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Text 1

FEEE: AXRAFHRAHFN, HEFEXE (D)
MEaBZERSMEAARARANY. HH 48, X&E
HELRS, BN “F4 80 RHM”, KHFEEMMOL &
. BT LA A S O A

The link between climate and disease is most often identified through the
spread of disease vectors such as mosquitoes. As areas warm, habitats for in-
sects — mosquitoes and deer ticks, for example — expand, exposing new popu-
lations to new disease threats. As Maryn McKenna recently explained in The
New York Times Magazine, the approximately one degree Celsius increase in av-

erage temperatures the planet has (M&nced is “changing the numbers and dis-

tribution of the insect intermedian'e? L diseases to people, ” Most imme-
diately, we could see a larger numberd'% at risk in the United States from

Zika this summer as the Aedes aegypti m ves farther north, complica-
ting the already challenging efforts to constraj Jdisease,

But a second, and less appreciated, interacti e climate change and
epidemics occurs when humans and animals are force te for dwindling
habitat and resources. The scenario behind Ebola’s rise obal threat in 2014
illustrates this point. Climate change destroys habitats and imal pop-

ulations such as the bats of West Africa, forcing them to hunt f rer to
humans. Humans, likewise pressed by climate impacts, encroach%

on animal habitats, While we cannot know that climate change was the

the specific interaction between bats and humans that is believed to
launched the Ebola outbreak in Guinea, we will see more of these interactions

the future, and more epidemics as a result.

Ebola demonstrates that even localized dislocation of people and animals can
create global risk. Climate change is a threat multiplier for much broader dislo-
cation — accelerating the complex factors that drive people from their homes.
While in some cases climate-affected dislocation will be “planned” — as with the
climate refugees in Louisiana or on remote Pacific islands such as Kiribati —
more often it will occur in large, unplanned migrations that amplify regional in-

stability and crisis. This dynamic can also drive migrations from rural into urban



areas, as occurred in Syria, where the 2006—2010 drought killed off 80 percent
of the country’s livestock and helped drive more than 1.5 million people into
stressed urban centers, The U. S. intelligence community’s bottom-line assess-
ment of the risk is plain: “Over 20 years, the net effects of climate change on
the patterns of global human movement and statelessness could be dramatic,
perhaps unprecedented. ”

We saw Ebola breach the rural-to-urban interface in West Africa; the out-
come and extent of the current outbreak of Ebola in Congo remains to be seen.
As climate change accelerates the movement of people, the risks of disease for-
mation and transmission will multiply,

1. According to Para. 1. one threatening consequence of global warming is

A. the increasing population and distribution of insects worldwide
B. the migration of insects from the south to the north of the planet Earth
C. the increase in average temperatures in the United States
D. new diseases carried by dangerous insects
2. The 2014 Ebola epidemic occurred in that
A. climate change forced the bats and humans to encroach onto each other's
habitats
B. the intermediary mosquitoes in West Africa moved into warming habitat of
local people
C. the interaction between climate and disease became less appreciated
D. humans destroyed the habitats of the bats of West Africa
3. The rural-to-urban migration in Syria is mentioned to illustrate that
A. localized movement of people and animals can create global risk
B. some climate-affected dislocation can be large and unplanned
C. regional instability and statelessness may result from climate change
D. climate change impacts human movement that may eventually amplify disease
risks
4. The other types of climate-disease interaction differ from the one mentioned in
Para. 1 in that they
A. are identified through the spread of insect intermediary
B. breach the rural to urban interface in West Africa
C. involve climate-affected human movement
D. are better understood by the public
5. The best title for this text is .
A. Deadly Consequences of Climate Change



B. Climate Change and the Spread of Diseases
C. Ebola and Other Climate-affected Epidemics
D. Climate Change and Human Dislocation

Il %44 ||

A X4 B www. washingtonpost. com (42 B K) h— & X FE, E
X # Another Deadly Consequence of Climate Change: The Spread of
Dangerous Diseases ( ( ABEZLF — B R ER: LRRARGEE), FAHF
B, RXHHIAEPRAARMMK, 3424 3,

REXTE: XERRNTARERSARABZAMNMEXR.

