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Re-Defining Terrorism delivers an elegant, penetrating, and highly illuminating 
deconstruction of the dominant social imaginaries of terrorism and counter-
terrorism in our society today. In a trenchant analysis of the contemporary ter-
rorism dispositif, the author expertly uncovers the ways in which the evolving 
security discourse is profoundly reshaping knowledge, power, and subjectivity 
in our world. Powerfully argued, wide-ranging, knowledgeable, and prescient, I 
can’t recommend this book highly enough.

—Professor Richard Jackson, Leading Thinker Chair in  
Peace Studies at the National Centre for Peace and  

Conflict Studies, University of Otago, Dunedin, New Zealand

Dr Rodrigo Jusué has written a unique and intriguing study of the radicalisa-
tion paradigm – exploring how it has permeated British culture, the media, and 
enrolled citizens to report others as potential terrorist threats. No longer just 
a component within terrorism laws, the author shows us how ‘radicalisation’ 
affects our daily movements and judgements, through its replacement of previous  
dispositifs about political violence. As the first book-length study of radicalisa-
tion from a Cultural Studies perspective, this book will benefit all students of 
British Culture, Politics, and Sociology.

—Professor Charlotte Heath-Kelly, Politics and International  
Studies (PAIS), University of Warwick, Coventry, UK

A required reading for anyone concerned about how terrorism became the domi-
nant political discourse of our times. What is the thing itself, who are its true sub-
jects and practitioners, how did it get constituted into the paradigmatic dispositif 
of  current counterterrorism? Re-Defining Terrorism provides unique perspectives 
on such critical issues.

—Professor Emeritus Joseba Zulaika, Center for Basque Studies,  
University of Nevada, Reno, USA

Re-Defining Terrorism argues, persuasively, that the contemporary focus on 
counter-radicalisation policies and practices has transformed the social imagi-
naries of political violence. Rodrigo Jusué contributes to a now substantial and 
established critique of counterterrorism policy and practice that points to the 
counterproductivity of incursions into human rights and freedom of thought and 
expression by the wide variety of measures aimed at countering radicalisation. 
Her critique is relevant not only to scholars of political violence and terror and 
states’ responses in the form of counterterrorism but also to policy makers and 
those charged with responsibility for the security of our communities. In a world 
where there are strong popular tendencies towards demonisation of difference, 
this book is part of a crucial reminder of the dangers of over-reaction in the form 
of invasive and restrictive measures.

—Professor Marie Breen-Smyth, Senior Fellow, Center  
for Peace, Democracy and Development,  
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Introduction

Re-Defining Terrorism
Since the onset of the so-called ‘war on terror’ following 9/11, terrorism has 
received continuous media coverage, sparked extensive debate, occupied a sig-
nificant place in the public imagination, and remained a priority on national and 
international political agendas.1 Over the last twenty years or so, the terrorism 
label has been applied to various actors and used to justify draconian laws, per-
vasive security measures, extreme force, and the political and social persecution, 
as well as the physical elimination (and debilitation, see Puar, 2017) of individu-
als and groups around the world. However, despite its powerful implications (see 
Baele et al., 2017; Dexter, 2012; Jackson, 2005), there is no consensus over the 
meaning of terrorism. Regardless of arduous and endless discussions on the defi-
nition of ‘terrorism’, the fact is that, since its conceptual invention at the end of 
the eighteenth century, terrorism has been characterised by transformations in its 
meaning (Erlenbusch-Anderson, 2018). Acts and individuals labelled as ‘terrorist’ 
have differed to a great extent according to historical contexts and geographi-
cal settings. Terrorism is, in other words, an ‘inherently unstable concept whose 
meaning shifts and varies over time and place’ (Staun, 2010, pp. 403–420).

