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Abstract 

In 2014 Argentina has adopted a new policy strategy aiming at the diffusion of renewable energies. 
In this paper, we analyze the associated policy making process and the impacts of the emerging 
policy mix on socio-technical change in the Argentinean electricity sector, with a particular focus on 
the development of a national renewables industry. Our analysis is based on a novel analytical 
framework which enriches the literature on policy mixes for sustainability transitions with concepts 
from the Advocacy Coalition Framework. Methodologically, we conduct a qualitative analysis 
drawing on document analysis and expert interviews. We find that the design of the Argentinean 
policy mix has been influenced by a dominant advocacy community with fiscal concerns and 
investments in renewable energy as its main beliefs, thereby limiting national industry development. 
Based on this we derive implications for better integrating the industrial policy dimension in policy 
mixes for transitions towards renewable energy. 
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1 Introduction	

Many countries in the world are transiting, albeit through different pathways, to more sustainable 

energy systems (Markard, 2018) – a global trend which is strengthened through the Paris Agreement 

(UN, 2015). However, the reasons to pursue energy transitions vary among countries, as they 

encompass also drivers other than climate change (IRENA, 2018). For instance, countries in Latin 

America, such as Argentina, suffer energy security issues from increasing fuel imports which affect 

their economy, and therefore the livelihoods of their citizens. In this context, renewable energy (RE) 

technologies which need to be locally adapted represent an opportunity for creating value in 

national economies under the paradigm of sustainable development, potentially allowing a more 

inclusive redistribution of their benefits (Pueyo et al., 2011; Perez, 2013; Schmidt & Huenteler, 2016) 

Such sustainability transitions are influenced by policies and the underlying policy making processes 

in which actors interact to make their beliefs prevail (Kern & Rogge, 2017; Markard, et al., 2012). 

However, so far limited attention has been given to explicitly linking policy making processes and 

their distinct influence on policy mixes and socio-technical change (Kern & Rogge, 2017; Rogge, et 

al., 2017). In addition, most studies have focused on advanced energy transition processes in 

developed countries such as Germany, the UK, or Switzerland, each with well-established policy 

subsystems (Geels, et al., 2016; Edmondson, et al., 2019, Markard, et al., 2016). In contrast, some 

developing countries have just recently initiated such transition processes (Wieczorek, 2018), and 

thus often exhibit rather nascent policy subsystems for sustainable energy transitions.  

Given these shortcomings in the literature, the objective of this article is to more closely analyse the 

link between policy making processes and the resulting elements of policy mixes aimed at promoting 

sustainable energy transitions. In addition, the broader concerns of developing countries are taken 

on board by not only focusing on the deployment of renewable energies but by also investigating 

opportunities associated with industry development. In particular, we are interested in answering 

the research question of how policy beliefs influence the industrial policy dimension of policy mixes 

for sustainable energy transitions. Our aim is to explain how the dynamics of policy processes 

influence the components of policy mixes for sustainability transitions and how it impacts on as well 

as is affected by socio-technical change. To answer this question we build on recent advances on a 
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broader understanding of policy mixes and their role for sustainability transitions which goes 

beyond a consideration of interacting instruments only (Rogge & Reichardt, 2016). More precisely, 

we highlight the role of policy beliefs and resources in policy processes shaping the development of 

policy strategies, instrument mixes and policy mix characteristics. We do so by drawing on the 

Advocacy Coalition Framework (Sabatier, 1988; Sabatier & Jenkins-Smith, 1999; Sabatier & Weible, 

2014), including its attention to power (Sewell 2005; Avelino & Rotmans 2009) and learning 

(Moyson, 2017; Moyson, et al., 2017) in explaining policy change.  

The resulting analytical framework is applied to the ongoing Argentinean energy transition. 

Argentina was chosen as research case as this country recently started to elaborate a policy mix to 

promote a fundamental change in its electricity mix by significantly enlarging the share of RE; 

however, opportunities for national industry development were largely neglected – after three 

tenders the local component average of the awarded wind projects, adding 993.4 MW of capacity, 

was 35.1% (CAMMESA b & c, 2016; CAMMESA b & c, 2017). Empirically, we thus aim at 

understanding who participated in the policy making process, how this participation shaped the 

resulting policy mix, as well as how its outcomes have influenced subsequent policy processes and 

thus led to adjustments in the mix. Thereby, the article contributes to the emerging literature on 

policy feedbacks and their role for accelerating sustainability transitions (Edmondson, et al., 2019; 

Roberts, et al. 2018; Schmidt & Sewerin 2017). 

The remainder of the article is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews the existing literature based 

on which the analytical framework is derived. Section 3 outlines the Argentinean context, before 

section 4 elaborates the methodology for our empirical analysis. Section 5 then presents the results 

which are discussed in section 6 regarding the co-evolutionary dynamics of policy mix and socio-

technical change. Section 7 concludes the paper. 

 

2 Towards	an	integrated	analytical	framework	for	investigating	
the	emergence	of	policy	mixes	for	socio-technical	transitions		

Governing socio-technical transitions towards sustainable systems of production and consumption 

involves multiple actors with various interests (Markard, et al., 2012; Kern & Smith, 2008). Policies 

play a key role for sustainability transitions, but their adoption and implementation tend to be 
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associated with power struggles between those to gain and those to lose from such transitions 

(Kern, 2011; Meadowcroft, 2009; 2011). Therefore, there have been calls for greater attention to 

the politics of sustainability transitions (Geels, 2014; Normann, 2015). To gain a better 

understanding of such contested processes and how to govern transitions through policy mixes it 

has been argued that transition research should harness theories of the policy process (Kern & 

Rogge, 2017), such as the Advocacy Coalition Framework (Markard, et al., 2016; Lindberg, et al., 

2018). In the following, we will first review the policy mix and the ACF literatures, which we then 

draw upon to develop our interdisciplinary analytical framework.  

 

2.1 Policy	mixes	for	sustainability	transitions		

Many studies on policies for sustainability transition have focused on how to support green niches 

(Smith & Raven, 2012), thereby contributing to changes in socio-technical regimes (Geels, et al., 

2016). More recently, attention has shifted to explicitly differentiating between policies creating 

such more sustainable niches and those destabilizing existing unsustainable regimes (Kivimaa & 

Kern 2015). However, most policy-related studies so far have focused on the content of policies 

rather than on the policy processes that create them as outputs (Kern & Rogge, 2017; Markard, et 

al., 2012). Attention has also been given to the various market and system failures that call for policy 

interventions (Weber & Rohracher, 2012; Wieczorek & Hekkert, 2012), but less so on the coherence 

and credibility of policy mixes tackling these failures (Rogge & Schleich, 2018).  

However, in recent years a broader conceptualisation of policy mixes for sustainability transitions 

has been proposed which combines three building blocks (Rogge & Reichardt, 2016): (1) the policy 

strategy and the instrument mix, which together comprise the elements of a policy mix, that is, its 

content; (2) the policy making and implementation processes which shape these elements; and (3) 

the characteristics of the policy mix, such as its consistency, coherence, comprehensiveness and 

credibility. This broad policy mix concept integrates studies on instrument design (Kemp & 

Pontoglio, 2011), the interplay of the instruments (Del Río González, 2007), the notion of a policy 

strategy (Quitzow, 2015), the characteristic of policy mixes (Howlett & Rayner, 2013; Reichardt & 

Rogge, 2014) and underlying policy processes (Flanagan, et al., 2011), thereby bridging several 

literatures.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003
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While innovation scholars have focused on investigating the elements of policy mixes, the latter 

building blocks, and in particular policy processes, have been studied by political scientists, drawing 

on a range of theories of the policy process (Sabatier & Weible, 2014; Kern, et al., 2019). However, 

empirical studies investigating policy processes within sustainability transitions have been limited 

in number and scope (Kern & Smith, 2008; Normann, 2017; Rosenbloom, et al., 2016). For example, 

Lindberg et al. (2018) have drawn on the Advocacy Coalition Framework to explain actor preferences 

and the related European Union energy policy mix.  

Yet, few studies have gone beyond such an analysis of the way policy mixes for transitions are 

shaped to also address how this impacts socio-technical change (Kern & Rogge, 2017), despite 

increasing recognition of the importance of considering policy feedbacks (Schmidt & Sewerin 2017, 

Roberts, et al. 2018). Edmondson, et al. (2019) have made a first step in this regard by integrating 

the policy feedback and transitions literature to examine unfolding policy and transition processes 

and the corresponding co-evolution of policy mixes and socio-technical systems through feedback 

mechanisms.  

Here we build on this emerging literature on broader policy mixes for socio-technical transitions 

linking policy processes, elements (i.e. policy strategies and instrument mixes) and characteristics 

of policy mixes, which calls for drawing on policy process theories to explain the interplay between 

policy change and socio-technical change (Rogge & Reichardt, 2016, Kern & Rogge, 2017).  

 

2.2 The	Advocacy	Coalition	Framework		

While multiple theories of the policy process exist (Sabatier & Weible, 2014; Pierce, et al., 2017) 

which can be harnessed for analysing the politics of sustainability transitions (Kern & Rogge 2017), 

such as Kingdom’s Multiple Streams (Kingdon, 1995; 1984) or Policy Feedbacks (Pierson, 1993; 2000; 

2004), here we draw on the Advocacy Coalition Framework (ACF) as one of the most powerful 

frameworks to explain policy change and stability (Weible & Sabatier, 2009). The reasons for 

selecting the ACF are sixfold: first, it acknowledges that policy change can be based on negotiated 

agreements, external and internal shocks, and policy learning (Weible, et al., 2009; 2011). 

Second,the conceptualization of nascent policy subsystems and advocacy communities resonates 

well with energy transitions in early phases (Stritch, 2015). Third, the ACF, compared to other policy 
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process theories, provides the possibility of grouping actors in coalitions based on common belief 

systems and shared patterns of coordination, thereby enabling the investigation of multi 

stakeholders policy processes and common advocacy attemtps by actor coalitions with shared policy 

beliefs. Fourth, the ACF allows explaining the coordination within an advocacy coalition and its 

effects on a certain policy by addressing the resources available to a coalition. Fifth, the ACF has 

been widely applied in environmental policy, a policy field closely related to sustainable energy 

transitions, including in South America (Arnold, 2003; Donadelli, 2016). And sixth, the ACF has 

already been applied in the transitions literature (Markard, et al., 2016), including a focus on the 

notion of power to explain policy change (Sewell, 2005; Avelino & Rotmans, 2009). In addition, more 

recent work has demonstrated the usefulness of the ACF for explaining changes in energy policy, 

albeit detached from socio-technical transitions approaches (Jankowska, 2012; Jimeno, 2014).   

The ACF was originally developed by Sabatier (1988, 1993), Sabatier & Weible (1991) and Sabatier 

& Jenkins-Smith (1993) as an alternative approach explaining policy change in the US. Building on 

an integration of bottom-up and top-down approaches, the recognition of the role of scientific and 

technical knowledge in the policy process and by moving away from the classic notion of “stages” 

in the policy cycle, the ACF tries to predict problem adjustments and major policy changes (Sotirov 

& Memmler, 2012).  

As its name indicates, policy change is conceptualized to take place through the formation and 

interplay between advocacy coalitions (ACs) constituted of governmental and non-governmental 

actors who share common belief systems and who systematically coordinate to influence public 

policy within a specific ‘policy subsystem’, relying on their resources to do so (Sabatier & Jenkins-

Smith, 1999). The belief system allows capturing wider aspects than interests, since it encompasses 

shared preferences, perceptions and values among actors (Sabatier, & Jenkins-Smith 1999). It 

differentiates three analytical levels: deep core beliefs capture the underlying philosophy that goes 

beyond a specific policy subsystem; policy or near core beliefs are those values attached to a policy 

subsystem which can include the role of governments, general public and markets, for instance. The 

secondary aspects are narrower in scope accounting for particular rules (Sabatier & Jenkins-Smith, 

1999). In a range from un-negotiable to negotiable issues, the deep core is the most rigid component 

of a belief system, whereas the secondary aspects are the most prompt for change within the policy 

process (Sabatier & Jenkins-Smith, 1999). Major policy changes are explained by a preceding shift in 
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the deep core or policy core beliefs of at least one of the coalitions, whereas minor policy changes 

are related to shifts in secondary aspects (Sabatier & Jenkins-Smith, 1999). 

The policy subsystem is the arena where the actors interact, and is demarked by a geographical 

space and substantive content of the policies. The ACF differentiates between mature and thus well-

established policy subsystems, and nascent subsystems for new policy issues (Sabatier & Jenkins-

Smith, 1999). For such nascent policy subsystems with a short tradition – less than ten years – and 

therefore with less mature advocacy coalitions, Stritch (2015) introduces the concept of advocacy 

communities characterized by actors that interact in the same policy subsystem, share policy core 

beliefs but do not systematically coordinate with other actors with similar policy core beliefs.  

Lastly, within the ACF power can be understood as the capacity and limits coalitions have to mobilize 

resources to make their policy belief prevail in a specific policy subsystem (Sewell, 2005). For this, 

resources can be categorized into: formal legal authority as the capacity to take formal decisions –

usually embodied by governmental decision makers; public opinion referring to how the public 

supports a specific coalition; information as the ability to strengthen a coalition and convince others 

through technical and general information; mobilizing troops capturing the capacity to organize 

public demonstrations; financial resources as the ability to get other resources and skillful leadership 

referring to planning an advocacy strategy through maximizing and enlarging resources (Sabatier & 

Weible, 2007). 

 

2.3 Harnessing	the	advocacy	coalition	framework	to	unpack	the	link	
between	policy	processes,	policy	mixes	and	socio-technical	change	

Building upon the reviewed literature, we develop a novel analytical framework that enables the 

investigation of the role of advocacy coalitions or – in the case of nascent policy subsystems – 

advocacy communities and their policy beliefs for the emergence of policy mixes for sustainability 

transitions, such as of the energy system. For simplicity we refer to policy beliefs as those 

components of the belief system specific to a policy subsystem, i.e. the policy core beliefs and the 

secondary aspects. 
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Figure 1 visualizes the our resulting analytical framework, portraying the dynamics between the 

policy process, which shapes the elements of the policy mix, which in turn leads to socio-technical 

change, which enables policy learning and may thus influence subsequent policy making.  

 

Figure 1: Analytical framework for investigating the link between policy processes, policy mixes and socio-technical 
change  

 
Source: Own, based on Sabatier & Weible (2007), Rogge & Reichardt (2016) and Edmondson, et al. (2019) 

For the policy process we differentiate between two arenas of negotiation in which actors from 

different advocacy coalitions interact – using their resources to make their policy belief prevail in 

policy processes and thus to influence policy outputs: one arena is related to the policy strategy for 

which policy core beliefs play a key role in negotiation processes; and the other arena focuses on 

the instrument mix with discussions largely guided by secondary aspects in actors’ belief systems1. 

One could further unpack the latter arena of negotiation into different parts based on the 

instruments that are being subsequently negotiated, oftentimes several in parallel. In contrast, 

negotiations on the policy strategy tend to be rarer given their intended long-term nature and the 

guidance they are meant to provide – through targets and principal plans – for subsequent arenas 

 
1 Despite this conceptual distinction we recognize the holistic nature of the belief system, with the components of the belief system 
clearly being interlinked. 
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of negotiation on concrete policy instruments. For example, in the Argentinean case, the imports 

tax exemption over certain manufacturing components for renewable energy saw several changes; 

whereas over the same time period, the policy strategy with its focus on adding renewable capacity 

was never changed.  

Our framework also considers policy learning based on changes in the socio-technical system, with 

a focus on policy-induced ones (Sabatier & Jenkins-Smith, 1999; Moyson, 2017). Such policy learning 

can be triggered by short term and long term socio-technical change as an outcome of the 

implementation of the policy mix. In the short term, over periods of a few years, such policy learning 

may be primarily observable in minor changes – i.e. in the secondary aspects of the advocacy 

coalitions or communities. However, in the longer term, e.g. over periods of five to ten years, such 

policy learning may also lead to major changes in the policy core beliefs as well. We argue that in a 

situation where a new policy strategy is introduced and subsequently implemented through one or 

several policy instruments, that short term policy learning can help to explain incremental changes 

in the design of single policy instruments as well as the design of the instrument mix. In contrast, 

changes in the policy strategy are likely to arise only when policy learning leads to shifts in policy 

core beliefs, which may likely take more time. 

The ways in which these links operate are also affected by exogenous factors (Sabatier, 1998; 

Edmondson et al., 2019), like the macro-economic conditions, the polities and the political context, 

among others. Such exogenous factors can affect the socio-technical system as well as the policy 

subsystem and thus further help to explain changes and stability in the policy mix. For instance, 

Argentinean macro-economic conditions affect the development of the whole policy mix since 

access to international finance is a key aspect for developing renewable energy, which affects 

national industry development as well. 

We propose that these links between policy process, policy mix and socio-technical change can be 

further unpacked by drawing on the characteristics of policy mixes (Kern and Howlett 2009, Rogge 

and Reichardt 2016). A case in point is that the coherence and comprehensiveness of the policy 

process may influence the consistency and comprehensiveness of the elements of the policy mix. 

For example, the capabilities of the government in dealing with the actors involved in the policy 

process and the acknowledgment of the complexities associated with the policy process can impact 
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how well a given policy objective is pursued through a well aligned policy mix. Another example 

concerns the attempt of integrating polarized policy beliefs which can lead to inconsistent policy 

mix elements. Moreover, the comprehensiveness of the instrument mix can be affected by how well 

the policy process encompasses the different policy core and secondary aspects.  

