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Ideas or theories about human nature have a uni
place in the sciences. We don’t have to worry th
the cosmos will be changed by our theories about

the cosmos. The planets really don't care what

think or how we theorize about them. But we d

have to worry that human nature will be changed
our theories of human nature. Forty years ago,
distinguished anthropologist Clifford Geertz saidatt

human beings are *“unfinished animals.” What

meant is that it is human nature to have a hum

2 29 8502 Hof, 0| 20| EO7II|o| 7t
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guEqually, they are powerful statements to ourselves

atabout what to expect of ourselves.

we When a young police officer puts on a uniform for
o the first time, it almost certainly feels strangada
byforeign. Yet other people react to that uniform an
thgange of more or less predictable ways just as
they do to a priest or to a white-coated doctan) ( )
he These reactions help to make the police officet tee

arpart of the uniform and more comfortable with the

nature that is very much the product of the societyrole that goes with it. @ ) This is the point of

that surrounds us. That human nature
We
institutions within which people live. So we mustka

“design” human nature, by designing

th

uniforms: they help people think themselves into a
e particular way of behaving, and communicate clearly
to other people what function that person is exmct

ourselves just what kind of a human nature we wanto perform. (3 ) Our dress and appearance are a sort

to help design.

&

less productive than human reason

&

less objective than theory
more ordinary than special
more fixed than active

© ® ®© © ©
5 5

s more created than discovered

of uniform as well, whether we like it or not@( )
They are very powerful statements to other people
about what to expect from us®( ) This, together
with the way other people react to our appearance,
powerfully shapes how we feel, think and behave.
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We need to move into a position of not thinking [the Yale psychologist Irving Janis showed that just

world rotates around us but how we fit into the gpout every group develops an agreed-upon view of

world. things — a consensus reality, the "PC" or politically
correct view. Any evidence to the contrary is

While individualism gives strength, it also can g iomatically rejected without consideration, —often

create a weakness if not moderated by involvem

with others — family, friends, and society. Pur
individualism may lead to a philosophy o
convenience and a lack of participation in ¢

appreciation of the civic and social proces®. ( )sTh
limits personal growth, mutes gaining leadershiglsk
and traits, and deprives one of the true contexts
life that is the reality model of one's mindd ( )€rh
biggest problem the world now has is that we do 1
Ou
technology removes some of reality and replaces

interact personally much anymore. ® ( )

with perception, relativity, and inherent self-irgst
often pushing us to conveniencéd ( ) We look at t
world as centered upon us and give ourselves un
influence on the reality of events®( ) This is th
concept of context.

*civic AlR19], EAE]

Nfidiculed, and may lead t@exclusion of the person

e presenting the un-PC data. So group members are

f careful not to rock the boat bydisagreeingwith

' the consensus—
)

doing so can seriously damage their

standing. In his classic book, Groupthink, Janis

explained how panels of experts made enormous
Omistakes. People on the panels, he said, worry tabou
their personal relevance and effectiveness, and fee
Olihat it they (®deviate too far from the consensus,

r they will not be taken seriously. People compete fo
itstature, and the ideas often just tag along. Ghaoipt

into their course of

causes groups to get locked

heaction, @unable to explore alternatives, because no

dugne guestions the established course. The more

€ cohesive the group, the greater the urge of theimgro
members to®acceptcreating any discord

~stature ¢ KB
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Now, | as a matter of fact, some things can

guantified and some things cannot.

Unfortunately, there are some social scientistso w
refuse to admit the limitations of their field ofudy.
They push hard to make social science imitd
physical science.@ ) This is usually done by the u
of all sorts of numbers, tables, charts, and grajphs
the

guantification of the subject matter®@( ) We cann

order to give impression of a profoun

really quantify prejudice or love, for instance® (
When
guantification is in vain. ®@ ) What is often forgett,

all is said and done, such attempt
even in the physical sciences, is that science ofs
primarily a matter of quantification.& ) The use d
mathematical techniques is not an end in itself I
only a means to an end, namely, the discovery
what's true about the material world). The use
numbers is one way to be more precise in our eff
to rationally understand causes.

*quantification = 3}
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be According to the scholars of the Indian traditions
(Vedas), the origin of religion was to be sought in
the impressions that natural phenomena made upon

h man. The mythological figures were thought to be
personifications of natural objectsD The impressive

temanifestations of nature stimulated the personifyin

S fantasy of man.@ The primary stage of religion
was not due to the religious nature of man, orhe t

d 'need of the human heart’, as O. Miiller expressed |

Otin his book, but to man's elementary capability of

) seeing personal figures in the impersonal phenomena

edof his surroundings.® Religion is the one of the
resting places of the mind, because it is religibat

N relieves anxiety.@ What finally led to the formation

f of religion was, thus, the elaboration of a nature

Utmythology, and the veneration of the respective
Offigures. & The beginning of religion was the
ofworship of many natural objects, with a

