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The link between success at school and being able to wait for something was discovered )by accident
in the late Sixties when American psychology professor Walter Mischel carried out the now-famous
Marshmallow Test on four-year-olds. His goal was (zsimply to discover the age at which children develop
self-control. The study involved a simple proposition: every child was given a marshmallow on a plate and
told that they could eat it now if they wanted, but if they resisted temptation until the researcher came back,
they would get two marshmallows as a reward. The researcher then left the room and returned 15 minutes
later. 3yThe results broke down neatly into three groups: around a third of the children gobbled the treat
straight away; one group resisted for several minutes, but eventually gave in; and some (sjheld out for the
full 15 minutes. @ This final set wrestled with temptation, employing all sorts of tactics to (pdelay
gratification just a little longer —one kicked the table, another tugged at his hair, some turned their backs on

the treat. One girl even “shushed”™ * herself as she gazed longingly at her marshmallow, but she still resisted.

All the children desperately wanted the treat, but only some could joutsmart their desire.

The children in the study attended the same school as Professor Mischel's daughters. A few years later,
just out of interest, he happened to ask his daughters how this (9){getting / at / or / that / child / was / on /
school}, and this was when he noticed a pattern developing. The children who had waited for the second
marshmallow were [ 10 | their classmates, hands down. He dug deeper and unearthed some startling
results. The children who had grabbed the marshmallow quickly were more likely to have low self-esteem
and struggle to make friends, as well as have trouble keeping up with schoolwork. But the most astonishing
thing was the children's SAT 2 scores: at age 14, the child who had waited 15 minutes for her marshmallow

treat had an average 210-point advantage over her sweetie-grabbing friend.
#1 shush FFNIZSHED W2 SAT KEOEFEET A K

1. THE (1) OBRELTHRLBSSIDLVEDE 1~4 /15— D,
1. as aresult of a disaster
2. at someone's sacrifice
3. on purpose

4. by chance
2. THEE (2) OBKRELTRLSEIDLNLOE 1~41 D — D,
1. ecasily 2. efficiently 3. only 4. justly

3. PR (3) OEWKELTELBSSDODLWVEDE 1~4 005 — D~
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4. THEH (4) DL TWLZEELTRDBSEIDLVBDE 1~4 75— D%,
ate the marshmallow
handed a marshmallow to another child

refused to eat the marshmallow
waited
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THEEL (5) DMHELTCWAZ L E L THRLSEDLVEDEZ 1~4 75—,

1. ate the marshmallow

2. kept the marshmallow in their hands

3. showed impatience

4. waited
THED (6) ML TVAHZLELLTRHSESDLVEDE 1~4 D —DE,
1. 3FHDOYPERE 7 NV—T 2. 3FHOER

3. mEOOLEDY 4. Holt~vva~wn

THEER (7)) OERLELTELBDSIDLVEDE 1~4 )5 — D~

1. BDEATD 2. EHETICND
3. H&x15 4. B5ETD
THED (8) DEWE L TR LSEIDLNLOE 1~4 15— D,
1. ACRIZHE D 2. FEITHO
3. ARZEERD 4. FHHIZATD

. (9) ¢ YNOFEZEWPIED X 0~ 21256, 6 FBITRLEITEN, &L L
THRbLSIDLNLDZE 1~4 DD,
1. at 2. child 3. on 4. that
ZET 10 JICANDDICHRDBSSDOLNEDZ 1~4 D —DJFE~,
1. being loved by 2. outperforming
3. reassessing 4. struggling against

AIXDONELEAETLLDOL L THRLSEDLVHEDZ 1~4 05 —DFEN,

1. The research aim was to find out what tempting powers marshmallows had over children.
2.  All the children were given two marshmallows to begin with.

