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(1) If we trace the history of brain evolution, we can see that humans have

flourished by developing an intellect, which can think rationally, but at the

same time, we have become able to act cooperatively as a group by moderating

such rationality.

*an intellect=intelligence (intelligence=uncountable)

*think rationally=think reasonably=reason[vi]

*kact cooperatively=act in cooperation=take cooperative action
=cooperate[vi] — act in harmony (act=behave)

*by moderating such rationality=by controlling such rationality to a proper
degree=by the proper control of such rationality (rationality=reason)
That may have been a dominant factor for human development until today. (2)

How would we treat people who have developed only rationality? We would exclude

them from our society as something alien.

*exclude them — rule them out
*something alien — something unacceptable

(3) However, if the essence of rationality created by such humans is

artificial intelligence, it may well work to complement human irrationality

and build a strong partnership with us. What matters to humanity is not whether

we can compete with Al but whether we can direct it.

*if the essence of rationality created by such humans is artificial intelli-
gence — if artificial intelligence created by such humans is made up of our
rationality

*work to complement human irrationality=work complementarily to human
irrationality=work as a complement to human irrationality (complement=

supplement)
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(1) Looking back into the history of brain evolution, human beings have

prospered by developing intelligence, which can reason. At the same time, we

have become able to cooperate as a group by properly controlling the power of

reason.
That may have been a key factor for human development until today. (2)How

would we treat people who have developed only rationality? We would exclude

them from our society as something unacceptable.

(3) However, if artificial intelligence created by such humans consists of

our rationality, it may well work to complement human irrationality and build

a strong partnership with us. What matters to humankind is not whether we can

compete with Al but whether we can direct it.
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(1) Tracing back the history of the brain, humans have flourished by developing
intelligence, which enables them to think rationally, but controlling
rationality moderately has made it possible for humans to act cooperatively.
(2) How would you be treated by society if you only developed your ability to
think and act rationally? You would be excluded because you are different.
(3) However, if the mass of rationality created by such people is artificial
intelligence, it could likely make up for our irrationality and be our powerful
partner.
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(1) If you look at the way the brain has evolved, you will find that humans
have thrived by improving their ability to think rationally while, preventing
themselves from acting too rationally, they have been able to cooperate as
group members.

(2) What will happen to those who have developed only rationality? They will
be ignored as alien to other members of human society.

(3) However, if Al can do anything that humans rationally do, it will help
humans because they often act irrationally, and we may be able to develop a

productive relationship with Al.
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(1) In the history of brain evolution, the development of intelligence for
rational thinking enabled us to flourish, while moderate control of such
rationality enabled us to work together as a group.

(2) If a person had only developed the rationality, how would they be treated?
They would be excluded from human society as something alien.

* they (o] %3Z1FTW B DD,

(3) However, if artificial intelligence is the ultimate product of human
rationality, it will function as a complement to human irrationality and very
possibly build a strong partnership.
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(1) The history of brain evolution suggests that we have prospered by
developing intelligence, thanks to which we can think rationally. On the other
hand, the mild suppression of our rationality has enabled us to achieve group
cooperation.

(2) How would one who adheres solely to rationality be treated in society? They
would be kicked out as a heterogeneous element.

% they (I %#ZITTWBEDH,

(3) However, Al, which is rationality itself, will have a good chance of
complementing human irrationality and establishing a strong partnership with

us.
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In the age of globalization, people can move with ease and have more
communication tools. (1)Living abroad far less make us feel "distant from

home” or ”lonely” than before. | can contact my parents every day, and my wife

can also communicate with her parents. Qur sense of distance has changed.

(2) However, when people from different cultures get married, as born and

raised in differing environments, they have different ideas about

child-raising. Sometimes they can conflict. If the values underlying their

cultures disagree, compromising becomes necessary. On the other hand, in my

opinion, there are varied cultures even among Japanese people.
(3)I do not think romantic love can overcome differences in values or

cultures, but I believe trust can. As soon as romantic love cools down, couples

lose patience for partners. However, if they regard each other as a good friend

based on mutual trust, there is no need for tolerance. They can decide what
to do by discussing. Some say “marriage is patience,” but there can be a limit

to being patient.
_4_
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(I) Living abroad does not make us feel as "far away from home” or as "lonely”
as it used to. I can keep in touch with my parents every day and my wife can
also communicate with her parents, so the sense of distance is not the same
as it used to be.

