Unit 2 The American Dream
LEAD-IN
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The world is changing and the role of the US in that world is also changing.
Now signs of changing times are more stark, with world leaders frustrated and even angry over a global financial crisis many see as caused by American policy mistakes. 

The recent downturn threatens to unseat the United States as the reigning superpower of the world and anti-American sentiments grow around the globe.

Do you think that America still rules the post-crisis world?

What can you say about:
financial multipolarity

macroeconomic coordination

shifting the balance of power in international relations?
READING 1: SKIMMING
Skim the text. What message did the author try to convey? Word it in one sentence.
America No. 1?

Michael Ventura 

02/03/05 "ICH"
No concept lies more firmly embedded in our national character than the notion that the USA is "No. 1," "the greatest." Our broadcast media are, in essence, continuous advertisements for the brand name "America Is No. 1." Any office seeker saying otherwise would be committing political suicide. In fact, anyone saying otherwise will be labeled "un-American." We're an "empire," aren't we? Sure we are. An empire without a manufacturing base. An empire that must borrow $2 billion a day from its competitors in order to function. Yet the delusion is ineradicable. We're No. 1. Well...this is the country we really live in: 

· The United States is 49th in the world in literacy 

· Twenty percent of Americans think the sun orbits the earth. Seventeen percent believe the earth revolves around the sun once a day. 

· "The International Adult Literacy Survey...found that Americans with less than nine years of education 'score worse than virtually all of the other countries'". 

· Our workers are so ignorant and lack so many basic skills that American businesses spend $30 billion a year on remedial training. No wonder they relocate elsewhere! 

· The European Union leads the U.S. in the number of science and engineering graduates; public research and development (R&D) expenditures; and new capital raised. 

· The World Health Organization "ranked the countries of the world in terms of overall health performance, and the U.S. was ... 37th." The irony is that the United States spends more per capita for health care than any other nation in the world". Pay more, get lots, lots less. 
· U.S. childhood poverty now ranks 22nd, or second to last, among the developed nations. Only Mexico scores lower. 

· The United States is 41st in the world in infant mortality. Cuba scores higher. 

· Women are 70 percent more likely to die in childbirth in America than in Europe. 

· Sixty-one of the 140 biggest companies on the Global Fortune are European, while only 50 are U.S. companies.

· Fourteen of the 20 largest commercial banks in the world today are European.... In the chemical industry, the European company BASF is the world's leader, and three of the top six players are European. In engineering and construction, three of the top five companies are European.... The two others are Japanese. Not a single American engineering and construction company is included among the world's top nine competitors. In food and consumer products, Nestlé and Unilever, two European giants, rank first and second, respectively, in the world. 

· The United States has lost 1.3 million jobs to China in the last decade. 

· Japan, China, Taiwan, and South Korea hold 40 percent of our government debt. 

· Sometime in the next 10 years Brazil will probably pass the U.S. as the world's largest agricultural producer. Brazil is now the world's largest exporter of chickens, orange juice, sugar, coffee, and tobacco. Last year, Brazil passed the U.S. as the world's largest beef producer. (Hear that, you poor deluded cowboys?). 

· As of last June, the U.S. imported more food than it exported. 

· More than a third of eligible voters didn't show up for the last election. If more than a third of Iraqis don't show for their election, no country in the world will think that election legitimate. 

· One-third of all U.S. children are born out of wedlock. One-half of all U.S. children will live in a one-parent house. 

· Americans are now spending more money on gambling than on movies, videos, DVDs, music, and books combined. 

No. 1? In most important categories we're not even in the Top 10 anymore. Not even close. 

The USA is "No. 1" in nothing but weaponry, consumer spending, debt, and delusion. 

The sources of data include Jeremy Rifkin's book “The European Dream: How Europe's Vision of the Future Is Quietly Eclipsing the American Dream” 
SPEAKING: Prepare a 3-minute statement arguing your point:
· Do you agree with the conclusion the author makes now that you have analyzed the data provided in the article?

· What is it in the author’s reasoning that might make you share his stance?

· Which of the cited figures sound to you most convincing in proving the author’s point of view?
READING 2: INTENSIVE READING
WHO WANTS TO BE A MILLIONAIRE

April 4, 2009

by Matthew Warshauer

Changing Conceptions of the American Dream

How does one achieve the American Dream? The answer undoubtedly depends upon one’s definition of the Dream, and there are many from which to choose. John Winthrop1 envisioned a religious paradise in a "City upon a Hill" 2. Martin Luther King, Jr.3 dreamed of racial equality. The rugged individualism valued by most Americans stems from our frontier4 heritage. For much of our country's history, there was a frontier. That experience greatly influenced American attitudes. Early settlers had to be self-sufficient which forced them to be inventive. Their success gave them optimism about the future, a belief that problems could be solved. This positive spirit enables Americans to take risks in areas where others might only dream, resulting in tremendous advances in technology, health and science. 

In addition to such basic American values as individual freedom, self-reliance, equality of opportunity, hard work and competition, another component of the American Dream seems to be fairly consistent: the quest for money. Few will deny that Americans are intently focused on the “almighty dollar.” Yet the question remains, how does one achieve this success? How is the Dream realized? For many Americans the formula is one of instant, albeit elusive, gratification. Rather than adhering to a traditional work ethic 5, far too many Americans are pinning their hopes on what they perceive as “easy” money. In contemporary American society savvy marketers have convinced their audiences that a new wave of television game shows, lottery luck, and lucrative lawsuits are the way to wealth.

Instant wealth has not always been a major component of the Dream. Americans have traditionally centered their efforts on thrift and hard work. During the Colonial Period6, Benjamin Franklin counseled people on the “The Way to Wealth” claiming that the key to wealth was industry. Americans of the Early Republic7 expanded Franklin's notion of industry into a labor ideology. For many the goal was not extravagant wealth, but, rather, economic independence and the opportunity for social advancement through financial gain. Abraham Lincoln insisted that the greatness of the American North was that industry allowed all men to prosper. 

In the midst of industrialization following the Civil War, many Americans experienced profound hardship in the changing economic landscape. They found solace in the tales of Horatio Alger8, whose characters overcame adversity through industry, perseverance, self-reliance, and self-discipline. The ubiquitous "rags to riches" legend was and continues to be a cornerstone of the American Dream. The commitment to industry illustrated by Alger's characters, Lincoln's ideals of free labor, and Franklin's practical maxims were further solidified in the American mind by the addition of a religiously based Protestant "work ethic." Many believed that hard work allowed one to not only achieve financial success, but, through that success, revealed God's grace. 

Numerous scholars note that rise of industry spurred the shift in the traditional American work ethic and the aftermath of World War II exacerbated the ethical shift as a consumer culture blossomed and Americans became preoccupied with material goods. As one critic noted, “consumed by desires for status, material goods, and acceptance, Americans apparently had lost the sense of individuality, thrift, hard work, and craftsmanship that had characterized the nation.” As a result the Dream has become more of an entitlement than something to work towards. 

Little reveals the shift in the quest for the American Dream more than the insanely popular television game show, “Who Wants to Be a Millionaire”. The very title of the show capitalizes on the core of the America Dream: wads of cash. The show's producers have simply tapped into a value already prevalent in today's society: anyone with a little knowledge and lot of luck can be a millionaire. Such a message resonates with the mass of people specifically because it seems to make the American Dream so easily accessible.
"Who Wants to Be a Millionaire" and similar game shows are only the latest craze in capitalizing on the American Dream. Even more well known, and often more lucrative are state run lotteries. They have been around for literally hundreds of years. America was created with their help. In 1612, the British crown authorized the Virginia Company of London to hold a lottery to aid the Jamestown colony. During the colonial period and after, Americans held lotteries to raise funds for internal improvements and defense. But today’s lotteries are different: they have learned the importance of effective, comprehensive marketing. Just as in the game shows, the lottery focuses on the hope of easy money with minimal effort.

The similarity between game shows and lotteries and tort litigation9 is not as farfetched as one might think. In all three situations the desired end is a trip to the bank with a fat check. In recent years a number of court cases have resulted in just such an outcome. If a plaintiff wins a lawsuit he will most likely receive not only compensatory damages (those that reimburse for medical expenses, lost wages, etc.), but may also be awarded punitive damages (those that punish the defendant for negligent or dangerous behavior). Thus like game shows and lotteries, injury and product liability lawsuits can be extremely lucrative. And once again, in such a process the traditional road to the American Dream is circumvented. Ben Franklin's industry and Lincoln's labor ethic are not components of a plaintiff's road to riches.
The traditional message taught that through hard work, frugality, and self-sacrifice one could achieve financial success and social mobility. There are unquestionably many Americans who continue to abide by such tenets and in doing so are rewarded for their efforts. Yet there are also those who covet the easy road to the Dream and in the process undercut the core values that established the Dream in the first place. Equally culpable are the big businesses that capitalize on the quest for the Dream. There can be little doubt that the producers of the millionaire games shows, the state lotteries, and lawyers are getting rich on other people's yearning for the American Dream.
READING NOTES:

1. John Winthrop - was a wealthy English Puritan lawyer who led the first large wave of migrants from England in 1630, and served as governor of the Massachusetts Bay Colony, the first major settlement in New England. In his famous sermon, A Modell of Christian Charity, (1630), he declared that the Puritan colonists emigrating to the New World were part of a special pact with God to create a holy community. This speech is often seen as a forerunner to the concept of American exceptionalism.
2. City upon a Hill - is a phrase from the parable of Salt and Light in Jesus' Sermon on the Mount. In Matthew 5:14, he tells his listeners, “You are the light of the world. A city that is set on a hill cannot be hidden”. (Град на холме)
The phrase entered the American lexicon early in its history, in the Puritan John Winthrop's sermon in which he admonished the colonists that their new community would be a "city upon a hill", watched by the world.

In the twentieth century, the image was used a number of times in American politics. On 9 January 1961, President-Elect John F. Kennedy returned the phrase to prominence during an address delivered to the General Court of Massachusetts.
President Ronald Reagan used the image as well, in his 1984 acceptance of the Republican Party nomination and in his January 11, 1989, farewell speech to the nation.
3. Martin Luther King, Jr. - (January 15, 1929–April 4, 1968) was America's civil rights leader. His leadership was fundamental to ending legal segregation in the United States and empowering the African-American community. He was a superb orator, best known for his "I Have a Dream" speech given at the March on Washington in 1963. King became the youngest person to win the Nobel Peace Prize in 1964. He is only one of three Americans to have a national holiday observed on the third Monday of January each year, and the only African-American.
4. Frontier - the extreme limit of settled land beyond which lies wilderness, especially in reference to the western US before Pacific settlement 
the New Frontier - The term New Frontier was used by John F. Kennedy in his acceptance speech in the 1960 United States presidential election to the Democratic National Convention at the Los Angeles Memorial Coliseum as the Democratic slogan to inspire America to support him. The phrase developed into a label for his administration's domestic and foreign programs. ("Новые рубежи") 
5. traditional work ethic - a set of values based on hard work and diligence. It is also a belief in the moral benefit of work and its ability to enhance character. An example would be the Protestant work ethic (Puritan work ethic). The notion developed that it might be possible to discern that a person is elect (predestined) by observing their way of life. Hard work and frugality were thought to be two important consequences of being one of the elect; thus, Protestants were attracted to these qualities, seeking to be obedient to God to whom they owed their salvation.
6. Colonial Period covers the history from the start of European settlement and especially the history of the 13 colonies of Britain until they declared independence in 1776.
7. Early Republic – in American history a period of time between 1789 when George Washington was inaugurated first President and 1823 when Monroe Doctrine was declared.
8. Horatio Alger - was a prolific 19th-century American author, best known for his many novels about impoverished boys and their rise from humble backgrounds to lives of respectable middle-class security and comfort through hard work, determination, courage, and honesty. His lifelong theme of "rags to respectability" (“rags to riches) had a profound impact on America. His works gained even greater popularity following his death, but gradually lost reader interest in the 1920s.
9. tort litigation - is the process of fighting or defending a case in a civil court when something that you did or failed to do harmed someone else and you are sued for damages.
Ex.1.
Explain and expand on the following:

1. For many Americans the formula is one of instant, albeit elusive, gratification.

2. Benjamin Franklin claimed that the key to wealth was industry.

3. Lotteries send a message at odds with the ethic of work, sacrifice and moral responsibility.

4. As a result the Dream has become more of an entitlement than something to work towards.

5. The businesses are fulfilling the Dream for themselves while dangling the possibility of the Dream over the heads of the public.

6. Instead, people are told that with a little luck they can escape the world of work to which misfortune consigns them.

7. The show has become both a reflection of and a catalyst to greed and materialism.

Ex.2.
Suggest how the following can be translated into Russian:

rugged individualism

frontier heritage

self-reliance

to pin one’s hopes on sth 

God's grace

to find solace 

shortcut to wealth

to perpetuate the idea

wads of cash

compensatory damages
to be awarded damages
Ex.3
Find words in column B corresponding to the definition in column A:

A

1. to yearn to possess (sth, esp. belonging to another)

2. lacking restraint in spending money or using resources
3. unlikely and unconvincing; implausible
4. give an incentive or encouragement
5. to make sth. continue indefinitely
6. widespread in a particular area or at a particular time
7. intended as punishment
8. deserving blame
9. the quality of using money and other resources carefully and not wastefully

10. persistence in doing sth despite difficulty or delay in achieving success

11. happening or coming immediately
12. unchanging in achievement or effect over a period of time
13. intelligent, experienced, skillful

14. present, appearing, or found everywhere, omnipresent
15. have an intense feeling of loss or lack and longing for something
16. general truth or rule of conduct
17. one of the main principles of a religion or philosophy
18. to avoid having to obey the in a clever and perhaps dishonest way
19. a long or arduous search for sth.
20. make (a problem) worse
21. to pay back the money that sb has spent or lost
22. producing a great deal of profit

23. take the chance to gain advantage from
24. believe in and follow the practices of
B

a. consistent (with)
b. quest 

c. instant

d. to adhere (to)

e. savvy (adj.)
f. lucrative

g. thrift

h. extravagant

i. perseverance

j. ubiquitous

k. maxim

l. to spur

m. to exacerbate

n. to covet 
o. to perpetuate
p. to capitalize (on)
q. prevalent
r. farfetched

s. to reimburse (for)
t. punitive

u. to circumvent

v. tenet

w. culpable

x. to yearn (for)

Ex.2
Fill in the gaps with the words from ex.1
1. After 25 years the Soviet-designed Tetris remains one of the most popular and __________ (вездесущий) video games ever created. 