Ortoredominance of such phenomena as the sun, the
sky, thunderstorms, lightning, rain, and fire.
“venerationa Hi
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Rather, the time-compression technique involves
shortening of pauses between words, and
reduction of the length of vowel sounds.

it i

almost stating the obvious to say that bright Bglot

With reference to the variable of intensity,

loud sounds can attract our attention. We have
been exposed to countless examples of commer
advertisements that seem to be based solely ugen
premise. @ ) One unusual example of the use
intensity in advertising contexts is the practicé

time-compressed speech in radio commercial@ (
The by

MacLachlan exposed people to five radio commerci

experiment conducted LaBarbera a

that were either normal or time-compressed on f{
130%. ® )
commercials were not "sped up" by making the ta

order  of These time-compresse
run faster; that would also increase the frequeaty
the auditory signal, and make the announcer so
like a high-pitched Mickey Mouse.@ ) This result
that

changing the pitch of the announcer's voic& (

in a message runs more quickly, witho

These researchers found that the time-compres
advertisements elicited more interest and bettealire
than the normal ads.

elicit ZO{LHLC}.

*premise X A

atr
=

4 2ol 20|
h Glass affords transparency. At the same time, its
hephysical

physical objects. As a result,

structure ®blocks the passage of most
glass affords seeing
through, but not the passage of air or most phlsica
S objects (atomic particles can pass through glaBbg

be
the2prevention of interaction. To

blockage of passage can considered an

allanti-affordance—
Cighe effective, affordances and anti-affordances hve
thpe This
Ofdifficulty with glass. The reason we like glass ifs

discoverable — perceivable. poses a
O relative invisibility, but this aspect, so usefui the

Jnormal window, also ®reveal its anti-affordance
ndproperty of blocking passage. As a result, birdeerof
alsyy  to  fly through  windows. And  every year,
henumerous peoplédinjure themselves when they walk
>d (or run) through closed glass doors or large péctur
Pewindows. If an affordance or anti-affordance cannot

be perceived, some means of signaling its presénce

Inds)required

S transparency=E 4 )

ut affordanceds ST A
) (58 dHE o st= ArEd 54)
sed picture window & &%k
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@ Ideas or theories about human nature have a UrpiREE Nl o o7t =40 st 74
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® The planets(A)really don't care what we think or how v =% Hsll #& 445 st
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® But we do have to worry thahuman nature(B)will be © = Talﬁ i
: T | 8ol a0 oist 229
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® When a young police officer puts on a uniform fbe tfirst
time, it almost certainly feels strange and foreign

® Yet other peoplereact to that uniform in a range of more

less predictable ways— just as they do to a priasttoo a

white-coated doctor.(A)

l

® These reactiontelp to make the police officer feel a part

the uniform and more comfortable with the role thptes with
it.(B

l

@ This is the point of uniforms: they help people th

themselves into a particular way of behaving, awdnmunicate
clearly to other peoplevhat function that person is expected

perform.(A)

® Our dress and appearangez ~z1) are a sort of uniformras

well, whether we like it or not.

® They are very powerful statements to other peopi®ut
what to expect from us.(A)

@ Equally, they are powerful statements to ourselves alydudt
to expect of ourselves.(B)

i

This, together with the way other people react to ¢
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appearance(A) powerfully shapeshow we feel, think ani
behave.(B)

52:0,0,0,034 1 /0,0,0,0 34 I

* A2t BE & LEot0 O|ofisioF st= A& ZRI=0M &IZF E4 2! O ZZO

=
HAE 4+ YS!




A - E
_I_E?jol- 470|_ 4|_

® While individualism gives strength, it also can aee a =

weakness if not moderated by involvement with others-
family, friends, and society.

® Pure individualism mayead to a philosophy of convenien

and a lack of participation in or appreciation dfe tcivic and

social process.(P1)

® This limits personal growth, mutes gaining leadershklss
and traits, and deprives one of the true contextdife that is
the reality model of one's mind.

® The biggest problem the world now has is tha do not
interact personally much anymore.(P2)

® Our technology removes some of reality and replatesith
perception, relativity, and inherent self-interedften pushing u
to convenience.

® We Ilook at the world ascentered upon us and gl

ourselves undue influence on the reality of evépf.

® We need tomove into a position of not thinking the wol

rotates around us but how we fit into the world.(S)

This is the concept of context.
civic A|TI2], EA[Q]
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® Yale psychologist Irving Janis showed thatt about ever

group develops an agreed-upon view of things a AU

reality, the "PC" or politically correct view.

® Any evidence to the contrary is automaticallejected
without consideration, often ridiculed, and mayde® exclusion

of the person presenting the un-PC data.

Ql o

® So group members are careful notrtck the boatxs

71H)
seriously damage their standing.

by disagreeing with the consensus— doing so ¢

® In_his classic book, Groupthink, Janis explainedvhpanelg =

of experts made enormous mistakes.

