Dear Dr. Bellarsi: 

I just uploaded the revised version of my article and comments to the reviewers, but I am also attaching them here just to be extra sure that you receive them! 

Comments to reviewers: 

General: I revised the abstract, cleaned up the language, and worked on making sure citation formats and the works cited page conform to your guidelines. 

Specific: 

1. I expanded on the definition of "foundationalism" and made clear that I was mostly coming from a Western Perspective. 

2. I tried to make clearer that there is no automatic relationship between an "aesthetics of immanence" and a "healthy planetary future," but rather the difference is that an aesthetics of immanence always keeps us aware that constructions of identity/nature/etc. are just that: constructed, political, etc. 

3. I expanded a bit on the "why" of polytheism (p 14) and added references in to both aphophasis, polydoxy, and negative theology (as one of the reviewers suggested). 

4. I added significant engagement with Deborah Bird Rose, Val Plumwood, and Freya Matthews throughout the article (as was suggested by one of the reviewers). 

5. I changed the conclusion to reflect why a rhizomatic eco-spirituality (so to speak) is important. I left my etymology of "vogue" as is. Every etymological description of "vogue" I have looked up online and in print reflects the validity of my interpretation. 

6. I also defined more the millenial generation and tried to locate my paper within a Western, and predominantly Christian (though general monotheistic) trajectory, while making claims about how this trajectory affects others around the world. 

I hope the editors and reviewers find these changes to be adequate. Thanks so much for this engagement! It has been very fruitful for me. 

