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The terrorist attacks that struck Paris on 7, 8 and 9 January 2015 was neither the first, nor the most lethal, of the attacks perpetrated by
people claiming allegiance to radical islamism. The attacks can now be placed as one in a series of events in European cities and marks the
beginning of a new wave of killings (in France, Germany, Denmark, Belgium, the UK, Spain).
However, the assassination of journalists at Charlie Hebdo in January 2015 created an unprecedented international and national shock.
One expects any society that is attacked to increase its cohesion, each of its members gathering behind its leaders and symbols. In Paris,
the French government effectively organised in a few days the largest march since the 1944 Libération de Paris (Boussaguet, Faucher,
2017), as well as a unique gathering of heads of states and governments. Since then, the strength of the publics’ reactions to terrorism can
be seen online as well as offline and notably on the streets and receives wide coverage in the media and the social media. How do
governments help their societies respond to the crisis?
If the literature on crisis management (Boin, al. 2011) addresses such questions, research on terrorism in advanced liberal democracies
tends to consider governmental responses separately rather than as a whole, with focus either on legislative responses or on policies and
instruments relating to policing, securitising and international cooperation (C.A.S.E., 2006; Megie, 2010), on radicalistion, deradicalisation
and prevention of radicalisation (Roy, 2016). Others consider societal reponses such as rallies‐around‐the‐flag behaviours (Hetherington
and Nelson 2003; Baker and Oneal 2001; Baum 2002; Chowanietz 2010) and, more rarely, symbolic responses (Collins 2004) or how the
media and the government frame the events (Norris, Kern, and Just 2003; Baum 2013) or the electoral impact (Chari 2004). These
literature rarely engage with each other. Our objective is to overcome such divisions and to analyse how the many facets of the
governments response adress the crisis.
In 2015 for instance, the French government not only responded by restoring public order (stopping the terrorists as well as reaffirming its
monopoly on the use of violence and its ability to protect society) but also led the efforts to restore the symbolic order (orchestrating
ceremonies, developing national solidarity, insisting on political unity, appeasing social groups and possible tensions (Faucher, Boussaguet,
2017)). Its reponses to the three days crisis was multi‐faceted and encompassed societal and political initiatives.
We know little about how, and how effectively, European governments whose countries have been struck by terrorism on their soil
respond to similar social emotion and the chaos. How do they gauge expectations? How do they define the extent of the crisis and manage
it? How does context affect the reactions from the publics, the media, the opposition? Do the targets or the magnitude of the events
matter? What about repetition? How does it matter whether an election is approaching and who is in charge (institutional and political
dimensions)? How do governments work to restore trust in their ability to protect, to anticipate and to heal? How do they work to
convince the opposition and the publics to steer away from further division and internecine conflicts? What symbolic resources are
available and which ones are mobilised? We would like to know more about these reactions from a comparative perspective.
We welcome papers (either comparative or single case studies) analysing the mobilisation by European governments of symbolic
instruments aiming at restoring order, trust and political legitimacy after a traumatic terrorist attack. Please send paper proposals (up to a
page long) to both Laurie Boussaguet and Florence Faucher before 15 December 2017.
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