 

3 Research case: Energy transition in Argentina  

We have chosen to investigate the emerging policy mix for renewable energies in Argentina for two 

main reasons: first, Argentina has just recently embarked on the journey towards renewable 

energies, with policy mix negotiations on its strategy and instrument mix occurring in a nascent 

policy subsystem; and second, little is known about energy transition processes in developing 

countries in South America. Hence, we are able to address a conceptual and empirical gap in the 

sustainability transitions literature. In the following, we first provide an overview of Argentina’s 

electricity system, earlier RE policies and the national RE industry, followed by an introduction to 

the specificities of the Argentinean policy process. 

 

3.1 The	Argentinean	energy	system	and	its	related	industry	context	

In 2015 – when the Law 27.191 was sanctioned and implemented - the Argentinean electricity 

generation mix was composed of 64.7% fossil fuels, 30.2% large hydro, 4.7% nuclear, 0.44% 

renewables and 1.2% imported electricity (see  

Figure 2) (CAMMESA a, 2016). The total electricity generation capacity accounted for 34 GW, 

supplying 95% of the population through the grid (Alazraki & Haselip, 2017; MinEM b, 2016). While 

electricity generation is market driven with specific national regulations for each source, 

transmission and distribution constitute public services which are licensed to private actors who 

own, operate and maintain the grids – with transmission being ruled by the nation state, whereas 

distribution is regulated on a provincial level (Law 15.336; Law 24.065). 

Figure 2: Annual electricity generation per type in Argentina (in GWh) 
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Source: CAMMESA a, 2016 (own translation) 

These low figures for RE can be traced back to two main policies with limited success: law 25.019 

(1998) and law 26.190 (2006). The former established a Feed in Tariff (FiT) in pesos for solar and 

wind, which was diluted once the peso to USD parity (the Convertibility Plan) stopped2. The latter 

established a RE electricity consumption target of 8% by 2016, a FiT in Argentinean pesos per 

technology and several fiscal incentives, implemented through the Program GENREN (2010). 

However, it largely failed to ensure project profitability, and as a consequence, by 2015 only 17% of 

the adjudicated RE projects were generating electricity (see Table 1) (Recalde 2011; Recalde, et al., 

2015).  

Table 1: Installed capacity by 2015 (MW) due to the implementation of the RE Law 26.190/GENREN 

Technology Capacity 
auctioned (MW) 

Capacity adjudicated 
(MW) [no. of projects] 

Price range (USD/MWh) 
[weighted average] 

Effective projects 
by 2015 (MW) 

Wind  500 754 [17] 121-134 [126.9] 130 
Thermals with 
Biofuels  

150 110.4 [4] 258-297 [287.6] 1 

Small hydro  60 10.6 [5] 150-180 [162.4] 1 
Solar PV  20 20 [6] 547-598 [571.6] 7.2 
Biogas 20 16.6 [2] 122.8-123.9 [123.3] 16.6 
Urban Waste 120 - - - 

 
2 The 28.8 MW wind projects installed between 1994 and 2003 were possible because of agreements between the governments of the 

European Community and the cooperatives that own the installations. 
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Biomass 100 7.5 [2] 107 7.5 
Geothermal 30 - - - 
Total 1000 919.1 [36] 229.8 163.3 

Source: Own elaboration based on Energía Argentina SA (ENARSA, 2013), Auditoría General de la Nación (AGN, 
2014); Villalonga, et al. (2013) and Recalde et al. (2015) 

Even though these earlier national RE policies aiming at on-grid electricity did not have the expected 

outcomes, it was at this time that the Argentinean supply chain for wind and solar PV – also 

promoted by the off-grid installation program PERMER (1999) – started to form3.  

For onshore wind the slower rate of decrease of the international costs of the technology, the 

national context and the outstanding wind resources available in Patagonia (Lu, et al., 2009)4, 

enabled the formation of national wind technology providers. The national wind turbine 

manufacturers IMPSA, INVAP and NRG Patagonia5 had capabilities to absorb the international RE 

technological development based on their previous hydroelectric and nuclear know-how (Teece, et 

al., 1997; CADER, 2009; CIPIBIC, 2016; MHyFP, 2016). By 2015 12% of wind installations had 

participation of national industry, mainly in the Parque Eólico Arauco6 (CIPIBIC, 2017). 

For solar PV, technological development followed a different trajectory, strongly affected by China 

becoming the world leading manufacturer (Schmidt & Huenteler, 2016). Hence, in Argentina 

national development was limited to grid connections and substations as well as to trackers, panel 

assembly and installation, and maintenance services (MHyFP, 2016; CIPIBIC, 2016; Solartec, 2018).   

In December 2015, Mauricio Macri from the Partido Propuesta Republicana (PRO-Cambiemos) 

assumed the presidency, following market oriented policies (Zelaznik, 2013). Given the severity of 

energy security concerns and blackouts7, Macri decided to revise the energy tariffs (Decree 

 
3 Organisations that were formed include the Cámara Argentina de Energías Renovables in 2006 (Argentinean Chamber of RE, CADER, 

for its Spanish Acronym), the Clúster de Industrias y Tecnologías de las Energías Renovables en Argentina in 2011 - Cluster of 
Industries and Technologies of the Renewable Energy in Argentina, CIPIBIC, for its Spanish acronym - and the RE Direction within the 
Instituto Nacional de Tecnología Industria in 2008 - National Institute of Industrial Technology, INTI, for its Spanish acronym (Jimeno, 
2014). 

4 In Argentina 70% of its territory has an annual average speed of 6m/s measured over 50mts (Lu, et al., 2009). 
5  IMPSA is located in the province of Mendoza and produces wind turbines of 1 MW, 1.5 MW and 2 MW. It was founded in 2000 and 

developed its market mainly in Brazil where in 2009 it developed 13 parks for a total of 317 MW. It also has some developments also 
in Argentina, with the main one being a 90 MW installation in the province of La Rioja. INVAP specializes also in nuclear energy and 
was founded in 198. Finally, NRG Patagonia was founded by oil companies and currently produces special wind turbines of 1.5 MW for 
the winds of Patagonia and Buenos Aires (IMPSA, 2018; INVAP, 2014). 

6 The 12% share of national production in wind turbine is from 4 wind parks: Arauco I (25.2 MW), Arauco III (25.2 MW), El Jume (8 MW) 
and El Tordillo (3 MW) (CIPIBIC, 2017). 

7 Fuel imports from Bolivia increased, reaching a trade balance deficit of USD 2,784 millions in 2011, growing 263% in 2013 to USD 6,200 
million (INDEC, 2016). In addition, the Buenos Aires Metropolitan Area, supplied by the distribution companies EDENOR and EDESUR, 
suffered from an average accumulated hours of black outs of 32 hours in 2016 (Krakowiak & Gandini, 2017). 
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134/2015). This led to a 200-300% increase in the wholesale electricity price and 150% increase in 

the electricity tariffs in Buenos Aires for residential consumers (Smink, 2016; Resolution 67/2017; El 

País, 2017).  

In this context, the third and latest RE Law 27.191 - from now on simply referred to as RE Law - was 

implemented through the Program RenovAr, forming part of the Energy Plan 2025 (see Figure 3). 

The plan forecasts a 4% annual electricity demand increase, foresees emission reductions of 11 

MMtnCO2e compared to business as usual8 and a decrease of the energy share in the trade balance 

of 0.2% of GDP compared to the inefficient scenario (UNFCCC, 2015; 2016; MinEM a, 2016). 

Moreover, in 2017 the president declared the “Renewable Energy Year” (Decree 9/2017). Finally, 

even though Argentina already presented its Nationally Determined Contribution (NDC) during 

Cristina Kirchner’s mandate – the former president - its ratification under Argentinean legislation 

and a revised version of the NDC was elaborated by Macri’s government, in an attempt to show 

more commitment to the Paris Agreement9. However, there is not an explicit integration of the 

energy plan and the NDC with the RE Law (Law 27.270; UNFCCC, 2015; 2016; MinEM a, 2016; Law 

27.191)10. 

  

 
8 This represents more than 40% of the Argentinean CO2 budget for 2030. 
9 It increased the unconditional reduction to 18% (from 570 to 480 million tCO2eq) and the conditional to 37% (rising to 369 million 

tCO2eq). Argentina is responsible for 0.7% of global GHG emissions, with the energy sector as main contributor (43%), followed by 
agriculture (28%), changes in land use (21%), waste (5%) and industry (3%) (UNFCCC, 2015). 

10 The fundaments of the bill mention the potential contributions of developing RE to tackle climate change. However, these do not have 
regulatory effects (Law 27.191). 
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Figure 3: Electricity generation plan for Argentina 2025 

  

Source: Ministry of Energy and Mining (MinEM a, 2016) 

 

3.2 The	polities	of	the	policy	making	process	in	Argentina	

Argentina is a federal republic where the power is divided among the executive, legislative and 

judiciary branches (Argentine Constitution, 1994). It has a presidential system where the president 

and legislators are directly elected by its citizens, and has 23 autonomous jurisdictions that replicate 

- with some particularities - that power division. The legislative power is divided in two chambers: 

the deputies and the senate (Argentine Constitution, Sections: 1, 44, 45, 54, 56, 87, 116, 1994; 

Reynoso, 2004).  

In order to pass a law, a bill is presented to one of the chambers and the policy making process 

follows specific rules for its debate and sanction by the two chambers (Argentine Constitution, 

Chapter V, 1994)11. The definitive sanction relies on president enactment (Argentine Constitution, 

Section 99, point 3, 1994). Normally the president assigns an authority, i.e. a certain Ministry, which 

continues the regimentation and the implementation of the law through resolutions and/or 

 
11 Each chamber is organized in specialized committees were the bills are debated and approved before they are voted upon in the plenary 

(HCDN, 2014; CSN b, 2016). 
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dispositions (Argentine Constitution, Article 100, 1994). This process is quiet discretionary because 

the executive power is not obliged to implement all contents from the law (Colautti, 2001)12.   

In other words, in Argentina the laws typically contain the policy strategy with its policy objectives 

and principal plans for achieving them, thereby framing policy implementation. In contrast, the 

instrument mix can be found in the regimentations of a law in the form of decrees, resolutions and 

dispositions, elaborated by the executive power. As such, laws are harder to change due to the 

formal process mentioned above, whereas the more concrete policies within the regimentation are 

easier to change (Colautti, 2001; Sarthou, 2014).   

Lastly, Argentina has a poorly implemented decree that establishes the publication of actors’ 

participation in the policy making process within the executive branch, while a comprehensive lobby 

law was never sanctioned (Decree 1172/2003; Fundación Directorio Legislativo, 2017). Thereby, 

access to structured information about the processes we analyse is limited, as there is no public nor 

systematized access to this type of information. Other regulations for citizen participation – apart 

from traditional elections – are the ones for citizen initiatives and citizen consultation which have 

been poorly applied (Welp, 2010).  

 

4 Research	design		
For our exploratory study we pursued a qualitative research design combining archival and interview 

data, similarly as in comparable studies (Norman, 2017; Hoppmann, et al., 2014). In the following, 

we first explain the boundaries of our policy mix mapping (section 4.1) before turning to describing 

the data we collected (section 4.2) and how we analyzed it (section 4.3).  

 

4.1 Boundary	setting	
We mapped the relevant elements of the policy mix through a combined top-down and bottom-up 

approach, following best-practice developed by Ossenbrink, et al. (2019). For the top down mapping 

 
12 It is a common debate in the congress how ‘regimentary’ a law becomes, as for changing a law the Congress has cumbersome processes, 

but at the same time the legislative power is reluctant to provide a lot of freedom to the executive power. 
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we depart from a specific law – RE Law 27.191 – which in our case constitutes the policy strategy 

with concrete policy objectives and principal plans. Based on it, we identify the instrument mix 

elaborated by the executive power to implement the policy strategy. In addition, through a bottom 

up approach we add all additional instruments relevant for national RE industry development, even 

if not directly linked to the RE Law, and refer to these as ad hoc instruments. 

We limit the scope of our study in the following way: First, in terms of the governance level we limit 

our qualitative analysis to the national level as it is the Argentinean government which is responsible 

for electricity generation policies (Law 15.336 & Law 24.065)13. Second, regarding time we focus on 

the period 2014-2017, thus starting with the presentation of the bill at the senate until industry 

related regulations were launched before July 2018, when this research was conducted. Third, as 

for the technology we analyse the policy processes for wind energy and solar PV, which together 

account for 94% of the adjudicated projects in the RE tenders (MinEM a, 2018)14. 

Based on this analysis we were also able to elaborate a timeline for the emergence of the policy mix 

associated with the RE law (see Figure 5). The timeline is subdivided in two phases: “Congressional 

phase” and “regimentation and implementation”.  

 

4.2 Data	collection	
For our analysis we rely on a combination of document analysis of archival data and interviews 

(Pierce, et al., 2017). Regarding the former we compiled a database consisting of 110 documents 

from the policy making process in the Parliament and the executive branch (see Table 2). For the 

latter, 10 semi-structured interviews were conducted with key actors in the policy subsystem (see 

Table 23)15, for which interview guides were tailored to governmental and non-governmental actors 

(see Appendix B). These aimed at triangulating and supplementing our desktop research  

 
13 There are central aspects that depend on the provinces, with natural resources and provincial taxes (relevant influencers over every 

economic activity) being under their prerogatives. For example, the implementation of the different elements of the policy mix relies 
on the adoption of the Law by the provinces. They have strong incentives to do so, as by adopting it the provinces have access to the 
financial instruments the policy mix offers. This “carrot” is a common practice in Argentina as a federal country with sub-national units 
politically powerful but not as much economically (Falleti, et al., 2013; Leiras, 2012); which in return requests provinces to comply with 
several standards, such as not taxing the generation activity. This negotiation is part of the policy process, but is outside of the scope 
of this paper (Falleti, et al., 2013; Leiras, 2012). 

14 From a total of 147 adjudicated projects in the three Rounds (1, 1.5 and 2), accounting for 4,466.5MW, wind projects represent 55.2% 
and Solar PV 38.8% of the total capacity. In contrast, biomass, biogas and small hydro only represent 3.5%, 1.74% and 0.75% of the 
total adjudicated capacity, respectively. 

15 Interviews were held in Spanish via Skype, recorded and transcribed. The key passages for addressing the research question were 
translated into English. 
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Table 2: Type and amount of archival data  

Type of document Amount of 
documents [%] 

Amount 
of pages 

Unpublished official documents (recommendations from stakeholders16,17, 
governmental internal agreements and transcribed meetings from commission of 
energy, mining and fuels in the senate18) 

36 [32%] 482 

Governmental official and public information (laws, decrees, resolutions, reports and 
official statistics) 

54 [49%] 780 

Media articles and reports 20 [18%] 79 
Total 110 [100%] 1,341 

Source: own elaboration 

Table 3: Overview of expert interviews with actors in the policy subsystem for renewable energies in Argentina 

No Actor type Organization Date Duration 
1 Business LV-Energy 19/06/2018 1 h 32 mins 
2 Business Cámara Argentina De Energías Renovables (CADER) 06/07/2018 1 h 34 mins 
3 Business Genneia & Cámara Eólica Argentina (CEA) 14/07/2018 1 h 4 mins 
4 Business Cámara de Industriales de Proyectos e Ingeniería de 

Bienes de Capital de la República Argentina 
(CIPIBIC) 

22/06/2018 45 mins 

5 Business Vestas Argentina 27/07/2018 30 mins 
6 NGO Alianza por las Energías Renovables en Argentina 

(AERA) 
21/06/2018 34 mins 

7 Policy National Ministry of Production 16/07/2018 58 mins 
8 Policy Former Ministry of Planning, Public Investment and 

Services 
27/07/2018 1 h 

9 Policy Renewable Energy Direction at Instituto Nacional 
de Tecnología Industrial (INTI) 

27/08/2018 1 h 45 mins 

10 Policy National Ministry of Energy and Mining & 
legislative branch 

25/06/2018 30 mins 

 Total   10 h 12 mins 
Source: own elaboration 

 

 
16 Due to the unwillingness of some entities it was impossible to have access to all documents sent by the stakeholders as part of the 

formal process of the public consultation to receive suggestions for the elaboration of the final sheet for the Round 1 of the first auction 
(Resolution 71/2016). However, most of the content of these recommendations was present in other documents elaborated by the 
stakeholders, like media articles. The interviews were useful to fill these gaps as well, as most of them were with representatives of 
industrial-business chambers.  

17 The recommendations were sent within official and unofficial processes to decision makers in the Congress and to the 
Undersecretary of Renewable Energy of the National Ministry of Energy and Mining; and the current Undersecretary of Argentinean 
Purchase and Development of Suppliers (former Undersecretary of Production Management of the National Ministry of Production). 

18 Some of these were held with the commission of Budget (CSN c, d, e, 2014). 
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4.3 Data	analysis	

We analysed the policy process related to each policy by identifying the differences and 

commonalities between the final release and its previous (or draft) version (see Figure 4). For this, 

we first identified the elements in each policy and its correspondent draft(s) version(s) (Figure 4, 

steps 1 and 2). For these, we identified the differences (change) and commonalities (no change) 

between draft and final versions19 (Figure 4, step 3). These changes were distinguished between 

dismissed (present in the draft/ previous but not in the final version) and new elements in the final 

version (not previously included in the previous or draft version).  

