NC

B O X%

B2 REE SHeRES A EXSERS iR B IR i
lssue1 49l +Argument 1 7470 ZEUFCGRESEE HRE

s fmEEnETERS LY 2HE 298 aTBFR R

MAELEEIBRFEEERMNITE, EFHE, GREFELE)

‘ TPC +FE HRERRNFRAE
R EIMEEHEERAF






NI

SREESEY

Be LB R FERERMANITE, EBHE, GREEEMNE!



EHEMS%E (CIP) ¥4E

¥ GRE BEE FEESHEX / HEFEHR . —2 . —
65T : th EXF A EEHARA FRAF |, 2015.1

ISBN 978-7-5001-4017-7

[. 0% 1.Df .DGRE -GE-B%¥Z%
7kl IV. @ H315

v [ fR A B 1E CIP HE - (2015) 55 012501 5

HAR&Z T / F EXT MBS A PR A

o db/JEETHTEIRX EAERER 4 SYRKESE
| i& / (010 ) 68338545 68353673 68359101

BE 4%/ 100044

£ E/ (010) 68357870

B FHEFE / book@ctpc.com.cn

P #ik / http : / www.ctpe.com.cn

REImg / RRE R &
RfEHmE /R ¥ XIRE FHiERE

B Rl /At A FRA R

2  $/FEeBE

63 ¥/ 787x1092 ZX% 1/16

Ep 3 / 33.25

= ¥/ 810 T%

R &/ 201542 A% 2

Ep W/ 20152 A% 1K

ISBN 978-7-5001-4017-7 Efr: 59.00 IC
‘rpc KEALER & BRI

oh E X 5 E HH R PR A F



£ 1
8 EE

i
0

AL IE E 44

LI

[ 3] John Gordon
(I REENF )
EF B B %
kEFE ok B
RENEE A

Bo5R AR
[3%] ZEIK

R

ZfefF BRE
ko R OR
7 G I
E i E K

[3£] John Gordon



AEitk GRE BEBCRR HIEH “fEakfss”
(RJF)

“WREERFRIK, BLBLEEEFEF EMEE, %42 %FH Red Flag (&
BfEg), XLMNTNEEFLEATAYH. XRELEES N — A HEARLKBL
WAL E, YHFLEFEN GREFERFERN, — BB LABLEEHELE,

GRE 2 #7145 % ( Analytical Writing) # Rt A\ &4, MR LIt H. EhH T 8%
T GREE KGR ARFHE “LREE", RNLFTAEESLE, AFHREUR
Y|

LhEE, RELENWEE, EZXERREARE, BRARZAFLENHAFRE,
EEBINKRER-—NEENSEME, HH4? BARNHARENBREITE, AEBHHE
VYHEEUSXHHBRATK, TXERXHAAFEABEIRYE, TRABEKELR
BRREXRE, EXRARER. A, ARLEKHEENEEEINERERLER. @
HixmENEE, TEARERRETEXSHRY, EFENRARNEHRARTRBREX
iy BB B o R

Ei, % GREQN MG ER, EAEFHARBERELZEM 27 BT (GRE £
BEHiE®E) TUEE, GRESKEELZEL L WMAULERT QT ET R, FHoid
RAFXFALRENE S HERTFELIELENES, AREBEZ-NEHEFH,
HAEHREF TR, TP -—AAXRIFARE “#H ¥ E% (Critical Thinking)”, &
REBBBEGRARFHUAY - NEEEL, wRFfE, TUFHEFXETNRLARHNE
ERT, EMTEANABLREFLEZTH “HHLELE” R-NEENBLTE, &
HTREERERFTRENUGERNLE,

TUK, EEELEFGRESE, RTERFHEM “HAMEL” XA, Hik
EXRPERAL K, H4, “HHARESL” FATEEBFHEERER, CLREATY,
HIFWER, ERE, “HAHAKREL” B-APMHiE, CRIEHN, BUHGESL, it
frifoff . EUHABNLE, Y8, AHNRABELENZ N EME L. hnXEER/H#
HUEELEERALHMHABELEX N —FHELEHA LE2HI AR, CHXXEER
HRE. 2. B #REKEFHBRRNEE, RHALBLEEHNBRERRFLAHK
THEXEEABEL. FURA. a7, 6. URIFME, FULEIBEMTH,
RE, EEEIRP, Ao, REFBIE-NE LA EAHHE, FHBFHIMERL L,



