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Space, Subjectivity, and Politics

David Howarth*

This article questions the more exaggerated claims of a free-
standing “spatial heuristic” in explaining, justifying and criti-
cizing social practices, not least because the category of space
remains undertheorized and conceptually indeterminate. Build-
ing upon the work of Jacques Derrida, Michel Foucault, Mar-
tin Heidegger, Ernesto Laclau, and others, the article clarifies
the category of space, showing precisely how and why it is im-
portant for understanding politics, subjectivity, and ethics. It
calls for the envisaging of “spaces of heterogeneity” that are
compatible with radical democratic demands for equality and
a “politics of becoming,” and that can form the basis of a post-
structuralist conception of cosmopolitanism. KEYWORDS: ethics,
politics, space, subjectivity, time, radical democracy.

The face of the earth is continually changing, by the increase
of small kingdoms into great empires, by the dissolution of
great empires into smaller kingdoms, by the planting of
colonies, by the migration of tribes. Is there any thing discov-
erable in all these events but force and violence? Where is the
mutual agreement or voluntary association so much talked of?

—David Hume, 19931

It is widely acknowledged that our conceptions and experiences of
space have changed considerably in recent times. They have been
transformed by the development of new or more sophisticated
technologies, such as the Internet, the jet plane, and the mobile
phone, which bring things and people that were once distant
closer, while simultaneously rendering others further away. An elec-
tronic version of an academic journal article available on the Inter-
net and accessible on one’s computer screen is far closer than the
hard copy resting on the shelves of the university library, even
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International Politics of Exception:
Competing Visions of 

International Political Order 
Between Law and Politics

Jef Huysmans*

Both political leaders and academics often claim exceptional
times. But what does it mean to speak of exceptional politics
in international relations? In one sense exceptionality is a
descriptive category referring to a radical change in the sys-
temic conditions of international politics. In this article a dif-
ferent notion of exception is examined. It refers to a particu-
lar method of conceptualizing the nature of international
political order. The exception defines political order by means
of constitutional-legal reasoning in which different under-
standings of the nature and status of international law and its
political transgressions describe competing visions of inter-
national political order. The focal point of this international
politics of exception is not the traditional distinction between
liberal and realist views of international politics but the con-
stitutionalist triad of normativism, decisionism, and institu-
tionalism. KEYWORDS: exception, international law, norma-
tivism, decisionism, institutionalism.

For many, the acts of violence on September 11, 2001, in the United
States created exceptional times in international politics. The prime
minister of the United Kingdom, Tony Blair, marked a moment of
millennial change: “In retrospect, the Millennium marked only a
moment in time. It was the events of September 11 that marked a
turning point in history, where we confront the dangers of the
future and assess the choices facing humankind.”1
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The Global Visa Regime 
and the Political Technologies 

of the International Self: 
Borders, Bodies, Biopolitics

Mark B. Salter*

This article examines the micropolitics of the border by trac-
ing the interface between government and individual body. In
the first act of confession before the vanguard of governmen-
tal machinery, the border examination is crucial to both the
operation of the global mobility regime and of sovereign
power. The visa and passport systems are tickets that allow
temporary and permanent membership in the community,
and the border represents the limit of the community. The
nascent global mobility regime through passport, visa, and
frontier formalities manage an international population
through and within a biopolitical frame and a confessionary
complex that creates bodies that understand themselves to be
international. The author charts the way that an international
biopolitical order is constructed through the creation, classi-
fication, and contention of a surveillance regime and an inter-
national political technology of the individual that is driven by
the globalization of a documentary, biometric, and confes-
sionary regime. The global visa regime and international bor-
ders are crucial in constructing both international mobile
populations and international mobile individuals. KEYWORDS:
borders, visas, biopolitics, migration, exception.

As a matter of fact the only young girl who is really “free,” is
she whose chaperon is never very far away. She need give con-
ventionality very little thought, and not bother about her P’s
and Q’s at all, because her chaperon is always a strong and
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The Problem with Normality: 
Taking Exception to 

“Permanent Emergency”

Mark Neocleous*

This article challenges the increasingly prevalent idea that
since September 11, 2001, we have moved into a state of per-
manent emergency and an abandonment of the rule of law.
The article questions this idea, showing that historical devel-
opments in the twentieth century have actually placed emer-
gency powers at the heart of the rule of law as a means of
administering capitalist modernity. This suggests we need to
rethink our understanding of the role of emergency measures
in the “war on terror” and, more generally, to reconsider the
relationship between the rule of law and violence. KEYWORDS:
emergency powers, state of exception, Benjamin, Schmitt,
rule of law.

September 14

Since the event that has quickly passed into the English language
as “9/11,” countless individuals have been imprisoned without
charge or trial at Guantanamo Bay, the detention center at Bagram
in Afghanistan, and Abu Ghraib prison in Iraq. It is clear that while
in detainment some have been tortured and most have been sub-
ject to inhumane treatment. Others have been shipped to prisons,
penitentiaries and police stations in countries known to allow
human rights abuses. At the same time, liberal democracies have
devised new and unusual methods to discipline and punish, such as
the “control orders” recently introduced in Britain. Less startling but
equally significant are the systematic ways in which international
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Mastering “Irrational” Violence: 
The Relegitimization of French Security

Policy in Sub-Saharan Africa

Bruno Charbonneau*

The global context of the 1990s imposed constraints on French
security policy in sub-Saharan Africa, but it has also offered new
opportunities to reauthorize and relegitimize French military
cooperation, military intervention, and prepositioned forces
after the fiasco of the Rwandan genocide. It is argued that the
post-Rwanda French military doctrine of the mastery of vio-
lence has relegitimized French hegemony by identifying vio-
lence as the enemy to be contained, controlled, and elimi-
nated. The “new” military cooperation (symbolized by the
program of RECAMP [Renforcement des capacités africaines
au maintien de la paix]) has in fact redefined the French
“right” of military intervention in Africa instead of promoting
the formal objectives of security and development. KEYWORDS:
France-security policy; France-Afrique; RECAMP; mastery of
violence; military cooperation.

French security policy in sub-Saharan Africa underwent important
transformations after the events in Rwanda in 1994, even though
France’s complicity in the genocide1 and its consequences on the
French army and French military cooperation remain officially
denied. The changes were informed by the restructuring of French
defense policy and the subsequent reorganization of the French
army. The white paper of 1994 redefined the strategic environment
and thus prescribed the reorientation that the army’s new force
posture and doctrine took. The original functions of projection
and prevention that rationalized the French use of force were com-
bined to justify an emphasis on French military intervention
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