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24. Giorgio Agamben, State of Exception (translated by Kevin Attell), The University of Chicago

Press, 2005. Stato di eccezione, 2003.
The essential contiguity between the state of exception and sovereignty was established by Carl

Schmitt in his book Politische Theologie (1922). Although his famous definition of the sovereign
as "he who decides on the state of exception" has been widely commented on and discussed, there
is still no theory of the state of exception in public law, and jurists and theorists of public law
seem to regard the problem more as a questio facti than as a genuine juridical problem. (1)

The question of borders,

they find themselves in the paradoxical position of being juridical measures that cannot be
understood in legal terms, and the state of exception appears as the legal form of what cannot
have legal form. On the other hand, if the law employs the exception --- that is the suspension of
law itself --- as its original means of referring to and encompassing life, then a theory of the state
of exception is the preliminary condition for any definition of the relation that binds and, at same
time, abandons the living being to law. (1)
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Jeder geistige Akt ist ein Sinnakt.
Geist / Sinnvolzug, das im Geist Gemeinte / Sinnzusammenhang
sinngebend, sinnerfillend
die geistige Wirklichkeit / Sinnwirklichkeit
11. Sinnprinzipienlehre(Philosohpie) — Sinnelementen
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In jedem SinnbewuBtsein ist ein Dreifaches enthalten: erstens das BewuBtsein des
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Sinnzusammenhanges, in dem jeder einzelne Sinn steht und ohne den er sinnlos wirde;
zeitens das BewuBtsein um die Sinhaftigkeit des Sinnzusammenhanges und damit jedes
einselnen Sinnes, d.h. das BewuRtsein um einen unbedingten Sinn, der in allem Einzelsinn
gegenwdrtig ist; drittens das Bewulitsein um eine Forderung, unter der jeder Einzelsinn steht,
den unbedingten Sinn zu erfullen. --- Das erste Sinnelement also ist das in jedem Sinnakt
gegebene BewuRtsein um den allgemeinen Sinnzusammenhang, um die Unmdglichkeit eines
geforderten Sinnes, um die Totalitat, um die "Welt".
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Religion ist Richtung auf das Unbedingte, Kultur ist Richtung auf die bedingte Formen und ihre
Einheit.

Im kulturellen Akt ist das Religitse also substantiell; in religiosen Akt das Kutturelle formell.
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From the juridico-political perspective, messianism is therefore a theory of the state of
exception --- except for the fact that in messianism there is no authority in force to proclaim the
state of exception; instead, there is the Messiah to subvert its power. (Agamben, 1995, 57-58)
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