
  

 

独立写作答案，可以用 ctrl+f 输入题号（如 080427CN）来定位题目答案，答

案顺序与题目索引完全一致 

1. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Students could receive a better, more 

efficient education if they spend 11 months a year studying. （080330CNW2） 

In most countries around the world, students study at school for less than 10 months of a year, 

enjoying the remaining 2 months mostly as a long summer vacation. This, in my opinion, is a less 

efficient educational system for the students. Students who take very long summer vacations tend to 

forget what they have previously learned. This means that when school starts again, much time is 

wasted on refreshing the memories of the students. Ending this cycle with shorter summers results 

in a stronger, more productive school year. 

When students have long summer vacations and only attend school nine or ten months out of the 

year, they tend to forget their lessons. This is especially true of older students, who are learning more 

difficult subjects such as high-level math and world history. The numerous summer weeks drift by 

and students just laze around and have fun, giving little thought to school. Bit by bit, the equations 

of algebra start to become hazy. The details of World War I become muddled. However, if summer 

break is just a month long and the students attend school the other eleven months of the year, their 

brains will retain far more information. They’re given just enough time to relax and then get right 

back to work. A two or three month summer break is dangerously long, which is unnecessary and 

damaging. 

This loss of knowledge over long summers has even further negative effects on the part of the 

teachers. Teachers, at the start of the new school year, often notice that their students have forgotten 

their lessons from the previous year. To be able to move forward, the teachers have to repeat what 

they have taught previously. This could lead to an endless cycle of learning something, forgetting 

most of it, being reminded, over and over and over. Cutting short long vacations, giving students no 

opportunity to forget, is therefore very conducive towards more effective teaching. Some people 

might argue that studying for 11 months of a year may be too stressful for students, so they need to 

break away from school for 2 or more months to relax, and to develop an interest in non-academic 

subjects such as music and painting. However, they don’t have to do so continuously over two or 

more months completely away from school. There is always time after regular school hours like late 

afternoon periods, or during the weekends, when students can enjoy the fun of exploring something 

different. 

That’s why I believe that a school year lasting eleven months would be a good idea. The very long 

summers where students forget information would be avoided. This would mean that the autumn 

lessons wouldn’t be just reminders of old, forgotten information. The school year would therefore 

be more productive. It would be heavily-focused on new information, getting to the students faster 

and sinking-in better. 

2. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Teachers should assign homework to 

students every day.  

(080427CNW2=070113CNW2) 



  

 

Most students in this world struggle daily with their homework. Many teachers believe that daily 

homework is the key to education and school success. I agree with this opinion. Here are my reasons. 

First, daily homework can reinforce the knowledge students learned at school. A student cannot 

concentrate every minute, and remember everything that a teacher taught in class. Daily homework 

is the best way for students to review what he learned during the day, and study on the problems that 

he does not understand, and prepare for the next day’s work. 

Second, daily homework is the basis for success in exams. This is especially true for those students 

who are not so bright, and the only way to succeed in school is doing homework each day. Whenever 

the homework flags the class behavior dips, the social behavior is muddled, and the grades take a 

nosedive. No matter what the ability of a student, daily homework is the key to students’ school 

success. 

Third, daily homework can help students develop good learning habits. Learning is not always an 

enjoyable experience and students always need to spend hard time on it. Daily homework can form 

a kind of habit of learning for students. Once a habit is formed, learning is not such a painful thing 

and a student can find it more and more interesting. Obviously this will greatly benefit to a student. 

In conclusion, daily homework is crucial to students’ success. Life requires us to keep learning in 

order to catch up with this fast changing society. A good learning habit and method that we 

developed when we are students can benefit us for the rest of our life. 

3. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Drivers have to pay a fee for driving in 

busy city streets when there is a great amount of traffic. (080712CNW2=070114CNW2) 

I agree and believe that charging drivers a congestion fee for driving in certain busy areas of the city 

is a rather good idea. The inconvenience of the fee will force people to rely on public transportation 

more, which is better for the environment. Money earned from the fees will aid the local government 

and perhaps be less annoying to drivers than other driving citations. Businesses within the 

congestion charge zones would also benefit from a more pleasant daily environment, their shops 

being easily accessible to pedestrians and not adjacent to honking, dangerous cars. 

First of all, this policy is tremendously helpful to the environment and local air quality. For those 

who would have to pass through a congestion charge zone on their route to work or school, being 

required to pay a fee twice daily would be an irksome inconvenience. There would be an endless 

succession of notices, deadlines, and payments. Most people wouldn’t stand for it and instead would 

opt to take public transportation, such as the bus or subway. This obviously would reduce traffic 

congestion. And by doing so, exhaust emissions being released into the air from numerous 

automobiles would alsobe reduced. 

The local government would also be assisted by a congestion fee, as it would be the one receiving 

the money collected. Of course, drivers never like fees or tickets of any kind. But perhaps, if the 

income from congestion fees was steady enough, other minor driving and parking violations would 

not be so strictly enforced because money was not so vital of an issue for the local government. The 

quotas would already be filled for the week or the month. It seems drivers would prefer the constancy 

of congestion fees to the frustrating surprise of a questionable parking ticket. 

Finally, the neighborhoods and businesses inside the congestion charge zones would become much 

more pleasant, benefiting customers and business owners alike. With less cars clogging up the roads 

and zooming around haphazardly, those areas would become more pedestrian-friendly.  



  

 

The general atmosphere would also improve, with decreased horn honking and exhaust fumes. 

Everything would be quieter and relaxed. Both locals and tourists would likely be drawn to these 

neighborhoods, resulting in an economic upswing. 

In conclusion, I believe that charging a congestion fee to drivers in certain areas of the city is an idea 

with a lot of merit. Drivers needing to regularly cross into a congestion charge zone would switch 

to public transportation, which helps the environment. The local government would be aided by the 

fees and perhaps be more lenient toward other minor vehicle violations. And the neighborhoods 

within the congestion charge zones would become cleaner, quieter, and more inviting, leading to 

increased shoppers and more money being put into the local economy. 

4. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? In twenty years’ time, people will lead a 

more leisurely life.  

(080803CNW2=070609CNW2) 

I disagree with this. I think society is moving in a direction where people will be busier and working 

more than ever in the future. People will have more options to turn their passions into businesses, 

jobs and careers will be more appreciated, and people will feel more compelled to help others in 

their spare time. 

Work and leisure used to be quite separated. Imagine someone in the 1950s, for example. They 

would come home from the office, put their slippers on, and watch some television in the evening. 

Maybe on the weekends they would do some woodworking in the backyard, building bird houses 

and end tables for fun. But in today’s world (and looking ahead to the future), it is so much easier to 

make businesses out of our hobbies. If you’re good at building bird houses, why not sell them online 

and get some recognition and money for your talent? If you think you have a good knowledge of 

wine, why not start a blog where you review the local vineyards? People still have fun, but the 

internet helps their spare time and hobbies be a little more productive. 

In these shaky economic times, where jobs can sometimes be hard to find, I think that people are 

going to appreciate any work that they can get. Quitting your job to spend more time at home might 

not be a realistic or appealing option. There won’t be any guarantees that you will easily get a job 

again when you need to. So I think most people will keep their heads down and just gratefully accept 

any work that they can get. 

Finally, the world is generally more compassionate than it has been in the past. There are so many 

charities and non-profit organizations out there that are very easy to find and volunteer for. It has 

become almost expected to devote some of your spare time to helping others. This doesn’t have to 

be a daily or even a weekly event. But it is a part of many people’s lives and I think it will continue 

to be. And it is a form of work, rather than leisure. There just isn’t any payment involved. That is 

why I think people will have less leisure time in twenty years. Based on current trends, hobbies will 

become mixed with business, regular jobs will not be discarded willingly, and increased volunteer 

time will mean increased work for the average person. 

5. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The best way to truly relax and reduce 

stress is to spend time alone. 

(081207CNW2=070925CNW2) 

I agree with this idea. Although being with others is enjoyable when you’re already in good spirits, 

it can be exhausting when you are stressed out. On the other hand, when you are by yourself, you 



  

 

are free to truly do nothing and let yourself unwind. You can also focus on your own particular little 

pleasures, rather than shared activities that might not reduce stress very much. Finally, when you’re 

alone, you are given the quiet atmosphere necessary to organize your thoughts and plans. When you 

are around others, especially friends, you feel an obligation to keep actively doing things. Rarely do 

people just sit in silence together! Maybe you go shopping with your friends a lot or go to the park 

down the street whenever people visit. Even if you’re just sitting and talking with your friends, you 

are engaging with them. You’re thinking, listening, reacting, speaking, telling stories. Normally, this 

is fine and enjoyable. But if you’re extremely stressed out after a hard day at work or school, it can 

be burdensome. Interacting with someone takes energy. If you’re already exhausted and frazzled, it 

doesn’t help things. 

Alone, you don’t feel this requirement to be energetic and fun. You can take a nap. You can meditate. 

You can lay on your couch and count all the ceiling tiles above your head—it doesn’t matter! You 

can truly relax and try to recuperate from whatever has been stressful. Additionally, you can choose 

lazy activities that are particular and comforting to you. Even watching a movie is different when 

you’re alone. There’s no agreeing or compromising on what to watch. You can watch three cartoon 

movies in a row, if you want, and eat chocolate ice cream while you do it. No one is watching you. 

If it makes you feel less stressed, do it! Any silly little thing becomes a welcome relief. 

There is also the benefit of not having any distractions or noises to bother you when you are alone. 

You can sit down, take a breath, and organize your muddled thoughts. You can think over your 

workday or recent assignment and contemplate how everything is going. If you need to make a 

change in your routine or set a new goal, you can plan it while you are alone and in a nice quiet 

space. This can potentially decrease your stress levels in the future. The key is getting that moment 

of calm and clarity. 

That’s why I think that, yes, the best way to relax and reduce stress is to spend time alone. You do 

not have to force yourself to keep up with the energy levels of others, you can be as silly as you 

want in order to relax, and you have enough quiet and solitude to gather your thoughts and plan your 

next steps.  

Answer 2 

Some people think that walking alone on a beautiful beach is a great way to relax and reduce stress. 

However, whenever I’m alone, I always have my family on my mind, so I can’t relax. In fact, I think 

that being alone is very stressful. For me, spending time with my family is the best method of 

relaxing and reducing stress. 

After a very busy day at school, I really enjoy relaxing with my family. A good example of this 

occurred last Wednesday. I was awake most of the night on Tuesday because I was preparing for an 

exam. After sleeping for only a few hours, I woke up early Wednesday morning and hurried to class 

in order to take the test. And even though I was very tired after the test, I still needed to go to 3 more 

classes. 

When my school day final ended at 4 p.m., I was tired, hungry and stressed out. So I couldn’t believe 

my eyes when I arrived home a few hours later; my mother had prepared an amazing dinner for me. 

She knew that I would be tired and hungry, so she thoughtfully cooked me a meal that she knew 

would help me relax, and it did! After the warm meal and good dinner conversation with my parents 

and sister, I went to bed and slept for 10 straight hours! 

Another way in which my family helps bring calm and peace to my life is by providing me with 

advice and support. After my girlfriend broke up with me last year, I was depressed and unmotivated 



  

 

for several weeks. To make matters worse, my self-esteem was very low. Fortunately, my sister and 

father were there to support me. I remember my sister saying, “You deserve better than her.” This 

definitely made me feel better. I also remember my father telling me about a time when a girl broke 

up with him and how he was able to quickly overcome his sadness. This, too, helped make me feel 

better about myself. 

I have been fortunate throughout my life to be surrounded by family members who love and support 

me. It is because of their love and support that I prefer to be with them instead of being alone. 

6. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? It is better to spend money on something 

that lasts a long time, such as an expensive piece of jewelry, than on something that provides short-

term pleasure, such as a vacation. WX： tfxxxwx 

(081213CNW2=070518CNW2) 

I disagree with this. A lot of fancy and pricey items may last a long time, but they do not ultimately 

bring as much happiness as purchases that only last a short time. Many expensive items are hardly 

used, because the owners are so worried about accidentally damaging them. Short-term pleasures 

like meals at restaurants can be quite cheap, and therefore more frequent and varied.  

Finally, fleeting pleasures like vacations can create wonderful memories that do last forever. 

Many people seem to have a handful of very nice, well-crafted, and expensive items in their house. 

Maybe it’s a gold necklace. Maybe it’s some fine silverware and dinner plates inherited from a great-

grandmother. Maybe it’s a rare guitar only made for two years in the 1960s. A person can feel pride 

in owning these things. But at the same time, often such items are hardly used because the owner is 

afraid of damaging them. They might only use the silverware and dinner plates on Christmas day. 

The guitar might not even be played, but kept in a display case instead. How much joy is actually 

taken in these items, in the long run? So much money is spent, but then the item is hidden away for 

safe keeping. 

Then we have simple little pleasures like going out to dinner. The purchase doesn’t last—your food 

is gone very quickly! But you do truly enjoy it. And since getting dinner is so cheap, you can do it 

frequently. Get Mexican food with your best friend on Tuesday and then grab some Greek food with 

your parents that weekend, and so on. Go to a new restaurant every time if you want. It will be fun, 

tasty, and always changing. I think experiences like these are definitely worth the money because of 

how often they add happiness and excitement to a person’s life. The same idea could be applied to 

women buying make-up or perfume or other such items. Eventually the product will run out, but 

they will be used and enjoyed very often, maybe even everyday. Sometimes little delights like these 

enhance our lives more than we even realize. 

Vacations also are limited by time, but can be such amazing adventures that people remember them 

and are happy about them for the rest of their lives. Nobody thinks, “Yeah, I went to Paris but it was 

just for a measly week. Whatever.” They think, “I went to Paris once for a week and it was magical! 

I saw the Eiffel Tower and ate delicious French cakes and saw beautiful art! That is one of my 

absolute best memories!” Vacations are a very wise investment because they bring so much joy. 

That’s why I think that money is better spent on short-term pleasures than nice items that last a long 

time. Often such nice items are rarely used, cheaper and quicker purchases add a lot of fun to daily 

life, and vacations create great memories that stick with you no matter how long the trip actually 

was. 



  

 

7. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The purpose of television is to educate, 

not to entertain. 

(090222CN=071005NA) 

I would have to disagree. Television can both educate and entertain; I do not think it should have to 

be one or the other. In fact, the two work best going hand-in-hand. 

One of television’s most striking attributes is the way that it can capture the attention of viewers 

with such force, making them sit up and pay attention to what is on the screen. First and foremost, 

with its combination of sound, image, and continual feed of programs, television is entertaining by 

design. 

Things get interesting when one considers the different ways that entertainment can be presented. 

Of course, there are the trashy television programs like reality shows about vain rich people and 

daytime talk shows where the audiences scream at the wild guests. There are the infomercials that 

air in the middle of the night and try, urgently, to convince you to buy a blender that you absolutely 

do not need. These things might entertain us. Their sheer silliness might make us laugh when we’re 

bored or sitting around with friends, having a glass of wine. There is no education to be had there, 

but at least the viewing can be fun sometimes. 

Then there are shows, such as skillfully-written dramas and even some comedies, that are both 

entertaining and educational in the way they provoke thought about human nature. Through 

empathizing with a broad spectrum of characters and following them through tangled and often 

intense situations, we come to see ourselves and others in a more open-minded and thoughtful way. 

These shows are put together with intelligence and viewers can indeed learn from them, while still 

utterly enjoying them. 

Finally, there are programs that are the most traditionally educational, like documentaries and news 

investigations. They are easy to find on television as well and can teach viewers about endless topics, 

from popular subjects in history to obscure trivia. You can certainly educate yourself through 

watching them. And once again, the use of stirring visuals and narration will almost always entertain 

the viewer and keep him or her engaged, perhaps more than a dry textbook would. 

My point is that television is always an entertainment medium. Saying that television should be 

solely education-based and not entertain the viewer is disregarding the basic way that television 

functions. Yet as the viewer is entertained, more often than not there is education of various types to 

be found within the programs. They are often learning something. It is each individual person’s 

choice what specifically they want to watch and how much they want to engage their intelligence. 

But the option for learning is always there and presented in a fun, enticing way, which is a great 

thing. 

8. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? In 20 years from now on, students will 

not use printed books any more. (090329CN=070804CN) 

I disagree and believe that, although digital books are becoming increasingly popular, printed books 

will still not be completely gone from the academic realm in twenty years. School and university 

libraries have invested a lot of time and money into their printed book collections over the years. 

Their transition to digital books will be slow and incomplete for quite a while. Also, many students 

still find it easier to study with books they can physically hold in their hands. Finally, there is a 

certain love for tradition and older technologies that a lot of people still hold on to. 



  

 

Schools and universities have been building up their physical libraries for decades. Just go to any 

random area of a college library and sort through the books. There will be a lot from the 1960s, the 

1950s…It’s common to find books nearly a hundred years old! Schools used to pour a lot of time, 

energy, and money into improving their physical book collections. And although now the transition 

is starting for changing to digital books, I think it will be a very slow process. What will become of 

these thousands and thousands of books, taking up entire buildings, with their own history and worth? 

