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Vagueness is an obstacle to efficient communication. Sometimes
people who want to avoid committing themselves to a particular
course of action (A)[use / uses] vagueness as a ploy. For

instance, intends to save

a politician asked how precisely he
money in the public sector might make vague generalisations
about the need for improved efficiency, which, while true, don’t
commit him to any particular way of achieving this. A good
journalist would then press for further information about precisely
how this efficiency was to be achieved, (B)[forced / forcing] him
to come out from behind this veil of vagueness. Or someone who
was late for an appointment but didn't want to admit that this
was because he’d stopped for a drink on the way might say
‘Sorry I'm late, I had something I needed to do on the way here
and it took slightly longer than I expected’, deliberately leaving

the cause of the delay (C)[vague / vaguely], and exercising a

particular kind of economy with the truth.

forced

forcing vague

forcing vaguely

forcing vaguely

forced vaguely
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Vagueness is an obstacle to efficient communication. Sometimes
people who want to avoid committing themselves to a particular
course of action use vagueness as a ploy. For instance, a
politician asked how precisely he intends to save money in the
public sector might make vague generalisations about the need
for improved efficiency, which, while true, don’t commit him to
any particular way of achieving this. A good journalist would then
press for further information about precisely how this efficiency
was to be achieved, forcing him to come out from behind this
veil of vagueness. Or someone who was late for an appointment
but didn't want to admit that this was because he'd stopped for a
drink on the way might say ‘Sorry I'm late, I had something I
needed to do on the way here and it took slightly longer than I
expected’, deliberately leaving the cause of the delay vague, and

exercising a particular kind of economy with the truth.

«ploy &, 7

@ having interest in concealing the truth

@ making efforts to develop economy growth
@ doing brief and simple exercise

@ fighting for the truth with neighbors

® revealing the strengths of saving money
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Vagueness is an obstacle to efficient communication. Sometimes
people who want to avoid committing themselves to a particular
course of action use vagueness as a ploy. For instance, a
politician asked how precisely he intends to save money in the
public sector might make vague generalisations about the need
for improved efficiency, which, while true, don’t commit him to
any particular way of achieving this. A good journalist would then
press for further information about precisely how this efficiency
was to be achieved, forcing him to come out from behind this
veil of vagueness. Or someone who was late for an appointment
but didn't want to admit that this was because he’d stopped for a
drink on the way might say ‘Sorry I'm late, I had something I
needed to do on the way here and it took slightly longer than I
expected’, deliberately leaving the cause of the delay vague, and
exercising a particular kind of economy with the truth.

*ploy =,

Although efficient communication is by vagueness,

sometimes vagueness used B in communication can avoid

responsibility.

promoted unconsciously
interrupted randomly
completed carefully
promoted consciously

interrupted intentionally




(4S8 UIJEN 3] OEY ARE A&k IL=ANR?

Vagueness is an obstacle to efficient communication. Sometimes
people who want to avoid committing Dthemselves to a particular
course of action use vagueness as a ploy. For instance, a
politician @asked how precisely he intends to save money in the

public sector might make vague generalisations about the need

for improved efficiency, which, while true, @doesn’t commit him

to any particular way of achieving this. A good journalist would
then press for further information about precisely how this

efficiency was @to be achieved, forcing him to come out from

behind this veil of vagueness. Or someone who was late for an
appointment but didn’t want to admit that this was because he'd
stopped for a drink on the way might say ‘Sorry I'm late, I had
something I needed to do on the way here and it took slightly
longer than I expected’, deliberately ®leaving the cause of the
delay vague, and exercising a particular kind of economy with
the truth.

*ploy H=f, 7|
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Vagueness is an obstacle to efficient communication. Sometimes
people who want to avoid committing themselves to a particular
course of action use vagueness as a ploy. For instance, a
politician asked how precisely he intends to save money in the
public sector might make vague generalisations about the need
for improved efficiency, which, while true, don’t commit him to
any particular way of achieving this. A good journalist would then
press for further information about precisely how this efficiency
was to be achieved, forcing him to come out from behind this
veil of vagueness. Or someone who was late for an appointment
but didn't want to admit that this was because he’d stopped for a
drink on the way might say ‘Sorry I'm late, I had something I
needed to do on the way here and it took slightly longer than I
expected’, deliberately leaving the cause of the delay vague, and
exercising a particular kind of economy with the truth.

«ploy #ef, 7|

@ wvalidity of politicians’ statement

@ downright lie vs. white lie

@ vagueness different from ambiguity
@ obstacle to efficient communication

(® vagueness intended in communication
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Vagueness is an obstacle to efficient communication. Sometimes
people who want to avoid committing themselves to a particular
course of action use vagueness as a ploy. For instance, a
politician asked how precisely he intends to save money in the
public sector might make vague generalisations about the need
for improved efficiency, which, while true, don’t commit him to
any particular way of achieving this. A good journalist would then
press for further information about precisely how this efficiency
was to be achieved, forcing him to come out from behind

Or someone who was late for an

appointment but didn't want to admit that this was because he’d
stopped for a drink on the way might say ‘Sorry I'm late, I had
something I needed to do on the way here and it took slightly
longer than I expected’, deliberately leaving the cause of the
delay vague, and exercising a particular kind of economy with
the truth.

*ploy H=f, 71=f

@ powerful political authority

@ the obstacle of communication
@ the mask concealing his face
@ this veil of vagueness

(® the truth of an event
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Vagueness is an obstacle to efficient communication. Sometimes
people who want to avoid committing themselves to a particular
course of action use vagueness as a ploy. ____A__, a politician
asked how precisely he intends to save money in the public
sector might make vague generalisations about the need for
improved efficiency, which, while true, don’t commit him to any
particular way of achieving this. A good journalist would then
press for further information about precisely how this efficiency
was to be achieved, forcing him to come out from behind this
veil of vagueness. ___B___ someone who was late for an
appointment but didn't want to admit that this was because he’d
stopped for a drink on the way might say ‘Sorry I'm late, I had
something I needed to do on the way here and it took slightly
longer than I expected’, deliberately leaving the cause of the
delay vague, and exercising a particular kind of economy with
the truth.

*ploy H=f, 71=f

For instance Instead
However Instead

For instance Or

In addition Furthermore

However Or
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Such multinational companies possess considerable influence over
the operations of the government of the countries in which they
invest, thereby undermining the economic and  political

independence of such countries.

Structure

The concentration of large-scale economic activity has resulted
in the formation of multinational companies. ( @ ) These have
their headquarters in one country but their commercial activities
are conducted throughout the world. ( @ ) Incentives for them to
do this include access to raw materials and (in the case of firms
locating in the third world) the availability of cheap labour. ( @ )
In return for providing jobs and revenue derived from taxing
their operations, multinational companies may demand concessions
from governments as the price for their investment in that
country. ( @ ) They may seek direct or indirect control over a
country’s political system to ensure that government policy is
compatible with the needs of the company. ( & ) If these
conflict, the government may suffer: in Guatemala, for example, s

President Jacobo Arbenz’s quarrels with the American United ummary
Fruit Company  resulted in his replacement by
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The concentration of large-scale economic activity has resulted
in the formation of multinational companies. These have their
headquarters in one country but their commercial activities are

conducted throughout the world.

(A) If these conflict, the government may suffer: in Guatemala,
for example, President Jacobo Arbenz's quarrels with the
American United Fruit Company resulted in his replacement by an

American—-backed military government in 1954.

(B) In return for providing jobs and revenue derived from taxing
their operations, multinational companies may demand concessions
from governments as the price for their investment in that
country. They may seek direct or indirect control over a
country’s political system to ensure that government policy is

compatible with the needs of the company.

(C) Incentives for them to do this include access to raw materials
and (in the case of firms locating in the third world) the
availability of cheap labour. Such multinational companies possess
considerable influence over the operations of the government of
the countries in which they invest, thereby undermining the

economic and political independence of such countries.
xconcession (53] AFY 1857 Jeb-obA ol FoIsts) ooy 8
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The concentration of large-scale economic activity has resulted
in the formation of multinational companies. These have their
headquarters in one country but their commercial activities are
conducted throughout the world. Incentives for Dthem to do this
include access to raw materials and (in the case of firms locating
in the third world) the availability of cheap labour. Such
multinational companies possess considerable influence over the
operations of the government of the countries in which @they
invest, thereby undermining the economic and  political
independence of such countries. In return for providing jobs and
revenue derived from taxing ®@their operations, multinational
companies may demand concessions from governments as the
price for their investment in that country. @They may seek
direct or indirect control over a country’s political system to
ensure that government policy is compatible with the needs of
the company. If ®these conflict, the government may suffer: in
Guatemala, for example, President Jacobo Arbenz’'s quarrels with
the American United Fruit Company resulted in his replacement

by an American—-backed military government in 1954.

*concession (53] G- LE&F7F Jeb-dA] Foll Foldh=) oldely dH
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In return for providing jobs and revenue derived from taxing
their operations, multinational companies may demand concessions
from governments as the price for their investment in that

country.