Wt EERAHA

KRB, FMEEMNE ‘BB HES, EFRRINREALARS GREF #
g, FAEFRE S, EEENREBUABRAELEFRART. FERIRT
2R, ERERSRE. MEHREAREZE, FAHAATHFRRY, SFTFLUEHN
RREAHFLERRY . BEpd, £XE, EREXRFELRRYHF, AARIHR
EXEEN, XL, REmE, FEAE, WRRFENEE, THILOKHEEAR
REmAK, LERENEE, iy, RARE# W GERXIHHLRUADYRAER
B, REVEHELOLREFTRELBUNE TH, LREXEANEATR, RS
I, FREKRURFEFPHANERARBREUAFETRENYRAEN, Bk, REH
EXEERAXMTHEENRLRBERAERST TREM,

Him, RINEXERFQIEFTBHNEREAR, PEFLERET, R, £ F
WHEEH L, FREXRBHBRELEE, EEFPREIXEREHBENEE LR
Ho RARE, BASKFPEXLTIAERAM, TFRINELERT &R K ERE 4%
KNBMAEREE X

Efrl, EXERRARBELRARS FEHFAFRAMRLKRNER, £4
EXEARSENTHFREZT, BRAREXEEHNLBAMERFOREH, Eik
ARFV2EEFARXELLFHMARE, RELEXNTXELOMCHTFLE
WHEXEANAR, TEAREXELCLRAERFRETRALENHTES, K
ARG RNALAAUG TR F ML, i, KFEAFBFEFEEREREHA—
BRI —KEFPRE: 2RFLAHERT, 2HHER, LLFEER. BERHE
¥, FEVAFHIRANACRKBROART; 2RFLHELEF, MK, TF,
BESRIT, 7FEFHAECEOURRNER, ERENERAFEALEEIXH
FrAEE A H CEO, RN, BRAXMHATEH - NEERERRRNNAES Kl
WAREARAKT W EEF L, Bk, RINEEEFGRESHFRNHE, FTAE
FRTRANE R, EEFIARBEERALRNF RO KB MR AR RS, EH
RIFWEXABEAWRNRBEN “FHRER .

BABCHRNEXRETIHEMREFENEFTEPLRA, X—BELREFH*
B, Bas#E—RAN, EARRIAEBEEFFERFUERRANATHNE -1
FREHEMNHORFS . AT, ATUETRRGYE, X—BERR -4 FPRMY
MERZ—, RRERUWHZE T XABHELREHET THR!

FEREERARY! FRRREIRNEE L THHR) B0, Baocux e,
RREARE B TS oy AP JE AT |

B4
2015 4 2 A



1990 4, ETS Z¥ E## 7 % — X GRE # &,

1999 4, GRE £FELBF T# — K&k ¥, FRUKXABUEELEHKELS KA Nt
AR, RTEX, ¥, BHHH4, THH T GRE EFREXHFR, EHFAHAN

2002 £, ETSERFARGREFA KL XHWMAT, ¥+ EAK. PEFHE,
FEEAMBEH#TRE. AVFEELLELR, EXFRERITE, UM BETH
ARTHFEXLAKOERE RIS, Bl, FHEEXRN GREFKNWLHRE,

2011 4, ETSEA X GRE# R#/TT X ¥, MAREEHFRAE, BAFitH
FEEBEFEM. BHEBLNEAMETERAE=AFTE: 1) SEREAH S L2445
WE3004;2) AHLWMEREMAFMRY, Issue 81 R K4y 244 B W E| 149 M,
Argument R 242 SR E| 174 B 3) BHMEN M T AEANEHER, Y
TERWAGTF, X EEXATURY, BEATHENEABRMEXRAEARAARK
WML, EXXENEAIRUEREHTEERE TERNER,

EIl GRE # RAEFE 20 5 £ XX E, RINTUEY, A TEHHL0EE, K
TEA, FRTLAENL, ERRNTEZGRELXRRANEEREX —, EARST
NERFPHEEHERREZRBLEL, —MFNEERRZLTT), At FE#
HRERBRAEBNFELERR, XERRE - NFPHRR, wAEARGEEEA,
RYEEWMA, BB GRE®SH, RANREF AL “KKUR" HE &%,

RELEEETS AN RHE T ME, NELAELETRP TN ERAEMY L, *t
T {5 Issue #7 Argument #4T T ¥ 4t ¥ 48, 3+ 0 # 4 WU AL & ¥ GRE 5 M &,
RAHELERBECBIB — B, W THBHLEFRERXE, AR FPHIE
NERBUER 7 BENME 0T,

