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In 1962, one observer believed that America was on the brink of a spiritual breakthrough. But
that’s not how things have turned out. What a joy it would be to show the America of 2015 to
Edward T. Chase.

Chase, the author of a 1962 Atlantic essay titled “Money Isn’t Everything,” was positively [1](1.
realistic 2. demanding 3. euphoric) as he observed the cultural changes of the post-war period.
“It is my belief,” he wrote, “that in fact we in the United States are evolving beyond the ‘consumption
society’—one that has mastered the problems of production—and are approaching a new order of
society, the society of self-realization.” Via the alchemy of mass prosperity combined with mass
education, Americans, Chase explained, were losing their narrow-minded focus on material success,
and were instead developing an appreciation for culture, conservation, and jobs that provided

“self-fulfillment” [2](1. against 2. over 3. under) financial remuneration.

His evidence: a massive increase in spending on “culture,” a doubling in how much Americans
spent on books between 1955 and 1961, an increase of 29 percent in library-book circulation over a
five-year period, a boom in paperback sales, an explosion in the number of museums and in museum

attendance, a rise in a desire to pursue “intrinsically important work,” and on and on.
Man, if this guy could see today.

By one measure, “arts and cultural production” today [3](1. accounts 2. compensates 3.
makes up) for 4.3 percent of GDP, or nearly $700 billion. Many, many more Americans read books
today than did at mid-century (and young people are reading more than their parents and grandparents
did). There are now some 35,000 museums across the country, The Washington Post reports.
Museum attendance is huge. According to the American Alliance of Museums, “there are
approximately 850 million visits each year to American museums, more than the attendance for all
major-league sporting events and theme parks [4](1. accompanied 2. accumulated 3. combined).”

Both the number and percentage of Americans who have graduated from college continue to rise.

And then there’s the Internet. Chase would have been shocked by the Internet. Essentially

free access to all the world’s information from a device two-thirds of Americans have in their pockets.
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And yet, [5](1. optimism 2. pessimism 3. consumerism) like Edward T. Chase’s occupies
little territory in the landscape of today’s sentiments, in which cynicism, contempt, and indifference

tend to [6](1. dissipate 2. diverge 3. dominate).

Perhaps this is because Chase was wrong. A half-century of cultural edification has passed,
and this country is still [7](1. accompanied 2. preoccupied 3. sprinkled) with money and material
accumulation. Even the wealthiest are working more hours than they were three decades ago—the
very people who are at financial liberty to ease up on work a bit and [8](1. dissociate from 2. do
away with 3. indulge in) some of the nonmaterial consumption Chase idealized. Consumption, not

culture, has triumphed as though the two were ever separate phenomena to begin with.

It’s not only that. America’s gloomy national mood is a reasonable response to very real and
very deep problems. [9](l. Because of 2. Despite 3. Thanks to) the country’s prosperity and
astonishing technological advances, wages have stagnated, segregation endures, women still [10](1.
lag behind 2. linger on 3. tag along) professionally, and the climate has been dangerously
destabilized. There’s no need to continue this list when any perusal of a newspaper will suffice.

Unmitigated optimism today is the song of the naive.

But a bit of singing is nevertheless warranted. Because for all its troubles, the world today is

still a marvel—one that’s all too easily taken for granted.
—Based on Rosen, R.J. (2015, July 24). The triumph of consumerism. The Arlantic.

[11] What is meant by the term “a new order of society” as used in the 2™ paragraph?
1. A society in which people place top priority on material success and accumulation of wealth.

2. A society in which people are more concerned with self-realization and self-fulfillment.

W

. A society in which people focus on financial remuneration more than anything else.

I

. A society in which people enjoy not only mass prosperity but also mass education.

[12] Which of the following best represents the author’s view on a “half-century of cultural

edification” as mentioned in the 8" paragraph?