The concentration of large-scale economic activity has resulted
in the formation of multinational companies. These have their
headquarters in one country but their commercial activities are
conducted throughout the world. DIncentives for them to do this
include access to raw materials and (in the case of firms locating
in the third world) the availability of cheap labour. @Such
multinational companies possess considerable influence over the
operations of the government of the countries in which they invest,
thereby undermining the economic and political independence of
such countries. @They may seek direct or indirect control over a
country’s political system to ensure that government policy is
compatible with the needs of the company. @If these conflict, the
government may suffer: in Guatemala, for example, President
Jacobo Arbenz's quarrels with the American United Fruit
Company resulted in his replacement by an American—backed
military government in 1954.%

xconcession (53] AFYU 18571 Jeb-dkA] Fol| FoJdl) ool
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The concentration of large-scale economic activity has resulted

in the formation of multinational companies. DThese have their

headquarters in one country but their commercial activities are

conducted throughout the world. @Incentives for them to do this

include access to raw materials and (in the case of firms locating

in the third world) the availability of cheap labour. ®In addition

to these, multinational companies have been attracting many

governments since they have many benefits. Such multinational

companies possess considerable influence over the operations of
the government of the countries in which they invest, thereby
undermining the economic and political independence of such

countries. @In return for providing jobs and revenue derived from

taxing their operations, multinational companies may demand

concessions from governments as the price for their investment

in that country. ®They may seek direct or indirect control over

a country’s political system to ensure that government policy is

compatible with the needs of the company. If these conflict, the

government may suffer: in Guatemala, for example, President
Jacobo Arbenz's quarrels with the American United Fruit
Company resulted in his replacement by an American—backed
military government in 1954.
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The concentration of large—scale economic activity has resulted
in the formation of multinational companies. These have their
headquarters in one country but their commercial activities are
conducted throughout the world. Incentives Dfor them to do this
@include access to raw materials and (in the case of firms
locating in the third world) the availability of cheap labour. Such
multinational companies possess considerable influence over the
operations of the government of the countries @where they invest,
thereby @undermining the economic and political independence of
such countries. In return for providing jobs and revenue ®is
derived from taxing their operations, multinational companies may
demand concessions from governments as the price for their
investment in that country. They may seek direct or indirect
control over a country’s political system to ensure ®what
government policy is compatible with the needs of the company.
If these conflict, the government may suffer: in Guatemala, for
example, President Jacobo Arbenz’s quarrels with the American
United Fruit Company @resulted in his replacement by an
American—-backed military government in 1954.
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The Mconcentration of large-scale economic activity has resulted
in the formation of multinational companies. These have their
headquarters in one country but their @commercial activities are
conducted throughout the world. Incentives for them to do this
include access to raw materials and (in the case of firms locating
in the third world) the availability of cheap labour. Such
multinational companies possess @considerate influence over the
operations of the government of the countries in which they invest,
thereby undermining the economic and political @dependence of
such countries. In return for providing jobs and revenue derived
from taxing their operations, multinational companies may demand
concessions from governments as the ®price for their investment
in that country. They may seek direct or indirect control over a
country’s political system to ensure that government policy is ®
compatible with the needs of the company. If these Mconflict, the
government may suffer: in Guatemala, for example, President
Jacobo Arbenz’s quarrels with the American United Fruit
Company resulted in his replacement by an American—-backed
military government in 1954.
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The concentration of large—scale economic activity has resulted
in the formation of multinational companies. These have their
headquarters in one country but their commercial activities are
conducted throughout the world. Incentives for them to do this
include access to raw materials and (in the case of firms locating
in the third world) the availability of cheap labour. Such
multinational companies possess considerable influence over the
operations of the government of the countries in which they invest,
thereby undermining the economic and political independence of
such countries. In return for providing jobs and revenue derived
from taxing their operations, multinational companies may demand
concessions from governments as the price for their investment
in that country. They may seek direct or indirect control over a
country’s political system to ensure that government policy is
compatible with the needs of the company. If these conflict, the
government may suffer: in Guatemala, for example, President
Jacobo Arbenz’s quarrels with the American United Fruit
Company resulted in his replacement by an American—-backed
military government in 1954.
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Social domain theory views emotions and moral judgments as

reciprocal processes that cannot be disentangled. This view differs

from emotivist or intuitionist approaches to morality, which are

principally based on research with adults and give priority to
emotional and implicit processes while avoiding reasoning as largely
post hoc rationalizations. From the social domain perspective, this
treatment of emotions and reasoning as distinct, opposing influences

represents a false dichotomy. Rather, the assumption is that

affective experiences are an important component of moral judgment

and that the latter involves a complex integration of thoughts,

feelings, and experiences. To borrow from Kant's famous saying,

moral reasoning without emotion is empty; emotions without

reasoning are blind. Children’s affective experiences influence their

understanding, encoding, and memory of moral violations and are

part of a complex evaluative process. Information obtained from

observing the affective consequences of acts for others, as well as

past or immediate emotional responses to moral situations, may

sk disentangle Wt}, ( S) =t} %k kpost hoc AFF(H)9 sk k%

dichotomy ©]&

(D undermine the underlying assumptions of moral reasoning

@ be helpful in deciding whether to intervene or not in situations

@ indicate that moral judgment depends on the intention of the act

@ prove that emotional competencies greatly enhance performance

®  constitute the
constructed

foundation on which moral understanding is
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Rather, the assumption is that affective experiences are an important
component of moral judgment and that the latter involves a complex

integration of thoughts, feelings, and experiences.

Social domain theory views emotions and moral judgments as
reciprocal processes that cannot be disentangled. M This view differs
from emotivist or intuitionist approaches to morality, which are
principally based on research with adults and give priority to
emotional and implicit processes while avoiding reasoning as largely
post hoc rationalizations. @From the social domain perspective, this
treatment of emotions and reasoning as distinct, opposing influences
represents a false dichotomy. ®@To borrow from Kant's famous
saying, moral reasoning without emotion is empty; emotions without
reasoning are blind. @Children’s affective experiences influence
their understanding, encoding, and memory of moral violations and
are part of a complex evaluative process. ®Information obtained
from observing the affective consequences of acts for others, as

well as past or immediate emotional responses to moral situations,

may constitute the foundation on which moral understanding is

constructed.®
sk disentangle Wt} (J71 AS) EU} sk skpost hoc AFF(FHHK)Q] sk sk %

dichotomy ©]+#%
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Social domain theory views emotions and moral judgments as
reciprocal processes that cannot be disentangled. This view differs
from emotivist or intuitionist approaches to morality, which are
principally based on research with adults and give priority to
emotional and implicit processes while avoiding reasoning as largely

post hoc rationalizations.

(A) Information obtained from observing the affective consequences
of acts for others, as well as past or immediate emotional responses
to moral situations, may constitute the foundation on which moral

understanding is constructed .

(B) To borrow from Kant's famous saying, moral reasoning without
emotion is empty; emotions without reasoning are blind. Children’s
affective experiences influence their understanding, encoding, and
memory of moral violations and are part of a complex evaluative

process.

(C) From the social domain perspective, this treatment of emotions
and reasoning as distinct, opposing influences represents a false
dichotomy. Rather, the assumption is that affective experiences are
an important component of moral judgment and that the latter
involves a complex integration of thoughts, feelings, and

experiences.

s disentangle Wt} (A7 AL) =1} % xpost hoc AFFE(F#)9] % % skdichotomy ©] &%
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From the social domain perspective, this treatment of emotions and
reasoning as distinct, opposing influences represents a false

dichotomy.

Social domain theory views emotions and moral judgments as
reciprocal processes that cannot be disentangled. D This view differs
from emotivist or intuitionist approaches to morality, which are
principally based on research with adults and give priority to
emotional and implicit processes while avoiding reasoning as largely
post hoc rationalizations. @Rather, the assumption is that affective
experiences are an important component of moral judgment and that
the latter involves a complex integration of thoughts, feelings, and
experiences. @To borrow from Kant's famous saying, moral
reasoning without emotion is empty; emotions without reasoning are
blind. @Children’s affective experiences influence their
understanding, encoding, and memory of moral violations and are
part of a complex evaluative process. ®Information obtained from
observing the affective consequences of acts for others, as well as

past or immediate emotional responses to moral situations, may

constitute the foundation on which moral understanding is constructed.

®

%k disentangle #Wt}, (42
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Social domain theory views emotions and moral judgments as @
reciprocal processes that cannot be disentangled. This view differs
from emotivist or intuitionist approaches to morality, which are
principally based on research with adults and give priority to
emotional and @explicit processes while avoiding reasoning as
largely post hoc rationalizations. From the social domain perspective,
this treatment of emotions and reasoning as @distinct, opposing
influences represents a false dichotomy. Rather, the assumption is
that affective experiences are an important component of moral
judgment and that the latter involves a complex @integration of
thoughts, feelings, and experiences. To borrow from Kant's famous
saying, moral reasoning without emotion is empty; emotions without
reasoning are ®fruitful. Children’s affective experiences influence
their understanding, encoding, and memory of moral violations and
are part of a complex evaluative process. Information obtained from
observing the affective consequences of acts for others, as well as

past or immediate emotional responses to moral situations, may

constitute the ®foundation on which moral understanding is

constructed.
sk disentangle Wt}, (J71 AS) EU} sk skpost hoc AFF(FHHK)Q] sk sk %

dichotomy ©]&
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Social domain theory views emotions and moral judgments as
reciprocal processes that cannot be disentangled. This view differs
from emotivist or intuitionist approaches to morality, @which are
principally based on research with adults and give priority to
emotional and implicit processes while @avoiding reasoning as
largely post hoc rationalizations. From the social domain perspective,
this treatment of emotions and reasoning as distinct, opposing
influences represents a false dichotomy. Rather, the assumption is @
what affective experiences are an important component of moral
judgment and @that the latter involves a complex integration of
thoughts, feelings, and experiences. To borrow from Kant's famous
saying, moral reasoning without emotion is empty; emotions without
reasoning are blind. Children’s affective experiences influence their
understanding, encoding, and memory of moral violations and ®are
part of a complex evaluative process. Information ®obtained from
observing the affective consequences of acts for others, as well as

past or immediate emotional responses to moral situations, may

constitute the foundation @which moral understanding is constructed.