® People on the panels, he said, | worry about tipeirsona
relevance and effectiveness, and feel that if theyiate too far

from the consensus, they will not be taken senousl

® People compete for stature, and the ideas often tag
along(s et 7t}

@ Groupthink causes groups to detcked into their course g

action, lunablé to explore alternatives, because no one dues
the established cours@(@ )

The more cohesive the group, the greater the urfgdh®

group members t@void creating any discordd 2} AZl& )
stature Y4 A HE
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® Unfortunately, there are some social scientisfso refuse t¢

admit the limitation eir field of study. D SQZIABALZ, ZfAIQ|
A
.|

® They push hardto make social science imitate physi

Ats| Btstatgo| Qi
science. @ 152 A8l stol 2t
difstg ZHSHA sk
l 37 Yojgolrt,
® This is usually done by the use of all sorts of numld®@ ojzie guzicz =
tables, charts, and graphs in order to give therdsgion of g = 37 =A< & A
E, J2|1 J2jZE At
profound quantification of the subject matter. stof aaiz|h, 2=
HAE| 2 LHE A4
@ Now, | as a matter of fact, some things can doantified(A) z;”ﬁ;o;[ﬂ sEe
and some thinggannot(B) AzEStEl A Ol OfmH 7
=< 18 7t glH
® o & =¥, 8= HA
® We cannot really quantifyrejudice or love, for instance(B) oLt Afre Mz Aar
st 4 elot.
. . — E g 13 EH
® When all is said and donesuch attempted quantification(B A

is in_vair 3 Afoct.

@ HAS A 2fstof M

EX AN

@ What is often forgotten, even in the physical scém) is tha gsp0; =2 fa:gl

e

Ho rfo

Lo

science is not primarily a matter of quantification Ale otHet= AolH.

2304 Wyl Arge
1 2z =Ho| ofat,
The use of mathematical techniques(#5 not an endin| =z, = zux#o| mst

—
=] (=) ol|ls A
1AS Y Ao

itself but only a means to an eénchamely, the discovery o

what's true about the material wofal.means to an enffZl= | p

® The use of numbers is one way be more precise in o s15i2|7| 95t st 743
effort to rationally understand caug@tH A21&) wolct.

~quantification £=&a}f
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® According to the scholars of the Indian traditio(igedas),

the origin of religion was to be sought in the iegsions tha

natural phenomena made upon man

® The mythological figures were thought to Ipersonifications

(eleish of natural objects.

® The impressive manifestations of naturgimulated the

personifying fantasy of man.

@ The primary stage of religion was not
nature of man, or to the 'need of the

Mdiller expressed it in his book, buto

due to thégiaus|s
human head’, O.

man's elemental

capability of seeing personal figures

n the impaa

phenomena of his surroundings.

® What finally led to the formation of religion washus, the
elaboratio zsh) of a nature mythology, and the veneration

the respective figures.

® The beginning of religion washe worship of many natur

objects with a predominance of such phenomena as the thex

sky, thunderstorms, lightning, rain, and fire.

‘veneration<=Hf
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® With reference to the variable of intensity, it admost stating tht
obvious to say that bright lights or loud soundsn cattract out
attention.

® We have all been exposed to countless examplesoonfmercial
advertisements that seem to be based solely ugenptbmise.

® One unusual example of the use of intensity in Hubieg

contexts is the practice of time-compressed speech in r

commercials.

® The experiment conducted by LaBarbera and MaclLaclkigposeq

people to five radio commercials that were eitheornmal or|=

time-compressed on the order of 130%.

® These time-compressed commercials were not "spetl lwp
making the tape run faster; that would also inaet®e frequency @
the auditory signal, and make the announcer sounc Ila
high-pitched Mickey Mouse.

® Rather the time-compression technique/involves the sharterof

pauses between words, and the reduction of thetHemd vowel

sounds.

l

® This results in a message that runs more quickly, wit
changing the pitch of the announcer's voice.

These researchers found théite time-compressed advertiseme

elicited more interest and better recall than tleenmal ads.
*premise A& «elicit 20 LCt.
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@ Glass affords transparency.

@ At the same time, its physical structuigocks the passage

most physical objects.(A)

@ As a result, glass affords seeing through, but thet passage ¢
air or most physical objects (atomic particles gass through glass

@ The blockage of passage can be considenedanti-affordance—

the prevention of interaction.(A)

® To be effective, affordances(B)and anti-affordances have to

discoverable— perceivable.

® This poses a difficulty with glass.

(@ The reason we like glass is itslative invisibility, but this
aspect, so useful in the normal window, alsdes its anti-affordancy

property of blocking passage.

