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Provincialism? Not at all. I am not burying myself in a narrow
particularism. But neither do I want to lose myself in an emaciated
universalism. There are two ways to lose oneself: walled segregation in
the particular or dilution in the “universal.”

My conception of the universal is that of a universal enriched by all that
is particular, a universal enriched by every particular: the deepening
and coexistence of all particulars.

And so? So we need to have the patience to take up the task anew [.]

Aimé Césaire (tr. Chike Jeffers)

(‘Letter to Maurice Thorez’ (2010) 28 Social Text 145)
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