It’s not as simple as just bringing them all to a thrift store. They will be around for a while yet. It 

would be wasteful to just toss them all aside. 

I also think that students find a certain comfort and ease when studying with physical books. They 

can highlight important text, they can put bookmarks throughout the pages, they can toss the book 

in their backpack and bring it with them to class or to a coffee shop. These things can be done with 

digital books, to an extent, but the process is much slower and more complicated. When you own 

an expensive device, you worry about even taking it outside your home. With a book, you have no 

problem reading it on the bus or subway. You’re also not straining your eyes staring at a digital 

screen for too long! 

Finally, the passion that many young people have for nostalgia should be noted. There are many 

teenagers, born in the age of the CD, that own record players and use them frequently! There are 

college students who decorate their apartments with old furniture and artwork more from their 

parents’ generation. It comes from an appreciation for and interest in the past. These same people 

will probably never abandon books entirely, because they simply don’t want to. 

In conclusion, printed books will still be used by students in twenty years. School libraries will still 

likely be holding on to their large book collections, studying with printed books can be easier for 

some, and many people like physical books because they appreciate nostalgic items.  

9. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Teachers should be paid according to how 

well their students perform. (090808CN=071028CN) 

I disagree with this idea. Some teachers make a huge positive impact on their students that can’t be 

measured by grades or tests, there are students that don’t do well even if they have fantastic teachers, 

and having extra money as a possible reward could make some teachers unfortunately cheat the 

system. 

Good teachers can have various effects on their students. Yes, some lead their students to get good 

grades. That’s important, of course. But teachers can also inspire confidence in their young students, 

making them believe they can do anything they set their mind to. Teachers can give their students a 

broader view of the world. Teachers can spark the imaginations of the children they instruct. 

Teachers can be funny, exciting, and life-changing. They can do so much to help kids develop their 

personalities and sense of self. That is more important and far deeper than some grades on a test. I 

don’t think it’s right to reward just the grades and disregard the wonderful things that can’t be 

measured. 

Also, some kids just naturally struggle with schoolwork. They may have a learning disability that 

makes reading difficult. Or they may have a short attention span and struggle to pay attention during 

lectures. Not every student is going to get good grades, no matter how attentive and skilled the 

teacher is. Punishing the teacher with a lower pay also seems wrong in that scenario. 

Finally, as unpleasant as it is to think about, some teachers may cheat the system if they know they 

can get more money out of it. They could lie about their students’ average test scores and make them 



  

 

seem better than they are. They could be lazy with their grading, giving A’s and B’s where lower 

grades were actually deserved. Greed for money can make people do awful things. And the students 

would suffer as a result, not actually receiving the strong education they deserve. 

So, although it is a complicated issue, I don’t think teachers should be paid according to how well 

their students perform. There are some teachers who are wonderful without focusing much on tests 

and statistics, some students get bad grades regardless of how good their teachers are, and some 

sneaky teachers could lie about grades in order to get more money. 

10.  Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Parents should give school-age children 

money as a reward for getting a high mark (grade) in school. (091121CN) 

I agree and think parents giving their school-age children money for getting good grades is a nice 

idea overall. It can help motivate kids to get good grades, it makes younger kids understand the 

importance of good grades, and it keeps a dialogue open between parents and children when it comes 

to school. 

When you’re six or seven years old, you might have no interest in school. Or maybe you’ll love 

science, but be bored with history and math. It might be hard for you to understand why you have 

to try hard and do well. All you want to do is play. What’s the point of this school stuff? But if your 

parents are offering you money in exchange for getting good grades, that will motivate you really 

fast. You’ll stay on track and do well and learn, because there is a physical reward that you can 

understand and appreciate. 

More importantly, as you get older and continue this process, you’ll begin to realize the other 

benefits of getting good grades. Classes might become more fun and interesting. Your selfconfidence 

might increase, because you are studying hard and understanding everything. You’ll feel more 

accomplished, because there is someone actively encouraging you to do well. Your parents are 

telling you that they know you can succeed. 

Connected to this is the fact that parents giving their children money for good grades keeps the line 

of communication open between them when it comes to school. It’s always very sad when parents 

pay no attention to their children’s schooling and the kids start to get failing grades. It can be a 

disaster if it continues into high school. But if the parents are giving money as a reward, it means 

that there is a system in place. The parents are looking at the report cards carefully, every quarter 

and semester, noticing any good or bad patterns. They are talking with their children about any issues 

that they might be having at school. They are paying attention and supporting their children, which 

is a very good thing.   

That is why I think parents paying their children for good grades is a good idea. They are giving the 

kids an initial motivation for doing well in school, they are helping them understand the benefits of 

good grades, and they are communicating openly with their kids about school on a regular basis. 

11 . Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Parents do not understand their children 

as well as parents did 50 years ago. (091212CN=080711NA) 

“The more things change the more they stay the same,” is certainly as true today as it ever was. 

Children have always believed that their parents cannot possibly understand the unique problems 

growing up entails. Parents have always believed they know what is best for their children. While 

some of the challenges that face young people today are different from what their parents 

experienced, the main difference is in the form those challenges take rather than their inherent nature. 



  

 

Relationships, temptations, and doing well in school were issues for people now in their sixties, just 

as they are for people in their teens and early twenties. 

Even though students today have a larger body of knowledge they have to master, than did their 

counterparts 50 years ago, getting good grades and being successful so as to get a good job is just 

as important as it ever was. Perhaps fewer young people expected to go on to college 50 years ago 

than today. Still they needed to proved mastery in their field of study then as now, even if the tools 

they used were different. Certainly students relied more heavily on what their teachers told them, 

than in today’s world with the internet providing access to different ideas. But the goal of learning 

enough to get a good job, whether in the field of science, or history, or languages, or the arts, or 

engineering, has not changed. Children still study hard, worry about their grades, and are supported 

and encouraged by their parents. 

Children have always been tempted to do what they see others doing, even if that is frowned upon 

by their families. Driving a car without a license, slipping out at night to be with friends, or yearning 

for items they cannot afford are things that children of 50 years ago experienced. Now that those 

children are parents, they clearly understand those same temptations that their offspring are facing. 

That today’s children are being lured by iPods, different style clothing, or things they see on the 

internet, does not change the nature of the temptation, only the way the temptation manifests. 

Friendships and having a boyfriend or girlfriend is another universal urge. There are more places for 

young people to meet out of view of their parents than there may have been 50 years ago. However, 

even people who seem quite ancient by children, were worried about whether their friends liked 

them, or whether they might be betrayed. Parties, dancing, going to public entertainments whether 

movies, concerts, or street performances, have always been places for people to meet and form 

relationships, both friendship and romantic. Young people of any time find plenty of ways to meet 

friends and chat and flirt without their own parents being aware. 

Youth today may be exposed to more risks than their parents experienced. The drugs are more 

dangerous, intimate encounters can lead to unforeseen results, failure can ruin career possibilities. 

The specifics are different, but the motivations and urges come from the same human source as they 

did 50, 100, or 150 years ago. 

12. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The ability to read and write is more 

important now than in the past. （091220CN=071117NA） 

I agree with this. It was easier to be illiterate when one lived a simple and isolated life, but those 

lives are rare these days. Literacy is very common today, which makes illiteracy that much more 

odd and stigmatized. Finally, the internet is largely text-based and is a prevalent part of modern 

society. 

Back in the days when people largely lived out on farms or in tiny villages, it wasn’t necessarily a 

huge deal if they couldn’t read or write. It fact, it was quite common! If they spent all day working 

with their hands and just interacting with a very small number of people, there probably wasn’t much 

reading they needed to do. The men just planted crops, worked with wood. The women cooked and 

did chores around the house. Any basic knowledge they needed, they learned from their parents and 

passed on to their own kids. It was a simple, isolated life. Reading didn’t factor into it. But that way 

of life is very rare now. 

Continuing this idea, a long time ago, meeting someone who couldn’t read or write didn’t seem 

terribly strange. But today, illiteracy can be a source of extreme embarrassment and shame for people 



  

 

because it IS so rare. Now, not being able to read or write isn’t just inconvenient in that it makes 

tasks more difficult. It also negatively affects social interactions. A long time ago, people didn’t care 

so much. 

Of the many aspects that make illiteracy so difficult, the widespread nature of the internet is one of 

the main ones. When you think about it, the internet is mostly made up of text. Say you’re looking 

for a job, for example. Online there are text job postings, text communication, and so on. It’s not as 

simple as walking into a local store and inquiring about a job. One can’t rely on just face-toface 

interactions. They dearly need to be able to read and write, too. They become cut off from society 

when they can’t. 

That’s why I think the ability to read and write is more important now than it was in the past. A long 

time ago, reading didn’t factor into daily life for many people. This meant illiteracy was more 

common, but today it is uncommon and embarrassing. One’s place in society starts to crumble when 

they can’t even navigate the internet to look for a job. 

13. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The environmental issue is too complex 

to be handled by the individual. (100123CN=080314NA) 

Although individuals can certainly do their part to help the environment, I believe that the problem 

is more complicated than that. I think that helping the environment is a massive issue that is best 

dealt with by attacking it from all sides, both on an individual scale and in a systematic way that 

incorporates large numbers of people all working together.   

At the very least, individuals can do things in their daily life that help the environment. These don’t 

have to be big things, just little changes to the routine. They can carpool, ride their bike, or take the 

bus on their way to work or school, reducing the total amount of pollution released into the air. They 

can recycle their paper, plastic, and metal items rather than throwing them away to be added to a 

landfill. They can create a compost in their backyard (or even on their deck if they live in an 

apartment) and put their food scraps in it, once again cutting down on garbage put into landfills.   

Individuals can also re-use items as much as possible to ease the production of new items at factories, 

which suck up energy and release chemicals into the air. Even using the same portable coffee mug 

all the time instead of buying a disposable cup every day can help.   

As helpful as these individual acts are, there needs to be some sort of infrastructure in place to make 

it all work. For instance, if someone lives in a small town that doesn’t have its own recycling plant 

or bins available, it would be very difficult for them to recycle at all, wouldn’t it? Or if there were 

no bicycle lanes in a city and bicyclists had a very difficult time getting around and were scared for 

their safety, then riding a bike to work or school wouldn’t really seem like a good or realistic option.   

These habits that help the environment need to be thought about by large groups of people, including 

local committees and city planners, and need to be promoted by society as a whole in order to truly 

work to their full capacity. A case of individuals all doing their part independently is admirable, but 

it’s even better when it is a community doing its part to help the environment together. 

14. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? It is more important for the government 

to spend money on improving Internet access than on public transportation.  

(100522CN=080509NA) 

In this highly technological society, access to the internet has become an essential part of our lives. 

Some people argue that the government should provide more funding for the discovery of new uses 



  

 

for the internet because of its practicality and efficiency. However, I do not agree with this argument 

because I believe that the government should provide funding for other significant functions, one of 

which is ameliorating our public transportation.  

Undoubtedly, we spend our lives in crowded cities, where we face the intractable problem of 

encountering traffic jams. Whether hurrying to work or returning home after a long day, we can 

easily become stuck in a large traffic jam, especially on the holidays, when the traffic situation 

becomes worse. We even experience traffic jams when taking buses so crowded that we can barely 

take a deep breath. Building more overpasses to let more transportation pass through and adding 

more buses to accommodate the population are positive responses to the traffic problem that should 

be taken as soon as possible.  

The importance of the Internet seems less significant when compared with that of public 

transportation. The reason is that the internet can only equip us with knowledge and information that 

could be acquired from other media, such as the television or radio, while a well-regulated 

transportation system will not only provide us with a sense of satisfaction about our living 

environment but also create a positive impression of this city. Changing the color of the buses to the 

same color and limiting the number of the cars are both ways of creating a good environment within 

a city, and should be considered by the government. Therefore, to create a safe and pleasant living 

environment, improving public transportation is imperative.  

In sum, although I admit that increasing access to the Internet will keep us more informed of current 

events and allow us to gain more knowledge, I argue that it is more important that the government 

provide funding to improve our means of transportation. Doing so will not only improve our traffic 

situation but also increase our satisfaction with our environment. 

15. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Most business people are only motivated 

by the desire of money.  

(100626CN=080816NA) 

I disagree with this statement and think that business people are often motivated by more than just 

money. First of all, businesses can cover almost any aspect of society and surely many business 

owners, managers, and workers first got involved in their job out of passion. There are also nonprofit 

businesses and companies that give large amounts of money away. Finally, some business people 

don’t even make that much money at all. 

I would think that for someone to invest all the time and money it takes into opening and sustaining 

a certain business, they would have to be passionate about said business. You don’t sweat and scrub 

your new restaurant into shape for several months straight if you don’t like cooking. You don’t start 

making your own soaps and lotions and selling them at local Farmer’s Markets if you don’t really 

care about bath products. This extends to even the most wealthy and successful business people. 

Owners of computer companies love and excel in technology. Owners of car companies love the 

purr of a good engine. These people want to make money because they still need to make a living. 

But they are in their specific field because they truly enjoy it and are good at it. 

Then there are the companies that are non-profit and have the goal of helping the needy. They might 

provide food for low-income families or give new clothes to homeless people. The people who are 

employed at these companies are working just as hard as those at businesses that make a profit. They 

earn a wage, but it sure seems like they have a generous spirit and desire to help people as well. If 

they were only concerned with making money, there are more fiercely profitdriven places they could 



  

 

go. Additionally, even businesses that make a profit will often donate large sums of money to charity. 

There are motivations to do good seen all the time. 

Finally, going into business is not even a guarantee that you will earn a lot of money. “Business 

person” is such a broad term. You don’t immediately become an executive, riding around in a 

limousine! It would be silly to commit to such a career if your sole goal is money. You must be 

interested in business in other ways. 

That is why I don’t think that most business people are motivated only by money. While there is 

certainly money to be made, you must first be passionate about your specific area of business to 

even thrive. Some businesses don’t profit from their endeavors and other businesses still are 

generous in giving money away. And just because you are a business person, you won’t necessarily 

be making a huge amount of money, depending on what you’re doing. 

16. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Professional athletes, such football and 

basketball players, do not deserve the high salaries that they are paid.(100710CN=090515NA) A 

number of celebrities receive large amounts of money for what they do, and the public often argues 

that this level of financial reward is not justified. However, one group of highly paid celebrities who 

have earned their status and prestige through extremely hard work are the professional athletes who 

play in team sports. Many of them have gained acclaim not only in their own country, but around 

the world, athletes like Michael Jordan and David Beckham. 

Professional athletes deserve the high salaries they are paid because it is their talent and skill that 

makes sports a multi-billion dollar franchise in the entertainment industry. They spend grueling 

hours every day practicing and refining their strength, technique and timing so that they can give 

their ultimate best on the field or court or ski slope. Their job is to win for themselves, their teams, 

their coaches, and above all, for the fans who are watching them perform. It is only fair that they 

should receive a high salary for that kind of dedication and commitment toward the sport they have 

chosen as their life’s work. 

[s-keygen-answer-2011018]Being good at a sport is not enough for professional athletes. They have 

to improve their abilities constantly. One of the well-known aspects of competition in professional 

sports is that when a team or player wins, the bar is always set a little higher for the next time. There 

is no stopping and settling for success. Rewarding them for going the extra mile seems entirely 

appropriate. 

In addition, these athletes face intense scrutiny and their work is measured and critiqued by everyone. 

Sports fans in particular are famous for their fast criticism and often negative assessment of the 

athletes who play the games. They clamor to see their team win every time. As an example, Tom 

Brady of the New England Patriots has a phenomenal record of bringing the Patriots to the Super 

Bowl. His talent as both a quarterback and a motivator show him to be a team leader of great power 

and effect. Yet although he led the Patriots to two Super Bowl wins in 2004 and 2005, when the 

team lost in 2008 to the New York Giants, Brady received massive criticism. It was as if the fans 

had amnesia about his previous, outstanding record. They wanted him to lead the Patriots to a final 

win all the time. This is an example of the enormous pressure placed on the shoulders of professional 

athletes. A high salary seems a just reward for accepting that level of stress. 

It is only fair that professional athletes should share as well in the massive profits gained by 

management and corporations from professional sports. It is also fair that they should receive an 

above average compensation for the risks they take every time they go out onto a field or court to 



  

 

create the magic of the game and make it come alive for the fans who love it. In the end, however, 

all good professional athletes share one thing in common. They want to create something wonderful 

through the skills and talent that they have honed for so many years, some of them since childhood. 

We owe them. 

17. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Students should not take part-time jobs 

while they are studying in the university. (100814CNW2=090612NAW2) 

The majority of students in universities prefer not to work while they are taking courses. They 

believe that work will take away valuable time from their studies and cause them to get lower grades. 

They also do not want to work because it interrupts the social life they want to lead on campus. 

Many students believe that there is no advantage to be gained by working at a part-time job. The 

truth is, sustaining a part-time job can be a vital stepping stone not only toward a student’s academic 

goals, but to the student’s emotional and intellectual maturity. 

Statistics indicate that working at a part-time job does not interfere with academic success. At 

Beijing University, for example, over half the students were employed either off or on campus and 

they achieved good grades whether working 12 hours or 30 hours per week. They set up schedules 

and managed their study time more effectively than many students who did not have jobs. They also 

assumed a greater responsibility for how they carried out their work and study assignments. 

