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Introduction
Argentina is a federal nation composed of 23 provinces plus the Autonomous City of Buenos Aires, and over 2300 local governments. The form of federalism has evolved over time from that of a “dual model” to a cooperative model. This is characterised by cooperation between the various levels of government, in which the provinces retain a significant degree of decision-making autonomy. They promulgate their constitutions and laws, define the system of municipal government in their own jurisdictions, administer day-to-day justice and choose their own electoral systems. Therefore, in this assessment, each one of them will be evaluated and coded separately.
Since 1983 the country has enjoyed political stability. Among the main reforms during Democratic Transition there were partial changes in the municipal regime, including the recognition of municipal autonomy, the direct election of all local authorities, and the inclusion of citizen participation instruments, among others (Cravacuore & Villar 2014).
There is a longstanding debate about the degree of municipal autonomy in Argentina. The Supreme Court initially pronounced in favour of municipal autonomy, taking its stance from the Spanish colonial tradition and the views of Juan Bautista Alberdi, the ideologue of the nation state. However, during much of the twentieth century the Court subscribed to the thesis of municipalities as purely deconcentrated bodies without any autonomy, namely that they were simply agencies for implementing responsibilities delegated to them by the provinces and limited to a purely administrative role. This dispute was resolved in 1989 when the Supreme Court, in its ruling "Rivademar against the Municipality of Rosario" pronounced in favour of municipal autonomy, something that the provincial constitutions had been promulgating since the late 1950s. This ruling was ratified in article 123 of the 1994 Constitution, which says that "Each province dictates its own Constitution in the terms of article 5, ensuring municipal autonomy and regulating its scope and content in institutional, political, administrative, economic and financial aspects".
As we pointed out, there is no a general municipal law for entire country and the municipal system design is a provincial responsibility. The provincial government decides whether to divide their local governments into categories: in some they all have same regulations and are granted same functions, while in others there are up to five categories, each with different institutional designs, norms, and functions. For example, the creation criteria of new local governments by the state legislature vary from province to province. Although most states base this on a minimum population criterion, some states have other criteria, such as minimum electorate size or population density, while others have none, leaving the decision to be made by a specific law promulgated by the provincial legislature. The different systems incorporated in provincial constitutions are explained in municipal laws, which detail the institutional design and the local government general functioning. (Cravacuore 2016).
In 19 out of 23 provinces, some municipalities (generally the largest) can enact their own regulations or a so-called an Organic Charter. This is a legal document approved by a specially constituted local assembly. Its functions are detailed in some provincial constitutions, including matters such as the number of councillors, the definition of elected authorities’ powers, the rules on the mechanisms of citizen participation and the electoral administration system. Collectively, these are called fully autonomous municipalities. Local governments that lack these municipal powers are collectively referred to as local governments with semi-autonomy (Ábalos 2003).

Argentina has, according to the latest data collected in 2021, a total of 2,308 local governments, of which 1,171 are municipalities and 1,137 are local governments without municipal hierarchy. These latter respond to different names: development commissions, rural boards, government boards, municipal commissions, development delegations and communes, which do not represent a particular type, but mere names assigned by different provincial Constitutions; so that a commune or a municipal commission may have attributes that in another province are only reserved for a municipality. These local governments do not have any legal subordination to other municipalities, but rather represent an autonomous institution in a particular territory (Cravacuore 2016).
In terms of population, the Argentine municipal system has a set of large municipalities: in the Metropolitan Area of Buenos Aires, the capital cities of the most populous provinces and a few other cities, which concentrate the largest proportion of the country's population. Three municipalities have more than a million inhabitants, but there are some with less than a dozen as well. The legal doctrine denies municipal mergers.
Since the Democratic Transition there have been profound transformations in local governments. If originally local governments were characterized by being institutions focused on urban services administration, forty years have transformed them into full local governments in the exercise of their political functions. This transformation was quickly perceived by political leaders that began to value the role of mayors, generating high electoral competition. Governing a city became a main objective for many political leaders while, for others, it was part of the path to other executive positions, particularly provincial governments (Cravacuore & Villar 2014).
Self-Government
1. Institutional Depth
In general terms, Argentine local governments do not have the freedom to carry out responsibilities that have not been assigned to other levels of government, although, in practice, a certain margin is allowed for the performance of new functions (Cravacuore 2016). This is reinforced in local governments that have full autonomy. We will differentiate between the situation of the provinces that have formally recognized municipal autonomy and thereby expand the possibility of choosing predetermined tasks, from those that have not.

In Buenos Aires, Mendoza and Santa Fe provinces, municipal autonomy has not yet been recognized, so we have chosen to qualify them to score 1. Their regimes have not undergone modifications: the first reformed its Constitution, in 1994, but not the regime municipal, dating from the 19th century, while the last two have constitutions dated 1916 and 1962.
Nor did the provinces of Corrientes until 1993, Formosa until 1991, Entre Ríos until 2008, La Pampa until 1994 and Tucumán until 2005, when they reformed their Constitutions; and those of Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica, and South Atlantic Islands until 1991, when it sanctioned its first Magna Carta - until then it was a national territory, a special territorial format under National Executive Power: therefore, this weighting variation is presented. The ruling “Rivademar C / Municipality of Rosario” of 1989, which modified the Supreme Court´s doctrine on municipal autonomy and the inclusion of 123 article in 1994 Constitutional Reform accelerated that some provinces made a formal recognition, although some had done so since 1957 -the Chaco, Chubut, Misiones and Neuquén provinces- and many during the Democratic Transition -the Catamarca, Córdoba, La Rioja, Río Negro, Salta, San Juan, San Luís and Santiago del Estero provinces-.
Usually, the expansion of the tasks assigned to local government occurs informally and the variation appears in the control tasks carried out by the Courts of Account, which facilitate or limit them. These control bodies are provincial and only a part of the municipalities escape this.
2. Policy Scope
The provinces retain all functions that are not specifically attributed to the Federal government. The Federal government shares competences with some provinces in higher education and both collaborate on justice, social security, regulation of electrical service and road maintenance. Other competencies are shared by the three governmental levels, such as health care, social welfare, economic development, and public transport (Cravacuore 2016).

The local government functions are found in provincial Constitutions and in Municipal Laws -hereinafter, LOM-. There may also exist sectoral laws -education, health, disability - that delegate powers to municipalities. All of them have been reviewed for prepared this document.
2.1. EDUCATION
Education is the primary responsibility of the provinces. The compulsory one includes two years of preschool, seven years of primary school and five or six years of secondary school - according to educational modality, such as common, technical, artistic, and agricultural. Non-university higher education is also provincial responsibility, while universities operate under federal tutelage -although provinces can create their own-.
In 2005, Educational Financing Federal Law 26,075 included, in its article 7, an automatic resource distribution to municipalities to partially cover infrastructure expenses related to education. The federal government transfers additional funds to provinces and these must transfer them, following the co-participation criteria, to local governments for minor works. Given that these do not constitute an integral responsibility for the infrastructure of the school system at all its levels but only part of it, we have chosen to value with 0.25 all municipal systems since 2006 National Budget. In opposition, they have no responsibility whatsoever in teacher salaries financing.
CODING: 0.75

2.2. SOCIAL ASSISTANCE
Economic Assistance: This assistance constitutes one of the local government's historical tasks (Cravacuore 2016): this is recognized by the Constitution and provincial, municipal laws, and we assign them a score 1, since they assume its organization and integral financing.