1. Cultural edification would have been impossible without the promotion of higher education.

2. As envisioned by Chase, the increase in cultural edification has contributed to a decrease in
consumerism.

3. Despite the fact that people have easy access to a variety of cultural opportunities, it does not seem
to have eradicated materialism.

4. The Internet has made the greatest contribution to cultural edification by making possible free

access to the world’s information.




[13] In the 8™ paragraph, the author states “the wealthiest are working more hours than they were three

decades ago” in order to show that

1. cultural edification has had a great impact on the majority of less wealthy people, but not on the
most wealthy.

2. the wealthiest people are invariably hard-working; thus, they are entitled to enjoy nonmaterial
consumption.

3. even the wealthiest cannot sustain their cultural activities unless they work more hours than before.

4. money and material accumulation remain an important concern even for those who are already

wealthy.

[14] Which of the following best represents the author’s view on today’s America?

1. It is futile to dwell on the problems of today; instead, people should learn to have unmitigated
optimism.

2. The country is faced with a number of serious problems, yet we shouldn’t be all that pessimistic
about the present situation.

3. The country is entrenched with all sorts of devastating problems, so much so that people cannot see
a bright future ahead of them.

4. The country is enjoying a high level of prosperity and technological advances, which will

eventually eradicate many of the problems faced today.

[15] From this article, we can assume that the author

1. seems to be amused by the fact that Chase’s 1962 essay failed to predict the American society of
today.

2. thinks highly of Chase because he was able to envision the kind of society that America would
strive for in as early as 1962.

3. tries to maintain as neutral and impersonal a position as possible in order to be objective in his
evaluation of Chase’s prediction.

4. attempts to make a scapegoat of Chase by accusing him of something he is not responsible for.
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Researchers all over the world have been trying to measure happiness for decades. They have
conducted surveys partly to determine what makes people happy and partly to gauge social progress.
One of the things these surveys tell us is that, not surprisingly, people in rich countries are happier
than people in poor countries. [16](1. Alternatively 2. Obviously 3. Unexpectedly), money
matters. But these surveys also reveal that money doesn’t matter as much as you might think. Once
a society’s level of per capita wealth crosses a [17](1. hedge 2. mark 3. threshold) from poverty
to adequate subsistence, further increases in national wealth have almost no effect on happiness. You
find as many happy people in Poland as in Japan, for example, even though the average Japanese is

almost ten times richer than the average Pole.

If we look at happiness within a nation at different times, we find the same story. In the last
forty years, the per capita income of Americans has more than doubled. The percentage of homes
with dishwashers has increased from 9 percent to 50 percent. The percentage of homes with
air-conditioning has increased from 15 percent to 73 percent. But this does not mean we have more
happy people. Even more [18](1. comforting 2. devastating 3. striking), in Japan, per capita
wealth has increased by a factor of five in the last forty years, again with no measurable increase in the

level of individual happiness.

But if money doesn’t do it for people, what does? What seems to be the most important factor
in [19](1. adopting 2. eliminating 3. promoting) happiness is close social relations. People who
are married, who have good friends, and who are close to their families are happier than those who are
not. Being connected to others seems to be much more important to subjective well-being than being
rich. But a word of caution is [20](1. at stake 2. in order 3. on demand). We know with
certainty that there is a relationship between being able to connect socially and being happy. It is less
clear, however, which is the cause and which is the effect. Miserable people are surely less likely
than happy people to have close friends, devoted family, and [21](1. endangered 2. enduring 3.
entrusted) marriages. So it is possible that happiness comes first and close relations come second.
What seems likely to me is that the causality works both ways: happy people attract others to them,
and being with others makes people happy.

What’s puzzling here is that close social ties actually decrease freedom, choice, and autonomy,
which presumably [22](1. constitute 2. recognize 3. reorganize) important elements for happiness.

For example, to be someone’s friend is to undertake weighty responsibilities that may limit your own
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freedom. So, what seems to contribute most to happiness binds us rather than liberates us.
Obviously, it is [23](1. imperative 2. justifiable 3. naive) to maintain that freedom of choice

automatically leads to happiness.

