
visant à répartir de manière plus équitable les populations dans l’archipel » (73). Sont
aussi abordées la question sécuritaire et la privatisation de la violence liées aux tensions
ethniques entre les Hmong et le gouvernement laotien dans l’une des deux plus impor-
tantes zones d’exploitation minière. Ces tensions sont ravivées par les faibles retombées
économiques des projets miniers et ce, en dépit des systèmes d’atténuation et de com-
pensation destinées aux populations locales (169).

La question posée n’est pas de permettre ou d’interdire l’exploitation minière mais
bien de décider comment la faire, notamment dans des régions enclavées et difficiles
d’accès. Comment exploiter les ressources minières et selon quel modèle de gouvernance
adapté à une réalité actuelle, mouvante et singulière? À ce titre, il aurait été utile de définir
d’une part, ce qu’on entend par le modèle développementaliste instauré par les gouverne-
ments de la région et d’autre part, d’aborder la question délicate de la définition du dit
développement en tant que tel. Préciser cette « prémisse développementaliste » permettrait
au lecteur de saisir la source des questions émises avec justesse par les auteurs que ce soit
sur le rôle de l’industrie minière et sa forme juridique, sur les formes que prend le débat
géopolitique ou sur les retombées économiques, sanitaires et environnementales.

Les auteurs semblent se buter à une tension irréconciliable à plusieurs moments,
entre les externalités négatives de l’exploitation des ressources minières et les
retombées économiques réelles, notamment en matière d’emplois directs et indirects.
Leur position est ambivalente, à la fois critique et consensuelle, « coincée » entre la
défense des impératifs économiques du développement de l’industrie minière et la
nécessité d’en dénoncer les pratiques. En conclusion, une position moins nuancée est
prise face aux répercussions sociales et environnementales négatives de l’industrie,
tout en incombant une partie du fardeau au manque de volonté politique des États et
au manque de clarté des lois minières. Les auteurs mettent toutefois bien en évidence
la « désillusion socioenvironnementale » (237). Ils octroient une place significative
aux enjeux environnementaux qui sont au cœur des oppositions et dans l’air du
temps, du moins dans les pratiques discursives de l’industrie et de ses détracteurs.
Ces enjeux représentent d’ailleurs un vecteur d’élargissement des revendications de
nature différente (culturelle, sociale, etc.) À juste titre, on fait appel à des concepts nova-
teurs dans ce contexte tels que l’écoterrorisme (96) – celui des entreprises et non des
militants écologistes – et le racisme environnemental (93), qui constituent des pistes
stimulantes à explorer dans une perspective plus critique que celle de cet ouvrage.

JOZEF FLEURY-BERTHIAUME Université d’Ottawa

Political Violence in Context: Time, Space and Milieu
Lorenzo Bosi, Niall Ó Dochartaigh and Daniela Pisoiu, eds.
Colchester UK: ECPR Press, 2015, pp. 324.
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Political Violence in Context: Time, Space and Milieu is an ambitious book edited by
Lorenzo Bosi, Niall Ó Dochartaigh and Daniela Pisoiu. The book is divided in three
parts, each exploring a specific dimension related to the contextualization of political
violence: time, space and milieu. Inspired by social movements and critical terrorism
studies, the contributors try to go beyond the contentious politics literature and find
ways to articulate agency and structure. Without ignoring the contingency and high vol-
atility of political violence, they propose to identify and analyse mechanisms and pro-
cesses within dynamic theoretical frameworks. The book renews the field and offers a
fertile ground for discussion within the discipline.

The first section focuses on the dimension of time and contains the book’s most
interesting contributions. As underlined by Bosi, concepts which have tried to capture
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temporal dynamics do so often linearly, without questioning the dynamics themselves
(15–16). Paradoxically, time is frequently considered to be inherent to the context
and becomes “atemporal.” Among the chapters within this section, Donagh Davis’ con-
tribution is particularly interesting. The author demonstrates that a transformative event
can narrow the protagonists’ horizon of possibilities in terms of their actions and reac-
tions during the 1916 uprising in Ireland. However, while the author tries to be nuanced
in presenting the debate around the nature and role of the events in the different situa-
tions, he uses the concept of transformative event as a causal mechanism (27–28). As a
result, he omits, in the operationalization of the concept, its inherent fluidity produced by
the potential perpetual reconstruction of events in the different narratives and by the dif-
ferent actors. It is probably this aporia which leads the author to show the limits of his
study by ending with the following question: “Why did violence backfire on the state
this time round, and not the rebels?” (37).

A similar remark can be made for the fascinating paper of Joseph Ruane and
Jennifer Todd. The authors analysed the multiple temporalities in violent conflicts in
Northern Ireland, the Basque Country and Macedonia. They elegantly demonstrated
the dialectical process between long-term structures and short-term processes, mainly
by observing how the decisions made after a violent conjuncture—rather than tactical
moves focused on conjuncture—can help solve conflictual relations (60–61).
However, the authors of the chapter, much like that of the section as a whole, are not
able to fully integrate discussions of the different temporalities of the conflicts with
the imaginaries of the actors who interpret and help shape these temporalities.

The second section of the book discusses spatial contexts and seeks to understand
“the negotiated and contingent nature of territorial control” (121). The contributions
explore spatiality in a variety of contexts, including national, sub-national, regional and
local. Two chapters are particularly innovative. The first, by Aurélie Campana, studies
the dynamics of contentious politics in Xinjiang. It introduces the concept of “alternative
space” (145–46) and demonstrates the existence of other spaces in the social imaginaries
that are rooted in socio-political grievances and identities constructed in opposition to the
dominant national identity. However, this alternative space, and the potential protests as-
sociated with it, can disappear and be weakened due to its ideational and material porosity
with the dominant space. The second chapter, written by Jovana Carapic, initiates a rich
reflection on political violence in urban environments (187). By changing the scale and
space observed, Carapic highlights the phenomenon of “armed urbanism” by discussing
two similar and interrelated subtypes: urban insurgency and gang warfare.

The last section is devoted to the study of milieu, focusing on both pre-existing and
existing milieus that are associated with the emergence of violent groups. The concep-
tions of “radical milieu” in the contributions encompass social, discursive and symbolic
dimensions (210). As demonstrated by Jérome Drevon in his study of Egypt, a radical
milieu can both reinforce and weaken violent groups. Indeed, the author shows how the
radical Salafi milieu in Egypt interacts with its environment on a macro level and can
differ in its reactions with the ones advocated by the violent groups. It can lead the
decrease of the radical milieu support for the violent groups. Drevon also demonstrates
how the development of radical milieu can be non-relational or relational depending on
the period considered (230–31). The contributors to this section as a whole have shown
how the study of milieu in political violence can help bridge the gap between the macro-,
meso- and micro-levels of analysis and bring closer the structuralist and relational ap-
proaches. In conclusion, despite certain aporias and some qualitative disparities
among the chapters, this collective work makes a valuable and inspiring contribution
to the literature on political violence.

ADIB BENCHERIF University of Ottawa
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