	It was refreshing to watch a presentation on Philip Glass, as his reputation is so widely disputed or caricatured that a direct encounter with his music and story helped clarify more of what the man actually believed and composed.  It was also interesting to see that Glass becomes almost a locus for many of the debates that shaped the twentieth century classical music scene.
	Of particular significance on this note, I liked how Ionida described Glass as relating differently to the past than many other twentieth century composers.  He did not reject anything, or start over again, we were told, and he was informed by everything that came before him.  These assertions raise a few questions, however.  While Glass definitely discarded progress for the sake of progress, I think it’s unfair to say that even some of the most “extreme” examples of twentieth century, such as Schoenberg, were not informed by the past.  Schoenberg spent much time connecting himself with “the German tradition” that preceded him, from Bach to Brahms.  Indeed, Soviet authorities rejected his serialism because it, among other things, fit into a German view of music.  It must also be recognized that Schoenberg, and the post-war avante-garde generation were a part of Glass’s history/past.  He did, in some ways, choose the reject their aggression and progressivism.    
	Two components of the work of Glass especially impressed and intrigued me.  A system of composing consisting almost exclusively of additive and subtractive development represents quite an experiment, and the experiment, I feel, succeeded.  The score for The Hours suited the screenplay quite well, in my opinion.  The new idea, which mirrors Chuck Close’s ideas in visual arts, of “process as art” complements the additive and subtractive processes to form an integrated theory of composition.  Even if I believe composers should be cautious of expounding a universal philosophy for composing, it still always excited me when a composer is able to articulate a methodology for his work that can be rationally explained.  