2. While it is unsurprising that a career rooted in the oil industry would top the list of best-paid jobs, this __________ (прибыльный) field does have its share of drawbacks.

3. However, the continuing rows between the USA and Europe over the court's jurisdiction call these __________ (непомерный) claims into question.

4. Critical to this strategy is our development as __________ (разумный) consumers and smart investors.

5. Decent people don’t __________ (жаждать) material possessions in times of crisis and extreme suffering.

6. Many other factors can lead to and __________ (усугубить) health problems, including heredity, family eating habits and lack of exercise.

7. It is clear that Iranians do __________ (стремиться) for an accountable government and real democracy.

8. Tireless efforts, hard work, confidence, __________ (упорство) and patience helped him to attain success.

9. How has the UK moved from a nation which held up __________ (бережливость) as a virtue to owing a trillion pounds on mortgages, credit cards and other loans?
10. Candidates are not the only ones to __________ (извлекать выгоду) on the advantages the Internet provides.

11. E-mail combines __________ (мгновенный) delivery and minimal effort.

12. A rise in gas prices will __________ (подтолкнуть) development of alternative energy sources.

13. Very few recognize the services of such freedom fighters or make efforts to __________ (увековечить) their memory.
14.  Forthcoming EU legislation could criminalize Europeans who __________ (обходить) copyright protection.
15. It seems __________ (надуманный) but most of the things that happened in the first series were actually based on real events.
16. The funds were to be used to __________ (возместить) city departments for lost revenues.
17. The Supreme Court should investigate the case and take due __________ (штрафной) measure in accordance with law.
18. We should record that we have found no evidence of deliberate distortion or of __________ (преступный) negligence.
Ex.3
Give synonyms to the following words:
1. immediate, expeditious,…
2. intelligent, perceptive,…
3. profitable, thriving,…
4. spendthrift, profligate,…
5. omnipresent, pervasive,…
6. widespread, common,…
7. unlikely, implausible,…

8. to aggravate, to make worse,…
9. to stimulate, to encourage,…
10. to take advantage of, profit from,…
11. to long, to pine,…
12. to repay, to refund,…
13. to avoid, to outwit,…
SPEAKING:
What are the basic American values?
Speak about the frontier heritage of the United States.
What can you say about the traditional American work ethic?

THE ENGLISH OF THE BIBLE
In the text “Who Wants to Be a Millionaire” the author uses a phrase from the Bible – City upon a Hill. Bible is a great source of idioms we commonly use in different languages.

As most of the books of the Old Testament were originally composed in Hebrew and the entire New Testament was written in Greek the Books of the Bible appearing in other languages are all translations. 
The official English translation of the Christian Bible was authorized by King James I of England and was completed in 1611 by 47 scholars, all of whom were members of the Church of England. Since then it has been known as the Authorized Version, the King James Version or simply the KJV.
The King James Version of the Bible ranks with the complete works of Shakespeare and the Oxford English Dictionary as one of the cornerstones of the recorded language. After Shakespeare, the Authorized Version of the Bible is the most common source of phrases in English.

Trace the etymology of the phrases that follow. Say, if they were taken from the Bible or were borrowed from some other source and translate them into Russian:
a broken heart

a cross to bear

God helps those who help themselves

apple of my eye 

a sound mind in a sound body

let bygones be bygones

salt of the Earth 

in the sweat of thy face 

stupid is as stupid does
a wolf in sheep's clothing 

as you sow so shall you reap
you can’t step twice into the same river
beat swords into ploughshares

money has no smell

laws are silent at the time of war

let this cup pass from me
to cast a stone at 

flesh and blood
CULTURAL AWARENESS QUIZ: RELIGIONS OF THE WORLD
1) Which Bible figure is most closely associated with leading the exodus from Egypt?

1. Job

2. Elijah

3. Moses

4. Abraham
2) What was Mother Teresa's religion?
1. Catholic

2. Jewish

3. Buddhist

4. Hindu

3) Which of the following is NOT one of the Ten Commandments?

1. Do not steal 

2. Keep the Sabbath holy 

3. Do unto others as you would have them do unto you 

4. Do not commit adultery 

4) What was Joseph Smith's religion?

1. Catholic 
2. Jewish 
3. Buddhist 

4. Mormon 
5) What was the name of the person whose writings and actions inspired the Protestant Reformation?

1. Martin Luther 

2. Thomas Aquinas 

3. John Wesley 
6) What is the religion of most people in Indonesia?

1. Buddhist

2. Christian 
3. Muslim
4. Hindu
7) All the following are books of the Bible, EXCEPT
1. Gospels
2. Genesis 
3. New Testament

4. Exodus

5. Numbers

8) All of the following are pillars of Islam, EXCEPT: 

1. Fasting

2. Prayer

3. Prophethood

4. Charity

5. Pilgrimage
9) The word "Islam" means:
1. Justice and peace

2. Peace achieved through submission to God

3. Peace achieved through submission to the Prophet's message

4. The spread of peace around the world

10) Which of these religions aims at nirvana, the state of being free from suffering?
1. Islam
2. Buddhism
3. Hinduism
PROFICIENCY FILE

Use of English (Open Cloze)

Senior American officials console (1) .......... with the thought that, (2) .......... happens in Iraq, America will bounce (3) ........... Before long those complaining about America's overbearing power will come begging for its help. America still spends roughly (4) .......... much on defence as the rest of the world put (5) .........., and remains the only country able to project military power globally. Military commanders often say that “the nation is not at war; (6) .......... military is at war”; that is, the American public is not (7) .......... making real sacrifices. Taxes remain low, (8) .......... the casualties are moderate (9) .......... not to be greatly felt. America has ample reserves to defend its global role and its potential rivals also have weaknesses. European countries are rich, but (10) .......... the most part they are unwilling to spend money on military power.

Multiple choice lexical cloze

Replant the American Dream
By David Ignatius November 25, 2005; 

When I lived abroad, Thanksgiving was always my favorite holiday. It was a chance to scrounge up a turkey, gather foreign and American friends, and celebrate what America .......... (1) to the world. I liked to .......... (2) a sentimental toast when the turkey arrived at the table, and more than once I had my foreign guests in tears. They loved the American dream as much as I did.

I don't think Americans realize how much we have .......... (3) those ideals in the eyes of the rest of the world these past few years. The public opinion polls tell us that America isn't just disliked or feared overseas -- it is reviled. We are seen as hypocrites who .......... (4) of our democratic values but who behave lawlessly and with contempt for others. I hate this America-bashing, but when I try to defend the United States and its values in my travels abroad, I find foreigners increasingly are dismissive. How do you .......... (5) the reality of Abu Ghraib, they ask, when the vice president of the United States is actively lobbying against rules that would .......... (6) torture?

Of all the reversals the United States has suffered in recent years, this may be the worst. We are slowly shredding the fabric that defines what it means to be an American.

	1.
	A.
	purported
	В.
	represented
	С.
	constituted
	D.
	implied

	2.
	A.
	give
	В.
	offer
	С.
	make
	D.
	send

	3.
	A.
	spoilt
	В.
	nurtured
	С.
	worshiped
	D.
	tarnished

	4.
	A.
	exhibit
	В.
	show
	С.
	boast
	D.
	make fun

	5.
	A.
	deny
	В.
	refuse
	С.
	conceal
	D.
	view

	6.
	A.
	restrict
	В.
	suppress
	С.
	ban
	D.
	allow


Gapped Sentences

1. Grangers, the restaurant chain, is taking advantage of....................property prices to snap up new outlets in the north-west.
Depression can leave a person feeling....................for much of the time, often crying for no reason.
That was a rather....................trick you played on me at the company dinner, putting me next to the managing director.
2. He had fallen into the....................of having a cup of coffee from the vending machine every time he passed it.
Interrupting his wife is a really bad....................of his.
Mother Benedicta, immaculate in her black....................and white, starched coif, listened carefully to what was being said.

3. Her lawyer insisted she was the victim of a....................concocted by her ex-husband and his brother.
With its stylistic inconsistencies and the many credibility gaps in the...................., this book is a huge disappointment.
Sow lettuce and spinach on the vegetable....................in early March, for cutting in May and June.
4. An interim....................uniting all four committees has just been formed and will meet for the first time next month.
Although it has a black....................and thin black legs, the waitress swears that the fly is a mushroom root and is reluctant to replace the meal.
An increasing....................of evidence points to a definite link with the contaminated water supply.

5. Though well into her 20s by now, Jane's father still....................for her, including buying all her clothes.
Results show that the substance can be handled without adverse health effects....................that there is adequate ventilation.
Data from other experiments have....................the basis for continuing intensive research on the Martian climate.
READING 3: 
Read the text paying special attention to the italicized words and word combinations. Study the vocabulary list that follows.
ANGST IN THE UNITED STATES
(What's wrong with America's economy?)
Apr 28th 2011 
from the Economist print edition 

PESSIMISM about the United States rarely pays off in the long run. Time and again, when Americans have felt particularly glum, their economy has been on the brink of a revival. Today Americans are unhappy, and becoming more so, about their country’s prospects and politicians’ efforts to improve them. In a new New York Times/CBS News poll, seven out of ten respondents said America is on the wrong track. Almost 60% of Americans disapprove of government’s handling of the economy, and three out of four think Congress is doing a lousy job.

Are these worries justified? On the plus side, it is hard to think of any large country with as many inherent long-term advantages as America: what would China give to have a Silicon Valley? Or Germany an Ivy League1? But it is also plain that the United States does indeed have long-term economic weaknesses—and ones that will take time to fix. The real worry for Americans should be that their politicians, not least their president, are doing so little to tackle these underlying problems. Three failings stand out. 

The competitiveness canard
The first failing, of which the government is guilty, is misstating the problem. He likes to frame America’s challenges in terms of “competitiveness”, particularly versus China. America’s prosperity, he argues, depends on “out-innovating, out-educating and out-building” China. This is mostly nonsense. America’s prosperity depends not on other countries’ productivity growth, but on its own (actually pretty fast) pace. Ideas spill over from one economy to another: when China innovates Americans benefit. 
Of course, plenty more could be done to spur innovation. The system of corporate taxation is a mess and deters domestic investment. There is no doubt that due to the downturn America’s infrastructure is creaking. But the solution there has as much to do with reforming Neanderthal funding systems as it does with the greater public spending he advocates. Too much of the “competitiveness” talk is a canard—one that justifies misguided policies, such as subsidies for green technology, and diverts attention from the country’s real to-do list. 

High on that list is sorting out America’s public finances. The budget deficit is huge and public debt, at over 90% of GDP when measured in an internationally comparable manner, is high and rising fast. Apart from Japan, America is the only big rich economy that does not have a plan for getting its public finances under control.

When growth doesn’t bring jobs
Meanwhile, the biggest dangers lie in an area that politicians barely mention: the labour market. The recent decline in the jobless rate has been misleading, the result of a surprisingly small growth in the workforce (as discouraged workers drop out) as much as fast job creation. A stubborn 46% of America’s jobless, some 6m people, have been out of work for more than six months. The weakness of the recovery is mostly to blame, but there are signs that America may be developing a distinctly European disease: structural unemployment. 

All this means that grappling with entrenched joblessness deserves to be far higher on America’s policy agenda. Unfortunately, the few (leftish) politicians who acknowledge the problem tend to have misguided solutions, such as trade barriers or industrial policy to prop up yesterday’s jobs or to spot tomorrow’s. That won’t work. Instead, America needs to get its macro-medicine right, in particular by committing itself to medium-term fiscal and monetary stability without excessive short-term austerity. But it also needs job-market reforms, from streamlining and upgrading training to increasing employers’ incentives to hire the low-skilled. 

Technology and globalisation are remaking labour markets across the rich world, to the relative detriment of the lower-skilled. That’s why a rosier outlook for America’s economy does not necessarily mean a rosy future for all Americans. The current government and its opponents can help to shape the process. Sadly, they are doing so for the worse rather than the better. 

Reading Notes:

Ivy League - a group of long-established universities in the eastern US having high academic and social prestige. It includes Harvard, Yale, Princeton, and Columbia

Explain and expand on the following: 

Pessimism about the United States rarely pays off in the long run.
Too much of the “competitiveness” talk is a canard.

Technology and globalisation are remaking labour markets across the rich world, to the relative detriment of the lower-skilled.
VOCABULARY FOCUS: ECONOMY AND FINANCE
competitiveness –конкурентоспособность 
improve/increase/boost/strengthen – повышать
reduce/damage/erode – снижать
productivity growth – рост производительности труда
downturn – экономический спад
public spending – государственные расходы
public finances – государственные финансы
budget deficit (to reduce,  to narrow) – уменьшить дефицит бюджета
to close / to cover / to bridge (the deficit) – покрыть дефицит бюджета
budget - to draw up ~ — составлять бюджет 

to submit/present ~ — предоставить бюджет на рассмотрение 
to pass/approve ~ — принять/одобрить/утвердить бюджет 
to put the budget in the red — создать бюджетный дефицит
to put the budget in the black / to balance the budget / to bridge, to close the budget dficit — ликвидировать бюджетный дефицит 
to reduce / to cut / slash the budget deficit — сокращать дефицит
to exceed/stretch a budget — выходить за пределы бюджета 
to cut/reduce/to scale back/to slash a budget — урезать/сократить бюджет
tight budget — напряженный/ограниченный/стесненный бюджет 

public debt – государственный долг
labour market (job/employment market) – рынок труда
to develop ~ - осваивать рынок
jobless rate (unemployment rate) – уровень безработицы
workforce (labour/manpower) – рабочая сила
job creation – создание рабочих мест
trade barriers – торговые ограничения (барьеры) 
to impose ~ - установить ограничения
(to lift/dismantle/eliminate/break down/do away with) ~ – снять/устранить барьеры
austerity (policy/measures) – меры строгой экономии
streamlining and upgrading – меры по модернизации и усовершенствованию