TXBH: FHABERB LA — KR (Para ) —SEELERAT
FXEE—MAANA BN X (Para. 2) —SBEELIZATES, Bk
Bl & G %% (Para. 3~4),
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(DThe link between climate and disease is most often identified through
the spread of disease vectors such as mosquitoes. @ As areas warm, habitats
for insects — mosquitoes and deer ticks, for example — expand, exposing new
populations to new disease threats. 3)As Maryn McKenna recently explained
in The New York Times Magazine, the approximately one degree Celsius
increase in average temperatures the planet has experienced is “changing the
numbers and distribution of the insect intermediaries that carry diseases to
people, ” @A Most immediately, we could see a larger number of people at
risk in the United States from Zika this summer as the Aedes aegypti
mosquito moves farther north, complicating the already challenging efforts to
constrain the disease.
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QI XERBAZER, TR — o FTRESE — WHERLHMZY
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T A b e,
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(RT3 )

identify [iden'tifai | v. %5 complicate [ 'komplikeit ] v, ff =+-- &
vector [ vekta] n. 4% A~ 138 %

habitat [ 'hacbiteet | 7, #5683 constrain [ ken'strein] v. ##)

expose [iks'pouz] v. 2% &E EXPOSe.., 10 fBresees HE

distribution [ distri'bjufn] n. &% at risk 438 G

intermediary [into'miidiori | n. 4~

[FERHERE]

Most immediately, we could see a larger number of people at risk in the United
States from Zika this summer as the Aedes aegypti mosquito moves farther north,
complicating the already challenging efforts to constrain the disease.

K RANEF A, A HEEFRE, £4 “we could see.. people at
risk...” BREEEANLEHN, HF from Zika BFIE atrisk $ 43 risk HEEE
B, WARMBKE; HEthas 5| 51 ERENT, T4 RIELT 4%
ULHWERRE, —HH5EHARERAT “RaLBEEFRERALE
B, SREVNARELE” WELHERE 4.

(A as il FHREREREG; RESAKREALE,

(DBut a second, and less appreciated, interaction between climate change

and epidemics occurs when humans and animals are forced to compete for
dwindling habitat and resources. @) The scenario behind Ebola’s rise and global

4



threat in 2014 illustrates this point. (3)Climate change destroys habitats and
stresses animal populations such as the bats of West Africa, forcing them to
hunt for food nearer to humans. @ Humans, likewise pressed by climate
impacts, encroach more closely on animal habitats. &) B While we cannot
know that climate change was the cause of the specific interaction between
bats and humans that is believed to have launched the Ebola outbreak in
Guinea, we will see more of these interactions in the future, and more
epidemics as a result,

DMk, ARERERTRAEFES — R AASROMEZY A,
SALEFHHARAMELFES B HEBOELE0E TR, ZAPREL
4. @2014 £ E b A BA LREEM, KK ASHTRANIE,
QAREEABFAM LM, KL BENRBHFFHHHETR (AFH) E
Ay EMFHARFEAXRT Y. ORH, ARTREYH, 2it—F
BEHHMNGBER, QAN S FHELARREEREFRLGER
HAAREGIHAF, FELIWAEZRALEL-ABHEFORRATRA
RBRENR, PREMOALSHHEAGAEZLARAREEZFTRL, dILH
RATIRELLES .

[REERE]

ABHRR T SEAEAL S50 8] (55 A R SR ek

Para. 200 2B 4], Hp “second” —ia]# M Para. 1. 2 WHBHIAE
FEAFSE, REEBIEXR, M “less appreciated” MR A BT &5 <X
FARMVEZER (A S5shPrxt H M S s MRS ) AR A%
. OFIABRMARER AT ROEMIERE: O@xRink T EEHL
HRTHWES AMER WA, Hh “likewise” —ia S AL %ilg
METRAR Y @#—548 HEUMA SahP2Z FESETRGER T8
WKL, RiTRBEEEZ.