Contrary to popular belief, students do not experience a lack of socialization if they have part-time 

jobs. In fact, they are more likely to gain social skills by meeting diverse people and developing a 

network of contacts, including staff, faculty, employers and customers. They get experience in 

problem solving and how to handle crises. Given their skill at managing time, they find ways to see 

movies, relax with friends, or attend concerts. They are not isolated or exhausted by having to work 

as well as needing to study. 

Universities want to help students find work and spend a lot of time and effort matching students to 

jobs that relate to the student’s ambitions and life goals. Work opportunities can include the chance 

for a business student to be an intern in a corporation, for a student majoring in psychology to work 

at a clinic, or for an engineering student to work on machines. Students can in this way gain career-

related experience and build self-confidence. Such experience assists them considerably when they 

apply for full-time positions in the field of their choice. 

Yet one other advantage to working at a part-time job is that students can reduce their need for 

educational loans. They can also help their families if that is important for them to do. Earning their 

own money brings a sense of accomplishment and purpose they might not otherwise discover. 

Not all students want to work, it is true. Some who do have a part-time job may feel they have no 

choice in the matter. Others may choose to work to gain experience and knowledge or to increase 

their skills. Whatever reason exists, in the end, students with part-time employment will most likely 

find themselves at a distinct advantage in the long run. 

18. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The telephone has greater influence on 

people’s lives than television has. (100821CN=080516NA) 

When it comes to television and telephone, an issue that has been discussed for several years emerges 

in my mind: whether the telephone has had a greater influence on people’s lives than the television. 

Some people think that television has had a greater impact, while others hold the opposite viewpoint. 

I believe, however, that both have had an equal influence. 



  

 

  In ancient times, there was no television, so people could only obtain limited information 

directly from the other people who lived near them. When the television was invented, the era of the 

information explosion began. By watching television, people can gain a large amount of information 

without going outside, which means people can learn of events that are happening in other parts of 

the world. In contrast, the telephone cannot provide such convenience to people. On this level, I 

believe that television has had a much greater impact on people’s lives. 

  Nonetheless, the telephone has its own merits, and has had a profound influence on the entire 

world. Could you imagine living in a world where you do not have and cannot use a telephone? I 

think the answer is definitely no because life without a telephone would be so inconvenient. For 

example, in ancient China, if the king wanted to tell a minister in another province about an 

important case, he had to send a person with a letter from Beijing to a place several thousand 

kilometers from the Forbidden City, which would require much time and be very difficult. Currently, 

however, making a telephone call allows people to be in contact with their families or friends even 

in remote places. Therefore, the influence of telephone has not been minimal. 

  In conclusion, it is inadequate to simply say that the telephone has had a greater influence on 

people’s lives than the television because both have some outstanding functions that the other does 

not. Consequently, I subscribe to the opinion that the two objects have both had a significant bearing 

on people’s lives. 

19. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Technology designed to make our life 

simpler actually makes our life more complicated.(100926CN=090621CN=080223NA) 

I, in some ways, agree with this statement. Technology certainly makes information easier to access 

and research. Yet, as technology gets more and more comprehensive in what it can accomplish, we 

become more and more dependent upon it. Tasks become less straightforward and yes, in many 

cases, more complicated than they would have been. 

Take, for instance, the act of getting directions to a new place. Fifteen years ago, we would take out 

a map of our town or the surrounding areas, examine it, and then write down step-by-step directions 

for how to drive to our destination. Sometimes it was even as simple as memorizing the route. It 

would take a few minutes, but once it was done, it was quite easy to carry out. 

Today, many people immediately look to their GPS system in their car instead. This technological 

innovation is meant to make the whole navigation process smoother, but can be riddled with 

distracted driving and glitchy machinery that can’t find specific addresses or suggests routes that 

don’t make sense. After hearing the grating GPS voice tell you about an upcoming turn three or four 

times in a row, you start to wonder if the hassle is worth it. 

Similar issues arise when people have internet access on their cell phones. If out and about with a 

friend and wanting to grab some lunch, instead of just heading into a nearby restaurant and seeing 

what they have to offer, there can be internet searches for restaurant reviews and minutes of scrolling 

through prices and menu offerings, slowing everything down and disrupting the spontaneity of the 

moment. 

Of course, GPS systems and smart phones and other such technological devices aren’t horrible. They 

can be very useful. But when they start to become overused, reached for constantly without even 

consciously thinking about it, it can be problematic. We complicate our days with typing things in, 

pushing buttons, staring at tiny little screens a little too much. Why not trust our instincts and our 

environment a little more? Why not just walk or drive down the street with confidence, read road 



  

 

signs, head into a restaurant with no preconceived notions? We might be pleasantly surprised at what 

we find! I think once the technology is set aside until it is truly needed, we’re able to think and act 

with much clearer minds. 

20  Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? It is better to take a secure job with a 

low pay than to take a job with a high pay but is easy to lose.(101031CN=090925NA) 

Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? It is better to take a secure job with a low 

pay than to take a job with a high pay but is easy to lose. 

Today, many people eagerly seek a high-paying yet insecure job in order to confront the great 

financial pressures surrounding us, such as soaring living costs. In contrast, others, who are inclined 

to lead lives of less abundance, prefer jobs with low pay that are more secure. As far as I am 

concerned, the sort of job an individual seeks should depend on his or her age.  

The young, who need to prepare for their future lives, can afford to take a stab at jobs with high pay 

that are high-risk. Young people, full of vigor yet without the burdens of family, are well suited to 

risky jobs. For example, one of my friends works for a big fund company, earning a high salary in a 

situation where the competition is fairly severe. Although he works long hours, the rewards he 

obtains from this job satisfy his demand for a house in the city as well as his need to prepare for a 

wedding and to support his future family. More importantly, he feels a sense of achievement by 

succeeding in the face of fierce competition. In this way, the job meets his needs both materially and 

psychologically.  

Although a high-salary job might fulfill a person’s desire for a decent lifestyle, such a job is not 

suitable for middle-aged people who cannot expend the energy involved in the work and who cannot 

risk losing their jobs. For example, unemployed people in their 40s and 50s cannot easily find a new 

job to make a living, as these people, unlike the young, cannot readily gain new skills in a short time, 

which leads to companies’ reluctance to hire them. When people in this age group who earn high 

salaries lose their jobs, most of them run into a dilemma, as they are incapable of affording the high 

cost of raising children. Thus, middle-aged people are not advised to have lowsecurity jobs.  

In summary, an apparently insecure job with high pay does not meet everyone’s needs, and neither 

does a low-pay, secure job. Only when we become aware of our requirements can we make a wise 

decision.  

21. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Playing sports teaches people more 

lessons about life.  

(101219CN=081205NA) 

Many people, believing that life is life and sport is sport, maintain that sports cannot teach them 

anything about life. However, I think that sports have many aspects that are similar to life, and I 

would argue that people can learn important lessons from sports. 

For instance, sports can teach people not to give up. All participants in a game have a strong longing 

to win, so they try their best to play the game, even if they have no energy. Even in the midst of 

exhaustion, persistence leads players to move in order to beat their opponents. For example, in the 

NBA game between the Houston Rockets and the San Antonio Spurs in 2004, the Spurs gained a 

74-66 lead within the last few minutes, meaning that the Rockets were nearly beat by the Spurs. A 

large segment of the audience left the Toyota Center, but T-Mac, the heart of the Rockets, did not 

want to lose the game. Therefore, he kept moving; at the end of the game, he offered an incredible 

performance, winning an unbelievable thirteen points within 35 seconds to beat the Spurs. People 



  

 

can learn a lesson about not giving up from this basketball game and T-Mac. Additionally, sports 

teach people about unity. In the 2010 South Africa World Cup, the Germans have embodied this 

spirit. The German team is not like the teams of England, Brazil, and Argentina, which have a large 

number of A-list superstars, but the members of the German team use their unity to beat their rivals 

one by one and earn respect. The coach of the Netherlands team remarked that the threat presented 

by the German team is not its offense but its unity. I believe that people can be deeply affected by 

the spirit of unity they see in sports. 

Sports can be a mirror reflecting something meaningful in people’s lives. I firmly believe that sports 

teach people lessons about life. 

22. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The food we eat today is much healthier 

than in the past.  

(110108CN=091211NA) 

I disagree with this. Our food today is packed with way more harmful chemicals than in the past. 

People used to cook at home more often, making meals from scratch. Food today also contains an 

overload of unhealthy ingredients, in portion sizes that are too large. 

If you look at any food label today and read the ingredients list, you are bound to see words you 

have no idea how to pronounce. Even more, you don’t have the slightest clue what they are. These 

are chemicals and preservatives. They do a range of things—make food last longer while it sits on 

the shelf, make flavors stronger, make the production of the food cheaper and easier. But really, they 

are entirely unnatural. They help the food companies, not the people who actually eat the food. 

Putting them in our bodies day after day cannot be healthy! Food, of course, didn’t used to contain 

such chemicals. Their ingredients were solely what we had in our kitchens. 

However, the unfortunate truth is that people don’t cook at home as often as they used to. They don’t 

have the patience. In the past, when meals were cooked at home, we knew exactly what was going 

into them. Everything was fresh and wholesome. But now, it is way too easy to grab some 

microwavable dinners at the store or some instant noodle packs. They’re faster to cook, but contain 

a lot of nasty and mysterious stuff. 

It’s not just chemicals and preservatives, either. We’ve become spoiled when it comes to flavors in 

this modern age. We want our candy not just sweet, but extremely sweet, with way more sugar per 

serving than is healthy. Our canned soups are ridiculously salty. Our meats are rich and fattening. 

And portion sizes are huge! Simply put, we’re eating mass quantities of food that contains too many 

unhealthy elements. 

That’s why I think that our food is less healthy than it was in the past. So much of it is filled with 

chemicals and preservatives. So much of it is pre-packaged instead of being cooked at home. And 

even the natural ingredients, like salt and sugar, are overloaded into the foods for the sake of flavor, 

to the point of being unhealthy. 

23. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? In order to celebrate major events, it’s 

better to organize a big party with lots of people than to have a small party where only close friends 

and relatives are invited.  

(110122CN=091113NA) 

When it comes to a birthday, or some other festivals, we usually hold a party to celebrate. In fact, 

there are a large amount of people who would like to hold a small one because it is much cheaper 



  

 

as well as easier. However, I would like to invite my friends and relatives as well as related ones to 

a big party. The following would speak out my opinion in details. 

Admittedly, holding a small party would save us a lot of money as only a few people would come. 

Also, the small one would be much easier to hold. Just several callings and messages would settle 

it. However, a larger party has many other obvious advantages as follows. First, the atmosphere of 

a larger party would be much better than a small one, as the more the people, the more activities 

would be held. Then, much more laughter would come out from so many people. That would be 

very interesting and convenient. In such a big party, we could relax ourselves thoroughly. 

Furthermore, in the process of holding a big party, we could learn much more than from a smaller 

party. Before the party, we have to make sufficient preparation for it, such as when and where the 

party should be held to fit so many people’s table needs, what the people would eat, which kinds of 

activities should be held to satisfy the popular favor. All of them would help us to develop 

selfindependence and self-confidence, which would be useful in our future. 

More importantly, as the big party is not limited to my friends and relatives, I would meet a great 

number of new faces. At the party, I could utilize the chance to make a lot of friends andshare each 

other’s experience, which would broaden my horizon. At the same time, I could communicate with 

my friends and relatives with our joys and sorrows, the party would be a platform for us to 

communicate with everyone. 

As the atmosphere of a big party is much better, and it could broaden my horizon as well as brings 

me some new friends, also it could strengthen some good qualities. There is no doubt that I would 

like to hold a big party to invite many people who are not limited to my friends and relatives. 

24  Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? People should buy things made in their 

own country, even if they are more expensive than things made in other countries. 

(110312CN=091204NA) 

Numerous factors have an influence on the tastes of customers, including brand, quality, appearance, 

service, place of production, and technology. Some people prefer to purchase things made in their 

native countries because they believe that this inclination is a form of patriotism. I cannot agree with 

this perspective for a number of reasons.  

To begin with, it is impractical to determine the location where products are made in many cases.  

To reduce costs and improve product quality, manufacturers usually employ technologies and 

materials from all over the world. As a result, it can be difficult to distinguish where a product’s 

place of production is. For example, the brand of a computer might be Lenovo, but its central 

processing unit might be designed by Intel and its display might come from Sony. Lenovo is a 

company in China, whereas Intel is located in the United States and Sony is located in Japan. If a 

person buys a Lenovo computer, he or she is buying a product from a Chinese company but is also 

purchasing products from the United States and Japan. In the case of many products, it is not possible 

for people to buy things made entirely in their own country.  

In fact, choosing products from various countries can benefit both customers and society as a whole. 

Of course, buying products from native companies can spur the development of companies in one’s 

own country over the short term, yet I would argue that people can benefit more if they buy things 

from different countries over the long term. A variety of companies from different countries lead to 

competition among manufacturers. When this occurs, civilians can enjoy the benefits of low prices 

and good services. This reminds me of the Korean beef policy. The Korean government encourages 



  

 

citizens to purchase beef from their own nation and forbids importing a large amount of beef from 

other countries. As a result, few people eat beef. What is worse, without competition, local 

technologies for producing beef have been stagnant. Therefore, I am not supportive of the view that 

one should buy things only from one’s own country, no matter how expensive the product is.  

In sum, because of the difficulty of distinguishing places of production and in light of the benefits 

resulting from purchasing products from various countries, I cannot agree with the idea that people 

should buy things made in their own country regardless of price. 

25. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? A job with more vacation time but a 

low salary is better than a job with a high salary but less vacation time. (110423CN=090227NA) It 

is true that a high-paying job allows people to gain more money to ensure a more comfortable and 

worry-free life. With a high income, people can buy delicious foods, live in good housing, purchase 

expensive commodities and afford high quality healthcare. Earning a high income also wins 

recognition, respect and admiration from others, which is why doctors and lawyers are among the 

most respected jobs in the world. However, personally I find these people not happy at all, if they 

have to sacrifice their leisure time for a high income. And I would rather do the contrary – to sacrifice 

a high salary just to be able to have more days off work so I can enjoy my vacation. 

First of all, if people choose a less strenuous job with more vacation time, they can become 

physically healthier and emotionally happier. This kind of job means people have more spare time. 

They can have a good relaxing time on vocation, which is helpful to their health. On the holiday, 

they can do many exercises and play sports to reduce stress and release tension. When people have 

a lot of spare time, they can also enjoy more recreation and amusement, which are the elements of 

a happy life. In contrast, those people who have high a salary but less vacation time often focus too 

much on their work. As a result, they ignore their physical and mental health, and may be 

overwhelmed by pressure. 

What’s more, the relationship between a person and his/her family members will be much improved 

if he/she chooses a job with more vacation time because he/she has more time to stay with family 

members and join in family activities such as picnicking and camping. Consequently, he/she has 

more connection with family members, and this will prevent many problems usually found in 

families with a lack of communication. This is also true with relationship among friends. By 

comparison, those who have high-salary jobs often find themselves so busy coping with projects, 

sales targets, meetings, business travels, so on and so forth, that they cannot spare even one day for 

a friends gathering or a family trip. This is something I definitely would not want. 

By comparing these two types of working conditions, one would easily see which is better. Of course 

there are always a few people in the world who are workaholic, or who are skillful enough to find 

an excellent balance between life and work. But I have to admit that I am not such type of person. 

If I had to choose between the two, I would have to sacrifice salary for personal time. 

26. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? In the past, it was easier to identify 

what type of career or job would lead to a secure and successful future. (110514CN=110514NA) I 

definitely agree with this. It’s hard to know what jobs will lead to security and success these days. 

In the past, jobs were more defined and permanent, people were not encouraged to be so 

individualistic, and the internet was not around. Things were more straightforward back then. I feel 

like jobs and careers used to be much more defined than they are now. You were a clearly a “teacher” 



  

 

or a “firefighter” or a “doctor” and so on. You would choose your career path and stay at the same 

job for decades. And although that still happens for some people, for others it is more complicated. 

Someone might work at a factory and then get laid-off, work as an assistant manager at a 

construction company for three years, then become an advisor in the chemistry department at a 

university. Careers are more fluid and the question “What do you do?” becomes harder to answer. 

With things changing so often, it can be hard to know which path will bring security and success. If 

your job changes often, so does your salary. 

We’re also encouraged to be more individualistic than we were in the past. Not everyone has the 

mentality of needing to get a good job immediately and stay there for years. People are encouraged 

to follow their dreams. That can lead to leaps of faith and trying out new ventures where you have 

no clue what the money will be like. 

People find jobs and work over the internet now, as well, when they didn’t use to. If you’re working 

odd hours online, rather than a regular 9 to 5 job, it can be difficult to know what your income is 

going to be. Once again, everything changes all the time. Maybe you’ll get lucky and find projects 

that lead to more secure jobs, but maybe not. It’s tricky to know what will have good results. 

In conclusion, I agree that it’s more difficult these days to know what jobs will lead to a secure future. 

