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1. OBSAH A CÍL PRÁCE (stručná informace o práci, formulace cíle): 
The purpose of this B.A. dissertation is to analyze the causes that led to the usurpation of power 
by Augusto Pinochet Ugarte in the coup that overthrew President Salvador Allende Gossens and 
the main factors that led to the successful realization of the operation. 

 
 

2. VĚCNÉ ZPRACOVÁNÍ (náročnost, tvůrčí přístup, argumentace, logická struktura, teoretické a 
metodologické ukotvení, práce s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost příloh apod.): 
Though covered quite extensively in foreign literature, this topic has been touched upon only by a 
few scholars in the Czech Republic. I have no problem with the structure, content, or any other 
aspect of the work. 

 
 

3. FORMÁLNÍ A JAZYKOVÉ ZPRACOVÁNÍ (jazykový projev, správnost citace a odkazů na literaturu, 
grafická úprava, formální náležitosti práce apod.): 
The dissertation meets all the formal requirements insofar as language, referencing, and other 
criteria are concerned. 

  
 
4. STRUČNÝ KOMENTÁŘ HODNOTITELE (celkový dojem z bakalářské práce, silné a slabé stránky, 

originalita myšlenek, naplnění cíle apod.): 
 Tereza Kunická has selected the causes of the Chilean coup of 1973 as the topic of her B.A. dissertation. 

Indeed, it was a pleasure to supervise this work, which contains an Introduction, four main chapters, 
and a Conclusion. In the paragraphs that follow, I shall comment on each individual part of the 
treatise. 

 In the Introduction, Tereza clearly spells out what she wishes to accomplish in her dissertation. The 
work represents an analysis of the overthrow by the Chilean military of the regime of President 
Salvador Allende Gossens, particularly the factors that ensured the success of the coup. Her main 
hypothesis is that United States influence played a decisive role. There is a brief overview of the 
literature, which could be somewhat longer and I do not understand why the line spacing on page 4 
changes. That being said, I think that the Introduction is sufficient. 

 Chapter 1 provides some historical background of the political situation in Chile prior to the coup of 
1973. The struggle between Eduardo Frei Montalva’s Christian Democrats and the Chilean Communist 
Party that escalated from the mid-1960s onwards is elucidated, as is the election of Salvador Allende 
Gossens as president in 1970. Tereza does a decent job explaining the difficulties facing Allende’s 
presidency, relations with the United States, and social unrest brought about by economic 
dissatisfaction and political unease at the tightening grip Allende’s leftist colleagues. One should never 
overlook the fact that Allende himself was a Marxist with a number of more extreme Communists 
pulling the strings in the background.  

 Chapter 2 is cleverly entitled “War for the Copper Kingdom.” This title is appropriate because Chile’s 
economy was based mainly on the copper industry. The situation at the end of 1972 was obviously 
radicalizing. Mismanagement of the economy and growing political polarization meant that some form 
of change was inevitable. Either the Allende crowd could clamp down or concessions to the opposition 
would have to be made. An interesting description of General Pinochet is provided. Pinochet was 
paradoxically appointed army general already during Allende’s presidency. The March 1973 
parliamentary elections resulted in Allende’s supporters losing both houses of the national legislature. 
Civil unrest and strikes continued and the coup of 11 September 1973 resulted in the ouster and death 



pf President Salvador Allende Gossens. But, as we know, the coup against Allende by Chile’s military 
had been meticulously prepared. 

 Chapter 3 analyzes those influences, which were most decisive in the coup’s success. The first factor is 
the personality of General Pinochet. Pinochet was a disciplined, hard man who knew how to gain 
loyalty and respect. The dissatisfaction of the population played another role in the coup’s success. 
Inflation and economic mismanagement had resulted in a steady erosion of support for Allende. Despite 
fighting on the part of some Allende loyalists, there was also little domestic resistance to the coup. 
However, the most decisive role was played by the United States and Cold War considerations. Initially, 
Track One was attempted, which involved U.S. diplomats negotiating with the opposition to prevent 
Allende’s election by the Chilean parliament. This failed. Track Two involved CIA collaboration with 
the U.S. Military Mission in Santiago to bring about the prevention of Allende’s election already in 
1970. Though the Americans pulled out of this plan to kidnap the Chilean military leadership (because 
Henry Kissinger saw the plan as unworkable). Declassified documents of the CIA demonstate that the 
United States did not play a direct role in the Chilean military coup of 1973. However, the CIA 
activities had created an atmosphere that indirectly contributed to the events of September 1973.  

 In Chapter 4, a discussion ensues concerning what transpired after the coup. Indeed, the CIA assisted 
the consolidation of military rule in Chile. The economic reforms embarked on by the Pinochet junta 
are also analyzed and it is rightly stated that, whatever one might think of Pinochet’s regime and the 
human rights abuses, Chile’s economy recovered and the country became among the most prosperous 
in Latin America.  

 In the Conclusion, Tereza recapitulates her main points and restates that the American involvement in 
the events of September 1973 was indirect.  

 This dissertation is acceptable, but somewhat descriptive. I recommend a VERY GOOD MARK. 
 
5. OTÁZKY A PŘIPOMÍNKY DOPORUČENÉ K BLIŽŠÍMU VYSVĚTLENÍ PŘI OBHAJOBĚ (jedna až tři): 
1. When discussing Cold War issues, it is worth keeping in mind the Soviet/Cuban involvement in 
Allende’s Chile. Could you please say something about this? 
 
6. DOPORUČENÍ / NEDOPORUČENÍ K OBHAJOBĚ A NAVRHOVANÁ ZNÁMKA 
 (výborně, velmi dobře, dobře, nevyhověl):  VELMI DOBŘE 
 
 
Datum: Praha, 3.6.2016        Podpis: 
 
 
 
Pozn.: Hodnocení pište k jednotlivým bodům, pokud nepíšete v textovém editoru, použijte při nedostatku místa zadní stranu 
nebo přiložený list. V hodnocení práce se pokuste oddělit ty její nedostatky, které jsou, podle vašeho mínění, obhajobou 
neodstranitelné (např. chybí kritické zhodnocení pramenů a literatury), od těch věcí, které student může dobrou obhajobou 
napravit; poměr těchto dvou položek berte prosím v úvahu při stanovení konečné známky. 