GRiC =]

appreciate [ o'prifieit] v. &iR3| likewise ['atkwaiz] ad. F)#3k
interaction [inta'rekfn]| n. 48 Z 4 A encroach [in'krout[] v, & &
epidemic [epi'demik] n. #4795 launch ['lomt[] v 31X
dwindle ['dwindl] v & ¥ compete for g eesese S
scenario [ so'nariou] n, ¥ pressed by i F
illustrate [ 'ilastreit] v. 68 hunt for ¥ F, F&




€38 )

While we cannot know that climate change was the cause of the specific
interaction between bats and humans that is believed to have launched the Ebola
outbreak in Guinea, we will see more of these interactions in the future, and
more epidemics as a result.

KARENEMH, T4 “wewill see...” BRFFELMY, Kb and HEH
ANH “more...” &AM, & LEHF, A K as aresult B 7x — 5 0y H R
#H; HH while 51 3L F A H, Wk F —/ that N4 7% % 3§ &5 7
know B E &, ZAH A X K& — 4 that J 4, 7 % 4 7 # 4 “specific
interaction...” # 5 ® ¥ &,

(EA]) while 5] $#9iLF kBN ; that 3| FHRBRE 5 REME,

(D Ebola demonstrates that even localized dislocation of people and animals
can create global risk. (@) Climate change is a threat multiplier for much
broader dislocation — accelerating the complex factors that drive people from
their homes. @) While in some cases climate-affected dislocation will be

“planned” — as with the climate refugees in Louisiana or on remote Pacific
islands such as Kiribati — more often it will occur in large, unplanned
migrations that amplify regional instability and crisis. @E3 This dynamic can
also drive migrations from rural into urban areas, as occurred in Syria, where
the 2006—2010 drought killed off 80 percent of the country’s livestock and
helped drive more than 1. 5 million people into stressed urban centers. & The
U. S intelligence community’s bottomr-line assessment of the risk is plain: “Over
20 years, the net effects of climate change on the patterns of global human
movement and statelessness could be dramatic, perhaps unprecedented, ”

Ot —F AN, EEAL S W6 BFBILLEERLERES L
F., OQABRTAEE S 2 HHEIE L EEN — LR ANE R EAT 6L %
BEXFENTE. ORFAEEEHALT, ANMNIEF 0 T 6L T o
DR — SR B EAMNBIRX T EZHEAATC O BERER—12
FHERHARAMEY ., RENXNGA TR, REATRERFABEINRS L
M, DEFALBEELLEL2REATKSFAART, 4, KAZE
2006—2010 FE K F, $HLAEHAF 80X LT, HHIERE 150 FADHA
ERFTPS, RTREER. OXAHRRALHREAREERZ A H L.
“20 1), RAETMSLRACEBRANEFE ARG LEHAFRER
EX#, ThAZ & £aTHe.”




(DWe saw Ebola breach the rural-to-urban interface in West Africa; the

outcome and extent of the current outbreak of Ebola in Congo remains to be
seen. @As climate change accelerates the movement of people, the risks of
disease formation and transmission will multiply.

OEMASR], B, REETRT RHABRTHIRE; 37, X
—RATRXAERRBRE, AEREAACHADAFLE. OmMELRE
femig A v g A, RAGHBREAFRELARE ZEHEK,

[REER)

Para. 3 5 Para. 4 J§—/ 5, Para 38R EASTIRE X EMA
OiE#, Para. 4 HFh T R B2 06 BRI B 1% 8 ) DR o L 48

Para. 3SQ & 4], — A EHES T Para. 2 § Ebola — B & X,
B—FEA “SREESr (localized dislocation)” F| “EEJ 7 B4 (broader
dislocation)” {Edi#y; Q¥ MMHEBIME LT A D KEZLH (broader
dislocation) PEAE KE W ; @4 XS4 5| £ 1 planned 55 unplanned
FAEAOZEE (MEFE); @FEIHERD rural to urban Y A DI H,
O 13 5| FH 3 B 18 R 40 09 i 2R RS VAl ) GE SO A D EERS RS W 2
X

Para. 4 B45HA, OBZR P Ebola X— A 53h¥ “JReEAL” &M
PRI R E T ; O MR EXMN A D KB X — “Z XA B
W BEFRTE RS LR A AU 2 S (multiply) .