(O ZZo| 2shA 8BF f=4g0| EO{X{OF St2|2 {EoM= EO[Z|

As a result, birds often try to fly through windaws

(¥t REAO| 2O|Z| oA F uf oAl 1)

@ And every year, numerous people injure themselvdenwthey
walk (or run) through closed glass doors or largetupe windows,

(A 2)

@ If an affordance or anti-affordance cannot be peect some

Imeans of signaling its presence is required.
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Ideas or theories about human nature have a uniace
in the sciences. We don't have to worry that thsncis
will be changed by our theories about the cosmoke T
think or
theorize about them. But we do have to worry thaman

planets really don't care what we how w
nature will be changed by our theories of humanuneat
Forty years ago, the distinguished anthropologiditfoed

Geertz said that human beings are "unfinished daifna
is that it

human nature that is very much the product of theiety

What he meant is human nature to have
that surrounds us. That human nature is more atetitan
discovered. We "design" human nature, by designting
institutions within which people live. So we muskka
ourselves just what kind of a human nature we went
help design.

7k

+&5% 44 3¢

When a young police officer puts on a uniform fibre

LE
[Shan]

first time, it almost certainly feels strange aratefgn. Yet
other people react to that uniform in a range ofreanor
less predictable ways— just as they do to a priestoo
a white-coated doctor. These reactions help to mtie
police officer feel a part of the uniform and mor
This the

point of uniforms: they help people think themsslviato

comfortable with the role that goes with it.

a particular way of behaving, and communicate bledn
other people what function that person is expected
perform. Our dress and appearance are a sort dbromi
as well, whether we like it or not. They are vergwerful
statements to other people about what to expech frs.
Equally, they are powerful statements to ourselabout
what to expect of ourselves. This, together witle tay
other people react to our appearance, powerfullgpss

how we feel, think and behave.

e

+58Y 47

While individualism gives strength, it also caneate a
weakness if not moderated by involvement with ather
family, friends, and society. Pure individualism ym&ad
to a philosophy of convenience and a lack of pigdibon
in or appreciation of the civic and social proce3dhis
limits personal growth, mutes gaining leadershifllslkand
traits, and deprives one of the true contexts fd that is
the reality model of one's mind. The biggest probléhe
world now has is that we do not interact personafiych
anymore. Our technology removes some of reality and
it with inhdre
self-interest often pushing us to convenience. Wek | at

areplaces perception, relativity, and
the world as centered upon us and give ourselveduain
influence on the reality of events. We need to mavie
a position of not thinking the world rotates arouns but
how we fit into the world. This is the concept aintext.

*civic AT, ZA[Q]
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Yale psychologist Irving Janis showed that justowb
every group develops an agreed-upon view of thirgsa
consensus reality, the "PC" or politically corragew. Any
evidence to the contrary is automatically rejectsihout
consideration, often ridiculed, and may lead tolesion of
the person presenting the un-PC data. So group emmb
are careful not to rock the boat by disagreeinghwibe
consensus— doing so can seriously damage their istand
In his classic book, Groupthink, Janis explainedwho
panels of experts made enormous mistakes. Peopl¢hen
panels, he said, | worry about their personal estee and
effectiveness, and feel that if they deviate too ffam the
be
compete for stature, and the ideas often just thmga

consensus, they will not taken seriously. People
Groupthink causes groups to get locked into theiurse

of action, unable to explore alternatives, because one
qguestions the established course. The more cohesige
group, the greater the urge of the group memberavtud
creating any discord.

*stature Y4 A HE
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Unfortunately, there are some social scientisto wifuse
to admit the limitations of their field of study.h&y push
hard to make social science imitate physical s@enthis
is usually done by the use of all sorts of numbeables,
charts, and graphs in order to give the impressiéna
profound quantification of the subject matter. Nowas a
matter of fact, some things can be quantified awothes
things cannot. We cannot really quantify prejudae love,
for instance. When all is said and done, such gtedh
guantification is in vain. What is often forgottemyen in
the physical sciences, is that science is not piiynaa
The
techniques is not an end in itself but only a metmsan

matter of quantification. use of mathematic

end, namely, the discovery of what's true about t
material world). The use of numbers is one way ®
more precise in our effort to rationally understacalses.

*quantification 4~&Fst

+58% 128 ™
According to the scholars of the Indian traditiof\éedas),

the origin of religion was to be sought in the iegsions
that natural phenomena made upon man. The mythalog
figures were thought to be personifications of ratu
objects. The impressive manifestations of naturmusated

the personifying fantasy of man. The primary stage
religion was not due to the religious nature of man to

the 'need of the human heart’, as O. Miiller express in

his book, but to man's elementary capability of irspe
personal figures in the impersonal phenomena of
surroundings. What finally led to the formation wligion
was, thus, the elaboration of a nature mythologyd #he
veneration of the respective figures. The beginniaf
religion was the worship of many natural objectsthwa
predominance of such phenomena as the sun, the
thunderstorms, lightning, rain, and fire.

