Day 10. Final Test

Reading Passage

Sometimes, new species result in several negative Note-Taking
consequences, so the government is considering a law
to restrict importing, buying, and selling of non-native
species of animals. However, this law should not be
implemented. There are some reasons to oppose the

law.

First of all, the law can be used to force pet owners to
give up ownership of their pets. This law can have
immediate effects on pet owners who currently have
non-native species animals. The law to prevent the
introduction of any non-native animals is of great
concern to pet owners because they have to worry

about their animal.

Second, implementing the law is expensive because
conducting studies to find out whether non-native
species cause damage when they are released to the
wild requires a lot of money. A variety of new animals,
ranging from a marine species, such as the zebra
mussel, to pets, have been introduced or transported
to the US intentionally or accidently, and it costs a lot
to investigate the consequences of their release to the
wild.

Another reason to oppose this law is that the law is not
reasonable because it applies a single standard to the
entire country. For example, Brazilian rabbits cannot
survive long in northern parts of the US simply because
the regions are too cold for them to survive. Therefore,

it is unreasonable to apply the law to the entire US.

= Reasons why the law to forbid the importation of non-native species should not be

implemented



Listening Passage

Note-Taking

Listening Script
It looks like the law to put restrictions on the
importation of non-native species is reasonable. The
points that opponents of the importation argue seem
plausible. However, the reasons mentioned in the
reading are not all that convincing; in fact, the law is

very good.

Umm, first of all, this law has almost no effect on
pet owners because the law is applied to only
additional imports and sales, I mean, in the future,
people will not be allowed to purchase non-native
species of animals. But, this does not mean that
the law affects pet owners who now own these
animals. So, there is no need for the pet owners to

worry about this law.

Note-Taking




Yes, it is true that it costs a lot of money to conduct
the studies, but you know, these studies are worth
conducting because this research can prevent further
financial loss from non-native species, for instance, a
huge snake, called Besuma snake.. Umm BES UM A
snake, imported from Asia, destroyed native species in
Florida. In other words, the cost of restoring damage
that these non-native species do to native species
would be far greater than that of doing research on the

species.

I do not agree with the reading’s argument. Why? I
think the law is reasonable because non-native species

can be dangerous to native species everywhere. For
example, the Brazilian rabbits mentioned in the reading
transmitted a deadly virus, called mysthxo virus, Umm
MY STH X O virus, to native species and killed 99%
of them. I mean, even though the species cannot live in
a cold habitat, the virus can be transmitted to cold
regions of the US. So, there should not be an exception

to this law.

Question Summarize the points made in the lecture you just heard, explaining how they cast

doubt on the points made in the reading.

Summary




Sample Answer A

The reading and the lecture both talk about whether the law to forbid the importation of
non-native species is good or bad. The reading says that the law should not be implemented.

However, the lecturer argues that the reasons mentioned in the reading are not convincing.

Firstly, the lecturer claims that this law does not affect pet owners who have non-native
animals now. This contradicts the reading, which states that this law should not be implemented
because it has negative effects on pet owners. According to the lecture, pet owners who
presently own non-native species have nothing to worry about because the law can be applied
to only additional imports and sales.

Secondly, in the reading, the author argues that this law is bad because it costs a lot.
Although the lecturer admits that it costs a lot to do research on non-native species, he claims
that the cost of doing such research is much lower than the cost of restoring damage that newly
introduced species cause to native species. He takes a certain snake introduced to the States
as an example. The snake has destroyed native species, so the cost of restoring the destruction

is far greater than the cost of doing research on the snake.

Thirdly, the reading goes on to say that this law should not be implemented because
it is not reasonable. However, the lecturer makes an opposing point to this claim. The point is
that this law is reasonable. As an example, the lecturer points to Brazilian rabbits. Although the
animals cannot inhabit a cold area, the animals can spread a deadly virus. This means that the

idea of applying the law to the whole country is reasonable.

Sample Answer B

The reading and the lecture both talk about whether the law to forbid the importation of
non-native species is good or bad. The reading says that the law should not be implemented.