It can be done in the form of monetary subsidies, food parcels or building materials. It is usually called Direct Social Action, referring people who suffered extreme poverty and damage caused by environmental catastrophes. This competition tends to complement national and provincial assistance policies, generally in the form of monetary subsidies for large poor families or with disabled children.

In the past, federal assistance was less frequent, but increase in poverty since the 1990s has caused it to grow substantially. On the contrary, some provinces were more active, but the social policy nationalization (Cravacuore 2017) made them reduce their influence in this field and focus almost exclusively on supporting this work of their local governments.

Work Training. This active field is relatively recent in this country, and only few constitutions and municipal laws consider it: therefore, in most of Argentinean provinces, we assign a score 0. We do consider it with a score 1 for the provinces of Formosa (Law No. 1,064), Jujuy (art. 24 LOM) and San Luís (art. 17 inc. 18 LOM)

Integration of Refugees: Argentina is a country that promotes and receives migrants: this is indicated in article 25 of its Constitution and the successive national immigration laws. Article 14 of the last federal Law 25.871, of 2003, alludes that the three government levels should favour immigrant integration in language, cultural, educational, and labour matters; and number 108 indicates that the National Directorate of Migration may delegate the exercise of its functions and powers to other authorities, including municipalities. However, this does not imply an explicit delegation of competence, so we assign a score 0.
CODING: 1

2.3. HEALTH CARE
Healthcare has a complex design in Argentina: it is a concurrent competition between the three governmental levels. The National Ministry of Health specializes in border epidemiological, vaccination and sanitary policies, and operates only four small hospitals specialized in addictions, mental health, leprosy, and psycho-physical recovery, and five large complex hospitals, four of them located in the Metropolitan Area of Buenos Aires.

The provinces have historically adopted different strategies - some maintain control of all their effectors, others decentralize hospitals and primary care units to some municipalities, retaining only complex hospitals. In any case, they take care of patients with pathologies severe by the referral system. For their part, municipalities support complex health systems according to their budgetary capacity. However, it is not common for jurisdictions to share responsibilities for the same effect.
The non-state health subsystem is the most relevant in this country (Bello, M. & Becerril-Montekio 2011) because it covers the care of unionized workers - the Social Works, administered by union representatives, have their own clinics as well as networks of private providers-, the elderly -if this health care is administered by a Federal State agency that is financed with contributions from workers and employers, it is largely operationalized by private clinics- and citizens who voluntarily opt for health insurance.
Primary Health Care Services: Provincial regulations are assigned different responsibilities to their municipalities. In the provinces of Buenos Aires (art. 28 LOM), Chubut (art. 33 CP), Córdoba (art. 186 CP), Corrientes (art. 225 CP), Entre Ríos (art. 240 CP), Formosa (art. 37 LOM), La Pampa (art. 36 LOM), Mendoza (art. 80 LOM), Misiones (art. 171 CP), Neuquén (art. 102 CP), Salta (art. 20 LOM), San Juan (art. 251 CP), Santa Cruz (art. 150 CP), Santiago del Estero (art. 219 CP) and Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica and the South Atlantic Islands (art. 173 CP) do so, and we will value it with 1; the norms allow it beyond that the effectors can superimpose to other provincials. In those of Catamarca, Chaco, Jujuy, La Rioja, Río Negro, San Luís, Santa Fe and Tucumán we have valued with 0 since no responsibilities are assigned to the municipalities.

Hospitals: In this type of effector, there are greater differences according to the level of decentralization of the health system. There are different criteria: in some provinces, general hospitals are municipal and acute hospitals are provincial; in others, hospitals from different jurisdictions coexist. Several provinces authorize their municipalities to create hospitals: Buenos Aires (art. 28 LOM), Córdoba, Corrientes, Entre Ríos, Formosa (art. 38 LOM), La Pampa (art. 36 LOM), Misiones (art. 30 LOM), Neuquén (art. 103 LOM), Salta (art. 20 LOM), San Juan (art. 48 LOM), Santiago del Estero (art. 16 LOM); and Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica, and the South Atlantic Islands (art. 35 LOM) and have been valued with 1. On the contrary, others do not, such as Catamarca, Chaco, Chubut, Jujuy, La Rioja, Mendoza, Río Negro, San Luis, Santa Cruz, Santa Fe and Tucumán, assigning them a score 0.

Dental Services: The regulations do not provide for the provision of this service by local governments. Historically it is a private service that, in recent years, associated with the impoverishment of Argentinean population, has begun to be provided in a few public providers. It is valued with 0.
2.4. LAND-USE
Zoning and Building Permits:

This is a typical municipal responsibility in all provinces; the exceptions are Buenos Aires and Mendoza, which have limited competences for building permits. These received a weighting of 1.5, and the remaining ones, 2.
In the province of Buenos Aires, Decree-Law 8912/77 is in force, which in its article 70 indicates that the primary responsibility rests with their municipalities, although this provincial government has a power to intervene in zoning processes. In Mendoza, these municipalities are responsible for regulating construction permits, but they are not responsible for all zoning, since industrial and agricultural zoning is this province's competence, in accordance with the provisions of Territorial Planning and Land Use Law 8,051.
2.5. PUBLIC TRANSPORT
Rail, river, and air public transportation are under federal regulation. The bus transport has different jurisdictions: interprovincial ones are regulated by a federal body; and the intermunicipal, by the provinces.
In the provinces of Buenos Aires (art. 27 LOM), Chaco (art. 205 CP), Chubut, Córdoba (art. 186 CP), Corrientes (art. 225 CP), Formosa (art. 38 LOM), Jujuy (art. 117 LOM), La Pampa (art. 36 LOM), La Rioja, Misiones (art. 29 LOM), Neuquén, Río Negro, Salta (art. 20 LOM), Santa Cruz (art. 150 CP), Santa Fe ( art. 45 CP), Santiago del Estero (art. 219 CP); Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica and the South Atlantic Islands (art. 173 CP) and Tucumán (art. 134 CP), if the buses circulate only within the municipal territory, they are under the jurisdiction of these local government. In Entre Ríos, the 2008 Constitution included public transport among municipal powers in article 240, as the province of San Luís had done in 1987. We assign the score 0.5 from the date of enactment of these regulations.
In opposition, in Catamarca, Mendoza and San Juan, it is only a provincial competition, and we place a score 0.

In the province of La Rioja, an Emergency Transportation Law removed the municipal transportation competence, contradicting the Municipal Law, although it was only launched in 2021. An equivalent norm was approved by the Legislature of Chaco province, although it has not been launched yet. In recent years, this issue is one focus of tension with provincial capital municipalities: given the deterioration of transport systems operated by the private sector and the need to subsidize rates, some provinces tend to intervene directly, invading municipal functions. The first case occurred in Salta, with the creation of SAETA in 2005.
2.6. HOUSING: 
Urban and housing development is a municipal responsibility throughout the country. However, in the province of Buenos Aires, Decree-Law 8912/77 allows local initiatives to be intervened by the provincial government; therefore, this is the only province evaluated with partial responsibility and valued at 0.25.