Jobs are less permanent and defined now, people make all sorts of random choices because they are 

following their individual dreams, and the internet can contain jobs that have uncertain hours and 

positions.  

27. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? All high school students should take a 

course in basic economics.  

(110619CN=100227NA) 

There is no such thing as a free lunch, as the saying goes. But many students leave school without 

any idea of how to manage their money. They arrive at college or start a job with the clear belief 

that the world does owe them a living; in other words, a lunch for free. From my perspective, it is 

without dispute that schools should teach basic economics at high school.  

To begin with, there can surely be no argument that ‘money makes the world go round. Therefore, 

to leave high school students ignorant of the basic facts of everyday life is a negative measure in 

this modern world. For example, they need to know about how to handle simple, but essential things 

like paying for their rent, travel, and living expenses.  

Equally important, young people leaving school ought to be equipped with an understanding of how 

insurance, mortgages, pensions, and investments work, and how they affect all of our lives directly. 

For the most part, today’s young people enter the real world largely ignorant of these fundamentals. 

As a result, many blunder into debt difficulties which could have been avoided. Conversely, it is 

argued that teaching economics should be left until college years. However, what of those who do 

not progress to college? For another thing, even many professors concede that college economics 

focuses mostly on theory, and not the required practical elements of everyday personal finance. 

Consequently, many would miss out on the early learning of handling their money in an efficient 

manner.  

Overall, it is my contention that a basic understanding of personal finance cannot be ignored at high 

school. Are we to leave our young people blundering in the dark, and sometimes making serious 

mistakes, all because our schools have ignored a basic element of everyday life? Adults should take 



  

 

responsibility, through school life, of equipping our young people with the essentials to survive, let 

alone prosper in this globalised world. 

28. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Movies and television programs should 

present stories in which good people are rewarded and bad people are 

punished.(110625CN=091017NA) 

What is the primary purpose of movies and television? In my view, movies and television programs 

do not serve strictly educational functions; therefore, they do not always need to show good people 

being rewarded and bad people being punished. 

I concede that movies and television programs have educational effects for teenagers. Teenagers do 

not have enough capacity to distinguish good from bad, and they are often enthusiastic about 

imitating characters in television or movies. Educational films teach teenagers how to behave 

properly, whereas programs filled with violence can make teenagers behave aggressively. For 

example, a movie called The Guilty, which tells the story of gangs, was popular fifty years ago in 

Hong Kong. The rate of juvenile delinquency soared at the time because teenagers imitated the gang 

members in the movie. In contrast, suitable movies help teenagers to develop good conduct. 

However, movies and television serve more than an educational function for their audience. Some 

movies just satirize society. A movie called The Bullet, for instance, depicts a corrupt and 

incompetent government. Increasing numbers of people are weary of platitudes and are eager to 

watch novel and distinctive programs. When viewers are able to predict the entire plot at the 

beginning of the movie, they may feel bored and may wish to stop watching the hackneyed film. 

Many modern films have complicated plots to keep viewers interested, such as a policeman 

becoming a robber or a robber giving up his old business. 

Documentary films must stick to reality. We should not change history to make a film appear more 

instructive. As such, we should admit that not every great man in history received his due. We should 

not eliminate information from a documentary film just because someone experienced an unfair fate. 

In summary, movies and television can be instructive for teenagers, but they serve more than 

educational functions for their audience. Therefore, in films and television programs, good people 

do not necessarily need to be rewarded, and bad people do not necessarily need to be punished. 

29. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The rapid growth of cities has a mostly 

positive impact on the development of the society. (110918CN=110121NA) 

I agree that the growth of cities and urban areas ultimately has a positive impact on society. Larger 

numbers of varied people living close together can give them more empathy and make people more 

open-minded toward each other. Larger institutions and companies thrive in cities, providing 

opportunity and jobs. Finally, despite worries of shrinking natural landscapes, cities and nature can 

still co-exist quite well. 

From my experience, it seems that prejudice and ignorance can sometimes grow in isolated areas. 

There are people that have lived in small towns their entire lives and have only known people that 

are extremely similar to them, therefore finding it easier to judge and dislike those that are different 

from them. With urban growth, more and more people from all different backgrounds live close 

together. This forces them to confront prejudices they may have had and instead see their new 

neighbors as individuals, not stereotypes. That surely is better for society than blind and ignorant 

hatred. 



  

 

Also, it’s mostly in cities that you find big institutions like universities and companies. There’s a 

reason why cities often have so many skyscrapers; they contain the offices of huge businesses! 

There’s something comforting about knowing, when searching for a job, that there are plentiful 

opportunities in institutions that have hundreds of employees and positions. One feels like they’re 

in a thriving environment with a bright future. The growth of cities only intensifies that. 

I know that some people think of urban expansion as a bad thing because they picture the destruction 

of nature being a part of the process. But it doesn’t have to be that way! The area of the earth is so 

massive, even compared to the most giant of urban areas. It would take an immense amount of 

development and building to even begin to overwhelm the natural beauty. There will always be 

nature, especially with the national parks and reserves that are already in place and cannot be touched. 

Society will get to enjoy the best of both worlds. 

So, overall I believe the rapid growth of cities benefits society. People become more open-minded 

though close interaction with others that are different from them, big businesses provide a multitude 

of jobs, and nature is still able to be bountiful. It’s the type of progress we can embrace. 

30. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? In order to solve the problems in the 

present and future, it is necessary to understand the past. (110928CN=100306CN=080301NA) Ten 

years have passed since we stepped into the 21th century. We cause many trouble and we want to 

solve them. A saying goes that in older to solve the problems nowadays and in the future, it is 

necessary to understand the past. I totally agree with the opinion, we need to understand the past 

and to absorb experience form the past.  

There are a large number of painful lesson our ancestor have receive. They paid heavily to learn 

them. We should learn experience and avoid doing what our ancestors have done before. For instance, 

we face a serious trouble called soil erosion. Ancient Babylon people also faced this problem. They 

cut a huge amount of trees and satisfied their needs like we do now. But they did nothing about the 

soil erosion. More and more soil land became desert. Finally, the desert destroyed their country and 

their people. We should learn lessons from their experience and avoid what has happened that time. 

We should do something to stop soil erosion. 

On other hand, there are lots of positive aspect we need to understand to make good for us. We 

Chinese have a good habit which our ancestor told us. We have a custom that we walk a lot. That 

means we Chinese all like to go to work on foot. We just save much fossil fuel and reduce the carbon 

dioxide. This can solve the energy shortage and make our environment clean. It is useful to know 

and learn from the past, which can help a lot. 

Admittedly, some people say that it is useless today to understand the past because the time is 

changing and it is a waste of time. However, I do not agree with that. Even the time is different, 

some truth still remain. Newton found his mechanical law 300 years ago, but we still consider it as 

a truth. Our ancestors really give us many priceless things. 

Based on what I have discussed above, I can surely make a conclusion that we should know the past. 

The past can help a lot in solving problems we face today.Our ancestor really gave us precious 

treasure that helps a lot. It is important to know the past and inherit the treasure. 



  

 

31. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Young people today are less dependent 

on their parents than in the past.(111016CN=100925NA) 

Today our society is more liberal and less conservative than in the past, which may lead some people 

to conclude that young people are consequently more free and independent of their parents. However, 

I disagree with the statement, as I believe that young people today are actually more dependent on 

their parents now than in the past because changing attitudes and circumstances have actually 

increased the dependence of young people on their parents. 

Nowadays more young people have the means and inclination to enrol in higher education to obtain 

better jobs. This means that young people are dependent on their parents to help pay for their tuition 

and many will continue to live with their parents during university and for years after they graduate. 

This is very different from the past where a university education was largely restricted to the higher 

and middle classes and many young people would leave school after their high school education to 

seek a job or an apprenticeship. Therefore, more young people in the past were financially 

independent of their parents, which allowed them to leave home and start their own families at a 

much earlier stage in their lives. 

Attitudes towards parenting have also changed, as people now place great importance on a child’s 

upbringing in determining how successful they are in the future. This added pressure on parents has 

resulted in a more controlling parenting style which encourages parents to be much more personally 

involved in their children’s lives. This is very different from the more casual attitudes of the past, 

which allowed children much more freedom to do what they liked and make their own decisions. 

As a result of this controlled upbringing, young people today are now far more dependent on their 

parents to offer them advice, instead of making decisions for themselves. 

Overall, the change in circumstances and attitudes means that it has become acceptable for young 

people to be dependent on their parents. Therefore, young people today are not only more dependent 

on their parents for advice, but also financially dependent on them for a longer period of time. 

32. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Printed books have greater effects on 

society than television has. 

(111020CN=100313CN=080927NA) 

Whether printed books have had a greater effect on society than television has had, has been a 

controversial issue for many years. Some people often spend most of their free time watching TV, 

but others use this time to read printed books. As far as I am concerned, television has a greater 

impact on society than printed books do because television is more prevalent, more convenient, and 

cheaper. 

First of all, television is more prevalent than printed books. Nowadays, every household has their 

own television. They can watch their favorite movies, news programs, or even advertisements. 

Thanks to watching TV everyday, people can acquire a great deal of knowledge, gain a lot of 

experience, know about up-to-date news in their countries and all over the world. In contrast, printed 

books seem not as popular as television. Some people even feel bored when reading books. Hence, 

television dominates printed books in general. 

Second, watching television is more convenient than reading books. We can watch television every 

time and everywhere. We can watch television at our home, on streets, at our offices. Television 

offers us a lot of channels that can satisfy different tastes of people, and a lot of channels are 

broadcasting 24 per day and seven days per week. In the contrary, printed books is not as convenient 



  

 

as television does. We have to bring them every where they want to read. It would be hard for people, 

especially the elders or children, when they want to read books that are really heavy, but cannot 

bring it to everywhere they want. 

Last but not least, watching television is cheaper than buying new books. Most of channels 

broadcasting on television are free. People just have to pay for their electricity and enjoy their 

favorite programs or movies. Printed books, on the other hand, are quite expensive. A lot of books 

have a price that is equal to the price of a television, and it, of course, is not the affordable price for 

many people. Moreover, in order to buy some interesting books, we have to go far away from home, 

even purchase them from other countries. It is really time-consuming and might waste a lot of money 

for travel and shipping. 

In summary, although printed books bring us a great deal of knowledge, I think television more 

outweighs printed books in term of effecting on society. By watching television every time and 

everywhere they want, people can acquire a massive knowledge with convenience and reasonable 

price. 

33. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? One of the characteristics of successful 

leaders is the sense of responsibility for accepting their mistakes.   

(111030CN=110205NA) 

To be a successful leader you must be honest with your supporters, because people will only support 

a leader they can trust and respect. By trying to hide or deny their mistakes, leaders do not only lose 

the trust of their followers, but their respect as well. I, therefore, strongly believe that accepting 

responsibility for one’s own mistakes is important for a successful leader. 

Those who disagree with the statement might argue that a leader who admits their mistakes loses 

credibility, whereas a leader who hides from them can never be fully implicated. However, when it 

comes to scandals surrounding important figures, it is almost inevitable that the truth will eventually 

come out. When that time comes, the leader does not only lose all credibility, but is despised for 

their cowardice and deceit. Once trust is lost it is never fully regained, and it is far better to openly 

admit a mistake at first, rather than be exposed as a liar at last. In actuality, a leader who willingly 

and openly admits their mistakes is admired for their dignity and integrity, which increases the 

loyalty of their supporters. 

 

Overall, accepting responsibility for a mistake demonstrates that you are a strong and responsible 

leader. This is the kind of leader people will respect and have confidence in. Moreover, by accepting 



  

 

the mistake, the leader can organize and command his team to deal with the problem more 

successfully. It is therefore an important quality in any leader. 

34. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? One can learn a lot about a person from 

the types of friends this person has. (111113CN=110528NA) 

 

35. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Working at home using computers or 

telephones is better than working in the office.   (111126CN=100522NA) 

As human society has developed, methods of working have evolved for increasing efficiency. Today, 

many people maintain that the traditional mode of working in an office does not fit the demands of 



  

 

modern life. Many people prefer working at home using computers and telephones. However, 

working in an office has irreplaceable functions and definite merits. 

First, working in an office benefits people by allowing them to focus their energy. The environment 

in which people perform activities is important. For example, studying is often most efficient when 

it occurs in class, running is often faster on an athletic track, and driving is more rapid on a highway. 

Similarly, work tends to be more efficient and professional in an office.  

People typically feel that they should do work when they are in an office surrounded by colleagues. 

In contrast, when working at home, people experience less pressure to perform. The environment of 

home makes people more relaxed, thereby reducing the efficiency of work.  

Second, working in an office makes communication among coworkers more personal. 

Communication is a significant aspect of working. By communicating in person at work, one can 

form relationships and receive important information. Relationships and information are crucial to 

a person’s career. When interacting face to face in an office, people have opportunities to gain critical 

information about their trade and market that they would not have if they worked at home. Moreover, 

working in an office is convenient and can cut down on unnecessary expenses. An office has a full 

set of working accommodations. Workers can use any appliance they need in an office, whereas if 

they work in home, they may have to buy their own equipment. In this way, working at home wastes 

money and resources. Furthermore, professionals in some fields cannot buy their own equipment. 

For example, doctors cannot buy all the tools they need. Therefore, working in an office is 

convenient. 

It cannot be denied that working at home has certain advantages, such as developing fast and 

unlimited in scope. However, compared with working in an office, it has more drawbacks. 

36.  Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The best way to improve the quality of 

education in a country is to increase teachers’ salaries.  (111210CNW2=090403NAW2) 

Education plays an essential role in the development of a country. In the advancement of a society, 

the enhancement of educational quality is crucial. Some maintain that the most efficient method of 

improving education is to raise teachers’ salaries; others disagree with this opinion. I hold the view 

that teachers’ salaries are significant because teachers play the most important part in the process of 

education. Students’ knowledge of their subjects from primary school to university can be improved 

only if it is possible to motivate teachers. 

High salaries satisfy teachers and inspire them in their work. A few days ago, in my hometown, 

teachers from a primary school went on strike, forcing students to gather on a bridge and creating 

trouble for traffic. The main cause of the strike was the low salaries teachers receive. Teachers have 

stated that their income is not high enough for them to afford the expenses of daily life. This example 

illustrates the importance of teachers’ salaries. Teachers, like all normal people, desire higher 

incomes. 

Additionally, high salaries would motivate teachers to pay more attention to teaching. Money is the 

most efficient means of encouraging people to work hard and contribute to their organizations. With 

high salaries, teachers would see their work as more valuable and feel more passionate. Some high 

schools have inspired teachers to cultivate more excellent students by increasing teachers’ bonuses 

when students do well on an exam or receive awards in a specific field. In this way, all teachers can 

be motivated to try their best to foster outstanding students, which is the ultimate purpose of 

education. 



  

 

Finally, we should never ignore the attraction of money for talented people. A job with a high salary 

will be desired by numerous people; higher salaries would mean more candidates for the position of 

teacher. For a high salary, highly qualified people would give up their present jobs to work as 

educators. 

Only by increasing teachers’ salaries is it possible to improve education in a country. Money is the 

most powerful tool to inspire teachers’ passion. 

37. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Improving schools is the most 

important factor for the successful development of a country. (111211CN=100516CN=090110NA) 

I think this is true. Good schools mean that the students of the country will have a solid foundation 

in science, leading to better medical care all around. Having more citizens be educated will make 

them be able to choose their career paths, rather than taking whatever low-level job they can get. 

The country can then get more and more involved in events on a global scale. 

In struggling countries, you’ll often notice that their medical care is lacking. Sometimes they don’t 

have enough hospitals and medical supplies. Sometimes they need to fly in specialists from other 

countries, making patients wait and suffer in the meantime. It doesn’t make the country seem very 

stable or desirable to live in. But if education is emphasized from the start and many people grow 

up with a strong knowledge of science, then many will be able to eventually become doctors. The 

nation will be able to manage the health of its own citizens. That’s a great step toward success. In 

general, improving schools will benefit the society of the country. Citizens will be able to follow 

their passions, studying subjects that truly interest them and then working in that field. Everyone 

won’t just be scraping by, working minimum-wage jobs because they need the money. An 

infrastructure will start to emerge, populated by the educated: businesses, companies, organizations, 

and so on.This will lead to the country becoming respected by other world nations. Knowledge is 

like currency. It is valuable in so many ways and it makes people pay attention to what you have to 

say. Having a strong base of well-educated citizens will give the country a global voice, allowing 

them to speak at summits and seminars and meetings between nations. The country will not just take 

care of its own, it will provide assistance to others if needed, with its specialized knowledge. That’s 

a sweet kind of success, indeed! 

In conclusion, I think that improving schools is a wonderful way to successfully develop a country. 

Medical care will improve and maintain the steady health of the citizens, the people will diversify 

into their own specialties of knowledge and thriving careers, and such expertise will lead the country 

to become respected by other high-achieving nations of the world. 

38. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? It is more important for the government 

to spend money on new buildings than to preserve historic or traditional buildings and homes. 

