Evaluate the affirmative through the political implications of the way it knows the Oriental other before framework.
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This historical genealogy and epistemic analytic are both absolutely crucial if we are not to fetishize the question concerning colonialism, formulate a historically more nuanced conception of it, so that today we might have a better grasp of the varied and amorphous modes of knowledge production about Islam and "the middle East," and in fact see it, as I propose, as a case of epistemic endosmosis, in which the aggressive formation of a field of public knowledge about Islam and "the Middle East" is no longer conducive to the reversed formation of a sovereign (European or American) and all-knowing (Kantian) subject. My ultimate proposal here is that today in fact we are witnessing a mode of knowledge that is devoid of agential subjectness, which is the modus operandi of an empire without hegemony. This epistemic endosmosis—interested knowledge manufactured in think tanks and percolating into the public domain—I propose is conducive to various manners of disposable knowledge production—predicated on no enduring or legitimate episteme, but in fact modeled on non-refundable commodities that provide instant gratification and are then disposed of after one use only. This is fast-knowledge produced on the model of fast food, with plastic cups, plastic knives, plastic forks, and hopefully biodegradable paper that can be recycled for environmental purposes. The origin and function of this mode of knowledge are compatible with the imperial imaginary they serve, for the problem of knowledge production in an age of empire will have to begin with the political provenance of that empire, the U.S. empire, and the postmodern predicament of its illusion of sovereignty, legitimacy, and authority. The power at the military roots of the conception of empire that enables any mode of knowledge production will have to be broken down, in the idiomaticity of its American English, into the distance between potenza and potere, when Agamben begins to speak Italian to it, between puissance andpouvoir, when Foucault begins to speak French, or Macht and Vermogen when Heidegger begins to speak German to it. The Latin root of the distance between potentia mdpotestas, between power in a diffused and amorphous state, and power as centralized, authenticated, and legitimized, is what is perhaps deliberately lost to "power" when George W. Bush claims it in his American English. My contention here is that as much as power as potere, pouvoir, Vermogen, andpotestas was conducive to the formation of a knowing and sovereign European subject, power as potenza, puissance, Macht, and potentia entirely lacks and perhaps has forever lost the ability to constitute agential autonomy for the knowing and sovereign subject (European or otherwise) who thus seeks to claim it. Immanuel Kant, in other words, was the very last metaphysician of the (European) sovereign subject—the omnipotent, omnipresent, and omniscient narrator of history. The classical period of Orientalism, namely Orientalism as the intelligence arm of colonialism, corresponded to that absolute sovereignty of the European knowing subject, as mercenary armies of Orientalists went around the world and defined it in the form of a knowledge that can be known, owned, and governed at one and the same time. That mode of knowledge production along with the sovereign subject that produced it have long since ceased to exist, and upon us is the age of homo sacer, nuda vita (naked life), state of exception, dispersion of refugees between mere humans and would-be citizens, language as hypertrophy, and gestures as pure means with no end. The knowledge that corresponds to this state of exception as imperial rule is the knowledge by endosmosis, the knowledge of nothing, knowledge without agency, at the service of an empire with no hegemony.
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