The construction of social housing is a provincial competence; It runs it through specialized institutions. This has been reinforced since 1995, when Law 24,464 creating the Federal Housing System meant that the Federal State withdrew from an active role in social housing policy. Notwithstanding this, the regulations assign a complementary role to the municipalities: this is the case of the provinces of La Rioja (art. 23 LOM) and Río Negro (art. 229 CP). If they decide to build houses, they have full competence to do so, although the provincial body can build houses in the territory. Therefore, we have assigned a score 0.
2.7. POLICE
The provinces and the Autonomous City of Buenos Aires have their own police. The National State controls four security forces - the Federal Police, the National Gendarmerie, the Naval Prefecture and the Airport Security Police - oriented towards State security; of the borders; of rivers and coasts; and airports, respectively. The municipalities do not have responsibility for the control of public order through weapons (lethal or non-lethal), so we assign a 0.
The urban traffic control is, as a rule, local jurisdiction in municipal land. They do it with their own staff of inspectors. The traffic legislation is a provincial jurisdiction. With national and provincial roads, the jurisdiction is municipal if there is an interjurisdictional agreement. Therefore, the traffic control is valued at 0.50.
2.8. CARING FUNCTIONS
General Care Services: The National Institute of Social Services for Retirees and Pensioners, dependent on the Federal State, is responsible for the care of the elderly. Its Comprehensive Medical Assistance Program (called PAMI) is the largest health insurance in the country, serving five million elderly and other special groups: it has six of its own hospitals - three in the metropolitan area of Buenos Aires, two in Rosario city and one in Mar del Plata city- but it channels medical attention through both public and private establishments. It also finances an eventual placement of the elderly in nursing homes that require it for health reasons.
Some provinces assign responsibilities to their municipalities, such as Chaco -since the 1994 constitutional reform- (art. 10 LOM), Chubut, Córdoba, Corrientes -since the 1964 LOM-, Entre Ríos -since the L.O.M. 1985-, Formosa, Jujuy (art. 120 LOM), La Pampa, Misiones, Neuquén, Salta, San Juan, Santiago del Estero (art. 219 CP); and Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica and South Atlantic Islands and Tucumán (since 2006). On contrary, other constitutions and municipal organic laws do not: Buenos Aires, Catamarca, La Rioja, Mendoza, Río Negro, San Luis, Santa Cruz, and Santa Fe. Therefore, the values vary between 0 and 0.25.
Special Groups: Disability care is a national competence, which you can delegate to other levels. Pensions for disabled population are managed by the National Social Security Administration (called ANSES), which provides the payment of all pensions and social benefits paid by the federal government. The provinces and municipalities only develop an administrative role in an issuance of the Unique Certificate of Disability and, eventually, develop complementary benefits.
The Constitutions of Córdoba (art. 186 CP), Santa Cruz (art. 150 CP) of 1998, Entre Ríos (art. 240 CP) of 2008, Santiago del Estero (art 16. LOM) Tucumán (art. 134 CP) of 2006 incorporate a municipal role in disability matters. Therefore, a score 0.5 was assigned when appropriate.

There is no development of an infrastructure for specific disabled people in this country, but some municipalities can develop public policies. In that case, we assign 0.5 because they can hire professionals and technicians in this field.
Child Protection: In the past, the childcare corresponded to the defunct National Council for Children, Adolescents, and Family: foundling children depended on this federal body. Notwithstanding this, the provinces also carried out this competence, which even decentralized it to their municipalities: Chubut did so in 1997, with the enactment the Law No. 4,347; Neuquén, with Law No. 2,302 and Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica, and South Atlantic Islands in 2000, with Law No. 521; and Jujuy in 2001, with Law No. 5,288.
The Federal Law 26,061, passed in 2005, created the Comprehensive Protection System for the Rights of Girls, Boys and Adolescents, decentralizing the national policy for children and adolescents’ protection in Argentine provinces. This accelerated decentralization towards municipalities: this occurred in the provinces of Buenos Aires in 2005 (Law 13,298), Catamarca in 2013 (Law 5,357), Chaco in 2012 (Law 2,086), Córdoba (Law 9,944) and Corrientes in 2011 (Law 5,568), Entre Ríos in 2008 (Law 9,861), La Pampa in 2013 (Law 2,703), La Rioja in 2010 (Law 8,066), Mendoza in 2018 (Law 9,139), Misiones in 2005 (Law 3,820); Río Negro in 2006 (Law 4.109); Salta in 2016 (Law 7,970); San Juan in 2015 (Law 7,378); Santa Cruz in 2009; Santa Fe (Law 12,967) and Tucumán in 2010 (Law 8,293). Only the provinces of Formosa, San Luis and Santiago del Estero have not done so at present, and this score is 0.
3. Effective Political Discretion
3.1. EDUCATION
Education is not part of municipal functions. Notwithstanding this, larger local governments usually have a specialized office to administer their schools under their authority and administer the decentralized national funds within the framework of Federal Educational Financing Law 26,075.

In Buenos Aires, municipalities considered - La Matanza, La Plata, General Pueyrredón, Lomas de Zamora and Quilmes - administer preschool establishments, coexisting with those of the provincial ones: we assigned the value 0.5. Although the primary and secondary levels correspond to the provincial level, there are municipal schools in La Matanza and General Pueyrredón, although we will value it with a score 0.
In the province of Catamarca there is evidence of local participation in the three educational levels, this being atypical in Argentina: the municipalities of San Fernando del Valle de Catamarca, Valle Viejo, and Santa María have establishments that coexist with the provincial ones, and we assign to a value 0.5.

In Chubut, the municipalities of Comodoro Rivadavia, Puerto Madryn and Rawson have initial schools, for which we have scored 0.5. The first two have primary schools, but they are exceptions within the Chubut territory.

In the province of Córdoba, your local governments do not have authority over education. Notwithstanding this, the capital city municipality has a pre-school and a primary school, and the San Francisco municipality manages a preschool: the valuation is also 0.

In the province of Entre Ríos, the local authority is reflected only at the preschool level: the municipalities of Paraná, Gualeguaychú and Concepción del Uruguay have their own establishments, coexisting with the provincial ones, for which we assign a score 0.5.
In the province of Jujuy, no authority is reflected regarding the three educational levels: however, the municipality of San Salvador, the capital, has a preschool, a primary and a secondary school, and Perico has a primary school; since they are exceptional, which we have scored at 0.

In La Rioja, the local authority is reflected authority only at the preschool level: the municipalities of the homonymous capital, Chilecito and Chamical have their own establishments, coexisting with the provincial ones, for which we assign a score 0.5.

In the province of Mendoza, no authority is reflected in any of the three educational levels: there is only one preschool in the municipality of Guaymallén: that is why we valued at 0.

In Santa Fe, no authority is reflected regarding any of the three education levels; however, there are exceptions, such as the presence of preschool establishments in two municipalities, Santa Fe de la Vera Cruz and Venado Tuerto. We apply a score 0.
In the province of Santiago del Estero, the authority is reflected in the preschool level, considering the existence of preschool schools administered by the municipalities of Santiago del Estero, La Banda, Termas de Río Hondo and Frías; additionally, the second has a primary and secondary school, and the last, with a primary school. Therefore, we assign a score 0.5.
In Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica and the South Atlantic Islands, authority is not reflected in the three educational levels, although the Municipality of Ushuaia has an experimental establishment of preschool, primary and secondary level: we apply a score 0.