% —#4% % GRE # XL X GRE EHH KM A, H4ATHLMEAHL WA T #
GRE Bt 24, BHEFRYR. NERFLRES, ELAEHNKE,

E_HHfE =844 5 42t Issue B 46 # Argument 5 % B 7. 4% # % »t GRE



EEWH R — R FF L0 RS IKYE 4R 1E MR GE Y Issue #7 Argument 5 16 & 4 &
T, BHEEEIssue FHEM M AT EALE, wAEEHE, wAARES; £
Argument 5 1E Bt 40 {7 5 & foip Wi BB oF (9B R R, A2 A £ A0 50T A ot it
LA RE, ATLAALXAN GRES KU AETH, TR, i, ZET
Koy AR EREANT Wb, G T AR A S Phk ok By 48 H Issue 7 30 i
Argument 5ER E #H AT T ¥ @7, RKMESR, 2R XERFIKE, FALTR
W4 Xt AL E B, wadt ], MESFEAENRELR, R METE*2 hikT
EREEFREEY, NT#HEZE-—R=, hEFE, ¥BFEZIE, EFHAEFH 149
¥ Issue # E #1174 i Argument #1 E 3t R ¥ W R E LR MM, £ THREFHAEE
WRWEARPREETOFAFLXLAUNKE, BhRHFAESEME NG @HE N
THAEZHERME RN, FLEELI BT THRAXGMEEFE] —RATHS.
METHEEABNRE T EHL TR CBENELSEEX, EF RV, F
FEAF.

MK A RKIFEBET Issue AE DL K Argument fLE R X &5, FEEZ 4L,

Ao, MERPRENEAEERACTUNB A A AT MEXENEES, #FX
EEERR |

GRE B EX & £ HiFREATF, BHREHE S, wR TR EHH#THE
eEE, HARREEAATELREBNBRE LN, FELTARE B &N ATRFE
W B IR P&, BIBE LR FAT, REEANEEES, A EEFTR GRE 51
MEGREZRZXFEN, BENFLRFEREY ALLE—BZh, WESHFE AF
EMESRAZALEGFOFE, THETECHERME!

% #
2015 4 2 A



"

B=E
FUE

I

B % 1
Fff 5% 2
Bt 3
BiisR 4
B % 5

%45 ISSUE BE

PR 5, SRR ——— 11
PIR 1o TT - RO —G—G———— 14
B AR R SR oessvsrosnasessssramssspsosssncomsssseicisosouivasiius hrssinssnsssysias 14
- Bk I TE D ] ] JOERERR e —— 25
Sk Y 0 ) YT (ERe—————————— O ——————— 29
TR B BRI s snronmemermsrsssssmonmtsessssssumssspansafocssmensessassenisasssassanass 32
Tssue EATIHEE LRI BE v cereunssssonssnsessssssassssasssasssssssssusssnssssnsssssssossonsisosses 136
E=%9 ARGUMENT BfE
Argument B AEREIR «+-veereseese 257
DL (=T 5 — 261
Argument FESCRETEREHT -+verererssssrsmsssssssssesssss s sssssssnses 263
Argument B FRIRE G FELIC -+vvvvevrsmmesssmsssssssssssssssmssmsssssssssssssssssssssssasnies 319
N Y| SRS —— 483
Argument FIREHIZE T FET| -+ooverereresssssesssssssssssssssssssissmssssssisssssasssssssssss 506
LML ST B BRI oveereerereerrems s 511
U TG | SRS ———— 517

R T ISEREIRITER vosrormsoressassssssssesmisoosssomsmsssam oo wons O SR Y SHs 520









@® GRE = Graduate Record Exam
® M ETS (XEHFFHFXRFH0) £, BEEH. MERKWKENSLHTER (BRE

FAERE . HFEBESL ) BERBIFEFTUAAEN—INERXES, hEHBENHEERS
BFLZEE KB R EEAbRE.