*veneration<Hj

a

b
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With reference to the variable of intensity, it &most
stating the obvious to say that bright lights oudosounds
can attract our attention. We have all been exposed
countless examples of commercial advertisements sham
to be based solely upon this premise. One unusual
example of the use of intensity in advertising eatg is

the

commercials. The experiment conducted by LaBartsrd

practice of time-compressed speech in radio

MacLachlan exposed people to five radio commerctaks
were either normal or time-compressed on the orokr
130%. These time-compressed commercials were numd"s

up"
increase the frequency of the auditory signal, andke

by making the tape run faster; that would also

hethe announcer sound like a high-pitched Mickey Mous

Rather, the the

shortening of pauses between words, and the reduaif

time-compression  technique/involves
the length of vowel sounds. This results in a mgsstnat
runs more quickly, without changing the pitch ofeth
that

time-compressed advertisements elicited more istesnd

announcer's voice. These researchers found the
better recall than the normal ads.

*premise | **elicit Z0{ LT},

2587 147 4

Glass affords transparency. At the same time,phtgsical
structure blocks the passage of most physical thjeks a
result, glass affords seeing through, but not thesage of
air or most physical objects (atomic particles cpass
through glass). The blockage of passage can beidesed
an anti-affordance— the prevention of interactiora e
effective, affordances and anti-affordances have be
discoverable— perceivable. This poses a difficultythw
glass. The reason we like glass is its relativeisihility,

but this aspect, so useful in the normal windowsoal

hishides its anti-affordance property of blocking @ags As a

result, birds often try to fly through windows. Arevery
year, numerous people injure themselves when thalk w

(or run) through closed glass doors or large péctur
windows. If an affordance or anti-affordance canrim
skyperceived, some means of signaling its presence is

required.

*transparency= 4 )
= affordanced s S&/d

(58 dH™HE ot st= AEY 54)
= picture window & 2F2¢
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Ritualistic behaviour designed to influence future/ln contrast, when we say that two substances are
events is not, it seems, limited to humans. B. |Flidentical or the same, there is no notion | of
Skinner's classic research into 'superstition ire th Wholeness.

pigeon’, conducted at Indiana University in 1948,

supports  this  hypothesis. Skinner described |an Within the domain of concrete entities, objectsd an

experiment in which pigeons were placed inside
box and were presented with a small piece of fo
once every fifteen seconds, regardless of th
behaviour.
various little unusual rituals, such as walking mdu
in circles, moving their heads up and down and
on.

their little routines were causing the release bé t

food even though in reality there was no relatigmsh

th
pairing of the

whatsoever. Skinner's explanation for
phenomenon was that the
release of food early on in the process with whate

the bird happened to be doing was enough
reinforce that particular type of activity.
©)

® ordinary casual

®

® accidental

® designed forceful

After a few minutes the birds develope

The pigeons appeared to have concluded th

aSubstances have very different properti€s. ( ) Qbjec

odare individuated, whereas substances are
eirnonindividuated. Thus, the two kinds of entitiesvédna
dfundamentally different criteria for the notion of
identity or sameness.@( ) When we say that two
sogobjects are identical or the same, we are refertong
diwo objects their
distinctive parts of a single object®( ) Substances

y are of scattered existence, and there is no suclg th

in entirety and not to two

s as whole sand, whole water, or whole clag) ( ) This
portion of sand is identical to that portion of dan
y as long as the two portions consist of the same
tophysical constituents.& ) This difference in identi

or sameness between objects and substances leads |1

fundamentally different extension principles for
determining category membership across the two
ontological kinds.
*individuate 718 3}5Ck
**constituentid & , 21484

***ontological EA| =42




3. 29 5502 WOl FOZ 20| E0{7p7|0) 7 | 4. FO0jZ Z Ch30| 0|0jY 2O FME JpY HAUF A

S 2 L2A|Q. (£55% 147 8¥) g RENQ. (£55% 157 14)

Yet, for some endangered languages, the tide| is Several studies have shown that individuals whe ar

changing through the digital revolution. ostracized, excluded, or rejected by others behave
ways that will increase their chances of eventually

Although the efforts to revive dying languages &
admirable, the challenges facing those who wol
reverse the extinction process are intimidating.t N
all of the extinctions are the direct result of filig

and repression from a dominant government, as \
the case with American Indians throughout most
U.S. history. @ ) But where brutal repression failg
to make

indigenous languages and culture extin

intense globalization since the 1980s has been m

® ) The

communications technology has provided powerf

successful. recent  revolution i
tools (through the airwaves and cyberspace) for
spread of mainstream Western culture and langua
(®) As Rosenberg points out, digital technolog
discussion groups, software companies, and apps
lifelines for language preservation for minority dan
endangered language communication needs. ( )
one time technology forced some language speak
to adopt the dominant language of their commun
or nation. (& ) Now, new tools create the possibili
for revitalizing languages and

retaining langua

speakers of endangered languages.