%k disentangle ®Wth (F71 AL) Et} % skpost hoc AFE(F#)9] % *x sk dichotomy ©]
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Social domain theory views emotions and moral judgments as

reciprocal processes that cannot be disentangled. @This view differs

from emotivist or intuitionist approaches to morality, which are

principally based on research with adults and give priority to

emotional and implicit processes while avoiding reasoning as largely

post hoc rationalizations. From the social domain perspective, this

treatment of emotions and reasoning as distinct, opposing influences

represents a false dichotomy. @Rather, the assumption is that

affective experiences are an important component of moral judgment

and that the latter involves a complex integration of thoughts,

feelings, and experiences. @To borrow from Kant's famous saying,

moral reasoning without emotion is empty, emotions without

reasoning are blind. Children’s affective experiences influence their

understanding, encoding, and memory of moral violations and are

part of a complex evaluative process. @Adolescents were less likely

to affirm rights, however, when freedoms conflicted with other moral

concerns with harm (particularly physical harm) and equality. ®

Information obtained from observing the affective consequences of

acts for others, as well as past or immediate emotional responses to

moral situations, may constitute the foundation on which moral

understanding is constructed.

% disentangle ®WT}h (F71 RAL) Z} % skpost hoc AFE(Fi#£)9] % % skdichotomy ©]
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Social domain theory views emotions and moral judgments as
reciprocal processes that cannot be disentangled. This view differs
from emotivist or intuitionist approaches to morality, which are
principally based on research with adults and give priority to
emotional and implicit processes while avoiding reasoning as largely
post hoc rationalizations. From the social domain perspective, this
treatment of emotions and reasoning as distinct, opposing influences
represents a false dichotomy. Rather, the assumption is that
affective experiences are an important component of moral judgment
and that the latter involves a complex integration of thoughts,
feelings, and experiences. To borrow from Kant's famous saying,
moral reasoning without emotion 1is empty; emotions without
reasoning are blind. Children’s affective experiences influence their
understanding, encoding, and memory of moral violations and are
part of a complex evaluative process. Information obtained from
observing the affective consequences of acts for others, as well as
past or immediate emotional responses to moral situations, may

constitute the foundation on which moral understanding is constructed.

sk disentangle Wth, (71 AS) ET}F % kpost hoc AFF(H#%)9] % % kdichotomy ©]i-

According to emotivist or intuitionist approaches, A

between emotional and 1implicit processes and reasoning 1is
emphasized, while according to social domain theory, affective

experience have B_____ to moral understanding.

(A) (B)
separation relevance
correlation relevance
dependence independence
separation severance

correlation severance




Social domain theory views emotions and moral judgments as
reciprocal processes that cannot be disentangled. This view differs
from emotivist or intuitionist approaches to morality, which are
principally based on research with adults and give priority to
emotional and implicit processes while avoiding reasoning as largely
post hoc rationalizations. From the social domain perspective, this
treatment of emotions and reasoning as distinct, opposing influences
represents a false dichotomy. Rather, the assumption is that
affective experiences are an important component of moral judgment
and that the latter involves a complex integration of thoughts,
feelings, and experiences. To borrow from Kant's famous saying,
moral reasoning without emotion 1is empty; emotions without
reasoning are blind. Children’s affective experiences influence their
understanding, encoding, and memory of moral violations and are
part of a complex evaluative process. Information obtained from
observing the affective consequences of acts for others, as well as

past or immediate emotional responses to moral situations, may

sk disentangle Wt}, ( ) Et} % kpost hoc AFF(HE)Y * *x %

dichotomy ©]+&
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Socrates provided a theater of presence in Athens for the young
people who gathered to watch him show that their elders — even the
ones with the most brilliant reputations for wisdom — could not
answer the vital questions he put to them, questions like “What is

justice?”

Structure

(A) It was also dramatic, more tightly focused on the false claims to
wisdom that people actually made in the public places of Athens, false
claims that affected directly the young men who clustered around
Socrates as his audience. And the elders who were refuted, did they
gain wisdom?

(B) And so these watchers were drawn into philosophy as they
learned something about human limitations. They could have picked this
lesson up from comedy, but Socratic theater was more immediate,
more transformative of watchers into thinkers.

(C) In most cases, they plainly did not. They were deep inside the
space of theater, unable to see themselves, and all they knew at the

end was that they had been humiliated by a fiendishly clever man. So summary
they went away not wiser but more angry at Socrates and his

cleverness.
skrefute WHEFSITE sk xhumiliate =878 FTh sk % kfiendishly = =3}
A, 52
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It was also dramatic, more tightly focused on the false claims to
wisdom that people actually made in the public places of Athens,
false claims that affected directly the young men who clustered

around Socrates as his audience.

Socrates provided a theater of presence in Athens for the young
people who gathered to watch him show that their elders — even
the ones with the most brilliant reputations for wisdom — could not
answer the vital questions he put to them, questions like “What is
justice?" @DAnd so these watchers were drawn into philosophy as
they learned something about human limitations. @They could have
picked this lesson up from comedy, but Socratic theater was more
immediate, more transformative of watchers into thinkers. @And the
elders who were refuted, did they gain wisdom? In most cases, they
plainly did not. @They were deep inside the space of theater,
unable to see themselves, and all they knew at the end was that
they had been humiliated by a fiendishly clever man. ®So they went

away not wiser but more angry at Socrates and his cleverness.

srefute §HaFSlTh % khumiliate E&7S Foh % % *kfiendishly A F3HA, S =2
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Socrates provided a theater of presence in Athens for the young
people who gathered to watch him show that their elders — even
the ones with the most brilliant reputations for wisdom — could not
answer the vital questions he put to them, questions like “What is
justice?" And so these watchers were drawn into philosophy as they
learned something about human limitations. They could have picked
this lesson up from comedy, but Socratic theater was more
immediate, more transformative of watchers into thinkers. It was
also dramatic, more tightly focused on the false claims to wisdom
that people actually made in the public places of Athens, false
claims that affected directly the young men who clustered around
Socrates as his audience. And the elders who were refuted, did they
gain wisdom? In most cases, they plainly did not. They were deep
inside the space of theater, unable to see themselves, and all they
knew at the end was that they had been humiliated by a fiendishly

clever man. So they went away

skrefute WHEFSITH % skhumiliate 878 Fo} sk % *kfiendishly A =3HA, S =2

@ taking pride of themselves to young people.

@ contented after hearing the lesson of Socrates.

@ teaching a lesson to Socrates about a variety of lives.

@ not wiser but more angry at Socrates and his cleverness.

® pretending to have already known his stories
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Socrates provided a theater of presence in Athens for the young
people who gathered to watch him show that Mtheir elders — even
the ones with the most brilliant reputations for wisdom — could not
answer the vital questions he put to @them, questions like “What is

justice?" And so @these watchers were drawn into philosophy as

they learned something about human limitations. @They could have
picked this lesson up from comedy, but Socratic theater was more
immediate, more transformative of watchers into thinkers. It was
also dramatic, more tightly focused on the false claims to wisdom
that people actually made in the public places of Athens, false

claims that affected directly ®the young men who clustered around

Socrates as his audience. And the elders who were refuted, did they
gain wisdom? In most cases, they plainly did not. They were deep
inside the space of theater, unable to see themselves, and all they

knew at the end was that ®they had been humiliated by a fiendishly

clever man. So (@they went away not wiser but more angry at

Socrates and his cleverness.

skrefute WHEFSIT}E % skhumiliate 878 Fo} sk % *kfiendishly A =3HA, =2

® @ @ ® : the young people

@ ® @: their elders
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Socrates provided a theater of presence in Athens for the young
people who gathered to watch him show that their elders — even
the ones with the most brilliant reputations for wisdom — could not
answer the vital questions he put to them, questions like “What is
justice?" And so these watchers were drawn into philosophy as they
learned something about human limitations. They could have picked
this lesson up from comedy, but Socratic theater was more
immediate, more transformative of watchers into thinkers. It was
also dramatic, more tightly focused on the false claims to wisdom
that people actually made in the public places of Athens, false
claims that affected directly the young men who clustered around
Socrates as his audience. And the elders who were refuted, did they
gain wisdom? In most cases, they plainly did not. They were deep
inside the space of theater, unable to see themselves, and all they
knew at the end was that they had been humiliated by a fiendishly
clever man. So they went away not wiser but more angry at

Socrates and his cleverness.

skrefute WHEFSIT}E % skhumiliate 878 Fo} sk % *kfiendishly A =3HA, =2

Socrates tried to turn people’s focus and interest to truth.

Socrates assisted people to think well and to form correct
concepts.

Socrates offered the young people gathering in Athens a place of
participation in philosophy.

Socrates also asked an extremely important question to the elders
who had the greatest reputation for wisdom.

