


intellectual return dwindles, and that articles are becoming increasingly
self-referential, attention firmly focused on one another’s footnotes. The
time-space compression of academic life condenses the intellectual process,
pressurising academics to begin publishing and editing ever sooner, to find
niche markets, to attend and organise ever more conferences, to produce ever
more journals. Recent developments within academia and current shifts in the
production process are far from distinct: both are driven by the urgent need to
erode barriers to the free circulation of capitalideas and accumulate
territory/knowledge in distant worlds in order to gain unhindered access to its
raw materials.

If theorists of cultural and political studies are to avoid the narcissistic
opportunism accompanying the fate of becoming just one more manifestation
of the imperialist globalization process, it will surely be through the attempt to
locate our theorising in the grounded sites of cultural and political resistance.
Otherwise the global celebration of difference may prove to be little more than
a western hymn in praise of undifferentiation.

In her article ‘On Not Speaking Chinese’, Ien Ang notes, reflecting on her
diasporic identity: ‘if I am inescapably Chinese by descent, I am only sometimes
Chinese by consent. When and how is a matter of politics.” Her point is ‘to
critique the formalist, poststructuralist tendency to over generalise the global
current of so-called nomadic, fragmented and deterritorialized subjectivity’.
Such ‘nomadology’ is rife in the pages of international cultural journals: decon-
textualising specific experiences of difference within a global analysis of the
postmodern world.

In similar vein, Benita Parry has noted that the historical specificity of analyses
of imperialism is increasingly sacrificed to the desire to produce accounts of
empire’s ubiquity, to map shared idioms across distinct periods. One conse-
quence is that, whereas Edward Said has always been careful to ‘delineate
colonialism as one incarnation of a more extensive and variable process which he
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names “imperialism” ’, the terms imperialism and colonialism are increasingly
used interchangeably. This is no quibble about terminology: it is symptomatic of
the ubiquitous desire to find a unified discursive form in imperialist texts.
disconnected from their social conditions of possibility. Whilst the strength of
much recent post-colonial criticism has been to afford an understanding of how
tropes of domination inflect each other and can be transposed from one situation
to another, the dilemma is that at the same time, these interpretations divert
attention from the singularities of colonialist and later imperialist enunciations.
Hence the need to address the specificities of imperialist rhetoric, diasporic
experiences, racist practices; to develop, what Ang calls a critical diasporic
cultural politics which avoids ‘the most facile forms of postmodernist nomado-
logy’ by remaining contextual and political.

Only by so doing can we celebrate the globalisation of intellectual debates and
the erosion of disciplinary boundaries whilst avoiding the spectre of dedifferen-
tiated blandness and an easy nomadology.

Judith Squires, November 1994
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