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From my own experience I have known for years that creativity is stronger when it has other blooms to help support it. A single flower may look good, but it flops over and cannot sustain the attention a spray of flowers can. I have considered myself a solitary learner for most of my life, though, until the past three years in a cohort have shown me that learning communities are invaluable for things besides creative work.  I am concerned that my dissertation will send me back to being a solitary learner again—just when I am learning who to play well with others!   Selection of a dissertation committee will be even more crucial than I suspected. I am luckier than most in that I have been working with the professor who will be the chairman of my committee for years, and I know that her style brings out the best in me. We frequently hash out conceptual conflicts. I am unsure what effect the rest of the committee will have on the way work proceeds—especially the research professor.  

I am fascinated by accounts of Bohr’s need to visualize or verbalize in order to think. I totally understand his need to have dialogue and argue his way through a proof.  I have always felt tone deaf because I cannot visualize a mathematical formula.  I can read them and even understand them, but I cannot make the leap from a formula to a theory about the physical world.  I accept Bohr’s view of complementarity because it makes sense in relation to my experience and also because I am prejudiced in his favor since I can understand his learning process better than that of most theoretical physicists. It was fascinating trying to establish the role that Bohr’s own way of knowing, his disagreement with Einstein, as well as his reading of Kierkegaard and others had on the development of his complementarity theory.

I have no idea how conceptual conflict and complementarity will affect my research paradigm.  As an English teacher, I am used to ambiguity and paradoxes; they seem perfectly normal.  I am fairly comfortable with the idea that we can never really know anything. I love this quote from Gough’s (1993) introduction to Holton’s book: “No matter what we observe or how we design our experiments, the act always manifests a part that is outside the experiment, yet coupled to it” (p. 1).  I am taking this out of context, but he is right in that we can never fully know anything.  We can only hope to put together a more complete picture by stringing together as many bits as we can discover.  I hope my dissertation has more coherence than this, though!

The Book/Film Collaborative did not shift my individual analysis or way of knowing The Birdcage, but it did remind me of the incredible variety of human responses that can occur in reaction to the same stimuli and the myriad of beliefs that can inform those reactions.  There is certainly mutual exclusivity in the belief of some members of our group that homosexuals can be educated to not be homosexuals while others hold the belief that homosexuality may be camouflaged but can no more be changed than the color of someone’s eyes.  I also saw new perspectives that I had not noticed.  This did add more color to my understanding of the film.

