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Topadoong otov EAANVIKS 19° cuwva.

Hepidnyn

2y moapovca d100KTopIKn daTpiPn e€etaletor | emppon g 0pBOd0ENG NOIKNG TNV EAANVIKN
owovopio Kot kowveovia tov 19%° awova, vtd TNV TPOCEYYIoT TS KOTOVOOVGHS KOWVMOVIOAOYING
(Verstehende Soziologie) tov Max Weber. Zvykexpyéva, 1 epyacio ETEPEL VoL KOTOVONOEL [UE
TOLOLG TPOTOLG, G€ TL BAOUO Kol TPOG TOLEG KATELOVVGELG el EMNPEATEL 1| OpNoKEVTIKT NOKT TN
veoeAnvikng opBodoiog Tovg Adyovg (discourses) yopw omd TNV 10€0A0YIKY KOl VOLIKN
OLYKPOTNGN TOV VEOEAANVIKOD KPATOLG Kol OpYAvmoT NG Otkovouing. AVOAVTIKE, GTO TPAOTO
pépog Ba e€etaotel n mepiodog TV cuinoemy Yup® amd to avtoképaro ™ Exxkinoiog g
EXAGS0g (1833-1852). H épevva ekkivel amd to onpeio ovtd 610t ovth eivat axpiPag 1 tepiodog
(ova-)dtopdpemong g 0p0d0Eng NOKNg ®g dyxnuo pécw Tov omoiov pmopel n pio | 1 GAAY
OpnokevTiKn opAda Vo S1EKOIKNGEL TO VOULLO LOVOTOALO OLOVOUNG TOV COTNPLUKOV ayoddv.
Kotd v mepiodo avtn, eved dev mpokvmtel éva TANpmg eEopBoroyiopévo cuotnue ophodoéng
N0 (Yoo Adyovg mov £ovv vo KAVOLV LE TNV KOWV®VIOAOYIKN dopn tng opBddoéng ekkAnaciog
kot Beoroyiog, kol Bo avorvBodv otn draTpiPr]), TPOKVTTEL LE CAPTVELL OCTOCO 1) KOWVMOVIKTY)
Aertovpyio ™G opBodoiog evTOg TG VEOEAANVIKNG KOWVOVING MG HOG amd T KUPLOTEPES TNYES
GLUPOMKNG VOUOTOINGNG KOGUIKAOV TPOKTIKOV Kot avTIANyewv. 'ETol, 610 d€0TEPO HEPOG NG
epyaciog, EKKvavVTag cupfolkd and 1o £€tog onpocicvong g «Phocopiog g Iotopiag» tov
Médprov Peviépn (1841), Ba aoyoAnBodpe pe Adyovg Aaik®dv dtavoodpeveov Tov 19%° awwva yio
Intuata pn-0pnokevTikod YopaKTipa, OTMG EVOL O XOPAKTAPOS Kot 1) SOUTN TOV KPATOVG KOl TG
YPOPEOKPATIOG, 1| OPYAVMOOT] TNG VEOEAANVIKNG OIKOVOUING, 1) VOLUKT 0pYEvV®OGT TOV KPATOVGS, TO
ebvikd (Nua, nmuoata e€MTEPIKNG TOATIKNG KOl TO EKKANGCLOOTIKO {ftnuo. Xe ovtn 1
dtavonTikn mapaywyn Oa avalntioovpe v enppon g opBddoEng ndikng, og Tnyng and v
omolo EMYEPOVV VAL AVTANGOLV VOLIOTTOINGN Yo TiG Bempieg Kot TIC KOGUOAVTIMYELS TOVG
dtavontég ¢ emoyng Omw¢ o Xm. Zauméhog, o K. Tlamappnydmovrog, o I1. KaAiydg, o N.
Yapimoroc k.o Tavtodypova, m SwrpPn, kabdg evidooetolr 610 mAMiclo NG Pepmeplovng
KOwmVIKNG Bempiog, emyelpel va GLUVOPALEL GTNV OVIILETOTION €VOG TLEAOD omueiov g
Bepmepavig Kowvovioloyiag g Opnokeiog, oMAad| OTNV KOWMOVIOAOYIKN KOTOVONGY| TNG

0p0660&Ng NK1G.



Konstantinos Polyzos — Elements of orthodox ethics: a Weberian approach of the orthodox

tradition during the Greek 19 century.

Abstract

This dissertation examines the influence that the orthodox ethics have on the 19th century Greek
economy and society, under the approach of Max Weber's understanding sociology (Verstehende
Soziologie). Specifically, the thesis attempts to understand in what ways, to what extent and the
particular directions in which the religious ethics of modern Greek orthodoxy have influenced the
discourses surrounding the ideological and legal formation of the modern Greek state and the
organization of its economy. In the first part, the period of the debates surrounding the
autocephalous of the Church of Greece (1833-1852) will be examined. This constitutes the point
of departure for this thesis because this is precisely the period of the (re-)formation of orthodox
ethics as a vehicle through which one or another religious group can claim the legitimate monopoly
of the distribution of salvation goods. During this period, while a fully rationalised system of
orthodox ethics does not emerge (for reasons that have to do with the sociological structure of the
Orthodox church and theology, which will be analysed in the thesis), what emerges clearly,
however, is the social function of orthodoxy within modern Greek society as one of the main
sources of symbolic legitimation of secular practices and beliefs. Thus, in the second part of the
paper, starting symbolically from the year of the publication of Markos Renieris' “Philosophy of
History” (1841), we will deal with the discourses of nineteenth-century lay intellectuals on issues
of a non-religious nature, such as the character and structure of the state and bureaucracy, the
organization of the modern Greek economy, the legal organization of the state, the national
question, foreign policy issues and the ecclesiastical question. In this intellectual production we
will look for the influence of orthodox ethics as a source from which intellectuals (such as Sp.
Zambelios, K. Paparrigopoulos, P. Kalligas, N. Saripolos, etc.) attempt to draw legitimation for
their theories and world-views. At the same time, the dissertation, as it is placed in the context of
Weberian social theory, attempts to contribute in addressing a blind spot within the Weberian
sociology of religion, namely, the sociological understanding of orthodox ethics.



