°-H»¢ ‘ﬁ ‘:t‘\: F
AN

H I

it

'y
=X

1. ZOfTi, BEENCMEERDZESAENFEETHOTENITEE
Ao |

2. BBENSIRND >S5, MEAEO LEOFHEMCSHES L EELE
%, ¥/, FHOFEMICIERESEZNTNEALZY N, TOMOBICE
AL TR EY A,

3. FREHMEE, HAOEERCONDST, BER-oTIRWITEE A,

4 T OMTFRIEBRD SN,

5. T, BT EEBHRAENS -6 UEARS,

OMIE13—176)




E—1

T3 0 FEENENRES MMEHE) M

M RE R DM EREA
(a#ﬁm“&)

3

BRI RIS FIC R 0 £ 7,

PN

Making Sense, by David Crystal, Profile Books, 2017
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Be Careful ! Your Mind Makes Accidents Inevitable, |

Joshua Rothman, The New Yorker (c) Condé Nast
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All of Suzie’s early words were ambiguous™ in one way or another. If she
said gone, 1 had to note the situation where she used the word in order to work
out what she was talking about. It might be something dropped on the floor,
or someone leaving the room, or the TV being turned off. Down could mean
that something had fallen down or she wanted to get down (from her high
chair). More sometimes meant ‘I do want some more’ (food) as well as ‘T
don’t want any more’. Even when she named things — and over half her early
vocabulary consisted of names of people or objects -—there was ambiguity. A

dog was dog, but so were a cat and a bird, for a while.

And vet, despite this lack of grammatical sophistication, these utterances
(1)

were stll sentences, not just isolated words. Suzie was saying them with a

definite rhythm and melody, and everyone responded to them as if they were
real sentences.

Dada, said with a rising intonation, meant ‘Is that Daddy? Said with a
falling intonation it meant ‘There’s Daddy’. Said with a level intonation (and

arms stretched out) it meant ‘Pick me up, Daddy’. The different intonation

patterns made them sound like a question, a statement, and a command —

even though there was no sign of the grammar we associate with these three
types of sentence. This was a clear contrast with the rather random
vocalizations® Suzie had been making a few months before, when she was
babbling® away, and nobody could work out what she was saying. Old
grammar books used to say that ‘a sentence expresses a complete thought’.
Suzie certainly sounded as if she was expressing her first complete thoughts.
First words’, then, are really ‘first sentences’ — but sentences without any
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internal structure. Suzie also said something that sounded like ‘awgaw’, in a
sing-song way. It was a childish pronunciation of what we often said to her at
the end of a meal— all gone. To us, that sentence contained two separate
words, but Suzie used it as if it were just one: aligone. This happened a lot.
Up and down (a bouncing game) became upandown. For a while, she thought
our dog’s name was gudaw — ‘good dog’.

Linguists have devised a technical term* for these primitive one-word
sentences. They call them holophrases. They are a universal feature of
language acquisition™ at thi(sg) age. Regardless of the language children are
learning, between twelve and eighteen months they will all go through a
holophrastic stage. [...]

' What Suzie did between twelve and eighteen months is what we all have to
do when we begin to explore English grammar—or the grammar of any
language. Grammar is the study of the way we bring words together in order
to make sense. These combinations of words make up larger grammatical
constructions that we call phrases, clauses, sentences, paragraphs, etc., and
grammar studies all of this: how they are constructed, and the meanings and
effects that the various constructions convey.

Suzie needed grammar to make sense of her words. And so do we all.
Isolated words don’t usually make sense. If I suddenly ggme out with
“Thursday’ or ‘Indefatigable*’ or ‘Sausages’, my listeners will have no idea
what I'm talking about. They will look around for some context that might
help to explain what's in my mind, and if they don’t find any they will conclude
that there’s something wrong with me — for indeed, speaking in isolated words
can be a sign of mental disturbance.

Of all the constructions that we can make, the one that dominates the
history of grammar is the sentence. Sentences make sense. That is their job.
When we hear or see a sentence, the way it is constructed should convey a
meaning that makes sense without having to ask for help. Sentences stand on
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their own two feet. They have a certain independence. This is the basis of the
)

notion that a sentence needs to feel complete.

< Hg >

There is a feeling of completeness when we reach the end of a sentence,

but it is a completeness that comes from the way. the sentence is constructed,
not from the thoughts that are in it. Sentences are said to be ‘orammatically

complete’. [...] The following aren’t:

a very large tree
walking down the road

I saw a car and

To make them grammatical, we need to add some structure, such as:

A very large tree was blocking the road.
Walking down the road, we sang songs.

I saw a car and a bus.

We show this completeness in writing by using a mark of final punctuation,
such as a full stop. We show it in speech using patterns of definite intonation.
Say one(6)0f those complete sentences aloud, and you will say it with an
intonation pattern that tells your listener your sentence has come to an end.

This was the very first feature of English that Suzie learned: how to make a

sentence sound finished, so that a listener will respond to it.

