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Long lines at airport security checkpoints ( (O ) air travel an *ordeal.
But not everyone ( @ ) to wait in the *serpentine queues. Those who buy
first-class or business-class tickets can use priority lanes that take them to the
front of the line for screening. British Airways calls it Fast Track, a service
that also lets high-paying passengers jump the queue at passport and
immigration control.

But most people can’t afford to fly first-class, so the airlines have begun
offering coach passengers the option to buy line-cutting privileges. For an
extra $39, United Airlines will sell you priority boarding for your flight from
Denver to Boston, along with the right to cut in line at the security checkpoint.
In Britain, London’s Luton Airport offers an even more affordable fast-track
option: wait in the long security line or pay £3 (about $5) and go to the head
of the queue.

Critics complain that a fast track through airport security should not be
for sale. Security checks, they argue, are a matter of national defense, not an
amenity like extra legroom or early boarding privileges; the burden of keeping
terrorists off airplanes should be shared equally by all passengers. The
airlines reply that everyone is subjected to the same level of screening; only
the wait varies by price. As long as everyone receives the same body scan,

(B)
they maintain, a shorter wait in the security line is a convenience they should

be free to sell.

Amusement parks have also started selling the right to jump the queue.
Traditionally, visitors may spend hours waiting in line for the most popular
rides and attractions. Now, Universal Studios Hollywood and other theme
parks offer a way to avoid the wait: for about twice the price of standard
admission, they’ll sell you a pass that ( @ ) you go to the head of the line.
*Expedited access to the Revenge of the Mummy *thrill ride may be morally
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less *freighted than privileged access to an airport security check. Still, some
observers lament the practice, seeing it as *corrosive of a wholesome civic
habit: “Gone are the days when the theme-park queue was the great equalizer,”
one commentator wrote, “where every vacationing family waited its twn in
democratic fashion.”

Interestingly, amusement parks often obscure the special privileges they
sell. To avoid offending ordinary customers, some parks usher their premium
guests through back doors and separate gates; others provide an escort to ease
the way of VIP guests as they cut in line. This need for *discretion suggests
that paid line cutting — even in an amusement park — *tugs against a nagging
sense that fairness means waiting your turn. But no such reticence appears on
Universal’s online ticket site, which *touts the $149 Front of Line Pass with
unmistakable bluntness: “Cut to the FRONT at all rides, shows and
attractions!”

If you're put off by queue jumping at amusement parks, you might opt
instead for a traditional tourist sight, such as the Empire State Building. For
$22 ($16 for children), you can ride the elevator to the eighty-sixth-floor
observatory and enjoy a spectacular view of New York City. Unfortunately, the
site attracts several million visitors a year, and the wait for the elevator can
sometimes ( @ ) hours. So the Empire State Building now offers a fast
track of its own. For $45 per person, you can buy an Express Pass that
( ® ) you cut in line—for both the security check and the elevator ride.
*Shelling out $180 for a family of four may seem a steep price for a fast ride
to the top. But as the ticketing website points out, the Express Pass is “a

fantastic opportunity” to “make the most of your time in New York — and the
Empire State Building — by skipping the lines and going straight to the

greatest views.”

— 3 — OM1(074—3)




H R
Michael Sandel, What Money Can’t Buy: The Moral Limits of Markets (Allen
Lane, 2012) —EBEIE

corrosive : PPUIRTNZ &
discretion : {EH/RELE
expedited : FIE /2

freighted : FEMfIZEE L 5

ordeal : FEf

serpentine : £ N <f-o7kz
shell out : 3ZfA5 Z

thrill ride : #0l < 2—2

tout : LDZ<5ES

tug : 5Dk

1 (@D ) ® )i, HbEWMNMAED K DI have, let, make, take
DWTNNE, BURBICEZTANREN,

B 2 T#HA®D Fast Track &1 EDL Db 0N, fEEIZREAL R I,

3 THBOIELZEBAFEITR LS N,

— 4 — OM1(074—4)



M4 TROBREOHNSAXONEL—HTLHHDE—DEWRIN,

7 FaUT4FzvIEITHIAEBR, 70U NOKENSTDE
HEMETBE0ICd, TRTOREDOF 7y bEez BT 508N
HHEMUTND,

1 BEREEZZILBREOF Iy bOI U IIRE>TEATENTDR
W ERZESMIEFERL TV 5,

7 AZN—Y)) - A DA T, BROVUANOFERRZER ST HDA
TrarERELTWS,

I IVNRATATAPENE, TFATVANRZAEZRAL, BOED
Za—T3—ZRRETELZAY Y MY, TFATVANARKLD B

DESEEFEDEFRLTND,
ZF BAUBBEL LI CEST—IN— 7 FRFRENZE LFHEENTY
%O

Bl 5 FEbE AN RFHRIF ATV ANAREDRNT, TUNAT A
FA4 REID B EDRERICHMN D DI, MR Zibaiiidix
VARV A

— 5 — OM1(074—5)



THT | koxEZTA, FTORWCEZRI N,

The brain has two methods for counting, and only one is officially called
counting. That’s the regular way — when you look at a set of items and check
them off, one by one. You might have some system of remembering which
have already been counted —you count from the top, perhaps —and then by
*increments: 7,8, 9... However, the other way is faster, up to five times
faster per item. It’s called subitizing. Subitizing works for only really small

numbers, up to about 4. But it’s fast! So fast that until recently it was
(1)

believed to be instantaneous.

