










SIGNS TAKEN FOR WONDERS 

a battle 'on behalf' of the truth, but of a battle about the status of truth 
and the economic and political role it plays. 

(Foucault 1980: 132) 

It is precisely to intervene in such a battle for the status of the truth that it 
becomes crucial to examine the presence of the English book. For it is this 
surface that stabilizes the agonistic colonial space; it is its appearance that 
regulates the ambivalence between origin and Entstellung, discipline and 

desire, mimesis and repetition. 
Despite appearances, the text of transparency inscribes a double 

vision: the field of the 'true' emerges as a visible effect of knowledge/power 
only after the regulatory and displacing division of the true and the false. 
From this point of view, discursive 'transparency' is best read in the 
photographic sense in which a transparency is also always a negative, 
processed into visibility through the technologies of reversal, enlargement, 
lighting, editing, projection, not a source but a re-source of light. Such a 
bringing to light is never a prevision; it is always a question of the provi
sion of visibility as a capacity, a strategy, an agency but also in the sense in 
which the prefix pro(vision) might indicate an elision of sight, delegation, 
substitution, contiguity, in place of ... what? 

This is the question that brings us to the ambivalence of the presence of 
authority, peculiarly visible in its colonial articulation. For if transparency 
signifies discursive closure - intention, image, author - it does so through a 
disclosure of its rules of recognition - those social texts of epistemic, ethno
centric, nationalist intelligibility which cohere in the address of authority as 
the 'present,' the voice of modernity. The acknowledgement of authority 
depends upon the immediate - unmediated - visibility of its rules of recog
nition as the unmistakable referent of historical necessity. 

In the doubly inscribed space of colonial representation where the 
presence of authority - the English book - is also a question of its repetition 
and displacement, where transparency is techne, the immediate visibility of 
such a regime of recognition is resisted. Resistance is not necessarily an 
oppositional act of political intention, nor is it the simple negation or exclu
sion of the 'content' of an other culture, as a difference once perceived. It is 
the effect of an ambivalence produced within the rules of recognition of 
dominating discourses as they articulate the signs of cultural difference 
and reimplicate them within the deferential relations of colonial power -
hierarchy, normalization, marginalization, and so forth. For domination is 
achieved through a process of disavowal that denies the differance of colo
nialist power - the chaos of its intervention as Entstellung, its dislocatory 
presence - in order to preserve the authority of its identity in the universalist 
narrative of nineteenth-century historical and political evolutionism. 

The exercise of colonialist authority, however, requires the production 
of differentiations, individuations, identity effects through which discrimi
natory practices can map out subject populations that are tarred with the 
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