All the elders who were refuted by Socrates did not gain wisdom,

and left the place more angry. (CHE&2| 4207} SIE)
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Socrates provided a theater of presence in Athens for the young
people who gathered to watch him show that their elders — even
the ones with the most brilliant (Dreputations for wisdom — could
not answer the vital questions he put to them, questions like “What
1s justice?" And so these watchers were drawn into philosophy as
they learned something about human @limitations. They could have
picked this lesson up from comedy, but Socratic theater was more
immediate, more @transformative of watchers into thinkers. It was
also dramatic, more tightly focused on the false claims to wisdom
that people actually made in the public places of Athens, false
claims that affected directly the young men who clustered around
Socrates as his @debaters. And the elders who were refuted, did
they gain wisdom? In most cases, they plainly did not. They were

deep inside the space of theater, unable to see themselves, and all

they knew at the end was that they had been ®humiliated by a

fiendishly clever man. So they went away not wiser but more ®

contented at Socrates and his cleverness.

skrefute WHEFSIT}H %k skhumiliate F8-78 Fo} sk % *kfiendishly =34, S =2
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Socrates provided a theater of presence in Athens for the young
people who gathered to watch him Mshow that their elders — even
the ones with the most brilliant reputations for wisdom — could not
answer the vital questions he put to @them, questions like “What is
justice?" And so these watchers were drawn into philosophy as they
learned something about human limitations. They ®could have
picked this lesson up from comedy, but Socratic theater was more
immediate, more transformative of watchers into thinkers. It was
also dramatic, more tightly focused on the false claims to wisdom @
what people actually made in the public places of Athens, false
claims @what affected directly the young men who clustered around
Socrates as his audience. And the elders who were refuted, did they
gain wisdom? In most cases, they plainly did not. They were deep

inside the space of theater, unable to see ®themselves, and all they

knew at the end was @what they had been humiliated by a

fiendishly clever man. So they went away not wiser but more angry
at Socrates and his cleverness.

skrefute WHEFSIT}E % skhumiliate 878 Fo} sk % *kfiendishly A =3HA, =2




Socrates provided a theater of presence in Athens for the young

people who gathered to watch him show that their elders — even
the ones with the most brilliant reputations for wisdom — could not
answer the vital questions he put to them, questions like “What is
justice?" And so these watchers were drawn into philosophy as they
learned something about human limitations. They could have picked
this lesson up from comedy, but Socratic theater was more
immediate, more transformative of watchers into thinkers. It was
also dramatic, more tightly focused on the false claims to wisdom
that people actually made in the public places of Athens, false
claims that affected directly the young men who clustered around
Socrates as his audience. And the elders who were refuted, did they
gain wisdom? In most cases, they plainly did not. They were deep
inside the space of theater, unable to see themselves, and all they
knew at the end was that they had been humiliated by a fiendishly
clever man. So they went away not wiser but more angry at

Socrates and his cleverness.

skrefute WHEFSITH % skhumiliate 878 Fo} % % xfiendishly X534, S =2
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Daniel Merton Wegner was the first to analyze transactive
memory, especially as it occurs in couples. He noted that
people often supplement their own memories, which are
limited and can be unreliable, with various external aids.

(A) So when group members need information, but cannot remember
it themselves or doubt that their memories are accurate, they can
turn to each other for help. A transactive memory system can thus
provide a group’s members with more and better information than

any of them could remember alone.

(B) He speculated that a transactive memory system may develop in
many groups to ensure that important information is remembered.
This system combines the knowledge possessed by individual group

members with a shared awareness of who knows what.

(C) These include objects (e.g., address or appointment books) and
other people (e.g., friends or coworkers). Wegner was especially

interested in the use of people as memory aids.

O A)-O)-B®
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® O)-B)-A)

N
4o
I

Daniel Merton Wegner= 24
ALEOICE d= AMESOl RXF H|
0|&3t0] EFottt= A0 FFAULE (
CHE AHES(YE S0, TF £ S8)0|
Arg3%t= O 240
24 719 A|l2"-0|
Ao +7F 2A2
42 X8 AA
MEOA E22 8

=xt 7| + 9

%
b
Bt
|0

fo L
-{
1o
Hr
B
it
i

B o
0@
rot M
T 1z

< mjo rir
N

Hu o pz 3o
4> xR 3Q
i gin)
>N
oo jeND
ummﬁgﬁg
= 0 2
| i)

2
a2

rr
=
HT

Structure

Summary

W8

A

The  Development of Transactive
Memory System and Its Function

S EIRES Bl S P B




(4S8 UIdER 1] @ 7ol Soldd ANS We?

Daniel Merton Wegner was the first to analyze transactive memory,

especially as it occurs in couples. He noted that people often
supplement their own memories, which are limited and can be
unreliable, with various external aids. These include objects (e.g.,
address or appointment books) and other people (e.g., friends or
coworkers). Wegner was especially interested in the use of people
as memory aids. He speculated that a transactive memory system
may develop in many groups to ensure that important information is
remembered. This system combines the knowledge possessed by

individual group members with . So when group

members need information, but cannot remember it themselves or
doubt that their memories are accurate, they can turn to each other
for help. A transactive memory system can thus provide a group’s
members with more and better information than any of them could

remember alone.

@D a machine such as computer or calculator
@ ability to remember it easily

@ the knowledge possessed by groups

@ a shared awareness of who knows what

(® various external aids involving objects and people
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So when group members need information, but cannot remember it
themselves or doubt that their memories are accurate, they can turn

to each other for help.

Daniel Merton Wegner was the first to analyze transactive memory,

especially as it occurs in couples. He noted that people often

supplement their own memories, which are limited and can be

unreliable, with various external aids. (DThese include objects (e.g.,
address or appointment books) and other people (e.g., friends or
coworkers). Wegner was especially interested in the use of people
as memory aids. @He speculated that a transactive memory system
may develop in many groups to ensure that important information is
remembered. @ This system combines the knowledge possessed by
individual group members with a shared awareness of who knows
what. @A transactive memory system can thus provide a group’s
members with more and better information than any of them could

remember alone.®
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Daniel Merton Wegner was the first to analyze transactive memory,

especially as it occurs in couples. He noted that people often O
supplement their own memories, which are limited and can be
unreliable, with various external aids. These include objects (e.g.,
address or appointment books) and other people (e.g., friends or
coworkers). Wegner was especially interested in the use of people
as memory aids. He speculated that a transactive memory system
may develop in many groups to @ensure that important information
i1s remembered. This system combines the knowledge possessed by
individual group members with a @separate awareness of who
knows what. So when group members need information, but cannot
remember it themselves or doubt that their memories are accurate,
they can turn to @each other for help. A transactive memory
system can thus provide a group’s members with more and better

information than any of them could remember ®alone.
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Daniel Merton Wegner was the first to analyze transactive memory,

especially as it occurs in couples. He noted that people often
supplement their own memories, which are limited and can be
unreliable, with various external aids. These include objects (e.g.,
address or appointment books) and other people (e.g., friends or
coworkers). Wegner was especially interested in the use of people
as memory aids. He speculated that a transactive memory system
may develop in many groups to ensure that important information is
remembered. This system combines the knowledge possessed by
individual group members with a shared awareness of who knows
what. So when group members need information, but cannot
remember it themselves or doubt that their memories are accurate,
they can turn to each other for help. A transactive memory system
can thus provide a group’s members with more and

information than any of them could remember alone.

@ merits and demerits of transactive memory
@ transactive memory through group training
@ the difficulties of managing group's memory
@ the ways of improving group's performances

® the development and benefit of a transactive memory system
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Daniel Merton Wegner was the first (Dto analyze transactive memory,

especially as it occurs in couples. He noted that people often
supplement their own memories, @which are limited and can be
unreliable, with various external aids. These include objects (e.g.,
address or appointment books) and other people (e.g., friends or
coworkers). Wegner was especially interested in the use of people
as memory aids. He speculated ®@what a transactive memory system
may develop in many groups to ensure that important information is
remembered. This system combines the knowledge @possessed by
individual group members with a shared awareness of who knows
what. So when group members need information, but cannot
remember it Gthemselves or doubt that their memories are
accurate, they can turn to each other for help. A transactive
memory system can thus provide a group’s members with more and

better information than any of them could remember alone.
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Daniel Merton Wegner was the first to analyze transactive memory,

especially as it occurs in couples. He noted that people often
supplement their own memories, which are limited and can be

unreliable, with . These include objects (e.g., address

or appointment books) and other people (e.g., friends or coworkers).
Wegner was especially interested in the use of people as memory
aids. He speculated that a transactive memory system may develop
In many groups to ensure that important information is remembered.
This system combines the knowledge possessed by individual group
members with a shared awareness of who knows what. So when
group members need information, but cannot remember it themselves
or doubt that their memories are accurate, they can turn to each
other for help. A transactive memory system can thus provide a
group’s members with more and better information than any of them

could remember alone.

@D such irrelevant cues
@ various external aids
@ their sensible expertise
@ laboratory experiments

® pursuit of the same value
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Daniel Merton Wegner was the first to analyze transactive
memory, especially as it occurs in couples. He noted that people
often supplement their own memories, which are limited and can
be unreliable, with various external aids. These include objects
(e.g., address or appointment books) and other people (e.g.,
friends or coworkers). Wegner was especially interested in the
use of people as memory aids. O He speculated that a
transactive memory system may develop in many groups to
ensure that important information is remembered. @ This system
combines the knowledge possessed by individual group members
with a shared awareness of who knows what. @ Yet research of
transactive memory 1is scarce, most of which involves couples
rather than groups and tasks are not much like those faced by
most workers. @ So when group members need information, but
cannot remember it themselves or doubt that their memories are
accurate, they can turn to each other for help. ® A transactive
memory system can thus provide a group’s members with more

and better information than any of them could remember alone.




