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I originally thought it would be as great idea to respond by having an AI created panel of philosophers each respond, assuming he was alive at the end of the Romantic Era. The philosophers I was going to try would be Locke, Hume, Descartes, Voltaire, Mill and Emerson, not for any particular reason except that I could spell their names, knew that they represented an evolution of philosophical thought, and thought they might enjoy meeting each other.
That did not come to pass, mainly because I am deficient in both AI and in time management, as well as being pretty weak in the history of philosophy. I did discover, however, that I am ignorant across a broad swath of fields and eras.
Here are some thoughts derived from the study materials and writing prompts:   
· Sometimes things move me, sometimes they don’t. That is irrespective of the opinion of the public, the artist or the critics. I do appreciate having pointed out aspects that I have overlooked. Often my opinion is upgraded.
· I assume the Mozart piece you refer to is the first part of the movement, before Mozart steps in to conduct. This seemed both more elegant and more deferential than the end of the piece. The ending seemed to foreshadow the Romantic Musical Excerpts, which were more outspoken (for lack of a better word).
· The Wanderer may illustrate a shift of interest to the wonders of nature. I think that perhaps previously art was more straightforward, while being more decorative than thought-provoking. (What is he thinking?)
· Storm and stress remain foundations of 21st century story telling. (Or the 20th century, as the old codger in me says, “There hasn’t yet been a new story worth writing in  the 21st century!”)
· Michael’s question is a tough one. I think I favor reason for most day to day decisions, but excellence needs the emotional inspiration of romanticism, as does “Joie de Vivre!,” which is the essence of life.
· To the AI response on the cultural uncertainty we face, I would add “This, too, shall pass,” and “Been there. Done that.
· To AI about growing financial inequity, I would respond, “A rising tide lifts all boats, but the larger, stronger boat benefits more. When both are on the sand, they are pretty much equal. This is a fact of life. The rising tide is better for both boats. It’s both stupid and selfish of the small boat owner to dam the harbor so the water doesn’t lift either boat. For the owner of the larger boat to do so is simply stupid. 
· To the last prompt, I say “Everyone compromises.”  A Dutch friend once told me that there was a law in Holland requiring the government to buy the works of any acknowledged artist. As a result, Amsterdam’s warehouses were filled with art that no one wanted, including the artist who had sold it to the state essentially in exchange for welfare.


