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The Believer- citizen Dilemma in The Poloty: The Membership Approach
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Abstract: For those citizens who are religious believers, their commitment to transnational religious community

might transcend their loyalty for political community, thus become a political barrier that threatens the solidarity of a

political entity. This may be called the believer-citizen dilemma. On the base of adhesive identities and in

perspective of multiple memberships of an actor, the author tries to analyze and explain this kind of dilemma.
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