Beyond partisan and strategic uses of the term, it is possible to identify signifi-
cant shifts in the conceptualisation and general understanding of ‘terrorism’ from 
a historical perspective. One key moment in the re-defining terrorism occurred in 
1970s, when the previous discourse of counterinsurgency (prevalent in the 1960s) 
was replaced by a ‘new discourse of terrorism’ (Stampnitzky, 2013; Zulaika & 
Douglas, 1996). Some scholars have pointed to this period as the emergence of 
the ‘terrorism industry’ – a constellation of public and private institutions, such 
as government agencies, think tanks, research institutes, and intelligence and 
security organisations, that manufactures and distributes information, analysis, 
and opinion on ‘terrorism’ in the West (Herman & O’Sullivan, 1989; see also 
Third, 2014). The establishment of the new discourse of terrorism in the 1970s 
carried important consequences for the conceptualisation of political violence 
and terrorism, the comprehension of its causes, and the elaboration of responses 
and strategies (Herman & O’Sullivan, 1989; Stampnitzky, 2013). While counter-
insurgency literature characterised individuals involved in political violence as 
rational players with political motivations and goals who employ terrorism as 
a tactic or a tool which can also be employed by the state, according to Lisa 
Stampnitzky (2013), the new terrorism discourse questioned the very existence 
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2     Re-Defining Terrorism

of political goals in terrorism and re-defined terrorists as non-rational evil actors. 
While the first approach did not rule out the possibility of resolving political vio-
lence by addressing the grievances that caused it, the highly moralised terrorism 
discourse, consolidated during the late 1970s, actively excluded this approach by 
casting terrorism as a psychopathology (Ibid.).

During the 1970s, ‘the question about why terrorism happens translated reg-
ularly into a question about what is wrong with those involved in it’ (Malkki, 
2023, p. 21). While any focus on state terrorism vanished, during 1970s, 1980s, 
and 1990s, a view took shape that understood terrorism as an ‘identity’ rather 
than as a ‘tactic’ that might be employed by a group or the state (Stampnitzky, 
2013). During this period, studies researching the ‘terrorist personality’ emerged 
and some studies focused on identifying ‘personality traits’ and/or mental ill-
nesses (psychopathy) that make an individual become a terrorist (Gill & Corner, 
2017; Malkki, 2023). Terrorists began to be largely comprehended as absolute 
evil and irrational actors who are driven by their terroristic ‘nature’ (or pathol-
ogy) rather than by particular interests or political motives (Stampnitzky, 2013). 
Participation in terrorism started to be understood to be ‘driven by the psycho-
logical needs and qualities of those involved rather than by their socio-political 
objectives and rational thinking’ (Malkki, 2023, p. 21). This formulation of ter-
rorism became notorious in national and international reactions to 9/11 and rep-
resentations of the terrorists as racialised evil monsters in the media and popular 
culture (see Puar & Raj, 2002; Steuter & Wills, 2008). Many academics and jour-
nalists denounced the atmosphere of censorship at this time where any attempt 
to explain or analyse the events and any voice that criticised the newly mounted 
‘war on terror’ were regarded as relativistic and even considered accomplices to 
terrorism (Butler, 2002; Faludi, 2007; Nacos et al., 2011).

But from the mid-2000s everything changed. In a context marked by terrorist 
attacks in European cities, such as Madrid (2004) and London (2005), aggressive 
military campaigns and political discourses, and the spread of new security meas-
ures, the conceptualisation of terrorism and political violence began to change. 
Another important period in the re-definition of terrorism started in the UK 
and other countries including the Netherlands, Germany, France, and the USA. 
Terrorists started to be comprehended as individuals who had adopted extreme 
views (extremists) and had been ‘radicalised’ rather than people who were essen-
tially evil or had ‘terrorist personalities’. From 2005 onwards, terrorism started 
to be seen as the result of an individual process of radicalisation. ‘Radicalisation’ 
emerged as the new key word to explain the causes of terrorism and political vio-
lence and also as a theory that provided the measures and strategies to confront 
and prevent it (Kundnani, 2012). In the UK, for instance, the concept of radi-
calisation became central to counter-terrorism with the development of CON-
TEST (UK’s counter-terrorism strategy) and its Prevent Strategy (which aims to 
stop people becoming terrorists or supporting terrorism). Despite being initially 
closely related to policy-making, the (counter)radicalisation discourse became 
infamous throughout academic scholarship and widespread in the media in the 
years following the 2005 attacks in London (Hoskins & O’Loughlin, 2009; Jarvis 
et al., 2024).
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It is not an overstatement to say that for the last two decades, ideas about 
what constitutes a terrorism threat and who terrorists are have undergone sig-
nificant changes (Busher et al., 2023). Since the late 2000s and throughout the 
2010s, (counter)radicalisation became the new discourse for explaining terror-
ism and political violence, not only by (counter)terrorism experts, but also by 
the media and lay citizens (Rodrigo-Jusué, 2024b). Despite internal disputes and 
disagreements among experts, (counter)radicalisation emerged as a new para-
digm to understand political violence and terrorism (Malthaner, 2017) and design 
counter-terrorism measures. Scholars have referred to this historical period in 
which political violence has acquired new meanings and terrorism is understood 
to be the consequence of individual vulnerabilities as the ‘era of radicalisation’ 
(Baker-Beall et al., 2014). Through new terminology, narratives, and imaginar-
ies, (counter)radicalisation theories have replaced previous research that sought 
to explain political violence by focusing on socio-historical background and 
complex political cultural and psychological elements and dynamics (such as 
Crenshaw, 1981; Della Porta, 1995) and have led to unprecedented practices that 
centre on the mass prevention of radicalisation and de-radicalisation interven-
tions (Elshimi, 2017; Gunaratna & Hussin, 2020).