See how many stars there are in the two sets in Figure 1. You can tell
how many are in set A just by looking (there are three), whereas it takes a
little longer to see there are six in set B. I know this seems obvious, that it
takes longer to see how many stars there are in the larger set. After all, there
are more of them. But that’s exactly the point. If you can tell how many stars
there are when there are three of them, why not when there are six? Why not

when there are 100?

¢ * x

Figure 1

Subitizing and counting do seem like different processes. If you look at
studies of how long it takes for a person to look at some shapes on the screen
and report how many there are, the time grows at 40-80 *milliseconds per item
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up to four, then increases at 250-350 milliseconds beyond that. Or to put it
another way, assessing the first four items takes only a quarter of(B; second.
It takes another second for every four items after that. That’s a big jump.
The difference between the two is *borne out by the *subjective experience.
Counting feels to be a ver%fc )deliberate act. You must direct your attention to
each item. Your eyes move from star to star. Subitizing, on the other hand,
feels *preattentive. Your eyes don’t need to move from star to star at all.
There’s no deliberate act required; you just know that there are four coffee
mugs on the table or three people in the lobby, without having to check. You
just look. It's this (some / believe / to / leads / researchers / that) that

@)
subitizing isn’t an act in itself, but rather a *side effect of *yisual processing.

We know that we are able to keep track of a limited number of objects
automatically and follow them as they move around and otherwise change.
Like looking at shadows to figure out the shape of the environment, object
tracking seems to be a *built-in feature of visual processing —an almost
*involuntary ability to *keep persistent files open for objects in vision. The
limit on how many objects can be tracked and how many items can be
subitized is curiously similar. Perhaps, the reason subitizing is so quick is that
the items to be “counted” have already been *tagged by the visual processing
system, and so there’s no further work required to figure out how many there
are.

According to this view, counting is an entirely separate process that
occurs only when the object tracking capacity is reached. Counting then has to
remember which items have been *enumerated and proceed in a *serial way
from item to item to see how many there are. Unfortunately, there’s no
confirmation of this view when looking at which parts of the brain are active
while each of the two thought processes is in use. Subitizing doesn’t appear to
use any separate part of the brain that isn’t also used when counting is
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employed. That’s not to say the viewpoint of fast subitizing as a side effect is

incorrect, only that it’s still a conjecture.
)
Regardless of the neural mechanism, this does give us a hint as to why it's
(E)
quicker to count in small clusters rather than one by one. Say you have 30

items on the table. It’s faster to mentally group them into clusters of 3 each
(using the speedy subitizing method to cluster) and slowly count the 10
clusters, than it is to use no subitizing and count everyone of the 30

individually. And indeed, counting in clusters is what adults do.
(3)

Wit Mind Hacks, Tips & Tools for Using Your Brain (O'Reilly, 2005) Z—&K
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] 5 Choose three statements from the list below which are true according to

the passage.

()

Counting and subitizing work best when determining the number of
star shapes.

The fewer the items, the more likely that counting will be used.
Subitizing is highly likely to be used when determining the number
of up to six items.

How long it takes to complete subitizing varies according to the
number of the items to be subitized.

Although counting and subitizing have some differences, they tend
to feel similar.

Subitizing’s speed comes from the ability to rapidly direct and
redirect attention.

The maximum number of items which can be subitized is similar to
that of object tracking.

Subitizing activates a section of the brain which counting ignores.

Subitizing can play a role when counting a large number of items.
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How does a language come to achieve global status? A language achieves
a genuinely global status when it develops a special role that is recognized in
every country. This might seem like stating the obvious, but it is not, for the
notion of ‘special role’ has many *facets. Such a role will be most evident in
countries where large numbers of the people speak the language as a *mother
tongue —in the case of English, this would mean the USA, Canada, Britain,
Ireland, Australia, New Zealand, South Africa, several Caribbean countries and
a *sprinkling of other territories. However, no language has ever been spoken
by a mother-tongue majority in more than a few countries (Spanish leads, in
this respect, in some twenty countries, chiefly in Latin America), so mother-
tongue use by itself cannot give a language global status. To achieve such a
status, a language has to be spoken by other countries around the world. They
must decide to give it a special place within their communities, even though
they may have few (or no) mother-tongue speakers.

