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the final stages of publication with extraordinary care, great skill and
punctilious observation of the schedule.

My final thanks are both more conceptual and personal. Without the
willingness to suspend ego, disbelief, aggressive investments in personal
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advancement, truly collaborative work cannot even get started. All of the
contributors to this volume left these undesirables at the door and it has
not only been a pleasure working with them, it has also been conceptually
formative — perhaps, dare one say, the instantiation of the notion that
concepts are, to the very core, emergent forms.

Cavalaire-sur-Mer, July, 2023
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