(2) However, when people from different cultures get married, since they have
been born and brought up in different environments, they have different values
about raising their children. Sometimes they do not agree at all. When the
values underlying their cultures disagree, it is important for couples to come
to terms with each other.

(3) I believe that couples cannot overcome differences in values and cultures
simply by loving each other, but they can by trusting each other. As soon as
romantic feelings fade, it gets harder to accept the differences.

[B Tt - fi@&pl 1]

(1) Although I live abroad, I don’t have a feeling as often as before that I
have come so far or that I'm lonely. I get in touch with my parents everyday
and my wife also contacts her parents. Our sense of distance has been changing.
(2) However, when one gets married to someone from a different culture, they
find that they have different values of parenting because they were born and
raised in different backgrounds. They sometimes don’ t agree on their partner’s
idea of child-raising. It is important to make a compromise if their values
which underlie the cultures are different.

(3) I think that in a romantic relationship, we can’t overcome the difference
of values or culture, but that we can overcome it in a relationship of trust.
As soon as we fall out of love with our partner, we can’t tolerate their
differences.

*their (I[E3ZITTHWBDD,

[C Ttk - il

(1) Although I live outside my country, I do not feel as lonely or distantly
separated as before. | contact my family in Africa every day and my wife also
keeps in touch with her parents, so the sense of distance is no longer what
it used to be.

(2) When people with different cultural backgrounds marry each other, however,
they naturally have different views of child rearing because they were also
naturally born and raised in different environments. They might occasionally
fall out. When the values underlying your cultures clash, it is important to
COmpromi se.

(3) 1 do not think love can overcome differences in values and cultures, but
I think trust can. In a romantic relationship, as soon as you fall out of love,
you cannot tolerate the differences.
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(1) In today’ s Japan, people no longer judge others based on whether they are

trustworthy or take responsibility for what they have said. In other words,

even the phrase "an eye for people” has become a dead expression. (2)”Having

a good eye for people” means, when meeting them, being able to evaluate them

as they are without being deceived by superficial information. However, no one

regards this ability as significant. (3)In Japan, the attitude is prevailing

that we should judge other people by their external data, such as annual

income, social position, or societal influence, rather than their internal

personality.
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(1) In Japan these days, the idea that we should evaluate other people based
on such things as whether they can be trusted or whether they keep their word
has become obsolete.

(2) The ability to "read” people means one’ s ability to judge the person before
you as they are, without being misled by external things. Such ability,
however, is no longer sought after.

(3) The dominant ideology in Japan today is that someone should be evaluated
on the basis of clearly visible "evidence” such as their annual income, status,

and social power, regardless of who they are inside.

[B it - #2551 1]
(1) Recently in Japan, the custom of evaluating a person on whether they are

reliable or stick to their word has become obsolete.
_6_



(2) The phrase "having an eye for people” means the ability to judge a person’s
true character without being deceived by superficial information. However,
this ability is no longer widely valued.

(3) Whatever one’s inner features are, one should be judged based on
superficial points like annual income, social position, or social power —

what is called "evidence.” Such a principle is dominant today in Japan.

[C Ttk - il

(1) In Japan today, we no longer follow the practice of judging a person by
standards: whether they are trustworthy as a person or whether they are true
to their own words.

(2) "Having a good eye for people” refers to the ability to evaluate the true
essence of a person in front of you without being misled by the information
from the outside, but it is no longer required by anyone.

(3) The assumption that regardless of their internal personality, people
should be assessed on the basis of external "evidence” such as annual income,

social status and social power, is predominant in present-day Japan.
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(1) In Japan, people these days no longer judge others by a standard such as
whether they can be trusted as people or whether they are faithful to their
word.

(2) If you have an eye for people, you can evaluate a person who you are talking
to by who they really are, not by readily available information about them.
Nowadays, however, no one thinks such an ability is necessary.

(3) Most Japanese today believe that, whether or not a person is good as a
human being, they should judge them by external factors such as salary, social

position, or social influence.

[B Fiite - i@ &pl 2]

(1) When Japanese people today judge someone, they no longer care whether they
are worth trusting as a person or whether they take responsibility for their
words.

(2) A good judge of character is one who can avoid superficial information
about a person and evaluate them as they really are. Such an ability, however,
is no more valued.

(3) The dominant principle in today s Japan is that a person should be judged
by superficial facts about them, such as their yearly income or social status,

rather than by their personality.