There are two main ways in Which1 this can be done. Firstly, a language
can be made the official language of a country, to be used as a medium of
communication in such domains as government, the law courts, the media, and
the educational system. To get on in these societies, it is essential to master
the official language as early in life as possible. Such a language is often
described as a ‘second language’, because il is seen as a complement to a

2
person’s mother tongue, or ‘first language’. The role of an official language is

today best illustrated by English, which now has some kind of special status in
over seventy countries, such as Ghana, Nigeria, India, Singapore and Vanuatu.
This is far more than the status achieved by any other language — though
French, German, Spanish, Russian, and Arabic are among those which have
also developed a considerable official use. New political decisions on the

—= 1 — OMI1(074—11)



matter continue to be made: for example, Rwanda gave English official status
in 1996.

Secondly, a language can be made a priority in a country’s foreign-
language teaching, even though this language has no official status. It
becomes the language which children are most likely to be taught when they
arrive in school, and the one most available to adults who — for whatever
reason — never learned it, or learned it badly, in their early educational years.
Russian, for example, held privileged status for many years among the
countries of the former Soviet Union. Mandarin Chinese continues to play an
important role in Southeast Asia. English is now the language most widely
taught as a foreign language —in over 100 countries, such as China, Russia,
Germany, Spain, Egypt and Brazil—and in most of these countries it is
emerging as the chief foreign language to be encountered in schools, often
displacing another language in the process. In 1996, for example, English
replaced French as the chief foreign language in schools in Algeria (a former
French ( 7 )).

In reflecting on these observations, it is important to note that there are
several ways in which a language can be official. It may be the sole official
language of a country, or it may share this status with other languages. And
it may have a ‘semi-official’ status, being used only in certain *domains, or
taking second place to other languages while still performing certain official
roles. Many countries formally acknowledge a language’s status in their
constitution (e.g. India); some make no special mention of it (e.g. Britain). In
certain countries, the ( - ) of whether the special status should be legally
recognized is a source of considerable controversy — notably, in the USA.

Similarly, there is great variation in the reasons for choosing a particular
language as a favoured foreign language: they include historical tradition,
political *expediency, and the desire for commercial, cultural or technological
advantages. Also, even when chosen, the ‘presence’ of the language can vary
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greatly, depending on the extent to which a government or foreign-aid agency
is prepared to give adequate financial support to a language-teaching policy.
In a well-supported environment, resources will be devoted to helping people
have access to the language and learn it, through the media, libraries, schools,
and institutes of higher education. There will be an increase in the number
and quality of teachers able to teach the language. Books, tapes, computers,
telecommunication systems and all kinds of teaching materials will be
increasingly available. In many countries, however, ( 7 ) of government
support, or a shortage of foreign aid, has *hindered the achievement of
language-teaching goals.

Distinctions such as those between ‘first’, ‘second’ and ‘foreign’ language
status are useful, but we must be careful not to give them a simplistic
interpretation. In particular, it is important to avoid interpreting the distinction
between ‘second’ and ‘foreign’ language use as a difference in fluency or
ability. Although we might expect people from a country where English has
some sort of official status to be more competent in the language than those
where it has none, simply on ( I ) of greater exposure, it turns out that
this is not always so. We should note, for example, the very high levels of
fluency demonstrated by a wide range of speakers from the Scandinavian
countries and the Netherlands. But we must also beware of introducing too
sharp a distinction between first-language speakers and the others, especially
- in a world where children are being born to parents who communicate with
each other through a *lingua franca learned as a foreign language. In the
Emirates a few years ago, for example, I met a couple—a German oil
industrialist and a Malaysian — who had courted through their only common
language, English, and decided to bring up their child with English as the
primary language of the home. So here is a baby learning English as a foreign

3
language as its mother tongue. There are now many such cases around the

world, and they raise a question over the contribution that these babies will
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one day make to the language, once they grow up to be important people, for
their experiences with English will inevitably be different from those of

traditional native speakers.

L David, C. English as a Global Language. 2™ edn. (Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press. 2003) —&Btk2s
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1

Mother tongue use is not the sole factor in giving a language global
status.

A country’s official language cannot be a second language.

The development of a country’s favoured foreign language is more
strongly influenced by historical context than by financial
assistance.

A language’s status in a country is required to be established in
that country’s constitution.

Granting English an official status in the Netherlands has led to an
increase in fluency.

Official status is not required for a language to become a priority in

foreign-language teaching in a country.
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Al RE TV

You write an advice column, called Advisor Aoki, for the local
newspaper. People send you letters describing problems in their lives,

and you publish replies advising them. Today you've received the

letter below. Write your reply in English.
(The length should be between 120 and 150 words.)

Dear Advisor Aoki,

I am a Japanese female and want to marry my girlfriend. As you
know, same-sex marriage isn’t legal in Japan, though it is legal in some
other parts of the world. We want to live in a place where we can not only
marry, but also feel accepted. Since we both speak English, moving
abroad is an option for us. However, that would mean moving far from
our parents and the familiarity of Japan, which has always been our home.

Should we continue to live in Japan? Should we move to another
country where we could marry and have the same rights and protections
as other couples? Are there other options we should consider? Advisor

Aoki, I feel so confused, please guide me!

Sincerely,

Troubled-in-Nagoya
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