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At first, nothing about the situation appeared unusual; the room was quiet, the
arrangement of objects seemed deliberate, and the instructions, placed where they
could not easily be overlooked, suggested that whatever was to be done had already
been carefully considered.

Yet it was precisely this sense of completeness that made the scene difficult to
interpret, since no indication was given as to whether the process had been

concluded or was still in progress.

The sequence of actions implied by the materials did not correspond in any obvious
way to the order in which they were encountered, and attempts to reconstruct a
coherent pattern only revealed further inconsistencies.

Some steps appeared to anticipate results that had not yet been produced, while

others seemed to repeat procedures whose purpose had already been fulfilled.

Faced with ®this ambiguity, it became increasingly difficult to determine whether the

structure reflected a mistake, an intentional rearrangement, or a system designed to
resist straightforward analysis.

What initially appeared to be a set of instructions gradually took on a different
function, serving less as a guide to action than as a framework within which

interpretation itself had to be constructed.

If the material were treated as incomplete, one set of conclusions would follow;
however, if it were assumed to be self-contained, ( fundamentally / a / different /
would / the / to / give / understanding / elements / rise / same ), thereby suggesting
that the meaning of the situation depended less on what was present than on how it

was approached.
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(D Why was the situation difficult to interpret?

(2 What problem arises when trying to reconstruct the sequence?
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1. a clear and consistent sequence of actions

2. a situation in which multiple interpretations are possible

3. a mistake in the arrangement of materials

4. a completed and final process

(@) What determines the meaning of the situation?
a. The number of objects

b. The order of actions

c. The reader’s approach

d. The clarity of instructions
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What initially appeared to be a set of instructions gradually took on a different
function, serving less as a guide to action than as a framework within which

interpretation itself had to be constructed.
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A. The situation was clear and easy to understand from the beginning.

B. The sequence of actions completely matched the order in which they were
encountered.

C. The instructions appeared to indicate that the actions had already been carefully
considered.

D. Some steps seemed to anticipate results that had not yet been produced.

E. The meaning of the situation is determined solely by the elements that are

present.
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(D Because it appeared complete, but gave no indication of whether the process

was finished or still in progress

(2) Attempts to reconstruct a pattern reveal further inconsistencies
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(@ the same elements would give rise to a fundamentally different understanding
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e ~ suggested that whatever was to be done had already been carefully
considered.
be to X = FE « &7 < &Em
was to be done = TChHSTONEIREL > L]
BENMSR )N BITOIFEDN L

e The sequence of actions implied by the materials did not correspond in
any obvious way to the order in which they were encountered, and
attempts to reconstruct a coherent pattern only revealed further
inconsistencies.
Some steps appeared to anticipate results that had not yet been
produced, while others seemed to repeat procedures whose purpose had

already been fulfilled.
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