3. Only a third of the children found marshmallows tempting.

4. Some children had tricks to help them overcome temptation.
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College, for those who can attend, has long been considered the primary place for finding a mate, but
the means have changed since the early 1960s, when I was in college. Then, women's dormitories had what
[ 12 ] parietals, which meant that women had to be in the dorm by a certain hour at night, usually around
10 p.m. on weekdays and midnight on Saturday. You had to sign out, give the name of your date, and
azspecify where you were going. And when you returned, you had to sign in, or an administrative official
would go in search of you.

As far as I know, men did not have parietals and had more freedom than women, but their dating
behavior was also restricted. Men were expected to call women for dates at least a week in advance. They
could not just [ 14 ], but were permitted to visit the women's dorm only on certain days and only in the
sitting room,

Women could not go away for the weekend without parental permission. The school, [ 15 |, was
acting in loco parentis (in place of parents) by taking on the responsibility for their daughters. [ 16 ] the
dark ages, it was in the 1960s, just before everything changed. I know because I was expelled from Simmons
College in 1961 for staying out beyond the curfew.=* In the mid-1960s, many colleges abandoned parietals
and began to allow men to visit in the dorms and even in the bedrooms.

We never dreamed that a few decades later, there would be co-ed #2 dorms and even co-ed floors and
bathrooms. But this is probably the context in which many of you are living. Clearly, there are ample
opportunities for men and women to meet each other. [ 17 ], co-ed dorm living has had the effect of
diminishing romance rather than fostering it. You get to see each other's habits—messy rooms, wet towels
on the floor, hair in rollers, and so on—rather than the public persona. Dorm mates apparently become more
like siblings than possible partners; indeed, I have heard the term dormcest to refer to a romantic relationship
that (1s)springs up between dorm mates. While dorm mates often go out together as friends or in groups, they
usually ag)look elsewhere for someone to date.

F1  curfew P[RR F2 co-ed BIFHOD

12. Blank | 12 ] can best be filled by

1. were called 2. were known

3. were referred to 4. were named by
13. Underline (13) can best be replaced by

1. explain 2. insist 3. recognize 4. investigate
14. Blank | 14 | can best be filled by

1. drop off 2. dropon 3. drop by 4. drop out
15. Blank | 15 | can best be filled by

1. in other words 2. on the contrary

3. letalone 4. meaning that
16. Blank | 16 | can best be filled by

1. If this sounds like 2. Asiftimes were

3. No doubt about 4. In case there was
17. Blank | 17 ] can best be filled by

1. Naturally 2. Particularly 3. [Ironically 4. Extremely
18. Underline (18) CANNOT be replaced by

1. develops 2. comes into being

3. Dbounces off 4. emerges
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20.

21.

22.

Underline (19) refers to the idea of
1. looking for mates living in a different room
2. looking for people not living in one's dorm
3. looking at rooms other than the bedroom or bathroom
4. looking the other way in order to avoid dorm troubles
Which of the following statements is true about dorm life in the early 1960s as described in the text?
1. Women were not allowed to go away over the weekend.
2. There was a curfew by which women had to be back at the dorm.
3. Siblings were encouraged to live at the place of their parents.
4. Men were not allowed to visit women at their dorms.
Which of the following statements is true about present-day dorm life as described in the text?
1. Even today, dorms do not normally accommodate both male and female students.
2. It is now easier for men and women to develop romantic relationships.
3. Men and women often live together as though they were brother and sister.
4. Hygienic conditions in the rooms have gradually been improving.
Which of the following statements is NOT true about the author?
The author is female.
The author disapproves of co-ed dorms.
The author studied in the 1960s.
The author was expelled from college.
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The doors to the state’s newest medical school are already open e3technically. A gleaming building
with new labs is ready to house researchers and students. But when the state budget was approved last week,
the plans to open the medical school at the University of California's campus here were 4shelved for at
least [ 25 | year.