Daniel Merton Wegner was the first to analyze transactive
memory, especially as it occurs in couples. He noted that people
often supplement their own memories, which are limited and can
be unreliable, with various external aids. These include objects
(e.g., address or appointment books) and other people (e.g.,
friends or coworkers). Wegner was especially interested in the
use of people as memory aids. He speculated that a transactive
memory system may develop in many groups to ensure that
important information is remembered. This system combines the
knowledge possessed by individual group members with a shared
awareness of who knows what. @ So when group members need
information, but cannot remember it themselves or doubt that

their memories are accurate, they can turn to each other for

help. ® A transactive memory system can thus provide a group’s

members with more and better information than any of them

could remember alone.
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Some species have evolved not only a theory of mind but also,
distinctly, a theory of relationships — which is evolutionarily
advantageous, because recognizing relationships between other
individuals helps predict their social behavior. The most basic type
of such knowledge is when one animal knows the relative
dominance rank of two other animals, not just its own rank with
respect to the others. This important ability is widespread, seen in
hyenas, lions, horses, dolphins, and, of course, primates, but also in
fish and birds. Capuchin monkeys in conflict preferentially seek out
allies that they know to be higher ranked than their opponents, and
they also seek out allies that they now have closer relationships
with themselves than with their opponents. If two chimpanzees
have a fight and a bystander offers consolation to the loser, this
can reconcile the two combatants, but only if the bystander has a

friendship with the aggressor. All three animals understand

skconsolation 9=, 9]¢t sk skreconcile 3}3sjA]7|h

@ how disastrous the outcome of the fight will be

@ what it means for two of them to have a special bond

@ which of them will have the highest rank in the future

@ that their relationship has not been based on strength

® who is more responsible for the conflict in the first place
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. The Ability of Animals That
Recognize Relationships
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Some species have evolved not only a theory of mind but also,
distinctly, a theory of relationships — which is evolutionarily
advantageous, because recognizing relationships  between  other

individuals helps . The most basic type of such

knowledge is when one animal knows the relative dominance rank of
two other animals, not just its own rank with respect to the others.
This important ability is widespread, seen in hyenas, lions, horses,
dolphins, and, of course, primates, but also in fish and birds. Capuchin
monkeys in conflict preferentially seek out allies that they know to be
higher ranked than their opponents, and they also seek out allies that
they now have closer relationships with themselves than with their
opponents. If two chimpanzees have a fight and a bystander offers
consolation to the loser, this can reconcile the two combatants, but
only if the bystander has a friendship with the aggressor. All three

animals understand what it means for two of them to have a special

skconsolation Y2, ¢t s skreconcile &3 A7tk

D predict their social behavior

@ protect their safety and well-being

@ prevent them from acting beyond their rules
@ find their safe habitats

® get along with each other
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This important ability is widespread, seen in hyenas, lions, horses,

dolphins, and, of course, primates, but also in fish and birds.

Some species have evolved not only a theory of mind but also,
distinctly, a theory of relationships — which is evolutionarily
advantageous, because recognizing relationships  between  other
individuals helps predict their social behavior. (DThe most basic type
of such knowledge is when one animal knows the relative dominance

rank of two other animals, not just its own rank with respect to the

others. @Capuchin monkeys in conflict preferentially seek out allies

that they know to be higher ranked than their opponents, and they also
seek out allies that they now have closer relationships with themselves
than with their opponents. QIf two chimpanzees have a fight and a
bystander offers consolation to the loser, this can reconcile the two
combatants, but only if the bystander has a friendship with the
aggressor. @AIl three animals understand what it means for two of
them to have a special bond.®

sk consolation ¥ =, ¢<F sk kreconcile 3}3]A]7]th
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All three animals understand what it means for two of them to have

a special bond.

Some species have evolved not only a theory of mind but also,
distinctly, a theory of relationships — which is evolutionarily
advantageous, because recognizing relationships  between  other
individuals helps predict their social behavior. (DThe most basic type
of such knowledge is when one animal knows the relative dominance
rank of two other animals, not just its own rank with respect to the
others. @This important ability is widespread, seen in hyenas, lions,

horses, dolphins, and, of course, primates, but also in fish and birds.

@Capuchin monkeys in conflict preferentially seek out allies that they

know to be higher ranked than their opponents, and they also seek out
allies that they now have closer relationships with themselves than
with their opponents. @If two chimpanzees have a fight and a
bystander offers consolation to the loser, this can reconcile the two
combatants, but only if the bystander has a friendship with the
aggressor.®

skconsolation Y=, ¢t s skreconcile &3 A7tk
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Some species have evolved not only a theory of mind but also,
distinctly, a theory of relationships — which is evolutionarily

advantageous, because recognizing relationships  between  other

individuals (Dhelps predict their social behavior. The most basic type

of such knowledge is when one animal knows the relative dominance
rank of two other animals, not just its own rank with respect to the
others. This important ability is widespread, @seeing in hyenas, lions,
horses, dolphins, and, of course, primates, but also in fish and birds.
Capuchin monkeys in conflict preferentially seek out allies Qthat they
know to be higher ranked than their opponents, and they also seek out
allies that they now have closer relationships with @themselves than
with their opponents. If two chimpanzees have a fight and a bystander
offers consolation to the loser, this can reconcile the two combatants,
but only if the bystander has a friendship with the aggressor. All three
animals understand what ®it means for two of them to have a
special bond.

skconsolation Y&, ¢¢F =k skreconcile 3}3] A7) th
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Some species have evolved not only a theory of mind but also,
distinctly, a theory of relationships — which is evolutionarily ©
advantageous, because recognizing relationships  between  other
individuals helps predict their social behavior. The most basic type of
such knowledge is when one animal knows the relative @dominance
rank of two other animals, not just its own rank with respect to the
others. This important ability is widespread, seen in hyenas, lions,
horses, dolphins, and, of course, primates, but also in fish and birds.
Capuchin monkeys in conflict preferentially seek out allies that they
know to be (higher ranked than their opponents, and they also seek
out allies that they now have @closer relationships with themselves

than with their opponents. If two chimpanzees have a fight and a

bystander offers consolation to the ®loser, this can reconcile the two

combatants, but only if the bystander has a friendship with the ®loser.
All three animals understand what it means for two of them to have
a special bond.

skconsolation Y&, ¢¢F =k skreconcile 3}3] A7) th
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Some species have evolved not only a theory of mind but also,
distinctly, a theory of relationships — which is evolutionarily

advantageous, because recognizing relationships  between  other

individuals helps predict their social behavior. The most basic type of

such knowledge is when one animal knows the relative dominance rank
of two other animals, not just its own rank with respect to the others.
This important ability is widespread, seen in hyenas, lions, horses,
dolphins, and, of course, primates, but also in fish and birds. Capuchin
monkeys in conflict preferentially seek out allies that they know to be
higher ranked than their opponents, and they also seek out allies that
they now have closer relationships with themselves than with their
opponents. If two chimpanzees have a fight and a bystander offers
consolation to the loser, this can reconcile the two combatants, but
only if the bystander has a friendship with the aggressor. All three

animals understand what it means for two of them to have a special

skconsolation Y&, ¢¢F =k skreconcile 3}3] A7) th
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Some species have evolved not only a theory of mind but also,
distinctly, a theory of relationships— which 1is evolutionarily
advantageous, because recognizing relationships between other

individuals helps predict their social behavior.

(A) Capuchin monkeys in conflict preferentially seek out allies that
they know to be higher ranked than their opponents, and they
also seek out allies that they know have closer relationships

with themselves than with their opponents.

(B) The most basic type of such knowledge is when one animal
knows the relative dominance rank of two other animals, not
just its own rank with respect to the others. This important
ability is widespread, seen in hyenas, lions, horses, dolphins,

and, of course, primates, but also in fish and birds.

(C) If two chimpanzees have a fight and a bystander offers
consolation to the loser, this can reconcile the two combatants,
but only if the bystander has a friendship with the aggressor.
All three animals understand what it means for two of them to
have a special bond.

xconsolation Y=, < =xreconcile 3314 7] th
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Some species have evolved not only a theory of mind but also,
distinctly, a theory of relationships— which 1is evolutionarily
advantageous, because recognizing relationships between other
individuals helps predict their social behavior. The most basic
type of such knowledge is when one animal knows the relative
dominance rank of two other animals, not just its own rank with
respect to the others. @ This important ability is widespread,
seen in hyenas, lions, horses, dolphins, and, of course, primates,
but also in fish and birds. @ Capuchin monkeys in conflict
preferentially seek out allies that they know to be higher ranked
than their opponents, and they also seek out allies that they
know have closer relationships with themselves than with their
opponents. @ Animals in the wild promote friendly relations with
themselves through the exchange of goods and service. @ If two
chimpanzees have a fight and a bystander offers consolation to
the loser, this can reconcile the two combatants, but only if the
bystander has a friendship with the aggressor. ® All three
animals understand what it means for two of them to have a

special bond.

xconsolation $1&, 19 **reconcile 3}3|A] 7]t}




Some species have evolved not only a theory of mind but also,
distinctly, a theory of relationships — which is evolutionarily
advantageous,  because recognizing  relationships  between  other
individuals helps predict their social behavior. The most basic type of
such knowledge is when one animal knows the relative dominance rank

of two other animals, not just its own rank with respect to the others.

This important ability is widespread, seen in hyenas, lions, horses,

dolphins, and, of course, primates, but also in fish and birds. Capuchin
monkeys in conflict preferentially seek out allies that they know to be
higher ranked than their opponents, and they also seek out allies that
they now have closer relationships with themselves than with their
opponents. If two chimpanzees have a fight and a bystander offers
consolation to the loser, this can reconcile the two combatants, but
only if the bystander has a friendship with the aggressor. All three
animals understand what it means for two of them to have a special
bond.
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Historians have observed that the peak age for scientific productivity was
about 25 years of age in the year 1500, but by 1960 it was 37. The
increasing complexity of scientific domains seems to have caused this
increase; this complexity makes the ideation and elaboration rates decline,
and this results in a later career peak. Educational psychologist B. F. Jones
studied 700 Nobel Prize winners and technological inventors in the 20th str uctu re
century and found that over the course of the century, the greatest
achievements occurred at later and later ages; the mean age at great
achievement rose by about six years over the century, and in 2000, the
peak age was 36 to 40. His data showed that the peak age increased
because early age innovation is declining, and that’ s a result of the
increased educational demands required to acquire the knowledge necessary
to contribute to an innovation. At the beginning of the 20th century, great
minds began their work at age 23; at the end, at age 31. There’ s been no
increase in the productivity of innovators beyond middle age to make up

for this shortened career, and as a result, there’ s been a decline in

innovative output per researcher over the century.