Figure 4: Step-wise approach in analysing the emerging policy mix and the role of advocacy communities 

 

It is for these dismissed and new policy mix elements that we then tracked the origins of each change 

(and also lack thereof) in the analysis of the policy process (Figure 4, step 3). Hence, we analysed 

our archival data (see Table 2) and our expert interviews (see Table 3) to identify policy core beliefs 

 
19 In those cases were there were no official drafts, we applied the same procedure comparing the previous version of the regulation with 

its subsequent version. 

5 - Identification of advocacy communities based on
Similar policy core beliefs (& secondary aspects) 

6 - Sources of (no) changes 
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3 - New strategies 
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version of policy
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and secondary aspects of actors (Figure 4, step 4). Subsequently, the similarities among actors’ 

policy beliefs led to the identification of two advocacy communities (Figure 4, step 5). Based on this 

we were able to identify the sources of the differences and commonalities recognized in steps 1 to 

3, contrasting them with the process done in steps 4 and 5. Moreover, we thereby were also able 

to track the policy core beliefs and secondary aspects that were not included in the final versions 

nor the drafts of the various policy mix elements (Figure, 4, step 6).  

Overall, this analysis was facilitated by approaching the policy process through the concept of arenas 

of negotiation (Figure 4, step 7). In other words, the changes (and lack thereof) were identified due 

to the previous analysis of the policy core beliefs and secondary aspects in actors’ belief systems, 

and matching these with the policy strategies (I) and policy instruments (II). When the final policy 

version did not include one of them, we concluded which policy core beliefs and secondary aspects 

were dismissed in the policy.  

Finally, we sought to identify the policy outcomes of the policy mix, i.e. the changes in the socio-

technical system, with a particular focus on RE investments and national RE industry development. 

The latter was approximated by the share of national content resulting from the tenders for RE 

generation projects (CAMMESA, b 2016; a, b & c 2017; Gil, et al., 2017). 

 

5 Findings on the links between the policy process, policy mix and socio-
technical change  

We start the results section by providing an overview of the identified advocacy communities 

(section 5.1), followed by a time line of the focal policy mix (section 5.2). We then turn to present 

our findings on the role of policy beliefs and resources for the emergence of the policy mix for 

renewable energies in Argentina by differentiating two phases: the first one took place in Congress, 

where the policy strategy with its objectives and principal plans was decided (section 5.3), while the 

second one is still ongoing and concerns the regimentation and implementation of the instrument 

mix by the Executive power (section 5.4). 
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5.1 Identification	of	advocacy	communities		

We find two groups of actors in the nascent policy subsystem for renewable energies in Argentina 

who share similar policy beliefs (see  

Table ). As the actors interviewed did not recognize systematic collective action among them - with 

the exception of AERA20 - we refer to these two actor groups as advocacy communities (Stritch, 

2015) instead of the traditional advocacy coalitions (Sabatier & Weible, 1991; 2007).  

Actors in the first advocacy community (AC1) share the policy core belief that the development of 

RE should follow international market logics as it requires foreign finance, thus tying national 

industry development to it (Table ). In contrast, actors in AC2 share the policy core belief that the 

development of a national RE industry should be a priority together with investing in RE generation. 

AC1 is composed of governmental and non-governmental actors, which is also the case for the 

second advocacy community (AC2). However, AC1 contains more governmental actors directly 

linked to the Executive branch. In this sense, AC1 has formal legal resources that AC2 does not, 

which we identify as the most relevant reason for the power imbalance between both ACs. 

For two actors we find that they are in between AC1 and AC2 – UIA (Unión Industrial Argentina) and 

CADER (Cámara Argentina de Energías Renovables). The former has double interests due to big 

consumers fearful of electricity prices increase. Consequently, we find UIA’s position in-between as 

their policy core encompasses the promotion of the national industry related to REs, but also a 

rejection to possible increases in the energy prices due to REs development. The latter unites 

renewable energy developers and some manufacturers, albeit only with a weak determination to 

channel a concrete position. Therefore, in the first phase CADER is part of the multi-stakeholder 

group AERA (Alianza por las Energías Renovables en Argentina) and thus is arguably part of AC2, 

while in the second phase we find them with one foot in each AC. 

  

 
20 AERA (Alianza por las Energías Renovablesen Argentina) is a multi-stakeholder group formed to influence the policy process in the 

Congressional phase. It is coordinated by Fundación Directorio Legislativo and integrates CADER, INTI, Genneia, Foro de Vivienda, 
Sustentabilidad y Energía (FOVISEE), Fundación Ambiente y Recursos Naturales(FARN), AAEE, Fundación Avina, Interconexión a red de 
Energía Solar UrbanaDistribuida (IRESUD) and Fundación Cambio Democrático. Once the Congressional phase ended, CADER, Genneia 
and INTI continued being active in the policy process.  
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Table 4: Identification of advocacy communities (ACs) by actor type 21 

AC  Actor Type Exemplary (interview) quotes for policy core beliefs (own translation from Spanish to English) 

AC
1  Policy 

“Our objective is to integrate national component, not at any cost, second, that the energy doesn´t have 
a higher price, and third that it doesn’t provoke that when the incentive is removed, the sector has to 
deal with competitiveness issues.”  
“The first signal that is needed to attract investments are targets and a market, then national industry 
integrations. The approach of guaranteeing national productions is useless.” 
“When a national producer wants to manufacture wind turbines in Argentina, goes to the international 
market and doesn’t get the finance because the financer doesn’t like that machine. And that is not my 
appreciation neither the national government, is a reality of the international market, which we can´t, 
don’t want neither do ‘deaf ears’. We will have a market of RE, and if it is with national industry, better.” 

Business [We consider] “that the current regulations 1-E/2017 and 814/17 are the best possible regulations and 
produced due to the participation of stakeholders”. 

In
be

tw
ee

n 

Business 

“There should be promotion and finance policies for local manufacturers without setting barriers to the 
imports. Don’t generate a bubble and artificial competition through closing the customs”. 
“The approval of the project implies an increase in the cost of electric energy, thus affecting industrial 
competitiveness (…). The absence of encouragement to the national industry, given the speed of the 
established proposals and the strong tax benefits, we will have imported equipment since the national 
industry will not have time to develop”(UIA intervention in senators advisers' meeting, CSN c, 2014) 

AC
2 

NGO 
“To the current dependence on fuels imported, renewable sources are an essential part of the solution, 
not only as a response to the juncture, but also to develop new energy sources energy and an industry 
associated to them” (Villalonga, et al., 2013) 

Business 

“It is not possible to think of an energy source without an associated technology, since it is embedded 
in the forms of prospecting. Exploiting, transforming, transporting and using them, mean an association 
related to the development process. This relationship can be virtuous if there are adequate public 
policies inducing technological and industry development for the entire society” (CIPIBIC, 2017) 
“National industry must be with production process, if it is integration or only assembly of imported 
goods is being an ‘instructed consumer’. Having industry with production process allows repairing, 
regenerating and recycling the products, which is not possible with imported technology.” 

Policy 

“If the opportunity for the national industry is not provided at the same time, then after allowing the 
first 2,000MW of imports, we will have to allow other 2,000MW (…). But, if we do not allow that, in 
part, that substitution is effectively done protecting what is available from the national industry, and 
instead we only look to what is outside, as there is an extremely mature and developed technology 
versus a technology that maybe we have to develop in Argentina” (CSN a, p. 25, EPSE22 intervention in 
senators meeting, 2014) 
“I can´t conceive the development of the renewable sector without the local industry as well”. 

Source: Own elaboration based on interviews and Villalonga, et al. (2013), CSN a (2014), CSN c (2014), 
CIPIBIC (2017) 

 

 
21 Due to confidentiality agreements we are only able to provide actor types rather than the specific actors as members of the respective 

ACs. Also, note that there are actors that are not included in the list because they are within larger groups or represented by chambers, 
i.e. the AsociacIón Argentina de EnergíaEólica (AAEE, for its Spanish acronym) in AERA, the wind industry Calviño in CEA and the wind 
industry IMPSA in CIPIBIC. 

22 Energía Provincial Sociedad del Estado de San Juan (EPSE) is the state company of the province of San Juan which manages and 
distributes electricity in that province (EPSE, 2018). 
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5.2 Overview	of	the	emerging	policy	mix	for	renewable	energies	in	
Argentina	(2014-2017)		

Figure 5 portraits the main policy mix elements relevant for investments in RE (light blue triangles) 

and for national industry development linked to RE generation (orange squares); including some ad 

hoc instruments (green circles). After sanctioning the RE Law in October 2015 it has been 

implemented by a range of policy instruments, with our analysis focusing on those of relevance for 

industry development23. A more detailed overview of the policy strategy is provided in  

Table , and of the relevant instrument mix in  

  

 
23 For instance, we do not analyze those instruments related to priority of dispatch, or how the payment guarantees were designed and 

implemented. 
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Table . The corresponding policy making and implementation process will be unpacked in the 

following sections. 

Figure 5: Timeline of the emergence of the policy mix related to RE Law 27.191 (2014-2017) 

 

* Policies that were mentioned as relevant to industry development by interviewees apart from those directly linked to the RE Law. 
** Modification over the import scheme (policy instrument) that affected the adjudicated projects in the First Auction. 
***Prodepro (Programa de Desarrollo de Proveedores) was officially launched on 22/7/2016, but only affected RE manufacturers once 
they were recognized to provide national components, therefore it is listed after Agreement INTI-SSER which allowed that recognition. 

 
Source:  Own elaboration based on Guinle (2014), Law 27.191 (2015), Decree 531/16 (2016), Resolution 71/16 

(2016), Resolution 72/16 (2016), Joint Resolution 123-313/2016 (2016), Resolution 136/16 (2016), 
Resolution 252-E/2016 (2016), Joint Resolution (1-E/2016, 2016), Resolution 339-E/2016 (2016), 
Resolution 275-E/2017 (2017), SSER-INTI a & b (2017), BICE (2017), Casa Rosada (2017), Joint 
Resolution 1-E/2017 (2017), Decree 814/17 (2017), Joint Resolution 4-E/2017 (2017) 

 

5.3 First	arena	of	negotiation	(2014-2015):	How	policy	core	beliefs	
shaped	the	policy	strategy		

The sanctioned RE Law contains step-wise mandatory RE targets and a principal plan laying out 

which instruments can be used to implement the policy strategy ( 

Table ). Here we focus on those elements relevant for RE investment and industry development, 

which can be differentiated in four key areas: first, the targets to integrate RE in the electricity 

2014 2015 2016 2017

Introduction of Bill
5/3/2014

Sanction of RE Law
15/10/2015

General
31/3/2016

Pre Round 1 
17/5/2016

Access to benefits 
18/5/2016

V1 - A1
11/7/2016

V2  - A1
1/9/2016

V3** -A1
29/12/2017

V4 -A2
28/9/2017

V5 - A2
10/10/2017

Round 1 
26/7/2016

Round 1.5
31/10/2016

Agreement INTI-URE
27/1/2017

Auction 2 
16/8/2017

Prodepro***
22/7/2016

BICE
27/8/2017

Regimentation & implementation: secondary aspects à instrument mix
Nov 2015 – Oct 2017

National Component & Imports 

3/5/2014 - 10/15/2015
Congress: Policy core à policy strategy

AD-HOC instruments*

General auctions’ regulations

Phases of the 
policy process

2018
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system; second, the division of demand schemes implying that big consumers (above 300 kW) must 

comply with the RE targets individually, while small consumers (below 300 kW) do so through the 

energy purchases done by the distributors that provide them the energy; third, an investment 

scheme, including fiscal incentives as well as finance and guarantee tools for RE generation projects 

(FODER); and fourth, national supply chain support, such as through fiscal incentives in an import 

scheme for components and parts and financial incentives through the fund FODER. That is, national 

industry development is intended to be supported directly and indirectly, despite not being 

recognized through a target. An example of direct support is the foreseen import scheme for parts 

and components for the national industry. An example for indirect support is that the tax credit 

certificate24 applicable to national taxes and the funds for investors are attached to the shares of 

national components in the projects (Law 27.191). 

Table 5: Identification of the policy objectives and principal plans of the policy strategy contained in RE Law 27.191 

No Content of the policy strategy (with relevance to national industry development) Type 
1 National targets to integrate RE25 to electricity mix: 8% by 2018 (3 GW), 12% by 2019, 16% by 

2021, 18% by 2023, 20% by 2025 (10 GW). 
Policy Objective 

2 Division of demand schemes and options to comply with obligations for those above 300 kW26 Principal plan 
3 Investment scheme for generators with energy destined to wholesale market (CAMMESA) 

- Fiscal incentives27 
- Fund FODER: finance and guarantee tools28 

Principal plan 

4 Domestic supply chain promotion 
1. Fiscal scheme 
- Tax credit certificate equivalent to 20% of the national component costs, applicable for projects 
with a minimum of 30% of national component in electro-mechanic installations. 
- Exemption of import tax for goods, pieces, components and raw materials 
2. Financial support (through fund FODER) 
- Priority of access to fund for projects with higher share of national component  
- Funds for national suppliers 

Principal plan 

Source: own elaboration based on Law 27.191 (2015) 

The RE Law is the result of a policy process in the Congress which started in 2014 when the bill was 

introduced by Senator Marcelo Guinle who represented the province of Chubut as member of the 

 
24 The tax credit certificate is assigned to those investments which have a minimum of 30% of national component. The value of that 

tax credit certificate is equivalent to 20% of the national components costs and serves for the payment of national taxes (Tax Income, 
Tax on Minimum Presumed Income, Value Added Tax and Internal Taxes). 

25 REs: wind, solar PV and solar thermal, geothermal, tidal, wave, ocean currents, hydraulics, biomass, landfill gases, gases from waste 
water treatment plants, biogas and biofuels (exempting shares for transport fuels). 

26 Options to comply with demand obligations for contracted consumptions above 300kW include self-generation, private 
agreements with generators, and purchase in wholesale market to CAMMESA. 

27 The fiscal incentives include: exemption of Import Duties (until 31/12/17); Accelerated Fiscal Depreciation; Advance VAT Return; 
exemption of minimum presumed income tax; exemption of dividend tax for the re-investment in infrastructure; tax deduction of all 
financial expenses when calculating income tax; tax credit certificate subject to a minimum of 30% of national component integration. 

28 The fund FODER provides direct funds to RE generators and guarantees the payment to generators if CAMMESA fails. 
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political force Frente para la Victoria– the same as the executive power at that moment. Back then 

the foreseen principal plan already included the possibility to implement policies supporting the 

national RE industry, but such industry development was not backed up by its own policy objective, 

which was only foreseen for deploying RE generation29 (Guinle, 2014).  

In the following we present the policy changes which occurred between the initial presentation of 

the bill until its sanction into the RE Law. For this in a first instance we identified the policy core 

beliefs for each AC regarding the policy strategy (see Table ). While AC1 argued for focusing on the 

international market for RE development, AC2 aimed at leveraging national industry development 

by integrating renewables and industrial strategy objectives.  

Table 6: Policy core beliefs of AC 1 and AC2, resulting policy changes in the policy strategy, and main exclusions 

Source: Own elaboration based on Guinle (2014), Law 27.191 (2015), CSN a; b; c; d; e; f, 2014; interviews 
and documents elaborated by the actors 

The negotiation until the sanction of the RE Law was influenced by the macro-economy being hit by 

a trade balance deficit mainly due to gasoil and fuel oil imports for electricity generation while the 

demand continued growing (CSN a, p. 4, 2014). Due to this external factor political decision makers 

and other stakeholders agreed on the need to sanction this bill, even though the broader political 

scenario was extremely polarized (Parlamentario, 2014; CSN b, 2014). Moreover, there was an 

internal division among the members of parliament aligned with the presidency and the executive 

branch regarding the role of RE in the overall economy. “The hardest challenge was to make the 

 
29 Foreseen policies for the promotion of local industry development were: access to funds for manufacturers and an import scheme 

with free import tax for the first 2.000MW installed, assuming that the local industry would be able to mature and absorb the demand 
once the import scheme attached to the capacity installed finished (Guinle, 2014; CSN a, d & e, 2014). As for the integration of RE it 
stated the same stepped targets as the ones sanctioned in the law (Guinle, 2014). 

Policy 
Core 

AC1 
RE and its related industry development attached to international market.  
* Promote private investment, specifically international 
* National industry promotion according to the projects’ demand 

AC 2 

Generating electricity with RE should leverage industry development associated in an 
integral plan 
* Include Distributed Generation 
* Merit generation projects considering national component as core aspect 

 
Policy changes  
(in principal 
plan only) 

* Tax credit certificate for developers attached to national component 
* Priority access to funds to projects with higher national component  

Main 
exclusions  

AC1 * Tax credit certificate independent from national component 

AC2 
* Distributed generation 
* National component as factor to determine the beneficiaries of the promotion 
scheme (not only consider lowest offered price) 
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executive power understand that this law couldn’t be dead ink. Therefore, convincing them that 

requesting 70% of national component in the plants was something undoable” (AC1). These 

exogeneous conditions resulted in strengthening AC1 and leaving AC2 without enough political 

support from the executive branch, hence without formal legal resources to mobilize.  

As a consequence, the RE Law was sanctioned without a target for national industry development. 