*intimidating Yg4¢!, 42 ==
**repression @F EHQF
***indigenous 1.83F | E2k9|

re becoming accepted.

ild
o (A) Similarly, Williams, Cheung, and Choi observed

that ostracized individuals were more likely than

vadthers to conform to the opinions of other people.

of Thus, these studies show that in response to social

d rejection, people seek to reconnect themselves dfoun

ctwith their social worlds.

or€B) These behaviors range from working harder in

h group settings, to conforming to group perceptionrs,

ul being more sensitive to information about otherer F

theexample, Williams and Sommer found that women

iggesponded to ostracism by increasing their effants

y, @ subsequent group task.

arf€) In addition, Gardner, Pickett, and Brewer found
that individuals who experience social rejectiore ar
Amore likely to remember socially relevant inforroati

erthat with Thus,

tybelongingness needs appear to guide the processing

iS consistent one's motive.

ry and retention of information that is consistent hwit

jeone's motive.
* ostracismull d ** retentionE.
® @A) - () - B @ B)- A- ©
®®) - (€) - @A @ ©C)- A- (B
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David Rock, author of Your Brain at Work, ha
described in fascinating detail the intricate medts
of the brain on creativity and stress. We know, f
example, that self-described happy people have m
new ideas. We now know that stress decreases
whereas mindfulneS&sinduces

cognitive resources,

what is called a toward state in the brain,

openness to possibilities. In this condition, weelfeg

curious, open-minded, and interested in what we
doing — all excellent qualities fo2thriving on the
that
engagement are essential to making pedpleappier

job. Neuroscience tells us

But the technological onslaught of today's worldch ¢
also become highly stressful. Long hours, hard wo
and high pressure are mad@®worse by our being
permanently plugged in. Though the introduction

laptop computers, high-speed Internet, mob

technology, and social media have

advantages in how we connect, they alSaweaken

behaviors that shut down the toward state and sef

on autopilot.

*intricate S22+ **onslaught¥ 34

creativity an

wonderful short you

=] 3

Cl-E

o] #Qlo|
s The halo effect causes one trait about a person to
(Dcolor your attitude and perceptions of all her other
or traits. Even stranger, the mo@noticeablethe aspect
orés when you form vyour first impression, the more
outifficult it becomes to change your attitude abdlzt
aspect. So, for example, if you are bowled over by

anthe warmth and kindness of a coworker in your first

q

week at a new job, you'll let hin®get in with a
aredhost of obnoxious behaviors later on, maybe even fo
years. If the first year of a relationship is deepl

d fulfilling and life-altering, it can take a longntie to
notice if things turn sour later. If you like spici
a aspects of an individual, the halo effect causes th
rk positive appraisal to spread to other measurements
and to @resist attack. Beautiful people seem more
of intelligent, strong people seem nobler, friendlyogle
leseem more trustworthy, and so on. When ti@fall
sometimes

forgive and defend them,

unconsciously.

s o

*bowl over | A 73k ¢l T
37}t

A=)
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** obnoxious °}~ 3k **gppraisal
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Rather, the applied force is converted by the dqui Historical linguists study the languages spoken

into an isotropic one that will urge the liquid |t
move in any direction open to it, unconstrained

any tendency for the liquid body to cohere.

Solid objects cohere as wholes®D ( ) While their

shapes can be distorted to some degree to thetex
that they are elastic, in the main they accelemate

tend to move as wholes in the direction of &
applied force. ® ) Bodies of liquid differ in thig
respect. ® ) They freely adapt their shape to

containing vessel or an immersed solid and w
simply give way to a solid object moving slowly
through them. ® ) If a liquid body is subject to
force it will not tend to move as a whole in th
direction of that force. ® ) Water will tend to lea
from a pipe with equal facility in any direction dcn
not just in the direction of the weight of the heaf
water bearing down on it.
*isotropic S4d

urako| ep YEpR|R| s A1)
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an

D today, and from them make estimates about the

DY ancestral languages from which they descended.

Where possible, linguists also work from written
records on languages in earlier times. For lingusst
as for genetics, we assume that present data gve u
ethe But the

definition of "earlier community" is different inaeh

remnants of earlier communities.

case. For language, it is assumed that each laaguag

has one parent. In genetics a person has more anc

a
ill

more ancestors as one goes to earlier generations
while a language has a single ancestor at eacle.stag
The "tree model" of languages presents the range of
languages descended from an ancestor, and indicate:
relationships with other languages descended frioen t

the

characteristics of the linguistic "tree model"

same ancestor. Because of single-ancestor
, daage
gives more evidence on

path of early human

migration than does genetics, because
*remnant AHF| | LI X|

it enhances human’s creativity

it allows for fewer possibilities

it shows the limitation of human culture

it has more ancestors than genetics

©®Oee

it provides a standard of the moral judgement
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@ Ritualistic behaviourdesigned to influence futurevents is %

(o]
not, it seems, limited to humans.
719 o4’ of ofsk HE
Mol A7s 19484

i . . . . | Indiana CHEfWOM 43
pigeon’, conducted at Indiana University in 1948pports this o o siue siurs

