de su pais. Ella
manticne una perspectiva pragmatica. Por cso ella continuaré sus relaciones con tantos los paises

radicales como los moderados. También ella aumentb la relacion entre Argentina y el FMI. Ella
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quiere mantener la ecohomia',de Afgentina, pbr eso ella invit6é el FMI a vbl'vei" a Argéntina. Si
ella -ﬁbntinﬁa con una politica praglnétiga, las relaciones entre.Argentiné y las 'dem(_)cracias
radicales y md_deradaé cdntinuarén'. Sin embargo, la historia de los Kirchners sugiéra que el
gobiérno: tiene ia potencia de mover més a la izquierda. 'E's‘i)o'sible que los KifChhers_ muevan
mﬁs a la izquierda radical a causa d(_a sus relaciones cbn V'enezuela o mas a la izquierda

moderada por sus relaciones con Brasil,
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- Conclusion

While tﬁe radical and moaerate lefts have taken two different paths, they each strivle to
better their éountries. As evidenéed in the examination of Bolivia and Brazil, both radical and
'moderate democracies have achieved‘success' in their policy. The'focus of the MAS in Bolivia
has been the redis_t;ribution_of wealtﬁ, and in this regard they have been very successful. In Brazil
the PT has focused on the economy. This focus led to one of the main divergences between the

radical and moderate Jeft.

Overall, the radical democracy of Bolivia took a more aggressive stance on economic,

social and political issues. President Morales increased state intervention in the economy and
routinely criticizes economic allianc'és, such as Mercdsur_, made by bthe_r leftist democracies. In
.- contrast, President Lula took a more qonservative approach tﬁ the economic policy of Braiil.
Lula maintained fhe rﬂarkét-oriented Vﬁ‘amewo'rk of his predec‘,ess.or, as w¢11 as, expanded the -
international interests of Brazil. Before winning the presidéhcy, the MAS rand Morales were
relatively .new to politics ar_ld the national government of Bolivia. The MAS did not have
established policies or strong opposition parties that they had to work with; instead they were
ﬁghting against the established government, Therefore, the MAS was able to quickly and
strongly implement change. However, Lula and his supporters are part of arwell-e'stablished and
historical party. In order to implement changé Lula had to work with-the PT as well as the

strongly established opposition parties. This has been one of the biggest differences in the rise of

the left in Bolivia and Brazil.

The examination of the Kirchners’ policy in Argentina has shown that the Kirchners

faced similar challenges. The Kirchners found support from a well-established party with a long



history, as Lula did in Brazil. They also faced several-opﬁosition groups. Due to these cohs_tfaints

the establishment of the left in Argentina developed in a similar way to the left in Brazil. The

policy of the Kirchners has slowly developed from being slightly left of center to being clearly |

- defined as a leftist demoeraey,_ with some policies that are considered radical. While the

Kirchners focused on the health of their, economy through market-oriented policies similar to

those of Brazil, they have also maintained strong ties with ra(iical democracies such as Bolivia

and Venezuela.

The progression of the Kirchner government to the leﬁ started with the election of Néstor

o Klrchner Aﬁer Nestor ] death hlS w1fe Crlstma Feméndez de Kjrchner contmued hlS legacy

moving even farther to the left. Crlstlna continued the economic and political pol101es begun by

her husband She also 51gn1ﬁcant1y altered social policy through the 1mplementat10n of social

programs such as the Asignacion Umver_sal por Hijo (AUH).

Rather than aligning with either the radical o.r moderete left, the Kirchner govemments
have taken on aspects of both, keeping a pragmatic outlook in regards to the welfare of their
country. This pragmatic outlook makes it possible for the Kirchners te maintain ties with both
radical and moderate democraciee, as well as the United States. Instead of being bound by an
ideological alignment, the Kirchner goveMent cultivates reletionships with countries that
provide the most benefits to Argentina. Therefore, the current government of Argentina cannot

be called a radical or moderate government but instead lies somewhere in between.

According to Benjamin Arditi, the purpose of the classification of the left is to provide a
guide for.US foreign policy.! While this paper does not examiné the use of this classification in

US foreign policy, it does show that US interaction within the region has begun to change. It also
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| explores how the differences_ of the radicél aﬂd moderate left has 'Bom positi\l/el and negatigfe
- effects in the region. | In examining the radiéal and moderate left through ecbnomic, social and
political policy a greater understanding of the. 1¢ﬁ in Latin Arherica is developed. The
classification of Latin American couﬁtr‘ies into the radical and moderate left is a useful tool in
understanding the goals and policies of the different.d-emocracies. However, it should not be ﬁsed

an instrument in separating the countries into “good” and “bad” democracies.

Critics of this categorization of the left, and leftist democracies in Latin America, believe

that some scholars place too much importance on how the policies of the radical and moderate

left compai% to those of the United States. I\W/Im::urs,u such as Kurt Weyiahd and Wendy

Hunter, imply that the moderate left is a “good” form of democracy, while the fadical left is a
' “béd” form of democracy.: However, both forms proyide_a different set of benefits to their nation
: anc_l- its citizens. The categorization of the -radicai and moderate left should instead be used to
form. a more complete picture of the governments within Latin America. It can be used to
identify the goals of different governments and how fhey are most likely to react in different |

situations.

The examination of the radical and moderate shows that while each began with the same
goals they have slowly moved away from each other. It is interesting to see how the history and
the constraints placed on each democracy shaped their policy and goals. The cases of Bolivia and

" Brazil show clearly where the radical and moderate left diverged. However, the case of

Argentina gives an interesting perspective in how a leftist democracy can develop radical

 policies in one area while establishing moderate policies in another.
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