Political scientist Robert Lane maintains that the growth of material affluence has not brought
with it an increase in subjective well-being. He points out that we are experiencing a significant
decrease in well-being as [24](1. enforced 2. evidenced 3. triggered) by the fact that the rate of
clinical depression has more than tripled over the last two generations. According to Lane, we are
achieving increased affluence and increased freedom [25](1. at the sacrifice of 2. in addition to 3.
under the guise of) social relations. - We earn more and spend more, but we spend less time with
others. And this adds to our burden of choice. As Lane writes: “What was once given by
neighborhood and work now must be achieved; people have had to make their own friends...and
actively cultivate their own family connections.” In other words, our social fabric is no longer a

birthright but has become a series of deliberate and demanding choices.
—Based on Schwartz, B. (2004). The paradox of choice. New York: HarperCollins Publishers Inc.

[26] According to the article, which of the following is true?

1. The level of material affluence has no impact on the level of subjective well-being.

2. People can attain a high level of subjective well-being if they learn to live a frugal life.

3. People’s sense of well-being is determined by the level of national wealth only to a certain extent.
4. As a society’s level of per capita wealth increases, people’s sense of well-being increases

proportionately.

[27] The author makes reference to the Polish and the Japanese in the 1* paragraph in order to show
that

1. the level of national wealth of Poland is significantly lower than that of Japan.

2. the level of national wealth of Poland is just about the same as that of Japan.

3. further economic development will result in increased happiness.

4. the level of national wealth is not a clear indicator of happiness.

[28] According to the article, which of the following is true?

1. Poor people tend to form fewer social ties than society’s more affluent people.
2. It has been proven that happiness brings about close social ties.

3. It is assumed that close social ties are the main cause of happiness.

4. There is some relationship between close social connection and personal well-being.
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[29] According to the 4™ and 5™ paragraphs, which of the following is true?

1.

W

Having to make many choices can be a burden, which may contribute to decreased subjective

well-being.

. The best way to cope with an increase in the rate of clinical depression is to allow people more

freedom of choice.

. Having unlimited freedom of choice, rather than the growth of material affluence, tends to promote

subjective well-being.

. The growth of material affluence is responsible for a rapid increase in the rate of clinical

depression.

[30] What does Robert Lane mean when he states that “our social fabric is no longer a birthright”, as

mentioned in the 5™ paragraph?

1.
2.

We cannot take it for granted that modern society will provide us with social ties that support us.
The basic structure of our society is such that we cannot take it for granted that we are born with

human rights.

3. Our society no longer provides us with our basic needs like food, clothes, and shelter.

. Our society does not allow us to enjoy happiness and prosperity which should be guaranteed as an

important part of our birthright.
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Is garbage collection different from other public services? To answer this question, let us
consider a simple hypothetical situation. Suppose a city agreed to provide its residents with all the
food they wished to consume, prepared in the manner they specified, and delivered to their homes for
a flat, monthly fee that was independent of what or how much they ate. What are the likely
consequences of this city food-delivery service? Most likely, people in the city would begin to eat
more, because the size of their food bill would be independent of the amount they ate. They would
also be more likely to consume lobster and filet mignon rather than fish sticks and hamburger because,
[61](1. again 2. already 3. yet), the cost to them would be independent of their menu selections.
Soon the city’s budget would be astronomical, and either the monthly fee or taxes would have to be
increased. People from other communities might even begin moving to the city just to partake of this
wonderful service. Within a short time, the city would face a food crisis as it [62](1. turned to 2.
managed to 3. sought to) cope with providing an ever-increasing amount of food from a city budget

that can no longer handle the financial burden.