The compromise to close the state’s huge budget gap included cuts to state agencies of all kinds, but
ee{as/none/deep/to/ as/those/ were} the state’s public colleges and universities. The state’s two systems
were each cut by $650 million, and they each could lose $100 million more if the state’s optimistic revenue
expectations do not materialize. For both systems, the $650 million is roughly a 20 percent cut of operating
money from the state. This fall, for the first time, the University of California will take in more money from
[ 27a |]thanfrom|[ 27b ]

The state’s two-tier system has long been seen as a model of public higher education, with the
University of California’s 10 campuses as major research hubs and the California State University’s network
of 23 campuses graduating tens of thousands each year. But the cuts, which are the [ 28 | in the state’s
history, threaten to erode the system’s stellar reputation,

“There’s no question that California has had the most emulated public universities in the nation, and
for the qgrest of the world,” said Terry W. Hartle, senior vice president of the American Council on
Education. “What we are seeing is the abandonment of the state’s commitment to make California’s
education available to all its citizens.”

Tuition is expected to rise roughly 20 percent next year, justthe [ 30 ] in a series of steep increases.
Yearly in-state tuition at California State University will average about $5,500, while at the University of
California, it is expected to be $13,200 if the increases are approved this month. Programs all over the state
are being [ 31a |, star professors are [ 31b ] for colleges in other states, faculty positions are being
[ 31c ]unfilled and class sizes are | 31d ] to grow. While the state’s spending on the system is down
to a level not seen since the late 1990s, the campuses enroll tens of thousands more students.

Schools, meanwhile, are stepping up their efforts to recruit students from other states, using their
higher tuition payments to help fill the coffers 32)at the expense of California applicants.

23.  TARED (23) &R UEED technically & Ted D% 1~4 735 — DO~
1. It could soon be technically possible to produce a human being by cloning.
2. Technically, you are not allowed to bring food into the park.
3. The dance looks simple, but is technically very difficult.
4. Ryuichi Sakamoto is one of Japan’s most technically accomplished songwriters.
24, TR 24) &R UEBED shelved 2530 h D& 1~4 25—~
1. Many people are very particular about how they have their books shelved.
2.  When not one hand in the room went up, he made a motion to get the proposal shelved.
3. The north side of the island shelved gently down to the sea.
4. A well shelved cupboard prevents time consumed in looking for things.

25. ZEAT] 25 JICANDDITERBSZIDOLWVEDE 1~4 )5 — D,

1. the other 2. asingle 3. another 4. one other

26. (26) { } NOGEZEWRNES L9 IO 56, 1 BEISEDEEX SN, &L
LTEHLBSEDLNEDE 1~4 b —DE,
1. deep 2. none 3. those 4. to
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30.
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32.

ZEAT] 27a ][ 27b JIWCANDDICEDLSIDOLWHASDOEE 1~4 05—,

1. [27a] student tuition [27b] state finances

2. [27a] state finances [27b] student tuition

3. [27a] student tuition [27b] donations from supporters

4. [27a] donations from supporters [27b] student tuition

ZZHT [ 28 JICANDDICHE RN DX END, B2 x 1~4 05—~
1. tallest 2. largest 3. deepest 4. biggest

THRED (29) LR UEMRD rest Z&iet DZ& 1~4 725 — D~

1. Ineed a rest from all these problems.

2. The ball came to rest under a tree.

3. The beginning is boring, but the rest is interesting.

4. Rest assured that we will take your views into consideration.

ZEATL 30 JICANDDIZHKBLSEZDLWNEDE 1~4 )05 — D~
1. last 2. least 3. soonest 4. latest

ZZAT] 31a ][ 31b ][ 31c J[ 31d JICANDDIZEKLSID LWHAEDOEEZ 1~
45— D,

1. [31a] shuttered [31b] continuing [31c] left [31d] leaving

2. [31a]left [31b] leaving [31c] shuttered [31d] continuing
3. [3la]left [31b] continuing [31c] leaving [31d] shuttered
4. [31a] shuttered [31b] leaving [31c] left [31d] continuing

