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i
I. Introduction

The resent recent outbreak of the Russia-Ukraine war has become been met by both the bewilderment and the outrage for on the part of both national and international communities. It is said to be unheard of to resolve diplomatic conflicts and neighboring disputes via means of armed forces force in the twenty- first century. General public opinion and larger academic and professional circles have trouble grasping as how one’s country political administration could consolidate so much power on the one hand, and to suppress domestic confrontation within, on the other hand in order to be able to declare war.[footnoteRef:1]. How is it feasible for a tangible amount of the Russian population to support such a hostile policy against a neighboring Slavic nation? What contributed to such national support on the one hand and made it possible for the nation to be separated by the conflict on the other hand?. How is it conceivable for the opposition within the country that attempts to voice against such warring measures to be suppressed, manipulated, ghostedsilenced, psychologically abused, gas lighted and not taken seriously into consideration during public dispute and discussion on the national security issue and international politics? One of the key social instruments that have has been contributing to the consolidation to of Putin’s power has been the Orthodox Church, having been working together in joining forces in to “‘feeding”’ certain theopolitical messages to the Russian public opinion via the federal mass media stations. In order to get obtain the public supportsupport, the officials of the church have been suggesting that the Russian political establishment is on the a quest of to saving save the Russian nation from Western globalization, national eradication, and the influx of Western religious ideas and in order to protecting defend national safetysecurity. Hence, the church is there to support the state in its measures to politically and socially protect the nation as an expression of its immediate role of symphonic arrangement. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: In Chicago style the opening line or the first paragraph in a new section is not indented. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Is this what you mean?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This is the wrong register for academic writing. Try something like <Prior to the invasion, there had been a widely held assumption among the leaders of  Europe that attempts by any power to resolve diplomatic conflicts and neighboring disputes on the continent of Europe with the use of its armed forces was aanachronistic in the twenty-first century.>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Wrong register. Do you mean.
<General public opinion as well as that of academics and other professionals is reflected in incredulous remarks about how it is possible that>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <one country’s>?
<a single country’s>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <dissent>?
<opposition>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: As far as I am aware, strictly speaking the Russian Federation has not declared war officially.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: N.B. <feasible> and <tangible> are used incorrectly here. I think you mean <How is it possible that a sizeable proportion of>.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <to be divided in its view of the conflict>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <to be suppressed when it seeks to provide a voice against such warring measures>?
<to be suppressed when it speaks out against such warring measures>?
Also, instead of <warning measures> I would have <militaristic measures>.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: These are colloquialisms and therefore cannot be used in academic writing. Do my suggestions convey your meaning? 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <and not have its opinions taken seriously>
<and not have its views considered>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <discussions on>
<debates on>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <on the issues of national security and international politics?>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <issues>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <that has been contributing>
<that has contributed>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I understand why you may want to omit the title but in a written work of this type I think we need to keep it: <President Putin>.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: As so often in this work, less would be more here. Either <and they have been working together>
Or: <and they have joined forces>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <disseminating>?
<promoting>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <disseminate>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or: <via the federal mass media in order to shape public opinion.>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <an>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Do these changes convey your meaning?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: What does this mean? This is unclear and it also looks like you are missing a verb+ing after <of>. Rewrite. [1:  https://img.republicworld.com/republic-prod/stories/images/1649046634624a746a8842f.jpg
] 

