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Texto 01

Read the text below so as to answer questions 01 to 06:

Good for some
A growing threat and a growing opportunity
Feb 11th 2010 | SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS | From The Economist print edition

BILL MORROW, the head of CSIdentity, a company that protects people from identity theft, paints 
a grim picture. In the 1980s,  he explains,  perhaps several hundred people a year   would be 
unlucky enough to have their identities stolen. Last year, it happened to perhaps 10m people. In 
fact, there are so many thefts that it may take the crooks as long as a year or two to get around to 
draining your bank account. In the face of such facts, the most usual   prophylactic measures can 
seem comically low-tech: update your virus-protection software, don’t save your passwords in a 
document called “passwords” and if a “friend” sends you a Facebook message asking you to wire 
money to Wales, be sceptical.
Mr  Morrow  was  speaking  on  February  6th  at  a  debate  sponsored  by  the  Texas  Lyceum,  a 
bipartisan civic group, on the subject of whether people are safe online. The panellists agreed that, 
for the most part, they are not. Ari Schwartz, the vice-president of the Centre for Democracy and 
Technology in Washington, DC, observed that in terms of cyber-crime, individuals face the same 
types of threats as nation-states. It was a timely reminder. Cyber-security has been a deepening 
concern for the Obama administration since last year, when the White House announced that it  
would create a new military Cyber Command and appointed a cyber-security tsar.
In January Google suffered a serious attack on its infrastructure, originating in China. On February 
2nd Dennis Blair, the White House director of national intelligence, went to a Senate committee to 
give an annual threat assessment. He used it to give warning of a large and far-reaching threat. 
Sophisticated cyber-criminals are stealing sensitive government information every day, Mr Blair 
explained, and state agencies often find shadowy presences on their networks—“the hallmark of 
an  unknown  adversary  intending  to  do  far  more  than  merely  demonstrate  skill  or  mock  a 
vulnerability.” An overarching overarching concern is that in a time of crisis network infrastructure 
might be seriously compromised.
For the city of San Antonio, at least, all this presents an economic opportunity. Last year the 24th 
Air Force, the air-force branch of the new Cyber Command, was established at Lackland base just 
outside the city. The 24th joined a growing data industry, including theTexas Cryptology Centre, a 
data-mining operation belonging to the National Security Agency, and a number of private security 
firms and research centres at the University of Texas at San Antonio and Our Lady of the Lake 
University. According to a study done in January by San Antonio’s chamber of commerce, the IT 
sector contributed $8 billion to the city in 2008, and that was before the 24th Air Force got there.
That is good for San Antonio, which is one of America’s largest cities but tends to lag behind 
Houston and Dallas on economic measures. One of its last economic coups came in 2006, when 
Toyota  decided  to  build  its  Tundra  trucks  there.  But  the  plant’s  second-shift  operations  were 
suspended in July 2008, during a long hot summer when many Americans abruptly gave up pickup 
trucks when many Americans abruptly gave up pickup trucks in favour of tiny sedans. Production 
was  meant  to  resume  at  full  capacity  later  this  month,  but  Toyota-specific  circumstances 
intervened. The cyber-security industry may have a rather more robust future.



01- The opening sentence of the text refers to the protection of people from identity theft as
a) challenging.
b) lost.
c) positive.
d) neutral.
e) gloomy.

02- According to the text, in 2009, identity thefts
a) went down
b) fell off.
c) dropped.
d) went up.
e) doubled.

03- The IT sector contribution to the city of San Antonio is mentioned as 
a) a figure.
b) an answer.
c) a query.
d) an explanation.
e) a forecast.

04- According to the author, Americans abruptly gave up pickup trucks. In other words, Americans
a) borrowed.
b) bought.
c) relinquished.
d) sold.
e) chose.

