FrRERFFELR EF2 LT+ % F2
%%%%%%%%%%%XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

X

Z\

[0 RFE T rramemnitpinz 7 ()]
The I nteractive Relationship between the President and

S RS
P P
S S
$¢ and the Congress after the First Political Power Shift in Mexico 3
RS P
P P

SOOI IGIORIGIORIGIORIGIOIGIORIGIOR

PFilsper M OB e At (15 & 34
4 %8 NSC 90—2414—H—034—003
HEHPF: V&E8Y 1ps 91z 70 31p

. oA & | =z
FRiFAT B
P FE AR Busde s R

A RAEL E T B Hfii:
IENNC R S SN -
[(JA A s R LY Héﬂ?» BN
B BRE I F AL
N2 TRy RGP REST -

[]
&
N

HFHEH PR LA H



FREATAELR ¢ WA P4l 22

3 %% NSC 90—2414—H—034—003
*imﬁ}m- 90#87" 1p3191&7" 31p

A A A PR AFEREEY
EA SR = R &

SHICRY

- P HE

~ - O00F & & B F xR g

B arch —TF HE TR
(The National Action Party i§ # PAN) %, 5t
i iE A AR w ¥ (Vicente Fox Quesada) 2%
EoaRER D R T Ficd &
jé  (The Institutional Revolutionary Party

A PRI 2 F k> 50 TR

SR 9 ol (lelded government);[;L
FZGEINP o A R RN E 0 W
pﬁfﬁﬁﬁié“’if ER S A
B I (T

3\.%
'

A TR RSN o
l,——A«
M
S
H
S
N
-=.!-\1‘-

2o Tgglecd 344
ﬁt o 'liﬁu«u}%"y:RJ ELHIEY
%J P IFiE o0 M AL A ﬂ'[‘]g@
R T I E
1923 & X B WA sng 7 T34
(veto power) > *F F RFEETEG T 5 -
E%ﬁﬁ@gmﬁﬁﬁ“ﬁifﬁﬁﬁ
? o gﬂ:;}ﬁ%‘r}ﬁim’éé& » TP A

5w e T e
S W

\.

R0 IR ECSR RS S
g R
e - Kbt gl A Ra 8

A

DI PRk R - Rl
G SR o

Abstract:

In the year of 2000, Mexico evidenced
its first politica power shift. Vicente Fox
Quesada, candidate of the opposition Na-
tional Action Party (PAN), won the presi-
dency, while the Institutional Revolutionary
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Party (PRI) still remained the mgority in the
Congress, which formed a “divided
government” under the existing presidential
system in Mexico. Given the growing
avareness of legidative independence,
Mexico's Congress actively wielded its
legislative power and unprecedentedly
confronted with antagonism and conflict
while monitoring the executive branch and
its policy making. These included querying
of critical presidential appointment of top
executives to PEMEX and freezing on the
President’s “Tax Reform Bill,” as well as
condemning as unconstitutional the Presi-
dent’s plan to privatize state energy industry.
In a counterbalance, however, the President
Fox also vetoed the congressiona “Bill of
Rural Development,” which for the first time
since 1923 Mexico's president has exercised
the presidential “veto power.” The present
study tries to sort out some normative
political significance by examining the
interactive relationship between the president
and the congress in regard to crucia national
policies, and thus to analyze potential impact
of the “divided government” on the political
system in Mexico.

Keywords. one-party dominance, presidential-
ism, politica party system, divided govern-
ment, political power shift, the Institutional
Revolutionary Party, the National Action Party
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