This very particular arrangement of relations between two agents is historically grounded and has the purpose of legitimizing the political legitimacy of the political agent as well as providing a  social cohesive cohesion in the form of a religious edifice for the identity of the nation by the official Orthodox institution. The relationships of both agents have been conflicting throughout the centuries with either one or the other taking the upper hand, thus either manipulating one another or surviving under the oppression of the other, depending on their collectively individual purposes. AltThough these relationships were originally were construed under the theological concept of symphonia, claiming its goal to be striving towards harmonious coexistence, in practice, history shows the center of power being pulled one way or the other. Either In either case, history shows that these two agents were the governing socio-political guardians shaping the cultural nucleus of the country and the epistemological ground of national identity. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or: <has historical precedent as well as the purpose>. Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <of strengthening the political legitimacy of the>
<of providing political legitimacy to the> 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <that provides a sense of the>?
<that forms a cornerstone of the>?
<that is a key part of the>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <created by>?
<foregrounding>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Does this make sense? Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <of> or <between>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Do you mean <depending on whether their purposes.>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This reads oddly and these two words look contradictory. Did you mean to have one or the other? Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <which has as its goal to strive>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: If you are specifically referring to Russian history: <Russian history shows the center of power being>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: The footnote below is a live link (a hyperlink). Are you allowed these in your field of study? If in doubt, have it in regular type. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <guardians that shaped>?
<guardians who shaped>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <ground, <grounds>, or <grounding>?
Investigation of the historiographic trends of the history writing on the subject of the church- state relationships will be suggesting a glimpse intooffer a view through the socio-cultural lenses from through which this subject was perceived, that is to implying this very context to be constructive of these very relations. Early, medieval, modern and postmodern trends are investigated in order to identify the constitutive elements of symphonia of the times, demonstrating a number of interpretations of the original theological concept, with different colors of political and social making.  	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <trends in the writing of the history of church-state >?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <lenses> or <lens>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This makes no sense, Reword or cut.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <of contemporary symphonia,>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This is a bit vague. Do you mean <with different emphases>?
However, their supremacy has beenwas challenged at the times time of the collapse of the Soviet Union and the other agents coming into the religious and political markets suggesting the necessity of having a civil society as a restraining entity for the state’s power as well as arguing for the plurality of religious confessions voluntary voluntarily chosen by the citizens, having arrived to the troubling Russian society at the end of the twentieth 20th century. One did not have to be Orthodox to be Russian; one did not have to be constitutionally the a part of the Russian Federation to be independent. These Western ideas of democracy, plurality, modernization and secularity forced both agents to rethink some of their beliefs and practices, to readjust to the context of new ideas and influences in the society. The scope of this dissertation is restricted to one of the fields of socio-political life undergoing such transformations, namely symphonia, which lets enables the researcher to take a two foldtwofold investigation – the change of socio-political climate as well as the nature of Orthodox national faith on the one hand and the transformations and policies of the church, on the other. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Whose supremacy? This is a new paragraph so you need to specify. Do you mean the church’s supremacy>? Don’t make the reader guess.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <when other agents entered the religious and political realms and suggested>?
Also, check that <agents> is the right word.
I was not convinced that <market> was quite right either. Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I assume this is what you mean.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <that serves as a>?
<that functions as a>?
<that served as a>?
<that would function as a>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: What are you trying to say here? Do you mean <having endured troubled times prior to that point at the end of the twentieth century.>? 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I think you need to explain what you mean by this. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <The>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or: <allows>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <conduct>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <in the>
 Consequently, the published Social Doctrine of the ROC in 2009 claiming its impelling and driving role in  the Russian society is intending to contribute to the formation of a modern socio-political Russian climate battling off the influx of westernization and globalization. Indeed, the earlier produced theory of secularization in the middle of the last century, which arguing argued for the privatization of religion and a decrease of in the religious institutes’ influence in the society, empirically proved to be false. Respectively, social studies of religion have been boasting a number of new theories taking into account the phenomena of plurality and multiplicity as constituent building blocks of modernity, which will be elaborated on in this work and will find their practical application. Hereby investigation of the secularization process in Russian society will suggest a more positive outlook and impact onto the national Orthodoxy, in contrast to church officials’ warnings and cautions. Yet, these processes are to be managed and regulated, for, as it will be displayed, historically, they have been manipulated by, via various political bodies and religious actors for their own purposes. This work will argue that, the individual, the civil society to be and is becoming the central, significant actor in these complex relationships.  	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Write in full: <of the Russian Orthodox Church>.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <duty-bound>
<obligation to take a leading>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <was intended to>
<is intended to>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <fending off>
<that would fend off>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Elsewhere you have capitalized.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <previously proposed theory>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <that emerged in>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <predicted>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <promoting>?
<positing> ?
<advocating>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <theories that take into>?
<theories, taking into>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <will be applied practically.>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <Henceforth,>?
	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <upon>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Capital <O> all right?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <warnings and words of caution. However, isn’t this tautologous? Why not just have one or the other?
Or: <warnings to be cautious.>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <for, as will be shown,>
<for, as will be discussed,>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This is a mess. Do you mean <the individual and the civil society are and are becoming >?
Or <the individual and civil society are becoming> ?
Or: <the individuals who form civil society are and are becoming)?  
Or: <the individuals who form civil society are becoming)?  
The assertive and laudable voice of the Russian Orthodox Church underscores its changing role in the society, as well as its transforming relationships with the state. Claiming its historic precedence, the church, elaborating on the conceptualization of space, argues for its superior role and legal status on the religious market. Due to the majority of Russian citizens professing Orthodox faith, the postulates and teachings of this institution are to be reckoned with when assessing the church and state relationship. Yet, the growing presence and influence of other religious bodies and representatives cannot be ignored or underestimated in the world of plural religious ideas. Hence, it is only right and timely, to take into account the plurality of ideas, which only will secure instead of damaging Orthodoxy.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <and respected>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Write in full.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <transformed relationship>?
<transformed relations>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <precedence> over what exactly?
Do you mean <pre-eminence>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This sounds vague.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <in>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Is this really the right word? Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <institution cannot be ignored>
<must be considered>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or <a>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <which will reinforce rather than damage Orthodoxy.>?
The plurality of ideas as the essential element of the modernization process allowed fostering the process of Russian mModernization in society. Grounded in the theory of Post-secularity, the researcher suggests the secularizing process to spawn a distinct mModern Russian Orthodox identity of Russian citizens. In this regard, besides in addition to the church and state agendas, policies and methods of response toward modern social forces, but and also the contextualized modernization, will be given a focal point of study in the dissertation as well. The dissertation seeks to explore the nature of Russian mModernity and to explain how secularizing forces contributed to the rising role on the political and social arenas of the Russian Orthodox Church and to suggest thea significance of the pluralization phenomenon on the institutional levels and in the formation of Orthodox identity. This study examines the Social Doctrine of the Russian Orthodox Church, how its leaders respond to the modern socio-political and cultural forces, and analyses its theological instruments in arguing its supreme role in the cultural heritage of Russian identity. Exploring the concept of symphonia both as a subject (its essential theological and social elements) and a policy maker (by its major producers actors), as well as both as a generating force of social change (secularization force) and as an acted upon, influenced- on phenomenon (deprivatization, institutionalization process) is attempted in this work in order to suggest a more comprehensive, relevant, context that will lead to an improved proper understanding of this subject.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Make sure that all you indented lines are the same depth. This one (is too shallow). 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: As so often, you are packing in too many words, “doubling up” with two words that mean the same thing. Try something like <facilitated the process>.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or: <the modernization of Russian society.>?
Or: <the Russian modernization of society.>? 
Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Who is grounded in this theory? Are you saying you are? If not, explain.
Or do you mean <Drawing on the theory>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <suggests that the secularizing process has given rise to>?
Or: <suggests that the secularizing process gave rise to>?
N.B. <spawn> is the wrong word for this subject matter.
	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Isn’t this implicit? Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review changes.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <to its emergence in the political and social arenas>?
<to the increasing prominence of its role in the political and social arenas>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <its>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: If you are going to capitalize <Church> as well in this context then you need to do so throughout. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <at the institutional levels>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <social doctrine>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <respond> or <responded>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <their> because you wrote <forces> plural.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <the theological justifications that is employs when arguing that it plays a pivotal role in>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <the cultural heritage that has shaped Russian identity.>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <producers/actors),>?
<producers and actors),>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Do these changes convey your meaning?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Spelling!
Diving into historiographic presentations, theological, socio-political and philosophical peculiarities and particularities of relations is helpful in comprehending of the reasons behind present- day political international conflict, i.e., we will argue that modern Russian modern  nationalism is partially to contribute to the conflict and it is dealt with by means of the suggested formula of peace, it could be avoided.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <Analyzing>?
<Examining>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Did you mean to have both these words here? Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <the dissertation>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <it will be argued>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This doesn’t make sense. Try one of the following:
<nationalism is partially to blame for the conflict>
<nationalism partially contributed to the conflict>
<nationalism has partially contributed to the conflict>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <has partially contributed to>?
<is partially to blame for>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This doesn’t fit grammatically with what came before. Your work contains too many tautologies. 
<it can be addressed by means of the suggested formula for peace.>?

      
Key Terms: 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Why are you addressing key terms here? All terms need to be defined on first use. You have already used these key terms.
               From the onset of the study it is necessary to designate the meaning of sSymphonia, the object of this study, as it has undergone modification both due to two century year span, and both institutions under investigation transformation. Obviously, Tthe original perception of symphonia as synonymous to with a state of “harmony” between two major social entities – the church and the state – is now conceived as more of a “cooperation” in the present day, and, as such, is sought thought to be beneficial for both actors. This concept has been equally influenced by historiographic science development as opposite opposed to a the descriptive historical knowledge in of late modernity, as well as due to a paradigm shift in the understanding of modernity itself. Historical science has seen significant development throughout the twentieth and beginning of the twenty- first centuries, and of which Patrick Manning rightly underscores an ongoing dialogue between traditional methods of world history writing, staging civilizations, nation-states and social history on par with “scientific cultural” ones, including novel archival resources, linguistics, neurosciences, chemistry and etcothers., thus evolving into a global history.[footnoteRef:2] According to S. N. Eisenstadt, the denial of Western hegemony on modernity, acknowledgment and celebration of diverse civilizations that was feasible due to the clash of modernity’s new language of essentialistic, totalistic and absolutist terms with political, military and economic debates, spurred diversified understanding of modernity or multiple interpretations of modernity.[footnoteRef:3] Hence, it is possible to discourse on the nature of symphonia in times of Russian Modernity. The researcher thus presents a tentative investigation to the nature of modern- day symphonia with a suggestive suggested solution to the Russian cursed issue of nationalism by means of constructing a formula of peace deriving from such fields as church history, social history, and theological philosophy within the framework of the history of ideas from these mentioned academic disciplines. Such an approach, though complex, is yet is to have a right to be heard as the one within the plethora of post modernpostmodern grid of history writingstudies, where the researcher, their academic, linguistic and cultural background, and training all contribute to the fabric of history that they are writing.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <At>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <outset>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <define>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <the term>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <both due to the two-century time span since its first appearance, and the transformation of both institutions under investigation.>?
<due to the two-century time span since its first appearance, and the transformation during that period of both institutions under investigation.>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Never use this word in academic writing. If something is obvious, why would you need to say it?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review changes.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <perceived as>
<perceived to be>
<regarded as>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <it is>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <regarding which>
<in relation to which>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <which leads to them evolving>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <Shmuel>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <on> is the wrong preposition. What are you trying to say? <in the [insert noun] of>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Rather than paraphrasing you might be safer just quoting directly. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <or the acknowledgment>?
Remember we are referring to the denial.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <in modern Russian history.>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <into>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <perennial Russian issue>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <for>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <that is derived>
<drawing>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <theological philosophy> or <philosophical theology>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I have tried to make some sense of this. Review suggestions. [2:   Georg G. Iggers, Q. Edward Wang, and Supriya Mukherjee, A Global History of Modern Historiography, 1st edition (Routledge, 2013), 389.]  [3: Shmuel N. Eisenstadt, Multiple Modernities, 1st edition (New Brunswick, N. J: Routledge, 2002), 21–24. ] 