Over the last two decades, counter-radicalisation, de-radicalisation, and pre-
venting and countering violent extremism strategies (also known as P/CVE) have 
flourished all over the world (Ambrozik, 2019; Busher et al., 2023; el-Ojeili and 
Taylor, 2020; Kundnani & Hayes, 2018). This book examines how (counter)radi-
calisation focused counter-terrorism marks an exceptional moment in the long 
history of counter-terrorism, particularly British counter-terrorism that reaches 
back to 1880s (De Graaf, 2015; Hewitt, 2011). To study radicalisation, borrow-
ing Professor Bethami A. Dobkin’s (1992) words, is to examine ‘the limits of the 
ways we come to understand the terrorist threat and our responses to it’ (p. x). 
Located in the fields of cultural studies and governmentality studies, this book 
should be understood as part of a ‘diagnostic of the present’ (Dean, 2010) that 
critically examines how certain assumptions on political violence have come to be 
so natural, and what their role might be in directing specific practices and con-
ducts. Re-Defining Terrorism investigates the development and dissemination of 
(counter)radicalisation theories, their normalisation and naturalisation, not only 
in policy-making and official discourses, but particularly in the media and social 
imaginaries. Rather than adding to the academic and governmental efforts that 
seek to further constitute the (counter)radicalisation apparatus, drawing on the 
work of Joseba Zulaika and William A. Douglas (1996), this book’s strategy is ‘to 
dissolve the phenomenon into its ritual and imaginative bases’ (p. xi).

Re-Defining Terrorism argues that (counter)radicalisation (as a theory, a new 
paradigm, and an apparatus) has not only transformed British and interna-
tional counter-terrorism and national security, but it has also shaped the social 
imaginaries of political violence. Influenced by literature on governmentality 
and cultural studies, this book examines the social imaginaries that (re)produce 
(counter)radicalisation theories and practices. Re-Defining Terrorism is preoccu-
pied exploring the effects that these new imaginaries of terrorism have on differ-
ent aspects of our social and political reality. For example, the book argues that 
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the (counter)radicalisation apparatus reproduces new imaginaries of risk and 
terror(ism) (Chapter 2), understandings of women who get involved in political 
violence (Chapter 3), the regulation of the media (Chapter 4), and the promotion 
of particular roles among the general population (Chapter 5). In other words, 
Re-Defining Terrorism examines the effects that the recently developed (counter)
radicalisation dispositif has on different aspects of everyday life.

Theory: A Cultural Studies and a Governmentality  
Studies Approach
It may still be surprising that research on security and counter-terrorism, particu-
larly on the discourses and practices of counter-radicalisation, is situated within 
the field of cultural studies. However, cultural studies’ focus on culture and the 
media as key sites for analysing political, economic, and social phenomena—
along with its distinctive attention to everyday life and its critical stance towards 
objective knowledge—offers relevant and original perspectives for investigating 
the emergence of (counter)radicalisation theories and practices. The field of cul-
tural studies is also pertinent to the study of (counter)radicalisation strategies 
because it questions social norms and declares a commitment to fighting social 
inequalities and making possible new ways of perceiving the world.

