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pp. 8 - 9:

This chapter will delineate the theoretical framework which informs my critique of the current ‘post-political’ Zeitgeist. Its main tenets have been developed in several of my previous works1 and here I will limit myself to the aspects which are relevant for the argument presented in this book. The most important concerns the distinction I propose to make between ‘politics’ and ‘the political’. To be sure, in ordinary language, it is not very common to speak of ‘the political’ but I think that such a distinction opens important new paths for reflection and many political theorists are making it. The difficulty, though, is that no agreement exists among them concerning the meaning attributed to the respective terms and that may cause a certain confusion. Commonalities exist however which can provide some points of orientation. For instance to make this distinction suggests a difference between two types of approach: political science which deals with the empirical field of ‘politics’, and political theory which is the domain of philosophers who enquire not about facts of ‘politics’ but about the essence of ‘the political’. If we wanted to express such a distinction in a philosophical way, we could, borrowing the vocabulary of Heidegger, say that politics refers to the ‘ontic’ level while ‘the political’ has to do with the ‘ontological’ one. This means that the ontic has to do with the manifold practices of conventional politics, while the ontological concerns the very way in which society is instituted. But this still leaves the possibility of considerable disagreement about what constitutes ‘the political’. Some theorists such as Hannah Arendt envisage the political as a space of freedom and public deliberation, while others see it as a space of power, conflict and antagonism. My understanding of ‘the political’ clearly belongs to the second perspective. More precisely this is how I distinguish between ‘the political’ and ‘politics’: by ‘the political’ I mean the dimension of antagonism which I take to be constitutive of human societies, while by ‘politics’ I mean the set of practices and institutions through which an order is created, organizing human coexistence in the context of conflictuality provided by the political.

Traduzione italiana: Ch. Mouffe, Sul politico. Democrazia e rappresentazione dei conflitti, Milano, Bruno Mondadori, 2007.
Distinzione tra “la politica” e “il politico”:
p. 9: «Se vogliamo esprimere questa distinzione in termini filosofici possiamo dire, prendendo a prestito il lessico di Heidegger, che “la politica” si riferisce al livello “ontico”, mentre “il politico” ha a che fare con quello “ontologico”. Ciò significa che l’ontico riguarda le molteplici pratiche della politica convenzionale, mentre l’ontologico si occupa a livello sostanziale del modo in cui è costituita la società” […….] Con “il politico” intendo la dimensione dell’antagonismo che ritengo costitutiva delle società umane, mentre con “politica” intendo l’insieme di pratiche e istituzioni mediante le quali si crea un ordine, si organizza la coesistenza umana nel contesto conflittuale determinato dal politico».



Carl Schmitt   e la nozione di “politico”.

«ogni contrasto religioso, morale, economico, etnico o di altro tipo si trasforma in un contrasto politico, se è abbastanza forte da raggruppare effettivamente gli uomini in amici e nemici» (C. Schmitt., Il concetto di politico [19323], trad. it. in Id., Le categorie del politico, Bologna, Il Mulino 1972, p. 120).