Given below are the extracts from the budget speeches of the US President and the UK Chancellor of the Exchequer. Read them paying special attention to the italicized collocations, translate the texts into Russian using the vocabulary notes that follow:
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VOCABULARY NOTES
interest rate- процентная ставка
inflation rate – уровень инфляции
tax rate – ставка налога
a collapse in demand – падение спроса
to meet/satisfy ~ - удовлетворять спрос
inflation
to rein in/to curb ~ – взять под контроль
rampant ~ - неконтролируемая, безудержно растущая
to rely on borrowing – рассчитывать на заемные средства
to fuel our growth – способствовать росту (stimulate, boost, encourage, intensify) 

to promote innovation – способствовать инновациям
to cut (though) red tape – преодолеть бюрократические препоны
to be exempt from – быть освобожденным от
to exempt from – обождать от
bailout – государственная поддержка
recovery measures – меры по оздоровлению экономики
mortgage credit – ипотечный кредит
to allocate/allot/give/allow/supply/provide/extend) a credit — выделять/предоставлять кредит
to raise a credit - брать кредит 
to obtain/receive a credit - получать кредит 
to decline/refuse a credit - отказать в кредите 
to allow/extend, give, grant a credit - предоставлять кредит 
to lose consumer confidence – потерять доверие потребителя
a credit crunch – финансовый кризис
fall in demand – падение спроса
to meet / satisfy consumers' demand — удовлетворять спрос потребителей 
to be in demand — пользоваться спросом
brisk / enormous / great / strong demand — большой спрос
a scrappage scheme – программа утилизации автомобилей
tax revenues – доход от налогов, налоговые поступления
to tackle social exclusion – преодолеть социальную исключенность
to levy/collect taxes – взимать налоги
to evade/avoid/dodge ~ - уклоняться от уплаты налогов
tax burden - налоговое бремя 

to ease / reduce / relieve  ~ - снизить, уменьшить ~

to increase ~ - повысить ~

black economy – теневая экономика
	FOLLOW-UP
	Go to the US Government Printing Office website at http://www.gpoaccess.gov/usbudget/ and to the UK Parliament website at http://www.parliament.uk/about/how/occasions/budget/.
Be prepared to compare budget processes in the two countries. Pay special attention to the following facts:

· timing of the process

· who drafts the budget

· who makes the budget speech and where



Ex.1
Match the words given below with their definitions that follow:
Bailout, inflation, mortgage credit, trade barriers, scrappage scheme, revenue, demand, red tape, austerity measures, budget deficit, downturn, streamlining, competitiveness

1) a decline in economic, business, or other activity 

2) the excess of a government's total expenditure over its income

3) difficult economic conditions created by government measures to reduce a budget deficit
4) making (an organization or system) more efficient and effective by employing faster or simpler working methods
5) the desire of consumers, clients, etc. for a particular commodity, service, or other item 

6) the ability to compete in markets for goods or services

7) adherence to official rules and formalities, excessive bureaucracy 

8) giving financial assistance to a failing business or economy to save it from collapse 

9) a general increase in prices and fall in the purchasing value of money

10) a loan obtained through the conveyance of property as security 

11) laws, institutions, or practices which make trade between countries more difficult or expensive than trade within countries

12) a government budget program to promote the replacement of old vehicles with modern vehicles

13) income, especially of an organization and of a substantial nature 
Ex.2
Match the words in columns with the following nouns, give synonyms if possible, translate the collocations into Russian (you will need to consult a dictionary as some collocations are not on your Active Vocabulary list):

Demand, deficit, budget, credit, tax, market; 

to draw up

to exempt from

to allow

to levy 

to bridge

to balance

mortgage

to obtain

to narrow

consumer 

to evade

to satisfy

tight

brisk
Ex.3
Translate the following sentences into English using the collocations from the active vocabulary list of the unit:

1. Согласно Программе утилизации старых машин, автомобиль старше 10 лет можно сдать государству, получив взамен скидку на покупку новой машины.

2. В рамках законов резиденты «Сколково» будут на 10 лет освобождены от налога на прибыль, имущество, НДС и от уплаты таможенных пошлин.
3. Мировой финансовый кризис привел к значительному росту уровня безработицы.

4. Первое полугодие 2011 года было предоставлено в 2 раза больше ипотечных кредитов, чем за аналогичный период 2010 г.

5. Он так давно здесь работает, что знает все о том, как преодолеть бюрократические препоны. 
6. МВФ считает, что России "необходимо взять под контроль инфляцию". 

7. Как заявил директор-распорядитель МВФ, несмотря на то, что в мире "продолжается оздоровление экономики", этот процесс остается еще "очень хрупким".
8. Итальянский премьер старается убедить Евросоюз, что меры строгой экономии спасут Италию  и страна встретит 2014 год со сбалансированным бюджетом.

9. США обвинил швейцарские банки в том, что они помогали состоятельным американцам уклоняться от уплаты налогов.

10. Правительство предполагает покрыть дефицит бюджета за счет повышения налогового бремени.
11. За минувшие три года Латвия пережила самый существенный спад налоговых поступлений среди стран Балтии.

12. Резкое падение спроса на недвижимость в РФ вызвало кризис неплатежей у строителей.
13. В условиях мировой нестабильности России необходимо модернизировать экономическую систему.
WRONGDOING IN BUSINESS

Read the sample sentences and match each type of wrongdoing with its definition given below:

· Former employees of Parmalat, one of the world’s largest dairy groups will face market-rigging (1) charges resulting from their alleged involvement in one of Europe’s largest financial cover-ups.

· Federal prosecutors in San Diego say a border inspector has been charged with bribery (2), smuggling (3) illegal immigrants and helping smuggle nearly five tons of marijuana.

· A seventh person has been arrested by City of London Police in connection with a long-running investigation into an alleged insider dealing (4) ring.

· The owner of a West Shore tax and payroll firm was sentenced today to 30 months in federal prison for the embezzlement (5) of $300,000 in retirement and tax funds from 23 business clients.

· Fifa claims it can help fight money laundering (6) in football through the expansion of its Transfer Matching System.
· A Colorado Springs man is facing forgery (7) charges after more than $800 of fake twenty dollar bills were found in his truck.
· But the opposition Socialist Party and scientists’ trade unions claim that the ministry is using creative accounting (8) to artificially inflate the figures. 
· Longtime gang member and his accomplice were indicted in connection with their involvement in an extortion (9) scheme, according to a press released from the District Attorney's office.

a. the manipulation of financial numbers, usually within the letter of the law;
b. moving goods illegally into or out of a country;
c. the crime of processing stolen money through a legitimate business or sending it abroad to a foreign bank;
d. the practice of obtaining something, especially money, through force or threats;
e. misappropriation of money placed in one's trust or belonging to the organization for which one works;
f. trading on the stock exchange to one's own advantage through having access to confidential information;
g. the action of making a fake copy of a document, signature, banknote, or work of art;
h. the act of offering someone money or something valuable in order to persuade them to do something for you;
i. the companies in a market act together to stop a market working as it should in order to gain an unfair advantage;
IDIOM SPOT: BUSINESS IDIOMS

In his budget speech President Obama said “we're looking for ways to get more bang for our buck”

Business English is very idiomatic. Businessmen don’t begin a project. They “get a project off the ground.” They don’t call each other to discuss progress – they “touch base.” Later, if the project is not going well, they don’t end it. They “pull the plug.” Here are some idioms you're likely to encounter when talking business.

to get bang for the buck - value for the money spent
to pass the buck - to shift the blame; to blame somebody else

to bite the bullet - to make a difficult or painful decision; to take a difficult step

laissez-faire (economy) -- an economy in which government intervention is kept to a minimum and market forces are allowed to rule.

to fast track a project - to make a project a high priority; to speed up the time frame of a project
pull the plug - to put a stop to a project or initiative, usually because it's not going well; to stop something from moving forward; to discontinue

to break even - have expenses equal to profits 

to close the books - stop taking orders, end a bookkeeping period

a face value - the official worth or trust of something

to be in the market for – to be ready to buy something

in the red - losing money, unprofitable

to mean business - be serious

at a loss - sell something and lose money

go public - sell shares of a privately owned company to the public

cut corners - economize

Fill in the blanks using one of the abovementioned idioms: 

1. We've heard rumors that our competitors are developing similar products, let's __________ this project.

2. We have been forced to __________ on stationary expenses during these severe economic times.

3. When demand was down, U.S. automakers had to __________ and cut jobs.
4. After losing millions of dollars drilling for oil in Nebraska and finding nothing, the oil company finally __________ on its exploration project.

5. The stock of the Internet company rose very quickly when they __________. 

6. Although the __________ of the postage stamp was very low it sold at the auction for much money.

7. Parents often try __________ to teachers when children misbehave in school saying it is their task to teach kids good manners.

8. Only three months after the collapse of the market the company was able _________ and start making profits.

9. This fall the former Federal Reserve chairman was being blamed for the __________ economic policies that contributed to the current financial crisis.

10. During the global downturn we were forced to sell the computers __________.

11. Democratic leaders pledged to rein in practice of __________ after the Republicans used their majority to distribute government grants based on politics and lobbying, rather than on merit. 
12. We _________ for a new house for a long time but still we haven't bought one.
13. “They are serious. They__________,” said the U.S. special envoy to the Middle East, referring to Netanyahu and Abbas, who have wrapped up a round of direct peace talks

	DIY:
	Go to www.economist.com. Select an article that interests you. Make a note of any more useful collocations relating to the topic of economy and be ready to present them in class.


READING 4: READ THE TEXT and say in what ways American and British politics differ
WHO ISN’T COMING FOR DINNER

A bit of cross-party parliamentary civility might go a long way in America’s divided polity

Aug 13th 2011 | from the Economist print edition 

A BRITON in America notices something about comparative politics. Britain’s House of Commons reeks of conflict. The rival parties glare at one another from opposite benches. Debates are barbed and sometimes vicious—especially during the gladiatorial spectacle of prime minister’s questions. America’s Congress is different. Members of the House of Representatives sit shoulder-to-shoulder in the shape of a horseshoe. Debates, such as they are, are marked by an exaggerated decorum. The casual observer might easily conclude that America has the more consensual form of politics and Britain the more adversarial.

As the recent bitter fights show, nothing could be further from the truth. Compared with the total war that is American politics, the British version is sport (amateur sport at that: the $1 billion that Mr Obama is said to be seeking for his re-election campaign would pay for an entire British general election 20 times over).

After they heap scorn and vitriol upon one another in the debating chamber, members of the British Parliament retire companionably together to the bars and tea rooms of the Palace of Westminster. Friendships across party lines are easy, because the next election is generally years away (Parliament sits now for a fixed term of five years) and most politicians spend plenty of time in their taxpayer-subsidised homes in London. Besides, the present ideological quarrels between Tories, Labourites and Liberal Democrats pale into insignificance next to America’s. No party dares to threaten the National Health Service, for example, or propose dramatic changes in tax rates. Above all, British politicians accept the rules of a simple game: the ruling party governs (occasionally in coalition) while the opposition bides its time.

The life of the modern congressman could not be more different. Every member of the House is up for re-election every two years. That requires perpetual fund-raising and, thanks to the system of primary elections, assiduous cultivation of local activists. Many congressmen invest so much time in their districts that they do not bother to rent apartments in Washington, DC, let alone bring their families to the capital. Some sleep instead on sofas in their offices, in some cases expressly to avoid being seduced by the pernicious amity of Washington. Less time in Washington means fewer opportunities for them to befriend members of the other party, even if they wanted to. Increasingly, however, they don’t. Friendships might be all very well if, as in Britain, the opposition were merely biding its time. In America’s system the battle never pauses. Even before the Republicans captured the House in November’s mid-terms, they were fully and often successfully engaged in seeking to thwart the will of the Democrats.

As for ideological differences, the gap between America’s parties is growing. The most conservative Democrat on Capitol Hill is to the left of the most liberal Republican, and vice versa. The Democrats have become the defenders of social-transfer payments, the Republicans zealous champions of small government and low taxation. Many of the 87 freshmen Republicans entering the House in November do not believe that they were sent there to conduct business as usual or—witness their willingness to risk default by refusing to raise the federal debt ceiling—observe the customary rules of the game. “A lot of us”, Tim Griffin, a freshman from Arkansas, told the New York Times, “feel that we’re here on a mission, and the mission is now, and we’re not that concerned about the political consequences.” British politicians of all hues tune into the BBC’s “Today” programme, the morning radio show that sets the nation’s political agenda and referees the facts. America’s listen to their separate echo-chambers.

Notes from a small island
As they ponder the scale of their debt and the deadlock between the parties, Americans are entitled to feel frustrated. A record eight out of ten of them said after the recent debt-ceiling deal that they disapprove of the way Congress is doing its job. Given the impasse on the Hill, the occasional Anglophile will ask, could not America borrow something from a system that seems somehow to combine civility with the ability to get hard things done?

Probably not. As they made unmannerly plain a couple of centuries ago, most Americans do not admire Britain’s parliamentary democracy, which is, after all, no panacea. In 1976 Lord Hailsham, a Conservative politician, called its strong centralisation of decision-making an “elective dictatorship”. That might be a boon when strong government is needed: during war, say, or when rioters are burning London, or when, as during the Thatcher period, the times call for a wrenching change. America needs to make big changes if it is to live within its means. But this will not be done by tinkering with its system of government. It is the people who work the system who need to change, primarily by meeting their opponents half way. They could make a start by asking a member of the other party over for dinner.
Paraphrase the following:

· Britain’s House of Commons reeks of conflict.
· Debates, such as they are, are marked by an exaggerated decorum.
· It is the people who work the system who need to change, primarily by meeting their opponents half way.

SPEAKING: Speak on how Parliaments work in different countries
WORD FORMATION TECHNIQUES

In the texts above you have come across such words as misguided, overstretched, underestimated, overtake, undervalued, rediscovered, misadventure.

The knowledge of prefixes and their meanings can be a clue to the meaning of every word beginning with this prefix.

Fill each blank with the most appropriate form of the words given below. 
Overbear, overburden, overshadow, oversupply, overstretch, overreact
1. At first the sergeant was very domineering, but as he got to know the men, he became less __________.
2. The United States _________ to the Sept 11th attacks and unnecessarily militarized American foreign policy.

3. Gary's errors in the field __________ his good work at the plate.
4. We have a shortage of skilled technicians but an __________ of underskilled workers.
5. The Chief of the General Staff has spoken of the __________ of the British Army, having to fight a difficult war on two fronts, Iraq and Afghanistan.
Underemploy, underpayment, underprivileged, undersell, underachieve, underfund

1. Children of lone parents are 70 per cent more prone to __________ at school and to be drawn into crime.

2. The survey found that many part-time workers are __________ and at the risk of falling into poverty.

3. He also has discretionary powers to penalize company investors and directors who deliberately __________ a pension scheme.

