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Answer THREE questions from Part I and ONE question from Part II. A pass mark is required on both parts.
Your answer should not exceed 10 standard pages, though the front page and your list of works consulted may come in addition.

PART I (30%)
Define and discuss THREE of the following terms / concepts with reference to relevant literature on the subject. Illustrate with examples from NICLE and/or the ENPC.
a. 
Interlingual vs. intralingual error
b.
Lexical teddy bear
c.
Congruent vs. divergent correspondences
d.
Translation effects
PART II (70%)

Write an essay on ONE of the following topics. You are expected to use evidence from the ENPC and/or NICLE in your paper.
a. Explain the concept of writer/reader visibility and show how it is manifest in English texts by Norwegian learners (as compared to other groups of writers). Use the attached texts 1-4 from NICLE and LOCNESS for exemplification. In addition you should study the use of I and you in NICLE to give an account of the contexts in which they occur.

b. Study the verbs look and sound and their Norwegian correspondences in the ENPC. Include inflected forms. What do the translation patterns reveal about the uses and meanings of these words? (You may want to look at only a sample of the hits.)

c. Discuss how parallel corpora and learner corpora can complement each other in the study of learner language and the improvement of language teaching. 
d. Study the correspondences of Norwegian finnes (including its inflected forms) in the ENPC. What are the English correspondences? What – if any – difficulties would you assume the expression of finnes would create for Norwegian learners of English? Then study material from NICLE and state to what extent your predictions were correct.
Relevant links:

English-Norwegian Parallel Corpus: http://www.tekstlab.uio.no/cgi-bin/omc/PerlTCE.cgi
NICLE corpus: http://www.tekstlab.uio.no/cgi-bin/omc/NICLEsearch.cgi 
LOCNESS and text version of NICLE: www.hf.uio.no/ilos/studier/studenttjenester/Nettressurser/korpuslingvistikk/  

Texts provided:
Text 1: NICLE
In the question about the place for imagination and dreaming in a modern world of science technology and industrialisation, my first response would have to be that they sure would have to have a place. But I can also see why some people say that there is no need for dreaming and imagination any more. One of the reasons may be that since the world now is full of modern technology, the use of dreaming and imagination is no longer needed. These days one can get all the help one needs through technology, and the workload in many places is lifted because of the technology and industrialisation which are developed during the last century. That has made the everyday hassle much easier for most people. I think, however, that even though all this new technology has made life easier for us who are living at present, we have to have the opportunity to be able to dream our way away from our everyday life.

I think that the ones, who are able to just sit somewhere daydreaming, have a very special gift. One can get the feeling that today's society is very much based on the people not using their imagination and dreams, considering the fact that we lead a stressful life style, with things happening almost every second of each day. And the only time we do not run around, is when we are sleeping. No wonder people of today have not got the time to dream. That is one of the reasons why I admire the people who are able to take a break from the stress of today, and just relax and enjoy themselves with their dreams and imaginations.

But when you think about it, we should all have had better time to dream, since the technology have lifted the workload off things, and thus made life easier for us. But instead of having more free time, many people have found other things to do, so that they still have very much to do all day. And by having so much to do, they do not have time to daydream any more.

I have experienced once, that children of today are not used to use their imagination very much. They watch a lot of television, and have less opportunity to think for themselves. I once said to some children I looked after that they ought to go outside and play instead of sitting inside watching television all day and they said to me that they did not know what to do. They did not know what to play, and I had to make suggestions for them. That scared me a bit. And I could not stop thinking about what all the technology have done to the children. They are getting too used to getting information from the radio and the television, and thus they use their own imagination less than I have the feeling they did, say 15-20 years ago.

So even though most of the technology is good for us, I think that there should definitely be a place for dreams and imagination in our everyday lives. 
<02/04/07 F 26 521 Dreaming / Imagination>
Text 2: NICLE
A crime is a felony, which is when you do something that is against a law. A crime can also be something that is just morally wrong. You can for example break in to a store, rape a person or speed on the road. As most times when you do something illegal you get caught. That is a reason why crime does not pay.

When a person does a serious crime he will most likely have to pay for it. And it is not just talking about money, because that is just a small reaction to a crime. If you are a first-time criminal you can get off with only a fine, but it will depend on what you have done and what kind of intentions you had when you did the crime. If you already have a criminal record you will most likely have to go to jail.

A crime can and often will give you a sentence. Your life will be changed no matter what. You cannot do an illegal thing and not expect to get some kind of punishment from it. If you go to prison it probably will not be easy. In a prison your inmates will treat you good or bad. It sometimes depends on what you have done. People in prison have feelings too, so if you have killed your baby for example you might get in trouble with the inmates. They might not approve of what you have done even if they also have committed a crime. We often see in movies that prisoners get raped by their cellmates or even sometimes get killed.

In Norway, I think that we have better prisons then for examples the US. The prisoners here can often serve an open sentence. That means that they will work outside the prison during the day, but when work is finished s/he has to go back to the prison. The prisoners here do often just serve a third part of what they are sentenced to do. We have secure prisons too, but I think the Norwegian prisons are too good. The people in the cells have good food, TV and all kinds of equipment that poor people does not have. The prisoners should not have it better then other people living in our society.

In some cases people are so helpless that they go out and do a crime just to get in to jail so that they can survive. When they are in jail they have a bed, food and good facilities. That is much better then have to find food in the garbage bin and to sleep on the street. In these cases it might be that crime does pay, but is it worth it?

