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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this paper was to understand, based on a theoretical discussion, why Argentina used
STI policy instruments to strengthen the strategic health sector, especially that of Public Production
of Medicines (PPM). To this end, first, a brief introduction to the problem was made and the research
question that guided the analysis was presented. Next, the political motives for innovation intervention
were explored, with special emphasis on the relevance of the policy of non-neutral intervention.
Thirdly, the notion of policy instrument applied to the fields of science, technology and innovation
(STI) was defined, introducing its typology, to finally identify its impact on PPM in order to obtain
indications of the motives that would justify the definition of STI policy instruments aimed at
strengthening an area considered strategic at the national level.
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RESUMEN

El presente trabajo se propuso, a partir de una discusion tedrica, comprender por qué Argentina se
valio de instrumentos de politica CTI para fortalecer el sector estratégico de la salud, especialmente
el de la Produccion Publica de Medicamentos (PPM). Para ello, en primer lugar se realizo una breve
introduccion al problema y se presentd la pregunta de investigacion que guio el analisis. Seguidamente,
se indago en los motivos politicos que justifican la intervencion estatal en materia de innovacion,
haciendo especial énfasis en la relevancia de la politica de intervencion no neutral. En tercer lugar, se
definié la nocién de instrumento de politica en ciencia, tecnologia e innovacion (CTIl), presentando su
tipologia, para -finalmente- identificar su impacto en materia de PPM en vistas de obtener asi ciertos
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indicios sobre los motivos que justificarian la definicion de instrumentos de politica CTI orientados a
fortalecer un area considerada estratégica a nivel nacional.
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