If this story sounds [63](1. realistic 2. silly 3. urgent) to you, just change “food delivery” to
“garbage pickup;” what we have just described is the way most cities in the U.S. have historically
operated their municipal garbage-collection services. The result during the 1990s was the appearance
of a garbage crisis, with overflowing landfills, homeless garbage barges, and drinking water wells said
to be polluted with the [64](1. runaway 2. rundown 3. runoff) from trash heaps. This seeming
crisis—to the extent it existed—was fundamentally no different from the food crisis just described.
The problem was not that almost nobody wants garbage or that garbage can have adverse
environmental effects, [65](1. in case 2. or even that 3. so that) we had too much garbage. The
problem lay in that we often do not put prices on garbage in the way we put prices on the goods that

generate the garbage.

Landfills are considered the final resting place for most of our garbage, [66](1. although 2. as
long as 3. because) incineration is also widely used in some areas, particularly in the Northeast,
where land values are high. Both methods began [67](1. falling 2. getting 3. taking) out of favor
with people who lived near these facilities, as NIMBY (“not in my backyard”) attitudes spread across
the land. Federal, state, and local regulations also made it increasingly difficult to establish new

waste disposal facilities or even to keep old ones [68](1. off 2. operating 3. out). Environmental
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concerns forced the closure of many landfills throughout the country and prevented others from ever

beginning operations.

To reduce the need for waste disposal, [69](1. carrying 2. holding 3. pushing) recycling
became a major campaign. For a while, it seemed that recycling was going to take care of what
appeared to be a worsening trash problem. In 1987, for example, old newspapers were selling for as
much as $100 per ton, and many municipalities felt that the answer to their financial woes and garbage
troubles was at hand. Yet as more communities began putting mandatory recycling laws into [70] (1.
a frame 2. effect 3. words), the prices for recycled trash began to plummet. Over the next five
years, 3,500 communities in more than half the states had some form of mandatory residential
recycling; the resulting increase in the supply of used newsprint meant that communities were soon
having to pay to have the stuff [71](1. carted 2. given 3. kept) away. For glass, the story is much
the same. The market value of the used material is [72](1. above 2. below 3. between) the cost of
collecting and sorting it. Numerous states have acted to increase the demand for old newsprint by
requiring locally published newspapers to have a minimum content of recycled newsprint. Because
of these [73](1. mandates 2. materials 3. values), the recycling rate for newsprint has doubled over
the past twenty years, but the current rate of 70 percent is thought by many experts to be about the

practical maximum.

Recycling raises significant issues that were often ignored during the early rush to embrace the
concept. For example, the production of 100 tons of de-inked fiber from old newsprint produced
about 40 tons of sludge that must be disposed of somehow. Although the total volume of material is
reduced, the [74](1. concentrated 2. dissipated 3. evaporated) form of what is left can make it more
costly to dispose of properly. Similarly, recycling paper is unlikely to save trees, for most virgin
newsprint (newsprint made from raw wood) is made from trees planted expressly for that purpose and
harvested as a crop; if recycling increases, many of these trees simply will not be planted. Moreover,
most virgin newsprint is made in Canada, using clean hydroelectric power. Makers of newsprint in
the United States often use [75](1. eco-friendly 2. higher-polluting 3. profit-making) energy such
as coal. Thus one potential negative side effect of recycling is the switch from hydroelectric power

to fossil fuels.

Ultimately, two issues must be solved when it comes to trash. First, what do we do with it
once we have it? Second, how do we reduce the amount of it that we have? The fact of the matter
is that in many areas of the country, population densities are high and land is expensive. Hence, a
large amount of trash is produced, and it is expensive to dispose of [76](1. globally 2. in a distant
place 3. locally). In contrast, there are some areas of the country where there are relatively few