Hidil : Crystal, David. Making Sense: The Glamorous Story of English Grammar.
Profile Books, 2017, ##o b, —HEH,
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Casner argues we're in the midst of a safety crisis. In 1918, one in twenty
people died in an accident of some kind; by 1992, that number had been
reduced to one in forty, through regulations, innovations, and public-awareness
campaigns. But then the decline in the accidental-death rate stopped — and,
sinice 2000, it has actually risen. [...}] We are now, Casner says, about as
safe as we were thirty years ago. Casner has some theories about why this is

happening. One is “risk _homeostasis” — our tendency, once we're safer, to

take more risks (bicyclists who wear helmets, for example, tend to ride closer
to cars than those who don’t). New inventions play a role — smartphones that
distract us, medications® that confuse us; so does the new popularity of
adventure sports, such as rock climbing. [..J Another significant factor is
that people are living longer, into frail, accident-prone™® old age.
< Pl >
Accidents come in many forms. Annually, three hundred and thirty-three

2
thousand Americans cut themselves so badly with kitchen knives that they

have to go to the emergency room. Twenty-one thousand people hurt

themselves with food processors; twenty-eight thousand injure themselves with
hammers; forty thousand are wounded, somehow, by their washing machines.
In 2010, fifty-one thousand car crashes and four hundred and forty deaths
resulted from objects, such as mattresses, falling off automobile roof racks
and into traffic. [...]

Casner finds the word “accident” misleading; he distinguishes between
“mistakes” and(g‘;m.” A mistake is “the flawless execution™ of a mostly

durmb* idea” —it’s what happens when you should have known better. Many
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of the hundred and forty thousand people who fall off ladders every year do so
because they stand on the rung® that says “Not a step.” That’s a mistake.
But errors are inevitable: even a competent and welltrained pilot  will,
eventually, glance at a lever in the “On” position and think that it is actually
«3ff” [...] ‘The core problem is that minds wander. A French psychologist
surveyed emergency room patients who had been in car accidents; he found
that half of them were lost in thought at the moment of the crash.

“The US. airline crash rate over the past ten years is approaching
0 percent,” Casner writes, in large part because pilots, in addition to training
themselves not to make mistakes, also employ various systems designed to
combat error. Every commercial flight has two pilots, two air-traffic
controllers, and even two flight computers. The pilots rely on checklists to
make sure no steps are skipped; they use “callouts*” — “Gear down, flaps
fifteen” — to ensure that everyone is paying attention. Pilots never multitask™:
if a pilot finds that she has to look at a map, she tells her co-pilot, “It's your
airplane,” and waits for an affirmative™® response — “I've got the jet” — before
shifting focus.

ah

Casner thinks we should act like pilots in our own homes. Parents

watching kids at a swimming pool should utilize a “water-watcher” card to

(5)
make attentional handoffs official: the person holding the card watches the

kids, and must pass the card on to someone else before looking away from the
pool and communing with his phone. [...] Casner Writés that around sixty
thousand kids get their fingers caught in doors each year; around a thousand
suffer amputation®. “Why not make everybody call out ‘Hands clear’ when
closing a door?” he asks. “There is never perfect compliance® with these
procedures, but it brings the chaos down to a more manageable level.”

To an extent, we are accident-prone because we arc imaginative, We are
determined to use familiar tools in novel ways — we might use a knife handle,
say, to break up ice in the freezer, or a screwdriver to pry open™ a stuck
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drawer. The problem is that we imagine how things will go right but not how
they will go wrong. [...] Casner worries that our optimism about our own
plans might be an insurmountable® part of our evolutionary heritage™.
Recalling the time he fell off a chair while trying to replace the batteries in his
smoke detector — he should have used a.ladder — Casner reflects that, in our
primate™ past, it was the climbers who ate.

Hi#t : Rothman, Jo(sﬁl)lua. “Be Careful! Your Mind Makes Accidents

Inevitable.” The New Yorker, June 14, 2017. o b, —&fZH,
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) The party was a success because everybody remembered to bring a
present.
forgot

The party was a success because no one forgot to bring a present.

1. The table was too heavy for Charles to lift.

strong

Charles was to be able to lift the table.

9. 1 think my hair needs cutting. I'll go to the hairdresser’s tomorrow.
my

I think I ought to . Tl go to the hairdresser’s

{omorrow,

3. Roy and I enjoy each other’s company a lot.
get

Roy and I really well.

4. Provided that you listen to Theresa carefully, you'll understand.
as

As you listen to Theresa carefully, you'll understand.

5. It is ten years since I last smoked.
for

1 fen years.
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My father refused me permission to go to the party.

My father wouldn't let me go to the party.

. FROEkIC RS LD, TR Laua ETHXICEERARZ N,

People think that Laura paid too much.

| FBOBE®RICED LD, BHEMFE NEAWRNTHENTELRADN

TEEMAIDEN,
“I'll probably see you later,” said William to Mary.

FAROB®ICEL LS, BALNEHZLCRT TXETRIERE

V,
I'd prefer you not to smoke in this room.

I'd rather
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