® B. F. Skinner's classic research into ‘superstition the

hypothesis. et
@ Skinner& H|E7|E2
g ARt otof @ 2%E
® Skinner described an experiment in which pigeonsre\ e sisut Armeio] 152
. . . . S | re ™
placed inside a box and were presented with a spiate of "I ¥ @4 == =ol
. . 222 A&t 2™ o

food once every fifteen seconds, regardless ofr thehaviour. | & 5j2suc

@ % & HA I ME2
® Aft ; . he birds develoned various littigss | &5 130 271, o8
er a few minutesthe birds developed various littie+3th oofaz  exloy| =t
unusual rituals, such walking round in circlespving their| zz2 o7tz stast £
heads up and down-and so on. oleh BEs WS WA
® 1 HEZIE2 A&
of FaHOR sH= Ath
® The pigeonsappeared to have concluded that their [ & ¥&5=0l, 2H=z=
. . h | f the food hoi S HAZE SAUA|T, HO|
routines were causing the release of the food eWwugh in Jb MAEEE ouwsCtD
reality there was no relationship whatsoever. AEZS U2l A 2

cf.

) ) ) ©® o @AYo o3t
® Skinner's explanation for this phenomenon was the| ginnero) moe 7 a1
accidental pairifgof the release of food early on in the prog X2 z7o o[ &

: : : S0 O M7t o AUH

with whatever the bird happened to be doing wasu@moto| ... oo = o
;\it T/\OIEZI J—;JE

reinforce that particular type of activity. QA B2|2 Zio] 1
43t HEjo| ¥ES
efst7|of| F&ott= Z0|
ALt

S35 O AULAZ FAER| e T WF /1 © GE At HA /O, @ Hd AHAl /10 HH Bd A/
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® Within the domain of

concrete entities,

substances have very different properties.

® Objects(A) are individuated(A), whereas substances(B)are

nonindividuated(B)

® Thus, the two kinds of entities have fundamentally defe

objects

7
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o
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criteria for the notion of identity or sameness.

® When we say thatwo objects(A) are identical or the sam

we are referring to two objects) their entirety(A) and not to

two distinctive parts of a single object(A).

® In contrast, when we say that tvgmbst *nces(B)are identical %3

or the same, there 8o notion of wholeness(B).

® Substances(B)are of scattered existence(Bland there is nf~*

such thing as whole sand, whole water, or wholg.cla

@ This portion of sand is identical to that portiof fand, as

the
constituents(B).

long as two portions

This difference in identity or sameness betweeneabj anc
substances leads to fundamentally different exbengprinciples
for determining category membership across the omtological

kinds.

consist

ofhe same physic:

=
1%
2

= i
N
rr

i
i)
FIO N
=
%

rr
ny

2
rr

ok off
e -
oX

2Ly A

DN o

. ol o
C

loxﬁmz@a,z%@;éﬁ@

fu rlr
o
il
N

o 4a

sindividuate 7{{& gttt
mREE-EN
~ontological A =4+9]

~constituent

Me
o1

2L
2

Lo I o
2o o Hu
21_
X
X

9 Q] @Zﬂ E*’]

m{n
i)
30 o of

2=

o
o als
)

Moo N o & of
Hi o & ro po

fr

s
*

=
o
= 28 3 =g

&5t merstll ©

oM FE

O FA AA 1@, 0,0 ObJeCt—l £3 /10,0, ‘substanc®] £
oI @ EZ0| ‘substance?| Of|A|Zt=

FH A&

HE WotEtY| |




ALET}

S 5EY 147 8

® Although the efforts to reV|ve dying languages admirable, the
challenges facing those who would reverse the etkbin process ar
intimidating.

@ Not all of the extinctions are the direct result bbstility and

repression from a dominant governmey 9 1), as was the cag

with American Indians throughout most of U.S. higto

® But where brutal repression failed to make indigentasguages

and culture extinct,intense globalization since the 1980s has |k o

more successfuk® €9 2)

® The recent revolution in communications technoldmgs provideg
powerful tools (through the airwaves and cyberspdoe the spreac
of mainstream Western culture and language.

® Yet, for some endangered languagds tide is changing throug
2)

the digital revolutiorz

® As Rosenberg points out, digital technology, diseus groups

software companies, and apps arfelines for language preservatid

for minority and endangered language communicatieads.
@M= 2 AN BEH

A Ol
T MO

@ At one time technology forced some language spsakeradopt
the dominant language of their community or natiopn. 4% 0|9)

Now+z2h, new tools createthe possibility for revitalizing

languages and retaining language speakers of eadaEhdanguages.
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that individuals who

ostracized, excluded, or rejected by others behavevays that

® Several studies have shown

will increase their chances of eventually becoming dedep

® These behaviors rangeom working harder in group setting
to(from A to B) conforming to group perceptions, or be

more sensitive to information about others.

