
leur accorder la place conséquente qu’ils méritent...» ~274!. Mais à partir de 1983,
racisme et colonialisme ont repris. Fernand Braudel note que l’immigration cause à
la France une «sorte de problème colonial» ~287!.

L’auteur énumère des crimes contre l’humanité : la destruction des Héréros par
von Trotha en 1904, les massacres dans les colonies britanniques ou belges, les noyades
au Cap Haïtien, les «enfumades», le massacre des Hovas et d’autres peuples, et ainsi
de suite. Il demande que les historiens et les politiciens montrent et condamnent la
colonisation et luttent contre le racisme. Pour lui, il faut réinventer une «identité
française» basée sur les droits de l’homme ~313!. Son livre est parfois d’une lecture
difficile à cause du sujet même, mais il est remarquablement documenté. Il dévoile
de nombreux aspects peu connus à la fois chez les écrivains politiques et chez les
politiciens. Il montre une voie pour rétablir la dignité humaine.

JEAN EUGÈNE HAVEL Université Laurentienne

The Atlantic Alliance under Stress: US–European Relations after Iraq
David M. Andrews, ed.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005, pp. x, 293
doi:10.10170S0008423908080529

Among the many recent assessments of the Atlantic alliance, this collection stands
among the best. A dozen distinguished scholars from both sides of the pond have
responded in diverse ways to the editor’s challenge to “examine the causes and con-
sequences of the crisis in Atlantic relations associated with the invasion of Iraq in
March 2003.” While accepting in varying degrees the editor’s premise that “the project
of building and maintaining an Atlantic community is at risk as never before,” the
authors place the current crisis in historical and theoretical context, explore the pol-
icies of the principal allies, and assess the immediate and longer-term consequences
of the crisis for the Atlantic nations and for the global order.

Geir Lundestad’s opening chapter sets the stage, and in many ways the tone, for
the volume. The diplomacy of the run-up to the Iraq war, he writes, “suggests a break
with the practice of the past fifty years.” American unilateralism, based less on strength
than on a new sense of vulnerability, encountered a creatively obdurate France, a
united Germany increasingly liberated from Cold War constraints and a broader Europe
whose integration had gained momentum and which had new capacities and new
members to show for it. As he reminds us, however, the Atlantic alliance is a serial
crisis-survivor; while it is reasonable to ask if the US and Europe are capable of a
“balanced relationship,” this crisis need not render us pessimistic about the “more
distant future.”

Elizabeth Pond’s account of transatlantic relations from early 2002 onward is a
study in the failure of diplomacy. While she places the greatest portion of blame on
the usual suspects in the Bush administration, she reserves some for Germany’s Chan-
cellor Schroeder. The “wary rapprochement” she observes by the end of 2003 is not
yet, in her view, a reconciliation. The third chapter in this section, by David Andrews,
draws attention to the muted or delayed effects of post-Cold War changes in the struc-
ture of the international system as the backdrop—not the full explanation—of the
alliance’s current trials.

Complementing Andrews’ structural analysis, Miles Kahler provides an account
of US policy toward Europe which stresses domestic politics and economic inter-
dependence. His is the first of five chapters in a section devoted to the policies of
the major allies: the US, France, Germany, the UK and Italy. In addition to their
richness and sophistication, these chapters are notable for the variety both in their
explanations of the crisis and in their views of the alliance’s prospects. Assessing the
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“failed reconciliation” between Chirac’s France and the US, Georges-Henri Soutou
is perhaps the most pessimistic. Hubert Zimmerman, on the other hand, notes that
German-American acrimony led us to overlook the useful transition of Germany—
and Europe—toward a new global role as provider of security. William Wallace and
Tim Oliver provide a detailed critical assessment of Tony Blair’s version of the UK’s
traditional role as transatlantic “bridge,” raising strong doubts as to its future pros-
pects. And Leopoldo Nuti describes Italy’s pro-American policy as simply the latest
expression of its traditional Machiavellian conviction that “the richest and farthest
master is always best.”

Marc Trachtenberg pulls together themes from earlier chapters by drawing an
illuminating comparison between the transatlantic crises of 1963 and 2003, both of
which saw an alignment between France and Germany creating anger and consterna-
tion in Washington. The earlier crisis was resolved by some tough talk from the Ken-
nedy administration. The later one, Trachtenberg warns, is likely to endure, even if
the ensuing palliative rhetoric might suggest otherwise. Indeed, the most provocative
part of his chapter is devoted to a trenchant dismissal of the critique of America’s
actions by supporters of multilateralism and the UN Charter. That he can find targets
on both sides of the Atlantic only underlines the gravity of these issues.

Wade Jacoby’s chapter focuses on the Central and Eastern European states, whose
difficult situation in this crisis was underlined both by Donald Rumsfeld’s tenden-
tious distinction between old and new Europe and by Jacques Chirac’s patronizing
suggestion that they keep quiet. Jacoby takes the Bush administration to task for seek-
ing “policy loyalty”—approval of the Iraq mission from often-weak governments ill-
placed to offer it—rather than an increase in their military competence that might
have constituted a real, long-term contribution to the alliance.

David Andrews’ concluding chapter returns to the central question: whether the
alliance can survive the combination of this acute crisis and the long-term structural
change he and others have discerned widening the Atlantic. Authors writing in 2004
may be forgiven a degree of pessimism. From the vantage point of 2007, however, it
would seem that the alliance is not so much in crisis as in limbo and that its still-
uncertain destiny is to be determined not in Iraq but in Afghanistan.

CHARLES C. PENTLAND Queen’s University

Le BAPE devant les citoyens. Pour une évaluation environnementale au service
du développement durable
Jean Baril
Les Presses de l’Université Laval, 2006, 192 pages
doi:10.10170S0008423908080530

Toujours d’actualité, trente ans après sa création en 1978, le Bureau d’audiences
publiques sur l’environnement ~BAPE! du Québec a fait l’objet de peu de travaux si
l’on considère son importance dans la procédure québécoise d’évaluation environ-
nementale, son influence sur le développement économique du Québec et son rayon-
nement dans le monde entier. En effet, à l’origine de plus de 250 audiences publiques
sur des projets, programmes, plans et politiques et d’autant de rapports, son expé-
rience a inspiré plusieurs administrations publiques, au Canada comme ailleurs, à
mettre en œuvre des dispositifs d’évaluation environnementale et de participation
du public. Le BAPE, qui a pour fonction «d’enquêter sur toute question relative à la
qualité de l’environnement que lui soumet le ministre et de faire rapport à ce der-
nier de ses constatations ainsi que de l’analyse qu’il en a faite»,1 est un instrument
d’action publique au cœur de la gestion de l’environnement et ses auteurs et pre-
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