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(1) Whatever else it might do for scholars nurtured in Eurocentric traditions,
postcolonialism brings with it enforced, penetrating, and mystifying dialogue. It
destabilizes once-solid models of subjectivity and objectivity, breaks down old orders of
enclosed selves and separate others, It offers relationism, context, and parallax as means
of self-definition and thus hybridize one subject-situation with others. It is a locale of
decentering strategies that travel, these days, under many names: Lyotard’s paralogies,
the fractal landscapes of Arjun Appadurai’s transnational anthropology, Houston Baker’s

interwining vernacular discourses, and Homi Bhabha’s in-between spaces of enunciation,
to rehearse just a few,

(2} Something like hybridization inhabits our histories too. A postcolonial historiography
pushes into the light of day the challenge of the encounter between historian and past
subjectivities. It embraces as part of historical story-telling itself analysis of the
negotiations extending between the present-day scrutinizer and the scrutinized past. It
calls upon the historian to relinquish the notion of a pristine reconstruction of some past

reality in favor of a hybrid construction fore-fronting today’s strategies, intents, and
desires as well as those of past others.
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