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Abstract: The power allocation architecture of IMF makes it easy for the superpower to intervene in the loan negotia-
tions and influence the outcomes. During Menem’ s administration, Argentina adopted a series of Neo- liberalism structural
adjustment programs that embodied Washington consensus in order to use IMF’s resources. As an elaborate- designed ma-
chine to promote the game rules in the interest of developed countries, United States has obtained a unique financial soft

power, which can help it pursue the hegemony interest and control debtor country’ s economic sovereignty.
Keywords: IMF; Loan Conditionality; Washington Consensus; Neo- liberalism ; Argentina.
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