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Abstract
Adorno is not a thinker of the political, although his theory is of great political significance.
His political intention is expressed in a mode of theory based on the concept of the nonidentical. To
talk about politics in Adorno means, then, to describe an impossible kind of politics, a „politics of
nonidentity“, because non-identity refuses all kind of identification – even those to the common
grounds of political theory as people, public, parties or peer groups. Accordingly, the concept of
nonidentity leads to a critical analysis of the constitution of majorities, of the so-called normal, and
so to a critical social theory. The aim is, to develop the dialectics within the concept of nonidentity,
between concrete intervention and utopian transformation.

Theses
The politics of non-identity offers a utopian line of thought, not in the sense of a positively
illustrated utopia, but rather in the critical sense of utopia with regard to our present.
Non-identity is neither a kind of radical „counteridentity“ nor a kind of so called „no-identity“.
Non-identity is not the same as difference.
Non-identity knows exactly what it refutes, without defining itself.
The politics of non-identity has to face a double task: a negative-critical contextualization of nonidentity and a reflection on some kind of theoretical progress linked to it.
Strategies
Non-identity cannot be attributed exclusively to the person of Adorno nor to concrete, actual social
movements or theoretical interests. In both cases, the result is an identification of non-identity.
A politics of non-identity cannot be contented within a politics of recognition, its aim is the
transformation of society – even if this aim can by now only be articulated as a utopian perspective.
An affirmation of negation, of the negative attribution of identity, is possible; an affirmation of nonidentity entails critical positioning in a concrete conflict of identities in order to transcend the
eternal identity game.
The politics of non-identity develops a dialectics of non-identity in itself between the analysis of the
experience of non-identity (concrete intervention) and the persistent pursuit of global change.
A politics of non-identity always plays on two tables: without neglecting concrete, daily struggles, it
also maintains the global, utopian aspiration that justice will be done.
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