In the province of Tucumán there is authority regarding the preschool level, since the municipalities of San Miguel de Tucumán, Banda del Río Salí, Yerba Buena, Tafí Viejo and Las Talitas have establishments in their charge; additionally, the first four have municipal primary schools -we scored both levels with 0.5, since they coexist with provincial schools-. Additionally, in the provincial capital, there is a secondary school.

In the provinces of Chaco, Corrientes, Formosa, La Pampa, Misiones, Neuquén, Rio Negro, Salta, San Juan, San Luis, and Santa Cruz there are no municipal educational initiatives in any of the three levels: we have valued all cases with 0.
3.2. SOCIAL ASSISTANCE
Economic Assistance: All Argentine local governments, regardless of their population size, have a specialized office (called Development, Action or Social Promotion; Human Development; or the equivalent department). They oversee executing direct social action in the territory exclusively: they provide people and families in situations of greater vulnerability with food, dry and fresh; cylinders or firewood for heating; medications and glasses; construction materials; waxes for the home; books and school supplies; tools; seeds for gardens; tickets for long distance transfers; and direct subsidies in case of cataclysms, fires, or floods. They also support initiatives such as community dining rooms, orchards, and wardrobes. Therefore, we rate all municipal systems with a score 1.
Work Training: Usually these courses carried out are financed by national organizations -such as the Ministry of Labour and Social Security- and by provincial ones. Notwithstanding this, the municipalities develop their policies.

In the province of Buenos Aires, the educational experiences of professional training are registered, such as General Pueyrredón or offices specialized in work insertion, in Lomas de Zamora and Quilmes. We assign a score 1.

In Catamarca, programs to promote employment and job training are carried out in three of the five municipalities studied, San Fernando del Valle, Valle Viejo and Recreo. We score with a score 1.

In the province of Chaco, we identified job training experiences in two municipalities, Villa Ángela and Quitilipi, although there are many initiatives developed with federal funding in the municipalities of the Presidencia Roque Sáenz Peña, Resistencia and Barranqueras. We consider a score 0.5.

The experiences in Chubut consist of socio-labour training in the trades. We assign a score of 1.
In Córdoba, experiences of vocational training schools are recorded in the municipalities of Villa María and Rio Cuarto, such as specialized offices in Villa Carlos Paz and the provincial capital. A score 1 is assigned. 

In the municipalities of the province of Corrientes, work training policies are promoted -in Corrientes and Goya-, vocational training institutions -in Curuzú Cuatiá-, although there are federal programs -as in Gobernador Virasoro and Paso de los Libres-. We assign a score 1.

The municipalities of Entre Ríos have vocational training schools; also implement federals. We apply a score 1.

In Formosa, labor training policies are predominantly provincial, although in the case of the capital city there is a municipal school of arts and crafts. We only put half a point.

In the province of Jujuy, the municipalities carry out vocational training initiatives: that of Palpalá even has an autonomous institute. Federal programs are also run. We score 1.

In the municipalities of La Pampa, although there are training initiatives, as in the provincial capital -Santa Rosa- and General Pico, they coexist with provincial policies and programs, as in Eduardo Castex. We consider half a point.

In the capital of La Rioja, free job training courses are run while Chilecito has a municipal school of trades; however, these practices do not seem to extend to the rest of Riojan municipalities, where only federal programs are executed. We apply only half a point.

In the province of Mendoza, the existence of employment offices is frequent, as in the municipalities of San Rafael, Godoy Cruz, Las Heras and Maipú. We score 1.

In Misiones, although in the municipalities of Posadas and Eldorado there are specialized offices that promote their own courses, the municipalities usually execute national policies. We value only with half a point.

The municipalities of Neuquén articulate local experiences with provincial incentives for the development of courses and training, as in Zapala; Four other municipalities have specialized offices and created work training centres. We apply the value 1.

In the province of Río Negro, training and job training policies show the articulation between the three levels of government. We consider a value of half a point.
In Salta, the municipalities of the capital, Tartagal and Orán, have local training initiatives, while San José de Metán articulates mainly with the provincial government. It is valued with a score of 1.

In the municipalities of the province of San Juan, the initiatives are linked to national programs, which is why it is valued with a half point.
In the province of San Luis, there are training initiatives dependent on the municipalities of Villa de Merlo, La Punta and Juana Koslay. Other municipalities, such as those of San Luis and Villa Mercedes, promote professional training in collaboration with the provincial government. We give a score 1.

In Santa Cruz, there are experiences of articulation with the provincial government to promote training spaces, as in the municipalities of Caleta Olivia, Las Heras and Pico Truncado, or to link with technical schools, as in El Calafate. We assign half a point.

In Santa Fe, local job training and employment promotion programs are registered through specialized offices. We value with 1.

Although the capital city of Santiago del Estero has a trade school, it is usual for Santiago municipalities to only implement federal and provincial programs: for this reason, we apply half a point.

In the case of the province of Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica, and the South Atlantic Islands, we recorded job training experiences promoted by the municipalities in coordination with other territorial actors. We value with one point.

In the province of Tucumán, in the capital municipality, in Banda de Río Sali and Tafí Viejo, we found local initiatives to train trades, while in Las Talitas and Yerba Buena federal programs were implemented. We value with 1.
Integration of refugees: We do not identify local governments with integration policies for refugees: we only know of specific actions for immigrants in three municipalities of the country, those of Malvinas Argentinas and Quilmes, in the province of Buenos Aires, and that of Cervantes, in the Río Negro province. We value with 0 all municipal systems in this country.
3.3. HEALTH
In the province of Buenos Aires, primary health care is decentralized: we assign the value 1. In the case of hospitals, the provincial ones - located mainly in the most populated districts - and the local ones - the municipalities of La Matanza, coexist. Lomas de Zamora and Quilmes count on them-: for this reason, we assign half a point to the hospital system. There are municipal dental centres in La Matanza, General Pueyrredón and Lomas de Zamora: we value with 1.

The Catamarca municipalities of Valle Viejo, Santa María, San Fernando del Valle de Catamarca and Recreo have primary health care units: that is why we apply half a point. They do not have authority over the hospital system, nor do they have dental care centres, for which we value 0 points.

In the Chaco, the health system is centralized: we only find a few primary care initiatives. Nor do we identify local experiences of dental care, so we assign a score 0.

In the province of Chubut, except for the municipality of Comodoro Rivadavia, which has a small primary care system, health services are centralized. Therefore, we assign a score 0.

In Córdoba there is a municipal decentralization of primary health care: we assign a score 1. Regarding the hospital system, provincial and municipal establishments coexist, such as in Córdoba, San Francisco, Río Cuarto, and Villa Carlos Paz: we value it with a half point. Regarding dental care centres, the capital city has a dental clinic; The municipalities of Rio Cuarto and Villa Carlos Paz also have initiatives. We assign a score 1.

The municipalities of Corrientes, Goya, Gobernador Virasoro and Curuzú Cuatiá, in the province of Corrientes, have primary health care rooms, which coexist with the provincial ones, for which we assign half a point. The hospital system is provincialized and only the municipality of Paso de Los Libres has a municipal dental centre: these last two competences are valued with 0.
In the province of Entre Ríos municipal experiences of primary health care are registered in Paraná, Concordia, Gualeguaychú, Concepción del Uruguay and Gualeguay, they coexist with provincial effectors: we value with a half point. The hospital system is under provincial jurisdiction, although the municipality of Concepción del Uruguay has its own establishment. In Paraná there is a municipal dental care centre, although this initiative does not extend to other municipalities: we value the last two sections with 0.