However, as a result of the negotiations and as shown in Table , two main changes occurred in the 

principal plan of the strategy regarding i) the priority of access to funds for investments with higher 

national component and ii) the dependency of the access to the tax credit certificate on the 

integration of national component in the RE projects (AERA, 2014; CIPIBIC, 2014; UIA, 2016). These 

provided the space for further negotiations when implementing the strategy, as both aspects as well 

as the financial incentives for national producers had to be further negotiated for their 

implementation (CSN d, 2014). Our analysis also shows which aspects of the policy core from each 

AC were excluded from the final RE Law. For example, as portrayed in Table 6, AC2 had wanted to 

consider the national component of the projects as a factor to assign the winners of the auctions, 

which was not included in the law. AC1 also suffered from exclusions of parts of their position, since 

the tax credit certificate continued being attached to the national component. 

  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003


Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

27 
 

 

5.4 Second	arena	of	negotiation	(2015-2017):	How	secondary	aspects	
influenced	the	instrument	mix,	and	how	policy	outcomes	in	turn	led	
to	policy	learning	

 

5.4.1 Overview	of	the	development	of	the	instrument	mix		

In the regimentation process the policy strategy contained in the RE Law is implemented through a 

mix of policy instruments. As summarized in  
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Table  – following the chronological order of the release of each policy, as shown in Figure 5 – we 

identified the resulting instrument mix relevant for RE investment and industry development. We 

divided the table according to the national industry related instruments that were applied in each 

auction, because the – potential – demand for the national industry emerged from the winners of 

each auction. Hence, for Auction 1 (including Rounds 1 and 1.5) and Auction 2 (Round 2) we added 

the average share for the national industry participation in the awarded projects, as well as the 

specific instruments for the national industry – investment and import schemes. Appendix A 

contains the details for awarded projects in wind and solar PV for Auction 1 (Table A1) and Auction 

2 (Table A2). Moreover, separately, we incorporate the ad-hoc instruments – which were applicable 

since Auction 2. 
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Table 7: Identification of the main instruments in the policy mix related to industry development 

 Policy instruments (and summary of their design features) References to Figure 5 

RE
 L

aw
 re

gi
m

en
ta

tio
n 

1) Auction 1 – Round 1(Resolution 136/16) 
- Fiscal benefit quota per technology 
- Capacity tendered per technology (total 1000MW, of this 600MW for wind; 300MW for solar PV) 
- Projects merit order based on price per technology 
- Max electricity price per technology set according to offers  
1’) Auction 1 – Round 1.5 (Resolution 252/16) 
- Fiscal quota per technology: only solar and wind 
- Capacity tendered per technology & region (total 600MW, of which 400 MW for wind; 200 MW for 
solar PV) 
- Max electricity price per technology (based on Round 1 prices)30 

Round 1 
 
 
 
 

Round 1.5 

Investment scheme (Resolution 72/16) 
-  Calculation of declared national component (CND) in offers to access fiscal certificate 
-  Procedure for access import tax exemption 
- INTI controls CND and destination of imported goods 

Access to benefits 

Import Scheme (Resolutions 123-313/2016 | 1-E/2016 | 4-E/2017) 
- List of goods with import tax exemption 
- Definition of national production in national products and parks attached to access the fiscal 
certificate 
- Solar PV will have a particular scheme in a specific regulation 
- “Critical projects”: different import tax exemption for wind technology 

V1-A1 | V2-A1 | V3-A1 

3) Auction 2 - Round 2 (Resolution 275/2017) 
- Fiscal quota per technology 
- Capacity tendered (total 1200MW) per technology and region (550 MW for wind; 450 for solar PV) 
- Max price per technology31 
- Penalties reduction of 40% of the monthly billing 

Auction 2 

Agreement Undersecretary of RE and INTI (related to import and investment schemes) 
- INTI provides technical assistance for the identification and control of national products in local 
products and projects àReProEr 

Agreement INTI-URE 

Import scheme (Resolution 1-E/2017 | Presidential Decree 814/17)  
- New list of taxed and exempted goods from import duties 
- Wind Industry Integration Plan 
- New list of goods: weight its parts for considering national production (wind industry) 
- New register for manufacturers to apply to import scheme (Min Prod) 

V4-A2 | V5-A2 

Ad
 h

oc
 

BICE (Banco de Inversión y Comercio Exterior) 
- 15 years credit for up to 70% of the investment32 for the project winners 
- Interest rate reduction up to 3% for purchasing the national components declared in the offer 

BICE 

Prodepro (Resolution 339-E/2016) 
- Subsidized rate of interest for manufacturers 
- Subsidy33 for product development, plant expansion and technological upgrade 
- Technical Assistance 
- Network with international technologists 

Prodepro 

Source:  Own elaboration based on Decree 531/16 (2016), Resolution 71/16 (2016), Resolution 72/16 (2016), 
Joint Resolution 123-313/2016 (2016), Resolution 136/16 (2016), Resolution 252-E/2016 (2016), Joint 
Resolution (1-E/2016, 2016), Resolution 339-E/2016 (2016), Resolution 275-E/2017 (2017), SSER-INTI 
a (2017), SSER-INTI b (2017), BICE (2017), Casa Rosada (2017), Joint Resolution 1-E/2017 (2017), 
Decree 814/17 (2017), Joint Resolution 4-E/2017 (2017); Gubinelli b (2018). 

 

 
30 Wind US$/MWh59.39; Solar US$/MWh 59.75 
31 Wind US$/MWh 56.25; Solar PV US$/MWh 57.04; Biomass US$/MWh 110; Biogas US$/MWh 160; Biogas from landfill US$/MWh 

130; Small Hydro US$/MWh 105 
32 Max ARS$200 millions per project. Total amount of fund: USD200 millions (BICE, 2017) 
33 Max ARS$3 millions per manufacturer 
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5.4.2 Identification	of	the	policy	beliefs	of	the	two	advocacy	communities	

Our analysis of the policy beliefs of the two advocacy communities revealed clear differences in the 

secondary aspects of AC1 and AC2 arising from the different policy core beliefs (see Table ). We find 

that multiple policy changes have been implemented over the analysed time period, with all of the 

secondary aspects of AC1 being taken up. In contrast, some policy instruments argued for by AC2 

were not included, hence impeding socio-technical changes in favour of integrating national 

components in the projects adjudicated from the tenders.  

Table 8: Policy core and secondary aspects of AC 1 and 2, resulting policy changes in the instrument mix, main exclusions 
and outcomes of RE auctions 

Source:  Own elaboration based on interviews, analysis of actors’ proposals in documents, Decree 531/16 
(2016), Resolution 71/16 (2016), Resolution 72/16 (2016), INTI b (2016); Joint Resolution 123-
313/2016 (2016), Resolution 136/16 (2016), Resolution 252-E/2016 (2016), Joint Resolution (1-
E/2016, 2016), Resolution 339-E/2016 (2016), Resolution 275-E/2017 (2017), SSER-INTI a (2017), 

AC1 

Policy Core RE and its related industry development attached to international market. 

Secondary 
aspects 

* Fiscal stability to run the auctions quickly 
* Partnerships between international technologists and national manufacturers for 
developing national components 
* Focus on assembly 

AC2 

Policy core Generating electricity with RES should leverage industry development associated in an 
integral plan 

Secondary 
aspects 

* Implement simultaneously the instruments for developing national industry with the 
auctions 
* List of goods with import tax exemption 
* Plans for integrating national component per technology 
* Reduction of penalties for non-compliance with national component for accessing fiscal 
benefits 

 Policy 
changes 

* Requirements and measurement of national production 
* List of imported goods with and without import tax 
* Two manufacturers and importers registers  
* Targets for integrating national component for wind industry attached to related imported 
goods 
* Penalties 

Main 
exclusions  

AC1 - 

AC2 * Implementation of FODER (RE Law fund) as a fund for manufacturers  
* Specific plan to integrate national component for Solar PV  

 Main 
outcomes 

Auctions 1 - Round 1 & 1.5:  
- 59 projects adjudicated (2,396MW): of which 1,499MW wind & 897MW solar PV  
- 58.49 US$/MWh average adjudicated price 
- National component: Wind 11.11%, solar PV 31.63% 
 
Auction 2 - Round 2: 
- 88 projects adjudicated (2,043MW): 993.4MW wind & 816.3MW solar PV 
- Average adjudicated price: 51.48 US$/MWh 
- National component: Wind 35.1%, solar PV 18.85%- 260 industries in Suppliers register 
ReProEr 
- 19 Small and Medium Companies in Prodepro 
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SSER-INTI b (2017), BICE (2017), Casa Rosada (2017), Joint Resolution 1-E/2017 (2017), Decree 
814/17 (2017), Joint Resolution 4-E/2017 (2017), CAMMESA b (2016), CAMMESA a, b & c (2017), 
Gil, et al., (2017); Gubinelli c (2018) 

In the following we present in three subsections our key findings regarding the development of the 

instrument mix, with a particular focus on instruments affecting national industry development. In 

doing so we focus on two different types of dynamics: the negotiations between AC1 and AC2 

(section 5.4.2.1); and technological differences between wind and solar PV (section 5.4.2.2). Finally, 

in section 5.4.2.3 we turn to the outcomes of the policy mix and how changes in the Argentinean 

energy system eventually led to further policy changes. 

 

5.4.2.1 Role	of	the	negotiations	between	AC1	and	AC2	for	the	emerging	instrument	mix	related	
to	national	industry	development	

When aggregating all policy changes related to industrial policy we find a number of contradictions 

which can be traced back to dynamics between AC1 and AC2.  

While the first auction was launched the specific instruments to promote the national industry were 

still being elaborated, with this delay impeding the national industry to absorb the demand created 

by the auction adjudications. Moreover, the elaboration and implementation of the instruments for 

promoting the national industry were full of ups and downs, which also negatively affected the 

national industry providing less certainty. As seen in Table 8, the import scheme and the 

measurement of national component in the national products and in the electricity generation 

projects suffered many changes (V1 to V5, Table 8 & Figure 6). These included modifications in the 

list of goods to be exempted of the import tax, which added the finished wind turbine and 

incompatibilities with the Mercosur norms negatively affecting national industry34 (from V1 to V2, 

Table 7 & Figure 6) (INTI a, 2016; LV-Energy a, b & c, 2016; Fenés a & b, 2017; Massare a, 2018). A 

key issue to explain the measurement of the declared national component in the solar PV projects 

is that the structure can represent up to 35% of the national component. This can be interpreted as 

a measure to facilitate solar PV projects to achieve the 30% required for accessing the tax credit 

 
34 The Mercosur norms establish tariff positions for the imported goods and parts. The tariff positions allow identifying the products by 
position, sub-position, item and sub-item. The resolution 123-313/2016 requested for identifying local production a change in the 
chapter from the imported product to the final one. This request was not applicable as in most cases the imported part has the same 
chapter as the final product –i.e. the photovoltaic chapter is the 85 which encompasses all the electro-mechanic products, like PV cells 
which are needed to produce the final PV equipment.  
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certificate benefit. This means that the industrial link being considered is not the renewable energy 

technology per se, but the steel associated to its installation.  

Consequently, the outcomes of Auction 1 (Round 1 and 1.5 together) show higher shares of national 

declared component for solar PV than wind, even though the wind industry is further developed in 

Argentina, with 11.11% for wind and 31.63% for solar PV (Appendix A). This shows that in the 

implementation process AC1 policy beliefs predominated, with the development of RE capacity 

being disjointed from national industry participation in the projects. In fact, AC1 thought of the first 

auction as a success since the offers tripled the tendered capacity (Fenés, 2016; CIPIBIC, 2016; 2017; 

Massare a, b, 2018). Regarding the second Auction (Round 2) two key changes of the instruments 

promoting national industry were implemented. Firstly, the tax exemption to import wind turbines 

was eliminated and the instruments were aligned to Mercosur regulations. Secondly, the penalties 

for not complying with the national components declared in the auctions were reduced, which can 

be interpreted as an attempt to encourage competitors to make an effort to integrate more national 

components even if it later turns out that they cannot incorporate them to the full extent (Annex 

21.5, Resolution 275-E/2017). Thirdly, the exact weight of national components in wind projects for 

determining the national decleared component were clearly established, e.g. by assigning 23% to 

towers (Annex 2, Resolution 1-E/2017). Given the local industry weightening structure, the only 

possibility of achieving the tax credit certificate was by locally producing the tower and importing 

or assembling the rest of the parts. However, definitions for solar PV were not provided. That is, we 

find a limited policy learning process as the low national content outcomes in Auction 1 eventually 

led to changes in favour of the domestic wind national industry, leading to higher shares of national 

components in the subsequent tenders. More precisely, the average of national declared 

components in awarded wind projects increased to 35.1%, while for solar PV it decreased to 18.85% 

(see Appendix A). This decrease can be explained by the fact that in Auction 2 more international 

players competed and offered very low prices with little local components in comparison to Auction 

1. 

However, there were still difficulties for the national producers to be officially recognized as such. 

In principle, a mandatory label was necessary to be able to report the extent to which domestic 

components are being integrated into RE projects (INTI b, 2017). Yet, the state duplicated the 

register for national manufacturers, creating confusion among industry and exposing conflicts 
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within the administration. This conflict is also visible by some govermental actors belonging to AC1 

and others to AC2. As a result of the confusion arising from the two registers the recognition of 

national products was delayed, thereby making it difficult for national manufacturers to absorb the 

demand created by the offers in the bidding rounds (INTI, 2018; Interview – AC2)35. 

Apart from these inconsistencies in the policy mix we also find an incomplete implementation of 

the instruments foreseen in the principal plan regarding the development of the national RE 

industry. More precisely, the fund FODER for manufacturers was not implemented. A lack of 

sufficient public budget – and thus an exogenous condition – was put forward as a main reason, as 

stated by one decision maker: “We could not push forward the implementation of FODER as a 

financial fund because the bed sheet is short and the national treasure has a deficit that is constantly 

trying to be reduced. [...] Our position as civil servants is to balance the interests of the sectors” 

(AC1). However, the lacking implementation of the fund FODER was somewhat compensated by the 

two ad-hoc instruments BICE and Prodepro36. As put by one interviewee: “Prodepro and BICE were 

developed as FODER wasn’t instrumented as a finance fund. These mechanisms are due to the lack 

of convincement in the Ministry of Energy that the local industry will have a relevant role. The 

Ministry of Energy has as its North to generate the maximum amount of MWh without prioritizing 

the local component” (AC1/2).  

AC2 policy beliefs were not taken up by the policy mix in other cases as well. The most relevant case 

was the exclusion of the national components as an evaluation category in the tenders equal to the 

offered price and the technology (CIPIBIC, 2016; INTI a, 2016; Fenés a & b, 2017; Ensinck, 2017; 

Massare a, 2018; Gubinelli a, 2018; Gil, et al. 2017). The marginalization was also perceived by the 

actors from AC2 in the policy process itself, as AC1 requested their approval to move forward in a 

policy superficially supported by the actors, endowing it with legitimacy, when in the content it was 

not “There is a policy of public validation of what decision makers want to do before discussing any 

issue, pretending to have processes of consultancy. In more specific issues they do make 

modifications but within an already digested policy context” (AC1/2). This adds to the notion that 

AC1 had formal legal resources that allowed proceeding using this strategy.  

 
35 “Despite of being national industry, we don´t have the complete recognition as such because the audit processes and regimentation 

weren’t finished yet. As it was delayed in the regimentation related to the industry, there is a delay in recognizing us as national industry. 
We are still waiting today.” 

36 Even though Prodepro was launched on July 22, 2016, it was only applicable to the national RE industry once the manufacturers were 
recognized as such, therefore depending on the other instruments. 
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5.4.2.2 Technological	differences	between	wind	energy	and	solar	PV	 

We now turn to differences between the national wind energy and solar PV industry and their 

respective success in influencing the policy process. We find that the wind industry was more 

successful in changing the policy mix in its favour. For example, the wind industry accomplished to 

eliminate the tax exemption to the final wind turbine and participated in elaborating the instrument 

for assigning the weight of the components, which allowed defining the thresholds to consider a 

final product as national production. Moreover, the specific regulation for the solar PV industry was 

never released despite negotiations among both ACs (CIPIBIC, 2018; INTI a & b, 2016; 2017).  

Arguably, this difference in influence is because the wind industry has been previously and further 

developed in Argentina (see section 3.1). However, while Argentina’s wind industry has more 

mature actors than the solar PV industry, these are still grouped in different institutions (CIPIBIC, 

CADER, AAEE and CEA) which are either not part of the same AC, or when they are, lack systematic 

coordination. In that sense the power weakness of AC2 is not only because they lacked formal legal 

resources, but also because of limited leadership in organizing and maximizing other resources they 

may have had –i.e. access to press and public opinion or economic resources. In the words of one 

AC2 representative: “The RE sector representation in Argentina is much atomized. Each one has 

different interest but uses the word ‘renewable’ in their name. We have good relationship with many 

of them, but are only grouped for specific issues” (AC2). 

The emerging policy mix for renewable energies in Argentina with its limited attention to industrial 

policy objectives has already impacted Argentina’s energy system. On the one hand, the 

adjudication of approximately 4.5 GW of new capacities in wind and solar PV positively contributes 

to reaching the RE expansion target foreseen in the policy strategy. On the other hand, the 

participation of the national industry in these RE generation projects remained relatively low, with 

approximately 35.1% of the components of the wind projects due to national production and 

18.85% for solar PV in Auction Round 2 (CAMMESA b & c, 2017). However, as industrial policy was 

not included in the policy objectives of the RE law but only in the principal plans, a policy evaluation 

would not flag this as being ineffective, despite foregone economic opportunities of RE expansion. 
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5.4.2.3 Policy	mix	outcomes	and	feedbacks	through	policy	learning		

We now turn to changes in the socio-technical system influenced by the Argentinean energy policy 

mix. When taking a closer look at wind we find that the national production share has increased 

from originally 11.11% to 35.1%, which seems to have been at least partly driven by improvements 

in the policy mix37. As one AC1 member put it: “We, with an offensive and positive vision, think that 

in Argentina the wind sector has a space to win, thus we achieved a regulation according to our 

objectives: integrate national component, not at any cost, second, that the energy doesn´t have a 

higher price, and third that it doesn’t provoke that when the incentive is removed, the sector has to 

deal with competitiveness issues” (AC1).  

