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legitimate security threats to include
radical and left-liberal activists and
organizations. This was possible, Theo-
haris argues, because of the political
crisis triggered by the Cold War. Also
important was the fact that the FBI
shrouded its operations from outside
scrutiny. To cover up its action, the
FBI used record destruction procedures
and, most significantly, Hoover’s own
secret office file, which allowed the
director to truthfully deny “that the
FBI’s central record system contained
any records documenting that promi-
nent Americans were investigated or
illegal investigative techniques autho-
rized” (70).

The book goes into great detail about
many of the specific operations carried
out by the FBI, but the author makes
a point related to the failure of intel-
ligence services preceding the 9/11 at-
tack. Whereas the FBI claimed that it
was denied the authority essential to un-
covering potential terrorist operations,
Theoharis demonstrates that the FBI
had gained that authority in laws passed
in 1968 and 1978, as well as in guide-
lines issued in the 1980s and 1990s.
The author’s point centers on the limits
of counterintelligence, which he traces
back to World War II and the Cold War,
including the Rosenberg and Hiss cases.
The problem was not legal restrictions
on the FBI but the political assumptions
of FBI officials. The FBI focused on
identifying prominent Communist ac-
tivists but missed the actual spies, who
distanced themselves from the Commu-
nist Party. This mistake continued into
the 1950s, with support for the House
Committee on Un-American Activities
and its investigation of Hollywood, as
well as efforts to remove homosexual
subversives from government. Instead
of limiting itself to Soviet agents, the
FBI monitored the personal and politi-
cal activities of prominent Americans.
The lessons were not learned, and the
organization continued to fail to meet
its counterintelligence responsibilities.
Rather than confront its limited capabil-
ity and recognize the “politically moti-
vated character of intelligence investi-
gations,” the 9/11 attacks were blamed
on “a failure of resources” (148–49).
The resulting expansion of surveil-
lance initiatives, Theoharis argues, will
“promote a culture of lawlessness”
(165).

Much of the material that Theoharis
has included in this book has been
discussed in his previous books.
However, this book nicely summarizes

much of that information in a readable
manner that could be used in college
history courses or by a general reading
audience.

Although the author does discuss
the abuses of other intelligence agen-
cies such as the National Security Ad-
ministration, the Central Intelligence
Agency, and military intelligence, to be
more comprehensive with those organi-
zations would take several more books.
What he does is to provide a well-
documented summary of the expansion
of the powers of the FBI and demon-
strate its abuses of power, the politi-
cization of intelligence, and reasons for
its failures.

E. TIMOTHY SMITH
Barry University
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In The Right Kind of Revolution,
Michael Latham surveys the history
of foreign economic development
projects, tracing the rise and fall
of modernization theory through the
twentieth century and into its troubled
re-emergence at the dawn of the twenty-
first. A sharply written synthesis featur-
ing a broad geographic and chronologi-
cal reach, The Right Kind of Revolution
should appeal equally to students and
scholars of American foreign relations
and to contemporary policymakers.
Early on, Latham warns, “Moderniza-
tion remains an enduring American
ideology, but it is a poor guide for pol-
icy” (8). This book demonstrates how
and why American-led modernization
rarely goes according to plan.

The Right Kind of Revolution joins
studies such as Emily Rosenberg’s
Spreading the American Dream: Amer-
ican Economic and Cultural Expan-
sion, 1890–1945 (Hill and Wang,
1982); Michael H. Hunt’s Ideology and
U.S. Foreign Policy (Yale University
Press, 1987); and Frank Ninkovich’s
Modernity and Power: A History of
the Domino Theory in the Twentieth
Century (University of Chicago Press,

