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"Pronouncements that "theory is over" abound in literary and cultural studies. These
claims themselves arise, however, from various positions that may be called theoretical,
clamoring to claim the space left vacant by the "death of theory." Exactly what version of
"theory"” has died? What seeks to be its heir? From minor and minoritized perspectives,
"theory™ may have been fatally flawed by its Eurocentric universalism, but it has also
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opened up other “creolized" possibilities. How then might "theory"” be creolized,
complicated, reinvented, and made usable in our transnationalized and globalized present?
How might our investigations of minor formations as creolized objects of study necessitate,
and thus enable, a new creolized theory on the deathbed of “"theory?" Does the creolization
of theory then promise a theory of creolization as paradigmatic for the theory of the future?"
This lecture will explore the above questions.
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This lecture will take off from my book, Visuality and Identity: Sinophone Articulations



across the Pacific, to elaborate upon the primacy of the visual medium in the negotiation
and representation of identities in the context of unprecedented scattering of capitalism
across the globe. What specific conditions of global capitalism produce this intimate
relationship between visuality and identity? How do we understand identity in the context
of proliferating differences within global multiculturalism and the known pitfalls of the
politics of identity?
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Positing the sinophone in opposition to diaspora, this lecture will seek to define the
sinophone as a place-based practice of writing and speaking culture in huayu outside China.
Diaspora is premised on the scattering of a people from a place of origin, and posits the
people’s relationship to the place of origin ontologically. The concept of the sinophone, on
the contrary, proposes that there is an expiration date to diaspora, that huayu-speaking
peoples across the world are locals in their places of residence and settlement. How is the
sinophone to be distinguished from Chinese culture from China proper? What are the
historical conditions of sinophone articulations?