         The modern understanding of the term “secularization” is rather wide. It presupposes the process of the waning of religious influence in all spheres of society: in politics and economics, in culture and the arts, and in the spiritual life of every person. Yet, as the research will demonstrate, it is only a simplistic understanding of a more complex socio-historical process that is to be thoroughly investigated within different cultural contexts. Hence, European, American and, in a larger scope, Russian processes of secularization will be given spaceaddressed, underscoring differences and constitutive elements for each. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <broad.>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <broadening the scope,>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <the differences between and constitutive elements of each.>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: In the footnotes below:
1. You may or may not need to add <p.> or <pp.> before the page number or page range, respectively. 
2. Also, double check all names. I found a lot of spelling errors in the names in the main body of the work.
         The dDesecularization and dDeprivatization of public religion is the other term, and phenomenon as argued by JoseJosé  Casanova,[footnoteRef:4], David Martin, Robert Bellah,[footnoteRef:5], which is the changes in collective representations and institutions, which in turn transforms society’s material substrata.[footnoteRef:6]. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <are the other terms, and phenomena>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <David Martin, and Robert N. Bellah,>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <are the changes>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <transform>? [4:  José Casanova, Public Religions in the Modern World, 1st edition (University of Chicago Press, 1994), 30–39, 211.]  [5:  James A. Beckford, Social Theory and Religion (Cambridge, U.K.; New York: Cambridge University Press, 2003), 52–59.]  [6:  Peter L. Berger, ed., The Desecularization of the World: Resurgent Religion and World Politics, First Edition 1st Printing edition (Washington, D.C.: Grand Rapids, Mich: Eerdmans, 1999), 11.] 

      Post-secularization is in the context of modern Russian society, that will be studied in the work as well, as a distinct socio-cultural, socio-political framework where church and state do collaborate and the church enjoys the a visible social presence.  	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <this work, as well as the distinct>?
        Plurality as one of the social phenomena will also be argued as to be a curing force for Russian nationalism purported by the official Orthodox church. Peter Berger’s argument of the institutional differentiation in the age of globalization, which is “‘a social situation in which people with different ethnicities, worldviews, and moralities live together peacefully and interact with each other amicably.”’[footnoteRef:7] It is suggested that pluralization is a major necessary constructive element to be employed in the nexus of church-state relations, if the nationalistic mode of church- state relations is to be dealt with. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <Plurality, as one of the social phenomena, will>
< Plurality, as a social phenomenon, will>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This doesn’t make sense as it stands. See my corrections and queries above and below.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: “healing”>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <corrective to>?
<counterweight to>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This is another example of a word being used in the wrong context. I think you mean <promoted>.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: To make this grammatically correct it would need to be something like <argues that there is institutional differentiation>. Would this convey your meaning? If not, reword in another way.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <of>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <is a major necessary constructive element that needs to be employed>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <is to be addressed.>? [7:  Peter L. Berger, The Many Altars of Modernity: Toward a Paradigm for Religion in a Pluralist Age (Boston: De Gruyter, 2014), 1.] 

         The concept of a national identity is very textured., that Iin the opinion of Paul Gilroy, ties such ties overlapping, yet there are different concerns too: as identity – self; identity – sameness; identity – solidarity. Yet, a socio-cultural construct of identity, which is the modus operandai operandi of this research, is understood as according to the definition proposed by Reber and Hellberg-Hirn[footnoteRef:8] – “A mental operation whereby one attributes to oneself, either consciously or unconsciously, characteristics of another person or group.”[footnoteRef:9] Furthermore, a the notion of national identity suggested by Miller will be pivotal and central in this research, which is “a proper part of personal identity and a specific form of collective identity – is a community constituted by shared belief and mutual commitment, extended in history, active in character, connected to a particular geographic place, and thought to be marked off from other national communities by its members’ distinct traits; these five different elements serve to distinguish nations from ethnic groups and other collective sources of personal identity.”[footnoteRef:10]  	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I have tried to make some sense of this. Do these changes convey your meaning?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <identity is multi-faceted>?
<identity is very nuanced>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Which ties though? <ties of identity>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I would give the full names on first mention: <Arthur S. Reber and Elena Hellberg-Hirn>.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <David Miller>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <will be shown to be>?
<is>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Why not have one or the other?
<pivotal> or <central>
Also, I would have <an integral part of>
Or: <pivotal to>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Since the last part of the long quotation doesn’t fit grammatically with this introduction, you would do better to begin like this: <research. Miller writes:>. You could then have the quoted lines in an indented block. Note that if you do this, then no outer quotation marks would be needed, whereas they are required if you leave the quoted material as it is.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Check the source. Shouldn’t this be <which is>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: In the footnotes: fn 4: missing location.
Fn 6: you have the edition twice. 
Should <Michigan> be written in full? [8:  Chris J. Chulos, Fall of an Empire (London: Taylor and Francis, 2017), http://www.myilibrary.com?id=1054140.]  [9:  Sidney Crown, “The Penguin Dictionary of Psychology. By Arthur S. Reber. London: Penguin Books. 1985. Pp 848. £5.95, $7.95.,” British Journal of Psychiatry 150, no. 5 (May 1987): 355, https://doi.org/10.1192/S000712500012375X.]  [10:  David Miller, “In Defence of Nationality,” Journal of Applied Philosophy 10, no. 1 (April 1993): 3–16, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-5930.1993.tb00058.x.
] 

           Important to specify that Aall these socio-historical and cultural concepts will be examined within the context of the Russian political situation and as such will be revisited, elaborated upon and reconstructed so as to tentatively suggest another workable version of modern- day collaborative symphonia.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Cut. This adds nothing to the work. Everything you write should advance your argument. If it doesn’t, cut it. Avoid “padding” and trim the “fat.” 

Thesis Statement
           The pPivotal argument of this research is that modern nationalistic symphonia, excludes pluralism at the institutional level at the expense of cultural Orthodox identity. The philosophical framework of pluralized identity is suggested to be a constructive platform for both levels of institutional -– modern- day Russian pluralized post- secular symphonia as well as - the modern pluralized Orthodox soul. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: 1. Does this make sense?
2. Don’t forget to use hyphens. Here you have omitted them where they are needed but added one where it is out of place.
3. Do you need inverted commas around <”soul.”>? Should <soul> actually be <believer> for this and other entries? Review.