This book’s approach, research object, questions, and methods have been 
equally informed by Michel Foucault’s (1980, 1991) concept of dispositif or gov-
erning technology and, more generally, by studies on governmentality. Foucault 
(1991) defined governmentality as the type of power that works through the ‘con-
duct of conduct’ and has ‘mentality’ as a feature of power. The conduct of conduct 
means that ‘governmental rationality’ aims ‘to shape, guide or affect the conduct 
of some person or persons’ (Gordon, 1991, p. 2). Challenging conventional theo-
ries of the state that identify the state as the site where power concentrates and 
is applied top-down, governmentality studies propose a new approach to rethink 
politics, the social, and power according to which a different relationship between 
governance and the subject is made explicit (Bratich et al., 2003). From a gov-
ernmentality studies perspective, government is ‘undertaken by a multiplicity of 
authorities and agencies, employing a variety of techniques and forms of knowl-
edge, that seeks to shape conduct by working through the desires, aspirations, 
interests and beliefs of various actors […]’ (Dean, 2010, p. 18). As a result, the 
governor-governed relationship is reformulated and, rather than situating govern-
ance in ‘administrative machines, juridical institutions or other apparatuses that 
usually get grouped under the rubric of the State […] the conduct of conduct 
takes place at innumerable sites, through an array of techniques and programmes 
that are usually defined as cultural’ (Bratich et al., 2003, p. 4).

Governmentality provides the frame to look at government not simply as a 
means to order or punish people, but rather as an attempt to deliberate on and 
to direct human conduct (Dean, 2010). From this perspective, it can be argued 
that governmentality redefines the very conception of ‘culture’ since formula-
tions that in other contexts would be treated as cultural, now are included in 
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the definition of government (Bennet, 2003, p. 48). In other words, apparatuses 
or products that would have been otherwise relegated to the field of culture are 
now understood as governing technologies. Rather than being conceived merely 
as legitimating power, from this perspective, cultural practices are comprehended 
as being ‘immanently tangled up’ in the exercise of power (Bennet, 2003). This re-
conceptualisation of culture, power, and government introduces new objects of 
study for cultural analysis that emphasise the importance of studying ‘technolo-
gies of governing through subjectification’ (Bratich et al., 2003, p. 10). This will 
be a key entry point into this books’ attention to the emergence of the (counter)
radicalisation dispositif. Cultural formations that once were ‘outside the purview 
of cultural studies’ can now be subjected to investigation with an emphasis on 
governmental practices (Bratich et al., 2003, p. 10) and hence this book’s proposal 
to examine (counter)radicalisation as a technology of government and an object 
of cultural analysis.

Researching (Counter)radicalisation as a dispositif or 
Governing Technology
Re-Defining Terrorism studies (counter)radicalisation as a ‘technology of 
government’, an ‘assemblage’, an ‘apparatus’, and/or a ‘regime of practices’ of  
government. Drawing on cultural studies and governmentality scholarship, 
(counter)radicalisation is investigated throughout the book as a dispositif for ‘the 
conduct of conduct’ (Rose, 2004) or as a ‘programme of the reform of conduct’ 
(Dean, 2010). (Counter)radicalisation is analysed as an apparatus that exercises 
power and intervenes in particular societal problems, and as a technology of  
government that is ‘imbued with aspirations for the shaping of conduct in the 
hope of producing certain desired effects and averting certain undesired events’ 
(Rose, 2004, p. 52). In general terms, the problems that the dispositif of (counter)
radicalisation seeks to intervene in (i.e. terrorism and the radicalisation of citi-
zens) are made visible within and according to particular knowledges or regimes 
of truth (counter-terrorism and counter-radicalisation expertise and theories). 
These regimes establish particular categories, divisions, classifications, rela-
tions, and identities (e.g. the vulnerable subject, the radicalised individual, the 
radicaliser, extremist ideology, the counter-terrorist citizen) as well as particular 
techniques, practices, and modes of proceeding (such as de-radicalisation inter-
ventions, a whole-society-approach, and mass-reporting processes) that establish 
particular goals and modes of thought (e.g. the good and responsible citizen, the 
moderate subject, and British values).

This book proposes that, as a governing technology, (counter)radicalisation is:

[…] an assemblage of forms of practical knowledge, with modes 
of perception, practices of calculation, vocabularies, types of 
authority, forms of judgement, architectural forms, human capac-
ities, non-human objects and devices, inscription techniques and 
so forth, traversed and transected by aspirations to achieve certain 
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outcomes in terms of the conduct of the governed (which also 
requires certain forms of conduct on the part of those who would 
govern) (Rose, 2004, p. 52).

