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of theGermanoccupationof France,
obviousdifference
forexample,it is important
to notethatPétainis not a
in
the
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on p. 41- losesitssubstance
past"- a facttowhichI refer
whenwe startinvestigating
actors'strategic
assessments
at
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Critical Dialogues
centeredon theroleplayedby fearin groupformation,
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ofexternal
that
perception
Evrigenis
is nottheexclusive
crucialto groupand statepreservation
with
domainof modernpoliticalthought(i.e., starting
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Yettheparinvolvesthenotionofan "existential
with
Forone thing,bothareconcerned
allelsarestriking.
the
of
essence
at
the
a foundational
pheapproachaiming
of termsand refernomenon.Second,theconstellations
cardinalpoints:
entsthattheysetforthhaveoverlapping
Third
and relatedto
"fears."
and
"enemies,""threats,"
- in endorsing
themetushostilis
observation
theprevious
also lendscredenceto thepremises
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the
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