CRICRA]

demonstrate ['demenstreit | v. &8 dynamic [dai'nemik] n. 4t
dislocation [ dislou'keifn] n. 484% drought [draut] 2. F%
multiplier ['maltiplaie] n. F#k livestock ['laivstok ] n. %%
accelerate [oek'seloreit] v, Amig unprecedented [ an'presidentid] a. £
complex ['kompleks] a. £ %8 Fo BT )

refugee [refju'dsic] n. R, breach [brittf] v #&3F

remote [ri'meut | a. Z &) transmission [ treens'mifn] n. 4%
migration [mai'greifn] n. 4 multiply ['maltiplai] », 3, 3§
amplily ['eemplifai] ». X in some cases £ X EHALTF
instability [insto'bilati] n. K & kill off &%




[ X HERR]
This dynamic can also drive migrations from rural into urban areas, as occurred in
Syria, where the 2006—2010 drought killed off 80 percent of the country’s livestock
and helped drive more than 1. 5 million people into stressed urban centers.

XA REENGEH, £4 E£iF “This dynamic” 4§ £ X & 2| #y climate-
affected dislocation; ¥ Z X as 5| S T EMNF, as T UM 4H =&, R EH
P bRk 8 4 s where 5| 8 & K47, #708W1 3L %478 Syria B, M
BHER LR and EEHHEAN S FFL, TEXR “FTESHMAEFRT, #W
BlREGMACHEMMT” o EFHE.

(EE] as. where 5] S8 ZEMRE,

| Aa#kit |

01 According to Para. 1, one threatening | H#55 —Bt, £HRFBH—K |
consequence of global warming is | fEREEE .

A. the increasing population and distribu- | A. # 3 LR K H F¥m, 4
tion of insects worldwide HIEET X

- l
| B. the migration of insects from the south ‘ B. R &M GGt

to the north of the planet Earth
‘ C. the increase in average temperatures in | C. £ B-F¥2E LA

| the United States |
' D. new diseases carried by dangerous insects ' D. flEafEHINHRER
METREHE: migration [mai'greifn] n, T
[ ] 4753
[Eek] F—BOW: YR, BT ARESEk R R A S
2979, ibE AT KRB B, BT, SRR —KERE R
2 FE B B A 28 3 X S SR A BT R AR, L D IE .

(54l
A: “ftFR ERBBEEMN. 2HEET K", XM Para. 19 51E F #9

“changing the numbers and distribution of the insect intermediaries that carry
diseases to people ", {HFSCIAL BRI R “fefrimi AR R BB midk
Az “BAR”, APBERMEIELE “MIRE&”. Wit BRyoRy

8



m. SfAEEY K, FERIAREELERERY, EMNREMOHNA—E M2
threatening consequence, [, A i H S 24 “HREE” 4 AJREE.

B: “BEHMHERE R ALERE”, XL Para. 1@ BT “Aedes aegypti
mosquito moves farther north”, {H A2 {5 35 S B € E Rg i i —2
ALY 3K, MARTARME (insects) MHERFFEEmLERE, FEXHEXEFER
A tER, B B %S

C: “(EVHiRE T, XN Para. 1Q), {BiZAbdFiEHbERFESE
FAAgEE A M ER, HFAMN “EENTEHKEREA W&, CIHARERZ
Para. 1®)increase in average temperatures -5@)in the United States FIFLARBFEE,
i C 4.

02 The 2014 Ebola epidemic occurred in that | 2014 4, &SRB R ZEE

it H

' A. dimate change forced the bats and humans | A. <575 L8 (£ %48 5 A %48
' to encroach onto each other’s habitats ERRAEM

" B. the intermediary mosquitoes in West | B. ®iE 6955 RIAKB F AN S
Africa moved into warming habitat of iR IR 64 B A
local people

C. the interaction between climate and disease | C. A& E /eI 8 Z1E R £
became less appreciated REKH AP 4o

D. humans destroyed the habitats of the | D. A 23R &3k 3k %E4m 63 |
bats of West Africa |

MERERE: local ['loukal] a. Y4HbfY

2] RES &

[ B8] & Para. 2@ “The scenario behind Ebola’s rise” &N “RiGHIE
EREMER", 52, PRGIEERENWER, TXOORKNHZE
SEJRE . SR RES A AW m R RN ET, N
iG5| R, YT A BelF iR Bl T AR, R OMIERGI.