Previous Relevant Studies: 
          Indeed, there is an ongoing and prolific research on the subject of the church-state relationship in mModern Russia;, yet this study first of all seeks to first of all to analyze its nature in from a historical perspective within an almost two thousand- year span, focusing on major documents and key leaders practicing symphonia; and second, of all with the assistance of modern- day sociological research, that is argued to be essential in the historical theological field, to propose another platform of relations, that is to attempt to weave such forces of modernity as secularization and pluralization into modern church-state relations, which objectively include the civil society as well in the realities of modernity. We areIt is necessary to be aware of the fact that the church-state relationship at the during different historical periods had been practiced under theological, theopolitical, geopolitical, imperial, Ssoviet and democratic maximums and precepts, thus giving various names to these relationships. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This doesn’t work. Do you mean <there is extensive ongoing research>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or: <primarily>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This is a long and unwieldy sentence. Breaking it up into two or three sentences may provide greater clarity. Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <who practiced>
<who have practiced>
<who practiced>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Hyphenate?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review for sense. Cut?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Cut?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Unless this is a co-authored thesis don’t write <We>.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <was>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Do you mean <maxims>?
       Socially viable investigation of this concept is represented in the works of Western sScholarship, in particular under the study of Zoe Knox, who expounding expounds on the church’s leading role in promoting democratic values in the Russian state via civil society, focusing more on the institutional influence of the Moscow Patriarchate on Russian politics as significant and growing in a largely negative direction. The idea of a civil society as is a part of an ongoing conversation between entities in the democratic state and is indeed a significant contribution on the subject matter;, yet the research considers only socio-cultural aspects, thus completely omitting the Orthodox tradition, suggesting a perceived negative influence of the latter, which is only one angle of the comprehensive relations.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <Socially viable investigations of this concept are found>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <in the study>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: You need a footnote for this author and her work.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or: <society. She focuses>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review for sense.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <being a part>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <to>?
        The work of Aristotel PapanikolauIn, The Mystical as Political The Mystical as Political: Democracy and Non-Radical Orthodoxy,  Aristotle Papanikolaou suggests thea biblical concept of theosis from the Orthodox tradition as a constructive concept that is helpful in strengthening the church-state relationship in the modern quasi- democratic Russian state, arguing that theosis – divine-human communion, the central principle of Orthodox thinking –is coherent and appropriate for Orthodox political theory. The fact that theology is argued discussed and found to be proper and applicable in to the socio-political situation is nothing but a modern genius of the author, yet his propositions of the sacramentality of creation –- its “capacity to embody the divine” and the need for this capacity to be further developed and shaped by ascetic practices “aiming at learning to love,” “discerning what gets in the way of loving,” , and his pole God-in-extension, God-in-self-revelation, which is “God’s love, which is always on offer” could be more specified specific and elaborated on for social practice’s sake. This work carries presents a huge contribution of to the theological heritage of the Orthodox tradition, yet without its socio-political implications, it is only of theoretical genius. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: You need a footnote for this.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <proposes>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Is this what you mean?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review the addition of the second dash.
Also, do you need to add a footnote?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: 1. I am not sure that all of this makes sense. Review.
2. Where are your footnotes for the quoted material in this section?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <modern view>?
<genius> doesn’t fit here.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This must be the wrong word. Cut?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <value>?
<genius> doesn’t fit.
           Irina Popkova Iin her work The Orthodox Church and Russian Politics, Irina Popkova underscores the role of the church in forming national and historic identity on the one and, and thus legitimizing Putin’s political ambitions, while having little to saying say on about the political arena as such. Her historical research accentuates the political aspect of relationships with an additional insight into modern Russian identity;, however, the Orthodox tradition is overlooked and has nothing to propose to the modern- day church-state cooperation. The work is more devoted to socio-political aspects of the church-state-identity nexus in modern Russia without providing any insights into religious tradition.  	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Where is the footnote for this title?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <thereby>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <President Putin’s>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <realm>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <as well as providing>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Do you mean <and she views it as having nothing to support>?
<and she views it as having nothing to offer>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or: <to the>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or: <the religious tradition.>
          Andreas Buss Iin his work The Russian Orthodox Tradition and Modernity, Andreas Buss investigates the influence of the Western ideas of individualism and capitalistic economics onto upon the Orthodox tradition, which is grounded in homogeneity and ideology, claiming that new socio-political institutions are hard difficult to develop and the necessary tension between the form and the “‘spirit”’ are not practiced. His study on a dialogue between the theological tradition and the socio-political context is insightful and will have place in this study to stage this research in terms of the symphonia concept. This research includes a more complex approach towards church-state relations from the elements of religious traditions and modernity, providing a proper understanding of the subject matter, yet without directing toward possible solutions.  	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: 1. Don’t use bold for names.
2. Where is the footnote for this work? 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or: <that the development of new socio-political institutions poses challenges>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Is this specific enough?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <is> because you are referring to the <tension>
But how can tension be practiced? Review.
	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <the>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: How can there be a dialogue between a tradition and a context? Review.
Should this be <on the theological tradition in the socio-political context>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This doesn’t make sense. It looks as though these are just jumbled-up words together. Do you mean <and influenced this research>? Or: <and will be discussed in this dissertation>? I can only guess.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <incorporates>
<adopts>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <that considers the>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <perspectives>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <offering>?
<providing>?
Akexander Alexander Ponomatiov’s Ponomariov’s The Visible Religion:. The Russian Orthodox Church and her Relations with State and Society in Post-Soviet Canon Law (1992–-2015) is closest in research method to this work, though it is concerned mostly with the modern period and its respective document from the Orthodox tradition that deals with socio-political issues. According to Ponomariovhim, the Russian Orthodox church is , as a matter of fact, a model of modernity, playing a significant role in social realities and responding to its ills with centennial actions grounded in the “combination of transcendence and immanence, theological and social reasoning, an afterlife strategy and cooperation with secular partners”.[footnoteRef:11]  As Tthe research takes gives a serious consideration of to the theological tradition impacting thesocial modern social context, yet we suggest a more constructive approach as substantiated in social elements rather than a descriptive analysis based on Canon Law.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Spelling!	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <to the research method that is employed in >?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <although>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <related>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or do you mean <and its related documents from the Orthodox tradition that deals with>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I don’t think this word fits. You have used this word a lot in the dissertation but I don’t think correctly.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Unless this is a co-authored thesis don’t write <we>. You could have the passive <yet a more constructive approach is suggested in this thesis,>. [11:  Alexander Ponomariov, The Visible Religion: The Russian Orthodox Church and Her Relations with State and Society in Post-Soviet Canon Law (1992–2015), Erfurter Studien Zur Kulturgeschichte Des Orthodoxen Christentums, Band 14 (Frankfurt am Main; New York: Peter Lang GmbH, 2017), 311.] 

          There is a large body of scholarship on the subject of secularization subject that explores is rich with research on its mechanisms, typology, and perspectives. For instance, Harvey Cox in his work The Secular City, suggests such types of secularization as political, social, and cultural, demonstrating interconnectedness between secularization and urbanization.[footnoteRef:12]. P. Berger distinguishes between the “‘subjective”’ and “‘objective”’ sides of secularization.[footnoteRef:13]. David. Martin shows the differences of between the processes of secularization in major Christian traditions, such as Catholicism, Protestantism, and Orthodoxy.[footnoteRef:14]. Bryan R. Wilson investigates the condition of religion and the ongoing critical processes within it, and also the desecularization of social institutions, connecting these processes with the disintegration of traditional social ties.[footnoteRef:15]. Karel Dobbelaere distinguishes between the major trends of secularization, and studies its influence ontoon integration social processes.[footnoteRef:16] 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Do these changes convey your meaning? What you had before didn’t work.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <discusses>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <Peter L. Berger>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <David Martin> 
Give the full name of the author the first time you mention them and subsequently you can just give the surname.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Give the full name of the author the first time you mention them and subsequently you can just give the surname.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Give the full name of the author the first time you mention them and subsequently you can just give the surname.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <their>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <integrated> 
<the integration of> [12:  Harvey Cox, The Secular City: Secularization and Urbanization in Theological Perspective (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2013).]  [13:  Peter L. Berger, The Social Reality of Religion (London: Faber, 1969).]  [14:  David Martin, A General Theory of Secularization, 1st Harper Colophon Edition,1978 edition (New York: Harper & Row, 1978).]  [15:  Bryan R. Wilson, Religion in Secular Society: Fifty Years On, Reissue edition (Oxford, United Kingdom: Oxford University Press, 2016).]  [16:  Karel Dobbelaere, “The Contextualization of Definitions of Religion,” International Review of Sociology 21, no. 1 (March 2011): 191–204, https://doi.org/10.1080/03906701.2011.544199. ] 