4. Our country has spent billions of dollars to help the __________ nations improve their standard of living.
5. When discount houses tried to __________ department stores, the latter reduced prices too, and adopted the slogan "We will no be undersold."
Misappropriate, mislead, mismanage, misstating, misconceive, misguide
1. The first failing, of which Mr Obama in particular is guilty, is __________ the problem.
2. Too much of the “competitiveness” talk is a canard that justifies __________ policies and diverts attention from the country’s real to-do list.
3. District elections officials defended their performance after city leaders accused them of __________ that delayed vote tallies for hours.
4. A longtime New Jersey mayor used his position to __________ affordable housing funds and line his own pockets with city money.
5. It is hard to see the Pope's state visit to Britain as anything other than ill-timed and __________.
Outlast, outperform, outbid, outlaw, outplay, outsource

1. Just three years after France __________ smoking in offices, the French are starting to openly flout the rules.
2. The impasse has __________ the withdrawal of American troops ahead of President Obama’s declaration last month that the American combat mission was over.
3. The business was IBM's to dominate, but it decided to __________ the guts of the machine to Intel and Microsoft.
4. A 1993 study showed that students who did reasoning tests while listening to the 1781 Sonata by Mozart tended to __________ those who did so in a silent room 
5. In 1999 Vodafone __________ American phone giant Bell Atlantic for control of AirTouch Communications.

Disallow, disclaim,  discontinue, disadvantage, dispossess, disprove
1. Historically indigenous people they have often been __________ of their lands.
2. Universities are using information on students' social background and school performance to prioritise the most __________ candidates.
3. England scored again, but the whistle had gone and the goal was __________.
4. He __________ any knowledge of the contents of the letter.
5. A report indicates the iPod classic and iPod shuffle lines may soon be __________.
READING 5: READ THE ARTICLE, DISCUSS IT, and WRITE AN ESSAY
 “WHY IS ANTI-AMERICANISM ON THE RISE?”
The Problem of American Exceptionalism
Our values and attitudes may be misunderstood, but they have consequences on the world scene

Andrew Kohut and Bruce Stokes
May 9, 2006

Why is anti-Americanism on the rise? In their new book, America Against the World, Pew Research Center President Andrew Kohut and journalist Bruce Stokes explore findings from a series of international surveys that highlight the role American values play in the worldwide rise in anti-Americanism in the 21st century.. 

Differences in American values and attitudes, modest as many may be, do matter in the daily relations between nations because of the status of the United States as an unprecedented superpower and the driving influence of American business and culture. Americans' exceptionalism is America's problem, not so much because Americans are that different from others, but because any dissimilarity in attitudes or values is magnified by the United States' place in the world, and others often resent those differences. 

The City on a Hill Syndrome

Nothing is more vexing to foreigners than Americans' belief that America is a shining city on a hill -- a place apart where a better way of life exists, one to which all other peoples should aspire. And, compared with Western Europeans, average Americans are more likely to express their pride and patriotism. 

While U.S. citizens are alone in thinking it is a "good thing" that American customs are spreading all around the world, they see people from other countries benefiting more from such Americanization than themselves. 

The ordinary American's modest appetite for spreading U.S. ideals goes hand in hand with the public's lack of imperial aspirations. Consider the American reaction to the collapse of the Soviet Union. While pundits and politicians made much of the vindication of democracy and capitalism, ordinary Americans barely paid attention--less than half the public very closely followed news about the fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989. 

Today, in a more dangerous and contentious time, even American elites -- academics, journalists, business leaders and so forth -- show few aspirations for empire. While two out of three American opinion leaders believe that the United States should play a strong leadership role in the world (twice the proportion of the public at large), fewer than 10 percent think the United States should be the single world leader. 

America, the Blessed Nation

American religiosity is also a growing concern to many foreigners. This is especially the case among America's traditional European allies, who are among the most secular people in the world. However, American religious fervor also influences the views of people in some Muslim societies. The United States has a long tradition of separating church from state -- but an equally powerful inclination to mix religion with politics. Throughout the nation's history, great political and social movements -- from abolition to women's suffrage, from civil rights to today's struggles over abortion and gay marriage -- have drawn upon religious institutions for moral authority, inspirational leadership, and organizational muscle. But for the past generation, religion has come to be woven more deeply into the fabric of partisan politics than ever before. 

Within the United States, there is little question that religious views have a decisive impact on many social issues such as abortion, end-of-life decisions, stem cell research and homosexuality. In fact, whether a person regularly attends church or synagogue or mosque is more important in determining his or her vote for president than such demographic characteristics as gender, age, income, and region; and it is just as important as race. Little wonder then that a solid majority of Europeans describe the American people as "too religious." 

Thus, while Americans are clearly nationalistic and quite religious, there is little evidence that either their patriotism or their faith drives public support for the more activist and unilateralist U.S. foreign policy that has fueled anti-Americanism in recent years. 

It All Depends

The world's biggest complaint about the United States is that Washington too often acts unilaterally, without concern for the interests of others. Certainly the American public is ambivalent about multilateralism, running hot and cold on whether the United States should cooperate with allies or adopt a go-it-alone approach. 

While we have no public opinion data dating back to the early days of the republic, it is fair to say that unilateralism and hegemony (at least with regard to the Western Hemisphere) have been accepted by the American people for most of their history. In the view of Yale University historian John Gaddis, it was not until the mid-1930s that the United States began to pursue a more multilateralist course in foreign affairs. And even then, Franklin Delano Roosevelt had to convince voters that working closely with others was the best way to preserve U.S. resources and to get the allies "to do most of the fighting." This shift in Americans' views about their relations with the rest of the world defined American foreign policy for the remainder of the 20th century. But the September 11 attacks have rekindled Americans' support for unilateralism. That stance has clearly divided the U.S. public from its traditional allies. 

Most Americans are oblivious to this alienation. Pew's 17-nation poll found that while 69 percent of Americans believed that the United States was "generally disliked" by people in other parts of the world, 67 percent also believed, quite contrary to the view of most people in other countries, that the United States paid attention to foreigners' interests. This is a disconnect of a major order. 

Americans' reawakened affinity for unilateralism also resonates with their opposition to ceding sovereignty over international endeavors. Polls have consistently found public opposition to U.S. troops serving under UN command and Americans, unlike a majority of Europeans, are not prepared to allow their soldiers to be tried in international criminal courts when charged with war crimes. U.S. citizens are also considerably less willing than other Western publics to give an international organization final say on global environmental policies. 

But such go-it-alone American exceptionalism is both equivocal and conditional. While Americans are protective of their sovereignty and jealous of their right to protect themselves, the urge to be good world citizens and cooperate with allies is never far from the surface. The Pew poll also found that, by a 49 percent to 35 percent plurality, Americans continued to believe that U.S. foreign policy should take into account the interests of allies rather than be based mostly on U.S. interests. It also found rising criticism of President Bush for paying too little attention to the interest of close allies. 

Furthermore, it is now the American public that seeks a closer working relationship with traditional allies, while Europeans want more space. In Pew's 2005 survey, sizable majorities in Great Britain, France, Germany, Spain, and Holland said that their governments should take a more independent approach to security and diplomatic affairs than they have in the past. However, two in three Americans felt that the U.S. and Western Europe should remain as close ever. 

Problems, You Say?

While nationalism and religiosity are misunderstood manifestations of American exceptionalism, and U.S. internationalism often depends on the tenor of the times and who is in the White House, a deep-seated individualism, coupled with an inherent optimism, truly distinguishes Americans. The American ethic of self-reliance and independence, coupled with the unparalleled economic and military success of the United States since its founding, has given Americans boundless optimism. 

But these traits entail a number of problematic consequences for the U.S. relationship with the world. First, Americans' self-reliance leads them to believe that they really don't need the rest of the world. For example, Pew's surveys have found majorities of Americans saying that what happens in Europe and Asia--even events in neighbor countries, Mexico and, especially, Canada--has little, if any, impact on their lives. While these polls date to the 1990s and the early days of September 2001, there is little to suggest that these attitudes have changed. Americans have remained disinterested in foreign news except when it deals directly with the United States or the war on terrorism. Polls conducted by the University of Maryland's Program on International Policy Attitudes (PIPA) also found that, despite being citizens of the world's leading trading economy, Americans believed that other countries benefit more from global trade than does the United States. 

Indeed, Americans' self-confidence breeds indifference and inertia toward dealing with problems generally and international problems in particular. Americans tend to minimize challenges even as they acknowledge them. In mid-1999, Pew conducted a series of major polls asking Americans to look back on the 20th century and ahead to the 21st. Despite gloomy consensus forecasts of natural disasters, environmental calamities, and international terrorism, a resounding 81 percent of adults were steadfast in their optimism about what the 21st century held for them and their families, and 70 percent believed the country as a whole would do well. Eight in ten Americans described themselves as hopeful, anticipating that the new millennium would usher in the triumph of science and technology. Majorities predicted that it was most likely cancer would be cured, AIDS would be eradicated, and ordinary people would travel in space. 

Such confidence in the face of looming problems is a key element in Americans' "can do" reputation. But optimism can also reinforce a "muddle through" mentality, which, in turn, makes it more difficult to bring public pressure to bear on elected leaders to deal forcefully with problems that Americans themselves see on the horizon. For example, PIPA surveys showed that a very strong majority of the U.S. public believed that global warming is a real and serious problem. Yet 21 percent of respondents stated that unless global warming is a certainty, no steps should be taken to deal with it, and another 42 percent said only gradual, low-cost steps should be taken. Just 34 percent of the public said it was necessary to deal with global warming right now. Moreover 66 percent thought that the United States was either doing more or about as much to limit greenhouse gases as other advanced nations. 

Finally, Americans' strong sense of individual freedom combined with their overweening optimism leads many to think they can have it both ways. Energy is a prime case in point. Americans have long acknowledged the risk of dependence on foreign energy sources. Yet, even the September 11 attacks, carried out largely by nationals of Saudi Arabia, America's largest oil provider, had minimal impact on attitudes toward the car culture. It was not until the sharp spurt in prices in late August and early September 2005 that support for policies such as tighter automobile fuel-efficiency standards and incentives for alternative energy-source development rose substantially. For most Americans, the high cost of gasoline represents a challenge to their assumed right to low-priced fuel, an integral part of their SUV culture. 

A similar two-mindedness is apparent with respect to trade policy. Many Americans deplore the loss of U.S. jobs because of imports. But in recent years they have happily purchased record amounts of imported goods, citing their high quality and relatively low prices. In effect, Americans are saying, "protect our jobs but keep those affordable frocks and gadgets coming." 

WRITING: DESCRIBING CHARTS
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MODEL:

The graph compares the rate of smoking in men and women in Someland between the years 1960 and 2000. It can be clearly seen that the rate of smoking for both men and women is currently declining and that fewer women have smoked throughout the period.

In 1960, 600 men in every 1,000 were smoking. This number decreased gradually to 500 by 1974 and continued to decrease but more steeply to 250 in 2000. In contrast, the rate of smoking in women in 1960 was very low at only 80 in every 1,000. By 1968 this increased to 170, and increased again but more steeply to 320 in 1977. The rate of female smokers then remained stable at 320 until 1984 at which point the figures began to decline and dropped to 200 by 2000.

In conclusion we can see that the rate of smoking in men dropped throughout the whole period but was always at a higher level than the female figures. The rate of smoking in women increased until 1977 but then decreased for the rest of the period.
The following words are used to describe upward, downward or horizontal changes in figures. For each verb say which movement is described:
to level off

to plunge

to surge

to climb

to decline
to halve
to crash

to boom
to plummet
to drop
to fluctuate

to slump

to recover 

to top out

to rocket 

to stabilize

to come down

to double

to leap

to deteriorate

to dip

to peak

to soar

to dive

to hit bottom

to see the improvement

to be up and down
1. Downward movement:
2. Upward movement:
3. Staying the same: 
Describing the degree of change

Sharply, gradually, moderately, slightly, steeply, significantly, dramatically, markedly, considerably;

Describing the speed of change

Steadily, abruptly, uninterruptedly, rapidly, swiftly, suddenly, gradually, continuously;

Expressing approximation

Just under/just over, well under/well over, roughly, nearly, approximately, around, about;
Look at the chart and complete the report below with a suitable preposition where needed.
CRUDE OIL PRICES: US DOLLARS PER BARREL

Source for chart: OECD Factbook 2006 ISBN

The chart shows fluctuations in the price of crude oil over a thirty five year period, and clearly illustrates how oil prices are affected by world events.

In general there has been an upward trend in the price of crude oil [1]…….. 1970, when it was only $1.30 per barrel. The oil embargo of the early 1970s, however, caused the price to rise sharply [2]…….. nearly $11 per barrel. The crisis ended soon afterwards, but the price remained [3]…….. around $11 to $13 per barrel until 1979. The Iranian revolution of that year had a huge impact on oil prices, which shot up [4]…….. $17 to reach [5]…….. about $30 per barrel in the same year.

The following IranIraq war caused a further increase, and the price reached [6]…….. a peak [7]…….. nearly $36 in 1980. From that point until 1985, the price fell steadily. However, from 1985 to 1986 the price suddenly plunged [8]…….. $13. For the next few years the price fluctuated [9]…….. $14, but with the invasion of Kuwait in 1990 there was a sudden rise [10]…….. $5. The price quickly fell again and remained stable for most of the 1990s.

Things changed once again at the end of the decade, and from 1999 to 2000 the price increased [11]…….. almost $10 per barrel. Despite a slight drop in 2000, the rise continued and by the end of the period, the price of crude oil had shot up [12]…….. a peak of $50 per barrel
Now choose one of the following graphs and in 150-200 words write a report describing the information shown in it:

1. The graph below compares the number of visits to two new music sites on the web
2. The chart shows the number of mobile phones and landlines per 100 people in selected countries.
3. The table describes Underground Railways Systems
	City
	Date opened
	Kilometres of route
	Passengers per year
(in millions)

	London
	1863
	394
	775

	Paris
	1900
	199
	1191

	Tokyo
	1927
	155
	1927

	Washington DC
	1976
	126
	144

	Los Angeles
	2001
	28
	50


Orally speak about the American Spending pattern:
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WRITE A SURVEY REPORT OF 250-300 WORDS

SURVEY: WHAT MAKES PEOPLE HAPPY

The Survey was conducted by the Pew Research Center in October-November 2010. The results for this survey are based on telephone interviews with 3,014 adults, aged 18 years and over, living in the U.S. Margin of sampling error is plus or minus 2 percentage points for results based on the total sample at the 95% confidence level. 
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DEBATE CLUB: DEBATE FORMAT

The main purpose of debate club is to develop critical thinking skills and tolerance for differing viewpoints. To facilitate these goals, debaters work together in teams, affirmative and negative, and must research both sides of each issue. Each team is given the opportunity to offer arguments and direct questions to the opposing team. Judges then offer constructive feedback, commenting on logical flaws, insufficient evidence, or arguments that debaters may have overlooked.
Debate Topic: Should we reject the American way of life?