In Misiones, the primary health care system is decentralized -therefore, we value with 1- while the hospital system is provincial. Municipal dental care centres are not verified, so we assign 0 to these tasks.

In San Luis, primary health care centres are registered in municipalities such as the provincial capital, Villa de Merlo, and Juana Koslay, coexisting with the provincial ones, for which we value with half a point. We did not find municipal hospitals or dental centres, so we valued with 0.

The municipalities of Rosario, Santa Fe, Rafaela and Venado Tuerto have municipal primary health care centres, coexisting with their provincial equivalents: we assign half a point. Two municipalities, Rosario, and Santa Fe, have their own hospital initiatives, but they are not representative. There are also no municipal dental centres, so we assign a score 0 to these tasks.

In the province of Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica and the South Atlantic Islands, primary municipal health care coexists with the provincial system, for which we assign half a point. The hospitals are provincial and there are no municipal dental centres, so we value with 0.
The health system is provincial in Tucumán. The municipalities of Banda de Rio Salí and Tafí Viejo have two polyclinics without hospitalization and that of Yerba Buena, with health centres, coexisting with the provincial ones, for which we assign half a point in primary health care and 0 in the rest sections.

In the provinces of Formosa, Jujuy, La Pampa, Mendoza, Neuquén, Rio Negro, Salta, San Juan and Santa Cruz, municipal experiences in health are not reflected, so we valued 0.
3.4. LAND-USE
All local governments in the country have full authority over the administration of building permits and the administration of zoning. Therefore, we apply the value 1.

Regarding this last section, in the province of Buenos Aires, Decree-Law 8912/77 is in force, which in its article 70, indicates that the primary responsibility falls on their municipalities, although the provincial government has the function to intervene in the zoning processes: usually does not. In Mendoza, industrial and agricultural zoning is exercised by this provincial government, in accordance with the provisions of Land Use and Land Use Law No. 8,051 on, although urban zoning is municipal. For this reason, we assign a half point to these two provinces.
3.5. PUBLIC TRANSPORT
Bus Transportation: Local governments have a true authority, in bus transportation, being responsible for granting concessions to third parties - direct management is infrequent - and for regulating fares.

In the province of Buenos Aires, it is common for larger municipalities to have municipal bus lines. The same situation occurs in the provinces of Chaco, Chubut, Córdoba, Corrientes, Entre Ríos, Misiones, Neuquén, Rio Negro, Santiago del Estero and Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica, and the South Atlantic Islands, in which we assigned 0.5 points.

In Salta, there is the Metropolitan Transportation Authority, initially created for the administration of the service in the capital city, although it has been expanding its sphere to other municipalities, mainly to administer the federal funds that subsidize the rates. Although the Salta municipalities exercise their competence, they do not exercise their full authority, so we assign only 0.25.

In the provincial capitals of La Rioja, San Luis and Tucumán, buses are regulated by their municipalities beyond that they extend their services over neighbouring municipalities: in these three cases, we also assign 0.5. In the cases of Catamarca, Formosa, La Pampa, Jujuy, Mendoza, San Juan and Santa Cruz, these provinces have the authority over this service, so we assign the value 0.

Rail transport: it was valued in the whole country with 0 since the authority resides with the federal government.
3.6. HOUSING: 

Urban and housing development is a municipal responsibility throughout this country, for which a score of 0.5 is assigned. However, in the province of Buenos Aires, Decree-Law 8912/77 allows local initiatives to be intervened by the provincial government: it is the only province evaluated with a score of 0.25.

The social housing policy is exercised by the provincial governments through specific areas: we assign a score 0 in twenty-one provinces. The exceptions are those of Entre Ríos and Santa Fe. In the first, we identified a series of municipal programs: Hago Mi Casa (sic) and Tené Tu Casa (sic), in Gualeguaychú; and Thousand Roofs for Municipal Housing Assistance, in Concepción del Uruguay. There are also interesting initiatives in smaller municipalities, such as prior savings mechanisms for construction in Cerrito and Federal. In the second, although the Provincial Housing Directorate develops initiatives in all its local governments, the Municipality of Rosario works on the resettlement of shacks; Rafaela has a Municipal Housing Institute; and that of Venado Tuerto has a municipal fund to finance social housing. Therefore, we will assign 0.25 to these provinces.
3.7. POLICE
Municipalities do not have authority to control public order through lethal or non-lethal weapons: therefore, all provincial systems are valued 0. However, in recent years, many local governments have developed collaborative initiatives to support federal and provincial security forces.

On the contrary, all local governments in the country assume full responsibility for the traffic police within their territorial jurisdictions: for this reason, the value 0.5 is assigned.
3.7. CARING FUNCTIONS
In the province of Buenos Aires, we have considered 1 point for each of the three functions, given that they exercise true authority, beyond a certain conceptual weakness. Regarding the elderly, La Matanza has a specialized assistance office; General Pueyrredón has a geriatric residence; Lomas de Zamora promotes social security services and recreation policies; and Quilmes manages food assistance for the elderly and for day homes. These benefits are complementary to those of the federal government, which leave little room for more ambitious policies: paradoxically, their own initiatives are more visible in smaller municipalities, where nursing homes are common. Regarding childhood policies, we identified the local services for the protection and promotion of the rights of children and adolescents in La Matanza and Lomas de Zamora; General Pueyrredón has a Children's House and recreational centres, and Quilmes, local psycho-pedagogical services. The Buenos Aires municipalities also issue the Unique Certificate of Disability (called CUD) to access federal benefits and advise the disabled.

In Catamarca, it is common for the municipalities to implement policies for the elderly and disable, although not for children, despite legislative decentralization since 2013. We only identify local services for the protection of the rights of children and adolescents in San Fernando del Valle Catamarca and Recreo, assigning only a zero value. Regarding old age, there are geriatric residences in Fray Mamerto Esquiú, in San Fernando del Valle de Catamarca and in Santa María, for which we value with 1. Regarding disability, they exercise their authority: Andalgalá has a specialized office, where it also there is an inclusive recreational colony; in San Fernando del Valle de Catamarca, there is the Municipal Council for People with Disabilities; and in Valle Viejo they created an Evaluation Board for the issuance of the CUD. We value the Catamarca municipalities with 1.
In the province of Chaco, we weight the elderly care functions with a score 1: examples are the assistance service in the Roque Sáenz Peña Presidency; the day centre in Barranqueras; and the therapeutic centre in Villa Angela. Regarding childhood and disability, we do not identify decentralization at the local level: therefore, we assign a score 0.

In Chubut, the childhood policy was not decentralized -we assigned a score 0- although we found a true authority of the local government regarding the old age and disability policies, which we will value with 1. There are day centres for the elderly in Comodoro Rivadavia and Esquel, and support for older residents in sheltered homes in Rawson. Regarding disability, the municipalities of Chubut have specialized offices.
In the province of Córdoba, we find that local governments have true authority in the three care functions, assigning the value 1 in all cases. The capital of Cordoba and San Francisco each have Day centres and inter-generational integration programs; Río Cuarto implements containment policies for older adults; and Villa María has geriatric residences, as does Villa Carlos Paz. About childhood, the capital city municipality executes the "Childhood First" program; Villa Carlos Paz has child development centres; and San Francisco, with an Advisory Council on Disability, Children and Adolescents with Violated Rights. Regarding disability policies, it is common for Cordovan municipalities have a specialized office.

