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Abstract

The following paper sets out to present the content and the structure of the aestheticasation of
politics in the liberal democratic system. The first part of the thesis deals with the public sphere
and its meaning, followed by the discussion of the formation of the liberal democratic public
sphere and the roles of the state, the parliament, the press, the market and the capitalin the
public sphere. The next part of the paper reviews the relation of Rancierian politics and
‘policeto the aestheticisation of politics; the problem of the Distribution of the Sensible and its
relation to modern liberal democratic politics. The last part of the paper presents the tools of
making aestheticized politics (populism and mediatized politics) and the role of its maker — the
politician.

Key Words: Aestheticisation of Politics; Public Sphere; Mediatised Politics; Populism, Liberal

Democracy.