THEER 32) DEHRAAR L LTRDLSEDLVEDE 1~4 005 — D~
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A striking feature of most, if not all, animal communication is the lack of a symbolic structure. Most
of the complexity in animal communication can be explained by the fact that listeners are 33)apt at extracting
information from signals, while the sender does not always intend to provide that information. Further
analyses of the structure of animal communication need to take into account that both the acquisition and
the performance of vocal behavior differ substantially between different taxa.™* In terrestrial mammals, the
structure of the utterances is generally considered to be innate, | 34 ] songbirds have to learn (based on
innate biases) their species-specific songs. Some animals produce series of repetitions of the same sound
(e.g., the croaking of a frog), whereas others utter strings of different notes, often composed into higher-
order structures. The structure of both birdsong and humpback whale ®2 songs has been explored. One of
the most elaborate singers among the songbirds, the nightingale, commands up to 200 song types, with each
consisting of a succession of several elements or notes. [ 35 |, the song of a typical nightingale may have
up to 1000 different elements. Thus, the number of combinatorial signals is effectively smaller than the
elements which make up the signal. a6y The same appears to be true for humpback whales, and is strikingly
different from human language, in which the number of words is orders of magnitude [ 37 | the number
of possible sentences. The most elaborate bird and whale song exploits two main devices: repetition of
syllables or phrases, and sequencing of up to about seven separate units (perhaps iterated =2 ) into a single
phrase, itself perhaps iterated. Most significantly, bird and whale songs are combinatorial but not
semantically compositional in the sense that the elements that make up the utterances carry specific
meaning.

Perplexingly, the utterances of nonhuman primates are much less @syelaborate than that of songbirds
or whales, with the notable exception of gibbon ®* song, despite the fact that nonhuman primates do not
simply utter signal calls, but rather bouts of several calls. The question is (a) whether such sequences can be

described in terms of syntactical =°

rules, and (b) whether they allow listeners to attribute differential
meaning based on the combination of different call units. The first point can be largely refuted as sequences
do not follow fully predictable patterns; instead, signal combinations can be described more appropriately

in probabilistic terms. 39y There is, however, good evidence for the second point. Since most monkey and

ape species have relatively small repertoires, this constraint may have favored listeners’ abilities to process
signal combinations. On the production side, it remains unclear whether the processes that give rise to
heterotypic call sequences (i.e., successions of different call types) are fundamentally different from those
that lead to series of the same call.

A1 taxon [H3JHEAL] OEEIE £2 humpback whale ' ho 27 TF
£ 3 iterate RV IXT H4 gibbon TSIV £ 5 syntactical SCIEAY7R

33. TR @) ZEIHMZIDIIHELSIDLNEDE 1~4 05— D~

1. excel 2. prone 3. good 4. liable
34. ZEFT[ 34 | EMOOIELSIDLVEDE 1~4 15— DR,

1. if 2. unless 3. even 4. while
35. ZEFT| 35 | EMOIDICHR LSS DOLVEDE 1~4 75—,

1. Altogether 2. In contrast 3. Naturally 4. For once
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1. WEMERT H2EFEOHN, HKOEL L Dnz

AR T HDEROITN, HOKLY HZ N &,

WL L0/ S TR TR OBRRN DRV Lo TN D T &,
4, WIEIFR—DFF OBV B LNLKY SL->TWDH I &,

ZEEF ] 37 | &ZMO DICHRDSEDLNEDE 1~4 75—~

w

1. more than 2. as many as 3. aslittle as 4. less than
TR (38) ZEE A D DICH S RV DT END, BXE 1~470D—DiE,
1. intricate 2. complex

3. sophisticated 4. meaningful

THE (39) ONFEL L TR BSEIDLNEDE 1~4 7D — D%,

1. BREOREE FIISOEMZRBRIMERFET 2RHL1 & 5,

2. TREOWEFIETSUEN R BRIMEDRFIE LR WEELA H 5,

3. |EEIIBEFOMAEDOEIZL > TEREZXHI L TWDHIHLAH 5,

4. FBRIBITEHEFOMAE DI L 2 BRO XN R WGELS & 5,

AKLXOHAEEAETDHHOLLTROSSDODLVLDE 1~4 )b — DN,

1. Animal communication is generally considered to be based on a symbolic system.

2. Different animals undergo different processes in acquiring their communication systems.

3. Bird songs are similar to human language in that both exploit a combinatorial device to produce
a virtually unlimited number of signals.