In Corrientes we identified that the municipal authority in disability policies in the municipalities of the capital, Goya, Curuzú Cuatiá and Gobernador Virasoro. The value 1 is assigned only to this function.

In Entre Ríos, disability policies are implemented by the provincial government, so we assign a score 0. Regarding those for the elderly, there is greater decentralization: in Paraná they have a local support network for the elderly and a geriatric residence; in Concordia, a municipal program of care for the elderly, and the participatory budget has initiatives for this group, as in Gualeguaychú and Concepción del Uruguay, where geriatric residences are administered: we value with 1. On childhood policies, there are recreational centres, summer camps and assistance programs in Paraná, Concordia and Gualeguaychú: for this reason, we assign the value 1.

About the province of Jujuy, we only weigh the care functions in favour of older adults and special groups - we assign 1 point to each one - since those of childhood are minimal. In terms of old age, there are experiences of articulation between neighbours and the municipality in San Salvador de Jujuy; support for pension centres in Perico; and homes for the elderly in San Pedro. Regarding disability, it is common for local governments to address this issue on their agendas, creating specialized offices that work in the comprehensive care of this group.

In La Pampa, we weigh with the value 1 the care of special groups, since local governments only exercise full authority with respect to disability: the municipality of Toay has an intervention team, Eduardo Castex develops priority care policies and grants a free transport pass for people with disabilities and that of General Pico issues the CUD. The same happens in the province of Mendoza: local governments develop policies for disability, through their specialized offices, processing pensions and unique disability certificates: we assign the same value.
In the province of Misiones, its municipalities do not exercise authority in matters of old age; Regarding children, they have specialized offices, but these only respond to the Ombudsman for the Rights of Children and Adolescents of the provincial government, so we only assign half a point. In matters of disability, they have full authority since, habitually, local governments exercise policies such as job promotion for people with disabilities in Posadas; they create councils and centres for disability, as in El Dorado; or they create specialized offices, as in San Vicente. We score 1.

In Neuquén we only weigh with 1 the care functions oriented to disability, since we identify the development of sports and cultural disability policies, organized by specialized offices. Also, in neighbouring Río Negro, where the municipalities of General Roca and Villa Regina created councils for people with disabilities; o facilitate the labour inclusion of people with disabilities like Cipolletti's; or they emit the CUD, like the one of San Carlos de Bariloche.

In the province of Salta, care functions are developed in disability matters through specialized offices, as they do in the municipalities of Salta, General Güemes and San José de Metán: the value is assigned 1. In San Juan the same situation is verified: evaluation boards for people with disabilities in Chimbas and Rivadavia; and creation of specialized offices in the rest.

In the province of San Luis, we weigh only 0.5 the attention to disability, given that there are local initiatives such as those carried out by the municipalities of Juana Koslay and Villa de Merlo, although joint exercise with the provincial government predominates, as in Villa Mercedes. Initiatives in ​​old age and childhood are infrequent: we do not value these functions positively.
In the case of Santa Cruz, there is only true authority in the care of disability: examples are the Municipal Council in El Calafate, the residence for the disabled in Las Heras, the specialized office in Pico Truncado, or recreational proposals in Caleta Olivia. Therefore, we assign the score 1.

Something similar happens in Santa Fe, where local governments promote disability rights policies: we assign value 1. In Tucumán, municipalities address the issue from specialized offices; Yerba Buena created an Observatory and Las Talitas, a specialized job training centre. In these provinces, no authority is identified regarding childhood or old age, assigning a score 0.

In the province of Santiago del Estero, the municipalities have full authority in matters of childhood and disability: it is common for local governments to have specialized offices such as Termas de Río Hondo, La Banda, Frías and Añatuya, or carry out job placement projects of people with disabilities, as in the provincial capital: we assigned the value 1. In the latter municipality, local community centres were organized, and in neighbouring La Banda, a policy of adolescence and social integration; in Termas de Río Hondo, a Children's Home was created: consequently, we value with 1. We do not identify local authority regarding old age.

In the province of Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica and the South Atlantic Islands, there is real authority in the functions of care for the elderly and disability. In Ushuaia we identify pensioner organizations supported by their municipality and in Río Grande, a specialized office that develops specialized cultural and tourist activities. Regarding disability, we identified comprehensive care actions for people with disabilities in these two municipalities and in Tolhuin. For this reason, we assign values ​​1, except for childhood policies.

In the provinces of Formosa and La Rioja, we did not identify local authority on weighted care functions, so we assigned the value 0.
4. Fiscal Autonomy
The main income collected by Argentinian local governments is the General Service Rate (includes waste collection services, cleaning, road maintenance and public lighting, among others), although there are provinces that have municipalised some tax powers.

Only three taxes have been decentralized to municipalities in different provinces: 1) the gross income tax, which consists of the application of a percentage on the turnover of a business regardless of its profit; 2) the automobile tax, called a patent, which is levied on the possession of passenger, cargo, and agricultural vehicles; and 3) the real estate tax, which is levied on the possession of urban or rural real estate. Given the limited nature of tax decentralization, we understand that any of them is relevant in terms of fiscal autonomy.

The automobile tax is collected by municipalities of Chaco; Chubut; Currents; Formosa; Jujuy; Neuquén; Jump; Santa Cruz; and Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica, and South Atlantic Islands. The aliquot varies in the different provinces on a value suggested by the National Directorate of the Automotive Property Registry (DNRPA) of the Ministry of Justice of the Nation and may even vary in the same province according to the value of the vehicle: the aliquot is higher for more expensive vehicles. In the province of Buenos Aires, vehicles with more than 10 years pay their automobile tax to these municipalities, but they do not establish the rate or the aliquot. That is why we have assigned it the value 0.

In the province of Córdoba there is a provincial car tax and a municipal car tax, but since 2018 the Unified Car Tax (called IAU) was created, collected by this province, and then transferred its proportion to the municipalities. To date, 140 local governments have already adhered to this proposal: in any case, they do not set either the base or the aliquot. In the province of Salta, in 2021, all urban car rates have been unified, although it is beyond our investigation.

Urban real estate is collected by those of Chaco, Chubut, Corrientes, Formosa, Salta, Santa Cruz, and Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica, and South Atlantic Islands. In the province of Corrientes, these municipalities can collect the sub-rural real estate tax that includes the cadastral areas of farms and farms, although the rural area is provincialized.
We have valued with 4 the provinces of Chaco, Chubut, Corrientes, Formosa, Salta, Santa Cruz and Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica, and South Atlantic Islands, because they have decentralized the real estate and automobile taxes; while they reach a score 3 in Jujuy and Neuquén, for having only the car. 
5. Financial Transfer Systems
The Argentinian provinces distribute among their local governments part of the income obtained from regular national transfers as well as from the collection of provincial taxes on gross income, automobiles, urban and rural property, and stamps, and royalties on the exploitation of minerals, gas, oil, and hydroelectric works- and they have legislated a municipal tax sharing regime, except for Jujuy.

