
of the s come to be perforated with the mass graves of migrants, drug traffickers,
tourists, journalists and students (p. )? The introduction briefly ponders the revo-
lution’s relevance amid a ‘neoliberal moment of narco-induced political crisis’ – the
symptom (or cause) of a new ‘postnational’ condition – but the book does not discuss
the issue in depth (p. ). Presentism can distort and prematurely date a book, but a
little more would have been welcome here. After all, the drug wars have induced
yet another shift in historical perspective worth knowing about, encouraging research
on neglected themes – crime, militarisation, violence, drugs, the press – and a search
for clues to understand a bewildering if not traumatic present.
Still, if big, interesting interpretive questions are raised, this is no bad thing for a

survey text. The book is an impressive act of synthesis, and an accessible blend of nar-
rative and analysis. It will become a mainstay of introductory courses on Mexican
history, and will also attract a general readership eager to learn about Mexico’s com-
plicated revolutionary upheaval, the different ways historians have tried to understand
it, and its long-lasting reverberations.

THOMAS RATHUniversity College London
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Charles H. Harris III and Louis R. Sadler, The Plan de San Diego: Tejano
Rebellion, Mexican Intrigue (Lincoln, NE, and London: University of
Nebraska press, ), pp. xviii + , $., hb.

The latest instalment in Charles Harris and Louis Sadler’s investigation of turmoil on
the US–Mexican border during the Mexican Revolution (–) focuses on dis-
turbances in south Texas that collectively took on the name of the Plan de San
Diego, based on a document produced in January  allegedly in the small south
Texas town of San Diego. The signatures of nine individuals appear at the bottom,
all Hispanic and at least some of them US citizens. Calling for the liberation from
US control of the entire northern border ranging from Texas to Upper California
(to distinguish the latter from Baja California, still within Mexican national territory
according to the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo), its first clause also announced the
intention of freeing ‘individuals of the black race’ and its territory from ‘Yankee
tyranny’. The document’s harsh provisions included immediate execution of all pris-
oners – unless these might be held for ransom – and the murder of ‘every North
American over sixteen years of age’. Indigenous peoples, specifically the ‘Apaches of
Arizona’ along with ‘INDIANS (Redskins)’, would be given ‘every guarantee’, and
their territories returned. African-Americans joining the movement would be given
a special banner after victory in the states bordering Mexico, and, apparently, aid in
conquering six more states of the US to establish their own republic – strangely,
those bordering the states already to have been obtained rather than the ones in
which most of them still actually lived in the US deep South. The only ‘stranger’
who might be admitted to their ranks must belong to either ‘the Latin, the Negro,
or the Japanese race’ (pp. –).
The Plan, a relatively small and almost completely disorganised effort, has attracted

a great deal of interest from scholars, and this book is intended, at least in part, to clean
up the messiness of the resulting interpretations. Certainly, the Mexican population of
the region – US citizens and otherwise – had much to resent about the huge losses of
territory almost seven decades earlier after the US–Mexican War, along with the racial
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and ethnic discrimination that they had suffered there since that event. It did not take
long for the original manifesto to attract the attention of the authorities, and one of
the principal signatories, Basilio Ramos, was quickly arrested in McAllen, Texas, where
he was attempting to enlist support from well-to-do Hispanics. Certainly, the Plan’s
announced genocidal intentions immediately got the attention of persons in the
border area, who were already jittery because of the violence of the Mexican
Revolution just across the border. Disturbances continued in what were certainly
alarming but not monumental numbers of incidents, carefully documented in the
current study, until close to the end of , and then resurfaced for a time in
mid-. The authors’ thesis is that while the movement originated out of south
Texan, not Mexican, grievances, it was taken advantage of by Mexican revolutionary
Venustiano Carranza to try to force US recognition of his government, and then
later re-emerged briefly in mid- as he and his commanders just south of the
border tried to force US president Woodrow Wilson’s Pershing Punitive
Expedition to pull out of northern Mexico. The writers of the Plan itself, they
assert, were magonistas, ideological followers of radical Ricardo Flores Magón, who
had been operating along the border and in and out of US prisons for a number of
years, starting well prior to the revolution itself. The authors carefully examine archives
on both sides of the border, giving us a plausible, empirically based defence of their
thesis.
Throughout, the authors give close attention to other historians’ interpretations of