3

According to B. F. Jones’ s study, increased complexity of scientific fields
and higher levels of _(A) seemed to have resulted in the delay of

researchers’ start and peak age for scientific achievements, which in turn summar y

(B) their shortened careers and a decrease in innovation.

@) ® @A) B
@ tolerance reversed @ education caused
@ education reversed @ automation caused

(® automation sustained
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Historians have observed that the peak age for scientific productivity
was about 25 years of age in the year 1500, but by 1960 it was 37.
The increasing complexity of scientific domains seems to have caused
this (increase; this complexity makes the ideation and elaboration
rates @decline, and this results in a Qearlier career peak. Educational
psychologist B. F. Jones studied 700 Nobel Prize winners and
technological inventors in the 20th century and found that over the
course of the century, the greatest achievements occurred at later and
later ages; the mean age at great achievement @rose by about six
years over the century, and in 2000, the peak age was 36 to 40. His
data showed that the peak age ®decreased because early age
innovation is ®declining, and that’ s a result of the increased
educational demands required to acquire the knowledge necessary to
contribute to an innovation. At the beginning of the 20th century, great
minds began their work at age 23; at the end, at age 31. There’ s been

no (@increase in the productivity of innovators beyond middle age to

make up for this ®prolonged career, and as a result, there’ s been a ©

decline in innovative output per researcher over the century.
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Historians have observed that the peak age for scientific productivity was
about 25 years of age in the year 1500, but by 1960 it was 37. The
increasing complexity of scientific domains seems to have caused this increase;
this complexity makes the ideation and elaboration rates decline, and this
results in a later career peak. Educational psychologist B. F. Jones studied 700
Nobel Prize winners and technological inventors in the 20th century and found
that over the course of the century, the greatest achievements occurred at
later and later ages; the mean age at great achievement rose by about six
years over the century, and in 2000, the peak age was 36 to 40. His data
showed that the peak age increased because early age innovation is declining,
and that’ s a result of the increased educational demands required to acquire
the knowledge necessary to contribute to an innovation. At the beginning of
the 20th century, great minds began their work at age 23; at the end, at age
31. There’ s been no increase in the productivity of innovators beyond middle
age to make up for this ___ career, and as a result, there’ s been a decline

in innovative output per researcher over the century.

D prolonged
@ skilled

@ difficult
@ fruitless
® shortened
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Historians have observed that the peak age for scientific productivity was
about 25 years of age in the year 1500, but by 1960 it was 37. The
increasing complexity of scientific domains seems to have caused this increase;
this complexity makes the ideation and elaboration rates decline, and this

results in a later career peak.

(A) At the beginning of the 20th century, great minds began their work at
age 23; at the end, at age 31. There’ s been no increase in the productivity of
innovators beyond middle age to make up for this shortened career, and as a
result, there’ s been a decline in innovative output per researcher over the

century.

(B) His data showed that the peak age increased because early age innovation
is declining, and that’ s a result of the increased educational demands required

to acquire the knowledge necessary to contribute to an innovation.

(¢ ) Educational psychologist B. F. Jones studied 700 Nobel Prize winners
and technological inventors in the 20th century and found that over the course
of the century, the greatest achievements occurred at later and later ages; the
mean age at great achievement rose by about six years over the century, and
in 2000, the peak age was 36 to 40.

@ @A) -© -® @ ® -0 -nB ©0®-0w -0
@ © - ® -®» ® ©) - @A) - ®
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Historians have observed that the peak age for scientific productivity
was about 25 years of age in the year 1500, but by 1960 it was 37.
The increasing complexity of scientific domains seems to have caused
this increase; this complexity makes the ideation and elaboration rates
decline, and this results in a later career peak. D For example, in
theoretical physics and pure mathematics, both the ideation rate and the
elaboration rates may be high, resulting in a career peak at a relatively
young age followed by a quick drop. @ Educational psychologist B. F.
Jones studied 700 Nobel Prize winners and technological inventors in the
20th century and found that over the course of the century, the greatest
achievements occurred at later and later ages; the mean age at great
achievement rose by about six years over the century, and in 2000, the
peak age was 36 to 40. @ His data showed that the peak age increased
because early age innovation is declining, and that's a result of the
increased educational demands required to acquire the knowledge
necessary to contribute to an innovation. @ At the beginning of the 20th
century, great minds began their work at age 23; at the end, at age 31.
® There’s been no increase in the productivity of innovators beyond
middle age to make up for this shortened career, and as a result, there’s

been a decline in innovative output per researcher over the century.
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Historians have observed that the peak age for scientific productivity was
about 25 years of age in the year 1500, but by 1960 it was 37. The
increasing complexity of scientific domains (Dseems to have caused this
increase; this complexity makes the ideation and elaboration rates @declines,
and this results in a later career peak. Educational psychologist B. F. Jones
studied 700 Nobel Prize winners and technological inventors in the 20th
century and found that over the course of the century, the greatest
achievements Qoccurred at later and later ages; the mean age at great
achievement rose by about six years over the century, and in 2000, the peak
age was 36 to 40. His data showed that the peak age increased because early
age innovation is declining, and that’ s a result of the increased educational
demands @required to acquire the knowledge necessary to contribute to an
innovation. At the beginning of the 20th century, great minds began their work
at age 23; at the end, at age 31. There’ s been no increase in the productivity
of innovators beyond middle age to make up for this ®shortened career, and
as a result, there’ s been a decline in innovative output per researcher over the

century.
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Historians have observed that the peak age for scientific productivity was
about 25 years of age in the year 1500, but by 1960 it was 37. The
increasing complexity of scientific domains seems to have caused this increase;
this complexity makes the ideation and elaboration rates decline, and this
results in a later career peak. Educational psychologist B. F. Jones studied 700
Nobel Prize winners and technological inventors in the 20th century and found
that over the course of the century, the greatest achievements occurred at
later and later ages; the mean age at great achievement rose by about six
years over the century, and in 2000, the peak age was 36 to 40. His data
showed that the peak age increased ____A____ early age innovation is
declining, and that’ s a result of the increased educational demands required to
acquire the knowledge necessary to contribute to an innovation. At the
beginning of the 20th century, great minds began their work at age 23; at the
end, at age 31. There’ s been no increase in the productivity of innovators
beyond middle age to make up for this shortened career, and _____B

there’ s been a decline in innovative output per researcher over the century.

(A (B)
@ because nevertheless
@ because as a result
@ although as a result
@ although nevertheless

® as similarly
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At the beginning of the 20th century, great minds began their work at age 23;
at the end, at age 31.

Historians have observed that the peak age for scientific productivity was
about 25 vyears of age in the year 1500, but by 1960 it was 37. (DThe
increasing complexity of scientific domains seems to have caused this increase;
this complexity makes the ideation and elaboration rates decline, and this
results in a later career peak. @Educational psychologist B. F. Jones studied
700 Nobel Prize winners and technological inventors in the 20th century and
found that over the course of the century, the greatest achievements occurred
at later and later ages; the mean age at great achievement rose by about six
years over the century, and in 2000, the peak age was 36 to 40. QHis data
showed that the peak age increased because early age innovation is declining,
and that” s a result of the increased educational demands required to acquire
the knowledge necessary to contribute to an innovation. @There’ s been no
increase in the productivity of innovators beyond middle age to make up for
this shortened career, and as a result, there’ s been a decline in innovative

output per researcher over the century.®
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“What’ s in a name? That which we call a rose, by any other name
would smell as sweet.” This thought of Shakespeare’ s points up a
(D difference between roses and, say, paintings. Natural objects,
such as roses, are not @ interpreted. They are not taken as
vehicles of meanings and messages. They belong to no tradition,
strictly speaking have no style, and are not understood within a
framework of culture and convention. Rather, they are sensed and
savored relatively directly, without @ intellectual mediation, and so
what they are called, either individually or collectively, has little

bearing on our experience of them. What a work of art is titled, on StruCture
the other hand, has a @ modest effect on the aesthetic face it
presents and on the qualities we correctly perceive in it. A painting
of a rose, by a name other than the one it has, might very well
smell different, aesthetically speaking. The painting titled Rose of
Summer and an indiscernible painting titled Vermillion Womanhood
are physically, but also semantically and aesthetically, @ distinct

objects of art.

ksavor = 1|38l sk sksemantically &jm|& o 2
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Difference Between the Title
of Natural Objects and Artworks
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“What’ s in a name? That which we call a rose, by any other name
would smell as sweet.” This thought of Shakespeare’ s points up a
difference between roses and, say, paintings. Natural objects, such as
roses, are not interpreted. They are not taken as vehicles of
meanings and messages. They belong to no tradition, strictly speaking
have no style, and are not understood within a framework of culture
and convention. Rather, they are sensed and savored relatively directly,
without  intellectual mediation, and so what they are called, either
individually or collectively, has little on our experience of
them. What a work of art is titled, on the other hand, has a modest
effect on the aesthetic face it presents and on the qualities we
correctly perceive in it. A painting of a rose, by a name other than
the one it has, might very well smell different, aesthetically speaking.
The painting titled Rose of Summer and an indiscernible painting titled
Vermillion Womanhood are physically, but also semantically and
aesthetically, distinct objects of art.