In Foucault’s (1980) words, a dispositif consists of ‘discourses, institutions, 
architectural forms, regulatory decisions, laws, administrative measures, scientific 
statements, philosophical, moral and philanthropic propositions’ (p. 194). In this 
manner, it can be said that to analyse (counter)radicalisation as an assemblage 
or regime of practices ‘includes an unlimited and heterogeneous range of things’ 
that seem impossible to cover and contain within any single research project. 
However, to carry out an ‘analytic of government’ is not to list a description of 
all the empirical routines of government, but rather it is an attempt to under-
stand how all the practices and routines that are part of the assemblage ‘have to 
be “thought”’, how they are ‘formed in relation to specific forms of knowledge 
and expertise from a variety of authorities’ (Dean, 2010, p. 39). This is what Rose 
(2004) calls ‘diagnostic’, rather than descriptive, since the analytics of govern-
ment ‘seek to establish the singularity of particular strategies within a field of 
relations of truth, power and subjectivity by means of a work on symptoms’  
(p. 58). This attempt, Rose argues, involves a certain creativity, and he compares it 
to the role that Friedrich Nietzsche ascribed to artists and philosophers as ‘physi-
ologists or physicians of culture’ for whom phenomena are signs or symptoms 
that reflect a certain State of forces’ (Ibid.).

Investigating (counter)radicalisation as a technique of governance, Re-Defining  
Terrorism seeks to participate in the elaboration of an ‘ontology of the present’ or 
‘a critical ontology of ourselves’ according to which ‘the critique of what we are is 
at one and the same time the historical analysis of the limits that are imposed on 
us and an experiment with the possibility of going beyond them’ (Foucault, 1984, 
p. 50). An analytic of government seeks ‘to disturb that which forms the very 
groundwork of our present, to make the given once more strange and to cause 
us to wonder at how it came to appear so natural’ (Rose, 2004, p. 58). Together 
with cultural studies, and analytic of government seeks to explode the category 
of ‘the natural’ and is interested in revealing ‘the history behind those social rela-
tions (and identities) we see as the products of a neutral evolutionary process’ 
(Turner, 2005, pp. 5–6). Governmentality studies also coincide with cultural stud-
ies’ ‘self-conscious political approach’ to research (Kagan, 2016) when propos-
ing that ‘to diagnose the historicity of our contemporary ways for thinking and 
acting is to enhance their contestability, to point to the need for new experiments 
in thought which can imagine new ways on which we can be and can act’ (Rose, 
2004, p. 59). Or, as Foucault (1984) poetically puts it, the critical task ‘requires 
work on our limits, that is, a patient labour giving form to our impatience for 
liberty’ (p. 50).

Drawing on research on governmentality and cultural studies (see King, 2003), 
this book conceptualises (counter)radicalisation as a mechanism of governance 
that helps to shape identities (for instance, the vulnerable subject and the radicalised 
individual), cultivate political subjects (e.g. the CT citizen, the moderate Muslim, the 
good mother, the British-valued citizen, the responsible teacher, etc.), and produce 
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knowledges and truths about affairs (such as political violence and terrorism) and 
how they might be best responded to (e.g., through de-radicalisation interventions, 
early detection, and a whole community approach). Overall, Re-Defining Terrorism 
pays attention to and explores questions that address the particular relationship 
between knowledge, power, and subjectification in the realm of counter-terrorism 
and, particularly, of counter-radicalisation.

Aims
Re-Defining Terrorism contends that counter-terrorism discourses and practices 
should be analysed more deeply as a governance technique that heterogeneously 
affects society as a whole, rather than merely as a regulatory measure targeting 
suspect individuals and/or communities. From a governmentality studies perspec-
tive, (counter)radicalisation is conceptualised as a dispositif or a ‘programme of 
the reform of conduct’ (Dean, 2010) that sets the frames through which we expe-
rience reality and engage with it. Thus, one of the main goals of this book is to 
examine how new rationalities and imaginaries of (counter)radicalisation have 
the power to govern individuals and many aspects of our social life, including 
ideas on violence, gender, conflict, religion, citizenship, the media, and democ-
racy. Since the emergence of (counter)radicalisation discourses and representa-
tions, new imaginaries of risk and danger have emerged that draw new normative 
lines between the self  and the other; normality and pathology; moderate and 
extremist individuals and ideologies. This book argues that (counter)radicalisa-
tion imaginaries are not just psychological elements, but have a crucial role in 
shaping and understanding social reality and mediating collective life (see Taylor, 
2004). New embodiments of abnormality and imaginaries of risk not only have 
discriminatory effects on certain bodies but can also be linked to broader pro-
cesses of identity formation (Rodrigo-Jusué, 2022). Rather than comprehending 
counter-terrorism as a strategy or practice that only affects those (to be) charged 
with terrorist offences, this book departs from the idea that security apparatuses, 
such as counter-radicalisation, are productive technologies that contribute to the 
constitution of particular mentalities, conducts, and subjectivities. As a result, 
the main goal of this book is to analyse the logics, behaviours, identities, and 
imaginaries that the (counter)radicalisation dispositif produces and cultivates and 
to understand some of their consequences. Re-Defining Terrorism seeks to answer 
the following questions:

