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It is the prerogative of curious people to attempt to make sense of the world around us. What is different
today than it was before? In what direction are things moving and what is driving that change? It is all
too easy to finger technology as that driving force, perhaps because it is the most visible of all the

forces that do shape our society —— ideas, leaders, institutions, laws, the economy, happenstance.

Today, writing in 7he American Conservative, Alan Jacobs has a delightful little rant of a piece, taking
issue with claims such as “Technology is shifting our way of seeing the world” or “The internet really
has changed the world completely.” Jacobs writes: Pray tell, what is “the world”? Seriously, I want to
know what people mean by this. If “the world” has been changed completely, why does the silver maple outside
my window still stand as it has for decades? Why is the gazpacho at Emilio’ s as good as it was when I first
tasted it, twenty—five years ago? Why does the prose of Sir Thomas Browne still delight me as it did when
I first encountered it at age nineteen? Why do I still love my wife? If you answer, “Well, that’s not what
they mean by ’ the world,’” I counter, “Then what do they mean? Because all those things I just mentioned
are in the only world that I know.” And if it’ s “technology” that is changing everything, which technology

is that? Drugs that treat AIDS? Unmanned bomber drones? Sous vide machines?

Oh, it’ s none of those? It’s “the internet”? That seems like an abstraction about as vague as “the world, ”
given that “the internet” allows people to find out how those AIDS drugs work, to purchase sous vide machines,
and to manipulate drones remotely. This isn’t to say that technology changes nothing, a caricature so
foolhardy it cannot be taken seriously. But homing in on what changes as technology advances, weeding out
what doesn’ t, and describing —— accurately — how technology interacts with all the other forces that shape
society, that’s a project requiring a level of precision impossible to achieve with terms as broad as “the

world” and “the Internet.”

Jacobs’ s prescription, which I whole—heartedly agree with, is to bear down on the specific examples, to
examine — closely, rigorously — actual cases of technology use (and let’s construe that to mean more
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than consumer electronics, because, as Alexis has written here, it’s technology all the way down) and to

try to understand, writ small, what a given technology enables and what it prevents.
With case study after case study, we can fill in a picture of what the world (without quotes this time)

looks like.

1. The reason why technology is often regarded as the impetus is that

A. it is easy to define what technology is

B. technology is the most important component of the whole society

C. it is difficult to give other elements precise definitions

D. technology is the most obvious power to revolutionize the community

2. It is implied in the paragraph 2 that

A. Given viewpoints held by some people are inaccurate

B. the concept of ‘world’” in some people’ s eyes has changed a lot

C. some people have the wrong interpretation of the word ‘technology’

D. technology has transformed our thinking and the world

3. We can learn from the paragraph 3 that

A. A term covering a wide range leads to inaccuracy

B. The Internet is the most important technology we have invented

C. The word ‘Internet’ 1is too obscure to be used to define the world

D. Technology to a great extent proves nothing and settles nothing

4. The author’ s attitude to Jacobs’ s argument can be described as
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A. indifferent B. biased C. supportive D. opposed

5. The passage mainly centers on

A. technology and life

B. technology and the world

C. technology and success

D. technology and entertainment
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It is the prerogative of curious people to attempt to make sense of the world around us. What is different
today than it was before? In what direction are things moving and what is driving that change? It is all

too easy to finger technology as that driving force, perhaps because it is the most visible of all the

forces that do shape our society B —HE R HAb— ideas, leaders, institutions, laws, the economy,

happenstance.

Today, writing in 7he American Conservative, Alan Jacobs has a delightful little rant of a piece, taking
issue with claims such as “Technology is shifting our way of seeing the world” or “The internet really

has changed the world completely.” Jacobs writes: Pray tell, what is “the world”? Seriously, I want to

know what people mean by this. If “the world” has been changed completely, why does the silver maple outside

my window still stand as it has for decades? Why is the gazpacho at Emilio’ s as good as it was when I first

tasted it, twenty—five years ago? Why does the prose of Sir Thomas Browne still delight me as it did when

I first encountered it at age nineteen? Why do I still love my wife? If you answer, “Well, that’s not what

they mean by ’the world,”” I counter, “Then what do they mean? Because all those things I just mentioned

are in the only world that I know.” And if it’s "technology” that is changing everything, which technology

is that? Drugs that treat AIDS? Unmanned bomber drones? Sous vide machines?#s — &S H 4k

Oh, it’ s none of those? It’s “the internet”? That seems like an abstraction about as vague as “the world, ”
given that “the internet” allows people to find out how those AIDS drugs work, to purchase sous vide machines,
and to manipulate drones remotely. This isn’t to say that technology changes nothing, a caricature so
foolhardy it cannot be taken seriously. But homing in on what changes as technology advances, weeding out
what doesn’ t, and describing —— accurately — how technology interacts with all the other forces that shape

society, that’s a project requiring a level of precision impossible to achieve with terms as broad as “the

world” and “the Internet.”ZB =fHZ& X H i

Jacobs’ s prescription, which I whole—heartedly agree with, is to bear down on the specific examples, 2

PO EH &b to examine —— closely, rigorously —— actual cases of technology use (and let’ s construe that
to mean more than consumer electronics, because, as Alexis has written here, it’ s technology all the way

down) and to try to understand, writ small, what a given technology enables and what it prevents.
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With case study after case study, we can fill in a picture of what the world (without quotes this time)

looks like.
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