ksavor H|3}}h sk sksemantically &jw]H o=

(D coming @ object @ bearing
@ education ® guidance
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“What’ s in a name? That which we call a rose, by any other name
would smell as sweet.” This thought of Shakespeare’ s points up a
difference between roses and, say, paintings. Natural objects, such as
roses, are not interpreted. They are not taken as vehicles of
meanings and messages. They belong to no tradition, strictly speaking
have no style, and are not understood within a framework of culture
and convention. Rather, they are sensed and savored relatively directly,
without  intellectual mediation, and so what they are called, either
individually or collectively, has little bearing on our experience of
them. What a work of art is titled, on the other hand, has a modest
effect on the aesthetic face it presents and on the qualities we
correctly perceive in it. A painting of a rose, by a name other than
the one it has, might very well smell different, aesthetically speaking.
The painting titled Rose of Summer and an indiscernible painting titled
Vermillion Womanhood are physically, but also semantically and

aesthetically,

ksavor = 1|38l *x sksemantically &jn|&H o2

(D expensive objects of art
@ distinct objects of art

@ similar objects of art
@ elaborate objects of art

® interesting objects of art
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“What’ s in a name? That which we call a rose, by any other name
would smell as sweet.” This thought of Shakespeare’ s points up a
difference between roses and, say, paintings. Natural objects, such as
roses, are not interpreted. They are not taken as vehicles of
meanings and messages. They belong to no tradition, strictly speaking
have no style, and are not understood within a framework of culture
and convention. Rather, they are sensed and savored relatively directly,
without  intellectual mediation, and so what they are called, either
individually or collectively, has little bearing on our experience of
them. What a work of art is titled, on the other hand, has a modest
effect on the aesthetic face it presents and on the qualities we
correctly perceive in it. A painting of a rose, by a name other than
the one it has, might very well , aesthetically speaking.
The painting titled Rose of Summer and an indiscernible painting titled
Vermillion Womanhood are physically, but also semantically and

aesthetically, distinct objects of art.

ksavor H|SFT}h sk sksemantically &jv]H o2

(D look terrific
@ look expensive
@ look realistic
@ smell sweet
® smell different
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“What’ s in a name? That which we call a rose, by any other name
would smell as sweet.” This thought of Shakespeare’ s points up a
difference between roses and, say, paintings. Natural objects, such as
roses, are not interpreted. They are not taken as vehicles of
meanings and messages. They belong to no tradition, strictly speaking
have no style, and are not understood within a framework of culture
and convention. Rather, they are sensed and savored relatively directly,
without  intellectual mediation, and so what they are called, either
individually or collectively, has little bearing on our experience of
them. What a work of art is titled, on the other hand, has a modest
effect on the aesthetic face it presents and on the qualities we

correctly perceive in it. A painting of a rose,

might very well smell different, aesthetically speaking. The painting
titlted Rose of Summer and an indiscernible painting titled Vermillion
Womanhood are physically, but also semantically and aesthetically,

distinct objects of art.

ksavor H|SFT}h sk sksemantically &jv]H o2

D by a name other than the one it has
@ by master instead of ordinary painter
@ with special material in the painting
@ against a common way of painting

® unlike natural objects such as roses
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Rather, they are sensed and savored relatively directly, without
intellectual mediation, and so what they are called, either individually

or collectively, has little bearing on our experience of them.

“What’ s in a name? That which we call a rose, by any other name
would smell as sweet.” (DThis thought of Shakespeare’ s points up a
difference between roses and, say, paintings. Natural objects, such as
roses, are not interpreted. They are not taken as vehicles of
meanings and messages. @They belong to no tradition, strictly
speaking have no style, and are not understood within a framework of
culture and convention. @What a work of art is titled, on the other
hand, has a modest effect on the aesthetic face it presents and on
the qualities we correctly perceive in it. @A painting of a rose, by a
name other than the one it has, might very well smell different,
aesthetically speaking. ®The painting titled Rose of Summer and an
indiscernible painting titled Vermillion Womanhood are physically, but

also semantically and aesthetically, distinct objects of art.

ksavor H|S}t}h sk sksemantically &jw]H o=
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“What’ s in a name? That which we call a rose, by any other name
would smell as sweet.” This thought of Shakespeare’ s points up a
difference between roses and, say, paintings. Natural objects, such as
roses, are not interpreted. They are not taken as vehicles of
meanings and messages. They belong to no tradition, strictly speaking
have no style, and are not understood within a framework of culture

and convention.

(A) The painting titled Rose of Summer and an indiscernible painting
titled Vermillion Womanhood are physically, but also semantically and

aesthetically, distinct objects of art.

(B) What a work of art is titled, on the other hand, has a modest
effect on the aesthetic face it presents and on the qualities we
correctly perceive in it. A painting of a rose, by a name other than

the one it has, might very well smell different, aesthetically speaking.

(C) Rather, they are sensed and savored relatively directly, without
intellectual mediation, and so what they are called, either individually

or collectively, has little bearing on our experience of them.

ksavor = 1|8t} sk sksemantically &jr|& o2
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“What’ s in a name? That which we call a rose, by any other name
would smell as sweet.” This thought of Shakespeare’ s points up a @
difference between roses and, say, paintings. Natural objects, such as
roses, are not interpreted. They are not taken as @vehicles of
meanings and messages. They belong to no tradition, strictly speaking
have no style, and are not understood within a framework of culture
and convention. Rather, they are sensed and savored relatively directly,
without  intellectual Qmediation, and so what they are called, either
individually or collectively, has little @bearing on our experience of
them. What a work of art is titled, on the other hand, has a ®
significant effect on the aesthetic face it presents and on the qualities
we correctly perceive in it. A painting of a rose, by a name other than
the one it has, might very well smell ®similar, aesthetically speaking.
The painting titled Rose of Summer and an (Ddiscernible painting titled
Vermillion Womanhood are physically, but also semantically and

aesthetically, distinct objects of art.
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“What’ s in a name? That which we call a rose, by any other name
would smell as sweet.” This thought of Shakespeare’ s points up a
difference between roses and, say, paintings. Natural objects, such as
roses, are not interpreted. They are not taken as vehicles of
meanings and messages. They belong to no tradition, strictly speaking
have no style, and are not understood within a framework of culture
and convention. Rather, they are sensed and savored relatively directly,
without  intellectual mediation, and so what they are called, either
individually or collectively, has little bearing on our experience of
them. What a work of art is titled, on the other hand, has a modest
effect on the aesthetic face it presents and on the qualities we
correctly perceive in it. A painting of a rose, by a name other than
the one it has, might very well smell different, aesthetically speaking.
The painting titled Rose of Summer and an indiscernible painting titled
Vermillion Womanhood are physically, but also semantically and

aesthetically, distinct objects of art.
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“What’ s in a name? That which we call a rose, by any other name
would smell as sweet.” This thought of Shakespeare’ s points up a
difference between roses and, say, paintings. Natural objects, such as
roses, are not interpreted. They are not taken as vehicles of
meanings and messages. They belong to no tradition, strictly speaking
have no style, and are not understood within a framework of culture
and convention. Rather, they are sensed and savored relatively directly,
without  intellectual mediation, and so what they are called, either
individually or collectively, has little bearing on our experience of
them. What a work of art is titled, on the other hand, has a modest
effect on the aesthetic face it presents and on the qualities we
correctly perceive in it. A painting of a rose, by a name other than
the one it has, might very well smell different, aesthetically speaking.
The painting titled Rose of Summer and an indiscernible painting titled
Vermillion Womanhood are physically, but also semantically and

aesthetically, distinct objects of art.

ksavor =18t} *x sksemantically &|v]|& o=

(D Shakespeare’s viewpoint about rose

@ distinction of rose from other flowers
@) the aesthetic meaning of a work of art
@ the abstract meaning given by the title

® an intrinsic attribute of nature and works
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The apparent “mess” of the bacterial domain is understandable.

From the examples of the macrobiological world, it is clear that

lifestyle or morphology is only of limited use to establish

relatedness, and many bacteria look more or less the same under a

microscope. So how should we group bacteria, if not by their looks st t
and behavior? In the old days, when research was dedicated to ruc ure
medical microbiology, distinctions were frequently made based on

the diseases bacteria could cause. This has led to that we

live with even today. For example, shigellosis is a type of severe

diarrhea caused by Shigella species, for instance Shigella

dysenteriae, which, by objective criteria, are just particular nasty

brands of E. coli (the “E.” of E. coli stands for the genus

Escherichia). There is no scientific reason to grant Shigella bacteria

their own genus name, but taxonomists have not renamed Shigella

bacteria to be incorporated into the Escherichia genus — vyet.
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(® many conflicting data on the treatment of diseases
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This has led to some inaccurate classifications that we live with

even today.

The apparent “mess”’ of the bacterial domain is understandable. @
From the examples of the macrobiological world, it is clear that
lifestyle or morphology 1is only of limited wuse to establish
relatedness, and many bacteria look more or less the same under a
microscope. @So how should we group bacteria, if not by their
looks and behavior? In the old days, when research was dedicated
to medical microbiology, distinctions were frequently made based on
the diseases bacteria could cause. @For example, shigellosis is a
type of severe diarrhea caused by Shigella species, for instance
Shigella dysenteriae, which, by objective criteria, are just particular
nasty brands of E. coli (the “E.” of E. coli stands for the genus
Escherichia). @There is no scientific reason to grant Shigella
bacteria their own genus name, but taxonomists have not renamed
Shigella bacteria to be incorporated into the Escherichia genus —
vet.®
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The apparent “mess’” of the bacterial domain is (QDunderstandable.

