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FoeES | ST O, “I do not consider the practice and discourses of

revolutionary struggle as the under/ other side of “Colonial discourse™ ...
They may be historically co-present with it and intervene in it, but can
never be read-off merely on the basis of their opposition.” (Bhabha, 1983,
p.198)1
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displacement of all sites of discrimination and domination. It unsettles the
mimetic or narcissistic demands of colonial power but re-implicates its

identification in strategies of subversion that turn the gaze of the
discriminated back upon the eye of power.” (Bhabha, 2012, p.159-160) |
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psychic ambivalence on the part of both ‘partners’ in the colonial
relationship opens up unexpected and hitherto unrecognized ways in
which the operations of colonial power can be cicumvented by the native
subject, through a process which might be described as psychological
guerrilla warfare (Moore-Gilbert, 1997, p. 129)1 O GTFA
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development as a thinker backwards, and so persistently ignoring his later
work, Bhabha might even be accused not so much of ‘Remembering’ as
‘disremembering’ Fanon’. (Moore-Gilbert, p. 137).
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cross-cultural imagination does not erase difference between cultures;
rather it is a question of endorsing differences yet creatively undermining
biases’ (Moore- Gilbert, 1997, p. 183)1
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