people around to produce garbage, where land for disposal facilities is cheap, and where wide-open
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spaces [77](1. accelerate 2. compound 3. minimize) any potential air-pollution hazards associated
with incinerators. The sensible thing to do, it would seem, is to have the states that produce most of
the trash ship it to states where it can be most efficiently disposed of—[78](1. for 2.in 3. on) a
price, of course. This is already being done to an extent, but residents of potential recipient states
are—{79](1. broad-mindedly 2. logically speaking 3. not surprisingly)—concerned, lest they end
up being the garbage capitals of the nation. Yet Wisconsin, which imports more than a million tons
of garbage each year, is demonstrating that it is possible to get rid of the trash without trashing the
neighborhood. Landfill operators in Wisconsin are now required to send water monitoring reports to
neighbors and to maintain the landfills for forty years after closure. Operators have also guaranteed
the value of neighboring homes to gain the [80](1. benefit 2. permission 3. safety) of nearby
residents and in some cases have purchased homes to quiet neighbors’ objections. These features all
add to the cost of operating landfills, but as long as prospective customers are willing to pay the price
and neighboring residents are satisfied with their protections—and so far these conditions appear to

have been met—it would seem tough to argue with the outcome.

-—Based on Miller, R. L., Benjamin, D. K., & North, D. C. 2010. The economics of public issues (16® Ed.).

Pearson.

[81] The story of food delivery is introduced in the 1% paragraph to show
1. the problem intrinsic to free garbage pick-up.

2. the ever-increasing amount of food and garbage.

3. the benefits of free food delivery with no constraints.

4. the essential differences between food delivery and garbage pick-up.

[82] What does the author suggest when using “seeming” in the phrase “this seeming crisis” in the 2™
paragraph?
1. The crisis was nothing but a hypothetical one.
2. This was a crisis which had been described objectively.
. Alarge amount of evidence shows that this was a crisis.

3
4. The crisis may have been perceived as worse than it was.

[83] According to the article, a garbage crisis appeared during the 1990s mainly because
1. landfills became too full to dispose of garbage.

2. garbage collection services were offered at a flat rate.

3. the amount of garbage surpassed the handling capacity.

4. garbage started to have negative effects on the environment.



[84] Which of the following is NOT a factor that makes garbage disposal difficult, according to the 3™
paragraph?

1. People’s unwillingness to accept garbage disposal facilities.

2. General concerns about the environment.

3. Strict regulations.

4. Incineration.

[85] Which of the following is true of recycling as stated in the 4% paragraph?
1. The mandatory recycling laws were effective in solving garbage troubles.
2. The benefit of the recycled material does not exceed the cost of it.

3. The used newsprint was reused in a financially beneficial way.

4. The recycling campaign worked better for glass than for paper.

[86] Which of the following is NOT mentioned in the 4" paragraph as a consequence of making
residential recycling mandatory?

1. The supply of used material went up.

2. The market price of used material went down.

3. The prices of local newspapers went down.

4. Newspapers were required to use recycled paper.

[87] What does the phrase “the early rush to embrace the concept” in the 5" paragraph mean?
1. People moved quickly in order to understand the idea of recycling.

2. People thought it was too early to consider the idea of recycling.

3. People acted with great haste to accept the idea of recycling.

4. People competitively claimed that recycling was their idea.

[88] Why does the author suggest that we should rethink the cost of garbage collection?
1. The amount of garbage will soon reach an unbearable level.

2. Garbage is no different from the things we consume every day.

3. Garbage is a recyclable, precious resource for making other goods.

4. Garbage eventually leads to financial stability if exported properly.

[89] What does the statement “it would seem tough to argue with the outcome™ mean in the 6®
paragraph?

1. The outcome seems indisputable.

2. No one is willing to accept the outcome.

. The outcome seems hard to explain.

(V8]

4. The negotiation has no outcome.




[90] The case of Wisconsin is introduced in the 6® paragraph in order to show that
1. the cost of operating landfills will easily reach the limit.

2. no state can tolerate the garbage that the throwaway economy produces.

3. importing garbage will change the state into the garbage capital of the nation.

4

. imported garbage can be disposed of without damaging the state’s reputation.