    Pitirim. Sorokin demonstrates the waning of the religious aspect and the increase of in secularization tendencies in the arts, philosophy and morality beginning from in the 16 sixteenth century.[footnoteRef:17] According to Zenkovskiy, Russian theoretical thinking, both in secular and religious philosophies, starts with the secularization processes in the 17th seventeenth century.[footnoteRef:18]  	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or: <growth of>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Or: <from the sixteenth century onwards.>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Give the full name on first use. Also, your spelling is different here to what you have in the footnote.
<Vasilij Vasil'evič Zenkovskij>
You may wish to give the iniitals: <V. V. Zenkovskij>.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <started>
<began>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <with secularization processes in>
<with the secularization processes of>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <of> [17:  Pitirim Sorokin, The Crisis of Our Age, Global Thinkers (Oxford: Oneworld, 1992).]  [18:  Vasilij V. Zenʹkovskij, A History of Russian Philosophy (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1953).
] 

          In Tthis work we will attempt seek to combine essential elements and aspects from theological, social and political perspectives and fields when first of all analyzing and then constructing the comprehension of church- state relationships for modern- day realities. Such an approach allows not only makes it possible to continue in the line withfollow in the path of the previously mentioned studies in order to investigate church-state relations from the aspect of secularizing forces, thus underlying a unique Russian context and modern Russian civil society, but also to suggest that the pluralization process as is the manifestation of secularizing tendencies which could be explored and implied to the nexus of church-state-identity relations. Our concern on the one hand, is to identify how historical schools contributed to the interpretation of the church-state relationship, and on the other hand to identify theological and socio-political elements that contributed to the essence of symphonia at theduring different historical periods, as well as to tentatively suggest a version of symphonia that could be applicable to modern relationships of two agents finding themselves amidst pluralization forces.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Do you really need both <elements> and <aspects> here?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <applying the comprehension of church- state relationships to modern-day realities.>? 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <viewing them as>?
<in contrast to>?
<in relation to>?
<in the context of>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <perspective>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <thereby>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <highlighting>?
<underscoring>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <the>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Check the spelling of the author in footnote 18. I have seen various renderings of the name.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: If what follows is a non-restrictive clause add a comma <tendencies, which>. Otherwise, no comma is needed.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <applied to> or <implied in>?
There is a huge difference!	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <The concern,>?
<The concern of this thesis,>?
<This researcher’s concern,>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This is very vague. What do you mean? Be specific.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <between>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This is too vague and doesn’t make much sense. Rewrite. 

Methodology:
       The This dissertation approaches the research subject from the constructive perspective, thus it, including includes the analysis and its findings from the various fields of study. Consequently, a selective number of works from the history of philosophical, theological, social and historiographical scholarship is presented in a comparative investigation of both Western and Russian respective developments. As a result, the researcher suggests a postmodern version of the church- state relations in Russia within a historic framework. The dissertation gleans on the collection of historical documents in various periods of time issued by the official representatives of the Russian Orthodox Church, as well as official statements and interviews of the Russian state administration, in order to identify the elements of symphonia at the different time periods. In general, external socio-political, historical as well as internal – theological aspects of this concept will be investigated. Thus, for this investigation historical comparative analysis will be employed, looking into both Western and Russian scholarshipsscholarship. Major works are as follows: Artur Mrowczynski-Van Allen, Beyond Modernity:. Russian Religious Philosophy and Post-Secularism, which suggesting suggests socio-political aspects of modern sSymphonia; Peter Berger’s The Sacred Canopy.: Elements of a Sociological Theory of Religion, will be pivotal from  the theological perspective, as well as works of N. I. Solntzev, Works of Russian Historians of the Church in National Historiography of XVIII – XIX, and Iggers, Georg G. Iggers, Historiography in the Twentieth Century , which exposing exposes historical tenets of this concept interpretation which that are crucial and constructive.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <the various> i.e., the reader understands which ones in particular are being referred to, or <various> meaning multiple ones that have not been mentioned previously?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <select>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <are>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <Russian developments, respectively.>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <proposes>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <draws on the>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <from>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <statements of and interview with the>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <during>?
<from during>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <internal-theological>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <for this investigation, historical>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: You need to provide footnotes for these entries, giving the full publication details.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <are>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Are you sure this is the right word here? Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Is your spelling of this author correct? When I searched online, I could only find a <Solntsev>.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <Works> or <The Works>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <in> or <in the>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Use one of these words but not both.
      Having gathered the information on the components of symphonia, the researcher will draw from the work of Peter BurgerBerger, The Many Altars of Modernity, with his proposed formula of peace, applying it critically to the Russian modern Russian context, in order to suggest that pluralization having has been constructive for both the institutional and identity levels. As this nexus takes into account the issue of identity,  then this dissertation will be also critically inspecting inspect this phenomenon, working through the concept of “‘Otherness”’ by  EEmmanuel. Levinas within the framework of D. Tracey’s methodology of pluralization. Finally, the suggested formula of peace in the form of postsecular symphonia for pluralized identity will be juxtaposed in a comparative dialogue with a currently practiced nationalistic symphonia.  	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <the relevant information>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <this researcher will draw>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: 1. Spelling!
2. You have already mentioned this author, yet here it sounds like you are introducing him again. Could this line about Berger be moved to the previous paragraph?
3. You could simply write <Berger> here because you have already introduced him with the full name. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This is not the complete title, which is <The Many Altars of Modernity: Toward a Paradigm for Religion in a Pluralist Age>. Are you going to add a footnote with the complete reference?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <for>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <examine>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Provide the author’s given name rather than just the initial here. 
Also, should there be a footnote/footnotes for these two authors? Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <for>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.


The Original Contribution of this Research:

           This dissertation contributes to the study of the church-state relationship of Russia in the followingnumber of ways. First of all, it suggests the historical analysis of the relationship, defining how the interpretation of these very relationships by various periodical schools subtly contributed to the essence of the concept. While Mmany researches concentrated either on either the connection with the Canon Law, Social Doctrine of the Russian Orthodox Church, on the study of the concept of the Third Rome or on Byzantine Symphonia, thus missing the historical overview of the church-state relationships taking into consideration the combination of theological, socio-political, historical, biographical aspects as expressed in respective documents throughout the history. Thus, while other works separately investigated the concept of symphonia as it was practiced within different historical periods, under different names, this work suggests a single study on the concept that taking takes into consideration the respective internal and external factors influencing the essence of symphonia. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <in>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <provides the>
<provides>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <interpretation> or <interpretations>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <particular>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <of>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I don’t think this is the right word. Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Do you mean <researches> or <researchers> here? Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <offers>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Is this what you mean?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <that influence>?
          Secondly, while most of the previous researches concentrate on the church- state relationships in Russia from historical, geopolitical, theological and social perspectives, this dissertation juxtaposes the findings from all of these perspectives with the idea of national identity, which in our opinion should be one of the platforms to undergo change in a modern pluralistic society ethnoswise and in terms of the religious market. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <researches concentrate>? Or <researches concentrated>?
Or do you mean <researchers>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <relationship>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <of>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <this researcher’s>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Check spelling. You may need to give a definition of this. What are you trying to say?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I don’t think this is the right word. Review.
         Thirdly, the work demonstrates the significance and architectural nature of secularization and pluralization both for church- state relations and identity construction as well as the role of religion in social society and individual lives. 
           Fourthly, a tentative formula of the relationship between both agents will be suggested as a socially applicable construct taking into account issues of pluralism in the context of national identity.      	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <of> or <for>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: If the construct takes these issues into account:
<construct that takes into account>
If you are doing the taking into account:
<construct, while taking into account>