1994) in explicating the influence of
ideology on American foreign policy.
This is the second book on the sub-
ject from Latham, a professor of his-
tory specializing in US foreign relations
and dean at Fordham College at Rose
Hill. Many of his core arguments were
first introduced in Modernization as
Ideology: American Social Science and
“Nation-Building” in the Kennedy Era
(University of North Carolina Press,
2000), a study of foreign development
efforts in the Kennedy Administration.
Briefly, Latham argues that, even as the
New Frontiersmen spoke in the lan-
guage of social science to describe how
traditional societies could be acceler-
ated along a discernable path of histor-
ical development, they actually masked
and repurposed much older cultural as-
sumptions about the supposedly sharp
break between traditional and modern
societies and a universally applica-
ble (but somehow uniquely American)
model of progress. In Latham’s ac-
count, modernization is heir to the fa-
miliar narratives of manifest destiny
and American national mission.

The Right Kind of Revolution ex-
pands this framework to include mod-
ernization’s pre-World War II an-
tecedents and elaborates on the central
role international development played
in the Cold War competition for in-
fluence in the Third World. Through-
out this period, modernization provided
an appealing narrative to the Ameri-
can people. Although global economic
development was linked to US secu-
rity, as America sought to demonstrate
the benefits of democratic capitalism
and lessen the appeal of Soviet com-
munism, portraying the United States
as the vanguard of Western civiliza-
tion and a benevolent global leader also
helped to “reconcile self-interest with
moral mission” (192).

The results of these programs, how-
ever, seldom matched the expectations
of their architects. In emerging na-
tions such as India, Egypt, and Ghana,
foreign-led economic development was
“deeply contested ground,” and local
leaders were often “wary of making
concessions that would infringe on their
newfound sovereignty, regional ambi-
tions, and nationalist agendas” (67).
In countries such as Guatemala, Iran,
and Vietnam, economic reform and
democratization threatened to overturn
longstanding social hierarchies and in-
advertently undermined US hegemony.
Each country was subject to American-
engineered coups as the social and

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

M
at

th
ew

 P
em

bl
et

on
] 

at
 0

7:
43

 2
1 

A
ug

us
t 2

01
2 



110 HISTORY: Reviews of New Books

political reforms intended to accom-
pany economic development were put
aside in favor of authoritarian regimes
that maintained stability. Meanwhile,
a secular faith in technocratic and sci-
entific solutions often misled would-be
modernizers, who crafted policies
that produced “ruthless coercion”
(90), rather than social and economic
betterment.

By the early 1970s, these flaws
were becoming increasingly apparent,
and modernization’s popularity suf-
fered from the broader crisis of Amer-
ican liberalism and the breakup of the
Cold War consensus. On the left, critics
charged that modernization had drifted
from its commitment to creating sus-
tainable methods of economic develop-
ment designed to alleviate poverty and
inequality. In the void created by this
dissent, politically conservative neolib-
eral market-based approaches more ef-
fectively tapped into the sense of global
mission that had once made modern-
ization theory so appealing and dom-
inated discussions of international de-
velopment for the rest of the century.

Latham’s final chapter serves as a
warning. He observes modernization
ideology coming once more into vogue
in the post-9/11 era, as US policy-
makers “again linked the promotion
of development with the enhancement
of security” (187). Pointing to failed
“nation-building” exercises and inter-
ventions in places such as Panama,
Somalia, Haiti, and, more recently,
Iraq and Afghanistan, Latham reminds
us that, in mistaking local history and
conditions for transient elements, mod-
ernization policies routinely fail to ac-
complish their objectives and have done
little to enhance American security.

This begs an important question:
are modernization and foreign devel-
opment projects worth pursuing at all?
Latham argues that the two are not ac-
tually synonymous and points to the
liberal dissent of the late 1960s, de-
scribing its emphasis on inequality and
basic human needs as the first step in
rescuing development from moderniza-
tion. Ultimately, Latham argues that
the history of modernization demon-
strates that American leaders must over-
come their ambivalence toward popular
democracy and acknowledge that “the
best approaches are often locally cen-
tered” (215–16).