(111218CN=110610NA) 

Over the years, several changes have been made in the architectural field. In this case, architects 

have been able to come up with new construction styles which are more sophisticated than the 

ancient ones. Modern architectural designs have led to the construction of skyscrapers which are 

preferred to the old traditional buildings. This leaves us with the question of whether governments 

should utilize more resources in maintaining modern buildings than the ancient ones. In my view, 

governments should encourage the preservation and restoration of traditional buildings because of 

the following reasons. 



  

 

Ancient buildings depict the history, culture, and traditions of a country. This is because traditional 

buildings remind people about their origins and the experiences they have had over the years. 

Consequently, a country can lose its history if it does not preserve ancient buildings, which act as 

historical evidences. By preserving the traditional buildings, it will be easier to maintain cultural 

values in future generations. Traditional buildings also help foreigners to learn more about the 

historical background of a given country. 

Ancient structures enhance the natural beauty of cities; hence, making them distinct and attractive. 

Besides this, such structures often serve as landmarks especially in busy places. Moreover, the 

unique features of ancient structures spur tourism activities, and this benefits a country economically. 

The traditional buildings can also serve as museums which can create employment opportunities. 

However, some individuals contend that ancient buildings are extremely precarious owing to the 

kind of materials that were used in constructing them. According to the critics of old buildings, 

modern buildings are properly designed and well constructed using durable building materials. 

Nevertheless, some modern constructions are not friendly to the environment due to the nature of 

the materials used in constructing them. Modern buildings are also considered to be more 

comfortable since they are furnished with nice fittings. 

In conclusion, the urgent needs to preserve ancient structures in areas of the world where they are 

poorly managed cannot be overstated. The government should not neglect the old structures because 

they help in maintaining a county’s cultural heritage. 

39. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? People can solve important problems by 

themselves or with the help from their family members so there’s no need for the government to 

help them. (120108CN=100320NA) 

As individuals, we are confronted with a variety of unexpected problems. Sometimes these problems 

can be easily solved. Sometimes they are too difficult to cope with due to the limited resources an 

individual has. As a result, government intervention is required to assist individuals who require 

help in areas like health care, disaster relief, and public works projects. 

Health care requires support from the government. The inferior hospital facilities, increasing drug 

prices, and disappointing service from doctors and nurses require government regulation. Without 

rigorous policies to address hospitals and medication, patients suffer from poor health care. Recently, 

the Chinese government slashed the maximum retail price for more than 1,200 types of antibiotics 

and circulatory system drugs. This important health reform by the government significantly reduces 

the financial burden of patients as well as their families. 

Similarly, communities that suffer large-scale disasters, such as the recent earthquake in Japan or 

flooding in China, require aid from the government. Although friends and family of disaster victims 

can contribute to recovery, it is difficult for these victims to access adequate food and water. Only 

through support from the government can victims obtain necessities such as drinking water, drugs 

and tents, etc., and rebuild their shelters.  

In addition, construction of some public areas like streets, parks, and highways requires support 

from the government because they require tremendous amount of investment. Public facilities offer 

benefits to all citizens; however, common people and their families cannot build parks or roads even 

if they want to. With the help of the government, communities can find patrons for public facilities 

and enjoy the benefits of these facilities.  



  

 

It is any government’s responsibility to enable its people to have a safe, healthy and enjoyable quality 

of life. Therefore, a government should offer as much help as needed, and solve the problems that 

common people cannot. Such problems include the improvement of health care, tremendous 

disasters, and construction of public facilities. 

40. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Two people can still become good 

friends if one of them has more money than the other one does. (120225CN=101218NA) 

The most important thing about friendship is that you feel good around the other person. A good 

friend is someone you feel completely comfortable around; someone you can trust and relate to. I 

therefore disagree that two people could become good friends even if one had more money than the 

other because financial differences would inevitably create some tension or uneasiness between the 

two people. This would probably not go so far as to prevent them from becoming friends, but it 

would prevent them from becoming good friends. 

First of all, tensions, whether big or small, would inevitably arise between friends from different 

financial backgrounds. If you had less money than your friend you might feel envious of what they 

had and feel inferior because your friend was more successful than you. This might affect your self 

esteem. On the other hand, if you had more money than your friend you would worry about upsetting 

or offending them by speaking about a new expensive purchase or a promotion with a higher salary. 

It would also restrict the activities you were able to do together. For example, if you had a high 

salary you may be used to a lifestyle where travelling and eating at expensive restaurants was the 

norm, but if you had a friend that couldn’t afford to do these things this could be restricting and 

maybe even frustrating. These kinds of feelings wouldn’t allow either to feel completely comfortable 

around the other and might prevent them from feeling good in the others presence. It would 

consequently become an obstacle to the two becoming good friends. 

 

Overall, money is very important in modern society. It becomes a part of who we are in terms of the 

hobbies we enjoy, the places we like to eat or the things we buy. A friend that couldn’t share your 

hobbies, relate to your lifestyle or sympathise with your problems would be an unlikely friend as 

neither would feel completely comfortable in the other’s company. It is therefore impossible for two 

such people to become good friends. 



  

 

41. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? In the modern world, we should never 

be impolite to another person. ( 120318CN=100821NAW2=120525NAW2) 

It may seem too strong a statement to accept that one should never be impolite to others in the society 

today.  With the mounting stress of life, people tend to fuss over trivial things, talking or behaving 

in a bad manner, at work or at home.  Or they may be easily provoked, getting into quarrels or even 

fights with strangers. However, there is no reason for us to be rude to another person as it contributes 

to / is conducive to neither business nor human relations. 

As a rule of thumb, politeness plays a big part in the business world. Anyone working in sales or 

service industries knows its value in reaching out for / tapping new areas or retaining customer 

loyalty. Even if one fails to make / secure a deal, being polite helps to build up a professional 

personal image and a positive business tie, hence opening up more opportunities for a company in 

a highly competitive, impersonal environment as ours.  

In addition, / Business aside, politeness serves as a stepping-stone to a stronger human relation. At 

the beginning of any relationship, it is hard to let down one’s guard and go deeper with each other. 

Being nice is, at its very least, a sign of good manner and respect for the other. It also creates a 

pleasant / amicable atmosphere for casual chatting or serious / weighty talks / conversations.  In 

brief, courtesy is one of the unwritten rules for human to cultivate / foster their relations, without 

which life would be miserable, if not entirely impossible / unlivable. 

In contrast, being rude / nasty, with cursing or scolding, never works under any circumstance.  When 

one is controlled by anger / in a rage and dumps it onto / vents it out to whoever happens to be 

around, their remarks or behaviours may get them nowhere but to provoke or hurt others.  As a result 

both sides may make decisions based on their emotion rather than reason, thus failing to get their 

work done efficiently, and disturbing the harmony of their relations.  Even when one is provoked, 

there is no excuse to be rude because a mature cultured person should not be swayed by how others 

treat him / her. 

It is true that / Admittedly, courtesy cannot resolve all the problems, especially those for which no 

easy solution is available.  But being rude definitely / invariably ruins things and relations. To get 

things done, most of the time what matters is not what one says or does, but how / the way he or she 

says or does it.  Only by being polite to each other can we stay composed and focused, think better 

and work out what is the best for all. 

42. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? It is important for governments to protect 

wild animals and wilderness areas for the future generations. (120414CN=120414NA) 

I agree very strongly with this! Without government protection, these animals and wilderness areas 

are very vulnerable, once they are destroyed they are virtually gone forever, and their continued 

existence is very good for humanity. 

With urban expansion, logging, mining, and all of these other things that are destroying the natural 

environment, wilderness areas and wild animals are very vulnerable. Many young adults have 

literally been hearing their entire lives about how the rainforest is being butchered all the time. Not 

to mention the countless animals, like elephants and rhinos, that are hunted and poached! The people 

that destroy these wild areas and animals do so fiercely and with greed. If there are not government 

policies protecting the wildlife and their habitats, who knows if the damage would ever stop? I fear 

it would keep spinning wildly out of control. I’m very grateful for the nature preserves that are 

already in place, because things could be even worse right now without them! Once an animal goes 



  

 

extinct or a natural area is destroyed, they are pretty much gone forever. Of course, scientists try to 

experiment with DNA and cloning to help animals and natural areas can begin to grow back, but 

that takes a very, very long time. We would never personally see them come back and neither would 

our children or grandchildren. Sometimes the damage is just too severe. Think of the Dodo Bird, 

think of different types of tigers and lions that are now just memories. It’s disturbing to realize that 

they used to roam freely, but are now gone from the earth. If government programs had been around 

to protect them, they’d probably still exist today. 

It’s sad because humans benefit a great deal from natural environments and wild animals! Being out 

in nature can inspire an inner calm and make you feel connected with everything. Viewing animals 

in a zoo or on nature programs can be exciting and beautiful. People need to be able to continue to 

experience this, both currently and in the future. 

In conclusion, I think it is very important for governments to protect wild animals and wilderness 

areas. The animals and nature areas are vulnerable to greedy destruction and hunters, they will be 

gone forever once they are destroyed, and nature is a wonderful thing that humans need to be able 

to experience whenever they want! 

43. Which kind of universities do you prefer, universities whose graduates can find good jobs or 

universities where there are famous professors? ( 120512CN=110402NA) 

The main reason students attend university is in order to improve their job prospects, and today there 

are more university graduates competing for jobs than ever before. It is therefore important to choose 

a university where graduating students are likely to find a good job. This means choosing a highly 

regarded university where the students achieve good results. A university with famous professors by 

no means guarantees either of these, and I would therefore prefer the former. 

 

It could be argued that famous professors are better teachers, who help their students attain good 

results. However, professors are usually made famous for their research rather than their teaching 

abilities. As a result, these professors may have no real talent for communicating with, or teaching, 

their students. Indeed, it is more likely that a professor who becomes famous will prioritize his 

research over his students, whereas a professor who is not famous would have more time to devote 

to the students. Finally, even if we were to assume that famous professors were better teachers, 

students who attend a university with famous professors would not necessarily come into contact 

with them. After all, even if these professors taught in the same department as you, they might not 

be teaching the modules you were interested in, or their course might be full. Therefore, famous 

professors by no means guarantee good results, and the students with the best qualifications will 

have the best chance of getting a good job. Accordingly, it is important to attend a university which 

prioritises this over the research of its professors. 

At the end of the day, we live in a world with serious economic problems where a high percentage 

of graduates cannot find jobs, so personally I would choose a university which offers me the best 



  

 

chance of finding a good job. Indeed, the benefits of going to a university with famous professors 

are few and far between in comparison. 

44. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? People care more about public 

recognition than about money. Even if no money is given, public recognition can still make people 

work harder. ( 120520CN=100828NA) 

The statement suggests that people would be willing to work for praise and attention of the public 

even if they were not paid. However, public recognition, while flattering, is in no way a substitute 

for the comfort and security which money provides. I therefore firmly believe that money is more 

important to people and no amount of public recognition would induce a person to work harder or 

even work at all. 

The most basic human instinct is survival and to survive in today’s society you need to make money 

to buy food, shelter, clothes etc. Not only can money provide us with everything we need to survive, 

but it can also make our lives better. With money we can buy luxuries that can make our lives more 

comfortable and we can travel or enjoy exciting experiences. 

Everywhere you look there is evidence of how important money is in today’s consumer society. 

Adverts, TV programs and magazine articles all encourage us to believe that your life will be better 

if you can buy the latest TV or the most fashionable clothes. Public recognition, on the other hand, 

is fickle and many are ‘remembered today and forgotten tomorrow’. This is a fact drilled into our 

heads from an early age when we are encouraged to become doctors, lawyers or accountants because 

they are high paid and stable jobs. Children are usually discouraged from becoming actors, singers 

or dancers because in the majority of cases they do not provide high and stable salaries, despite the 

fact that there is a higher probability of public recognition in these types of jobs.  

 

45. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Teachers had a greater influence on 

young people in the past than they do today.(120526CN=111203NA) 

I disagree with the notion that teachers in the past had a greater influence onyoung people than 

teachers today. Teachers in the distant past were not necessarily passionate about their jobs and 

therefore less likely to connect with their students. Universities did not have the communal feel that 

so many contain now. Students, therefore, did not have the same access to instructors in a casual and 

friendly setting. Finally, with the rise of the internet, knowledge and learning have acquired a new 



  

 

respect among young people. It has become “cool” to learn, and teachers can tap into that mindset 

like never before. 

In modern society, the majority of people become teachers because they are passionate about the job. 

They either love children, are very knowledgeable about a certain subject, or are a combination of 

both. This means that they are likely to form strong bonds with their students, being eager to guide 

them and influence them in a positive direction. In the past, however, this wasn’t always the case. A 

hundred years ago, for instance, many women became teachers because it was one of the very few 

jobs available to them at the time. They didn’t necessarily have to like children or teaching. They 

just had to be decently educated themselves and wanting a steady salary. This resulted in teachers 

that could be cold, overly strict, and at times simply mean. Students were more likely to ignore or 

avoid their teachers than listen to them with great reverence. The entire structure of institutions such 

as universities has also changed significantly over time. What used to be rigid, uptight centers of 

learning for the elite have evolved into more egalitarian and casual places. Students and teachers 

come from all economic backgrounds. Students wear their everyday street clothes to class. And 

notably, instructors are not just distant, removed figures standing at a podium and giving lectures to 

a passive audience. Students are encouraged to ask questions, assert ideas, and go to their instructors’ 

office hours. There, students can converse with their teachers one-on-one and know them in a 

personal way. This friendly atmosphere can lead to great advice being given to the students that is 

unique to their life and circumstances. Additionally, it can lead to students being quite keen to listen 

to these teachers who are so personable and helpful. 

Beneficial to improved relationships with teachers is the idea that, with the rise of the internet, the 

quest for knowledge has become hip to young people. They read lists of interesting historical facts. 

They watch videos of science experiments in action. Learning has become more accessible, fun, and 

desirable to youth than ever before. This, of course, connects to teachers. They can implement the 

techniques of the internet in their lessons to capture the imaginations of their students. And the 

students will not just listen, but consume the information ravenously. 

This is why I believe that today’s teachers are actually more influential than teachers of the past. 

They are more inclined to be passionate and positive about their jobs, they speak to their students in 

a familiar and welcoming way, and the internet has made young people more than willing to see 

education as fun and inviting. 

46. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? If a student is having difficulty studying 

a course, it is better for the student to turn to a friend who is good at this course than to turn to his/her 

teacher for help. (120714CN=110805NA) 

There are often times in our academic lives when we have difficulties with a certain course, like a 

hard math problem or a challenging essay assignment. Unlike a few hard-working students who are 

always independent problem-solvers, most students would immediately turn to someone who is 

better qualified for help – a friend who is good at this subject, or more directly, the teacher 

himself/herself, although sometimes it is hard to choose between the two, as one is not necessarily 

better than the other. 

Turning to a friend for help is seemingly the more convenient option of two, especially if you live 

in a dorm room, because you can just turn around and say to your friend “Hey, could you help me 

with this?” Your friend might not know everything about this subject or is not very good at 

explaining ideas, but you will always have plenty of opportunities to approach your friend for further 



  

 

clarification. Another important benefit of asking a friend for help is that this friend may have 

encountered the same or similar problems before so the friend’s previous experience of handling 

such problem becomes the most valuable lesson you can learn from in order to solve your present 

problem. 

 

Personally, I think there is no need to choose one or the other. The student can always try the option 

that looks more suitable from the first sight. As we all know sometimes things are not what they 

seem at first, so if either does not work one can always go for the second option. Luckily in this case 

options are not mutually exclusive – the students can always turn to both friends and teachers for 

help. 

47  Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Compared with people who live in urban 

areas, those who live in rural areas can take better care of their families.  

(120722CN=101009NA) 

Agree  

1. People who live in rural areas are not as busy as people who live in urban areas, so they can 

spare more time to take care of their family members.  

2. Compared with people who live urban areas, those who live in rural areas often live close to 

their family members and so they can visit and take care of each other more often.  

3. People in rural areas generally lead healthier lifestyles than their counterparts in cities, and are 

more likely to encourage their family members to lead such a healthy lifestyle.  

48  Do you agree or disagree with the following statement: The car (automobile) has had a greater 

effect on society than the airplane. （120819CNW2=110917NAW2） 

With the advances in technology, the automobile and fixed-wing airplane have gradually become 

the major means of transportation. Many people argue that the civil aircraft has influenced our daily 

life profoundly. However, I believe that the widespread use of cars, an important symbol of 

modernization in civilized societies, has more far-reaching effects. 

Admittedly, the aircraft has brought benefits to citizens. Firstly, long-term travel time has been 

shortened because of the availability of the jet plane. Passengers, for instance, would be able to fly 

across the Pacific Ocean, without enduring seasickness for months. Moreover, the introduction of 

airplane opens up opportunities for multinational businesses. For example, businesspeople are able 

to visit factories based in different counties. However, not all people prefer travelling by plane, as 

civil aviation normally require lots of money. It will cost passengers a fortunes to purchase airplane 

tickets, not to mention the high airport tax and fuel surcharge. 