® For
responded

example Willams and Sommer found that wom

to ostracism by increasing their effodsa a

subsequent group task.

and Choi t
ostracized individuals were more likely than otheos conform

@ Similarly, Williams, Cheung, observed

to the opinions of other people.

® Thus these studies show that in response to sociaktrep,

people seek toreconnect themselves found with their so

® Pickett, and Brewer found t

individuals who experience social rejection are endikely to

In addition Gardner,

remember socially relevant information

® Thus belongingness needs appear the processin

and retention of information thafis consistent with one’

sostracismbj& -retention &
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® David Rock, author of Your Brain at Work, has dés=d in
fascinating detail the intricate mechanics of theairb on
creativity and stress.

® We know, for example that self-described happy people h
more new ideas.

® We now know that stress decreases our cognitiveuress,
whereas mindfulness induces what is calledtoward statein

the brain, an openness to possibilities.

® In this condition we feel curious, open-minded, ar

interestedin what we are doing— all excellent qualities
thriving on the job.

v
® Neuroscience tells ughat creativity and engagemerdre

essential to making people happier.

® But the technological onslaught of today‘s world calsoq
become highly stressful.

® Long hours, hard work, and high pressure are madese
by our being permanently plugged in.

Though the introduction of laptop computers, higkex
Internet, mobile technology, and social media havenderful
advantages in how we connect, they alsonforce behaviors

that shut down the toward state aset us on autopilot.
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® The halo effect causes one trait about a petsowgolorgsie

mzch your attitude and perceptions of all her otheitdra

® Even stranger, the more noticeablee aspecgb# 2z is when

you form your first impression,the more difficult i@rzo)

becomes to change your attitude about that agspesi.

® So, for examplejf you are bowled over by the warmth a
kindness of a coworker in your first week at a npml, you'll
let him get away with a host of obnoxious behavitater on,
maybe even for years.

@ If the first year of a relationship is deeply fillifig and|.

life-altering, it can take a long time to notice things turn

e
@ W © OABIAE, of2f
20| of2igol NS HA
g o 1 20| o £E2
42, 1 Zgo| Bat ofzye
o T2 HE %e o of
29 2ct,

@ BAES WE 37t o4
Sourgeizlth later. WZATD AN HE Y=
21, 0|0 Uo| S0
: . o Q@ (A%e) YorarElE o 7
® If you like specific aspects of an individuahe halo effec| 70 22 2 9y
causes the positive appraisal to spread to otheasmmement,f Of'il‘z*o'z";;i;l;ﬂg'j
and to resist attack. FI2 o3 1 2Ol W
b o2 2322 fALt
BAB| L0 A5t Eot
® Beautiful people seem more intelligent, strong peopeenm ® otscte Agse o %
: £3h HXY 2oL, U Af
nobler, friendly people seem more trustworthy, &odon. wee o AN AN
o, XM AYES o 4
: g 4 s AHY =2ols
©® When they fall short, you forgive and defend th(, o a3y
sometimes unconsciously. @ 150| DIEY o, o2
_ 2 Uiz RoAMez g
‘bowl over OfA FeF VEgE FH | g gusta worzr
~obnoxious Otz =St ~appraisal@ 7t
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® Solid objects(A)cohere aswholes(A
- 4

® While their shapes can be distorted to some degree tc
extent that they are elastiay the [main they accelerate or te

to move as wholes in the directiopn of an applieccd@?).

® Bodies of liquid(B) differ in this respect.

® They freely adapt their shape to a containing vessel of

iImmersed solid(B)and will simply| give way to a solid obje

moving slowly through them(B).

©® If a liquid body is subject tp a force it wilhot tend tg

move as a whole in the direction of that force(B).

® Rather the applied force is converted by the liquid irda
isotropic one thatwill urge the liquid to move in _any directic

open to it, unconstrained by any tendency for iheid body to

cohere(B).

® Water will tend to leak from a pipe with equal fagi in
any direction(B) and not justin _the direction of the weight ¢

the head of water bearing down on itfA °BEZ&s4d )

“isotropic &
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® Historical linguists study the languages spokenaypdand
from them / make estimates about the ancestralubsges from

which they descended.

® Where possible, linguists also work from writtencarls on

languages in earlier times.

® For linguistics(A) as for genetics(B) we assume that prese

data give us the remnants of earlier communities.

® But the definition of “earlier community” is differennh each

case.

® For language, it is assumed thateach language has o

parent(A),

® In geneticsa person has more and more ancestors as
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goes to earlier generations(Byvhile

ancestor at each stage.

® The ‘“tree _model” of languages(Apresents the range

languages

relationships with" other languages descended from $lame

ancestor,.

Because

descended

of the

linguistic “tree model”,

path of early human migration than does geneties;abse|i |

from

single-ancestor
language givesiore evidence(A)on

allows for fewer possibilities.

an

"a language has a sing
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characteristics
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