With its rise to the position of “hyperpower,” the global reach of the United States of America has become beyond doubt. Everywhere you look, from global politics and trade to local entertainment, cuisine and lifestyle choices, the mark of the United States is evident. But as globalization has hastened the spread of the American way of life, with its particular eating habits, popular culture, lifestyle, system of government, and values, many have begun to question the “cultural imperialism” that has spread “the American way” across the globe.
So, should the American way of life be embraced as a grand template for the world’s globalizing cultures, or should it be rejected as a harmful and even dangerous influence?
Decide, which of the statements given below are constructive (affirmative/ negative), which may be used as rebuttals. Arrange them in logical order, develop each of the arguments and simulate debate.

· Moving towards the American way of life necessarily means the slow decay of individual national cultural identities. 
· The American way of life may well be unhealthy, but it is also delicious.

· Rejecting the American way of life denies the world’s people important economic advantages, especially in terms of mobility.

· Differences in ways of life between countries can have positive economic consequences. 

· As far as ways of life are concerned, the American is a pretty strong choice. The American way of life boasts an emphasis on hard work, self-sacrifice, equality, and democracy.

· The American way of life is itself unhealthy for people everywhere. 

· America’s culture should be rejected because it is inferior to those of many other nations. 
ADDITIONAL TEXTS
Text 1 THE BUBBLE OF AMERICAN SUPREMACY 

A prominent financier argues that the heedless assertion of American power in the world resembles a financial bubble—and the moment of truth may be here
by George Soros 

It is generally agreed that September 11, 2001, changed the course of history. But we must ask ourselves why that should be so. How could a single event, even one involving 3,000 civilian casualties, have such a far-reaching effect? The answer lies not so much in the event itself as in the way the United States, under the leadership of President George W. Bush, responded to it. 

Admittedly, the terrorist attack was historic in its own right. Hijacking fully fueled airliners and using them as suicide bombs was an audacious idea, and its execution could not have been more spectacular. The destruction of the Twin Towers of the World Trade Center made a symbolic statement that reverberated around the world, and the fact that people could watch the event on their television sets endowed it with an emotional impact that no terrorist act had ever achieved before. The aim of terrorism is to terrorize, and the attack of September 11 fully accomplished this objective. 

Even so, September 11 could not have changed the course of history to the extent that it has if President Bush had not responded to it the way he did. He declared war on terrorism, and under that guise implemented a radical foreign-policy agenda whose underlying principles predated the tragedy. Those principles can be summed up as follows: International relations are relations of power, not law; power prevails and law legitimizes what prevails. The United States is unquestionably the dominant power in the post-Cold War world; it is therefore in a position to impose its views, interests, and values. The world would benefit from adopting those values, because the American model has demonstrated its superiority. The Clinton and first Bush Administrations failed to use the full potential of American power. This must be corrected; the United States must find a way to assert its supremacy in the world.

This foreign policy is part of a comprehensive ideology customarily referred to as neoconservatism, though I prefer to describe it as a crude form of social Darwinism. I call it crude because it ignores the role of cooperation in the survival of the fittest, and puts all the emphasis on competition. In economic matters the competition is between firms; in international relations it is between states. In economic matters social Darwinism takes the form of market fundamentalism; in international relations it is now leading to the pursuit of American supremacy.

Not all the members of the Bush Administration subscribe to this ideology, but neoconservatives form an influential group within it. They publicly called for the invasion of Iraq as early as 1998. Their ideas originated in the Cold War and were further elaborated in the post-Cold War era. Before September 11 the ideologues were hindered in implementing their strategy by two considerations: George W. Bush did not have a clear mandate (he became President by virtue of a single vote in the Supreme Court), and America did not have a clearly defined enemy that would have justified a dramatic increase in military spending. 

September 11 removed both obstacles. President Bush declared war on terrorism, and the nation lined up behind its President. Then the Bush Administration proceeded to exploit the terrorist attack for its own purposes. It fostered the fear that has gripped the country in order to keep the nation united behind the President, and it used the war on terrorism to execute an agenda of American supremacy. That is how September 11 changed the course of history. 

Exploiting an event to further an agenda is not in itself reprehensible. It is the task of the President to provide leadership, and it is only natural for politicians to exploit or manipulate events so as to promote their policies. The cause for concern lies in the policies that Bush is promoting, and in the way he is going about imposing them on the United States and the world. He is leading us in a very dangerous direction. 

The supremacist ideology of the Bush Administration stands in opposition to the principles of an open society, which recognize that people have different views and that nobody is in possession of the ultimate truth. The supremacist ideology postulates that just because we are stronger than others, we know better and have right on our side. The very first sentence of the September 2002 National Security Strategy (the President's annual laying out to Congress of the country's security objectives) reads, "The great struggles of the twentieth century between liberty and totalitarianism ended with a decisive victory for the forces of freedom—and a single sustainable model for national success: freedom, democracy, and free enterprise."

The assumptions behind this statement are false on two counts. First, there is no single sustainable model for national success. Second, the American model, which has indeed been successful, is not available to others, because our success depends greatly on our dominant position at the center of the global capitalist system, and we are not willing to yield it. 

The Bush doctrine, first enunciated in a presidential speech at West Point in June of 2002, and incorporated into the National Security Strategy three months later, is built on two pillars: the United States will do everything in its power to maintain its unquestioned military supremacy; and the United States arrogates the right to pre-emptive action. In effect, the doctrine establishes two classes of sovereignty: the sovereignty of the United States, which takes precedence over international treaties and obligations; and the sovereignty of all other states, which is subject to the will of the United States. This is reminiscent of George Orwell's Animal Farm: all animals are equal, but some animals are more equal than others.

To be sure, the Bush doctrine is not stated so starkly; it is shrouded in doublespeak. The doublespeak is needed because of the contradiction between the Bush Administration's concept of freedom and democracy and the actual principles and requirements of freedom and democracy. Talk of spreading democracy looms large in the National Security Strategy. But when President Bush says, as he does frequently, that freedom will prevail, he means that America will prevail. In a free and open society, people are supposed to decide for themselves what they mean by freedom and democracy, and not simply follow America's lead. The contradiction is especially apparent in the case of Iraq, and the occupation of Iraq has brought the issue home. We came as liberators, bringing freedom and democracy, but that is not how we are perceived by a large part of the population. 

It is ironic that the government of the most successful open society in the world should have fallen into the hands of people who ignore the first principles of open society. At home Attorney General John Ashcroft has used the war on terrorism to curtail civil liberties. Abroad the United States is trying to impose its views and interests through the use of military force. The invasion of Iraq was the first practical application of the Bush doctrine, and it has turned out to be counterproductive. A chasm has opened between America and the rest of the world.

The size of the chasm is impressive. On September 12, 2001, a special meeting of the North Atlantic Council invoked Article 5 of the NATO Treaty for the first time in the alliance's history, calling on all member states to treat the terrorist attack on the United States as an attack upon their own soil. The United Nations promptly endorsed punitive U.S. action against al-Qaeda in Afghanistan. A little more than a year later the United States could not secure a UN resolution to endorse the invasion of Iraq. Gerhard Schröder won re-election in Germany by refusing to cooperate with the United States. In South Korea an underdog candidate was elected to the presidency because he was considered the least friendly to the United States; many South Koreans regard the United States as a greater danger to their security than North Korea. A large majority throughout the world opposed the war on Iraq.

September 11 introduced a discontinuity into American foreign policy. Violations of American standards of behavior that would have been considered objectionable in ordinary times became accepted as appropriate to the circumstances. The abnormal, the radical, and the extreme have been redefined as normal. The advocates of continuity have been pursuing a rearguard action ever since. 

To explain the significance of the transition, I should like to draw on my experience in the financial markets. Stock markets often give rise to a boom-bust process, or bubble. Bubbles do not grow out of thin air. They have a basis in reality—but reality as distorted by a misconception. Under normal conditions misconceptions are self-correcting, and the markets tend toward some kind of equilibrium. Occasionally, a misconception is reinforced by a trend prevailing in reality, and that is when a boom-bust process gets under way. Eventually the gap between reality and its false interpretation becomes unsustainable, and the bubble bursts.

Exactly when the boom-bust process enters far-from-equilibrium territory can be established only in retrospect. During the self-reinforcing phase participants are under the spell of the prevailing bias. Events seem to confirm their beliefs, strengthening their misconceptions. This widens the gap and sets the stage for a moment of truth and an eventual reversal. When that reversal comes, it is liable to have devastating consequences. This course of events seems to have an inexorable quality, but a boom-bust process can be aborted at any stage, and the adverse effects can be reduced or avoided altogether. Few bubbles reach the extremes of the information-technology boom that ended in 2000. The sooner the process is aborted, the better.

The quest for American supremacy qualifies as a bubble. The dominant position the United States occupies in the world is the element of reality that is being distorted. The proposition that the United States will be better off if it uses its position to impose its values and interests everywhere is the misconception. It is exactly by not abusing its power that America attained its current position.

Where are we in this boom-bust process? The deteriorating situation in Iraq is either the moment of truth or a test that, if it is successfully overcome, will only reinforce the trend.

Whatever the justification for removing Saddam Hussein, there can be no doubt that we invaded Iraq on false pretenses. Wittingly or unwittingly, President Bush deceived the American public and Congress and rode roughshod over the opinions of our allies. The gap between the Administration's expectations and the actual state of affairs could not be wider. It is difficult to think of a recent military operation that has gone so wrong. Our soldiers have been forced to do police duty in combat gear, and they continue to be killed. We have put at risk not only our soldiers' lives but the combat effectiveness of our armed forces. Their morale is impaired, and we are no longer in a position to properly project our power. Yet there are more places than ever before where we might have legitimate need to project that power. North Korea is openly building nuclear weapons, and Iran is clandestinely doing so. The Taliban is regrouping in Afghanistan. The costs of occupation and the prospect of permanent war are weighing heavily on our economy, and we are failing to address many festering problems—domestic and global. If we ever needed proof that the dream of American supremacy is misconceived, the occupation of Iraq has provided it. If we fail to heed the evidence, we will have to pay a heavier price in the future. 

Meanwhile, largely as a result of our preoccupation with supremacy, something has gone fundamentally wrong with the war on terrorism. Indeed, war is a false metaphor in this context. Terrorists do pose a threat to our national and personal security, and we must protect ourselves. Many of the measures we have taken are necessary and proper. It can even be argued that not enough has been done to prevent future attacks. But the war being waged has little to do with ending terrorism or enhancing homeland security; on the contrary, it endangers our security by engendering a vicious circle of escalating violence. 

The terrorist attack on the United States could have been treated as a crime against humanity rather than an act of war. Treating it as a crime would have been more appropriate. Crimes require police work, not military action. Protection against terrorism requires precautionary measures, awareness, and intelligence gathering—all of which ultimately depend on the support of the populations among which the terrorists operate. Imagine for a moment that September 11 had been treated as a crime. We would not have invaded Iraq, and we would not have our military struggling to perform police work and getting shot at. 

Declaring war on terrorism better suited the purposes of the Bush Administration, because it invoked military might; but this is the wrong way to deal with the problem. Military action requires an identifiable target, preferably a state. As a result the war on terrorism has been directed primarily against states harboring terrorists. Yet terrorists are by definition non-state actors, even if they are often sponsored by states. 

The war on terrorism as pursued by the Bush Administration cannot be won. On the contrary, it may bring about a permanent state of war. Terrorists will never disappear. They will continue to provide a pretext for the pursuit of American supremacy. That pursuit, in turn, will continue to generate resistance. Further, by turning the hunt for terrorists into a war, we are bound to create innocent victims. The more innocent victims there are, the greater the resentment and the better the chances that some victims will turn into perpetrators.

The terrorist threat must be seen in proper perspective. Terrorism is not new. It was an important factor in nineteenth-century Russia, and it had a great influence on the character of the czarist regime, enhancing the importance of secret police and justifying authoritarianism. More recently several European countries—Italy, Germany, Great Britain—had to contend with terrorist gangs, and it took those countries a decade or more to root them out. But those countries did not live under the spell of terrorism during all that time. Granted, using hijacked planes for suicide attacks is something new, and so is the prospect of terrorists with weapons of mass destruction. To come to terms with these threats will take some adjustment; but the threats cannot be allowed to dominate our existence. Exaggerating them will only make them worse. The most powerful country on earth cannot afford to be consumed by fear. To make the war on terrorism the centerpiece of our national strategy is an abdication of our responsibility as the leading nation in the world. Moreover, by allowing terrorism to become our principal preoccupation, we are playing into the terrorists' hands. They are setting our priorities. 

recent Council on Foreign Relations publication sketches out three alternative national-security strategies. The first calls for the pursuit of American supremacy through the Bush doctrine of pre-emptive military action. It is advocated by neoconservatives. The second seeks the continuation of our earlier policy of deterrence and containment. It is advocated by Colin Powell and other moderates, who may be associated with either political party. The third would have the United States lead a cooperative effort to improve the world by engaging in preventive actions of a constructive character. It is not advocated by any group of significance, although President Bush pays lip service to it. That is the policy I stand for. 

The evidence shows the first option to be extremely dangerous, and I believe that the second is no longer practical. The Bush Administration has done too much damage to our standing in the world to permit a return to the status quo. Moreover, the policies pursued before September 11 were clearly inadequate for dealing with the problems of globalization. Those problems require collective action. The United States is uniquely positioned to lead the effort. We cannot just do anything we want, as the Iraqi situation demonstrates, but nothing much can be done in the way of international cooperation without the leadership—or at least the participation—of the United States.

Globalization has rendered the world increasingly interdependent, but international politics is still based on the sovereignty of states. What goes on within individual states can be of vital interest to the rest of the world, but the principle of sovereignty militates against interfering in their internal affairs. How to deal with failed states and oppressive, corrupt, and inept regimes? How to get rid of the likes of Saddam? There are too many such regimes to wage war against every one. This is the great unresolved problem confronting us today.

I propose replacing the Bush doctrine of pre-emptive military action with preventive action of a constructive and affirmative nature. Increased foreign aid or better and fairer trade rules, for example, would not violate the sovereignty of the recipients. Military action should remain a last resort. The United States is currently preoccupied with issues of security, and rightly so. But the framework within which to think about security is collective security. Neither nuclear proliferation nor international terrorism can be successfully addressed without international cooperation. The world is looking to us for leadership. We have provided it in the past; the main reason why anti-American feelings are so strong in the world today is that we are not providing it in the present. 