The resulting share of approximately one third is, however, still low when compared with the 70-

80% of the investments in national production suggested by Ruben Fabrizio, executive director of 

CIPIBIC, according to which the Argentinean wind industry could annually supply 120 MW of the 

installed capacity considering the weight assigned to certain wind components and the capabilities 

of the industry (Tables 9 & 10) (CIPIBIC, 2017; Massare b, 2018).  

Table 9: Parts of electro-mechanic components of a (wind) park by national component level 

Component Weight in 
electro 

mechanic part 
(%) 

Effect scale in in the national value chain 

Blades 13.78 Absence of local producer 
Generator 32.93 

40.62 
86.22 

Frequency converter 7.68 

Nacelle 10.49 13.54 45.60 
Fairing 3,05 
Tower 15 16.71 

32.06 
Foundation ring 1,71 
Wind turbine 
transformer 

4,15 
15.35 

Electric equipment 11,20 

Source: own translation from CIPIBIC, 2017. 

  

 
37 These were possible as international technologists associated with local suppliers. The first and only case is Vestas that installed 

manufacture for producing part of the wind turbine -nacelle and bushing- with local providers of metal mechanic parts (Newsan) and 
partnered with two local manufacturers for the production of the towers (Sica and Calviño) (Manzoni, 2018; MinEM b, 2018; Gandini, 
2018). 
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Table 10: Number of supplier enterprises by activity in Argentina for wind technology 

Product, part or component Number of enterprises 
Transformers 11 
Towers 22 
Wind turbines 3 
Mid-tension cells/switches 2 
Electric components 12 
Electronic components 6 
Installations developers 12 
Integrated materials 3 
Foundry and machining 2 

Source: own translation based on CIPIBC, 2017 

In the case of solar PV, less information about the capabilities of the national industry is available. 

However, the industry expressed that a solar PV park of 30-50 MW could be totally supplied by local 

production of panels (Fenés, 2017). Data from INTI (2015) provide further details on the Argentinean 

solar PV production capacity (Table 11). Considering that the awarded 31 projects for solar PV had 

an average local component of 26.7%, the opportunities for this industry in Argentina are not yet 

fully harnessed. 

Table 11: manufacture capacity of main products for Solar PV in Argentina (2015) 

Product 
Manufacture 

annual capacity  
(Unities/year) 

Estimated 
capacity 

Quantity 
manufactured in 

2015 
(unities/year) 

Declared 
capacity Equivalent 

power of unit 
MW 

Metallic structure for PV 
cells. 80.000  -  - 100%  - 

Solar PV panel 40.000 40.000 600 100% 250-255-260-
265 W 

Metallic structure for PV 
cells 3.000 3.000 50 100% for 2,5-3 kW 

Solar PV panel 45.000 27.000 27.000 60% 3 a 64 Wp 

Solar PV generator 11.667 7.000 7.000 60% 75 a 150 Wp 

Solar PV module  78.133 62.507 2.400 
80% 

250 W 

Solar PV module  130.222 104.178 0 80% 150 W 

Solar PV module  126.576 126.576 0 100% 300 

Source: own translation based on INTI c, 2016 
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Moreover, these figures also appear low when compared to Brazil which had less historical 

development in wind technology, but has been implementing an ambitious policy to incentivize the 

national production of a local industry (Hochstetler & Kostka, 2015). During the first years of the 

Programa de Incentivo às Fontes Alternativas de Energia Elétrica (PROINFA, for its Brazilian 

acronym) it established a 90% share of national production in line with their RE installation targets38, 

implying 170 to 330 MW installed capacity with national components (Dutra & Szklo, 2008). These 

incentives were attached to the promotion for parks development, with developers only receiving 

finance from BNDES if they complied with minimum purchases of national components (Lima, 2016). 

As one interviewee acknowledged: “As we lack of both local companies that push the (RE) sector - 

the ones that exist had bad reputation, experience and/or lack of scale -, and of our own financial 

market – as Brazil does have with the BNDES -, the policy should be about bringing technologists and 

make them see that the Argentinean market is tempting” (AC1). The perception of this executive 

branch decision maker reveals that AC1 saw AC2 as lacking reputation, which also harms AC2’s 

advocacy power. 

Finally, while the scope of our analysis was for solar PV and wind, a similar picture emerges for other 

RE technologies in Argentina, such as small hydro and bio-energy sources. These technologies have 

significant potential for national industry development, but accounted for only 6% of the total 

adjudicated projects from the tenders, as the prices of these technologies are less competitive in 

comparison to solar PV and wind (see Table 12). So the current policy mix with its alignment to 

international finance dynamics leads to a marginalization of these technologies, thereby further 

jeopardizing the economic opportunities arising from a dedicated industrial strategy. 

  

 
38 Brazil has supported wind technology development since 2002 incentive programs such as PROINFA and the Brazilian national bank 

of development, BNDES, through Finame and Finem. PROINFA seeks to install 3,299.40 MW in 6 years and with 90% (and then 
reduced to 60%) nationalization of the ventures (PROINFA, 2004; Dutra & Szklo, 2008). 
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Table 12: comparison of adjudicated projects by technology, capacity, price, amount of projects and national component 

Technology Adjudicated 
capacity in MW (%) 

Projects  
(#) 

Average Price 
(US$/MWh) 

National 
component (%) 

Wind 2,466.0 (55.2) 34 50.07 23 
Solar PV 1,732.0 (38.8) 41 50.35 26.24 
Small hydro 32.1 (0.7) 14 101.00 76.2 
Biogas 78.0 (1.7) 40 144.45 28.2 
Biomass 157.7 (3.5) 18 116.50 23.9 
Total 4,466.0 (100) 147 54.72 (average) 33.8 (average) 

Source: own elaboration based on MinEM a (2018); CAMMESA a, b & c (2016); a, b & c (2017); Gil 
et al. (2017). 

 

6 Discussion		

In this section we discuss our findings for the emergence of the energy policy mix in the nascent 

policy subsystem in Argentina (section 6.1), offer some reflections on the proposed analytical 

framework (section 6.2) and present key implications for Argentinean energy policy making (section 

6.3).  

 

6.1 Tracking	the	role	of	power	for	the	emerging	policy	mix	for	renewable	
energies	in	Argentina		

Our analysis finds that the changes identified in the elements of the policy mix occurred in a context 

where one of the advocacy communities (ACs) had more power. More specifically, AC2 was less 

resourceful and coordinated in comparison to AC1, which clearly benefited from the inclusion of 

decision makers from both the legislative and the executive branches. This was harnessed by AC1 

who was able to limit the scope of the policy strategy by only including renewable expansion targets, 

while omitting industrial policy objectives - something which could easily be overlooked since the 

principal plans did allow for the introduction of instruments promoting the national renewables 

industry.  
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Yet, the advocacy strategy of AC1 enabled them to also limit subsequent negotiations on the 

instrument mix to those aspects aligned to their own policy beliefs, while avoiding changes to the 

policy strategy. For example, policy changes were done to the list of goods for the import tax 

exemption needed for the production of national components, thereby fixing flaws in the initial 

instrument design (Figure 5, V1). In contrast, the consideration of the bidders’ national components 

integration was never considered as part of the factors for the adjudications, as proposed by AC2. 

Such modifications of the instrument mix might have had repercussions on achieving the policy 

objective of the policy strategy, as requesting higher integration of national components, according 

to AC1, would have disincentivized investments in renewables and/or raised energy prices.  

Two further aspects are noteworthy for the case of Argentina. First, while Argentina had already 

seen some attempts on introducing renewable energies through earlier policy initiatives, the actors 

in the policy subsystem for renewable energies have shown very little systematic coordination to 

influence the policy process, which underlines that indeed it is correct to speak of a nascent policy 

subsystem for renewable energies for the case of Argentina (Sabatier & Weible, 2007; Stritch, 2015). 

In effect, AC2 is less powerful also due to a lack of coordination and skilful leadership, which 

strengthened AC1 – i.e. AC2 actors with their similar policy beliefs participated independently in the 

policy process, weakening their possibilities of effectively influencing the policy mix. AC1, hence, 

looked for validation of their policy beliefs rather than nourishing decision making due to the 

negotiations with AC2. However, the success of AC1 cannot be explained only by superiority in 

systematic cooperation within the advocacy community, but instead mainly through the availability 

of greater resources and access to the policy making process –as more actors in it are part from the 

executive and legislative powers.  

Second, and contrary to what might be commonly expected due to experiences in other countries, 

Argentina did not have a powerful AC that opposed the expansion of renewable energy in the time 

period analyzed. An illustration of this is that the Congress – where the legislators, who represent 

different interests, have been historically keen to defend fossil fuels - passed the RE Law with only 

4 nays out of 62 votes, and 8 nays out of 191 votes in the senate and the deputies chamber 

respectively (CSN f, 2014;  HCDN, 2015). We argue that the main reasons for this are the increasing 

energy demand and the weight of the fuel imports in the trade balance, for which increasing the 
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share of REs according to the targets of the RE law is seen as a solution which does not threaten the 

development of other energy sources (MinEM a, 2016). 

 

6.2 Reflections	on	the	analytical	framework	and	its	further	applicability		

We now turn to providing four main reflections arising from the combination of concepts drawn 

from the policy mix and the ACF literature to unpack the underlying policy processes relevant for 

the emergence of policy mixes for sustainability transitions, such as the Argentinean energy 

transition.  

First, the differentiation between two arenas of negotiation – one for debating the policy strategy, 

the other for debating its implementation through the adoption of various instruments – allowed 

for a nuanced yet well bounded analysis of the dynamics between the policy process, the resulting 

elements of the policy mix, and the energy transition in Argentina. Thereby, we build on comparable 

studies which have already applied similar methods, albeit not to socio-technical change (Pierce, et 

al., 2017; Poljak, 2018). Our analysis confirmed the proposed dominant role of policy core beliefs in 

negotiations on the policy strategy on the one hand, and the foregrounding of secondary aspects in 

negotiations on the instrument mix. We argue that by introducing this differentiation between a 

strategic and an instrumental arena of negotiation our analytical framework allows bridging the 

dynamics of policy processes, policy mix elements and their outcomes for sustainability transitions, 

thereby enabling further research of this underexplored topic for other countries and fields. 

Second, we argue that a focus on policy beliefs and resources – i.e. politics - of different advocacy 

communities or coalitions enables a fresh look for evaluating policy mix characteristics. For example, 

in the eyes of AC1 the policy mix may have appeared consistent and comprehensive, as the policy 

mix reflects their policy beliefs. In contrast, AC2 would argue that the policy strategy is not 

comprehensive as it does not include a policy objective for national industry development, and 

because there are not enough instruments in the mix for promoting industry, for example through 

R&D funds. In addition, when adopting the perspective of AC2 the instrument mix would appear 

inconsistent with the promotion of national industry development, such as evidenced by the 

presence of two overlapping registers for national manufacturers and the changes in the imports 

scheme. In contrast, the policy mix may actually appear perfectly consistent in the eyes of AC1, 
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which holds the policy belief that incentivizing international investments for new RE generation 

projects should be the main policy objective. This implies that depending on stakeholders’ policy 

beliefs they may hold very different perceptions of the consistency and comprehensiveness of the 

policy mix. In that sense, further research evaluating the consistency and comprehensiveness of 

policy mixes should go beyond the comparison of the instrument mix with the written policy 

strategy and instead add a politically sensitive analysis relying on the preferences of the actors 

involved in the policy process. 

Third, our analysis shows that policy subsystems are equally nascent as emerging policy mixes and 

their outcomes, and that through their co-evolution they enable opportunities for deeper 

transitions (Geels & Schot, 2007; Sabatier & Weible et al., 2009; Stritch, 2015). Thus, by explicitly 

exploring the characteristics of the nascent policy subsystems - i.e. imbalance in access to resources, 

nonsystematic coordination of actors with similar policy beliefs - the application of the advocacy 

coalition framework (ACF) can strengthen socio-technical analyses of transition processes. In 

addition, due to the specific socio-political and macro-economic context of Argentina which is highly 

influenced by a historical financial dependence on foreign investment, our research shows the 

applicability of a combined ACF and policy mix framework for sustainability transitions in South 

America, as most of the countries share similar socio-political and economic contexts because of 

common general historical backgrounds (Medeiros, 2008; 2011; Garretón, et al., 2003). Moreover, 

even though our interest was on the industrial dimension of the policy mix, we argue that the 

proposed analytical framework can be applied to other policy dimensions as well. 

Finally, by applying our framework to the case of the Argentinean energy transition, this article 

makes an effort to learn from the use of transitions and policy mix frameworks in a country and 

region which has received limited attention in the transitions literature so far, thereby not only 

deepening our understanding of the case but also enriching corresponding analytical frameworks. 

While our focus on nascent policy subsystems may be particularly relevant in situations of beginning 

transition processes, which may often be the case in the global South but also in the North, we argue 

that the framework can also be applied more widely. In particular, while in the case of nascent 

subsystems we would expect to find advocacy communities, but as transitions and policy 

subsystems advance we would expect to identify advocacy coalitions. Regardless of this, the 

principal idea of different arenas of negotiations still holds, with the main difference being that 
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longer time periods will allow, among others, for policy learning which goes beyond secondary 

aspects, as found in our case, and rather may also lead to changes in policy core beliefs, which may 

in turn lead to amendments in policy strategies with its knock-on effects on the whole policy mix.  

 

6.3 Policy	implications	for	Argentinean	energy	policy	making		

Based on our findings we argue that the current policy strategy and corresponding instrument mix 

are mainly rooted in the fiscal and energy policy field, leading to a focus on promoting investments 

in RE generation projects. In that sense, we challenge the scope of the ‘sustainability’ of the energy 

transition in Argentina. We argue that a sustainable energy transition calls for a policy strategy that 

goes beyond the inclusion of expansion targets for renewable energies. Therefore, the policy mix 

associated with the RE Law can still be improved to harness the potential benefits of increased RE 

generation in terms of national industry development, job creation and tackling a range of societal 

challenges. Argentina would not be the only country to do so, as other countries such as Brazil have 

already moved to integrating national industry development with RE generation targets (Dutra & 

Szklo, 2008; Lima, 2016). In addition, such an extension of the policy mix would be in line with the 

literature on the windows of opportunities that RE development provides for national development 

(Perez, 2008; 2010, 2013; Schmidt & Huenteler, 2016). 

Moreover, we argue that the stakeholders have the possibility of converging to more coordinated 

and resourceful advocacy coalitions in the Argentinean case. Specifically, for industry development 

the co-evolution dynamic between the nascent policy subsystem, the policy mix and the socio-

technical system provide opportunities to develop coordinated actions that smartly use coalition 

resources to call for an integrated policy strategy which combines the expansion of renewable 

energies with national industry development. In addition, given that energy policy has implications 

on the whole economy, the actors interested in the promotion of the co-benefits of promoting 

renewable energy as part of sustainable energy transitions have a promising opportunity to build 

ties with other actors that are not specific to this policy subsystem but still relevant for the endeavor. 
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7 Conclusion		

The purpose of this article was to investigate how policy beliefs influence the industrial policy 

dimension of the policy mix for sustainable energy transitions. Through the application of a novel 

analytical framework to the case of Argentina’s energy transition it was possible to unpack how the 

policy process affects the elements - i.e. the policy strategy and the implementing instrument mix - 

and characteristics of the policy mix. More specifically, the concept of arenas of negotiation enabled 

a better understanding of the links between the policy process and the elements of the policy mix 

by connecting the policy core beliefs with the policy strategy and the secondary aspects with the 

instruments mix, thereby also capturing associated power struggles. It also shed light into the 

coherence of the policy process, the consistency of the elements and the comprehensiveness of the 

policy mix for the case. Moreover, the inclusion of policy mix and socio-technical change contributed 

to new insights into the shortcomings of the energy transition policies by explicitly including policy 

outcomes, with a focus on harnessing opportunities for the development of a national RE industry.  

Additionally, the application of the analytical framework in a nascent policy subsystem which is 

composed of advocacy communities that are not systematically coordinated nor strongly resourced 

– AC2 in particular – to influence policies illuminates the co-evolutionary logic of policy mixes and 

socio-technical change for the first stages of sustainability transitions. Following this line we argue 

that as sustainability transitions may open new policy subsystems, and as ACF has been widely 

applied in mature policy subsystems, further research on nascent policy subsystems for 

sustainability transition benefits from a combination of both literatures.  

Lastly, as this article is based on a single case study and focuses on a limited time period, further 

research is needed to fully unpack the policy process, its impact on the policy mix and socio-technical 

changes and how policy beliefs are updated through policy learning, including at the policy core. 