However, the lecturer argues that the reasons mentioned in the reading are not convincing.

First of all, the reading states that this law should not be implemented because it has
negative effects on pet owners. On the contrary, the lecturer disagrees with this statement. He
claims that pet owners who currently own introduced species have nothing to worry about. This
is because the law can be applied to only additional imports and sales. For this reason, the
lecturer comes to the conclusion that this law does not affect pet owners who have non-native

animals now.



Next, in the reading, the author argues that this law is bad because it costs a lot. Although
the lecturer admits that it costs a lot to do research on non-native species, he claims that the
cost of doing such research is much lower than the cost of restoring damage that introduced
species cause to native species. He takes a certain snake introduced to the States as an example.
The snake has destroyed native species, so the cost of restoring the destruction is far greater
than the cost of doing research on the snake.

Finally, the reading goes on to say that this law should not be implemented because it is
not reasonable. For instance, although Brazilian rabbits cannot live in cold areas, this law will be
applied everywhere in the States. However, the lecturer makes an opposing point to this claim.
The point is that this law is reasonable. According to the lecture, although the animals
mentioned in the reading cannot inhabit a cold area, the animals can spread a deadly virus. This

means that the idea of applying the law everywhere is reasonable.
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Sometimes, new species result in several negative
consequences, so the government is considering a
law to restrict importing, buying, and selling of
non-native species of animals. However, this law
should not be implemented. There are some
reasons to oppose the law.

First of all, the law can be used to force pet
owners to give up ownership of their pets. This law
can have immediate effects on pet owners who
currently have non-native species animals. The law
to prevent the introduction of any non-native
animals is of great concern to pet owners because

they have to worry about their animal.

Second, implementing the law is expensive
because conducting studies to find out whether
non-native species cause damage when they are
released to the wild requires a lot of money. A
variety of new animals, ranging from a marine
species, such as the zebra mussel, to pets, have
been introduced or transported to the US
intentionally or accidently, and it costs a lot to
investigate the consequences of their release to
the wild.

Another reason to oppose this law is that the law
is not reasonable because it applies a single
standard to the entire country. For example,
Brazilian rabbits cannot survive long in northern
parts of the US simply because the regions are too
cold for them to survive. Therefore, it is
unreasonable to apply the law to the entire US.
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Lecture Script|

LEQIEl Zo| 492 Kolst= He siz|do=z It looks like the law to put restrictions on the
HOICE 1 £=Q& HiC|dl= AFRMES0| FRSH= importation of non-native species is reasonable.
Olf=2 OEETH ANE EQICt SIX|Gt, The points that opponents of the importation
X 20|M QEE OlF=2 ™3 d530| giCh argue seem plausible. However, the reasons
AtA, O HEe 0| L} mentioned in the reading are not all that
convincing; in fact, the law is very good.
g, FAECIE, O] B2 FUtAOl £t Umm, first of all, this law has almost no effect on
oHofof 2t ®M-80| 7| Uj20] Ot pet owners because the law is applied to only
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JHE oA =2 TS0 AH = Fekg Ojkict= the law affects pet owners who now own these
ZAE QO8I El =Lt A8 B2 ot=sE animals. So, there is no need for the pet owners to
ZO|IE0| O] Ho| CHSHA A™T TQ 7} Qict worry about this law.

d2f, O 93 E $£ddl= A2 =0| B0 E= Yes, it is true that it costs a lot of money to

ZHe AFAO|X|TH, LLCIA|T| OlE{et HAREL, 02 conduct the studies, but you know, these studies
£0{, OIA|OIZ2EE %= H|=0F gio|2t 22| are worth conducting because this research can
Z{CHst Hio| E22|Clo| MHEESE =0|= At prevent further financial loss from non-native
20| QIEIZEC2EEH 2 O 2 4N&™ 4SS species, for instance, a huge snake, called Besuma
= = Q7| R0 Algotst 74K 7F QUCH snake... Umm B E S U M A snake, imported from
CIA| 23lf, o|3t Q2iZ0| MeiZoAH Ll Asia, destroyed native species in Florida. In other
LsfE 24st= HEO0| O HS=2 d+st= O words, the cost of restoring damage that these
L HEECH 2M 2 Z{o|C} non-native species do to native species would be