Structure of the Thesis: 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <The Structure of the Thesis>
        The study is divided into six chapters. Chapter one outlines the research question, its methodology, resources, approaches and its fashion, while at the same time proposing contribution anda tentatively tentative constructive answer to the research issue. BesidesIn addition, previous works on the subject together with essential concepts and terminology are also succinctly presented. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <outlined>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <provisional>
I don’t think you should be tentative in a doctoral dissertation.
        Chapter two is dedicated to the comparative analysis of the historiographic schools in the West and Russia, attempting to suggestsuggesting that there are the differences between the two as well as to underscore underscoring major periods of historical science development, then representing these relationships, firstly within the bounds of historical knowledge and later within thea more developed historiographic trends of both counterparts. In particular, the historic investigation is concerned with the origins of the church-state relationship, and its further development in the Mmiddle Aages within the framework of socio-political realities, geopolitical objectives and further on within the classic and postclassic historical schools. The distinctions of both Western and Russian trends will be underscored, and the socio-political environment of the respective periods will be analyzed as influencing the original objective of the church-state relationship will be analyzed. This analysis will be constructed as based on various historical methods that are appropriate for a separate historic period in order to demonstrate how both the object and the subject of historical research within the two schools had been on the one hand evolving and on the other hand has played a constructive role in producing distinctive elements of the subject matter.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Do these changes convey your meaning? Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <showing>?
<proving>?
<demonstrating>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <later>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <classic and postclassic> or < classical and postclassical>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <distinctions between>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Do these changes convey your meaning? Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <historic> or <historical>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <has>?
       Chapter three attempts a deeper analysis of the dominant socio-cultural force of mModern history as secularization. The phenomenon will be first of all be explored from within the paradigm of “‘multiple modernities,”’, and secondly it will be investigated in the evolvement of the theory of secularization, again in the light of comparative analysis of Western and Russian scholarship. Historic analysis of this theory will suggest the theory of plurality to be the most plausible one in the modern social context of Russia. The sSecularization process, its charactersiticscharacteristics, evolvements and contextual differences in between the Western and Russian socio-political realities will be argued a to be central elements of both church and state agents’ policies policy making in their respective spheres of influence, which in turn will lack takingdoes not take into account an emerging civil society, thus proving that their actions of lopsided andare counterproductive for both. The Sspace will be given to the Russian socio-political context, investigating modern forces as constituent processes in the construction of Russian Orthodox mModernity and the essential forces that are required for opening up secularizing public discourse in Russia. In the outcome, Russian secularity is found to be post-secular as opposite opposed to the Western project of secularization, which failed only demonstrating secularity having been the maturing aspect of Western Christianity that is to be acknowledged and not to be overlooked at the expense of the secular-sacred divide. The chronological representation of this modernizing socio-political force and its comparative analysis between Western and Russian contexts will demonstrate the distinct nature of modern- day postsecularity that the researcher will argue that Russia finds itself in, together withwhile highlighting the positive aspect of such a development as being contrary to its Western counterpart. Moreover, post secularity will also be argued as having been an essential constructive elements element in the modern church- state relations.  	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <attempts> is rather weak and tentative. I would prefer <provides>.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <will initially be explored from within the>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <by focusing on the>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <Historical>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <will suggest that the theory of plurality is>?
<suggested that the theory of plurality is>? 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <evolvement>?
<transformation>?
<development>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I have made some suggestions but the meaning is still a bit unclear. As so often, you are trying to pack far too much information into one sentence. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Cut?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review. Do these changes convey your meaning?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <Regarding the outcome, Russian secularity is found to be>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This makes little sense. What is it that you are claiming was a failure?  
The last line <at the expense of the secular-sacred divide> is also confusing>. What points are you trying to make? You should be making one point or expressing one idea in each sentence. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <analysis of>?
<analysis that distinguishes between>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Does this make sense?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <be argued to have been>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <in the development of>?

The following chapter seeks to present the constructive methodology of pluralization, as a means for obtaining a more objective understanding of modern symphonia, as well as to suggest the other plurality –- the civil society, the collective identity to be essential in church- state relations. On the one hand, there would be represented a critical analysis of the modern Russian church and the state’s reactionary responses to the modernity’s pluralization when perusing examining official documents, ponouncementspronouncements and statements of both agents, while on the other hand there is suggested Peter Berger’s theory of two pluralities, of which the institutional level is theorized upon and the notion of self-identification in the national identity formulating formulation is suggested as the other axis of plurality.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review. 
Also review the commas?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <identity that is essential in strengthening>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Spelling!	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Do these changes convey your meaning?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <formation>?
        The fifth chapter will be mainly focused on an investigation of the suggested axe of the relationship – the national identity, and in particular its employment by fundamental Orthodoxy and by a purported here systemic critically constructed approach to the matter in the form of a suggestive pluralized identity –- the individual consciousness is to be the expression of both pluralizing and secularizing forces.    	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Surely you mean <axis>. Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I don’t think this works. Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: What do you mean? This makes no sense. Reword.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <systemic> or <systematic>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Does this convey your meaning? 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <the pluralizing and the secularizing>?
 	The chapter will focus on the quantativequantitative and qualitative data and analysis of the elements of national self-identification as propagated by the state in order to promote cultural national identity, a working phenomenon of a modern democratic government as the substitute for the previous centennial Orthodox identity. The researcher will suggest the a tentative descriptive representation of the nature of the Russian mModern Russian identity, its losses and gains as the process of identity struggle is implement implemented as the process of culturalism has been implemented. This constructive dialogue will argue for the ongoing, negotiable and critical self-referent to be the bedhead to pave the better version of symphonia. In particular a policy of culturalism and the “‘soft power”’ of the church-state cooperation on the matter of national identity construction as well as an argued in this work a more critically constructed pluralized notion of identity that takes into account the cognitive, moral and ethical claims of modernity. If plurality is allowed on both institutional and individual levels, it would produce multiple religious identities constituting the civil society and as such allowing for individual identity to be of pluralized ongoing construct in the democratic state. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <a>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <century’s>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <offer>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <just as>?
<in the same way that>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I am not sure what all this means. It sounds a bit vague and imprecise. Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <being> would probably work better here because you are referring to making the argument for the self-referent being something.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: What does this mean?
Perhaps you mean something like <focal point> but I can only guess.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <to create a better>
<to pave the way for a better>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Do you mean a <cultural policy>?
Isn’t <culturalism> an idea rather than a policy? Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <the pursuit of a policy of culturalism with the?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <the pursuit of>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <in>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This doesn’t make sense.
 Do you mean <is argued to be>?  	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <at both institutional>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: If you have <would produce> here you need <were to be allowed> instead of <is allowed> earlier in this line.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This doesn’t make sense. Do you mean <to continue to be pluralized as an ongoing>?
The last final chapter will suggest how through the tentative dialectics of a plurality, i.e., the dialogue between the models of the Byzantine version of modern nationalistic symphonia and the suggested formula of peace modern relationship, could be not only better interpreted and understood within the history of symphonia per se but also how it could be more critically constructed in realities of post-secularity. Such representation is the means to demonstrate the possibility for the other versions of church-state relations models to have existence if external socio-political, theological and cultural substrata and its elements are taken into consideration, as well as the necessity of the dialectic, respective, ethical dialogue between sacred and the secular discourse are to take place. The researcher argues that there is no one particular answer and solution to the Russian cursed issue of nationalism, but the opportunity for the space of respective discussion to be searched for and purported to.   	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This makes no sense. Perhaps you mean <of a peaceful modern relationship, could not only be better interpreted>. Review. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <in response to the>?
<in line with the>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <provides>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: The first two lines here don’t work but see the suggestions below.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <that other versions of church-state relations models could exist>?
<that other versions of the church-state relations model could exist>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <their>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <It is argued here>?
<A contention of this thesis is>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <not one particular answer or>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <to the vexed issue of Russian nationalism,>?
<to the problem of Russian nationalism,>?
<to the perennial issue of Russian nationalism,>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This makes no sense. Do you mean something like <there is an opportunity to create space for respectful discussion.> or <there is an opportunity to engage in respectful discussion>.? Review.
We are aware of the propositional and tentative nature of the conclusions of this study, however we hopeit is hoped that the selected and analyzed data of this project will contribute to the social approach of the study of religion, to thegiving a  better understanding of historical analysis and practical the socio-political arena of modernity in general and the Russian Federation in particular. Additionally, we it is hope hoped that the study of Russian identity, –i.e., its argued not the monolithic but rather the fluid nature that itself proves the nature of plurality to be will be taken seriously by both social agents in the modern age. Finally, the tentatively constructed and advocated images of post-secular symphonia and pluralized identity are believed to be a better modus operandi for modern- day Russian church-state relationships, as well as to being more invigorating for engaging in personal faith profession. It is engaging in socio-religious realities are hoped that this will to be a working compromise of the visible Orthodox religion. Both, postsecularity and pluralization allow for the civil society to be an active agent in church- state relations as well as to suggest the space for a respective dialogue. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <This researcher is aware>?
<One is aware>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Unclear. Do these changes convey your meaning.?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: I don’t know what this means. Rewrite or cut.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <that its>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: It is unclear whether you are trying to have one long sentence or to make a second sentence after <relationships>. You need to take some time to think about what you are trying to say here if you want to keep the crossed-out material. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <conducive to engaging in>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <allow the> or <allow for the>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <as well as offering the space in which to engage in respectful dialogue.>?