GRE F i/ Pifl: — R —MREE /) S5 X ( General Test 5% Aptitude Test ), ik
BRI EFEESNE GRE Fik, FEEEEA NEARKERE S LRI FGEL 7w A
REER FEREE; 55— ELTMNL ( Subject Test 8¢ Advanced Test ), —fit1&#L
T, YHiEARIFOHRE R SHEARL WA BN, AHERMELT GRE R4, H
FLeEE LM ARFE GRE TS MEN “WEFERS", BEAELMER, HiFHALER
HET RS, SHIERESRBAFN. FEERITHEFZENE—MEE R,

¥ GRE : &M ETS (& HE, fEPEETHEZH GRE ik T 2011 4£8 A 8 HA %,
5|H GRE Ak, # GRE ZHiAEH A MLHE . WHREH . i+ NEFHmia i
Tk, BCERMH GRE il h2tl®, —Mms, BAA 2 KFiil&.

S A PR B BHEIZER , B GRE i SFER 2020 3 /Net 45 434
FEIHE =K 6 MESF, SMNI—DARIHABSEERS, BEMTER (A (GRE

FRENEE))

Section Number of Questions Time
Analytical Writin 2 tely timed writing tasks
alytic ' riting separately timed writing tas 30 min. per task
(1 section) (Analyze an Issue & Analyze an Argument)
Verbal Reasoning

Approximately 20 questions per section 30 min. per section

(2 sections)

Quantitative Reasoning

Approximately 20 questions per section

35 min. per section

(2 sections)
Unscored Approximately 20 questions 30-35 min. per section
Research Varies Varies

& AitarEB4 (Unscored ) £ BRFETE SCEREFEH 4y . QR ME ST, W 20 &, 30 47%h;
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* Analyze an Issue : MRYEFTAME 5ER—RRIALIZEBRLIS . BEERT:

As people rely more and more on technology to solve problems, the ability of humans to think for
themselves will surely deteriorate.

Write a response in which you discuss the extent to which you agree or disagree with the statement
and explain your reasoning for the position you take. In developing and supporting your position, you
should consider ways in which the statement might or might not hold true and explain how these consid-

erations shape your position.

* Analyze an Argument : ZMHT T4 HIFE —RBOGESC, B BRI RBEE PR FEE
ZRFERSEER. BERET .

The citizens of Forsythe have adopted more healthful lifestyles. Their responses to a recent survey
show that in their eating habits they conform more closely to government nutritional recommendations
than they did ten years ago. Furthermore, there has been a fourfold increase in sales of food products
containing kiran, a substance that a scientific study has shown reduces cholesterol. This trend is also
evident in reduced sales of sulia, a food that few of the healthiest citizens regularly eat.

Write a response in which you examine the stated and/or unstated assumptions of the argument. Be
sure to explain how the argument depends on these assumptions and what the implications are for the

argument if the assumptions prove unwarranted.

GRE SEFaHRE | s

Analyze an Issue
Score 6
In addressing the specific task directions, a 6 response presents a cogent, well-articulated analysis of
the issue and conveys meaning skillfully.

A typical response in this category
* articulates a clear and insightful position on the issue in accordance with the assigned task

* develops the position fully with compelling reasons and/or persuasive examples
* sustains a well-focused, well-organized analysis, connecting ideas logically




* conveys ideas fluently and precisely, using effective vocabulary and sentence variety
x demonstrates superior facility with the conventions of standard written English (i.e., grammar,

usage, and mechanics) but may have minor errors

Score 5

In addressing the specific task directions, a 5 response presents a generally thoughtful, well-
developed analysis of the issue and conveys meaning clearly.

A typical response in this category

* presents a clear and well-considered position on the issue in accordance with the assigned task

* develops the position with logically sound reasons and/or well-chosen examples

* is focused and generally well organized, connecting ideas appropriately

* conveys ideas clearly and well, using appropriate vocabulary and sentence variety

* demonstrates facility with the conventions of standard written English but may have minor errors

Score 4
In addressing the specific task directions, a 4 response presents a competent analysis of the issue and
conveys meaning with acceptable clarity.

A typical response in this category

* presents a clear position on the issue in accordance with the assigned task

* develops the position with relevant reasons and/or examples

* is adequately focused and organized

* demonstrates sufficient control of language to express ideas with acceptable clarity

* generally demonstrates control of the conventions of standard written English but may have some
errors

Score 3

A 3 response demonstrates some competence in addressing the specific task directions, in analyzing
the issue, and in conveying meaning but is obviously flawed.