From the examples of the macrobiological world, it is clear that
lifestyle or morphology is only of @infinite use to establish
relatedness, and many bacteria look more or less the same under a
microscope. So how should we group bacteria, if not by their looks
and behavior? In the old days, when research was dedicated to
medical microbiology, @distinctions were frequently made based on
the diseases bacteria could cause. This has led to some @inaccurate
classifications that we live with even today. For example, shigellosis
1s a type of severe diarrhea caused by Shigella species, for instance
Shigella dysenteriae, which, by objective criteria, are just particular
nasty brands of E. coli (the “E.” of E. coli stands for the genus
Escherichia). There is no ®scientific reason to grant Shigella
bacteria their own genus name, but taxonomists have not renamed
Shigella bacteria to be incorporated into the Escherichia genus —
yet.
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The apparent “mess” of the bacterial domain is understandable.
From the examples of the macrobiological world, it is clear that
lifestyle or morphology 1is only of limited wuse to establish
relatedness, and many bacteria look more or less the same under a

microscope.

(A) This has led to that we live with even today. For example,
shigellosis is a type of severe diarrhea caused by Shigella species,
for instance Shigella dysenteriae, which, by objective criteria, are
just particular nasty brands of E. coli (the “E.” of E. coli stands for

the genus Escherichia).

(B) So how should we group bacteria, if not by their looks and
behavior? In the old days, when research was dedicated to medical
microbiology, distinctions were frequently made based on the

diseases bacteria could cause.

(C) There is no scientific reason to grant Shigella bacteria their own
genus name, but taxonomists have not renamed Shigella bacteria to
be incorporated into the Escherichia genus — yet.
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The apparent “mess” of the bacterial domain is understandable.
From the examples of the macrobiological world, it is clear Mthat
lifestyle or morphology 1is only of limited wuse to establish
relatedness, and many bacteria look more or less the same under a
microscope. So how should we group bacteria, if not by their looks
and behavior? In the old days, @when research was dedicated to
medical microbiology, distinctions were frequently made based on
the diseases bacteria could cause. This has led to some inaccurate
classifications @that we live with even today. For example,
shigellosis is a type of severe diarrhea caused by Shigella species,

for instance Shigella dysenteriae, @where, by objective criteria, &

are just particular nasty brands of E. coli (the “E.” of E. coli stands

for the genus Escherichia). There is no scientific reason to grant
Shigella bacteria their own genus name, but taxonomists have not
renamed Shigella bacteria to ®incorporate into the Escherichia
genus — yet.
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The apparent “mess” of the bacterial domain is understandable.
From the examples of the macrobiological world, it is clear that
lifestyle or morphology is only of limited use to establish
relatedness, and many bacteria look more or less the same under a
microscope. So how should we group bacteria, if not by their looks
and behavior? In the old days, when research was dedicated to
medical microbiology, distinctions were frequently made based on
the diseases bacteria could cause. This has led to that we
live with even today. For example, shigellosis is a type of severe
diarrhea caused by Shigella species, for instance Shigella
dysenteriae, which, by objective criteria, are just particular nasty
brands of E. coli (the “E.” of E. coli stands for the genus
Escherichia). There is no scientific reason to grant Shigella bacteria
their own genus name, but taxonomists have not renamed Shigella
bacteria to be incorporated into the Escherichia genus — yet.
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Musical judgments are never made in complete isolation. The
formation of “taste cultures” has always been socially defined.
Participation in certain genres of music was historically
determined by a person’s social position, not by a purely
independent aesthetic choice. Indeed, from a sociological

perspective, taste is always a social category rather than an

Structure

aesthetic one; it refers to the way we use cultural judgments as
social “currency,” to mark our social positions. This may be less
clear today, since contemporary society is characterized by the
fragmentation of older taste cultures and the proliferation of new
ones. In this context, cultural transactions take place with
increasing rapidity — hence the heating up of the cultural
economy and its rapid turnover of new products. Not only are
taste cultures themselves shifting, but people now tend to move
between them with greater ease. These factors contribute to a
sense of the relativity of any single position. Contemporary
musical choices are plural as never before, and the effect of that
plurality is inevitably to confirm that, in matters of musical

judgment, . summary
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(D expertise might be the best answer

@ popularity is probably a sole criterion
@ profitability must be the utmost index
@ the individual can be the only authority

® society is definitely the most reliable judge
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These factors contribute to a sense of the relativity of any single

position.

Musical judgments are never made in complete isolation. The
formation of “taste cultures” has always been socially defined.
Participation in certain genres of music was historically determined
by a person’s social position, not by a purely independent aesthetic
choice. DIndeed, from a sociological perspective, taste is always a
social category rather than an aesthetic one; it refers to the way
we use cultural judgments as social “currency,” to mark our social
positions. @This may be less clear today, since contemporary
society is characterized by the fragmentation of older taste cultures
and the proliferation of new ones. @In this context, cultural
transactions take place with increasing rapidity — hence the heating
up of the cultural economy and its rapid turnover of new products.
Not only are taste cultures themselves shifting, but people now tend
to move between them with greater ease. @Contemporary musical
choices are plural as never before, and the effect of that plurality is
inevitably to confirm that, in matters of musical judgment, the
individual can be the only authority.®
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Musical judgments are never made in complete isolation. The
formation of “taste cultures” has always been Dsocially defined.
Participation in certain genres of music was historically determined
by a person’s social position, not by a purely @dependent aesthetic
choice. Indeed, from a sociological perspective, taste is always a
social category rather than an aesthetic one; it refers to the way
we use cultural judgments as social “currency,” to mark our social
positions. This may be less clear today, since contemporary society
is characterized by the fragmentation of older taste cultures and
the proliferation of new ones. In this context, cultural transactions
take place with increasing rapidity — hence the heating up of the
cultural economy and its rapid turnover of new products. Not only
are taste cultures themselves @shifting, but people now tend to
move between them with greater ease. These factors contribute to a
sense of the (®absoluteness of any single position. Contemporary
musical choices are plural as never before, and the effect of that

plurality is 1inevitably to confirm that, in matters of musical

judgment, the ®society can be the only authority.
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Musical judgments are never made in complete isolation. The
formation of “taste cultures” has always been socially defined.
Participation in certain genres of music was historically determined
by a person’s social position, not by a purely independent aesthetic
choice. Indeed, from a sociological perspective, taste is always a
social category rather than an aesthetic one; it refers to the way
we use cultural judgments as social “currency,” to mark our social
positions. This may be less clear today, since contemporary society
1s characterized by the fragmentation of older taste cultures and the
proliferation of new ones. In this context, cultural transactions take
place with increasing rapidity — hence the heating up of the cultural
economy and its rapid turnover of new products. Not only are taste
cultures themselves shifting, but people now tend to move between
them with greater ease. These factors contribute to a sense of the

of any single position. Contemporary musical choices are
plural as never before, and the effect of that plurality is inevitably
to confirm that, in matters of musical judgment, the individual can be
the only authority.
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Musical judgments are never made in complete isolation. The
formation of “taste cultures” has always been socially defined.
Participation in certain genres of music was historically determined
by a person’s social position, not by a purely independent aesthetic

choice.

(A) These factors contribute to a sense of the relativity of any
single position. Contemporary musical choices are plural as never
before, and the effect of that plurality is inevitably to confirm that,
in matters of musical judgment, the individual can be the only

authority.

(B) In this context, cultural transactions take place with increasing
rapidity — hence the heating up of the cultural economy and its
rapid turnover of new products. Not only are taste cultures
themselves shifting, but people now tend to move between them

with greater ease.

(C) Indeed, from a sociological perspective, taste is always a social
category rather than an aesthetic one; it refers to the way we use
cultural judgments as social “currency,” to mark our social positions.
This may be less clear today, since contemporary society is
characterized by the fragmentation of older taste cultures and the
proliferation of new ones.
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Musical judgments are never made in complete isolation. The
formation of “taste cultures” has always been socially defined.
Participation in certain genres of music was historically determined
by a person’s social position, not by a purely independent aesthetic
choice. Indeed, from a sociological perspective, taste is always a
social category rather than an aesthetic one; it refers to the way
we use cultural judgments as social “currency,” to mark our social
positions. This may be less clear today, since contemporary society
1s characterized by the fragmentation of older taste cultures and the
proliferation of new ones. In this context, cultural transactions take
place with increasing rapidity — hence the heating up of the cultural
economy and its rapid turnover of new products. Not only are taste
cultures themselves shifting, but people now tend to move between
them with greater ease. These factors contribute to a sense of the
relativity of any single position. Contemporary musical choices are
plural as never before, and the effect of that plurality is inevitably
to confirm that, in matters of musical judgment, the individual can be
the only authority.
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Unlike the past when musical tastes were to a person's
social position, today musical choices are more than before

and thus independent individual is able to be the authority.

D sensitive - simple @ subordinate - diverse
@ indifferent - diverse @ subordinate - difficult

® indifferent - narrow




Musical judgments are never made in complete isolation. The
formation of “taste cultures” has always been socially defined.
Participation in certain genres of music was historically determined
by a person’s social position, not by a purely independent aesthetic
choice. Indeed, from a sociological perspective, taste is always a
social category rather than an aesthetic one; it refers to the way
we use cultural judgments as social “currency,” to mark our social
positions. This may be less clear today, since contemporary society
is characterized by the fragmentation of older taste cultures and the
proliferation of new ones. In this context, cultural transactions take
place with increasing rapidity — hence the heating up of the cultural
economy and its rapid turnover of new products. Not only are taste
cultures themselves shifting, but people now tend to move between
them with greater ease. These factors contribute to a sense of the
relativity of any single position. Contemporary musical choices are
plural as never before, and the effect of that plurality is inevitably
to confirm that, in matters of musical judgment, the individual can be

the only authority.
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