A criminal who is sentenced will always carry a scar from the crime. It is a scar that other people cannot see. He will always have a criminal record, so when he will apply for a job he will have to tell the employer that he has been to jail for a regulation against the law. Even if the lawbreaking was long ago and that he regrets it, it often has nothing to say. There are not many people who will hire a person, which has done something bad like steeling. It is always a risk that it can happen again. If you cannot get a job I would say that you have thrown your life away. If you do not have a job it is hard to survive in the world, and it is so much easy to get back to the criminal ways again.

There are reasons for and against that crime does not pay. Often people do a crime just to get some kind of attention. It might be a cry for help or just a sick mind. But there is always a reason behind a criminal act. As long as the world continues, the crime will carry on. There is too much difference in the world for the criminal to stop. In my opinion a crime does not pay, no matter what. A person will always feel guilty for what he has done and if he gets caught it is even worse for him. So crime does not pay.

<02/04/07 F 19 710 Crime >
Text 3: LOCNESS (US)
PRIVATE 

Money has been said to be the root of all evil. I feel this statement is personally true. I will take the side of the everyday person like myself and the issues of big business. I personally witnessed first hand the effects of greed and negligence within a large corporation. In March of 1989, the Exxon Valdez oil tanker ran aground in Prince William sound, Alaska. The Exxon corporation is one of the largest corporations in the world and owns many smaller corporations and businesses as well. The money involved in such a corporation is mind boggling and hard for the common person to comprehend.

The grounding of the Exxon Valdez was a catastrophe beyond belief, not only for the wildlife which calls the sound its home, but for the native people of Alaska as well.

Within a few days the devastating effects of the oil were widespread throughout the pristine waters of Alaska. The response by Exxon was slow, disorganized and unacceptable. The Exxon Valdez incident will go down in history as the biggest Public Relations blunder by any firm in the nation. Exxon's slow response time angered not only the native Alaskans, but millions of people around the world. While I laid in my living room the evening of the spill, I watched the needless suffering, death and devastation of this beautiful wilderness. I grew angry at the Exxon management and Exxon Response Team. I loathed the corporation and all it stood for. I could not understand how such a profitable corporation such as Exxon could blunder a recovery effort such as the Prince William Sound incident.

Prior to the grounding the Exxon, many wildlife organizations, concerned citizens and others asked the all important question to Exxon. How would they prevent such a catastrophe from occurring? Each time Exxon was confronted with this question, spokespersons said the same thing. [Quotation removed].

What Exxon did not plan for was the negligence and gross human error of the Captain in charge the vessel that night. After the super tanker ran aground on Bligh Reef, the Exxon Valdez Tanker, poured over 11 million gallons of raw crude oil into the pristine waters of Prince William Sound. The effects of the raw crude oil in the waters were and still are devastating. The carnage was and still is unbelievable. The effects on the fishing industry, the native peoples and animals are still felt. After close to two years, Exxon finally made monetary amends with the people of Alaska and the United States of America. The publishing of Exxon's notes and court transcriptions, prove that if Exxon would have maintained the ships in a better fashion this devastating nightmare may never have happened. It is common practice now to double hull oil tankers that travel the oceans and seas of the world.

I feel very strongly that Exxon owes the people of Alaska and the world an explanation and a monetary amount for the devastating effects of its enormous blunder. I would like to see Exxon set aside monies for more testing and research on the effects of oil in the environment and more monies for the buying of land to increase the acreage of wildlife sanctuaries. If we, the people, allow big business to pollute and rape our land, we will all be lesser in the end. We must find better ways to remove and transport our natural resources. Along with this effort, we must push to make large corporations, such as Exxon accountable for their effects on the environment.

<ICLE-US-IND-0001.1>

Text 4: LOCNESS (US)
If money was the root of all evil the poor would be saints. It would seem to follow that if indeed money inspired and cultivated evil there would be a negative correlation between money earned and virtue obtained. Perhaps, one might say, that the "desire" for money could be gauged in comparison to evil acts committed, but the wealthy would be immediately privelaged in such a formula. Desire cannot be measured on some utilitarian scale of pleasure. It increases and decreases with the acruement of wealth. The wealthy in fact could be more gluttonous than the poor who would seem to have a greater desire for financial gain. I contend that the saying is meaningless-or a least impractical - for summing up the woes and corruption of humanity since desire-much less evil- cannot be appropriated objectively and wheighed against financial aptitude. 

"Happiness" as a psychological idea can be shown to exist (in as much as "happiness" can be defined) among all classes, wealthy and poor. Usually those who fit the term are financially stable and so there is reason to suspect a general trend towards virtue in affluent households if happiness (as I would define it) can also be viewed as a lack of desire for further money, a contentedness with all that one has. What if not that is happiness?

The problem, however, becomes immediately clear. The desire for money would-must- coincide and flourish with a desire for virtue if virtue, here defined as the counterpart of "happiness", is to thrive. Only the serrendipitously rich, the heirs of fortunes, could be the do-gooders of a world where in which money was the "root of all evil". As stated, the problem is how these two desires are to be reconciled, called "compatible" since, as the saying seems to imply, they are mutually exclusive. 

If money was the root of all evil the poor would be saints. A truer statement, I think, which illustrates one of the lessons of history: those with power, those with wealth, those who could be our saints are just as often the oppressors as saviors. It is not subtle argument, but the unfolding of history that makes desire such an elusive - and money such a fallible - measuring stick of such an awesome mystery as evil.

<ICLE-US-IND-0005.1>
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