  

 

Compared with airplane, however, automobile has greater advantages. To begin with, car is 

affordable for most people. The mass-production of the automobile offers individuals cars at a low 

price. Furthermore, the utilization of automobile is diversified. Cars can be effortlessly designed for 

multiple uses and this can be proved by such vehicles as sedan, bus, truck and construction car. Most 

importantly, the benefits of aircraft may be discounted during unfavorable weather conditions. 

Instead, many cars such as SUV can be driven under terrible conditions, providing passengers with 

comfort regardless of weather and terrain. 

In conclusion, although the development of airplane was a landmark in human history, the invention 

of the auto car has significantly reformed society since the availability of the steam engine 

automobile. Technically, most people prefer cars for its economical, multinational and comfortable. 

49. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? To achieve successful development of a 

country, a government should spend more money on young children’s education rather than on 

universities. (120825CNW2=110821CNW2 =091107NAW2) 

The progress of the country is based on education. That is, education is necessary on the way to 

successful development of a country. But how to use the resources well on education is a heated 

debate for a long time. Some people think that the elementary education is the most important than 

others. However, I don’t agree with the idea. There are several viewpoints presented as follows. 

Admittedly, elementary educations give children a good way to improve their personality which can 

decide their attitude toward everything and cultivate good habit for them on daily life. Once good 

habit be forested, children will know how to use positive and active attitude to face many 

predicaments in the future, and they can know how to get along with other people then get the 

friendships. For example, one of my brothers Tom, who be taught to have positive thoughts to face 

any problems when he was young, always solved everything easily when encountering any problems. 

Because of his positive attitude, he acquires many admirations from his friends and classmates. 

However, comparing with the young children education, I think the resources used in the universities 

are more efficient. The education in universities is master and irreplaceable. Many instruments 

which be used in experiments are so expensive and costly that they need to invest a large amount of 

money before they can enjoy the final sweat achievements. Moreover, some universities who devote 

many resources to experiments don’t require the equal results, many unexpected situations always 

can lead to the failure. But if they don’t spend this money, they would never have any chances to 

get the good achievements. 

What’s more, government also should focus on the health of students, so many facilities are 

absolutely necessary, such as swimming poor, gymnasium and tennis court. Students can go to do 

exercises after classes with their friends and classmates. It is not only beneficial for their health, they 

also can bring up the habit to do exercise. Furthermore, unconsciously, students can learn how to 

cooperate with other people when playing basketball and how to persist to the end when having a 

Marathon. 



  

 

In conclusion, form what I have discussed above, I think that all kinds of educations are important 

for countries. However, comparing with the primary education and universities education, the latter 

play a more important role. 

50. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Parents should allow children to make 

mistakes and let them learn from their own mistakes. (120826CN=110211NA) 

It is difficult for a parent to sit back and allow their child to make a mistake. Most parents go out of 

their way to protect their children from everything from bumps and bruises to emotional upset. 

However, at some point part of being a good parent is letting go and watching them move through 

unfamiliar territory and make mistakes. No matter how much we want to help our kids, they need 

to have the freedom to make mistakes and learn from them. 

 

In addition, perhaps the best way to free children’s creativity is to ask them to stop being afraid of 

making mistakes. “Anyone who has never made a mistake has never tried anything new.” The great 

inventor Albert Einstein said. Indeed, what mistakes do is offer us the opportunity to explore beyond 

where we thought we were going – they introduce that rare element of ‘chance’ into our work. So if 

a son comes to his dad with an apparently unpractical “science project”, just let him do it and allow 

him to make a mess, instead of warning him against the risk of making mistakes, because there is a 

chance that a series of mistakes or failures may eventually lead to a bright and creative young 

scientist. 

In conclusion, if we want our children to develop a sense of responsibility, make good choices and 

become more daring and creative, we have to let go and allow them to make mistakes. After all, 

parents cannot protect their kids forever; eventually children need to learn to live their own lives. 

51 Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Competition between friends always has 

a negative effect on their friendship. ( 120902CN=111105NA) 

Humans are obsessed with competition. We seem able to turn nearly anything into a contest. 

Although it is not a negative concept, it becomes problematic when we fail to keep it in perspective. 

We do not benefit if rivalry erodes into antagonism, battle, or struggle. However, it can play a healthy 

role in the relationship between friends if used wisely. Competition in a friendship can push us to be 

our personal best, teach us to withstand pressure, and build our character. 

Friends in a healthy rivalry push each other to be the best they can be. In the Olympics, for example, 

a country sends an entire team to compete in sports like track, swimming, or gymnastics. Often, two 

or more individuals may have to compete against each other in the same event. They have been 

training and competing together for years, and making friendships with each other.  



  

 

They know they must push each other to excel while also trying to win. 

A friend who deliberately provokes or challenges us in competition can strengthen our resolve. 

Pressure is a natural byproduct of competition. A friend’s remarks can test our limitations, resolve, 

and resilience. Pressure shows us we can do more than we thought possible. It demonstrates how far 

we are willing to go without quitting. If prolonged or intense, pressure teaches us that if we fail we 

can try again. When a friend is the one challenging us, it prepares us to endure pressure in other 

situations. 

 

Rivalry can strengthen a relationship if both people agree to value the friendship more than the 

competition. Each must know that no matter the outcome of the contest, the friendship will survive. 

Our connections will be stronger and we will be better individuals, when we embrace the challenges 

of competition in the context of camaraderie. 

52 Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? In order to succeed in doing a new job, 

the ability to adapt oneself to the new environment is more important than the excellent knowledge 

of this job. (120923CN=111014NA) 

A competent employer always matches the expertise of the employees with the work they will do. 

However, certain skills employers look for have nothing to do with particular job competencies. 

These skills indicate development potential and are favored over knowledgelevel.  One of these 

skills is adaptability.  An adaptable employee thrives on change and can work independently or 

collaboratively. Adaptability is more useful in the workplace than specialized knowledge. 

Employees must be able to meet the rapidly changing priorities of the companies they work for. 

Employers are hiring fewer people to do the same amount of work. Workers rotate among jobs 

within the company and take on additional projects. Multi-tasking, working flexible hours and 

changing locations are common workplace demands. Employees cannot afford to cling to tasks 

specific to their area of expertise, no matter how essential. It diminishes their value when compared 

with similarly skilled, but more adaptable workers. 

Today’s workers must be capable of working independently to accomplish goals assigned to them. 

Employers are focused on outcomes.  They don’t have the time or the desire to micromanage 

employees. They expect their employees to solve problems, to self-direct, and to accomplish tasks 

autonomously.  Having specialized knowledge makes employees valuable only if they can 

innovatively apply it in original ways that benefit the company. 

Employers hire people who are likable and can work within a group. Collaboration is essential to 

increased productivity. Those who are open to new ideas work well on project teams or on 

committees. Their adaptability fosters creativity.  Employees who cannot effectively communicate 

their specialized knowledge add little value. 

In the knowledge-based economies of the world, there are far more available workers than positions. 

The best job candidates will have mastery over their area of expertise, but more importantly, they 



  

 

will eagerly demonstrate their adaptability. They will be able to work independently or 

collaboratively; they will embrace change and enjoy success. 

53. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement：It is much easier for people to achieve 

success without their family members’ help now than in the past. (121013CN=111029NA) 

In the past, people had to rely more heavily on family to gain an advantage in the job market. If your 

father worked in a company, maybe you could get an entry level position there. If your mother 

owned a small business, you could be next in line to run it. These are still valuable connections, but 

they’re no longer your only options. Today, you can make connections, create opportunities, and 

find funding all online. 

 

Social networking has replaced a small circle of family connections with a wide and varied network 

of associations. Announce to fifteen hundred Twitter followers simultaneously that you just finished 

culinary school. Tell your five hundred Facebook friends that your band is playing at a local club 

Saturday night. Put your freelance writing resume on LinkedIn. Collaborate on a new project with 

fellow gamers in a Google+ hangout. The possibilities for making meaningful and rewarding 

connections are endless. 

It is a lot easier to independently create your own success than it has been in the past. The Internet 

makes it possible for nearly anyone to launch a profitable career. Now, you can find the connections, 

opportunities, and funding online to make your dreams a reality. The Internet can never replace the 

love and support of your family, or your own vision and hard work, but it can make things easier. 

54 Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The most important problems in today’s 

world will be solved in our lifetime. (121027CN=110304NA) 

We live in a world with countless problems and personally I don’t believe any of the most important 

will be solved in our lifetime. The truth is humans are still too selfish and greedy. We always think 

of our own benefit and comfort first and are unable to put aside our differences to solve worldwide 

problems. 

War is a problem that has devastated the world for centuries and continues to be one of the world’s 

biggest problems. Whether people fight for power, resources or racial and religious differences, it 

seems that we are incapable of living together in harmony. The Second World War was supposed to 



  

 

be ‘the war to end all wars’ but since then many wars have been fought and continue to be fought. 

It is therefore unlikely that human nature will change and there is no indication that world peace 

will be achieved in our lifetime, if ever.   

Climate change is also starting to take a serious toll as increased temperatures have resulted in 

flooding worldwide. An important part of tackling climate change is to decrease the amount of 

greenhouse gases, but as yet no real progress has been made. Individually we are not prepared to 

give up using our cars, or to use less electricity or gas. We are also unwilling to pay the extra costs 

or suffer the inconvenience of renewable energy. Nations are also unwilling to slow their 

development. While there have been numerous conferences and meetings to talk about tackling 

climate change, very little has really been achieved. 

 

55. Some people think university professors should spend more time doing research while others 

think they should spend more time educating students. What is your view? 

(121118CNW2=110115NAW2) 

Some people are critical of professors who spend more time on their research than with their students. 

They suggest that students are being neglected by the professors who are supposed to be educating 

them. However, this view is far too simplistic because it ignores how students can benefit from the 

research of their professors.  Therefore, I feel that professors should spend more time doing research, 

because it benefits the students, as well as the world in general.   

First of all, the research could have great importance in the real world and could one day lead to real 

breakthroughs, like a cure for cancer or a solution to global warming. This research could make a 

difference to millions worldwide. It, therefore, seems fair that a professor should spend more time 

doing research than giving lectures to students. 

In addition, if a professor’s research was successful it could benefit the university and the students 

in two ways. First, the university would be able to receive grants and funding to continue with further 

research. This money would help the university improve their research facilities, which would 

benefit the students who use these facilities. Secondly, recognition of the research would improve 

the reputation and standing of the university, which is something that would also benefit the students 

who studied there by association. 



  

 

 

56. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Patience is usually not a good strategy. 

We should take action now rather than later. (121208CNW2=110827NAW2) 

Growing up, we learn that patience is a virtue, believing that good eventually comes to those who 

wait. However, society values instant and automatic.  Fortune favors the bold, the decisive, and the 

risk-takers. So is patience still a valuable quality that we should learn and cherish? Absolutely. 

Patience can still serve us in our personal lives, the business sector, and the sports world. It is reason 

in the midst of chaos. 

Our personal lives present us with all kinds of exciting possibilities that require patience. Being 

patient can allow us to think more carefully before deciding what we need, or what suits us. It can 

help us in small ways, like avoiding an impulse purchase or staying calm while waiting in lines.  

Patience can also save us from our own bad decisions, like getting married before thinking it through. 

There is nothing wrong with being spontaneous as long as we don’t become rash. 

 

Finally, patience can also be a powerful mental tool in sports. It’s an effective strategy when 

confronting a tough opponent. In football, for example, often the offensively aggressive team does 

not win.  The team who has built a solid defense and patiently waits for the perfect counterstrike 

opportunity prevails. A popular tee shirt reads, “Offense wins games, but defense wins 

championships.” 

In a modern society that values instant and automatic, patience has a place.  It is virtuous; it guides 

you to take the right action in the right moment. Use it to weigh important decisions in your personal 

life. Make prudent business and investment decisions and save money. Win championships! 

57. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Colleges or Universities should offer 

more courses to prepare students for the future before they start working. (100924NA) 

I wholeheartedly agree with the statement because I believe universities and colleges do not 

adequately prepare students for the world of work. University courses only prepare students by 

teaching them about their chosen degree subject. This provides students with the qualifications 



  

 

needed for the future, but does not prepare them in other important areas such as making career 

choices, job applications and other skills they might need in the workplace. 

Universities should offer more courses that allow students to explore what kinds of jobs they are 

best suited to in terms of their skills and personality. They should also provide more information 

about what jobs are related to their degree. It is because of this lack of preparation that students 

either graduate with no idea of what kind of job they would like to do, or end up doing a job that 

they actually have no interest in. 

It is also important to provide students with information on job hunting including applications and 

interviews, but also salary negotiation. Many students graduate unaware of the best methods of 

searching for a job or how to negotiate an appropriate salary. There should therefore be courses that 

inform students about this and offer advice that will help to single them out from the other applicants, 

as well as ensure that they obtain a fare wage from their employer. 

University courses should also make students more aware of the importance of transferable skills in 

the workplace and help them to build on them. This includes skills like teamwork, networking and 

time management. While the university does prepare students to some extent with these skills, it 

does not prepare them for the different emphasis that is placed on them in the workplace. For 

example, while courses may occasionally utilise teamwork skills for group activities in class, it does 

not prepare students for the daily necessity of working with and obtaining information from your 

colleagues in order to complete a task. 

Therefore, universities should provide students with more career direction before they leave 

university to ensure students are happy in their chosen career. It should also equip them with the 

skills they will need to do the job in order to decrease the stress of making the transition from full 

time education to working life. 

58. Should the government support artists or should artists support themselves?(121116NAW2) 

The government should support artists who contribute their skills and talents to improve their 

community.  In my view, art is a necessity for a better quality of life.  So, if the government supports 

artists whose works promote a better quality of life, then our environments will be more beautiful, 

people will be happier, and we don’t have to worry about “starving artists”. 

First of all, let’s take a look at our environments. If we look outside, we can see so much beauty that 

accompanies nature. Skilled artists have built sculptures, painted pictures, and drawings that signify 

the advancements of civilization, and tell a rich story of a culture’s history. These artifacts will 

become an invaluable part of the history that will be passed down to generations later. Thus, the 

beauty that is built today will be honored tomorrow. It’s not just the beauty; it’s how we feel when 

we look at beauty. The good thing about art is that beauty is in the eye of the beholder. 

Second, people seem to be generally happier when they are able to visualize the things in their 

environment. Having something pretty to look at generally aids in improving the overall happiness 

level. For example, if someone is depressed, being able to see a lovely painting or drawing will 

instantly give them a better feeling, and sometimes a sense of hope. The government should be able 

to support artists who work to make their environment more comfortable and creative. Third, an 

even more important reason for the government to support artists is because we have too many 

“starving artists” who are extremely talented, but who can’t find regular day jobs like other 

professions. Therefore, their income is often very sporadic, and unpredictable, so it’s really difficult 

to budget and make a decent living. The word “starving artists” evokes images of artists who are 



  

 

“dying.” However, what’s really happening is that “art itself” is slowly dying. Therefore, 

governments can save art and the artists with support that stimulates the environment and the 

economy. 

Finally, imagine a world without art. That would be a world with no beauty, and no happiness. That 

would be a world starving for art. Therefore, to keep our environments beautiful, whether inside or 

outside, on the floor, wall, or ceiling, it’s imperative that government provide some much needed 

support for artists who often labor long for little pay. To enable artists to share their gifts and talents 

and to contribute to the betterment of the community, government support of artists should ensure 

that we never have to live in a dull, colorless, and shapeless world. 

59. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Teaching is harder than it was in the 

past.(121207NA) 

I agree that teaching is harder now than it was in the past. There are multiple viewpoints and cultures 

that have to be considered, it’s harder to keep the attention of contemporary students, and some 

schools do not have enough money to properly teach certain things. 

Topics that were discussed in school used to be more straightforward. Whoever was doing the 

teaching would take the point of view of their own culture (and the culture of his or her students). 

For instance, American schools used to teach that the explorers who discovered America, like 

Christopher Columbus, were brave and admirable. American schoolchildren were made to feel 

simply good about themselves and their country’s history. That must have been easy to teach! But 

these days, we are so much more sensitive to the stories of other cultures. Teachers have to consider 

the feelings of the native people that the explorers mistreated and killed, to begin with. With any 

historical lesson, it is now normal for teachers to sympathize with the oppressed, the women, and 

the people that for centuries had no voice. And the beliefs of other cultures and countries are 

explored just as much as the customs of one’s own country. This is a good thing, certainly! But it is 

more complicated and takes a lot more time to teach. 

It is also harder to keep the attention of students these days, with so much technology everywhere. 

In class, they can sneak peeks at their cell phones and text their friends. If they are college students 

in a lecture hall where laptops are allowed, they might be playing games on their computer rather 

than taking notes. Students doing their homework on their computer can find the internet to be a 

distraction. 

But technology can also be a problem if there isn’t enough of it. The world has come so far in the 

world of science that a school can greatly suffer if it doesn’t have the proper equipment. What if a 

biology class can’t afford microscopes? What if a video editing class can’t afford the latest editing 

programs? It can be difficult to keep up and that must make teaching harder. 

Teaching is more difficult today than it was in the past because things are more complicated. Many 

different viewpoints must be taught, technology can distract students, and yet a lack of proper 

technology in the classroom can disadvantage students.  

60. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? An effective leader should try to make 

others feel that they are part of the decision making process. (130112CNW2) 

We face many difficult challenges in our world today. An effective leader understands that the best 

approach to solving problems is through collaboration and cooperation. Therefore, she engages 



  

 

others and makes them feel that they are part of the decision-making process. Including others in 

decision making gains cooperation, develops better contributors, and finds the best solutions. 

When a leader seeks the input of those affected by the decision, it gets everyone to take ownership 

of it. If they invest their time and effort into a conclusion, they will accept and believe in it. If it is a 

policy decision, they will be more likely to cooperate with it than to complain about it. If the decision 

solves a problem, they will try harder to make it work if they were part of reaching it. A good leader 

knows that when group members feel valued they become better contributors to the decision-making 

process. Recognition is a basic human need; people gain confidence when they believe their opinions 

matter. It benefits the whole when confident people freely present their ideas and input. Members 

who feel valued will work harder for the good of the whole, so a good leader demonstrates 

appreciation for all ideas and viewpoints. 

Embracing a wide variety of perspectives is vital to finding the best answers. Leaders know it is 

better to have the opinions and ideas of many people than of a single person. People think more 

creatively in an atmosphere of open exchange; each idea sparks another, creating imaginative 

solutions that one could never arrive at alone. Leaders also encourage critical thinking when they 

invite opposing points of view into the decision-making process. A true leader creates value by 

bringing together many perspectives. 

Making others stakeholders in decision making, attaching importance to the input of others, and 

considering diverse opinions are essential to effective leadership. The world needs good leaders who 

value collaboration and cooperation. We change the world when we work together. 

61. In times of an economic crisis, in which area should the government reduce its spending? 1.  

Education 2. Health Care3.support for the unemployed. (130202NA)  请注意：本题与  

140118CNW2/130511NAW2 问题一样，但选项不同！ 

I think that during an economic crisis, the government should reduce its spending on health care. It’s 

a tough choice, but I think cutting back on health care would cause the least damage compared to 

the other options. Many people still have the option of receiving health care through their jobs, 

education and support for the unemployed would crumble without government assistance, and 

cutting back on health care would have the least dramatic effect at the start. 

Although there is health care through the government, many people are still able to receive health 

care from their employer. Therefore, cutting back on health care in some areas wouldn’t cause an 

immediate disaster. Those who have the option to get health care at their jobs could switch and begin 

doing that. People in more dire situations, meanwhile, could continue to receive assistance through 

the government. It wouldn’t be ideal, but it would be manageable for most of the population. And it 

would reduce government spending, because they would be providing health care to less people than 

they were before. 

It would be different if the government reduced spending on education or support for the 

unemployed. Those are two areas that are highly regulated and funded by the government. If all 

public schools suddenly provided a cheaper education, all that would happen is the kids would suffer. 

It’s not realistic that they would all move to private schools, paying out of their own pocket. Many 

people can’t afford that. And government assistance is the main thing that helps the unemployed 

stay on their feet. The alternatives for them are terrible. They would have to beg, steal, or starve 

otherwise. Support from the government is absolutely vital for them. 



  

 

Finally, reducing spending on health care would not have immediate, drastic effects like the other 

choices would. If you cut funding for schools, within weeks there would probably be more junk 

food in the cafeterias and fewer music classes and plans to lay-off some teachers. The orders for 

newer computers would be cancelled, and so on. And unemployed people would immediately go 

into panic mode, not knowing how they were going to pay their next bill or get enough food for the 

next month. But if people can either keep their government healthcare if that’s all they have or switch 

to their healthcare at their job, nothing is really disrupted there. Paperwork gets shuffled but the day-

to-day stays the same. 

That is why I think the government should reduce spending on healthcare in an economic crisis. The 

field is open enough that many people can still receive non-government healthcare through work, 

education and unemployment support are very dependent upon the government, and reduced 

healthcare would not have immediate negative effects. 

62. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? In order to attract good students, a 

university should spend a lot of money funding social activities. (130223NA)  

I disagree with this. The high quality of classes, professors, and lessons should be the focus for 

attracting good students to universities. It’s rare that students choose colleges based on social 

activities. Also, university clubs and other social organizations usually do their own separate 

fundraising anyway. 

When good students are researching colleges, they certainly want to know that the classes are high 

quality. These are kids who have studied hard and excelled throughout high school. They like 

learning. They want to know that for the next four years, they will continue to learn and be excited 

and challenged by their teachers. For the majority of college-bound students, this is their priority. 

Therefore, assuring them that they will get an excellent education is the best way to attract them. 

Also, I don’t think many students are thinking about a college’s social activities when they are 

choosing which school to attend. Once they get to college, sure, they can delve into clubs and such. 

But students are so stressed out about everything else when they are first applying, like whether 

they’ll live in the dorms or how much tuition costs. I don’t believe campus social activities are at 

the forefront of their thoughts. Is it really that big of a deal if the dances have a live band instead of 

a local DJ? Or if there are five different environmental clubs? These things are secondary. Throwing 

money at them won’t necessarily bring in good students. 

Finally, it seems irresponsible for a college to spend a lot of money funding social activities when 

typically campus clubs and organizations do their own fundraising. Bake sales and car washes and 

other fundraising activities have worked well enough so far! The university itself should stick to 

official business, like paying professors and staff members. It would be a shame if their salaries got 

cut because some of the college’s funds were re-routed to pay for social activities. It would just harm 

the school instead of helping it. 

That’s why I don’t think universities should start spending a lot of money on social activities, in 

order to attract good students. Hard-working students care the most about their education, clubs and 

activities are not their priority when choosing a college, and social activities work fine funding 

themselves anyway. 

63. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? In the busy and crowded world today, 

we should not expect people to be polite to each other.  



  

 

（130302CNW2=110212CNW2=091010NAW2）  

As a traditional virtue, politeness gets little attention nowadays. As people are becoming occupied 

by other concerns, many see polite greetings as more dispensable than ever before. However, I 

maintain that politeness is not outdated and that we should always be polite to others. 

People are paying less attention to polite greetings than in the past for various reasons. Along with 

changing social and political attitudes, people are becoming busier; in these circumstances, good 

manners sometimes seem like a waste of time. Traditionally, Chinese people considered it friendly 

to talk while eating and to keep shaking hands for a long time when greeting. Although these 

behaviors still make individuals appear more hospitable, recently these conventions have been 

ignored because they take a long time to observe. In order to save time and energy, people have 

dispensed with several good but time-consuming manners. 

Although one could argue that certain boring and intricate greetings should be abandoned, basic 

politeness is not outdated. For instance, when we meet strangers at work or school, shaking hands 

for a long time wastes precious time; however, a simple and cheery hello is necessary to express 

friendship. Similarly, talking while eating sometimes prohibits people from concentrating; a simple 

gift may be equally effective at communicating the same message. 

Furthermore, politeness is beneficial in many ways. Being polite is conducive to developing intimate 

friendships. A warm greeting upon meeting a friend, a heartfelt apology upon doing something 

wrong, and an expression of thanks when others offer help are all gestures that promote friendship. 

Conversely, receiving polite treatment from others brings a merry heart. An important aspect of the 

modern world is cooperation; politeness and cooperation are inseparable. 

In summary, although certain boring and complicated greetings have become outdated and should 

be abandoned, politeness has not become irrelevant and offers numerous advantages. 

64 Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? We should state our honest opinions even 

though other people may disagree with them. (130302NA)  

I agree that it is a good thing to state our honest opinions, even though others may disagree with us. 

You’re never going to please everyone, so you might as well say what you truly feel. Sometimes 

when you speak your mind, you find that you set off a chain reaction of others standing up and 

supporting you. Finally, hiding your true voice can cause deep personal frustration and unhappiness. 

No matter what, you’re never going to please everyone with what you say. Even if you try to be 

blandly pleasant and non-offensive all the time, someone is going to disagree with you. It’s just 

human nature. Our opinions and personalities are so varied and complex. You say you think the 

weather is nice today? Someone will respond that it’s too cold. You think cats are cute? Ew! 

Someone thinks they are bratty and mean animals! If there is always going to be disagreement no 

matter what, you might as well say what you truly think. You’ll feel better. Don’t worry about 

offending people; it’s unavoidable! Go ahead and say you think your town’s mayor is out-of-touch, 

if you think it. Or that personalized license plates are tacky or that the latest hit pop song is annoying, 

or whatever! Speak your mind. 

Also, the positive aspect of this is that sometimes, when you speak up about something, others will 

be inspired to do the same. They could have just been too shy or scared before. For example, a parent 

could write an open letter to the local newspaper, saying that the speed limit is way too fast near a 

popular park where lots of kids play. Maybe a lot of other parents had thought the same thing and 



  

 

worried about their children’s safety, but had never said anything because they didn’t want to start 

trouble. Encouraged by the open letter, they could then write their own letters of support and work 

to eventually get the speed limit lowered. The key was that first parent speaking his or her mind, 

making others feels safe to do so too. 

Not speaking honestly is also just bad for the soul. People can begin to feel depressed and frustrated 

if they censor themselves and don’t speak their minds. They feel as if their voice doesn’t matter, so 

they must not matter either. They shouldn’t hide their own thoughts and opinions. Yes, it is important 

for people to be honest and speak their minds, regardless of what others think. You can’t please 

everyone anyway, you could inspire others to speak out as well, and hiding your thoughts is 

unhealthy and damaging. 

65. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Teachers were more appreciated and 

valued by the society in the past than they are now. (130406NA)  

I agree that teachers are not as appreciated by society today as they used to be. Parents are not as 

respectful toward them, class sizes are larger and more unruly than ever, and the desire that schools 

have for higher test scores makes personal lesson plans not that important. 

[s-keygen-answer-20110108] 

It used to be that when a parent got a note from their child’s teacher or talked with a teacher during 

a conference, they listened very closely to what was said and respected it. Even if the news about 

the child was negative, the parents would take it in stride. They would then relay that information to 

their child, like it was the word of a judge. “Mrs. Carter says that you’ve been disrupting your math 

class a lot. Do you want to explain yourself?” “Mr. Brandt told me about you trying to cheat on your 

history exam. You’re grounded for the next three weeks.” But now, it seems, parents spoil their 

children so much that they often can’t bear to hear anything bad about their precious little angels. 

Rather, they’ll get angry with the teacher and demand some sort of punishment for him or her. It’s 

ridiculous, because teachers are just trying to do what’s best for everyone involved. But they get 

lashed out at. 

It’s well known that teachers don’t make that much money for how much work they do. But the day-

to-day situation is just getting worse, because average class sizes are continuing to increase. That 

means teachers are still making a small amount of money, but they’re dealing with more kids, more 

headaches, and more conflicts every single day. 

Finally, teachers used to be able to mold their lesson plans more closely to their own passions about 

certain subjects. If an English teacher loved the works of John Steinbeck, maybe she could have her 

students read two of Steinbeck’s novels and then write an essay comparing them. It would make the 

kids learn and the teacher would have a genuinely good time reading the essays. While stuff like 

that can still happen sometimes, more and more it seems that teachers are at the mercy of 

standardized tests. Schools become extremely concerned about how well their students are going to 

score on nationwide tests, so they strongly emphasize that teachers focus on subjects the test will 

cover. Suddenly that English teacher can’t teach Steinbeck. She has to focus on whatever the school 

wants her to. 

That’s why I think teachers are not valued as much as they used to be. Parents don’t respect them 

nearly as much, class sizes keep increasing despite low pay, and standardized tests make lesson plans 

lose their fun. 



  

 

66 Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Workers would be much happier if they 

are doing different types of tasks during their workday than doing the same task. (130412NA)  

同意好写 

1. The worker will get bored easily if he keeps doing the same type of task for a long time. This 

will further create risk of making mistakes or even physical injuries if the person keeps the same 

body gesture for a long time. 

2. By contrast, doing different types of tasks makes the work more enjoyable. For example, after 

a period of physical task the person can do some mental task. 

3. By doing a variety of tasks a person can develop skills in different areas. This can help the 

person with his or her career development because the worker has more skills to apply for a greater 

range of jobs. 

4. By doing a variety of tasks a person can also meet different people and develop a large network 

of friends. These friends can often provide valuable help not only in the worker’s life but also career. 

67. Some people say that students should study many lessons during a semester, but others say that it is 

better for students to just take three or four lessons. Which do you think is better? (130517NA)  

I think it is better to take a small number of lessons or courses during a semester. The amount you have 

to read for homework will remain manageable, you will have gaps during the day to study or even  

sleep, and you will avoid feeling burnt-out toward the end of the semester. 

Few things during college are more frustrating than that moment when you fall behind on your reading 

homework. Typically, it happens when you are taking a large number of courses. You have chapter eight 

of your chemistry book to read, the entire first half of a novel for literature, and so on, and they’re all due 

tomorrow. There are a limited number of hours in the day and something HAS to be skipped! Then you 

sit in history class, not having done the reading homework, silently hoping that your teacher doesn’t call 

on you. You feel like a failure. The other students around you seem so responsible and knowledgeable, 

answering the questions easily. What you must remember is that you’re not stupid. You’re overworking 

yourself! You didn’t do the history reading because you were doing a half dozen other readings for other 

classes. This misery can be avoided by just taking a more manageable course  

load to begin with. Then you can keep up with ALL the readings and feel satisfied, not upset. 

Additionally, when students take a large number of courses during a semester, their school day tends to 

be pretty busy. They can find themselves literally running from one class to the next, with not even 

enough time to grab a snack. Then they come home at night, exhausted, with still tons of homework to 

do. The wonderful benefit of taking a small number of classes is that you get free gaps of time in the 

middle of the day. Sometimes you can have a good three or four hours between classes. You can eat, 

study, even take a nap at the library if you really need to! It balances your day wonderfully. Once again,  

everything is made manageable. 

Finally, with a smaller number of classes, you are less likely to feel burnt-out at the end of the semester. 

Final exams can count for a very large percentage of your total grade. You really can’t do poorly on them. 

But if you’re juggling several classes, studying frantically, it is harder to guarantee that you’re going to 

do well. Even if you’ve been doing decently for most of the semester, finals are where many overly-busy 

students crash and burn. They simply reach the end of their rope, staying up all night and still feeling like 

they’re accomplishing nothing. It’s a mess. By only taking three or four courses, you  

can avoid this. 

That’s  why  think  that  taking  small  number  of  courses  is  the  wise  thing  to  do.  Your  
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homework is light enough and still manageable, you have gaps during the day to study and relax, and  

you will not feel overworked and frantic at the end of the semester. 

68. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The most important things people learn 

are from their families. (130531NA)  

Opinions vary widely from person to person, or at different stages of life for any individual, 

whenever it comes to the topic of what are the most important things and how to gain them.  There 

might be too many things for anyone to acquire and cherish in a single lifetime, but to me, what I 

hold most essential is one’s capacity to love and to shoulder responsibilities. These two qualities are 

initially shaped and later influenced to a large extent by one’s families. 

It is true that we gain an abundance of skills and knowledge at school or outside the family setting 

as we grow older, but the ability for us to love, not merely ourselves but our family members, friends, 

strangers or even our enemies, originates in our families. If we grow up in a loving environment, 

seeing how our parents live out, rather than simply talk about, their love and care for each other, for 

their parents, siblings, neighbors, community members on a daily basis, we would find it natural to 

do the same as adults. Being considerate and empathic may lead us into a richer life with greater 

humanity and commitment in a modern mechanized society. 

Then there is responsibility. Being responsible is a highly desirable personality in today’s fast 

moving and increasingly complex world. Everyone prefers to be friends with, to do business with, 

or to marry someone who is responsible. The sense of responsibility, however, is not something that 

can be taught. It is, in my opinion, like a family tradition that is passed down from an older 

generation to the next. When we were still young, we observed our parents or elder brothers and 

sisters dealing with people and situations in responsible ways and we learned to do the same until it 

becomes our habit. 

That being said, I do not mean that we learn nothing or little out of the family; what I am saying is 

that though we benefit greatly from different learning, it is our families that turn us into both loving 

and responsible individuals. 

69. Some students prefer to have their final grades determined by numerous small assignments, 

whereas others prefer to have their final grades determined by only a few large assignments. Which 

do you prefer and why? (130608NA) 

I prefer to have my final grade determined by numerous small assignments rather than one or two 

large assignments. That way, procrastination is less likely because I’m sharply focused on the 

frequent due dates. I also tend to learn more throughout the semester and each assignment is less 

stressful because they aren’t worth a huge percentage of my total grade. 

Procrastination can be a big problem for some students, myself included. When there are only a few 

large assignments in a class, there can be several weeks in a row where we aren’t required to turn in 

any work. The assumption is that we are studying or writing at home in the meantime. However, I 

know that this can sometimes lead to procrastination on my part. I take advantage of the situation 

and think I can take a few days to relax before getting to work. But more and more time goes by and 

suddenly I am scrambling to complete the assignment before the due date.  



  

 

Turning in smaller assignments more frequently prevents this scenario. The structure doesn’t allow 

me to fall behind because something is always due in the near future. 

These frequent assignments also assure that we students are learning more throughout the semester. 