05- Mark the only option in which the word(s) in bold type express(es) an idea of condition.
a) “but Toyota-specific circumstances intervened...” 
b) “when Toyota decided to build its Tundra trucks there…”
c) “for the Obama administration since last year…”
d)  “and if a “friend” sends you a Facebook message…”
e)  “and a number of private security firms…”

06- The word overarching means
a) immediate.
b) overall.
c) main.
d) second.
e) major



Texto 02

Read the text below entitled so as to answer questions 01 to 04:

Tackling the US deficit
A modest proposal 
Feb 19th 2010
From The Economist 

AMERICA is spending beyond its means, both parties and the president (not to mention pundits 
and  protesters)  have  recognised.  But  cutting  budgets  is  tough  politics,  which  is  why  special 
commissions are at times called in to make recommendations away from the legislative hurly-burly. 
On Thursday February 18th Barack Obama announced that he was  forming such as commission, 
by executive order, to seek ways to tackle the deficit. Will it work? 
The commission will be co-chaired by a long-time former Republican senator, Alan Simpson, and a 
Democratic former chief of staff to Bill Clinton, Erskine Bowles. The rest of the panel will include 
four  more appointees from Mr Obama (one must  be anon-Democrat),  and three each for  the 
Republican and Democratic leaders of both the House and the Senate. It can thus have no more 
than ten Democrats, and has to approve its recommendations by 14 votes, making bipartisanship a 
must. It is scheduled to report by December 1st this year, shortly after the mid-term congressional 
elections.
The best reason for optimism for the panel is that its remit is rather modest: to bring the budget  
deficit to balance (excluding interest payments) by 2015. This sounds like a long way to go, with 
the deficit projected to reach 10.6% of GDP this year. But the president’s current budget already 
envisions deficits falling to 3.9% of GDP by 2015, though they will subsequently start to rise again. 
The commission could probably do its work without  touching any big entitlement programmes, 
such  as  Social  Security  or  Medicare.  For  the  longer  term,  the  commission  must  only  offer 
“meaningful improvement”. 
Yet there are reasons to be more pessimistic. The commission will merely offer advice. An earlier  
effort to create a panel that could make recommendations which Congress would be forced to vote 
on (without amendment) failed in the Senate in January. Only 53 of 100 senators voted in favour, 
not enough to clear a 60-vote procedural threshold. Many Democrats (fearing entitlement cuts), 
and most Republicans (who would not countenance any tax increases), voted against. 
None of these political forces has changed with the creation of Mr Obama’s panel. Many think it is  
intended to recommend America’s first federal value-added tax. Some supply-side Republicans 
such as Grover Norquist, of Americans for Tax Reform, as well as Stephen Moore, of the  Wall  
Street Journal, are already calling it the “VAT commission”, and  are  demonising  not  Mr 
Bowles  but  the  Republican,  Mr  Simpson,  whom they say is  no tax-cutter  (and  thus,  by  their 
definition, no real conservative). But some other conservatives, more deficit-hawkish and less tax-
focused, see a VAT as one of the less unpalatable of a menu of bad options. This group includes 
Greg Mankiw, a former top economic adviser to George Bush. Mr Obama, for his part, promised in 
2008 not to raise taxes on the middle class;  a VAT would impose taxes on everybody.  But  in 
announcing his commission, Mr Obama said that “everything is on the table”. 
A final saving grace of the deficit  commission might be that 12 of its members must be sitting 
members of Congress, in tune with political realities. If they do manage to make recommendations, 
this will represent more real bipartisanship than has been on offer lately. But this does not change 
the fact that they will make recommendations that may not ever be voted on—and if they are, may 
be amended to death first. Americans (not just “tea partiers”) are learning to fear deficits, but most 
still seem to hate tax rises and spending cuts even more.



07-  According to the text, falling deficits
a) are not going to occur.
b) would have to be calculated.
c) have been compensated.
d) were not dealt with.
e) are foreseen.

08- The author reminds the readers that the best reason for optimism for the panel is that its remit 
is rather modest.
In other words, its
a) report.
b) competence.
c) process.
d) assessment.
e) decision.

09- Mark the only option in which the word(s) in bold type express(es) an idea of consequence.
a) “ But the president’s current budget already envisions deficits...” 
b) “ If they do manage to make recommendations...”
c) “ as well as Stephen Moore, of the Wall Street Journal...”
d) “though they will subsequently start to rise again...”
e) “It can thus have no more than ten Democrats...”

10- The U.S. comission intends to
a) deregulate the deficit.
b) slash the deficit.
c) state legal requirements.
d) decrease the deficit. 
e) increase the deficit. 

GABARITO 

1) E
2) D
3) A
4) C
5) D
6) B
7) E
8) B
9) E

10) D


