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Possibilities eat up fear. Compromises doubles possibilities. Possibility is one of the
most important virtues that the contemporary society offers, or sometimes even forces,
us to recognize. The meaning of possibility is manifold. Yet, euphonious
communication with others and other groups poses an important insight into
understanding its meaning. Due to the ever-changing and unconsciously formulating
nature of the communication practice, anyone can hardly attain mastery of it. Media is
instrumental in shaping communication practice, while schools play a key role in
promoting it.

Local communities practice tolerance in interpreting conversation with other

communities and other world. Tolerant interpretation is a good guidance and manual to



follow in order to understand and accommodate oneself to others and other groups. It is
accepted as a communication practice pertinent to the contemporary society. When a
local community confronts outer world, we need to learn a new communication practice.
In the process, some of us are rapidly converted to become alienated. This alienation
can be overcome through compromise between individuals. By the same token, our
society urges compromise on a social level when facing estrangement from other world.
Now, are we convinced that compromise, which leads us to communicate with other
countries, communities and individuals makes us happy? Do we really believe in this?
One can discover that those who suffer from alienation tend not to comply with
contemporary communication practice. My work can be found in failed communication
and I re-translate(or re-interpret) the social interpretation in order to define the identity
of impossible communication. My attempts often generate another kind of
communication practice, which confuses initial intention and eventually causes further
alienation. I am not willing to solve such confusion and alienation, nor do I desire to
know the reason why this happened. Instead, I consider this new alienation as a positive
possibility. We need to be aware of the suffocating nature of incapable communication
and thus begin to learn to be tenacious about our communication. Interpretations are
repeated and reinterpretations create new possibility. Since this possibility is destined
for reinterpretation, those who wish to end the process will compromise. However, I do
not hold positive suspicion that compromise is in fact a wise choice.
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