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On Modernity from Ontological Perspective:
Latour’ s Philosophy of “Nonmodernity”

Liu Peng

Abstract: There are ontologically two great divides in modern philosophy: one lies in the divide
between modern and pre-modern the other in the divide between the West and the others: which are
philosophically based on a dualism between nature and society. However from the perspectives of
empirical philosophy and anthropology of science Latour points out what exists actually is not any
kind of dualism but hybrids mixing up the Subject and Object. Embracing a constructivist approach
and proposing a new conceptualization of human and nonhuman Latour elaborates an alternative
nonmodern philosophy and then calls for a Copernican counter—revolution which opens up a new
way to reflect the issues of modernity.

Key words: modernity; nonmodernity; hybrid; thing
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Study of City Economy Technological Innovation Influence on Environmental
Governance: Based on the Analysis of Structural Equation Model

Chen Chun

Abstract: Using structural equation model the paper sets up a system model of scientific and
technological innovation influence on environmental governance of 76 cities. The system model has
passed suitability test using Bollen-Stine Bootstrap and fits all the path coefficients. The research re—
sults show that in the context of industrialization and urbanization technological innovation will play
an important role on the city economic development while environmental management should be
strengthened. Meanwhile in the development of urban economy the environment should be protected
well to ensure a sustainable development strategy.

Key words: technological innovation; environmental governance; Bootstrap



