Requests & Questions
1. please, cancel all comments and leave only the pure text. done
2. I forgot how to insert page numbers. The article has none. done
3. In the first foot note the Princeton Ph.D. dissertation appears ‘Compulsion in Religion…’
But later it appears “compulsion in Religion …”. Which is correct? Fixed

4.  “the sharīʿ. “  This appears all the time. Many times, instead of sharīʿa. Why? I corrected it every time to sharīʿa. Thanks.  Our mistake
Also: should it be in italics or regular? Maybe first time Italics, then regular? This should apply to all other terms in transcript from Arabic. I have made them all italic
5 Id al-Adhha – shouldn’t the second h be with a dot under it? Fixed
6. “… but in it, Saddam unequivocally declares for political Islam and a complete departure from the party’s secular doctrine.” Is this English? It is correct English but I have changed it to “advocates political Islam” for clarity
[bookmark: _Hlk170984702]6. “For example, Sassoon accepts as true the archival reports that, following the 1991 Shiʿite mass uprising, the state of the party was good. As he puts it, the internal reports “do not indicate a fundamental change in the party’s role, or that it was weakened, as some have argued.”[footnoteRef:1] (footnote 167) Yet, even as late as 1994, Saddam and a few senior party officials told the whole nation on the radio and television, and in the press that the party was going through a devastating crisis.[footnoteRef:2] I do not understand this comment. Ignore – not important	Comment by John Peate: It doesn’t seem legitimate to insert this editorial note as you cannot prove that he meant that specifically. [1:  Sassoon, Saddam Hussein’s Baʿth Party, p. 4.]  [2:  For example, al-ʿIraq, April 12, 1994, bringing an historical speech by the leader from April 13, 1991, quoted by Ronen Zeidel, R. (1997). “The Iraqi Baʿth Party 1948–1995: Personal and organization aspects,” master’s dissertation, University of Haifa, 199–200; Al-Thawra, July 22, Aug. 19, 1991; Jan. 8, 13, 1993, in Zeidel, “Iraqi Baʿth Party,” 204–07.] 

Conclusion
“None of the three historians reviewed here denies that the regime was secular in the 1970s. None of them deny that during the Islamic “Faith Campaign” denies or deny? Both could be correct but I have changed it to denies if that makes you more comfortable
ʿAflaq, M. (1974). Fī Ṣabīl al-Baʿth [On the path of the Baʿth], Beirut: Dar al-Taliʿa. I do not understand the comment.  Ignore.  The editor thought it was  journal article	Comment by John Peate: Page range required

