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The author of the reading passage emphasizesdiné that our habits, or
regular behavior, can modify the structure of darains. In recent years, the
development of the internet has led to signifidaetavioral changes, affecting the way
we write, how we communicate with our friends, @&wen the kinds of friendships we
make. We can assume that these changes in behavieralso led to cognitive changes.

The generations that had to adapt to the integreat up constantly writing by
hand. Composing essays involved careful planning deep reading of limited
resources at a local library. Since facts could/did checked during library opening
hours, memorizing was also an important skill. bntcast, digital natives have the
knowledge of the entire world at their fingertigs, the modern reader is likely to scan
large amounts of data rapidly rather than read msictaller amounts in depth.
Moreover, since the information is always availalitee new generation of internet
users has little need to remember it. A similar ndmenon has occurred with
correspondence. Before the invention of email, feeepote long letters and took care
over their composition. Now, we communicate viaiagomedia while paying less
attention to spelling and punctuation. Finallythe pre-internet days, people had fewer
friends but deeper friendships. Now, we might hhuadreds of friends on Facebook,
but how many do we know well?

All these changes indicate a shift in our mindgetm deep, narrow, and
somewhat rigid to shallow, widely distributed, afldxible. As they adapted, the
previous generations are likely to have retainetesof their original abilities while
gaining some of the new ones. A middle-aged pevdom has adapted to the internet
age might have some Facebook friends but is uglitelhave several hundred spread
across various social media. As a digital nativeseify | am comfortable with the new
way of thinking, as my wide frame of reference deslme to get a more balanced view
of the world. With regard to losing the ability toemorize, | feel | can use the time
saved to focus on other tasks. Overall, | agreh thi¢ majority of the panel of internet
experts mentioned in the article that the changesidht about by the internet’s
development are positive.
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There is no doubt that the emergence of the intdras influenced the way
people think. For better or worse, several diffeemncan be seen between the cognitive
processes of the generation that was born into #gdwo which the internet already
existed, and those of the generation that haddorbe accustomed to it.

It seems fair to say that the concentration spérdigital natives” are notably
shorter. The author of the passage mentions tltantly he has lost the capacity to
focus when reading a book; certainly many othersldvaod in agreement, as research
seems to confirm that people’s attention spansdargnishing. One study compared
novels published over fifty years ago when therimge was not yet available with
novels published very recently, and it was revedhed the size of the letters and the
spaces in between the lines are significantly largéoday’s novels. Evidently, this was
done to make novels more accessible to the modedierzce who are repelled by the
seemingly endless rows of small print compressed & single page. In the past,
however, people did not find this a problem; theyuld even read the same book over
and over again, partly because they did not hawesscto any other source of
information, and this in turn trained them to béeab concentrate and read deeply.

On the other hand, the members of the “interneegdion” tend to have more
flexibility in their ways of thinking. Since theyalie naturally been exposed to all sorts
of information and opinions from an early age, thaye been equipped with the ability
to look at things from multiple perspectives andséhanurtured tolerance towards
diversity. In contrast, it seems that the less tpeeple spend using the internet, the
fewer opportunities they have to come into conteithh various viewpoints on a wide
range of issues, making them somewhat narrow-miradtetl conservative. My father
stubbornly continues to avoid the internet whengaesible, saying that he is “scared”
of it. As a result, he is missing out on reading &earing people’s comments that can
be found on Twitter, YouTube, et cetera, about @ang from politics and religion to
show business and sports. It is true that therebeasome nasty comments sometimes,
but the important thing is that they are genuimel are a reflection of current society.
Unfortunately, it seems that people who belongh® generation that has not fully
embraced the internet gradually fall behind theeinand become unable to think
multilaterally.

All in all, the internet has had varying degreesrgfuence on the cognitive
processes of different generations. However, asiechin the reading passage, the jury
is still out on whether the internet has mainly raeed people’s ways of thinking in
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positive ways or in negative ways.
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