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They overprivilege a homogeneity of content at the expense of
variation in communicative purpose, addresser-addressee relationships
and genre conventions. (p. 3)
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One of the characteristics that established members of these
discourse communities possess is familiarity with the particular genres
that are used in the communicative furtherance of those sets of goals.

Genre-type communicative events consist of texts themselves plus
encoding and decoding procedures as moderated by genre-related aspects
of text-role and text-environment.



Thus, the teaching of genre skills essentially involves the
development of acquisition-promoting text-task activities.
A strong thread that binds the three key elements together is
that of communicative purpose.
(Swales (1990), pp.9,10)
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Table 1 Results of Pre- and Post-test
Number Organiza-| Language | Mecha- Total
of Words | tion/20 | Use /25 | nics /5 /50
Average 31 8.27 1.87 2. 67 18.8
pre-test | Standard 16.5 1. 22 2.53 0. 49 3.65
Deviation
Low | post- Average 55T 10. 5 1.4 2.93 24.7
N=15 | test Standard 23. 4 2: 1T 1.8 0.59 3.48
Deviation
T-test XX XX XX XX
Average 61.9 10.9 1.7 3.4 26.0
pre-test | Standard 27.5 1.98 3.5 0.63 5.03
Deviation
High | post- Average 95.7 13.1 4.1 3. 47 30.7
N=15 | test Standard 33.3 2.67 3.49 0.64 5. 88
Deviation
T-test X% X Xk
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3. 2. Questionnaire(Qualitative Analysis)
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Table 2 Student questionnaire results
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Appendix |

“Threats’ to Left-Handed Invisible in New Study

Washington, Feb. 15 (AP)—Being left-handed is not a hazard to one’s health after all,
according to a study that disputes an earlier report suggesting that left-handed people are at
risk of dying up to 14 years sooner than right-handers.

Scientists at the National Institutes of Health and Harvard University examined the rates of
death among elderly people in East Boston, Mass., and found that left-handed people were at
no more risk of dying carly than right-handed people. Dr. Jack M. Guralnik of the National
Institute on Aging, a division of the Institutes, said the data came from a six-year community
study that included 3,774 people 65 or older in East Boston. All deaths were recorded and
analyzed. Although the study was conducted for other reasons, Dr. Guralnik said the
information collected included whether the subjects were left-handed or right-handed. That
enabled the researchers to test a theory that left-handed people die at younger ages than right-
handers, he said.

“Over the six-year period, the death rate was 32.2 percent among right-handers and 33.8
percent for left-handers,” which is not a statistically significant difference, Dr. Guralnik said.

The preferred hand, or laterality, of the people was established by asking which hand was
used 10 write and to cut with a scissors. Those who used the right hand were considered right-
handers.

He said the study, published in the February issue of The American Journal of Public
Health, was’ the most accurate way to find any differences in the rate of deaths between left-
and right-handers because it compared population groups of the same age. He said
another advantage in the study was that laterality was established by direct interviews with the
subjects.

A 1980 study first raised the possibility that being left-handed could mean an earlier death.
That study found that there was a higher percentage of left-handed people among the young
than among the elderly. It reported that the mean age of death for left-handers was 58, as
against 72 for right-handers. Dr. Guralnik said this study was flawed because the groups
studied contained a higher proportion of young left-handers. “Mean age of death is not a
good thing to use,” he said. “If you have iwo populations that are very different in age, you
would expect the younger population to have a lower mean age of death. It may simply relate
to the fact that the population was younger.”

(New York Times, February 16, 1993)
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1. When did an earlier report suggest a risk of left-handed people dying up
to 14 years sooner than right handers?

2. Give the names of the institutions that conducted the research published
in the February issue of The American Journal of Public Health.

3. How was laterality established in the study of Guralnik?

4. Why did Dr. Guralnik criticize a 1980 study?
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The 1993 study The 1980 study

Subjects

Comparing the death rate
Method between right-handers and
left-handers

Mean age of death for left-
handers was 58, as against 72
for right-handers

Results

Conclusion




7Y T VT TIbRAFR | 1991 Ei2fT bR
A 7N T TRATL .
HE 1,000 AD A TAOIHHET
m FEFE | RUEOBBIZBNT o220, Ve ¥580
% | O@E | BE FlaFL#AE
m .........................................................
STE | RBCEROTYE R FEEERDO T &
FHIEC F i THEC FEin
R 75 w% (F) 645 8 # A (f)
66 W (/) o+ i (/£)

Exercise LEOX(, EHEDADREIZOWTO, KiF p. 21 LXBOHEL £
EbDThHL. RIIESOT, TOEXFD () Wi, BELERNH LV
BFEANL SV,

A study published in (1: ) found that left-handed professional (2: )
lived for an average of (3: ) years, about (4:
righties. The same researchers, Stanley Coren of the University of British Columbia and
Diane Halpern of California State University in San Bernardino, surveyed the next-of-kin of
about (5: ) people who died in (6: ) to ask which hand was
preferred by the dead relative. They reported that the right-handers died at an average age of
7: ) while the left-handers died at about (8: ).

Other researchers attacked the baseball study because it was based on how the players
(9: ) and (10: ), which they argued could have been based on
training, not true laterality. The California study was criticized because it was based on the

) months less than

recollection of relatives.
(New York Times, February 16, 1993)
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Writing Up An Experiment
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Materials Experimental Apparatus

2 250-mL beakers 1-hole rubber stopper

FIGURE 15-15.

teaspoon gas delivery tube Plastic lubing
stirring rod clamp A
water ring stand
table =alt, NaCl Iaboratory burner
ice 2 evaporating dishes
2 large test tubes goggles
apron
MER

This is a distillation experiment in vhich salt vater is heated to form a vapor.
which is then cooled to obtain fresh vater. To do the experiment, place 5 g salt in
100 sl water in a beaker and stir until it dissolves. Place a 20-ml portion of the
salt vater solution Into a test tube vhich is sealed vith a stopper containing a glass
tube. Insert the other end of the glass tube into another test tube vhich is kept in
ice. Heat the water in the first test tube until it boils and the steam condenses in
the second test tube. Place the remaining salt solution and the liquid in the test
tube kept in ice into separate evaporating dishes and evaporate the liquid.
¥hen the remaining salt solution was evaporated, | g of vhite crystals remained. When
the liquid In the test tube kept in ice vas evaporated, nothing remained. This
experiment shovs that when salt solution is heated. transformed into steasm and then
cooled. pure water can be obtalned by distillation. (174 vords)