A typical response in this category exhibits ONE OR MORE of the following characteristics:

* is vague or limited in addressing the specific task directions and/or in presenting or developing a

position on the issue

* is weak in the use of relevant reasons or examples or relies largely on unsupported claims

* s limited in focus and/or organization

* has problems in language and sentence structure that result in a lack of clarity

* contains occasional major errors or frequent minor errors in grammar, usage, or mechanics that

can interfere with meaning

Score 2

A 2 response largely disregards the specific task directions and/or demonstrates serious weaknesses
in analytical writing.

A typical response in this category exhibits ONE OR MORE of the following characteristics:

* is unclear or seriously limited in addressing the specific task directions and/or in presenting or

developing a position on the issue

L.



* provides few, if any, relevant reasons or examples in support of its claims

* is poorly focused and/or poorly organized

* has serious problems in language and sentence structure that frequently interfere with meaning
* contains serious errors in grammar, usage, or mechanics that frequently obscure meaning

Score 1

A 1 response demonstrates fundamental deficiencies in analytical writing.

A typical response in this éategory exhibits ONE OR MORE of the following characteristics:

* provides little or no evidence of understanding the issue

* provides little evidence of the ability to develop an organized response (e.g., is disorganized and/
or extremely brief)

* has severe problems in language and sentence structure that persistently interfere with meaning

* contains pervasive errors in grammar, usage, or mechanics that result in incoherence

Score 0
Off topic (i.e., provides no evidence of an attempt to respond to the assigned topic), is in a foreign
language, merely copies the topic, consists of only keystroke characters, or is illegible or nonverbal.

Analyze an Argument
Score 6
In addressing the specific task directions, a 6 response presents a cogent, well-articulated examina-
tion of the argument and conveys meaning skillfully.
A typical response in this category
* clearly identifies aspects of the argument relevant to the assigned task and examines them
insightfully
* develops ideas cogently, organizes them logically, and connects them with clear transitions
* provides compelling and thorough support for its main points
* conveys ideas fluently and precisely, using effective vocabulary and sentence variety
* demonstrates superior facility with the conventions of standard written English (i.e., grammar,

usage, and mechanics) but may have minor errors

Score 5

In addressing the specific task directions, a 5 response presents a generally thoughtful, well-
developed examination of the argument and conveys meaning clearly.

A typical response in this category

* clearly identifies aspects of the argument relevant to the assigned task and examines them in a

generally perceptive way

* develops ideas clearly, organizes them logically, and connects them with appropriate transitions

* offers generally thoughtful and thorough support for its main points

* conveys ideas clearly and well, using appropriate vocabulary and sentence variety

* demonstrates facility with the conventions of standard written English but may have minor errors



Score 4
In addressing the specific task directions, a 4 response presents a competent examination of the

argument and conveys meaning with acceptable clarity.
A typical response in this category
* identifies and examines aspects of the argument relevant to the assigned task but may also discuss
some extraneous points
* develops and organizes ideas satisfactorily but may not connect them with transitions
* supports its main points adequately but may be uneven in its support
* demonstrates sufficient control of language to convey ideas with acceptable clarity
* generally demonstrates control of the conventions of standard written English but may have some

€rrors

Score 3
A 3 response demonstrates some competence in addressing the specific task directions, in examining
the argument, and in conveying meaning but is obviously flawed.

A typical response in this category exhibits ONE OR MORE of the following characteristics:

* does not identify or examine most of the aspects of the argument relevant to the assigned task,
although some relevant examination of the argument is present

* mainly discusses tangential or irrelevant matters, or reasons poorly

* is limited in the logical development and organization of ideas

* offers support of little relevance and value for its main points

* has problems in language and sentence structure that result in a lack of clarity

* contains occasional major errors or frequent minor errors in grammar, usage, or mechanics that

can interfere with meaning

Score 2
A 2 response largely disregards the specific task directions and/or demonstrates serious weaknesses
in analytical writing.
A typical response in this category exhibits ONE OR MORE of the following characteristics:
* does not present an examination based on logical analysis, but may instead present the writer’s
own views on the subject
* does not follow the directions for the assigned task
does not develop ideas, or is poorly organized and illogical
* provides little, if any, relevant or reasonable support for its main points
* has serious problems in language and sentence structure that frequently interfere with meaning
* contains serious errors in grammar, usage, or mechanics that frequently ob scure meaning

*

Score 1

A 1 response demonstrates fundamental deficiencies in analytical writing.

A typical response in this category exhibits ONE OR MORE of the following characteristics:

* provides little or no evidence of understanding the argument

* provides little evidence of the ability to develop an organized response (e.g., is disorganized and/
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