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Sebastidn Edwards The Chile Project offers a comprehensive and
meticulously researched account of neoliberalism in Chile,
tracing its ideological roots and policy applications from the
influence of the Chicago School to the social upheaval of
October 2019. Through a detailed examination of the Chicago
Boys and their market-driven economic reforms, Edwards sit-
uates neoliberalism within Chile's broader political and eco-
nomic trajectory, highlighting its resilience despite numerous
challenges to its dominance. While the book provides valuable
insights into the endurance of neoliberalism, its analysis also
raises critical questions about the limitations of economic
transformations within democratic governance structures.

A key strength of the book is its ability to frame neoliberalism as
a socio-political as well as an economic project. Edwards
convincingly argues that rather than being dismantled after the
democratic transition, neoliberalism was not only maintained
but further institutionalised by successive centre-left and right-
wing administrations. This persistence underscores the adapt-
ability of neoliberalism, which has survived through different
political landscapes by embedding itself within Chile's gover-
nance structures. Even the social protests of 2019, which led to
the election of Gabriel Boric and a push for constitutional
change, have yet to result in a definitive break from neoliberal
policies. The book compellingly illustrates how neoliberal
principles have shaped Chile's institutions and policy frame-
works in ways that transcend political cycles.

Another crucial contribution of the book is its examination of
the interplay between democracy and neoliberalism. Edwards
argues that the Chilean case demonstrates the capacity of
neoliberalism to function not only under authoritarianism, as
imposed during Pinochet's regime, but also under democratic

governance, where it has been reinforced rather than disman-
tled. This raises significant concerns about the extent to which
economic structures remain impervious to political change and
the limits of electoral democracy in challenging entrenched
economic models. By linking this discussion to Chile's broader
role as a neoliberal pioneer in Latin America, Edwards con-
tributes to a deeper understanding of how economic ideologies
gain international traction.

However, while the book's theoretical framing of inequality is
ambitious—extending beyond income disparities to include
segregation, racism, and unequal access to goods and services—
its treatment of these issues remains somewhat superficial.
Although Edwards acknowledges the importance of structural
inequalities, his analysis does not fully interrogate the mecha-
nisms through which neoliberalism entrenches them. In partic-
ular, his engagement with horizontal or relational inequality is
lacking. While the book extensively explores economic and
structural disparities, it does not sufficiently address the ways
neoliberalism has reconfigured social cohesion, cultural identity,
and trust within communities. This omission is particularly
striking given the centrality of these relational dynamics in the
2019 protests. A deeper engagement with these aspects would
not only have strengthened the book's analytical depth but also
broadened its appeal to a wider readership, including sociologists
and scholars examining the social dimensions of inequality.

Edwards is particularly adept at contextualising Chile's neolib-
eral trajectory within broader international developments. The
book acknowledges the influence of external forces, particularly
the United States' Cold War-era opposition to communism in
Latin America, in shaping Chile's economic policies. However,
the role of the US in undermining Salvador Allende's
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government and subsequently supporting Pinochet's regime is
underexplored. Given the significance of these geopolitical fac-
tors in facilitating Chile's neoliberal transformation, a more
thorough engagement with this dimension would have provided
a richer historical perspective.

The book also offers a detailed account of key economic policies
that solidified neoliberalism's dominance in Chile, such as pri-
vatisation under Pinochet, the implementation of free trade
agreements during Ricardo Lagos' presidency, and the deep-
ening of the Chicago Boys' economic agenda across various
administrations. It critically examines the so-called ‘Chilean
Miracle’, which positioned the country as a regional leader in
development indices while masking persistent inequalities.
Edwards rightly highlights that the primary focus of the Chicago
Boys was poverty reduction rather than addressing income
inequality—a distinction that became increasingly significant in
fuelling public discontent.

Particularly compelling is the book's discussion of Chile's
pension system (AFP) and its role in exacerbating inequalities,
ultimately contributing to the 2019 social revolt. Edwards also
considers the failed attempt to introduce a new constitution
aimed at dismantling neoliberal structures and replacing them
with a model based on social rights and solidarity. His analysis
of why this attempt failed provides crucial insights into the
tensions between public dissatisfaction and political feasibility.

A key takeaway from the book is its argument that income
distribution matters politically, socially, and economically—
especially in societies where poverty levels are relatively low,
but inequality remains stark. The resentment towards persistent
disparities, particularly in access to quality public services such
as healthcare and education, has fuelled ongoing social ten-
sions. While Chile has demonstrated an ability to provide broad
access to essential services, as evidenced by the efficiency of its
COVID-19 vaccination campaign, disparities in quality remain a
major source of discontent, reinforcing divisions between the
public and private sectors.

Despite these challenges, Chilean voters have consistently
demonstrated a preference for centrist, anti-extremist positions,
as seen in their rejection of the proposed constitutional over-
haul. This does not necessarily imply an endorsement of the
status quo but rather highlights the complexity of forging a new
social pact in a deeply divided society. Moving forward, one of
the most pressing questions is how this new pact will be shaped,
particularly in the context of emerging cleavages such as South-
South migration and its politicisation by economic and political
elites. A nationalist discourse, shaped domestically while
aligning with international trends, may yet redefine the con-
tours of Chilean neoliberalism. The upcoming 2025 presidential
election will likely provide further insights into these evolving
dynamics, as Chileans once again decide on their political and
economic future.

As a sociologist, my own predictions diverge somewhat from
Edwards’ conclusions. While The Chile Project suggests that
Chile's neoliberal foundations will erode, I anticipate a steady
transformation towards a more socially oriented, yet still
market-driven, model. The extent to which this shift

materialises will depend on the ability of political actors to
navigate the tensions between economic continuity and social
demands for greater equality. In this regard, Edwards’ work
offers a crucial foundation for understanding the past and pre-
sent of Chile's neoliberal experiment, but the ultimate trajectory
remains an open question.
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As there is no original data involved.
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