Text 2 ILLUSIONS OF EMPIRE: DEFINING THE NEW AMERICAN ORDER
G. John Ikenberry

Foreign Affairs March/April 2004
The debate on empire is back. This is not surprising, as the United States dominates the world as no state ever has. It emerged from the Cold War the only superpower, and no geopolitical or ideological contenders are in sight. Europe is drawn inward, and Japan is stagnant. Russia is in a quasi-formal security partnership with the United States, and China has accommodated itself to U.S. dominance, at least for the moment. For the first time in the modern era, the world's most powerful state can operate on the global stage without the constraints of other great powers. 
The war on terrorism, invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq, expanded military budget, and controversial National Security Strategy have thrust American power into the light of day - and, in doing so, deeply unsettled much of the world. The most fundamental questions about the nature of global politics - who commands and who benefits - are now the subject of conversation among long-time allies and adversaries alike. 
The current debate over empire is an attempt to make sense of the new unipolar reality. The assertion that the United States is bent on empire is, of course, not new. The British writer and labor politician Harold Laski evoked the looming American empire in 1947 when he said that "America bestrides the world like a colossus; neither Rome at the height of its power nor Great Britain in the period of economic supremacy enjoyed an influence so direct, so profound, or so pervasive. ..." 
Today, the "American empire" is a term of approval and optimism for some and disparagement and danger for others. Neoconservatives celebrate the imperial exercise of U.S. power, which is a liberal force that promotes democracy and undercuts tyranny, terrorism, military aggression, and weapons proliferation. Critics who identify an emerging American empire, meanwhile, worry about its unacceptable financial costs, its corrosive effect on democracy, and the threat it poses to the institutions and alliances that have secured U.S. national interests since World War II.

No one disagrees that U.S. power is extraordinary. It is the character and logic of U.S. domination that is at issue in the debate over empire. The United States is not just a superpower pursuing its interest; it is a producer of world order. Over the decades - with more support than resistance from other nations - it has fashioned a distinctively open and rule-based international order. Its dynamic bundle of oversized capacities, interests, and ideals constitutes an "American project" with unprecedented global reach. For better or worse, other states must come to terms with or work around this protean order.

Scholars often characterize international relations as the interaction of sovereign states in an anarchic world. In the classic Westphalian world order, states hold a monopoly on the use of force in their own territory while order at the international level is maintained through the diffusion of power among states. Today's unipolar world turns the Westphalian image on its head. The United States possesses a near-monopoly on the use of force internationally; on the domestic level, meanwhile, the institutions and behaviors of states are increasingly open to global -- that is, American -- scrutiny. The rise of unipolarity and the simultaneous unbundling of state sovereignty is a new and volatile brew.

But is the resulting political formation an empire? And if so, will the American empire suffer the fate of great empires of the past: ravaging the world with its ambitions and excesses until overextension, miscalculation, and mounting opposition hasten its collapse? 

The term "empire" refers to the political control by a dominant country of the domestic and foreign policies of weaker countries. The European colonial empires of the late nineteenth century were the most direct, formal kind. The Soviet "sphere of influence" in Eastern Europe entailed an equally coercive but less direct form of control. The British Empire included both direct colonial rule and "informal empire." If empire is defined loosely, as a hierarchical system of political relationships in which the most powerful state exercises decisive influence, then the United States today indeed qualifies.
If the United States is an empire, however, it is like no other before it. To be sure, it has a long tradition of pursuing crude imperial policies, most notably in Latin America and the Middle East. But for most countries, the U.S.-led order is a negotiated system wherein the United States has sought participation by other states on terms that are mutually agreeable. This is true in three respects. First, the United States has provided public goods - particularly the extension of security and the support for an open trade regime - in exchange for the cooperation of other states. Second, power in the U.S. system is exercised through rules and institutions; power politics still exist, but arbitrary and indiscriminate power is reigned in. Finally, weaker states in the U.S.-led order are given "voice opportunities" - informal access to the policymaking processes of the United States and the intergovernmental institutions that make up the international system. It is these features of the post-1945 international order that have led historians to talk about a "consensual empire" and an "empire of invitation." The American order is hierarchical and ultimately sustained by economic and military power, but it is put at the service of an expanding system of democracy and capitalism.

Ultimately, the empire debate misses the most important international development of recent years: the long peace among great powers, which some scholars argue marks the end of great-power war. Capitalism, democracy, and nuclear weapons all help explain this peace. But so too does the unique way in which the United States has gone about the business of building an international order. The United States' success stems from the creation and extension of international institutions that have limited and legitimated U.S. power.

The United States is now caught in a struggle between liberal rule and imperial rule. Both impulses lie deep within the American body politic. But the dangers and costs of running the world as an American empire are great, and the nation's deep faith in the rule of law is undiminished. When all is said and done, Americans are less interested in ruling the world than they are in creating a world of rules.

Explain and expand on the following:

· military budget, and National Security Strategy have thrust American power into the light of day
· the United States is bent on empire
· America bestrides the world like a colossus
· Great Britain enjoyed influence so direct, so profound, and so pervasive
· the "American empire" is a term of approval and optimism for some and disparagement and danger for others 

· other states must come to terms with or work around this protean order
· the rise of unipolarity and the simultaneous unbundling of state sovereignty is a new and volatile brew
· great empires of the past ravaged the world with its ambitions and excesses until overextension, miscalculation, and mounting opposition hastened its collapse
· Soviet "sphere of influence" in Eastern Europe entailed an equally coercive form of control
· crude imperial policies
· power politics still exist, but arbitrary and indiscriminate power is reigned in
· historians talk about a "consensual empire" and an "empire of invitation"
· both liberal rule and imperial rule lie deep within the American body politic
Ex.3
Suggest Russian equivalents for the following word combinations:
for better or worse

today's unipolar world turns the Westphalian image on its head

the United States possesses a near-monopoly

unbundling of state sovereignty

ravaging the world with its ambitions and excesses until overextension, miscalculation, and mounting opposition hasten its collapse

crude imperial policies
Ex. 4
Fill in the gaps from the list of words given in ex.1
1. So the Pope seems to be showing the ultratraditionalists — who want to undo all the Vatican II reforms — that he will move, but only so far, to .......... their concerns.

2. These requirements must be met before undocumented immigrants will .......... for legal status.

3. the driver's license yet again. The license will never, of course, be called a national ID card, which .......... jackboots and imperial forces in the minds of many Americans.

4. The document takes into account that for Ningxia, one of China's poorest provinces, leaping into the cutthroat international arena .......... certain risks.

5. In France it is almost a national custom to reject U.S. actions and .......... American institutions out of hand.

6. While the Mancunian's striking appearance can still .......... attention, it was his voice that captivated

7. With all the ........... of life, John finds an ingenious way of expressing himself.

8. The Jordanian security forces continue to remain on a state of alert: attacks could be ........... and happen at any time and in any place. 

Ex. 5 
Choose words/word combinations that collocate with each of the following words:

to command, to accommodate, to thrust, to entail, to evoke

loss

respect

protests

attention

concerns
a dagger

a friend

inconvenience 

10 people

sympathy

risk

one’s way

differences

old memories

considerable expense 

the sea below

several languages

oneself to circumstances

TEXT 3 AMERICAN CHAUVINISM
By Gene Griessman 2002
Let us above all be on guard against blind chauvinism of any kind. Albert Einstein

Chauvinism is patriotism in overdrive. We get the word from Nicolas Chauvin, a French soldier who was passionately devoted to Napoleon. Basically chauvinism is extreme devotion to, and glorification of, one’s own nation or group. Today, the word is usually used in a derogatory manner, as in “chauvinist pig.”

I have often heard Canadians make disparaging remarks about their own country. In fact, it has been alleged that Canada’s national bird is the grouse. Robert Fulford has written, “My generation of Canadians grew up believing that, if we were very good or very smart, or both, we should some day graduate from Canada.” 

Americans do not think this way at all. At least, not many Americans do. Most Americans believe they already live in the country where they want to be. 

If you are French or British or Russian or Chinese, in fact, if you are anybody else, you may be surprised to hear that a great many Americans feel superior to you. Many non-Americans feel that it is just the opposite. They believe that their cultures are older, deeper, and more sophisticated. It is well known that for centuries the British and French have looked upon Americans as inferior. In the 18th century Edmund Burke spoke of America as a place of “strange men and uncouth manners.” The view expressed by Burke has not changed all that much in 300 years. And Americans sense it.

George W. Bush has upset a lot of people around the world because of his ill-concealed arrogance toward other societies. Bush fits the pattern of cultural insulation that lends itself to chauvinism and national arrogance. He did not travel extensively outside the United States prior to his inauguration, and he has revealed little intellectual curiosity in understanding other cultures. 

Americans feel that they had to rescue England and France, not once, but twice during the 20th century. Many Americans think that if the British and the French are so goshalmighty great, why couldn't they save themselves? 

Americans feel superior to Russians. They regarded Russians as very dangerous prior to the collapse of the Soviet Empire, and they are still wary, fearing that the bear might return to its old ways. But they think of Russia as backward, not very free, and poor. Little do they know that Russians regard Americans as crass money-grabbers who are basically ignorant of history, poetry, and great music. 

Many Americans are surprised to learn that the Chinese are deeply chauvinistic, and that they regard Westerners, and Americans in particular, as barbarians. How could the Chinese be superior, Americans think, when millions of Chinese work for $2 a day and live in abject poverty? 

Americans are ambivalent when they consider specific places, and not people or cultures. Americans who have traveled to the great cities of the world--to Paris, London, Amsterdam, Brussels, Vienna, Zurich, Geneva, Rome, Rio, Hong Kong, the Riviera—hmmm, they’re not so sure about how superior America is. But, what they heck, who else has a New York City, and what city on earth can compare with the Big Apple?

Americans are chauvinistic about all nations south of the American border. About the only time South America gets into most American newspapers is when there's an earthquake or a strike that affects American gas prices. They also feel superior to Canada, to any of the nations of Africa, the Middle East, the subcontinent, or Asia. If that leaves anybody out, it is not intentional. Americans feel that as a nation, their society is superior to all other societies of the world. Period.

American chauvinism generally focuses on nations and societies, not on individuals. Individuals from other nations are often regarded with great respect, admiration, and affection. It's their societies that aren't quite up to the American standard.

Part of American chauvinism is based on ignorance. Many Americans simply don't know very much about world geography or history. America is such a vast country that Americans tend to do their traveling at home, with only an occasional cruise or a trip to Mexico, Canada, or Europe. 

Several years ago, I overheard a conversation between two university students, one from Mexico and the other from the United States. I could barely suppress my laughter when the American asked the Mexican student if Mexico City (a city of some 9 million inhabitants) had movie theaters. The American was serious and courteous, so the Mexican student replied graciously that yes, there were a few. 

Many Americans are shocked to see photographs of the skylines of great African cities like Cape Town and Johannesburg. Their image of sub-Sahara Africa is still shaped by old Tarzan movies.

As a result of terrorist attacks and America’s military adventures abroad, some Americans are doing crash courses on Afghanistan, India, Pakistan, and the Middle East. They are attending seminars on Islam, enrolling in Arabic courses, doing Internet searches and purchasing books on the subject. The Los Angeles Times reported that a woman walked into a Santa Monica bookstore wanting to purchase a book: “What is their book...the one like the Bible?” she asked. The bookstore owner replied,” “The Koran,” and then apologized that she had sold out. It is encouraging that there was a brisk trade in writings from other cultures, but it also reveals how little most Americans know about other cultures. 

American chauvinism is based on ignorance, but it is also supported by America's size and power. America is a very big, very rich, very powerful nation. This brings opportunities and temptations. Historically, what rich and powerful nation has not been chauvinistic? Were not the Greeks, the Romans, the British, the Spanish, the Dutch, the Portuguese, the Russians, the Chinese, the Japanese, and the French chauvinistic at the height of their power? The Americans are no exception.

Is there anything in American chauvinism that is praiseworthy? Can chauvinism ever be treated as a positive or progressive trend?


Text 4 CHASING THE AMERICAN DREAM

by Larry Kaagan and Patricia Graham

How have the dramatic economic developments of the past decade transformed the American ideals of opportunity and self-fulfillment?
"Ah, those Americans." Those words have been spoken countless times by people around the world. Sometimes in admiration. And more often of late in exasperation.

From the first days of its founding, the United States has fascinated the rest of the world with its distinct character – an identity firmly rooted in an American Dream of rising from nothing to greatness, largely by virtue of talent and hard work. 

And the Dream has been leveraged as a powerful marketing tool, to sell everything from cigarettes to prefab houses to political candidates. It resonates in marketing and advertising in ways that are so ingrained as to be barely detectable.

But time and tide have had their effect on the Dream, and the character of the people who believe in it. Over the past half-century, the changing faces of the American Dream have paralleled the evolution of the American character that leaves many observers frequently puzzled, often concerned, and sometimes downright angry.

What's happened to the American Dream? 
At its core, the American Dream is rooted in a utopian faith in the perfectibility of the world. Perfectibility may well be in the eye of the beholder. But to the American character, worldly imperfections can and should be rooted out and made right, through individual or collective action. Americans have been and remain quick to spot shortcomings; they struggle to find the right course and strive ceaselessly for perfection.

That sense of drive and purpose has helped construct an enviable track record of achievement. In his book The American Dream, author Jim Cullen identifies four basic ways of dreaming: upward mobility, equality, home ownership, and the lush lifestyles of the American West Coast. In this world, America remains the land of abundance-the country in which all is possible, with plentiful opportunities and potential wealth for all.

The psychology of opportunity and abundance is more than a spiritual hallmark. The belief that dreams can come true has helped make Americans far more likely than Europeans to act to take control of their own destinies, to take both personal and professional risks. A phenomenal 8 percent of Americans at one point or another have started their own business – far more than their European counterparts. 

But this unshakable faith carries with it risk. When success comes too easily, at little or no perceived cost, the result may well be overly extravagant expectations regarding what can be achieved. It's this sense of the righteousness of the cause leading to inevitable victory that many people find troubling.

The face of the dream
The American Dream remains a cornerstone of American thought and action. But it isn't made of stone, or steel. It is a living principle, shaped by the nature of the world and the society in which it must live. The American Dream has a face.

In the immediate post-World War II period of the late '40s and '50s, the Dream enjoyed what might be considered its modern classical period – an age in which the drive to find security helped codify the building blocks of the Dream.

In this era, the American Dream rested on the firm belief that

· Hard work pays off in material well-being and respect.

· I will be better off with each passing year.

· My children will be better off than I have been.

· All hard-working Americans can own a home.

· Sacrifice, self-denial, and deferred gratification are virtues.

· Social acceptance is more important than self-expression.

· Faith in God and country is unquestioned.
· Cars, possessions, and vacations are all badges of respectability.
· Men and women have traditional gender roles as breadwinner and homemaker.

If this era made conformity a virtue, the children of the World War II generation made it clear that the American Dream could have many faces, not just one.

