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My argument here is that much modernism research in the Western academy
and in the museum is still bound by the local. Despite the celcbrated
internationalism of the modern, we stili experience obstacles in the very
structures of academic disciplines, their compartmentalization in university
departments of national literatures, and their inherent unequal power relations
in acknowledging what I call modernism at large, namely, the crossnational
cultural forms that emerge from the negotiation of the modern with the
indigenous, the colonial, and the postcolonial in the “non-Western” world.
Surs, the canon has been expanded in recent years, for instance, by including
such phenomena as the Brazilian anthropophagy avant-garde or Caribbean
modernism, but processes of translation and transnational migrations and their
effects remain insufficiently theorized and are studied mostly within jocal
specializations,
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