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Three Approaches to Modernity
ZHAO Lian — fei
( Research Institute of Sociology China Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100732 China)
Abstract: There are three approaches to modernity. From the perspective of translation modernity
should be thought as the mind — set of people in modern societies; from the perspective of disciplinary
difference we should be cautious to the difference between the cognitive modernity and the aesthetic mo—
dernity; and from the history of sociology modernity associates to the history after the 17th century. The
understanding of modernity influence the meanning of post — modernity.
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