This is particularly true for nascent policy subsystems where future studies should continue to enrich 

the transition literature by drawing on the ACF and potentially other theories of the policy process 

so as to contribute to enhanced policy advice on steering sustainable energy transitions in the Global 

South and beyond. 
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Appendix	A	

Table A1: Technology type, Capacity, Declared National Component and price of the awarded projects in Auction 1 

Technology Round Project 
Name 

Offered 
capacity 
(MW) 

Declared 
National 
Component (%) 

 Offered 
price 
(U$S/MWh)  

Solar PV 1 

  

La Puna 100 0,50 58,98  
 Cauchari 1 100 22,65  60,00  
 Cauchari 2 100 22,62 60,00  
 Cauchari 3 100 22,62  60,00  
 1.5 

  

Lavalle 17,6 87,81 55,00  
 Lujan de 

Cuyo 22 83,84 55,00  
 La Paz 14,08 82,52 55,00  
 PASIP 1,15 89,70 52,00  
 General 

Alvear 17,6 86,39  55,00  
 Nonogasta 35 9,78  56,43  
 Fiambalá 11 9,78  53,75  
 Tinogasta 15 9,76  53,43  
 Saujil 22,5 9,75  51,93  
 Sarmiento 35 13,38  52,95  
 Ullum 3 36,5 12,53  57,63  
 Anchoris 21,3 17,74  48,00  
 Cafayate 50 12,15  56,28  
 Caldenes del 

Oeste 24,75 22,70  58,90  
 Ullum 4 20 10,35  56,30  
 La Cumbre 22 35,54  56,70  
 Ullum N2 25 12,53  55,23  
 Ullum N1 25 12,53  53,73  
 Iglesia-

Guañizuli 80 13,97  54,10  
 Las Lomitas 1,7 57,93  59,20  
Wind 1 

  

Vientos Los 
Hércules 97,2 14,36  62,88  

 Villalonga 50 16,70  54,96  

 Chubut 
Norte 49,88 12,85  49,90  

 García el Río 10 5,93  49,81  
 Cerro Alto 50 9,40  56,98  
 Los 

Meandros 75 9,17  53,88  

 Vientos del 
Secano 50 7,96  49,08  

 Garayalde 24,15 21,00  59,00  
 Kosten 24 8,00  59,41  
 La Castellana 99 13,44  61,50  
 Corti 100 6,18  58,00  
 Arauco II 

(Etapa 1 y 2) 99,75 7,14  67,19  
 PomonaI 100 9,45  54,88  
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Technology Round Project 
Name 

Offered 
capacity 
(MW) 

Declared 
National 
Component (%) 

 Offered 
price 
(U$S/MWh)  

 

1.5 

  

La Banderita 36,75 22,24  49,98  

 Del 
Bicentenario 100 14,66  49,50  

 Loma Blanca 
6 100 0,45  53,53  

 Miramar 97,65 10,53  56,38  
 El Sosneado 50 3,50  55,00  
 Achiras 48 11,87  59,38  
 Pampa 100 25,00  46,00  

 Arauco II 
(Etapa 3 y 4) 99,75 7,14  56,67  

 Vientos de 
Necochea 1 37,95 7,50  55,90  

Total Capacity (MW)    2396,26 
Total Wind Capacity (MW) – share of total 
capacity [%]  

1499 [62,5%]  

Average Wind Price (U$S/MWh)  55,45  

Average Wind national declared component (%) 11,11  
Total Solar PV Capacity (MW) – share of total 
capacity [%] 

 
897 [37,5%]  

Average Solar PV national declared component 
(%)  31,63  

Average Solar PV Price (U$S/MWh)   55,65  

Source: own elaboration based on CAMMESA b & c, 2016 
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Table A2: Technology type, Capacity, National Declared Component and price of the awarded projects in Auction 2 

Technology Project Name 
Awarded 
capacity 
(MW) 

National 
Declared 
Component 
(%) 

Awarded price 
(U$S/MWh)  

Solar PV Tinogasta II 6,96 6,79 41,7 

 Saujil II 20 10,38 41,85 

 Nonogasta II 20,04 6,28 40,44 

 Altiplano I 100 25,46 40,8 

 La Pirka 100 22,82 42 

 Ullum X 100 26,27 42 
 Verano Capital Solar 1 99,9 22,30 42,5 

 V. Maria Del Rio Seco 20 33,15 48,95 

 Cura Brochero 17 27,02 49,95 

 Villa Dolores 26,85 6,40 51,9 

 Añatuya I 6 31,03 52,27 

 Arroyo Del Cabral 40 0,00 49,97 

 Tocota 72 7,92 40,8 

 Zapata 37 29,30 41,76 
 Nonogasta IV 1 30,41 41,76 

 
Guañizuil II 100 7,94 41,76 

 Los Zorritos 49,5 26,99 41,76 
Wind Energetica I 79,8 15,01 37,3 

 Chubutnorte IV  82,8 27,45 38,9 

 Chubut Norte III  57,6 26,98 38,9 

 Vientos Fray Guen  100 8,60 39,55 

 La Genoveva  86,63 97,33 40,9 
 Cañada Leon  99 16,80 41,5 
 General Acha  60 26,82 45,67 
 ARAUCO II (ETAPA 5 Y 6) 100 9,13 46,67 
 Diadema II 27,6 9,10 40,27 
 Pampa Chubut 100 5,27 40,27 
 San Jorge 100 89,35 40,27 
 El Mataco 100 89,34 40,27 
Total Capacity wind & solar PV (MW)                    1809 

Total Wind Capacity (MW) – share of total capacity [%]                                                    993,43 [54,8%]                                             

Average Wind Price (U$S/MWh)                                                                                                             40,87 

Average Wind National Declared Component (%)                                                                                 35,1 

Total Solar PV Capacity (MW) – share of total capacity [%]                                               816,25 [45,2%]                                           

Average Solar PV National Declared Component (%)                                                                           18,85 
Average Solar Price 
(U$S/MWh)    

          44,24 

Source: own elaboration based on CAMMESA b & c, 2017 
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Appendix	B:	Semi-structured	interview	guide	for	non-governmental	
and	governmental	actors	(own	translation	from	Spanish	to	English)	

 

Example B1: interview guide for non-governmental actors 	

 

Interview guide for the “analysis of the influence of the policy process associated 

with the policy mix for national industry and renewable energy within transitions 

to sustainable energy systems in Argentina” 

In this interview, we want to focus on the development of the policies for the promotion of the 
national industry for the renewable sector under the legal framework of the Law 27.191 and its 
further norms. In doing so, the first section is centred on general importance and the resources and 
barriers the actors find to influence the policies. The second section is focused on the work with the 
different governmental actors in order to understand the interaction between the actors and the 
government. Lastly, the third section digs deeper on the work with other organizations involved in 
the policy process. 

 

Questions 

Section I – General aspects 

1. What role should the promotion of the national industry have in the policies for incentivizing 
renewable energy generation in Argentina? 

2. Which resources do you have to influence policies to promote the national industry in the 
renewable sector? These can be related to particular knowledge, budget, supporters, legal 
authority, and partnership with other actors, etc. 

3. What are the barriers to succeed in influencing policies to promote national industry in the 
renewable sector? These can be related to lack of resources and/or other external factors. 

4. How would you evaluate the following norms related to 
- Registers of manufacturers of components 
- Calculation of the national component for developers and manufacturers 
- Access to funds 
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Section II – Actors interplay with governmental agencies 

5. How would you evaluate the work with the different governmental actors (Undersecretary 
of Renewable Energy, Ministry of Production, INTI, others)? in terms of: 

o Receptivity 
o Changes in the content of the policies  
o Coordination among governmental actors for developing and implementing the 

policies? 
6. In which ways do you consider this process challenges decision makers? 
7. In your experience, what formal legal or organizational structures have helped in generating 

policy change? And which ones have hindered or slowed change?  
8. In your experience, what informal or unwritten routines or practices have helped generating 

policy change? And what informal rules have hindered or slowed the change? Could you 
identify changes within your position due to the work with the governmental actors? 

Section III – Work with other organizations  

9. Which organizations and policies have enabled or constrained the influence on the policies 
promoting the national industry for the renewable sector? 

10. In case you participated in collective actions with other organizations, did you find barriers 
within them regarding the influence on the policies? 

11. Could you identify changes within your position due to the work within the aforementioned 
collective actions? 

Wrap-up  

12. Do you have any concluding comments or thoughts on the topic of the interview?  
13. Which experts would you recommend to also interview for our research?  

Thank you very much for your time in answering these questions, it is much appreciated! 
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Example B2: interview guide for governmental actors 	

 

Interview guide for the “analysis of the influence of the policy process associated 
with the policy mix for national industry and renewable energy within transitions 
to sustainable energy systems in Argentina” 

 
In this interview, we want to focus on the design and adoption of the policies for the promotion of 
the national industry for the renewable sector for the generation of electricity under the legal 
framework of the Law 27.191 and its further norms. In that sense, the questions target the challenges 
when designing policies for supporting the national industry as well as the interaction between 
governmental agencies and other governmental and non-governmental actors involved in the 
process of policy design and implementation. Moreover, questions related to the learning associated 
with this process will be asked. 

 

Questions 

1. What are the challenges for the integration of national industry components - for each 
technology - in the renewable sector under the RenovAr program as an outcome of the Law 
27.191? 

2. Which are the measures that try to tackle those challenges?  
3. How do you evaluate the exchanges with the non-governmental organizations (industrial-

business chambers, developers, and industry integrators – i.e. CIPIBIC, CADER, among 
others)?  

4. How do you evaluate the policy making process in Congress in terms of openness and the 
incorporation of suggestions based on the proposals done by the actors? 

5. Which were the formal and/or informal spaces you identify as relevant for the policy making 
process? 

6. Could you identify learnings (in terms of modes of policy elaboration, content of policies, 
others) as a product of the policy making process with other governmental actors for the 
support of the national industry for renewables?  

7. Could you identify learnings (in terms of modes of policy elaboration, content of policies, 
others) as a product of the policy making process with other non-governmental actors for 
the support of the national industry for renewables?  
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Wrap up  

8. Do you have any further comments or reflections that you would like to add in relation to 
the topics of the interview? 

9. Which other actors would you recommend to be included in the interviews for this research 
Project? 

Thank you very much for your time in answering these questions, it is much appreciated! 

 

	

 	

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003


Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

52 
 

Bibliography	

AERA (2014). Aportes de la Alianza por las Energías Renovables en Argentina (AERA) al proyecto de 
ley 78/14 modificando la ley 26.190 - Régimen de fomento nacional para el uso de fuentes 
renovables de energía destinada a la producción de energía eléctrica. Ciudad Autónoma de 
Buenos Aires, Argentina, 2014. 

AGN. (2014). Informe de Auditoría. Energía Argentina S.A. ENARSA. Generación de Energía a partir 
de Fuentes Renovables. GENREN - Gestión. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved 
from https://agn.gov.ar/files/informes/2016_306info.pdf 

Alazraki, R., & Haselip, J. (2007). Assessing the uptake of small-scale photovoltaic electricity 
production in Argentina: the PERMER project. Journal of Cleaner Production, 15(2), 131–
142. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2005.12.015 

Argentine Constitution. (1994). Argentine National Constitution. Retrieved December 26, 2017, 
from BCN Digital, National Library of the Congress: 
http://digitales.bcn.gob.ar/files/textos/constitucionargeningles.pdf 

Avelino, F., & Rotmans, J. (2009). Power in transition: An interdisciplinary framework to study 
power in relation to structural change. European Journal of Social Theory. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1368431009349830 

Arnold, E. (2003). Native forst policy in Chile: understanding sectoral process dynamics in a 
country with an emerging economy. The International Forestry Review. 

Bell, M., & Pavitt, K. (1992). Accumulating technological capabilities in developing countries. World 
Bank Annual Conference on Development Economics, 26. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/wber/6.suppl_1.257 

BICE. (2017, August 27). Inversión en Energías Renovables para proyectos que permitan 
diversificar la matriz energética. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
https://www.bice.com.ar/es/productos/inversion-en-energias-renovables/ 

CADER (2009). Estado de la Industria Eólica Argentina. CADER. 
http://www.bdlaw.com/assets/htmldocuments/ARGENTINA_-
_The_State_of_the_Argentine_Wind_Industry.PDF 

CAMMESA a. (2016). Informe Anual 2015. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://portalweb.cammesa.com/documentos%20compartidos/informes/informe%20anual
%202015.pdf 

https://agn.gov.ar/files/informes/2016_306info.pdf
http://digitales.bcn.gob.ar/files/textos/constitucionargeningles.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003


Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

53 
 

CAMMESA b. (2016, November 25). Anexo - Ofertas Adjudicadas Ronda 1.5 Programa RenovAr. 
Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. 
http://portalweb.cammesa.com/Documentos%20compartidos/Noticias/RenovAr/Ronda%2
01.5%20Anexo%20Res%20281%20Lista%20Ofertas%20Adjudicadas.pdf 

CAMMESA, c. (29 de September de 2016). Resolution 205/16 PRECALIFICACION OFERTAS 
ENERGIAS RENOVABLES. Recuperado el 10 de August de 2019, de Portalweb CAMMESA: 
http://portalweb.cammesa.com/Documentos%20compartidos/Noticias/RenovAr/RES.%20
MINEM%20205-2016%20(con%20Anexos).pdf 

CAMMESA a. (29 de November de 2017). Ofertas Adjudicadas RenovAr - Ronda 2. Obtenido de 
Portal Web CAMMESA: 
http://portalweb.cammesa.com/Documentos%20compartidos/Noticias/Renovar2/Resumen
%20de%20Ofertas%20Adjudicadas%20RenovAr%202%20FASE%201.PDF 

CAMMESA b. (2017). Anexo I - Ofertas Adjudicadas - Programa RenovAr Ronda 2 - Invitación 
Resolución 473/2017. Obtenido de portalweb.cammesa.com: 
http://portalweb.cammesa.com/Documentos%20compartidos/Noticias/Renovar2/Res488/
ANEXO%20I%20RES%20488%20IF-2017-33426894-APN-
DNER_MEM%20E.%20Renovable.pdf 

CAMMESA c. (2017). Resumen de Ofertas Adjudicadas RenovAr 2 FASE 1. Obtenido de 
portalweb.cammesa.com: 
http://portalweb.cammesa.com/Documentos%20compartidos/Noticias/Renovar2/Anexo%2
0II%20-%20RES%20MEyM%20473.pdf 

Casa Rosada. (2017, August 27). El BICE dará préstamos para proyectos de energías renovables. 
Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
https://www.casarosada.gob.ar/informacion/eventos-destacados-presi/40356-el-bice-dara-
prestamos-para-proyectos-de-energias-renovables 

Christopher M. Weible, Paul a. Sabatier,  and K. M. (2009). Themes and Variations: Taking Stock of 
the Advocacy\nCoalition Framework. Policy Studies Journal, 37(1), 121–140. Retrieved from 
http://www.ucdenver.edu/academics/colleges/SPA/FacultyStaff/Faculty/Documents/Weibl
e, Sabatier, McQueen PSJ 2009 ACF Review.pdf 

CIPIBIC (2014). Impacto en la Industria Nacional. Presentation at Comisión de Minería, Energía y 
Combustibles, Honorable Senado de la Nación, 05-08-2014. 

 
CIPIBIC (2016). Letter to CAMMESA. Subject: Public Consultation of pre-sheet for Round 1 

RenovAr, 10-06-2016. 
 
CIPIBIC (2017). PROPUESTA PARA EL DESARROLLO DE LA INDUSTRIA EÓLICA ARGENTINA. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003


Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

54 
 

ECOSISTEMA COMPETITIVO PARA EL DESARROLLO DE LA INDUSTRIA EÓLICA NACIONAL. 
Ciudad de Buenos Aires, Argentina, 2017. 

 
CIPIBIC (2018). ENERGIA SOLAR FOTOVOLTAICA: HACIA UN SENDERO DE INTEGRACIÓN DE LAS 

CAPACIDADES INDUSTRIALES NACIONALES. Ciudad Autónoma de Buenos Aires, Argentina, 
2018. 

 
Colautti, C. (2001). La delegación de facultades legislativas. Ius et Praxis, 11–19. 

https://doi.org/10.4067/S0718-00122001000200002 

CSN a (2014). Versión Taquigráfica. Cámara de Senadores de la Nación. REUNIÓN CONVOCADA 
POR EL SENADOR MARCELO GUINLE (ENERGÍAS RENOVABLES). Ciudad Autónoma de Buenos 
Aires, Argentina 18-03-2014 

 
CSN b (2014). Versión Taquigráfica. Cámara de Senadores de la Nación. Reunión Sobre Energías 

Renovables. Ciudad Autónoma de Buenos Aires, Argentina, 08-04-2014 

CSN c (2014). Versión Taquigráfica. REUNIÓN PLENARIA DE LAS COMISIONES DE MINERÍA, 
ENERGÍA Y COMBUSTIBLES Y DE PRESUPUES Y HACIENDA (ASESORES). Ciudad Autónoma de 
Buenos Aires, Argentina, 15-05-2014. 

 
CSN d (2014). Versión Taquigráfica. Cámara de Senadores de la Nación. REUNIÓN PLENARIA DE 

LAS COMISIONES DE MINERÍA, ENERGÍA Y COMBUSTIBLES Y DE PRESUPUES Y HACIENDA. 
Ciudad Autónoma de Buenos Aires, Argentina 07-05-2014 

 
CSN e (2014). Versión Taquigráfica. Cámara de Senadores de la Nación. REUNIÓN PLENARIA DE 

LAS COMISIONES DE MINERÍA, ENERGÍA Y COMBUSTIBLES Y DE PRESUPUES Y HACIENDA. 
Ciudad Autónoma de Buenos Aires, Argentina 18-11-2014 

 
CSN f (2014). Versión Taquigráfica, Cámara de Senadores de la Nación, 132° Period, Meeting 20°, 

Oridnary Session 10°, 3-12-2014. 
 