Municipalities do not receive regular national funds, only eventual conditional transfers for the performance of public works and coverage of fiscal liabilities.
There is wide heterogeneity in the transfer systems, both in terms of shared income and in relation to the criteria used for their allocation. However, despite this dispersion, the resource allocation criteria do not affect the free availability of funds. For this reason, we have assigned the value 3 to the twenty-three municipal systems in the country.
6. Financial Self-Reliance
In Argentina, there is no regular system for monitoring revenues and their evolution, given the broad decentralization of the municipal system. To assess this variable, we count on the latest available consolidated data, which correspond to the period between 1993 and 2017. In historical series, it can be observed that the variation: up to 2003, it had an average of 50%; and then it had a decreasing trend, with an average of 36%, with 2010 being the year with the lowest jurisdictional income (with 30.7%). In this regard, Cravacuore (2017) has pointed out: “There was interest from the national government to get involved in municipal jurisdictional revenues: since 2003, the national government has instructed mayors that any excessive increase in rates would mean the reduction of discretionary transfers for public works or to subsidize the electrical costs of public lighting. With this, the national government sought to limit its impact on the inflation rate, although this interference also allowed it to make local governments more dependent on national financing”. In 2017 the trend was reversed, although we regret that we cannot corroborate the trend. Therefore, a value 2 was assigned to the period 1990-1993, a value 3 to the period 1994-2000, again value 2 of the period 2001-2016 and value 3 to the period started in 2017.

Secondary sources account for wide differences between provinces (López Accotto et alii 2015). If in the province of La Rioja, own income is 9%, in that of Chubut it is 91%. This variation is explained by different reasons, such as the design of inter-jurisdictional transfer systems - for example, in Chubut there is a high decentralization of the collection of real estate, automotive and gross income taxes but a low share of provincial resources, while that of La Rioja an absolute provincial taxes-; population density - the larger the population, the greater the capacity for self-financing; the territorial development model -the economies where private services, agribusiness and mining activities predominate, stimulate local governments with greater budgetary self-sufficiency-; and the characteristics of the political system, which seems to favour fiscal laziness and dependence on the provincial government in other provinces - where there are political cultures more associated with caudillismo, own resources are less significant.
7. Borrowing Autonomy
The provincial Constitutions and Organic Municipal Laws authorize local governments to borrow. Usually, this procedure is authorized by the Municipal Honorable Deliberative Council, with different special majorities. The exception is the province of Tucumán, where, in accordance with subsection 6 of article 135 of this provincial Constitution, the Deliberative Council must request the authorized by law of the provincial Legislature to contract the loan in question.
In sixteen provinces, the debt cannot exceed 25% of this income; in another four, it cannot exceed 20%, while in two - Santa Cruz and Tucumán - there is no regulation. In relation to the use of funds, in ten provinces some regulations define the indebtedness destinations: in Buenos Aires, Chubut, Neuquén and San Juan, for improvement works or public interest, fortuitous cases or force majeure and/or consolidation of debts; in Formosa and Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica and South Atlantic Islands, only the improvement and equipment of public interest is mentioned; in La Rioja the financing must be for municipal public works and services, public debt and regional development; in Chaco, for the attention of works; and in Santa Cruz and Tucumán, the loans must be for financing public works. Additionally, in Corrientes, San Luis and Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica and the South Atlantic Islands, the loans cannot be used to finance current expenses.

Carrying out an assessment, we can see that the provinces are at a score 2, except for Tucumán, with a score 1.
8. Organizational Autonomy
In the twenty-three provincial systems, all local authorities are directly elected by a simple plurality of votes - that is since 2010, when in Santiago del Estero the municipal commissioners, responsible for a type of local government, were elected for the first time. not municipal-. That is why it is valued with 1 for all local governments in the country.

About the ability to decide the central elements of the political system, we must differentiate by province. In those with full autonomy - in which their municipalities sanction their Organic Charter - there is the possibility that municipalities can define: a) the date of local elections, separating them from other provincial or national elections, as in the cases of Córdoba, Corrientes , Mendoza, Neuquén, Río Negro, San Luis and Tierra del Fuego; b) the possibility of partially influencing the electoral system, such as the municipalities of Catamarca; and c) the possibility of electing the number of councillors, as in the province of Corrientes (art. 221 CP).
About personnel hiring, in all Argentine local governments is free. The same applies to organizational structure´ choice and staff status, and the setting of their salaries. Therefore, all these aspects are valued with the highest score.

About the establishment of dependent entities and municipal companies, this is authorized by the federal Civil & Commercial Code for all State levels. The historical forms have been the State Company (national Laws 13,653, 14,380 and 15,023), the Mixed Economy Society (Decree-Law 15,349), the State Company (federal Law 20,705 and 25,152) and the Public Limited Company with State Participation Majority (federal laws 17,318 and 19,550), while the recent reform of the Civil & Commercial Code also allows the creation of Unipersonal Corporations (Federal Law No. 26,994).
Interactive rule
9. Legal Protection
In Argentina, only three provincial Constitutions do not guarantee municipal autonomy as prescribed by article 123 of the National Constitution since 1994: they are those of Buenos Aires, Mendoza, and Santa Fe. The remaining ones guarantee this principle in their Constitutions - some of them, since the 1950s. The 1994 Buenos Aires´s Constitutional Convention ignored the constitutional mandate, while the others because their Constitutions are prior to the national recognition of municipal autonomy: they date 1916 and 1962, respectively.
Municipalities whose municipal autonomy is not recognized by their provincial Constitutions have the same legal protection as those that do not. This was done by the ruling “Rivademar c / Municipality of Rosario”, which recognized the autonomy of Argentine municipalities before the National Constitution did in 1994: precisely, in favour of a municipality located in Santa Fe.
There are no additional mechanisms to resolve regional conflicts other than the possibility of all local governments to resort to the ordinary judicial system, and eventually appeal those rulings before the Supreme Court of Justice of each province and then, in case of filing a complaint, before the Supreme Court of Justice of the Nation, the highest national court and guardian. This was the case in emblematic cases such as the aforementioned “Rivademar c / Municipality of Rosario” (1989); "Promenade S.R.L. c / Municipality of San Isidro” (1989), which recognized the legislative nature of municipal ordinances; and the rulings "Telefónica de Argentina S.A v. Municipality of General Pico" and "Telefónica de Argentina S.A v / Municipality of Chascomús" (1997) on the legality of local taxes, among the most relevant.

For the above, we weighted with a score 3 all Argentine provinces, except for those three that do not formally recognize municipal autonomy throughout the period studied -Buenos Aires, Mendoza, and Santa Fe- and those that did so during the period studied: Chubut (1994), Entre Ríos (2008), Tierra del Fuego (1991) and Tucumán (2006), which have been valued 2.
10. Administrative Supervision
The most widespread situation is that whereby local governments are only subject to administrative supervision that aims to ensure compliance with the law by the Court of Accounts of each province.
The situation of greater autonomy is developed in local governments that can constitute their own Courts of Account - a situation that is formally found for the municipalities of Corrientes, Chubut, La Rioja, Río Negro, Salta, San Luis, Santa Fe, Santiago del Estero and Tierra del Fuego, Antarctica and the South Atlantic Islands - or, paradoxically, in those local administrations that are exempted from any control of legality and are only reached by the political surveillance of the municipal Honourable  Deliberative Council, such as those of Tucumán.

We have assigned the value 2 to most of the Argentine provinces, except for those where, for the most part, municipalities have the possibility of their own self-control of accounts, such as those of Córdoba, Corrientes (since 2007), Río Negro and Santa Fe - in this case, only the municipalities have this attribution but not their communes, which are under the control of the provincial Court of Accounts.

