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(1) ko®EE#HED, BIUCELLIV, 65K

The hardest part of my job as a teacher is getting people to tell the truth.

“I liked your story a lot,” my students say to one another during our
creative writing classes. “I thought it was very good.”

Later in my office, they often ‘_c_(‘)_rﬁe_s_g, “I didn’t like that story at all. The
plot was unoriginal and predictagé. The dialogue was bad. People talked like
they were characters from a soap opera.”

I don’t know how to bridge the gap between the polite lies people tell one
another and the harsh criticisms they make in p()lr)ivate. What I want is
something between these two extremes: courteous and constructive criticism.
That’s the hardest thing for my students to give — or for me to encourage —

(Z)because all of us have been trained since childhood to tell polite lies to save
other people’s feelings.

“Don’t be personal and negative,” we've been taught. “If you don’t have
something nice to say, don't say anything.”

The format I use for our writing workshops reinforces our polite habits. I
ask the students to start the group discussions with what they liked about the
story, what they considered to be its strengths. After a few minutes, I repeat
the “strengths” people have pointed out, and only then do I feel ready to ask,
“Is there anything in the story that you were confused by? )Any parts you felt

3
should have been developed more or cut out? Anything you might do

differently if it were your story?” My questions are answered at first with a

few tentative comments; but after the ice is broken, almost everyone pitches
in, offering opinions i(n)animated (though polite) conversations. Our discussion
follows the same poliIe pattern we use to criticize others — starting with, “I
like so-and-so and we get along, but....”

This is the standard format that many writing teachers use, and it isn't

necessarily bad. It sets a friendly tone. Having agreed that the story has
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merits, the class feels les? )inhibited about pointing out the few things that
)

need improvement, and the writer can hear the criticism without feeling

personally attacked. - But the scenario does not work well when we discuss
@

stories that need more than a little improvement. After spending ‘the first few

minutes on the story’s supposed strengths, nobody feels ready to admit; “I'm
afraid that the whole concépt is-wrong. Maybe you should put this story aside
and do something different.” Unfortunately, that is sometimes the only honest

thing we can say.

B 1. TH#END polite lies DR DEKERTHEME, AXFNSHEML TH
EREWV, (55
B 2. T#HERQ2) That M2 X9 A, HERBTRNZI W, (75
B 3. THRIEZHABIIRLARIN, 125
B 4. T##8@%, the scenario DNEZHASMNICLT, HARBICRLEZIW,
(15 &)
B 5 FHHO~OIOBEOKKICREDENDDE, TNENITDNT 1~ 40
N5 1 DRV, TOFFSEZRALRIN, (6R)
(7) confess:
1. communicate 2. disclose 3. discuss 4, reply
(1) animated:
1. comical 2. deliberate 3. energized 4, indispensable
() inhibited:

1. hyperactive 2. insensitive - 3. populated 4 reserved
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Modern science tries to answer questions about origins. using carefully
tested data and rigorous logic. ‘Though many pioneering scientists, like
Newton, were Christians who believed deeply in the existence of a deity, they
also felt the Deity was ratibnal, so their task was to uncover the underlying
laws by which the Deity had created the world. This meant trying to explain
the world as if there were no deity. Modern science, unlike most other

(D
traditions of knowledge, tries to explain the universe as if things happened

without intention or purpose.

The Christian view of the universe owed much to the ideas of the Greek
philosopher Aristotle. Though some Greeks had argued that the earth orbited
the Sun, Aristotle placed the earth at the center of the universe and
surrounded it with a series of transparent spheres, each revolving at a
different speed. The spheres held the planets, the Sun, and the stars. This
model sounds quaint today, but it was given a rigorous mathematical basis by
*Ptolemy in the second century A.D., and in this form it proved good at
predicting planetary motions. Christianity added the further idea that this
universe had been created perhaps. 6, 000 years ago by God, in the course of
five days. In sixteenth —and seventeenth — century Europe, the Ptolemaic
story began to break down. Copernicus gave some powerful reasons for
thinking that the earth revolved around the Sun, and the *heretical monk
Giordane Bruno argued-.that stars were suns and that the vuniverse was
probably infinite in extent. In the seventeenth century, scientists such as
Newton and Galileo explored many of the implications of these ideas, while
retaining as much as they could of the biblical creation stox%zr).

During the eighteenth century, the Ptolemaic view of the universe finally
collapsed. In its place, there emerged a new picture of a universe operating

3
according to strict, rational, and impersonal laws that could, in principle, be

— 3 — <OM6(306-—119)



discovered by science. God may have created it, perhaps in time; perhaps, in

some sense, out of time. But then he left it to run almost entirely according to
its own logic and rules. Newton assumed that both time and space were
absolutes, providing the ultimate frames of reference for the universe. It was
widely accepted that both might be infinite, and thus the universe had neither
a definable edge nor a time of origin. In this way, God was moved further and

further away from the story of origins.

*Ptolemy : 7 b LA F X (255 2 AL D Alexandria DKL - HBR - F¥H)
*heretical : B¥gD

B 1L RSO ZBEAFICRLESI N, (10K

B 2. THREBQO) these ideas DA% 3 DHARFE THRNZ I, (12 K)

B 3. THEOZAAFIIRLEZWV., (13K

Bl 4 ROEX1~6DHNE, EXONEE—HITZHD%E 2DENL, TOHF
BEEALREIV, (10 K)

1. Christianity is founded on the teachings of Aristotle.

2. One of the reasons Ptolemy’s view of the universe lasted over the
centuries is that it was fairly accurate for determining future
movements of the planets.

