
liographiques soient très majoritairement en anglais, ce qui est susceptible de freiner
un public non spécialisé. Également, il est irritant de voir que certains auteurs dédu-
isent des lois générales de l’histoire comme si celle-ci parlait directement aux cher-
cheurs ~voir 47 et 73 notamment!. Enfin, certaines formulations ne sont pas très
heureuses : ainsi le général Pinochet est « pourchassé » jusqu’en Angleterre par le
juge Garzon ~19! et les croyances sectaires « pullulaient » avant le siècle des Lumières
~108!. Malgré ces légers bémols, l’ouvrage demeure passionnant et il est très impor-
tant que des universitaires tentent d’intéresser un large public aux plus récentes analy-
ses produites dans leur domaine de spécialisation, montrant ainsi la pertinence de la
recherche en sciences sociales et l’ampleur des enjeux auxquels elle se confronte.

JÉRÉMIE CORNUT Ecole des hautes études en sciences sociales
et Université du Québec à Montréal

The Mythological State and its Empire
David Grant
Routledge Studies in Social and Political Thought
New York: Routledge, 2009, pp. 293.
doi:10.10170S0008423910000855

The Mythological State and its Empire is a valuable addition to literature on the theory
of the state. In this work, David Grant moves beyond his earlier research on the cor-
rectional policies of New South Wales and digs deeper to explore the nature of the
state. In short, he argues that the modern state is not really modern because its insti-
tutional arrangements rest upon a non-rational, mythical foundation. An awareness
of this mythology, he suggests, allows us to better understand the barriers to reform-
ing governing institutions like correctional services.

Grant argues that existential anxiety leads humankind to develop mythological
magnitudes that are manifest in structural arrangements and practices designed to
eliminate individuals’ fear and create sympathetic social relations. The state is a key
mythological magnitude and individuals submit to the state, both conceptually and
practically, in order to escape their fear and, ultimately, to take control of their life
situations. There is irony in the fact that, as Grant contends, mythology provides the
means for individuals to assume responsibility but will perpetually undermine the
development of self-responsible individuals.

This work is divided into four parts: ~1! the nature of political mythology, ~2!
the establishment and refinement of state mythology, ~3! the modernization of the state,
and ~4! the embodiment of mythology within individuals. Throughout the study, Grant
describes the causal dynamic within the development of the mythological state as fol-
lows: individual existential fear is converted into the artifice of a mythological mag-
nitude, individuals become subject to the artifice in exchange for assurances that fear
will be eliminated and sympathetic conditions created, and these outcomes are under-
stood to be attained as state apparatuses are gradually brought into the hands of citizens.

In part I, “The Nature of Political Mythology,” Grant outlines the basic concep-
tual approach with which he understands the social psychology of state-centric pol-
itics. He contends that there is a causal connection between human instinct and the
structural arrangements of the modern state and suggests that this connection pre-
vents the realization of enlightened self-responsibility ~4!. Human instinct is wrapped
up in a search for the elimination of fear and the promotion of well being. Mythol-
ogy develops, then, because humans have a disposition to create fearsome entities
toward which this general existential anxiety can be directed with some specificity
and, through various strategic maneuvers, can be made sympathetic.
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Beginning with Hobbes as the initiator of the modern political myth of the state,
part II, “Establishment and Refinement,” briefly outlines the political philosophy of
Locke, Montesquieu, Rousseau and Kant with an eye to the development of modern
political mythology. It is argued that Hobbes initiated the modern political myth with
his promotion of “an absolutely empowered artificial entity, a mythological magni-
tude, to which individuals forgo their individual self-responsibility” ~50–51!. Con-
spicuously absent in this section, it should be noted, is any discussion of Hegelian or
Marxist conceptions of the state.

In part III, “Modernization,” Grant considers Rawls, Hayek and Pettit as key
thinkers who brought the political mythology into the contemporary era. The causal
process moving from existential anxiety to subjection, however, remains essentially
untouched by these thinkers’ efforts to build trust in the governing arrangements by
increasingly placing checks and balances upon the state.

Grant briefly discusses Elias and Foucault and the embodiment of state mythol-
ogy in the everyday lives of individuals in part IV, “Embodiment.” He suggests that
the liberal critique and reprogramming has aligned itself with the market as an agent
with the potential for producing greater docility and productivity in citizens. Although
attention is given to both republican and liberal conceptions of the state throughout
this work, liberalism remains the primary focus. Liberalism, for Grant, “guides the
repeated repairs and supposed improvements of the idea of the mythological state”
and, through the ideals of freedom, autonomy and responsibility for others, provides
grounds for the subjection of individuals and, ultimately, for the “embedding of prac-
tices that manufacture docile and productive individuals” ~243!. In other words, liberal
critiques of state power and authority do not undermine the essential mythological mag-
nitude of the state but, instead, provide a strategy for creating mythological subjects.

The Mythological State and its Empire develops the broad outlines of a social
psychology of political mythology and, as such, is an important contribution to the
theory of the state. It would have been interesting to have another chapter outlining
the empire of the mythological state. For, as is, this work does not really address the
imperialism or state-centric expansionism of political thought and action. Neverthe-
less, this work provides and interesting and stimulating framework for critical analy-
ses of the state and, specifically, its relation to marginalized communities.

JARED GIESBRECHT University of Victoria

Vivre ensemble dans l’espace public
Charles Parraton et Maude Bonenfant ~dir.!
Les Presses de l’Université du Québec, Montréal, 2009, 224 pages
doi:10.10170S0008423910000934

Il nous a fallu deux lectures pour bien cerner l’ensemble des onze chapitres écrits
par onze auteurs différents dans cet ouvrage. Une introduction plus élaborée, qui
tracerait le fil conducteur des chapitres et qui les placerait dans les débats entourant
le vivre ensemble dans les sociétés pluriculturelles aurait facilité la tâche au lecteur.
Une fois l’exercice terminé, nous avons pu apprécier pleinement la portée et l’apport
du livre. Les auteurs proposent une lecture de la diversité qui se distingue du dis-
cours des droits et de la justice multiculturelle. Ils rejettent également l’individualisme
qui suppose une vie entre individus-atomes régie par la rationalité. En épousant
l’ontologie holiste de l’individu social et en supposant la nécessité de cohésion sous
une forme ou une autre au sein des sociétés hétérogènes, les auteurs explorent les
mécanismes qui nous permettent de vivre ensemble, non pas côté à côté. Une vision
constructiviste s’en dégage, où la communauté se forme et se transforme au gré des
interactions dans l’espace public. Contrairement au courant dominant, les auteurs ne

1016 Recensions / Reviews

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0008423910000855 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0008423910000855



