Creative music:

Music is yet another tool for incrementing creativity.

Music is one more aspect of our increasing creativity.

Art is any activity that induces contemplation for contemplation’s sake.

1. Art, by incrementing the capacity for contemplation,  increases the creative capacity by:  

a. Centering attention.

b. Exiting the imagination.

2. Art, by inducing contemplation,  prepares the mind to assimilate either consciously or subconsciously the message content of the act or object contemplated.

Number one is, in and of itself, creative.

Number two will be creative or not, depending on the content of what is contemplated (or what the art is about) and on how the doer and/or the observer react to the content, that is to say, the creativity in the art will depend on the attitudes it induces in its doer and/or its observers.

Because of element number one, art is always valuable regardless of content.

Because of element number two, if our goal is to maximaze creativity, art should be always, to the extent that  this can be done objectively, an activity subject to evaluation. However even in lack of objective criteria a  liberal  subjective evaluation is better than none, when it pertines only to the individual’s concerns.

(I mean, when I consider the musics I like, I seek to evaluate them according to what I feel makes me more creative or al least more positive in life, realizing that this may not be so for someone else).

Art through the arrangements of sounds (music) seems to be the most direct way to stimulate the nervous system to induce a contemplative state of mind.  More people respond to music of one kind or another (specially the one they grew up with or the one that is more related to the one they grew up with) than to the visual arts.  Even dance that, because it is body movement, may seem to relate more  directly to the nervous system, is a reaction to music, no?

But what does it mean to say that art should be evaluated objectively to the extent that this is possible?

By objectivity in this context it is not meant  the rigorous objectivity that can be obtained through experimentation of a cause and effect relationship, but rather, the correlational connectios that can be observed through regularity in some given circumstances.

In this instance, the evaluation of artistic degree and of creative content in the art may follow through the stablishing of the following correlations:

Does the increment of artistic activity in an individual, group or civilization, go parallel with an increase in creative capacity in other endeavors as well.?

If it goes parallel in most cases then, even if the former is not the cause of the latter but rather the latter is the cause of the former,(more likely in a feedback loop), some objective value should be given to artistic activity.

Is it just the volume of artistic creativity or is it the degree of some cuality in the art that goes parallel with the increase of general creativity?

There are several cases in history in which a civilization reaches high creativity and there is a high volume of artistic creativity, then (although the causes for this may be several different ones*) a decline in general creativity sets in, a decadence,  and the art is either playing an active role in the process or only reflecting it. However, if the creative content is taking into account as well as the volume then it seems that the more positive (pro-life), vigorous, original, imaginative is correlated with the ascent of that civilization. It may not always be so but if it can be shown tha this is in most cases so, then again, objective value should be abscribed to art.

Are there identifiable forms of art that are preffered by highly creative (in practical or societal endeavours) individuals, groups, civilizations, when they are in the ascent?

If so, then those forms of art are, in general, objectively more valuable than others.

Are there forms of art that have elements that are appreciated beyond their particular cultural setting, that is, they are considered of high cuality by different cultures and epochs?  If so, those elements or those forms of art, are also objectively more valuable than those that are only liked by a specific group or time.  