4. Whale songs are different from human language in that only the latter has the ability to combine
separate units into a single phrase.
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Milka:

Tetra:
Milka:
Tetra:
Milka:

Tetra:
Milka:

Tetra:
Milka:

@nThe sun is shining. The birds are singing. 42 Do you really have to be on SNS while we're walking through
this park?

Yeah, if [ don't answer right away, my friends will wonder what I’'m doing.

Watch out! You almost bumped into that old lady.

Oh, I always look up at the last moment.

Everybody else has to @gscurry out of your way would @sbe more like it. And uedon't you think it's rude to
the person you’re with not to be paying any attention to them?

Most of my friends would be doing the same thing, so I don’t think they’d notice.

It’s not 4nlike I’'m against computers and email. I spend most of my time in front of the computer when I’m at
home. I have a homepage and four email accounts. And I use Wikipedia and refer to Google a dozen times a

day when I’'m online. But when I’m outside, I want to experience the real world —1 don’t want to be half here
and half there.

I think that being online most of the time now is the standard way of life.

@s)Unfortunately, you may be right.

41. Milka says underline (41) because

1. she wants Tetra to closely listen to the birds of the countryside.

2. Tetra seems distracted by her problems, so Milka wants to cheer her up.
3. she wants to complain about the sunlight and birdsong to Tetra.

4. she thinks that when one is outside, one should experience the real world.

42. Milka says underline (42) because

1. she thinks that Tetra needs to be on SNS.

2. she doesn’t want to know if Tetra needs to be on SNS.
3. she thinks that Tetra doesn’t need to be on SNS.

4. she wants to know if Tetra needs to be on SNS.

43. From the exchange between Milka and Tetra, we may infer that

1. Milka is not concerned that Tetra may bump into someone, and neither is Tetra.
2. Milka is not concerned that she may bump into someone, but Tetra is.

3. Milka is concerned that she may bump into someone, and so is Tetra.

4. Milka is concerned that Tetra may bump into someone, but Tetra isn’t.

44. Underline (44) can be inferred to mean

1.

move quickly 2. climb 3. move slowly 4. crawl

45. Underline (45) can be paraphrased as

1. be closer to the truth
2. be more likely to do it
3. be beyond dispute

4. be more alike than everybody else
46. Underline (46) can be paraphrased as

1. Do you believe it’s rude?

2. You think it’s rude, don’t you?
3. You ought to realize it’s rude.
4. You probably think it’s rude.

47. The strongest accented part in underline (47) is

1.

like 2. I'm 3. against 4. computers

-10 -
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49.

50.

In Milka’s last statement, underline (48) ,

1. she denies that being online most of the time is normal.

2. she regrets the fact that being online most of the time is normal.

3. she wonders whether being online most of the time is normal.

4. she approves of the fact that being online most of the time is normal.
Milka’s overall attitude can best be summarized by saying that

1. she is unable to accept or deal with IT devices.

2. she is deeply involved with IT devices.

3. she is not against computers but against email.

4. she wants to be offline when out of the house.

Tetra’s overall attitude can best be summarized by saying that

1. she finds it perfectly natural to be online most of the time.

2. she does not want to understand the attractions of sunlight and birdsong.
3. she doesn’t enjoy being out of the house.

4. she is hardly concerned about what her friends think.

L T & B)
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