[ m4h)

B: Para. 1 {2 X M#ERIEA T “mosquitoes” 5| &2 Zika WiATH, M5lk
Ebola JE5E #)-2 Para. 2 $2 & 1) “bats of West Africa”, B J& BBl {5k 2=k ,
WU

C. X5 J& 3 Para. 2@ “a second, and less appreciated, interaction
between climate change and epidemics”, {HitAbPFHR “SMEB S5 HITRZ

9



(] 6 53— R SRR PE B S A1, iR SR H] A A BAE 2R 8 A K
HNFRE”, Mo, ZAMER SRR B AR FEHERELR, 8 CHHR.

D: Para. 2QBH#f+5 ) SR RIS B #A9 2 “climate change”, T A&
IR “encroach on” BEHRIMSHYMEH, H D 4.

03 The rural-to-urban migration in Syria is | ¥ 38 RAURIE AT BT |
mentioned to illustrate that ) MAOTBERXEN TR

A. localized movement of people and animals | A, A L5 34 49 5 3R it 4% fk ik
can create global risk 1 AR

B. some chmate—affected dﬁlocatlon can be f ¥FEZRGEH AN EST

\
large and unplanned ‘ REALALIR K B 2 ALK :

C. regional instability and statelessness | C. A& L THE S X X %
may result from climate change T HEE LRSS

D. cllmate change impacts human movement | D. SBET{EWAOTE, 8 |
that may eventually amphfy dlsease risks L8] BE LK R 7 LS !

— ]

[ 5Y] BiliERa

[88%] Para. 3@ as \AJ4& & Syria, HHE T BEELFEHRHN ALK
BRmBRT X —ZBER, PETFHFERBIA “rural-to-urban migration in
Syria”, {HARYE 3L Para. 1~2 A X EEBRA XSBESERPWER X
B, HAIARYE T 3 Para. 4@ “As climate change accelerates the movement of
people, the risks of disease formation and transmission will multiply”, B] # i
WM. SBEAELSFEARMA IR A OB S 5L R 5% 5% R
B, #DIEH.

[T 47l

Ay XN Para. 30D, {HikAbyFrJE Para. 2 LA Ebola Ml pTfiiR ) “ A 53h
YIREEE AL BITETE, WidE Syria —BIHFE “ A D KA ER X —1Z AL
B, EEFAE LY, ARKEFEHBEIR.

B: XN Para. 3@ “While..., more often it will occur in large, unplanned
migrations...”, {H Syria HI7E Para. 3@, %% “also” #57% Syria {&BLf# B X
—FAOEBHRR, MIECHMEER, B [FREK SRR,

C: “regional instability” & “statelessness” 43}H|HH Para. 3Q 5%, {H
Syria t Bl 7F Para. 3@, Z A {UE B “2 W1 &% E f1 (stressed urban
centers)”, IR “KBARE" M “LF", A, CREIBEBLEER
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Bimg “PAR” MOCHR, TS Para. 3, 4 BIBAEEIAIBHE, K CHE.
1 5 E* | A climate-disease interaction f& 4 3 %) 4~ £ L B AR £ 69 B F 4%

R MK,

( 04 The other types of clin;e_-;:lisease inter- ‘_3:%_—-&&@‘[3(] SRR
’ action differ from the one mentioned in | i H /E KB AR, HApKA |
Para. 1 in that they g

A. are identified through the spread of in- A. ﬁk% ﬂ!ﬁ'ﬁ‘é‘? ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ' L |

| sect intermediary % 5

' B. breach the rural to urban interface in West B. ATk é.tv 3 R A F| Jﬁ. ’TF é‘J S‘E :

Africa F& |
C nviive cllmate-affected I movement | C. ‘ﬁ&%ﬁglﬁiﬁgkﬂﬁﬂ ‘
| D. are better understood by the pubhc D iﬁ'ﬂ!‘f] kﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁn

HEFERE: involve [in'volv] v W&

[F 7] BELHAE

[ E2] A<f R HEdr L3 Para. 2~4 3B “types of climate-disease
interaction” & Para. 1 {23 MERIHG M A[E . Para. 1@ E|H BT K&
WATET R BB A ANLW S, AFEEANDTER; W Para. 20 FI M
KBRS REIRTE T 5 AN H SR 36 i SR A, Para. 3~4
RPN =R R RS RAETT R AN O KMETHE (R RSY), &b
AR, B EREEUAR T M RRE T e R R SRR A D
i, #CIEW.