6.5. Conclusion

This research has analyzed historical versions of symphonia -– the Russian concept of church-state relations, – establishing that such social forces of modernity as nationalism, secularization and pluralization having have been the construing blocks of these relations. Though surviving the Western project of secularization due to the deeply theological Russian thought and as such it has been distinct in its continuous collaboration with the state, still the church is strongly resisting pluralism due to nationalistic interests and the agenda of the state. Russian intellectuals as well as church officials and modern government administration are cautious of pluralism to be destructive to the very fabric of the Russian “‘Orthodox soul’.” Indeed, the research suggested that Western theological and social sciences as are inappropriate to for the Russian context due to its divorce of the sacred and the secular and, as such, its model of church-state relations is inapplicable. This demonstrates the fact of church and state the continuous collaboration and cooperation between church and state. As such, the modern church- state relationship can be defined as Nationalistic Orthodox Symphonia. In this modus of relationship the underlining principle of mutual-self agendas are preserved and met. For the state, nationalistic pursuits are gained through advocating for cultural historical Orthodox culture in modern Russia as nationalistic identification so necessary to survive in the global world if one is not to be overwhelmed by it or swamped. As such, Orthodoxy serves the nationalistic agendas of the state. For the church, on the other hand, the state is employed for the anti-pluralistic purposes of  the globalization and it gains a major, decisive institution that curbs, restricts and manages the religious pluralization in modern Russia. As such, the state is employed by the church in order to preserve its historical religious precedence in the country. For both agents it is a suitable arrangement as, on the one hand, they are both are attempting to manage external forces of modernity in order not to be integrated into the globalization process, and on the other hand they preserve leading social forces for constructing Russian society. Therefore, instead of secularization and pluralism and modernity to take over the Orthodox soul and destroy it, they substitute those with nationalism and cultural Orthodoxy, which allows withstanding the process of globalization and preserves its identity, allowing for both institutions to dictate to the Russian population of their choiceas they choose. Therefore, this research underscores the fact that church-state relations are to be explicitly studied within the framework of national identity as Russian modern symphonia is shown to be deeply nationalistic. Thus, a separate chapter is given indevoted to the study to of the issue of Russian religious identity, which, as was found, is mostly of cultural, not spiritual, essence. For these purposes, the philosophy of Emmanuel Levinas was found to be appropriate for modern Russian citizens to undergo another conscious self-identification instead of just accepting non- critically the nationalistic program infused with Orthodoxy. It is only possible that there are still partially some people who would still subscribe to what is provided by the church and state in terms of nationalistic self-identification, as they were not probably not given a chance to exercise the tight right for identity construction for self-identification. Still, at least it will be their conscious and deliberate decision. However, we believe that, most of the modern populace has a right to choose for themselves their religious and national identification without being afraid of loosinglosing their souls, historical heritage and being damaged by the globalized Western world. As the research suggests, there is a path for self-identification where the Orthodox soul will only be renewed and strengthened if it undergoing undergoes the influence of pluralization. As means forRegarding the Orthodox soul’s self- search in the modern global arena, Levinas’s concept of the “‘Other”’ is eye- opening, providing the way to see a different perception of the Russian Orthodox citizen. This cultural monism and Orthodox heterogeneity instead of been solidified and preserved is instead to be broken if it is to survive in the globalization by allowing pluralizing forces of the otherness to be encountered. To be opened open towards other religions and ethnical ethnic groups and minorities without managing their presentation in the society would launch Berger’s construction of institutional plurality and pluralized identity. If social institutions are given space by the state and the church to exist and advocate and present their programs freely without any managing restrictive policies, it would allow a safe and free pursuit of the self individual to safely and freely choose their religion and nationalistic belonging. Surely it would cause social and religious shifts, where people would freely choose their country of residence and their religious belonging by making a deliberate choice and without facing the pressures of nationalism or anti-pluralism. Hence, the fear of losing of national and religious identity is non- substantial as the presence and acknowledgement of the otherness would, on the contrary, allow for an identity preservation with the only difference being that this choice would be made not either by the church and or the state but by the citizens themselves. The Russian people would choose for themselves which values they would want to preserve and which to modify as well as which to leave behind as they are finding themselves on the verge of a new globalized modern world. In such self-identification, the church and state would only provide a platform for this process of self-identification, allowing a plurality of institutions. Consequently, it is not Orthodoxy’s ethical ideals of humanism and respect that would be necessary for the society to manage well. Instead, the acceptance of the otherness would only birth these ethical relationships without religious teaching per se. The self encountering the Otherness would be able to be ethically respectful and kind towards the other. Acceptance, facing the other is ethically grounded. And Tthis is the base of the Christian teaching, where God is recognized in the person and the person recognizes the same godhood in the other and is able to treat it accordingly. Regarding the other is to fulfill Orthodoxy’s teaching to have respect for life, preservation of e peace and show responsibility towards the others. Moreover, the nationalistic egocentrism that is satisfied in order to provide the freedom and independence of the nation and the person is not the only scenario that is available. On the opposite the person’s responsibility for the Other would fulfill these personal and social ideals as only people pursuing happiness and egocentric hedonism would be able to put the needs, the freedoms of the Other, first and would search for their fulfillment. If instead of pursuing harmony – symphonia between the church and state, – these agents would first of all recognize and allow for their interests, no any pursuit would take place per se. It would only be natural to see their respective interests fulfilled without inflicting mutual interests at the sake of the other one. The sobornost of the church, society and institutions could be achieved without Orthodox teaching of duty precedence, religious historical precedence, social balance search in diverse country if the egocentric interests of the self and institution are acknowledged. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This paragraph is MUCH too long. You need to break it up. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Check this punctuation. Does this convey your meaning, or do you actually mean that the church-state relatiosn have established nationalism, secularization procress, etc.? If the latter, you will need to reword accordingly. Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <pluralization> or <pluralism>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <building>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <foundation>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <Although it has survived>?