3. Copernicus and Bruno were punished for suggesting improvements to
the Ptolemaic view of the universe.

4, Galileo and Newton aggressively worked against Copernicus and
Bruno to defend the biblical creation story.

5. Despite advances in the study of the universe that ran counter to the
biblical story of creation, Newton still believed in God.

6. As the eighteenth century progressed, God was completely removed

from the minds of all scientists studying the origins of the universe.
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I have a friend who broke off relations with her in-laws for several years:
“I told them that if they talked about me in a certain insulting way again, I
would stop speaking to them. They did it, and I kept my word.” I asked how
she knew they’d talked about her. She said, “My husband’s cousin Judy told
me.”

Her response made me wonder which family member had set out to hurt
her. It’s conceivable that her in-laws believed their critical remarks wouldn’t
cause her pain, since she wasn’t present to hear them. Perhaps the person my
friend should have aimed her anger at was cousin Judy. Had she done so, she

)
would have been following the advice of an Arab proverb. Roughly translated,

it tells us, “The one who repeats an insult is insulting you.”

Saying something critical about someone is fundamentally different from
saying the same thing to the person directly. In fact, it isn’t the same thing at
all. If Sally tells you that Mary thinks you need to lose weight, you have no
way of knowing how this came up between Sally and Mary. Maybe, as you
probably assume, Mary originated the judgment. But perhaps Sally offered the
opinion first, and Mary simply agl)"eed, in order to be nice to Sally. And Sally
may have quoted Mary in order to express her own opinion while turning your
anger toward Mary.

Hearing criticism secondhand is like being shot by a gun with a silencer.

®
The wound is intensified by the shock of being struck by an attacker who is

nowhere in sight.

When YOu get a faint idea that someone is about to tell you something that
was said about you, it’s typical to feel your ears *perk up even as your heart
sinks. The wiser move —if you can manage it —is to step the speaker at that
point: “I’d rather not hear what Herman said, since he’s not here. Let’s stick
to what you think.” If you can’t head off an insult, you can at least ask, “Why
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are you telling me this?” or “How do you think your telling me this will make

me feel?”
*perk up ;. (BMIE#)ILTS

B 1. T#HE#(DZ, doneso DRTHEZHASMITLT, HAEFBICRLZEIW,
(10 &) »

B 2. THRERR) the judgment IZEAMICIZED KSR L2RTH, HERET
WARZREV, (7 5)

B 3. THEHQZHAFBIRLEZIWV, (14K

B 4 MENCESOBOZHNER, EOXDITHATRELLEFITRXT
Wah, 2DOBRICHAFFETERBIN, (45
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Instead of being who they really are, some people feel a need to be who
they think they should be. They become something like an actor within their
fafnily, playing a role designed to fit people’s expectations and needs.
Unfortunately, trying to play a role means denying who you really are, and
hiding this reality from your loved ones. Your loved ones will benefit far more

(n .
from really knowing you than they would from even the best acting you can do.

* %k %k %k X

Amy grew up with an abusive mother and a generally absent father. “I
never smiled. I always sucked my thumb,” she recalls. “I just wasn’t happy.”
When she turned eleven, the state children’s services office came in and took
her out of the house. Her maternal grandparents lived more than a thousand
miles away and had rarely seen her, but they agreed to take care of Amy, and
she was placed in their custody.

“As a young child, I wished that I was able to jump into my mother’s
arms, and that she would wrap her arms around me with love,” Amy says.
“When I moved in with my grandparents, I received that love.

“I just loved the environment there, because it was so different from what
I had grown up in,” she says. But she always worried. “I didn’t want to do
anything to mess it up.”

Her fears led her to never talk about the worst of her upbringing. “I was
afraid that they would reject me, that I was bad, that they would blame me for
what happened and for my mother’s problems.” _

Amy remained quiet for almost a year. Then one day her grandmother
took her for a walk and told her that she was safe here, would always be safe
here, and that she could trust them with anything. Her grandmother told Amy
about some of the tough times she had as a child. And for the first time Amy
let loose with every memory she had, crying on her grandmother’s shoulder,
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and through two boxes of tissues.

But confiding made her feel so much closer to her grandparents. “I could
not be closer to them. If they gave birth to me themselves, I couldn’t be any
closer.”

Now “we share, we're open, and we’re honest. We are real, and it is a

great gift they have given me.”
B 1. THREDZBABIRLZEI WV, (10 £

B2 Amy iCEDb552 100 BREORBTEN LRI, 2L, &P
DEEAZANTH INE, XE2EFOFEFIHALBRNWI &, (25 K)
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AMELTEETWLS ETRYICLAL TRAESH I EEHELE<H B, L
U, ZN5DIRNTREDEINDS, H25FHR, H53ULITBNTHIZHRAIND
EWSZERDD, REAE, HOTRERREE WD Z &85, MIRICRFAIN
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MUK TRZRSRN, TLT, E3FTHUIHNLTESRNENWD ZEMRULN
TWhwa,
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