(&35 #7)

A: XBL Para. 1, BFSH—M “SUE—FR" WHEEHKIER, 5HMAE
B Rk, BKEEE.

B: Xfh Para. 4D, 2K T Ebola f#iiR, J&F Para. 2 $2 395 —FpEEk
KA, HAEG Para. 34 il E =FKR, [FRKTE®.

D: Para. 2OWIHiHE 1% —FhERRZ “less appreciated (/R AFBHD”,
W AT HER, SB—FhERIA R “better understood” ], D L)@ 7K o 2= 88 B 6%
o

05 The best title for this text is . | BOE A A SRS
| A. rlr)réavt-ilyv Coﬂseqﬁences of Cllmate Change .‘A.r %4&14&%&@‘5 %
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B, Climate Change and the Spread ofDlswses ' B %ﬁg{{tsﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ

C. Ebola and Other Climate-affected Epldermcs C. 2 EA LRI AW
RAT IR

l D. Clunate Change and Human Dlslocatlon 1 D. TS At

MEREMR: deadly ['dedli] a. B

[F2) BREXEE

[E 58] Para. 1OH#23| “link between climate and disease”, Para. 20D+ 4%
#| “interaction between climate change and epidemics”, Para. 325 Para. 42
133 “climate—dislocation—disease”, ZE ER[Hl, Z KRR EIN “S g
A 5B Z B A KRER” . #i B IEH .

[ H7]

A: REFSCEE SRR BT, “BUmER” HTRZ, SRZASCRIN AL
P C: R BAENG RN, KW KRN A K RKEK, PAR#ES; D: L
Wt Para. 3 HRENH “SAR—ADTH”, BEAWKHAREW “BHK7, BA
BT R AT P BE R, [FE DLW 4 .

(& 'EBF! ABEEIXLFPCEM, FEAZBAZLRATIE,
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Text
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EEEFE: AXRAFEUAHR, HERBXE (D)
MEaRERSMBERARARANE . BE_£8, X&
EZEARG, WA "B RUA”, RERENMOZ H
g, BTHAE KA.

The term “bureaucracy” has few positive connotations. It’s been called the
“death of all sound work,” (Einstein), the “giant power wielded by pygmies”
(Balzac) , the “slime” left behind when revolutions fade (Kafka), and a “symbol
of hell” (C. S. Lewis). Though it isn’t America’s only bureaucracy, the federal
government is probably its most infamous one. The Pew Research Center for the
People and the Press shows only 28 percent of Americans viewed the federal
government favorably in 2012, its lowest rating since the poll began in 1997.
The study didn't delve into why, but perhaps part of the answer is the
perception of federal agencies as bloated, ineffective bureaucracies that stifle

creativity.

But there’s hope government can change this. The software industry can
show us how. A little more than 20 years ago, Linux triggered a paradigm shift
in programming, from hierarchy and restriction to collaboration and openness. It
gave rise to practices that now seem commonplace, like cloud computing and
crowdsourcing. But most importantly, it transformed the culture of
programming. From a field primarily focused on producing products, tech
development became what IT pioneer Tim O’Reilly called a whole new field of
“scientific and economic inquiry.” If that formerly stratified world could
transform how it did business, maybe government can as well.

Before Linux, the software industry looked very different. As tech advocate
Eric Raymond wrote in The Cathedral and the Bazaar, proprietary software
firms used to resemble the grand churches of old; those in charge cloistered from
the common folk, their discussions secret, decision-making a top-down, fixed-
route operation. With open source, development came to resemble a “great

babbling bazaar of differing agendas and approaches,”

with many contributors
working collaboratively. In the bazaar model, what matters is not rank but who

finds the answer, The benefits of the approach are summed up in the aphorism,
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