MATTHEW PEMBLETON
American University

Copyright © 2012 Taylor and Francis
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In The American Indian Intellectual
Tradition, David Martinez, assistant
professor of American Indian Studies
at Arizona State University, has com-
piled an anthology to bring American
Indians into the discussion of American
intellectual history. Where previous an-
thologies have centered primarily on lit-
erature and folklore, Martinez selected
writings focusing on political thinking
and the changing relationship between
American Indians and the United States
government.

Martinez’s goal with the anthology
is threefold. First, he wants to pro-
vide a broad historical perspective for
an American Indian intellectual tradi-
tion. Second, he wants to highlight the
recurring issues and themes in Native
discourse. Third, he wants to develop
a distinct indigenous intellectual tradi-
tion as a complement to mainstream ap-
proaches to American Indian law and
policy. The American Indian Intellec-
tual Tradition uses the works of twenty-
eight Native authors to reinforce the
idea that American Indians “should be
recognized as proponents of insights
and ideas that are relevant to both an
Indian community. . . and an American
society” (xvii).

The anthology is divided into three
sections. Each section contains a gen-
eral introduction, establishing the gen-
eral background for the authors and
writings, and a brief timeline of impor-
tant treaties and political events. Mar-
tinez also provides a brief introduction
to each document, placing the author
and work into context within the Amer-
ican Indian intellectual tradition. A se-
lected bibliography of works by and
about the included authors provides a
foundation for readers to further their
understanding of both the writers and
the contexts within they each worked.

Part 1 of the anthology, “From Colo-
nialism to Removal and the End of
Treaty-Making, 1770s-1870s,” concen-
trates on the indigenous response to
American westward expansion. The au-
thors included in this section range
from Mohegan minister Samson Oc-
com to Cherokees Elias Boudinot and
John Ross to Commissioner of Indian
Affairs Ely S. Parker. Martinez argues

that the writings in this section set the
standard for an American Indian intel-
lectual tradition: a more accessible way
of writing and the necessity of commu-
nicating across a cultural divide.

Part 2, “From Reservation System to
Reform, 1880s–1920s,” includes writ-
ings focused on issues of allotment,
the reservation system, and boarding
schools. The selections in part 2 include
the writings of Sara Winnemucca Hop-
kins, Henry Roe Cloud, Charles East-
man, and Zitkala-Sa, among others. The
selection of writings attempts to counter
the myth of American Indian primi-
tivism, ameliorate Indian-White rela-
tions, and represent views from differ-
ing positions within Indian country.

Part 3, “The Birth and Termination of
Modern Indian Nations, 1930s–1970s,”
focuses on the continued importance of
education, termination, and the drive
for self-determination. Authors in the
final section include D’Arcy McNickle,
Clyde Warrior, Vine Deloria Jr., and
others. The writings focus on global
consciousness and on developing In-
dian nationalism both as a response to
efforts of the federal government to re-
move Native nations from wardship sta-
tus and as a new drive in the arena of
American Indian activism.

David Martinez’s The American In-
dian Intellectual Tradition introduces a
new dimension to the study of Amer-
ican Indian law and policy. The col-
lection of a wide variety of writings
into a single anthology makes this vol-
ume an excellent resource for students
of American Indian studies and his-
tory. The writings themselves provide
a useful counterpart to mainstream pol-
icy and legal sources. Although the in-
troductory summaries for each section
are useful in connecting the documents
and authors of each section together, the
reader will need to have some level of
knowledge to fully understand the dis-
course. A conclusion or summary tying
the anthology together and providing
a discussion of the direction in which
American Indian intellectual tradition
moved in the decades following the
height of Red Power would have been a
useful addition and made the volume
more accessible for undergraduates.
Still, Martinez’s anthology provides an
excellent collection of Native perspec-
tives and is an important addition to the
field of both American Indian studies
and American intellectual history.

TAMARA J. LEVI
Jacksonville State University

Copyright © 2012 Taylor and Francis
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