the Plan. A particularly convincing clarification involves the numbers of Mexicans and
Mexican-Americans killed or fled during the disturbances. Certainly, these people were
in a difficult situation, caught between Texas Rangers and US soldiers eager to elim-
inate anyone who might harbour the revolutionaries and thus fall into the category of
‘Bad Mexican’, and those they regarded as bandits who might at any time demand
help, animals and cash. Yet census records show clearly that the populations of two
of the Texas counties most affected rose substantially, with only Starr County’s
numbers decreasing slightly. Further, they question interpretations that conclude,
without a great deal of evidence, that thousands of suspected revoltosos and/or inno-
cent Hispanics had been hung or shot by rangers or soldiers during the period;
these estimates soar in the historical literature after the assertion by Walter Prescott
Webb in his book The Texas Rangers, again without evidence, that  to ,
died. I strongly agree with Harris and Sadler that the documentation only supports
approximately  deaths of this nature. South Texas was not heavily populated at
this time, and it seems unlikely that a large number of violent deaths would have
escaped the historical record.
As for their thesis that Carranza took advantage of the disturbances to put pressure

on the US government to do what he wanted them to do – that is, recognise him and
later withdraw US troops from Mexican national territory – I find this notion at least
possible, though I think it unlikely that Wilson would have responded in the way the
authors believe that Carranza hoped. Wilson generally operated with very little inter-
est in what was actually happening along the southern border of his country. He only
acted in the region when border issues helped him look strong by sending Pershing
into northern Mexico, helping him to get re-elected and improving the political
context for increasing arms purchases and beefing up the US military. Meanwhile,
Wilson used the opportunity to train Pershing’s troops in northern Mexico and
National Guard soldiers along the US side of the border in preparation for entrance
into the First World War, should that prove necessary.
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While this book will no doubt not completely resolve the controversy over this rela-
tively ineffectual conspiracy or series of conspiracies, it is a fine attempt to do so based
carefully on what we can actually see in the documentation. It is an important remin-
der that when dealing with topics that intersect with current racial and binational con-
cerns, it is best to stick closely to the evidence.

L INDA B . HALLUniversity of New Mexico
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Javier Salcedo, Los Montoneros del barrio (Buenos Aires: Editorial de la
Universidad Nacional de Tres de Febrero, ), pp. , pb.

The history of the armed groups that flourished in Argentina in the s and s is
receiving increasing attention. In the early s, former participants in guerrilla groups
published their memoirs, journalists produced factual – and sometimes anecdotal –
reconstructions of key events and figures, and academics published studies on an array
of specific topics, including the political socialisation of a generation of activists and mili-
tants who came of age in the late s, the imaginaries and ideas that nurtured that
politicisation and radicalisation, and the ways in which the logics of war subsumed
the logics of politics. Historian Javier Salcedo’s Los Montoneros del barrio adds an orig-
inal approach to that burgeoning literature. Unlike most studies in this area, it focuses on
one case: the development of the Peronist Montoneros in Moreno, a working-class
neighbourhood in the Greater Buenos Aires area. Based primarily upon oral interviews,
the book sheds new light on the social and generational ‘origins’ of theMontoneros and,
more importantly, on the allure that the group initially had for some segments of the
popular classes; on the ways in which class and cultural differences were negotiated at
the local level; and on the contradictory meanings that Peronism – and the very
figure of Juan Perón – acquired for the different Montonero constituencies in
Moreno (and likely beyond).
The book is organised chronologically. The narrative starts in , with the foun-

dation of the Asociación Obrera Textil (Textile Workers’ Union, AOT), the local
chapter of the Textile Workers Federation, and ends in , when the most promi-
nent members of the AOT broke with the Montoneros to create the Juventud
Peronista Lealtad (Loyal Peronist Youth, JP Lealtad). By looking closely at this
local history, Salcedo discovered that the textile workers engaged with the
Montoneros in early  – that is, shortly after the group kidnapped and executed
former president Pedro Eugenio Aramburu (in May of ) and when it was
almost dismantled amidst increasing state repression. Hence, the workers from
Moreno engaged with the Peronist guerrilla well before it grew among middle-class
educated youth. Based on this finding, Salcedo’s work is organised around two
research questions: first, how and why Moreno’s workers committed to participating
in the Montoneros; and second, how class differences were codified and negotiated
within the Montoneros. He shows that the relationships between the Montoneros’
largely middle-class, educated leadership and Moreno’s workers went from an early
moment of companionship and empathy to a second moment of distrust and misun-
derstanding, centred on disputes about the exercise of the local leadership and on the
ways in which the Montoneros’ leadership confronted Perón.
After a first chapter in which he briefly synthetises the history of armed struggle in

Latin America and discusses the extent to which the Peronist guerrillas of the late
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