How does (counter)radicalisation, as a governing technology, encourage indi-
viduals to see, to perceive, to think, to question, to act, and to intervene in par-
ticular ways?

Which identities and political subjects does it help to shape, which knowledges 
and truths produces and, also, which solutions and practices does it offer?

Although this book mainly focuses on the British context, over the last  
two decades, there has been a globalisation of counter-extremism and counter-
radicalisation strategies highly influenced by the British model (see Ambrozik, 
2019; Busher et al., 2023; Kundnani & Hayes, 2018). The global development of 
counter-extremism and radicalisation prevention policies is one of the reasons 



8     Re-Defining Terrorism

why examining the complex dynamics and effects produced by (counter)radicali-
sation focused counter-terrorism is a crucial task. When I started this investiga-
tion, certain aspects of (counter)radicalisation strategies, especially the Prevent 
Strategy in the UK, were being problematised not only by academics, but also by 
educators and student unions (see Adams, 2016; NUS, 2015), as well as by organ-
isations concerned with civil and human rights. During the past 20 years, there 
has been a focus on the negative consequences that this new security approach 
entails for the suspect communities, namely Muslim communities and individu-
als (see Abbas, 2018; Elshimi, 2017; Hickman et al., 2011; Mythen et al., 2009; 
Walker, 2021; see the work of Prevent Watch, n.d.). As vital as the elaboration 
of that work is, this book seeks to contribute to the fields of (critical) terrorism 
and (critical) security studies by examining (counter)radicalisation as a govern-
ing technology that (heterogeneously) affects the whole population and that is 
embedded in processes of identity formation that go beyond the production of 
‘moderate Muslims’ (Abbas, 2021; Elshimi, 2017).

While most of the existing research focuses on the analysis of counter-terrorism 
legislation, counter-radicalisation strategies, interviews with suspect individuals 
and communities, counter-terrorism experts and practitioners, and more lately, 
with individuals subjected to counter-terrorism duties (including NHS staff and 
education professionals), literature that focuses on social imaginaries of (coun-
ter)radicalisation and that ‘explores the participation of the (counter)radicalisa-
tion apparatus in general processes of identity formation and in the “conduct of 
conduct” is scarce’ (Rodrigo-Jusué, 2022, p. 291). Similarly, research on qualitative 
(textual and visual) media and popular culture analysis of radicalisation represen-
tations is relatively uncommon since most research has focused on analysing expert 
discourses, policies, and strategies. Media and popular culture are often referenced 
as illustrative, but they have not been given a crucial role in setting and elaborating 
social imaginaries of (counter)radicalisation. This is an urgent task, especially now 
that lay citizens are being increasingly called on to participate in countering ter-
rorism (Rodrigo-Jusué, 2022, 2024b) and considering that the media serve as their 
primary source of information on (counter)terrorism and (counter)radicalisation.

One of the main purposes of Re-Defining Terrorism is also to examine the 
gendered effects of (counter)radicalisation discourses, for instance, in represent-
ing women involved in non-state political violence and those who participate in 
(national) security practices. Although (feminist) research on the representation 
of women terrorists is increasing, there is a lack of research investigating the 
effects of (counter)radicalisation imaginaries and practices from a gender per-
spective (see Brown, 2013 as an exception). Despite growing literature on the con-
sequences of Prevent initiatives have in education and in health-care (see Busher 
et al., 2024; Jerome et al., 2019; MedAct, 2020; Walker, 2021; Younis & Jadhav, 
2019), there is also a gap in the analysis of the most recent terrorism and radi-
calisation prevention campaigns aimed at the whole population (such as Action 
Counters Terrorism and Let’s Talk About It). Investigating these initiatives is vital 
to understand not only the constitution of new subjects and models of conducts, 
but also to comprehend the contemporary frames through which conflict and 
violence are approached.
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