CSN a. (2016). Versión Taquigráfica. Asamblea Legislativa. (pp. 10-15). Buenos Aires: Honourable 

Senate of the Nation. 

CSN b (2016). Reglamento de la Cámara de Senadores de la Nación. Secretaría Parlamentaria 
Dirección General de Publicaciones. http://www.senado.gov.ar/reglamento 

Decree 1172/2003. (3 de December de 2003). Acceso a la Información Pública. Obtenido de 
Infoleg: http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/90000-
94999/90763/texact.htm 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003


Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

55 
 

Decree 134/2015. (2015, December 16). Emergencia Eléctrica. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, 
Argentina. Retrieved from http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/255000-
259999/256978/norma.htm 

Decree 531/16. (2016, March 30). Régimen de Fomento Nacional para el Uso de Fuentes 
Renovables de Energía Destinada a la Producción de Energía Eléctrica. Reglamentación. 
Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/255000-259999/259883/texact.htm 

Decree 9/2017. (2017, January 4). Año de las Energías Renovables. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, 
Argentina. Retrieved from http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/270000-
274999/270327/norma.htm 

Decree 814/17. (2017, October 10). Derecho de Importación Extrazona. Alícuotas. Buenos Aires, 
Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/280000-284999/280655/norma.htm 

Del Río González, P. (2007). The interaction between emissions trading and renewable electricity 
support schemes. An overview of the literature. Mitigation and Adaptation Strategies for 
Global Change, 12(8), 1363–1390. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-006-9069-y 

Donadelli, F. M. (2016). Reaping the Seeds of Discord: Advocacy Coalitions . London: LSE. 

Dutra, R. M., & Szklo, A. S. (2008). Incentive policies for promoting wind power production in 
Brazil: Scenarios for the Alternative Energy Sources Incentive Program (PROINFA) under the 
New Brazilian electric power sector regulation. Renewable Energy. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2007.01.013 

Edmondson, D. L., Kern, F., & Rogge, K. S. (2019). The co-evolution of policy mixes and socio-
technical systems: Towards a conceptual framework of policy mix feedback in sustainability 
transitions. Research Policy, 48 (10), 103555. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2018.03.010  

El País. (2017, January 31). Argentina aumenta entre 60 y 148% tarifas de electricidad desde 
febrero. Montevideo, Uruguay. Retrieved from 
https://www.elpais.com.uy/mundo/argentina-aumenta-tarifas-electricidad-febrero.html 

ENARSA. (2013). GENREN Generación Renovable. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved 
from http://www.melectrico.com.ar/web/pdfs/jornada%2013%20diciembre%202012/ 
pierro.pdf 

Ensinck, M. G. (2017, February 03). Piden frenar importación de equipos para obras de energías 
renovables. Retrieved August 7, 2018, from Cronista: 
https://www.cronista.com/negocios/Piden-frenar-importacion-de-equipos-para-obras-de-
energias-renovables-20170203-0010.html 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003


Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

56 
 

EPSE. (2018). EPSE. Retrieved from EPSE: http://epsesanjuan.com.ar/web/institucional 

Falleti, T., González, L., & Lardone, M. (2013). El federalismo argentino en perspectiva comparada. 
Buenos Aires: Editorial Universidad Católica de Córdoba. 

Fenés, G. (2016, September 5). Apertura de sobres: se ofertaron 6.366 MW en la licitación de 
energías renovables. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://www.energiaestrategica.com/apertura-de-sobres-mas-de-6-666-mw-se-ofertaron-
en-la-licitacion-de-energias-renovables/ 

Fenés, G a. (2017, January 09). La clave para la industria eólica: “hay que instrumentar el FODER 
para el financiamiento”. Retrieved June 06, 2018, from Energía Estratégica: 
http://www.energiaestrategica.com/la-industria-nacional-eolica-se-planta-instrumentar-
foder-financiamiento-2/ 

Fenés, G b. (2017, October 02). Cómo jugará la industria nacional fotovoltaica en la próxima 
licitación de renovables. Retrieved June 01, 2018, from Energía Estratégica: 
http://www.energiaestrategica.com/jugara-la-industria-nacional-fotovoltaica-la-proxima-
licitacion-renovables/ 

Flanagan, K., Uyarra, E., & Laranja, M. (2011). Reconceptualising the “policy mix” for innovation. 
Research Policy, 40(5), 702–713. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2011.02.005 

Fundación Directorio Legislativo. (2 de June de 2017). Aportes para una Regulación de la Gestión 
de Intereses en Argentina. Obtenido de Fundación Directorio Legislativo: 
https://directoriolegislativo.org/blog/2017/06/02/aportes-para-regular-el-lobby-en-
argentina/ 

Gandini, N. (2018, July 20). La segunda ola de Vestas en la Argentina. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, 
Argentina: EconoJournal. Retrieved from https://econojournal.com.ar/2018/07/la-segunda-
ola-de-vestas-en-la-argentina/ 

Garretón, M. A., Cavarozzi, M., Cleaves, P., Gereffi, G., & Hartlyn, J. (2003). Latin America in the 
Twenty-First Century: Toward a New Sociopolitical Matrix. Miami: North-South Center Press. 

Geels, F. W. (2014). Regime Resistance against Low-Carbon Transitions: Introducing Politics and 
Power into the Multi-Level Perspective. Theory, Culture & Society. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0263276414531627 

Geels, F. W., Kern, F., Fuchs, G., Hinderer, N., Kungl, G., Mylan, J., … Wassermann, S. (2016). The 
enactment of socio-technical transition pathways: A reformulated typology and a 
comparative multi-level analysis of the German and UK low-carbon electricity transitions 
(1990-2014). Research Policy, 45(4), 896–913. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2016.01.015 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003


Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

57 
 

Geels, F. W., & Schot, J. (2007). Typology of sociotechnical transition pathways. Research Policy, 
36(3), 399–417. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2007.01.003 

Gil, G., Pedace, R., & Álvarez, M. (2017, July). De Renovables y Generación Distribuida. Buenos 
Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from https://farn.org.ar/wp-
content/uploads/2017/07/Gil-Pedace.pdf 

Gubinelli, G a. (2018, March 6). Industriales solicitan herramientas de crédito para desarrollo de 
renovables. Retrieved July 25, 2018, from Energía Estratégica: 
http://www.energiaestrategica.com/industriales-solicitan-al-gobierno-herramientas-
financiamiento-desarrollar-las-energias-renovables/ 

Gubinelli, G b. (2018, June 14). Hasta el momento son 20 los parques eólicos que se han declarado 
como “proyecto crítico”. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://www.energiaestrategica.com/hasta-el-momento-son-20-los-parques-eolicos-que-se-
han-declarado-como-proyecto-critico/ 

Gubinelli, G c. (2018, July 05). Enfocarse sobre el desarrollo de la industria de energías renovables 
de un modo competitivo: el objetivo del INTI. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. 
Retrieved from http://www.energiaestrategica.com/enfocarse-sobre-el-desarrollo-de-la-
industria-de-energias-renovables-de-un-modo-competitivo-el-objetivo-del-inti/ 

Guinle, M. (2014, March 5). PROYECTO DE LEY MODIFICANDO LA LEY 26.190 - REGIMEN DE 
FOMENTO NACIONAL PARA EL USO DE FUENTES RENOVABLES DE ENERGIA DESTINADA A LA 
PRODUCCION DE ENERGIA ELECTRICA". Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina: Hornorable 
Senado de la Nación Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://www.senado.gov.ar/parlamentario/comisiones/verExp/78.14/S/PL 

HCDN. (2014, August 27). Argentine Deputy´s Bylaw. Retrieved December 26, 2017, from 
Argentine Deputy´s Chamber: 
http://www.diputados.gov.ar/institucional/reglamento/reglamentoHCDN.pdf 

HCDN (2015). Reunión 6 - Sesión Oridnaria Especial - (23/09/2015). Período 133. Honorable 
Cámara de Diputados de la Nación. Ciudad de Buenos Aires. 
Argentina https://www.hcdn.gob.ar/sesiones/sesiones/sesion.html?id=1208&numVid=1 

Hochstetler, K., & Kostka, G. (2015). Wind and solar power in Brazil and China: Interests, state–
business relations, and policy outcomes. Global Environmental Politics. 
https://doi.org/10.1162/GLEP_a_00312 

Hoppmann, J., Huenteler, J. & Girod, B. (2014). Compulsive policy-making—The evolution of the 
German feed-in tariff system for solar photovoltaic power. Research Policy, 43 (8), 1422-
1441. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2014.01.014 

https://www.hcdn.gob.ar/sesiones/sesiones/sesion.html?id=1208&numVid=1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003


Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

58 
 

Howlett, M., & Rayner, J. (2013). Patching vs Packaging in Policy Formulation: Complementary 
Effects, Goodness of Fit, Degrees of Freedom, and Feasibility in Policy Portfolio Design. 
Politics and Governance, 1(2), 170–182. https://doi.org/10.12924/pag2013.01020170 

IMPSA. (n.d.). IMPSA Historia. Retrieved August 23, 2018, from IMPSA: 
http://www.impsa.com/quienes-somos/impsa/historia/ 

INDEC. (2016). Revisión del Producto Interno Bruto, base 2004 y series de Oferta y Demanda 
Globales. Buenos Aires: INDEC. Retrieved from 
https://www.indec.gob.ar/nivel4_default.asp?id_tema_1=3&id_tema_2=9&id_tema_3=47 

INTI a  (2016). Análisis y observaciones sobre la Resolución Conjunta 123/2016 MEyM y 313/2016 
MINPROD, Ciudad de Buenos Aires, Argentina, 30-03-2016. 

 
INTI b (2016). DISPOSICION SUBSECRETARÍA DE GESTIÓN PRODUCTIVA. Aportes, Ciudad Autónoma 

de Buenos Aires, 2016. 
 
INTI c. (2016). Analisis de Planillas capacidad industria Solar FV. Buenos Aire, Buenos Aire, 

Argentina: INTI. 

INTI a (2017). Problemática, Propuestas y Casos de éxito vinculados a la verificación y control de 
los bienes de origen nacional. PROMOCION Y ESTIMULO AL DESARROLLO DE LA INDUSTRIA 
NACIONAL ER. INTI Dirección de Energías Renovables. 

 
INTI b. (2017, January 27). Evaluación y control de componente nacional y régimen de exención de 

importaciones - Procedimiento 03 (123). Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved 
from http://reproer.inti.gob.ar/documentos/Procedimiento_3_v1.0.pdf 

INTI  (2018). INFORME DE AUDITORIA: LV-ENERGY. ReProEr-INTI, 04-07-2018. 
INVAP. (2014, December 5). INVAP Turbinas Eólicas. Retrieved August 23, 2018, from INVAP: 

http://www.invap.com.ar/es/2014-05-12-14-44-54/productos-y-servicios/energia-
eolica.html 

IRENA; IEA; REN21;. (2018). Renewable Energy Policies in aTiime of Transition. 
https://www.irena.org/publications/2018/Apr/Renewable-energy-policies-in-a-time-of-
transition. 

Jankowska, K. (2012). The forces of change. The Polish transition from coal-based manufacturing 
to renewable oriented society. Berlin: FU Berlin. 

Jimeno, M. (2014). Explaining divergent energy paths: electricity policy in Argentina and Uruguay, 
1–319. 



Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

59 
 

Kemp, R., & Pontoglio, S. (2011). The innovation effects of environmental policy instruments - A 
typical case of the blind men and the elephant? Ecological Economics. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2011.09.014 

Kern, F. (2011). Ideas, institutions, and interests: Explaining policy divergence in fostering “system 
innovations” towards sustainability. Environment and Planning C: Government and Policy, 
29(6), 1116–1134. https://doi.org/10.1068/c1142 

Kern, F., & Howlett, M. (2009). Implementing transition management as policy reforms: A case 
study of the Dutch energy sector. Policy Sciences, 42(4), 391–408. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11077-009-9099-x 

Kern, F., & Rogge, K. S. (2017). Harnessing theories of the policy process for analysing the politics 
of sustainability transitions : A critical survey. Environmenatl Innovation and Societal 
Transitions, (November), 1–16. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2017.11.001 

Kern, F., Rogge, K. S., & Howlett, M. (2019). Policy mixes for sustainability transitions: New 
approaches and insights through bridging innovation and policy studies. Research Policy, 48 
(10), 103832. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2019.103832 

Kern, F., & Smith, A. (2008). Restructuring energy systems for sustainability? Energy transition 
policy in the Netherlands. Energy Policy, 36(11), 4093–4103. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2008.06.018 

Kingdon, J. (1984). Agendas, Alternatives, and Public Policies. Boston: Little, Brown. 
KingdonAgendas. In Alternatives, and Public Policies1984. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691612447309 

Kingdon, J. (1995). The policy window, and joining the streams. Agendas, Alternatives and Public 
Policies. https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/583287 

Kivimaa, P., & Kern, F. (2015). Creative Destruction or Mere Niche Creation? Innovation Policy 
Mixes for Sustainability Transitions. Research Policy, 02(1), 29. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2015.09.008 

Law 15.336. (15 de November de 1960). 15.336 Regimen de Energía Eléctrica. Buenso Aires, 
Buenos Aires, Argentina. Obtenido de 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/25000-29999/28195/texact.htm 

Law 24.065. (1992, January 3). Regimen de la Energía Eléctrica. Buenos Aires, Buenos AIres, 
Argentina. Retrieved from http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/0-
4999/464/texact.htm 

Law 25.019. (1998, September 23). Energía Eólica y Solar. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. 
Retrieved from http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/verNorma.do?id=53790 



Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

60 
 

Law 26.190. (2006, December 6). Energía Eléctrica. Regimen de Fomento Nacional para el uso de 
fuentes renovables de energía destinada a la producción de energía eléctrica. Objeto. 
Alcance. Ambito de aplicación. Autoridad de aplicación. Políticas. Régimen de inversiones. 
Beneficiarios. B. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/120000-124999/123565/norma.htm 

Law 27.191. (2015). Régimen de Fomento Nacional para el uso de Fuentes Renovables de Energía 
destinada a la Producción de Energía Eléctrica. Argentina. Obtenido de 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/250000-254999/253626/texact.htm 

Law 27.270. (2016, September 19). Apruébese el Acuerdo de París. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, 
Argentina. Retrieved from http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/265000-
269999/265554/norma.htm 

Leiras, M. (2012). Las contradicciones aparentes del federalismo argentino y sus consecuencias 
políticas y sociales. Instituciones y Política En Argentina, 1–50. 

Lima, N. T. (December de 2016). DESENVOLVIMENTO DA POLÍTICA DE CONTEÚDO LOCAL NO 
BRASIL. Obtenido de Departamento de Economia da Pontifícia Universidade Católica do Rio 
de Janeiro: http://www.econ.puc-
rio.br/uploads/adm/trabalhos/files/Natalia_Teixeira_de_Hollanda_Lima.pdf 

Lindberg, M. B., Markard, J., & Andersen, A. D. (2018). Policies, actors and sustainability transition 
pathways: A study of the EU’s energy policy mix. Research Policy. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2018.09.003 

Lu, X., McElroy, M. B., & Kiviluoma, J. (2009). Global potential for wind-generated electricity. 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 106(27), 10933–10938. 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0904101106 

LV-Energy a (2016). Letter sent to Undersecretary of Renewable Energy and Ministry of Energy and 
Mininig. Subject: Aportes para la Reglamentación de la Ley N° 27.191, February 2016. 

 
LV-Energy b (2016). Letter sent to Undersecretary of Renewable Energy and Ministry of Energy 

and Mininig. Subject: Solicitud aclaraciones sobre interpretación del documento 
"PROCEDIMIENTO PARA LA OBTENCIÓN DEL CERTIFICADO DE INCLUSION EN EL RÉGIMEN 
DE FOMENTO DE LAS ENERGÍAS RENOVABLES - Res. 72/2016 Min.Energía y Minería, June 
2016. 

 
LV-Energy c (2016). Letter sent to Undersecretary of Renewable Energy and Ministry of Energy and 

Mininig. Subject: SOLICITUD EN LOS TERMINOS DEL ART 4 Y ART 5 de la RESOLUCION 
CONJUNTA 123/2016 313/2016, July 2016. 



Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

61 
 

Manzoni, C. (2018, June 22). De la mano del gigante Vestas, Grupo Newsan se mete de lleno en el 
negocio de la energía eólica. (L. Nación, Ed.) Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. 
Retrieved from https://www.lanacion.com.ar/2146094-de-la-mano-del-gigante-vestas-
grupo-newsan-se-mete-de-lleno-en-el-negocio-de-la-energia-eolica 

Markard, J., Raven, R., & Truffer, B. (2012). Sustainability transitions: An emerging field of research 
and its prospects. Research Policy, 41(6), 955–967. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2012.02.013 

Markard, J., Suter, M., & Ingold, K. (2016). Socio-technical transitions and policy change - Advocacy 
coalitions in Swiss energy policy. Environmental Innovation and Societal Transitions, 18, 
215–237. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2015.05.003 

Markard, J. (2018). The next phase of the energy transition and its implications for research and 
policy. Nature Energy. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-018-0171-7 

Massare, B. a (2018, March 26). Argentina | Entrevista a Rubén Fabrizio, director del Clúster de 
Industrias y Tecnologías de las Energías Renovables. Retrieved June 06, 2018, from Nodal: 
https://www.nodal.am/2018/03/argentina-entrevista-a-ruben-fabrizio-director-del-cluster-
de-industrias-y-tecnologias-de-las-energias-renovables/ 

Massare, B. b (2018, March 22). Fabrizio: “Hay un camino clausurado para los fabricantes locales 
de aerogeneradores”. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina: Universidad de San Martín. 
Retrieved from http://www.unsam.edu.ar/tss/fabrizio-hay-un-camino-clausurado-para-los-
fabricantes-locales-de-aerogeneradores/ 

Meadowcroft, J. (2009). What about the politics? Sustainable development, transition 
management, and long term energy transitions. Policy Sciences, 42(4), 323–340. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11077-009-9097-z 

Meadowcroft, J. (2011). Engaging with the politics of sustainability transitions. Environmental 
Innovation and Societal Transitions, 1(1), 70–75. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2011.02.003 

Medeiros, C. A. (2008). Financial dependency and growth cycles in Latin American countries. 
Journal of Post Keynesian Economics. https://doi.org/10.2753/PKE0160-3477310104 

Medeiros, C. A. (2011). Dependencia financiera y ciclos de crecimiento en países latinoamericanos. 
Ciclos en la historia, la economía y la sociedad. 

