Objet a : [EELEGE GV F = ‘ﬁf—‘ﬁ&iﬂ EIRY

FRelE 2008.10.9

5 5P PR Y > 3 P T PR RLPS 1
S B —

fﬁ“ﬁ TRERL = R “‘Elwf,Ew(subjectivizaﬁon)ﬂfga A SF E;EFE, H Y L
I éﬁ‘}z,ﬂ% FIRFEY LI B LS i L B o A IR T
TR TE RIS ) RLI PV RE] > RO W PR e e
e U]l (“disagreement” [la mésentente]RL{ =HBI 1= FE9 I IR -
P R S RIS P b o - (U~ [URCE T R o
PR w5 S Y LT o 2 27 SRLEY [PV I ] T ¢
1 > SRRl sy eV T e Sy HUFIETER %&ﬂﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁ\ﬁu
R (B RCR T TR RO 3 S BT BT o ALY SR -

(Ranciére 1999: 35-36)

PAFTEAIEITRL > QT g S *??ﬁﬂﬁﬁ [rraditg ] ) e H

R R o T RIS e RO R RO - \F‘Zﬁfﬁ”li—_%
OSBRI o RSB TRE RL R %ﬁ‘iﬁ@?{ﬁ/ RSV
R SRS S ERLET T T ?J LR B R ARG > P T il
FRHESE B  UEETE s  PRIR  BOPT  T  p e f
i’rWﬁﬁTEE%%W’A%%iﬁ%wﬁ%o WEEEPRH- (e
Wwﬁﬂym:ﬁﬁﬂﬁ@@ﬁmaéﬁﬁmﬁm’mﬁm—ﬁV—ﬁﬁmﬁ
il B o S SRR R SO Y - T BRI T T

-+

! "Polictical interlocution is one such area par excellence. Having to do with the very nexus of the
logos and its being taken into account with the aisthésis (the partition of the perceptible), its logic of
demonstration is indissolubly an aesthetic of expression.” (Ranciére 1999: 57)
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* “Itis a surplus subject defined by the manifesting its distancing structure, its structure of

relationship between the common and the not common. Modern politics exists through the
multiplication of the common/litigious worlds deductible over the surface of social activities and orders.
It exists through the subjects that this multiplication authorizes, subjects whose count is always
supernumerary.” (Ranciere 1999: 58)
3 “It is also that the relationship of the 'we,' the subject of the utterance that opens the sequence, to the
subject announced, whose identity is served upon a variety of forms (citizens, workers, women,
proletariants), is defined solely by the set of relationships and operations in the demonstrative sequence.
Neither the we or the identity assigned to it, nor the apposition of the two defines a subject. There are
political subjects or rather modes of subjectification only in the set of 'persons,’ the complete play of
identities and alterities implicated in the demonstration and the worlds--common or separate--where
these are defined." (Ranciére 1999: 59)%?" I (P9 PR ) (Of the Shore of Politics) ~ (2= fiy
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FIJ %ﬂﬁ‘urﬁ‘ [ “Ten Theses on Politics” [ Ifi §§F‘:f “Political demonstrations are thus always of the
moment and their subjects are always provisional. Political difference is always on the shore of its own
disappearance: the people are close to sinking into the sea of the population or of race, the proletariat
borders on being confused with workers defending their interests, the space of a people's public
demonstration is always at risk of being confused with the merchant's agora, etc.”
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