While the children of the '60s and '70s maintained the basic faith in America as the land of opportunity, the incarnation of the dream increasingly represented a dazzling diversity of choices and lifestyle options. In the face of what seemed to be nearly automatic affluence granted to America by its productivity and global economic role, self-denial seemed less necessary. The "me generation" concluded it was high time to cultivate the self and cast off traditional sex roles. 

Self-denial, upward mobility, and material success assumed a decidedly lower profile in the Dream, supplanted by an imperative to find one's true happiness. The desire to lead a "full and rich" life instead of a merely "successful" one as defined by others was both widespread and compelling.

But as the '70s gave way to the '80s, the center of gravity in thinking about the American Dream was forced to accommodate a new reality-that of economic uncertainty. Standards of living no longer moved up automatically each year. Second jobs became a necessity to maintain the desired standards of living. For the first time, Americans had to ask if the Dream really could apply to every American, or just some Americans.

And if the American Dream of this period had many faces, it was necessary to acknowledge that some of those faces may in fact have warts. The sexual revolution, widespread divorce, single parenthood, and improvised schooling criteria had side effects, not all of which were attractive. The American character soon had to accommodate the reality of unintended consequences from change – from declines in education results and rises in sexually transmitted diseases to psychologically troubled kids and rampant drug abuse.

The struggle to balance responsibility with self-fulfillment remains at the forefront of factors shaping the American Dream, and with it the national character. A living wage remains essential, and many Americans still have trouble affording what they need or would like to have. But the indomitable spirit of opportunity through individual effort remains firmly in place.

The subtle shifts in the nature of the Dream are documented for us in the changing face of advertising. When Milton Berle and Sid Caesar ruled the airwaves, they touted the very stuff of post-war materialism: big cars, fine clothes, the latest in hi-fi technology, and glorious seventeen-inch televisions. The ideal life – the American Dream-was a collection of the latest and best things. "Having it all" meant literally that-having more and better things.

Fast-forward several decades. Ads continued to push the same material goods. But increasingly, the "things" of the ads began to assume a different role-not as an end, but as a means. "Things" were tools to attain a new and different American Dream – a dream of feeling good about yourself... of finding self-fulfillment and self-satisfaction.

Nike's tennis shoes became "just do it." 

Microsoft's computer software became "Where do you want to go today?"

Home Depot's home fix-it supplies became "You can do it."

The dream comes home
The abstract discussion of changes in the American Dream turns real for most Americans in the arena of home ownership.

Home ownership remains a fundamental pillar of the American Dream, representing the most important source of wealth for most Americans. The total value of all nonstock assets held by the middle 20 percent of households in 1998 was $97,600 – more than ten times the average stock holdings for the same group. Overwhelmingly, those nonstock assets were in the form of home equity.

After holding fairly steady in the late '70s and '80s, home ownership rates jumped in the '90s, reaching 68 percent in 2004. Much of the growth was fueled by low interest rates, aggressive lending by financial institutions, and a blazing drive on the part of individuals to own their homes. And in keeping with the evolution of the Dream, increases in home ownership coincided with increases in the size of homes, and their amenities (such as air conditioning, multiple-car garages, and electronic systems). 

But the face of home ownership also has another side. Low wages, increases in unemployment, predatory lending practices, and a host of other factors have contributed to record foreclosure rates in recent years, and to growing reliance on home equity loans to solve other debt problems. Recent studies in Boston, Chicago, and Atlanta show foreclosures by "subprime" lenders have more than tripled.

If home ownership remains a cornerstone of the American Dream, that Dream today may not be quite as peaceful as it once was.

Tomorrow's face
What will the American Dream be tomorrow? Will it still be built around the optimism of opportunity and accomplishment, or increasingly take on a bitter and bleaker tone?

There are ample arguments for bitter and bleaker. Stagnant wages, longer work hours, record levels of debt, lower savings rates, significant poverty levels – the fodder of pessimism remains abundant.

In 1990, a majority of Americans said they lived better than their parents lived, but did not expect their children to live better than them. While public opinion on this point continues to swing back and forth, it's clear that most people have abandoned the idea that upward mobility is a given. But even so, Americans continue to exhibit behaviors that say faith in the American Dream remains very much alive and well, thank you. Spending to achieve a desired lifestyle remains strong, even at the cost of higher debt. More and more Americans own not only bigger and better homes, but second homes as well. "Country club living" thrives, even as personal savings levels fall to all-time lows. 

The sense of opportunity seems to have survived into the new century. But the price of survival may be recognition that what's required to turn opportunity into reality may be more difficult – and more risky-than ever. 

The face of the American Dream at the beginning of the 21st century is decidedly different than that of fifty years ago. It's a weathered face, with lines of experience. But no matter how it ages, it seems to retain one aspect through thick and thin.

It still seems to have a smile on it. 
TEXT 5 WHO ISN’T COMING FOR DINNER

A bit of cross-party parliamentary civility might go a long way in America’s divided polity

Aug 13th 2011 | from the Economist print edition 

A BRITON in America notices something about comparative politics. Britain’s House of Commons reeks of conflict. The rival parties glare at one another from opposite benches. Debates are barbed and sometimes vicious—especially during the gladiatorial spectacle of prime minister’s questions. America’s Congress is different. Members of the House of Representatives sit shoulder-to-shoulder in the shape of a horseshoe. Debates, such as they are, are marked by an exaggerated decorum. The casual observer might easily conclude that America has the more consensual form of politics and Britain the more adversarial.

As the recent bitter fights show, nothing could be further from the truth. Compared with the total war that is American politics, the British version is sport (amateur sport at that: the $1 billion that Mr Obama is said to be seeking for his re-election campaign would pay for an entire British general election 20 times over).

After they heap scorn and vitriol upon one another in the debating chamber, members of the British Parliament retire companionably together to the bars and tea rooms of the Palace of Westminster. Friendships across party lines are easy, because the next election is generally years away (Parliament sits now for a fixed term of five years) and most politicians spend plenty of time in their taxpayer-subsidised homes in London. Besides, the present ideological quarrels between Tories, Labourites and Liberal Democrats pale into insignificance next to America’s. No party dares to threaten the National Health Service, for example, or propose dramatic changes in tax rates. Above all, British politicians accept the rules of a simple game: the ruling party governs (occasionally in coalition) while the opposition bides its time.

The life of the modern congressman could not be more different. Every member of the House is up for re-election every two years. That requires perpetual fund-raising and, thanks to the system of primary elections, assiduous cultivation of local activists. Many congressmen invest so much time in their districts that they do not bother to rent apartments in Washington, DC, let alone bring their families to the capital. Some sleep instead on sofas in their offices, in some cases expressly to avoid being seduced by the pernicious amity of Washington. Less time in Washington means fewer opportunities for them to befriend members of the other party, even if they wanted to. Increasingly, however, they don’t. Friendships might be all very well if, as in Britain, the opposition were merely biding its time. In America’s system the battle never pauses. Even before the Republicans captured the House in November’s mid-terms, they were fully and often successfully engaged in seeking to thwart the will of the Democrats.

As for ideological differences, the gap between America’s parties is growing. The most conservative Democrat on Capitol Hill is to the left of the most liberal Republican, and vice versa. Many of the 87 freshmen Republicans entering the House in November do not believe that they were sent there to conduct business as usual or observe the customary rules of the game. British politicians of all hues tune into the BBC’s “Today” programme, the morning radio show that sets the nation’s political agenda and referees the facts. America’s listen to their separate echo-chambers.

Notes from a small island
As they ponder the scale of their debt and the deadlock between the parties, Americans are entitled to feel frustrated. A record eight out of ten of them said after the recent debt-ceiling deal that they disapprove of the way Congress is doing its job. Given the impasse on the Hill, the occasional Anglophile will ask, could not America borrow something from a system that seems somehow to combine civility with the ability to get hard things done?

Probably not. As they made unmannerly plain a couple of centuries ago, most Americans do not admire Britain’s parliamentary democracy, which is, after all, no panacea. America needs to make big changes if it is to live within its means. But this will not be done by tinkering with its system of government. It is the people who work the system who need to change, primarily by meeting their opponents half way. They could make a start by asking a member of the other party over for dinner.
TEXT 6 DEFINING THE STATE

The role of government intervention in the economy is perhaps the starkest difference between the candidates

Oct 6th 2012 | from the print edition 

THIS year’s election carries big implications for economic policy well beyond the budget and taxes. Barack Obama and Mitt Romney have very different ideas about regulation, monetary policy, international trade and labour markets, although their rhetoric sometimes exaggerates the distance between their positions.

In his first term Mr Obama presided over a big increase in the number of major new regulations (as measured by their economic impact), from air-cargo screening to fuel efficiency in trucks. On top of those come thousands of pages of new rules implementing his financial-regulation and health-care reforms. The White House claims that the benefits of the new regulations easily exceed the costs, although some economists contest the way the benefits are measured.

Mr Obama has become a little more sensitive to business since then. He has delayed a number of the most contentious rules, such as one on a new ozone standard, and is approving new rules more slowly. In 2011 he enacted a “lookback” policy that requires agencies to re-examine existing rules and recommend repeal of those whose benefits no longer justify their costs. Few have been repealed yet, but the initiative could be significant if pursued more vigorously. Business leaders worry, though, that regulatory activity may surge anew if Mr Obama is re-elected.

Mr Romney has promised a much less interventionist hand. On his first day in office he would direct all agencies to eliminate burdensome Obama-era regulations and cap the increase in regulatory costs each year at zero: meaning that if a new rule created $1m in new costs, existing rules imposing $1m in costs would be repealed. That sounds appealing, but would be a strange way to conduct regulatory policy: repealing a rule’s $1m in costs might lose the $100m it brings in benefits. Mr Romney would presumably also appoint business-friendly individuals to run the Environmental Protection Agency and other key regulatory agencies.

One of Mr Obama’s achievements is the 2,300 page Dodd-Frank act. It created a new regime whereby financial companies other than banks could be taken over and wound down by the government without resort to bail-outs or bankruptcy; it set up a new consumer-protection bureau to write and enforce rules on financial products from credit cards to mortgages; it required many derivatives to move from dealing rooms to exchanges; and it altered the way banks and other financial companies run their business to reduce risky activity.

The financial industry has railed both against the law’s hideous complexity and its individual bits, in particular its “Volcker Rule” prohibiting proprietary trading by banks, which has made banking more complicated but arguably no safer. As with health care, Mr Romney has promised to repeal and replace Dodd-Frank, but has not said with what. He and his running-mate, Paul Ryan, object most strenuously to the powers given to the Federal Reserve to designate some firms as “systemically important”, which they consider tantamount to “too big to fail”. They also object to the resolution regime replacing bankruptcy. But if those provisions were repealed, systemically important firms would no longer be subject to the law’s enhanced scrutiny and capital requirements. Without the resolution regime, regulators might face the same unappetising choices they had in 2008: allow the firm to go bankrupt (like Lehman Brothers) or bail it out (like AIG). Mr Romney has backed higher capital requirements, so banks would get little relief from one of their main complaints.

In previous decades, presidents largely left monetary policy to the Federal Reserve. No longer. The Fed’s efforts to save the financial system by injecting loans into it, and to boost the economy through quantitative easing (QE: buying bonds with newly created money) have drawn it into political territory, triggering a Republican backlash. Ben Bernanke’s term as chairman ends in January 2014. Whoever is president will have to decide whether he stays or who succeeds him—thus shaping not just fiscal, but monetary, policy.

Mr Obama reappointed Mr Bernanke, a Republican, in 2010, and his other Fed appointees have backed Mr Bernanke’s policies. If he chooses to replace him, the likely candidates—Janet Yellen, the current vice-chairman, Christina Romer, former chairman of the Council of Economic Advisers, and Larry Summers, who headed Mr Obama’s National Economic Council—would probably pursue a similar policy to his. Mr Romney, by contrast, has vigorously attacked QE and pledged to replace Mr Bernanke. Possible candidates include his close advisers Glenn Hubbard and Greg Mankiw, and John Taylor, a Stanford University economist who has fiercely criticised both monetary and fiscal stimulus.

The housing market has begun a long, slow process of recovery, but it remains hobbled by the many people who owe more than their homes are worth, by toughened underwriting standards, and by a reluctance among private lenders to extend credit without a federal guarantee. Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac (formerly privately owned, but now controlled by their regulator) and the Federal Housing Administration now back some 90% of new mortgages. To reduce foreclosures, Mr Obama’s administration has subsidised modifications of troubled mortgages by private lenders. In the long run Mr Obama would wind Fannie and Freddie down, and has suggested replacements including a federal guarantee to be activated during crises or federal reinsurance sold as a backstop to private insurers. He has not endorsed any of them yet. Mr Romney has criticised Mr Obama’s efforts to “hold off the foreclosure process”, but has offered nothing specific in its place.

Trading places
The traditional division of labour under which Republicans espouse free trade and Democrats seek protection from it has been scrambled a bit this year. Mr Obama has not exactly embraced free trade, but he has shed much of his scepticism, signing bilateral trade agreements with Korea, Colombia and Panama that George Bush negotiated (after some revision) and agreeing to Russia’s accession to the World Trade Organisation. While the Doha round of international trade talks has languished, Mr Obama’s administration has shifted its focus to the Trans-Pacific Partnership, which would bring down trade and investment barriers between nine Pacific Rim economies (11 once Mexico and Canada join).

Presidents often talk tough on China as candidates but relent once in office. Mr Obama has brought various trade complaints against China, including charges of subsidising tyres, solar panels and, in September, car parts, but has declined to take the provocative step of designating China a currency manipulator for holding down the value of the yuan.

Mr Romney has promised to pursue new trade agreements and talks of “Reagan Economic Zones”, in effect free-trade areas run according to American rules. But he has been unusually truculent towards China, even for a presidential candidate. He vows to label it a currency manipulator on his first day in office and to impose compensating tariffs. Although Mr Romney sees this as a negotiating tactic to wring concessions from China, it could easily backfire. Stephen Roach, a former chairman of Morgan Stanley Asia, imagines Mr Romney’s action triggering tit-for-tat tariffs and eventually all-out economic war.

Cynical observers (including the Chinese) expect Mr Romney will wriggle out of his commitment, perhaps by seeking some sort of concession, however vague, from China between the election and his inauguration. But that would be a breathtaking about-face, and the world would be wise not to bet on it.

Meanwhile, unemployment is above 8%, and 40% of the jobless have been unemployed for at least six months. Worse, a growing number of workers, in particular working-age men, have left the workforce. The main problem is a lack of demand for workers. But as the skills and habits of the unemployed atrophy, they may become unemployable, and America could end up with structural unemployment similar to Europe’s in the 1980s and 1990s. America is poorly equipped to respond; it spends far less than other countries on active measures to help the unemployed retrain and find new work.