MHyFP. (2016). Informes de Cadenas de Valor. Energías Alternativas. Buenos Aires: Ministerio de 
Hacienda y Finanzas Públicas. Retrived from 
https://www.economia.gob.ar/peconomica/docs/2017/SSPE_Cadena_de_Valor_Renovable
s.pdf 



Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

62 
 

MinEM a. (2016, December 5). Energy Scenarios 2025. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. 
Retrieved from http://datos.minem.gob.ar/dataset/9e2a8087-1b49-446a-8e86-
712b476122fb/resource/9421c390-982b-4741-ae0c-
d6dbfb9fbc22/download/as15024494051.pdf 

MinEM b. (2016). Informe Estadístico del Sector Eléctrico. Buenos AIRE: Ministerio de Energía y 
Minería Presidencia de la Nación. Obtenido de 
http://www.energia.gob.ar/contenidos/archivos/Reorganizacion/informacion_del_mercado
/publicaciones/mercado_electrico/estadisticosectorelectrico/2016/informe_estadistico_sec
tor_electrico_2016.pdf 

MinEM a. (2018). Ministerio de Energía y Minería Presidencia de la Nación, de Proyectos 
adjudicados del Programa RenovAr. Rondas 1, 1.5 y 2: 
https://www.minem.gob.ar/www/833/25897/proyectos-adjudicados 

MinEM b. (2018, March 13). Vestas instalará fábrica de aerogeneradores en Argentina. Buenos 
Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from https://www.minem.gob.ar/energia-
electrica/energias-renovables/prensa/26876/vestas-instalara-fabrica-de-aerogeneradores-
en-argentina 

Moyson, S. (2017). Cognition and policy change: The consistency of policy learning in the advocacy 
coalition framework. Policy and Society. https://doi.org/10.1080/14494035.2017.1322259 

Moyson, S., Scholten, P., & Weible, C. M. (2017). Policy learning and policy change: Theorizing 
their relations from different perspectives. Policy and Society. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/14494035.2017.1331879 

Normann, H. E. (2015). The role of politics in sustainable transitions: The rise and decline of 
offshore wind in Norway. Environmental Innovation and Societal Transitions, 15, 180–193. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2014.11.002 

Normann, H. E. (2017). Policy networks in energy transitions: The cases of carbon capture and 
storage and offshore wind in Norway. Technological Forecasting and Social Change, 118, 80–
93. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2017.02.004 

Ossenbrink, J., Finnsson, S., Bening, C. R., & Hoffmann, V. H. (2017). Delineating policy mixes – 
contrasting the top down and bottom up approach along the case of energy storage in 
California, First Draf(April 2017), 1–46. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2018.04.014 

Parlamentario. (2014, December 3). La Ley de Energías Renovables tiene media sanción. Buenos 
Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from http://www.parlamentario.com/noticia-
78377.html 



Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

63 
 

Perez, C. (1985). Microelectronics, long waves and world structural change: New perspectives for 
developing countries. World Development, 13(3), 441–463. https://doi.org/10.1016/0305-
750X(85)90140-8 

Perez, C. (2010). A Vision for Latin America : A resource-based strategy for technological dynamism 
and social inclusion. In Globelics. The Global Network for Economics of Learning, Innovation, 
and Competence Building System. 

Perez, C. (2008). A Vision for Latin America : A resource-based strategy for technological dynamism 
and social inclusion. Working Paper Series. 

Perez, C. (2013). Unleashing a golden age after the financial collapse: Drawing lessons from 
history. In Environmental Innovation and Societal Transitions (Vol. 6, pp. 9–23). 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2012.12.004 

Pierce, J. J., Peterson, H. L., Jones, M. D., Garrard, S. P., & Vu, T. (2017). There and Back Again: A 
Tale of the Advocacy Coalition Framework. Policy Studies Journal. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/psj.12197 

Pierson, P. (1993). When Effect Becomes Cause: Policy Feedback and Political Change. World 
Politics, 45(04), 595–628. https://doi.org/10.2307/2950710 

Pierson, P. (2000). Increasing Returns, Path Dependence, and the Study of Politics. The American 
Political Science Review, 94(2), 251–267. https://doi.org/10.2307/2586011 

Pierson, P. (2004). Politics in Time: History, Institutions, and Social Analysis. History, Institutions, 
and Social Analysis. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1537592705520255 

Poljak, Ž. (2018). Advocacy coalitions in transport policy: A case of rail sector in Croatia. Central 
European Journal of Public Policy. https://doi.org/10.2478/CEJPP-2018-0002 

Pueyo, A., García, R., Mendiluce, M., & Morales, D. (2011). The role of technology transfer for the 
development of a local wind component industry in Chile. Energy Policy, 39(7), 4274–4283. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2011.04.045 

Quitzow, R. (2015). Assessing policy strategies for the promotion of environmental technologies: A 
review of India’s National Solar Mission. Research Policy. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2014.09.003 

Recalde, M. (2011). Energy policy and energy market performance: The Argentinean case. Energy 
Policy, 39(6), 3860–3868. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2011.04.022 

Recalde, M. Y., Bouille, D. H., & Girardin, L. O. (2015). Limitaciones Para El Desarrollo De Energías 
Renovables En Argentina. Limitations for Renewable Energy Development in Argentina., 
46(183), 80–115. Retrieved from 



Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

64 
 

http://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&db=a9h&AN=110129537&lang=es&sit
e=ehost-live 

Reichardt, K., & Rogge, K. S. (2014). How the policy mix and its consistency impact innovation: 
findings from company case studies on offshore wind in Germany. Working Paper 
Sustainability and Innovation, 18, 62–81. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10273-011-1262-2 

Reynoso, D. (2004). Bicameralismo y sobre-representación en Argentina en perspectiva 
comparada. FLACSO . 

Resolution 1-E/2016. (2016, September 1). Resolución Conjunta 1 - E/2016. Buenos Aires, Buenos 
Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/265000-269999/265044/norma.htm 

Resolution 71/16. (2016, May 17). Energía Eléctrica de Fuentes Renovables. Convocatoria Abierta. 
Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/260000-264999/261480/norma.htm 

Resolution 72/16. (n.d.). “Procedimiento para la Obtención del Certificado de Inclusión en el 
Régimen de Fomento de las Energías Renovables”. Aprobación. Bueno Aires, Buenos Aires, 
Argentina. Retrieved from http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/260000-
264999/261481/norma.htm 

Resolution 123-313/2016. (2016, July 05). Resolución Conjunta 123/2016 y 313/2016. Buenos 
Aires, Buenos AIres, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/260000-264999/263282/norma.htm 

Resolution 136/16. (25 de July de 2016). Energía Eléctrica de Fuentes Renovables. Convocatoria 
Abierta Nacional e Internacional. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/260000-264999/263786/norma.htm 

Resolution 205/16. (2016, September 29). PRECALIFICACION OFERTAS ENERGIAS RENOVABLES. 
Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/265000-269999/266051/norma.htm 

Resolution 252-E/2016. (28 de October de 2016). Resolución 252 - E/2016. Buenos Aires, Buenos 
Aires, Argentina. Obtenido de 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/265000-269999/266994/norma.htm 

Resolution 339-E/2016. (2016, July 22). for a maximum of ARS$3,000 millions per manufacturer. 
Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/260000-264999/263853/norma.htm 



Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

65 
 

Resolution 67/2017. (2017, January 31). ENTE NACIONAL REGULADOR DE LA ELECTRICIDAD. 
Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
https://www.boletinoficial.gob.ar/#!DetalleNorma/158461/20170201 

Resolution 281/2016. (2017, August 18). Régimen del Mercado a Término de Energía Eléctrica de 
Fuente Renovable. Aprobación. Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/275000-279999/278429/norma.htm 

Resolution 1-E/2017. (2017, September 28). Resolución Conjunta 1-E/2017. Buenos Aires, Buenos 
Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/280000-284999/280171/texact.htm 

Resolution 4-E/2017. (2017, December 29). Resolución Conjunta 4-E/2017. Buenos Aires, Buenos 
Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/305000-309999/305421/norma.htm 

Resolution 275-E/2017. (17 de August de 2017). Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Obtenido 
de http://servicios.infoleg.gob.ar/infolegInternet/anexos/275000-
279999/278350/norma.htm 

Roberts, C., Geels, F. W., Lockwood, M., Newell, P., Schmitz, H., Turnheim, B., & Jordan, A. (2018). 
The politics of accelerating low-carbon transitions: Towards a new research agenda. Energy 
Research and Social Science. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.06.001 

Rogge, K., & Reichardt, K. (2016). Policy mixes for sustainability transitions: An extended concept 
and framework for analysis. Research Policy, 45(8), 1620–1635. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2016.04.004 

Rogge, K. S., & Schleich, J. (2018). Do policy mix characteristics matter for low-carbon innovation? 
A survey-based exploration of renewable power generation technologies in Germany. 
Research Policy. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2018.05.011 

Rogge, K. S., Kern, F., & Howlett, M. (2017). Conceptual and empirical advances in analysing policy 
mixes for energy transitions. Energy Research and Social Science, 33(October), 1–10. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.09.025 

Rogge, K. S., & Reichardt, K. (2016). Policy mixes for sustainability transitions: An extended 
concept and framework for analysis. Research Policy, 45(8), 1620–1635. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2016.04.004  

Rosenbloom, D., Berton, H., & Meadowcroft, J. (2016). Framing the sun: A discursive approach to 
understanding multi-dimensional interactions within socio-technical transitions through the 
case of solar electricity in Ontario, Canada. Research Policy. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2016.03.012 



Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

66 
 

Sabatier, P. A. (1988). An Advocacy Coalition Framework of Policy Change and the Role of Policy-
Oriented An advocacy coalition framework of policy change and the role of policy-oriented 
learning therein. Policy Sciences, 21. https://doi.org/154.59.124.74 

Sabatier, P. A., & Weible, C. (1991). Theories of the policy process. PS Polit. Sci. Polit. 
https://doi.org/10.1081/E-EPAP2-120041405 

 Sabatier, P. A. (1998). The advocacy coalition framework: Revisions and relevance for europe. 
Journal of European Public Policy. https://doi.org/10.1080/13501768880000051 

Sabatier, P., & Jenkins-Smith, H. (1999). Theories of the Policy Process. Westview Press. 

 Sabatier, P. a., & Weible, C. (2007). Theories of the Policy Process. Theories of the Policy Process. 
https://doi.org/10.1081/E-EPAP2-120041405 

Sabatier, P., & Weible, C. H. (2014). Theories of the Policy Process. Westview Press. 

Sarthou, N. (2014). Entendiendo La Política Pública a Través De Sus Instrumentos: El Programa De 
Incentivos a Docentes Investigadores De Universidades Nacionales. Documentos y Aportes 
En Administración Pública y Gestión Estatal, 14(22), 71–102. Retrieved from 
http://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&db=fua&AN=97566911&lang=es&site
=ehost-live 

Schmidt, T. S., & Huenteler, J. (2016). Anticipating industry localization effects of clean technology 
deployment policies in developing countries. Global Environmental Change, 38, 8–20. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2016.02.005 

Schmidt, T. S., & Sewerin, S. (2017). Technology as a driver of climate and energy politics. Nature 
Energy. https://doi.org/10.1038/nenergy.2017.84 

Sewell, G. (2005). Actors, coalitions and the framework convention on climate change. 
(https://dspace.mit.edu/handle/1721.1/33743, Ed.) Unpublsihed. PhD Thesis. 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Dept. of Urban Studies and Planning. 

Smink, V. (2016, January 27). El “tarifazo” eléctrico que causa polémica en Argentina. (BBC, Ed.) 
Retrieved from 
https://www.bbc.com/mundo/noticias/2016/01/160127_argentina_tarifazo_electrico_vs 

Smith, A., & Raven, R. (2012). What is protective space? Reconsidering niches in transitions to 
sustainability. Research Policy. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2011.12.012 

Solartec. (2018, August 24). Quiénes somos. Retrieved 2018, from Solartec: 
http://www.solartec.com.ar/nosotros.html 



Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

67 
 

Sotirov, M., & Memmler, M. (2012). The advocacy coalition framework in natural resource policy 
studies - recent experiences and further prospects. Forest Policy and Economics, 16, 51–64. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2011.06.007 

SSER-INTI a (2017). CONVENIO MARCO DE ASISTENCIA TPECNICA ENTRE EL INSTITUTO NACIONAL 
DE TECNOLOGÍA INDUSTRIAL Y LA SUBSECRETARÍA DE ENERGÍAS RENOVABLES DEL 
MINISTERIO DE ENERGÍA Y MINERÍA. 27-01-2017, Ciudad Autónoma de Buenos Aires, 
Argentina. 

 
SSER-INTI b (2017). CONVENIO MARCO N°1 ENTRE EL INSTITUTO NACIONAL DE TECNOLOGÍA 

INDUSTRIAL Y LA SUBSECRETARÍA DE ENERGÍAS RENOVABLES DEL MINISTERIO DE ENERGÍA 
Y MIN9ERÍA. 27-01-2017, Ciudad Autónoma de Buenos Aires, Argentina. 

 

Stritch, A. (2015). The Advocacy Coalition Framework and Nascent Subsystems: Trade Union 
Disclosure Policy in Canada. Policy Studies Journal, 43(4), 437–455. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/psj.12112 

Teece, D. J., Pisano, G., & Shuen, A. (1997). Dynamic capabilities and strategic management. 
Strategic Management Journalmanagement Journal, 18(7), 509–533. 

UIA. (2016, April 27). Algunas reflexiones sobre la ley de energías renovables. Buenos Aires, 
Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from http://www.uia.org.ar/noticia/2700 

UN, United Nations (2015), Paris Agreement Agreement, United Nations. 

UNFCCC. (2016). Republic of Argentina. First Revision of its Nationally Determined Contributions. 
Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from 
http://www4.unfccc.int/ndcregistry/PublishedDocuments/Argentina%20First/Traducci%C3
%B3n%20NDC_Argentina.pdf 

UNFCCC. (2015). República Argentina. Contribución Prevista y Determinada a Nivel Nacional. 
Retrieved from 
http://www4.unfccc.int/Submissions/INDC/Published%20Documents/Argentina/1/INDC%20
Argentina.pdf 

Villalonga, J. C., AVINA, INTI, CADER, Legislativo, F. D., Democrático, F. C., et al. (2013, February). 
¿Por qué debería ser prioritario cumplir el objetivo del 8% al 2016? Buenos Aires, Buenos 
Aires, Argentina. Retrieved from http://directoriolegislativo.org/dl-
content/uploads/new/2014/03/Informe-Energias-renovables.pdf 

Weber, K. M., & Rohracher, H. (2012). Legitimizing research, technology and innovation policies 
for transformative change: Combining insights from innovation systems and multi-level 



Author's accepted manuscript (‘postprint’): Gomel, D. and Rogge, K.S. (2020): Mere deployment of renewables or industry formation, 
too? Exploring the role of advocacy communities for the Argentinean energy policy mix. Environmental Innovation and Societal 

Transitions, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2020.02.003. Accepted 22 February 2020, available online June 2, 2020. 

68 
 

perspective in a comprehensive “failures” framework. Research Policy, 41(6), 1037–1047. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2011.10.015 

Weible, C., Sabatier, P., & McQueen, K. (2009). Themes and variations: taking stock of the 
Advocacy Coalition Framework. The Policy Studies Journal, 121-140. 

Weible, C. M., Sabatier, P. A., Jenkins-Smith, H. C., Nohrstedt, D., Henry, A. D., & deLeon, P. (2011). 
A quarter century of the advocacy coalition framework: An introduction to the special issue. 
Policy Studies Journal. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1541-0072.2011.00412.x 

 Welp, Y. (2010). El referendo en América Latina. Diseños institucionales y equilibrios de poder. 
Nueva Sociedad. N° 228. 

Wieczorek, A. J., & Hekkert, M. P. (2012). Systemic instruments for systemic innovation problems: 
A framework for policy makers and innovation scholars. Science and Public Policy, 39(1), 74–
87. https://doi.org/10.1093/scipol/scr008 

Wieczorek, A. J. (2018). Sustainability transitions in developing countries: Major insights and their 
implications for research and policy. Environmental Science and Policy. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2017.08.008 

 Zelaznik, J. (2013). Unión Cívica Radical: entre el Tercer Movimiento Histórico y la lucha por la 
subsistencia. Revista SAAP . 

	

 


