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to benefit their imperial agenda. Recognizing

Gustafson challenges interpretations that the
U.S. government played a key role in the over‐
throw of Allende's leftist government. This is not

these class conflicts in Chile leads to a more nu‐
anced interpretation of the coup than simply
blaming U.S. imperialism.
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But Gustafson is not interested in this line of

appear to some on the surface. In what I call an
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way, Gustafson seems to argue that the U.S. gov‐

neutral position, especially since his conservative
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throughout the book.
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And this leads me to my original question

little understanding the Nixon administration had

concerning the purpose and audience of this

of events in Chile. Gustafson includes Kissinger's
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vinced by Gustafson's argument that the Nixon
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Nixon administration's ideology.
This leads me to a second and more funda‐
mental problem with this book. Gustafson com‐
plains that debates regarding U.S. government in‐
volvement in the coup split into a Left/Right di‐
vide over whether to place criminal blame on
Nixon and Kissinger. "Like so much else in this
world," Gustafson writes, "the truth is somewhere
in the middle of these perspectives" (p. 2). He then
proceeds to present his study as an objective cen‐
trist perspective. In reality, nothing could be fur‐
ther from the truth. In his mind, Allende was a
dangerous communist who needed to be removed
and he never considers the advances his govern‐
ment made in social policy. Even as the vicious
and repressive nature of the Pinochet govern‐
ment became apparent, the Nixon administration
continued to favor a fascist military dictatorship
rather than an elected, democratic, leftist govern‐
ment. Gustafson dismisses opponents of this poli‐
cy (including Noam Chomsky) as conspiracy theo‐
rists (pp. 91, 203). Even though his focus is on U.S.
policy, he fails to consider what it does to the
moral authority of a government to employ the
rhetoric of democracy but embrace dictatorial
policies. Gustafson does his readers a disservice
by presenting his argument as growing out of a
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