We do not want to ignore that, in the last decade, as a process, there have been attempts by some Account Courts, both provincial and local, to pronounce on the timeliness of municipal decisions given the lack of internal instruments for management control.
11. Central or Regional Access
The political representative of municipalities is the Argentinian Federation of Municipalities, created in 1991 and recognized as such by federal Law 24,807, sanctioned by the National Congress on April 23, 1997, and promulgated on May 14 of that same year, which gave it the definitive legal recognition as the only recognized representation of local governments in this country. Throughout its history, it has had cycles of greater and lesser representation. 
Given the characteristics of the Argentine political system, local authorities have access to high-level decision-making through informal channels: mayors actively participate in political networks at the provincial level. Given the insufficiency of municipal revenues, the search for fiscal transfers to implement its budget is of the utmost importance (Cravacuore 2016) and they focus their attention on building a network of personal contacts with politicians -of the Executive and Legislative- and administrators at the level. that help them access the resources they need. Hence, attending political meetings at the provincial and regional level is very time consuming: mayors frequently mobilize weekly to provincial capitals, located hundreds of kilometres away.

In the country there are no formal provincial voluntary municipal lobbying associations: relations between mayors are built informally, around a party logic. In some provinces there are partisan associations of local authorities in the provinces of Buenos Aires, Córdoba, and Santa Fe. In the rest of the country, inter-jurisdictional collaboration relationships are developed in an informal and conjenctural manner.

Formalized consultation mechanisms exist in few provinces. In Corrientes, the provincial Constitution provides for the extraordinary call to the Municipal Congress (art. 235 CP) in situations such as the proposal to modify the Organic Laws of Municipalities or municipal co-participation, although it was never called. In Jujuy, there is a Province-Municipalities Management Unit that has been in operation since at least 2007. In Córdoba, the Province-Municipalities Work Unit (usually called the Province Municipalities Board) was created by Law 8,864 in July 2000 and it functions as a sphere of dialogue for inter-institutional agreement in which, on behalf of local governments, mayors, and communal presidents of various party affiliations and, on behalf of the provincial government, the Minister of Government and the General Director of Municipal Affairs participate. These provinces are the only ones that have a value of 2 points, with the rest having a score 1.
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ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS

By Prof. Dr. Daniel Cravacuore, National University of Quilmes (Argentina)

Introduction

By June 2021, Argentina had more than one hundred thousand COVID-19's cases per million inhabitants. About deceased, it had exceeded two thousand per million inhabitants. A little less than ten percent of their population had been vaccinated with two doses. The GDP decreased in 2020 by 10% -a third more than Latin American average-; and poverty reached 40% of their population. Theis country is, in last month, in place 53 -the last- in COVID-19´s Resilience Bloomberg Ranking.
Our report addresses issues related to COVID-19 coronavirus pandemic and local governments such as their implication regarding municipal autonomy; satisfaction with the provision of local government services delivery; the importance of local government for citizens; satisfaction with local democracy; turnout at local elections; trustworthiness of local politicians; and the perception of trustworthiness of local politicians compared to national politicians.
The lack of up-to-date, objective sources that address these issues has been a problem. For this reason, we have chosen to carry out an assessment based on some Argentinian researcher’s opinion, who usually work with local governments. We requested a perception from thirteen experts from different disciplines: Municipal Law; municipal management; urban planning; and local health policies. Additionally, our interviewees, from different universities, are representative of different regions: the Autonomous City of Buenos Aires and Buenos Aires, Córdoba, Santa Fe and Tierra del Fuego provinces. Additionally, these interviewees have different political and ideological perspectives -mainly, we value predominant Kirchnerism / anti-Kirchnerism cleavage in this country-.
1. Implication of the COVID-19 Pandemic
On March 18, 2020, a strict quarantine began in Argentina. The municipalities had to carry out innumerable tasks: health care for those who had their own health system; support of national and provincial security forces in traffic control; economic assistance to poor population; temporary accommodation organization the care of mild COVID-19 patients, among others.
At the pandemic beginning, there was an excessive zeal in controlling circulation, which even motivated the call for attention by provincial governments and Federal Justice.
A phasing system was implemented in this de-confinement. The mayors proposed the opening of some activities, which had to be approved by the provincial and national authorities. Beyond opposition mayor´s complaints for slowness and discretion, there was no severe advance on local functions.
Experts consulted mostly corroborates that municipal autonomy has not been affected by Covid-19 pandemic, although it is true that some assigned extreme values. Therefore, we apply a score 1.
2. Satisfaction with the Provision of Local Government Services

There is an opinion report prepared in 2018 by Latino Barometer. The same identified 9.75% of those surveyed identified as the third main problem in their municipality the existence of "poor basic services", behind public security -24.75%- and unemployment -11.35%-. However, 6.75% of those surveyed identified municipal services as those public services with which they feel most satisfied.
In experts' assessment, the prevailing perception is that citizens are generally moderately satisfied with local government provision services. Our perspective, indicated in several articles, is that municipal services in Argentina are, in international comparison, of low quality. We have assigned a score 1.
3. Importance of Local Government

Experts consulted have mostly identified that local government is very important in citizen life, although there were also responses of lesser value.

We understand that local government importance varies depending on population size: in medium and small municipalities, this importance as an exclusive State actor grows, while in provincial capital cities and metropolitan areas, this importance decreases because national and provincial governments intervene more actively, and directly. Therefore, we assign a score 2.
4. Satisfaction with Local Democracy

This variable measures a degree to which citizens are satisfied with local democracy. Some researchers have shown dispersion in their assessment and there is a curiosity: those two live in Córdoba, a jurisdiction where institutionalized participatory mechanisms were historically most applied, assign a score 0.

In short, we assign a score 2 because we identify those citizens are neither dissatisfied nor satisfied with local democracy.
5. Participation in Local Elections

In Argentina, municipal elections are usually simultaneous with provincial ones. These take place, increasingly, independently of the national - presidential or legislative - although they do occur in the same calendar year. In municipalities endowed with full autonomy, communal elections can occur autonomously than provincial and national elections. Voting in Argentina is mandatory, in all their levels.

We consider last local elections of 2019, except in Santiago del Estero and Corrientes provinces, held in 2017. The average citizen participation in local elections is 77.86%, for which we assign a score 4.
6. Electoral Participation at the Local Level in Comparison with Electoral Participation at the National Level

There is an electoral participation similar level between local and national elections. The last national presidential elections were held in 2019 and registered 80.8% participation over the total electoral roll; while at the local level, the twenty-three provinces average, in 2017 elections in Santiago del Estero and Corrientes and 2019 in the rest, it was 77.86%. We assign a score 1.
7. Reliability of Local Politicians

The perception prevails, those local politicians are moderately trustworthy. We understand that, in a country where corruption is a severe problem - it is ranked 78th in Corruption Perception World Index - local politicians are subject to greater social control, due to their proximity to their constituents, and this endows them with reliability. We assign a score 2.
8. Perception of the Reliability of Local Politicians in Comparison with National Politicians

The perception prevails, those politicians at the local level are generally more trustworthy than national politicians. We emphasize that, at present, there is a general malaise with national politicians, both official and opposition, due to their inability to remove the country from its economic situation. Therefore, we assign a score 2.
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