far greater than that of doing research on the

species.
Lt= X290 0| So|sX| &=Lt 2f2l7t? I do not agree with the reading’s argument. Why? 1
L= 1 Ho| 22fE=0|] RE 29| 2= ofA| think the law is reasonable because non-native
st £~ Q7| WEo ee|&o|2tn Adzisich species can be dangerous to native species
O SH, X|20|AM AZE HEE EVES everywhere. For example, the Brazilian rabbits
“mysthxo"2t= X|HZEQl HO|HAE I Z 0| A| mentioned in the reading transmitted a deadly
410, 159 99%E =Lt =, HIE 1 S50 virus, called mysthxo virus, Umm MYSTH X O
=2 MAIXIOAM A £ QeX|2tE, O Ho|glAaLs virus, to native species and killed 99% of them. I
029 BE =2 x|go=z Ho|E %= QC}. mean, even though the species cannot live in a
Je2jA O] Ho| o|Q= 810{0f StC}. cold habitat, the virus can be transmitted to cold

regions of the US. So, there should not be an

exception to this law.
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The reading and the lecture both talk about
whether the law to forbid the importation of non-
native species is good or bad. The reading says
that the law should not be implemented. However,
the lecturer argues that the reasons mentioned in
the reading are not convincing.

Firstly, the lecturer claims that this law does not
affect pet owners who have non-native animals
now. This contradicts the reading, which states that
this law should not be implemented because it has
negative effects on pet owners. According to the
lecture, pet owners who presently own non-native
species have nothing to worry about because the
law can be applied to only additional imports and
sales.

Secondly, in the reading, the author argues that
this law is bad because it costs a lot. Although the
lecturer admits that it costs a lot to do research
on non-native species, he claims that the cost of
doing such research is much lower than the cost
of restoring damage that newly introduced species
cause to native species. He takes a certain snake
introduced to the States as an example. The snake
has destroyed native species, so the cost of
restoring the destruction is far greater than the
cost of doing research on the snake.

Thirdly, the reading goes on to say that this law
should not be implemented because it is not
reasonable. However, the lecturer makes an
opposing point to this claim. The point is that this
law is reasonable. As an example, the lecturer
points to Brazilian rabbits. Although the animals
cannot inhabit a cold area, the animals can spread
a deadly virus. This means that the idea of
applying the law to the whole country is
reasonable.
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The reading and the lecture both talk about
whether the law to forbid the importation of non-
native species is good or bad. The reading says
that the law should not be implemented. However,
the lecturer argues that the reasons mentioned in
the reading are not convincing.

First of all, the reading states that this law should
not be implemented because it has negative
effects on pet owners. On the contrary, the lecturer
disagrees with this statement. He claims that pet
owners who currently own introduced species have
nothing to worry about. This is because the law
can be applied to only additional imports and
sales. For this reason, the lecturer comes to the
conclusion that this law does not affect pet owners

who have non-native animals now.

Next, in the reading, the author argues that this
law is bad because it costs a lot. Although the
lecturer admits that it costs a lot to do research on
non-native species, he claims that the cost of
doing such research is much lower than the cost
of restoring damage that introduced species cause
to native species. He takes a certain snake
introduced to the States as an example. The snake
has destroyed native species, so the cost of
restoring the destruction is far greater than the
cost of doing research on the snake.

Finally, the reading goes on to say that this law
should not be implemented because it is not
reasonable. For instance, although Brazilian rabbits
cannot live in cold areas, this law will be applied
everywhere in the States. However, the lecturer
makes an opposing point to this claim. The point
is that this law is reasonable. According to the
lecture, although the animals mentioned in the
reading cannot inhabit a cold area, the animals can
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