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Levinas’s ethics having being first and foremost a relational and not ontological one id are very helpful in modern Russia that struggles with the identity issue, hoping to define and signify it ontologically by means of returning to 	its historical roots, Orthodox faith and modern cultural values. Such an approach unfortunately deprives the nation from external global processes, preventing it not allowing it to befrom being relational, inclusive in the modern processes of pluralization. By pProviding freedom in the religious and social context Russia would not only gain its “‘existence’,” and “‘recognition”’ but also ethical relationships for it at the same time would submit to the non-violation of the other. Here, also, pluralization is proved to be ethical and not destructive, as is propagated by the Russian state-Orthodox church alliance. The eEthical aspect of the relationship does not include all-comprehensive forgiveness and passivity in the face of the endangerment of others. On the oppositecontrary, each life is precious and valuable and is to be treated as such, which is the principal preserved by the system and the realm of justice. The issue is that on the matter in Russia is that this social aspect is under the management and service of the state. There is no civil society that would allow, an agent that would have been stimulating andto facilitating facilitate democratic processes in the country. Hence the violence of the other is neglected and is supported by the state for its nationalistic purposes. As the research demonstrated, the civil society in the Russia is also monitoredmonitored, but by the government institutions. The Russian government oversees the work of both the civil society and the church, thus organizing platforms for propagating its cultural nationalistic agenda. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <ethics, which are first and foremost relational and not ontological,>
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Therefore, this research challenges the purposes and legitimacy of the Orthodox concepts of symphonia and sobornost in modern- day pluralized realities. At present they do not assist to the nationalistic and religious self but on the contrary only stifle it from recognizing the institutional interests and making their own choice in the modern pluralized world of opportunities. This process presupposes that conflict of between institutional interests and agendas and is to have a place to be for the Orthodox souls and culturally Orthodox society to be rebirthed and renewed. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: You may need to italicize.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This sounds vague. Avoid using the word <reality> in academic writing. Is there a more specific word that you could use instead of <realities>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <stifle it by preventing the individual from recognizing the institutional interests and making their own choice>
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VII. Conclusion
Within the scope of this research there have been discovered the elements of the church-state relationships that had contributed to its nature and essence have been discovered. Thus, historiographical schools’ approaches, the hermeneutical aspect, together with the social forces of modernity, and the phenomenological aspect have been constructive to the nature of relations at the certain historical periods of time of the over centennial naturein terms of the relations between of relations of these agents, that has have been principally initiated under the tehologicaltheological, theo-political concept of symphonia. The historical analysis of this work allowed made it possible to trace the evolvement of this concept, in order to, on the one hand, to understand the dynamics of the relations and, on the other hand, to assess its present daypresent-day nature. Thus, it has been established that modern- day dynamics is of same direction where both players attempt to pursue mutual interests, which is integrity of the unity of the nation and solidification of its nationalistic sentiments in the society. Such a dynamic and purpose of pursuits sprouted the nationalistic essence of the symphonia. Besides the internal nature and dynamics of elations, this work took a modern approach to academic research, integrating social sciences into historiographic research of theo- – political relations, where social forces of secularity and plurality were investigated within both Western and Russian contexts. Hence, it was demonstrated that on the external social expressions nationalistic symphonia is found to be postsecular, with the official church still partaking actively in the life of the nation, proving the church having being visible in social strata. 	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <that contributed>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: You probably only need one of these words. However, they are both vague.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This is another mess. You are packing far too much in and the various parts don’t all connect with each other. My changes may or may not convey your meaning.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <instructive in revealing>?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Spelling!	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <theological-political>	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Review changes.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: Is this specific enough?	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: This makes no sense either in terms of content or grammar. Perhaps you mean <also involve both parties attempting to pursue mutual interests,>. Review.	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: You are doubling up on words that have a similar meaning again.
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Having demonstrated the nature of the modern- day symphonia, the work  however, attempted to demonstrate that by avoiding and withholding the plurality of modern social realities, the symphonia is doing a disservice to both, the state and the church, but above all to its nation, people, civil society, marginal religious and ethnic groups, and individuals.  The present- day conflict with Ukraine highlights this issue on all of these levels. The other voices, the other pluralities, are suppressed, ignored and dismissed for at the sake of the nationalistic agendas of the both. To solve the issue that is not only of a theoretical type aspect, of relevance purely to the domestic socio-political character area but is now is surfacing at on the international arenastage, this dissertation proposed to include the plurality at the level of identity, arguing that it is it the people’s identity’s that are is to be construed freely without any external pressure on the part of the state, employing the “‘soft power”’ of culturalism, or on the part of the church, laudably preaching and declaring the solidified power of religious Orthodox tradition. If both hermeneutics and phenomenology, historical writing and the historian, the self-referent and the object referent are to be considered at the platform of plurality, then plurality at the level of national identity construction would be feasible. Pluralized society would be able to contribute to a formula of peace, advocated by this work, which is built on the dialectics of nationalistic and pluralistic versions of postmodern symphonia. Returning to the tradition of Byzantine tradition, the church officials could be more open towards other traditions, not with the agenda of self assertingself-asserting apologetic hermeneutics, but to construct interreligious symphonia, allowing other religious traditions to be active in developing church- state relations. The sSuggested critical approach allows for a an inclusive, dialectic dynamics of church- state relations. In particular, on the nature of domestic and international issues it is not only the Orthodox patriarch and officials but also a delegation of other religious traditions who could be present in order to propose various approaches to issues, creating understanding and solutions based on many other religious and ethnic groups involved. Grounding Grounded in their respective religious traditions they could come up with a more balanced approach to social matters. To be more specific, the issue of the Ukrainian war could be approached from this constructive stance, if not grounding to focus on decisions of hostile defense of national borders but to make a dialogue between other religious traditions on the understanding of war. Therefore, if Orthodoxy is to welcome plurality it could be more open towards other religious traditions in its relationship with the state, leaving the space of a controlling, dominating religious voice in the society., It could also it could revisit its religious tradition and be more critically constructive instead of historically apologetic and defensive, which would allow it to be open towards modern- day realities as well as to be a modern social voice for the a nation struggling with the ongoing quest for meaning and purpose  collectively and individually. Thus, a change of tradition from the pursuit of a grandiose “Third Rome,” dominating force and agent in the society and in the world, towards the pursuit of peace in the plethora of pluralized globalization would be a better underlying policy making for the church when revisiting its historical religious heritage. Indeed, instead of pursuing nationalistic, imperialistic, geopolitical or theological dominance, the Orthodox soul might search for its “‘harmony”’ within a critical otherness facing the external otherness of the global world.    	Comment by Justin Byron-Davies: <demonstrated that>?
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