Mr Obama has allowed states to use unemployment-insurance money to subsidise employment and training, and has offered them waivers on welfare rules if they can improve the odds of beneficiaries finding work. He has also proposed a “Universal Displaced Worker Programme” to streamline training and employment services and offer stipends to workers changing careers, looking for jobs, or taking pay cuts, though he seldom mentions it.

Mr Romney would consolidate the many federal training and employment-assistance programmes and hand responsibility for most to the states. He would also encourage states to create personal re-employment accounts for the unemployed, analogous to his proposed private Social Security accounts or Medicare vouchers, which would allow them to spend money on retraining or education as they see fit. He has criticised Mr Obama for creating an “entitlement society” that punishes work and initiative, and mischaracterised his welfare waivers as loosening the requirement that recipients must find work. All in all, Mr Romney’s plans in these policy areas imply a very different, if not yet fully defined, prescription.

TEXT 7 CONSUMERISM: GOOD OR BAD?

In today's society consumerism is often portrayed to be a negative aspect of people's 

lives and purchasing behaviors which inevitably leads to materialism. Many of these viewpoints can be analyzed as being subjective in that they focus primarily on "frivolous" products and "debts" created, but yet fail to acknowledge the processes of the concept of Consumerism. Consumerism is defined as, "The movement seeking to protect and inform consumers by requiring such practices as honest packaging and marketing, product guarantees, and improved safety standards; and the theory that a progressively greater consumption of goods is economically beneficial." (dictionary.com). The definition of consumerism and the image depicted by a large majority of today's society contradict one another to a great degree. Consumerism is a part of a perpetual monetary cycle that fuels today's socio/ecological marketplace.

Consumerism has been unjustly epitomized as some sort of iniquity that is demolishing today's society (Rosenblatt 23). This is also believed to be true by Judith Levine of Publishers Weekly. Levine considers consumerism to mimic "street drugs" in that they are very much addicting and are continuously destroying economies around the world (Levine). Consumerism is inexpensively apparent in the persistent buying of new goods and services, with diminutive awareness to their total value to the customer (McCormick). Consumerism is fueled by large amounts of money directed towards advertising that's intended to generate mutually a want to pursue fashions, and self-fulfillment through acquirement of goods. A considered consequence of consumerism by anti-consumers is Materialism. Numerous anti-consumerism activists believe that consumerism hinders the mechanics of society through the substitution of normal aspirations for an abundance unneeded materials with small regard for the true usefulness of being efficient. "Out with old, in with the new" and "bigger is usually better" are believed to be the usual and anticipated consequence of producer or whoever profits from consumerism (Colvin).

Growth in consumerism has illuminated various sardonic reactions; yet, society frequently tries to overlook consumerism's positive aspects which are circulated in all portions of modern society. It is the depiction of the irresistible influence the media is able to place upon society, which provides a pure example of the "bad" consumerism people scrutinize, also known as false advertising. Consumerism is coupled with media consequently; it is obligated to act as a strong foundation within the base. Advertising does not represent consumerism as an evil since it only gives a representation of consumerism through the use of multimedia and imagery. It is impolite and egotistical to generate the beliefs that people attack consumerism unfairly whereas they partially depict an aspect. Additionally, these beliefs are fueled from the same source on the grounds of which they can draw the same masses to their side. Consequently, while consumerism creates progressiveness through its influence, it should certainly not be depicted as "bad" by society.

Consumerism is represented by the media as an incentive which promotes the interest of the buyer, conversely, this is purely advertising. Consumerism is a faction that encourages the interest of the consumer. Encouraging the attention of the consumer is described as a positive element of consumerism; however, it is advertising which promotes the interest of the consumer, consequently, influencing their control (Kulman). 

Consumerism is also known as a movement that seeks to provide adequate information about products so that consumers can make wise decisions in purchasing goods and services. Most people confuse the actual meaning of consumerism with the definition of advertising, explaining the negative connotation attached to the word consumerism. Nevertheless consumerism is essentially opposed when advertising attracts people. Typically products have ingredients that are referenced with a complex number system that people cannot attain. Consumers are being and becoming victims to propaganda and material advertisements, which does not allow the mean of society to make wise decisions in purchasing goods. With ingredients that are referenced with a complex number, consumerism offers protection and compensation from fraudulent products and compensation can be given by law if the products or business firms are fraudulent. 

Consumerism is playing a potentially positive role in Health Care currently. With the health care industry broadening at such a rapid pace and prices of medical care increasing so quickly, Americans potentially may have to participate in a more direct role in paying their medical bills. Through consumerism, competition in the medical field will be created with who can produce the best performing prescription drug at the most efficient cost. Dr. Richard Cooper stated, "It can work in areas such as wellness care and prevention," he says. "But when you have cancer, you're not a very good consumer. You can't be both sick and a good consumer. There's too much emotion and you can't be objective enough in your choices. At some point, patients with life-threatening illnesses have to rely on a trusting relationship with their physician to help them make those important life decisions (Sneider)."

There are many consuming effects of consumerism such as: environmental benefits, more jobs created, increased disposable income, enhanced market competition, and the promotion of small businesses. Without consumerism, the economy (sociologically and ecologically) would not be as advanced as it is now. Many innovations and successes of mankind can be credited to consumerism and the information given to consumers by requiring such practices as honest packaging and marketing, product guarantees, and improved safety standards; and the theory that a progressively greater consumption of goods is economically beneficial by consumerism.

Consumerism benefits the environment through several approaches. Marketing for recycling over the past decade has increased with the awareness of environmental issues being spread globally. Consumerism has also pushed marketers to use other tactics of honest advertising which are more environmentally efficient such as using the internet instead of printing magazines and newspapers. With society utilizing technological advances in computers and the internet, these methods of marketing have been proven to be just as effective as traditional methods and much more environmental friendly. 

Personal health and hygiene can be accredited to consumerism as well as environmental issues. Toothpaste commercials are commonly scene through television advertisements. These advertisements are honest and promote a good personal hygiene. The "Got Milk?" commercials aid in self well-ness and bone preservation globally. Worldwide the environment, personal health, and hygiene are improving with the continuous growth of consumerism. 

"The middle class in America has never had so much disposable income," says Silverstein. "If you got inside this middle-class household, you would find that they feel pretty well off. They're putting in new kitchens, putting in new windows, they have home theater." Indeed, despite issues like growing debt and unemployment, the real per capita income in America increased nearly 100% between 1970 and 2003 (Betts)." Through consumerism and honest marketing, the economy has averaged a consistent growth over the past thirty six years. 

Americans especially, are buying more goods and interested in more products which ultimately creates more jobs. The more jobs that are created, the more money will be generated and the additional items will be brought by consumers to assist in economic expansion without the need of government implications or polices to relieve the economy. "Despite rising interest rates, staggering energy prices (gasoline has climbed 30% in the U.S. in the past year) and the general state of unrest in the world, conspicuous consumption is back. According to a study by the Italian association Altagamma, U.S. sales of high-end goods grew 27.7% in the first five months of this year, and consumer confidence is way up, hitting a two-year high in July (Betts)." "Americans love to shop (Woolman)!"

"Instead of crocodile handbags, boomers are buying time-shares in expensive resorts, building media rooms in their homes and investing in elaborate renovations (Betts)." Many consumers in America have begun to invest and save their money, somewhat accredited to privatization and consumerism. Consumerism encourages saving from real estate investments to insurance commercials (which is required by law if you own a vehicle or house) to as simply as which toothpaste best suites your needs and most cost efficient. Consumerism can attend to human needs through honest competitive market rivalry. Competition creates lower prices between companies without sacrificing the quality of the product. This result of competition between the competitors is a direct "positive" benefit of consumerism to the consumer. 

Consumerism today allows many small businesses across America to compete with big businesses such as Wal-Mart. In such competitive industries and the price of printing magazines and newspaper adds being so costly, now small business are able to participate in honest internet advertising that is much less expensive. This opportunity for small businesses can be accredited essentially to consumerism. "To keep cutting costs, Wal-Mart is tough on its suppliers. Selling to Wal-Mart, by all accounts, is a brutal meritocracy. Manufacturers have been forced to lay off workers after Wal-Mart canceled orders when another vendor cut its price a few cents more. Other supplies have shifted to low-cost operation in China and elsewhere when squeezed by Wal-Mart to cut costs further. There is some evidence that the company's zeal for efficiency has gone too far. Wal-Mart's detractors point to a trail of litigation over pinch-penny issues like unpaid overtime, and to a federal investigation into its use of poorly paid illegal immigrants as janitors. Wal-Mart insists that any problems do not reflect the culture of the company as a whole (Lohr)." Wal-Mart having to terminate employees and cancel orders can be moderately accredited to consumerism and creating competition. Reiterating the importance of competition and the fact that every penny counts, consumerism aids a countless number of small businesses around the world. 

Taken as a whole, consumerism is good, but often viewed to be a negative aspect of the economy known for aiding frivolous spending habits and debt. Conversely consumerism should, by definition, be viewed not by the products it may echo, but the processes of consumerism should be acknowledged and what consumerism creates, such as: competition, jobs, incomes, and small businesses. So why is it that numerous people opposed to consumerism actively participate in the sort of behavior that fuels consumerism? 

TEXT 8 ADVERTISING
Advertising is a deeply pervasive part of all lives lived in consumerist economies. The average individual in Western society is bombarded with several hundred adverts per day -- billboards, TV commercials, film trailers and product placement in films, Internet ads, radio blurbs, newspaper and magazine ads, and more. Advertising both is a kind or popular culture, and it is a major way that we learn about and learn how to interpret other kinds of popular culture. Film trailers, for instance, not only seek to sell their cinematic product, but they also hope to shape the way we think about the movie. Advertising is a major mode of socialization, telling us how to think and feel (what's hip, what's sexy, what's normal), and what problems we need to worry about (lack of the latest e-gadget, insufficiently white teeth, mammary magnitude, etc.).

Advertising is as old as commercial popular culture, and viewing older ads can tell us a great deal about past eras and our own. One thing revealed by studying older ads is the ways in which aesthetic styles change over time. Fro example, it is clear once avant garde techniques become domesticated over time such that some shocking bit of 1930 surrealism is now seamlessly accepted into an ad for a mainstream cleaning product or automobile. Or note how, on the one hand most advertising has become less verbal and more visual free association, while on the other hand the rise of the mute button has led to an increasing amount of written language in TV ads.

ANNEX
Strategies for describing charts
Illustrations (graphs, tables and charts) are used to make a point in reports so they must be clear, simple and relevant to the objectives of the report. The commentary must be accurate and varied. 
Strategies for describing charts/graphs:

1. Your report should be structured simply with an introduction, body and conclusion. 
2. Tenses should be used appropriately.

3. Use two standard opening sentences to introduce the graphor chart. These opening sentences should make up the first paragraph. 

· Sentence one should define what the graph is about, that is the date, location, what is being described in the graph etc.

· Sentence two (and possibly three) might sum up the overall trend. 

4. The body of the report will describe the graph or graphs in detail. You will need to decide on the most clear and logical order to present the material.

5. Your report should end with one or two sentences which summarize your report or draw a relevant conclusion
Checklist to revise your essay 

· Does it have a clear thesis statement? (Thesis – is an arguable statement which is usually worded in the last sentence of the introductory paragraph.)
· Is the content of your essay appropriate to the title, the thesis statement and the conclusion?
· Have you managed to adequately split your essay into paragraphs (remember, each paragraph should have no more than one idea)?
· Is there a clear presentation and development of ideas? Will the reader be able to follow your line of reasoning?
· Is all information relevant? Check for any information that may be interesting but is irrelevant to the topic, redundant or repetitive.

· Have you incorporated any elements of analysis into your essay (such as generalizations and particularizations)?

· Did you manage to avoid logical fallacies in developing the subject of your essay?

· Isn’t your language too complex or too simplistic?

· Do all sentences/paragraphs have a logical connection with preceding/following sentences/paragraphs?

· Have you kept to the objective structures that characterise academic writing, such as impersonal forms and passive verbs?

· Have you selected an appropriate level of formality (e.g. no use of contractions such as it's instead of it is)?

· Did you manage to avoid referring to your authorship?

· Did you use English grammar effectively to convey the message (subject-verb agreement, word order, the use of countable/uncountable nouns, etc.)?

· Did you follow the rules for spelling, capitalisation, and punctuation?

· Your standard essay should be about 350 words.

The country went into this global recession with employment at an all-time high, inflation, public debt and interest rates at low levels. As an open economy, we are affected by the collapse in demand in other countries. The irresponsibility that led to the current crisis includes the failure to rein in spending, as well as reliance on borrowing to fuel our growth.


Like any business, we're also looking for ways to get more bang for our buck, by promoting innovation and cutting red tape.


I also want to note even though the Department of Defense is exempt from the budget freeze, it's not exempt from budget common sense. And there are other steps we're taking to rein in deficits such as a fee on big banks to pay back taxpayers for the bailout.





As we can all testify, this country's economy is strong and getting stronger. Our measures to curb inflation have proved highly successful. The rampant inflation of the previous government is a thing of the past.


We are particularly proud of the steady growth experienced by small businesses. We have made it our aim to safeguard their interests. The plummeting profits caused by the previous government's misguided policies are now safely behind them.


Our goal is to establish world-class public services to ensure that taxpayers receive real value for money. These are also vital to tackle social exclusion and improve people's life chances. The taxes that we levy allow us to allocate resources to achieve that goal.


Another of our goals is to win the battle against the black economy. If left unchecked , the loss to our economy of tax evasion practices will push up costs and lead to rising unemployment. This government is committed to its eradication.





Next year, because of the substantial recovery measures put in place inflation is expected to continue coming down sharply, reaching 1 per cent. 


The housing market is being held back by a lack of mortgage credit. 


The loss of consumer confidence and credit crunch has led to a sharp fall in demand around the world. In order to help the car industry and retail trade, I can announce that a scrappage scheme will be implemented next month. 


The financial sector, which provided 27 per cent of corporate tax revenues, was already badly hit. 








� See Annex for the guidelines on essay writing
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				American Spending Pattern 2008

		Food - 13%		13%

		Cars - 17%		17%

		Petrol - 9%		9%

		Eating out - 21%		21%

		Rent/Utilities - 29%		29%

		Computers - 10%		10%

		Books - 1%		1%
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young 20%
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				Ряд 1		Ряд 2		Ряд 3

		age		20		56		44

		gender		43		40

		annual income		24		49

		ethnicity		36		32		28

		marital status		48		34

		location		28		34		58

		parental status		49		47		18

		party id		52		35		28