For example, if each small assignment covers one chapter from the textbook, then my classmates 

and I will read each assigned chapter because we must. A test or new assignment is always around 

the corner to check our work. But such specific studying isn’t really necessary if we don’t even turn 

anything in until midway through the semester. Certain chapters might get skimmed or even skipped 

out of perceived unimportance. Maybe we save time, but we are receiving less information overall, 

which isn’t good. 

Finally, having only a few large assignments can be tremendously stressful. I’m always well aware 

that doing poorly on an essay could result in me failing the entire class if the essay is worth a large 

percentage of my overall grade. This can have a nearly paralyzing effect on my work because the 

pressure is just too much. Nothing I do seems good enough when the assignment is that important. 

Having several smaller assignments is much more pleasant because I know it isn’t the end of the 

world if something goes wrong with one of them. My grade won’t be affected too terribly. I’m then 

more confident and at ease in my work. 

That is why I much prefer having my grade determined by several small assignments instead of a 

few large assignments. I’m not allowed to procrastinate, I engage more with the subject matter over 

the course of the semester, and I’m not overwhelmed with stress because of massively important 

assignments. 

70. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The most important goal of education is 

to teach people how to educate themselves.（130614NA）  

There is no issue more important than education. Each parent or teacher wants to produce the 

smartest student. But what is the standard of a good education? By answering this question we 

should first of all look at the ultimate purpose of education. Most people would agree that the passing 

of knowledge is the main goal of education. Indeed this is important but what’s more important is 

the ability to get this knowledge on one’s own, even without teachers, i.e. to educate oneself. 

Learning is a life-long process. A person starts learning the moment he is born, and we continue to 

learn even when we are old. So we are learning every minute, and everywhere. But teachers cannot 

be with you all the time. You have to learn how to learn by yourself when no teacher is available. If 

you possess this self-learning ability, then you have the freedom to learn what you like, anywhere, 

anytime. I think you will feel more powerful and life will be more fun if you have this freedom of 

knowledge. Apparently, school education should equip students with this power – the skill of self-

learning. 

Secondly, the development of modern technologies in education means that anyone can be a teacher 

for himself or herself. With abundant information on the Internet, it is not necessary to go to the 

classroom and read those boring textbooks. However, there is a problem here. If there is too much 

information, then sometimes people get confused. They get lost in a sea of information and do not 

know where to start. Therefore school education should take this into consideration and start 

teaching students how to design their own learning plans and how to make the best use of modern 

technologies to learn, such as iphone and ipad. Students equipped with this skill will no doubt have 

a much better chance to become competitive individuals in this society. 



  

 

Finally, learning is a highly individualized process. Each person has his or her own way of learning, 

and there is nothing right or wrong about it. But the most important thing is to find the most suitable 

way to learn, a way that can realize one’s own potential, or weakness, and sometimes it is difficult 

to achieve this in a traditional classroom where many students are being taught the same knowledge 

in the same way. I think the best education should be to teach students how to realize their own 

potentials and let the students choose their own learning path. In this way, each student becomes the 

best teacher so the learning progress will be much faster. 

As Confusius once said “Give a person a fish, and you feed him for one day. Teach him how to fish, 

and you feed him for a life time”. Indeed, the most important goal of education is not to stuff 

knowledge into students’ head, but to teach them how to make the best use of their brain to get the 

most useful knowledge. This will benefit their whole life. 

71. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? It is as important for older people to 

study or learn new things as it is for younger people. (130622NA) 

For old people, survival in today’s constantly changing world seems to be a challenge; to study new 

things would be an overwhelming burden, a great source of stress and anxiety.  Yet it is essential for 

the old to keep learning new things, just as the younger ones do, to keep their heads well above the 

water.  It is something they cannot do without. 

First, the simple job of exploring and discovery may bring joy and fun into people’s life, despite age. 

We as human beings are inherently inquisitive, always curious about unfamiliar things around us. In 

seeking answers to the unknown, our curiosity is satisfied and our intellectual mind stimulated. This 

makes our life more exciting and fun, which the old needs no less than the young. That is why many 

people, when they get old, begin to learn a new skill such as painting, or playing a musical instrument. 

In doing so they have made their life more varied, more challenging and thus more interesting and 

fun. 

Apart from being fun, it is also a must that the old people should constantly learn new things because 

otherwise they will be marginalized by the world they live in. It is not uncommon to hear older 

people complain about their loss of contact with the world of their children, about failing to 

understand what today’s young people are doing. In the cross-generation communication, it requires 

efforts on the part of both sides to make the move. Younger people need to be more patient and 

understanding to keep the old company while older people need to be more receptive to new ideas, 

notions and practices. By learning how to use twitter, facebook, or wechat, for instance, and the 

amazing things they can achieve with the newly acquired skills, the old may get to know better what 

the young are doing, and thus feel more connected to the world beyond their immediate circle. 

For old people, who have seen and gone through many episodes of life, it is not undesirable to have 

a thought of rest, pausing “to smell the rose”.  However, ceasing to move onto new things does not 

necessarily bring about the long-expected peace in mind; rather, it may deprive them of the simple 

joy of exploring and discovery, and it may make themselves feel like strangers in such a rapidly 

changing world. 

72. When choosing a place for living, which factor is the most important one for you? 1. Living in 

an area not expensive, 2. Living close to relatives 3. Living in an area with many shops and 

restaurants. (130713NA)  



  

 

For me, the most important factor when choosing a place to live is that the area contains many shops 

and restaurants. I like to meet different people during my everyday routine, which isn’t easy to do if 

you live somewhere isolated. I also like to see new products and feel like I’m connected to the 

current culture. Finally, I want to be able to show any guests a good time when they visit my 

neighborhood.  

It’s enjoyable for me to be able to meet many different people during the day. I don’t want to make 

my coffee in my kitchen; I want to go to a coffee shop down the street and say good morning to the 

friendly people that work there. I want to stop by a bookstore after work and chat with the owner or 

fellow customers about what books they’ve been reading lately. Even walking down the sidewalk 

in a busy part of town can provide some fascinating interactions. That’s why living in such a 

neighborhood is important to me. I’m sociable and wouldn’t be able to thrive in an empty 

neighborhood without much going on.  

Connected to this, I like to be aware of all the newest products and items available out in the world. 

It’s quite exciting to be able to walk down my own block and see the latest fashions in store windows. 

I don’t like feeling like I’m out of the cultural loop, so living in a solely residential neighborhood 

just wouldn’t work.  

When friends and relatives come to stay with me, I also like to show them a good time. My best 

friend and I will shop for shoes. I’ll take my dad out to try to find the spiciest restaurant we can. I 

love providing them with fun options for their visit, instead of having no clue what to do. Living in 

an area full of shops and restaurants makes this very easy.  

That’s why I always prioritize finding a place to live that is surrounded by shops and restaurants. I 

love daily encounters with several different people, which happen at such places of business. I make 

a definite attempt to stay updated on current products and culture. And finally, I want my guests to 

have an exciting and fun time when they visit.  

73. If your teacher says something incorrect in a class, what will you do? 1. Interrupt your teacher 

right away 2. Keep silent 3. Correct your teacher after class( 130726NA) 

If my teacher says something incorrect during class, I think it is best to correct the teacher after class. 

To begin with, I wouldn’t want to embarrass my teacher in front of the other students. I also wouldn’t 

want the other students to potentially doubt my teacher’s credibility, when the incorrect remark was 

probably just a small mistake. At the same time, it’s important to ensure the teacher is aware of their 

mistake and is able to remedy it. 

It is unnecessary and slightly rude to interrupt your teacher during class if he or she says something 

incorrect. They could become embarrassed and flustered at being corrected in such a public setting. 

Even if my intentions were good, teachers are only human. They have egos. They could even be 

angry with me because it seemed like I was undermining their authority as an educator. 

There is also the chance that some of the other students could start to get a skeptical view of the 

teacher’s abilities if the mistake was blatantly pointed out. Even if it was just a small mistake, like 

saying a king was born five years earlier than he really was, different people’s perceptions can vary 

wildly about such errors. A couple students could repeat the incident to their friends, saying that the 

teacher doesn’t seem to know much about his or her own subject. Gossip and unfair reputations can 

sometimes begin in such ways and I wouldn’t want that. 



  

 

However, it is still important that the teacher is made aware of his or her mistake so that they don’t 

continue teaching it to more students. Nicely mentioning it to them after class is the best option. My 

tone will immediately seem more friendly and conversational rather than confrontational, hopefully 

making the teacher more receptive. All he or she would have to do is discreetly change that small 

part of the lecture for the next class and the problem would be solved, to everyone’s benefit. 

That’s why I believe that privately correcting a teacher after class when they make a mistake is the 

best choice. They are not publicly embarrassed, other students aren’t made aware of the mistake, 

and the teacher is still able to remedy the error for future classes. 

74. It is necessary for high school students to do household work after school because this can give 

them a sense of responsibility. (130913NA)  

In the past in many countries, children were valuable workers. For example, they helped in the family 

business in order to bring in money. Just a couple of generations later, attitudes have changed. Now 

children are hardly expected to work at all. Modern children often don’t even do chores. This is sad 

because I think that they are missing something if they don’t help out at home. Sharing in household 

tasks benefits children of all ages. 

First of all, household tasks build skills. Very young children learn motor skills and classification 

skills when they pick up their toys and put them away. Talking about how to do things helps them 

learn to analyze situations. Older children learn skills they’ll need as an adult. Cleaning and cooking 

may seem dull, but knowing how to do them well makes life a lot easier. How many young adults 

leave for college unable to do their own laundry or cook anything besides a frozen microwave dinner? 

It’s amazingly common. 

When everyone in a family helps out, the family is happier. Nowadays it’s common for both parents 

to work. When they come home, they have more work to do. Life is stressful and there’s no time for 

fun. By sharing household tasks, everyone gains. Children can help their parents with simple tasks 

such as picking up their own rooms, putting away their own laundry, starting dinner occasionally, 

or taking care of younger siblings. Then the family can relax together, and parent won’t feel like 

servants to their “couch potato” offspring. 

The most important thing children learn from helping with household tasks is responsibility. 

Handling everyday tasks teaches organization and time management skills. Children learn that 

chores have to be completed before they can play, or before they get their allowances. Children who 

understand that effort pays off will be more successful later in life. 

Kids should not work all the time. A happy life needs balance. But if they can successfully handle 

tasks at home, they will handle life better too. They will know the satisfaction of doing a good job, 

be involved in family life, and become more confident and responsible adults. 

75  Some people say that we should use clean energy to protect the environment, but others say that 

we should use traditional energy sources such as coal and oil because they are less expensive.  

What is your opinion? (130927NA) 

In my opinion, traditional sources of energy such as coal and oil should be replaced by cleaner and 

more sustainable energy sources such as wind and solar power.  Clean energy may appear more 

costly in the beginning, but when one considers the dangers and safety issues for coal and oil workers, 



  

 

potential loss of life, and the limited supply of coal and oil, it’s clear that a cleaner, more 

environmentally friendly source of energy should allow for continued enjoyment of our outdoor 

environment. 

Although our society has been mining for coal, drilling for oil and natural gas, there are considerable 

hazards and safety issues.  Since mining is done thousands of feet and even a couple of miles beneath 

the surface, strong, dependable, and safe equipment is required to protect the workers.  Another 

point to consider is that workers are largely confined in small sections with limited light and air. A 

few years ago, an unfortunate incident happened in South America in the country of Chile and is a 

prime example of just how dangerous this type of work can be. Almost three dozen miners were 

trapped beneath a collapsed portion of the mine. Together they worked as a team to conserve food, 

keep clean, calm, and hydrated until they were miraculously rescued about two months later. 

The potential loss of life must be factored into the equation when we consider whether the benefits 

of continued use of traditional energy sources are worth the risks to workers.  The loss of even one 

worker is devastating to the employer, co-workers, families and friends. It is not just the loss of a 

worker.  It’s the loss of a husband, father, brother, uncle, or friend.  Therefore, if using clean energy 

sources is substantially safer, sustainable, and better for the environment, then the choice is clear. 

While there seems to be an endless supply of fossil fuels such as coal and oil, it has taken perhaps 

thousands or millions of years to form.  One day society will have to deal with dwindling supplies 

of traditional energy sources because they are irreplaceable.  So, it would be in society’s best interest 

to begin using clean energy, a viable and sustainable energy alternative. 

In conclusion, I maintain my opinion that regardless of the cost savings of using traditional energy 

sources such as coal and oil, the dangerous, unsafe, and unhealthy work environments, and the loss 

of lives does not justify relying solely on these sources.  We should begin a gradual transformation 

from our huge reliance on coal and oil to clean energy. 

76 Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Society benefits more from works of 

great artist than from political leaders. (130928NA)  

 I agree with the notion that society benefits more from the work of great artists than from political 

leaders. Art can be so pure and immediate, whereas political leaders can take months or even years 

to make decisions. Artists can capture small and beautiful moments of humanity, with no real agenda, 

whereas politicians naturally have an agenda and can have their true feelings stifled by trying to 

please their voters. Political leaders can also cause a great deal of harm to society at times, whereas 

artists rarely do. 

It is very easy for society to benefit from art. There are thousands and thousands of paintings, films, 

books, and other artistic creations freely available to people at any given time. These artworks can 

inspire, delight, shock, and inform people about the world with a certain immediacy and intimacy. 

They can aid people in discerning what qualities in life they value the most. It may sound simplistic, 

but many people really do grow and better themselves through exposure to art.  

Politicians, on the other hand, can be extremely slow to act. Certain laws can be beneficial to society, 

of course. But it can take months or years to enact laws, with a large amount of voting and bickering 

along the way. A person could experience countless pieces of art before a political leader did 

something that directly affected them. 

Art also does not require a political agenda. Some of the most stirring artworks are ones that simply 

study characters or show snippets of human life, allowing us to feel whatever we may. On the other 



  

 

side of things, politicians by nature are going to have an agenda they are trying to push. Furthermore, 

the things they tell the public can be untrue or simply insincere attempts to win votes. It can be 

disheartening to hear a political leader give a speech on something you are passionate about, such 

as the environment or healthcare, and realize the politician only seems to suddenly care about this 

topic because there is an election coming up. Politicians seem to repeatedly toy with our emotions 

in this way. At least with the work of artists, we know they are saying what they mean. Our positive 

reactions are based on something solid and genuine. 

Finally, when political leaders do turn their words into actions, there can sometimes be dire 

consequences. Politicians can declare war, cut funding that helps the poor, and many other awful 

things. They can hurt society in real, substantial ways. Art, for all the influence it can have on people, 

very rarely does actual harm. 

That’s why I believe society benefits more from the work of great artists than from political leaders. 

Art is consistently available and can help people formulate their ideas about the world, unlike the 

somewhat stifled political system. Politicians can be conniving and always have an agenda to push, 

where art is more pure. And the actions of politicians can have horrible real life consequences, where 

art rarely hurts people in such a way. 

77. A high school has decided that all students must take a class in which they learn a practical skill. 

School administrators are trying to decide whether to hold a class in cooking, managing personal 

finances or auto repair. Which do you think the school should require students to take? Why? 

(131019NA)  

 I believe that the high school should require its students to learn cooking as a practical skill. Of the 

three options, cooking is the skill most likely to be used on a regular basis. It is also the simplest and 

least risky, whereas the managing of personal finances and auto repair can often require the help of 

professionals. Finally, cooking classes would be the most interactive and likely capture the attention 

of the students more than the other two subjects. 

Cooking is a practical skill that is immediately useful. High school students could literally go home 

after school and prepare dinner for their parents, based on what they learned in class. Of course, as 

the students become adults and move out on their own, the ability to cook will be even more 

appreciated in their day-to-day lives. The difference between microwaveable food, full of salt and 

preservatives, and a hearty home-cooked meal is quite noticeable. The simple fact is that human 

beings eat food every day and knowing how to cook food is endlessly beneficial. While being able 

to manage personal finances or repair an automobile are also useful skills, they aren’t necessarily 

ones that will be used frequently or consistently. Some people don’t own their own car or even have 

a driver’s license. Many students don’t have a regular income, so managing finances could seem 

like an abstract concept that they’re not ready for. But everyone can connect with the idea of being 

able to prepare a nice meal for themselves and others. 

It is also difficult to fail drastically at cooking. Yes, you can accidentally burn bread or add sugar to 

your stew instead of salt, but the negative results are still minor. At worst, you end up throwing the 

meal in the trash. The negative consequences of failing at auto repair or managing personal finances 

can be much more severe. Somebody could wire their engine incorrectly and cause it to catch fire, 

resulting in hundreds of dollars in damages. They could invest a large amount of cash in a risky 

stock, losing a lot of money in the process. Even adults often go to professionals for such matters. 

Forcing teenagers to gain a rudimentary knowledge of auto repair or personal finance might be 



  

 

frustrating and even a little risky if they get into difficult situations that they’re not equipped to 

handle. 

Cooking classes also seem that they would be the most interactive and engaging for high school 

students. Meals can be prepared in groups and then tasted by the entire class. Creating interesting 

and tasty dishes could actually be a fun activity, letting the students both compete in a friendly way 

and assist each other. Fixing cars or considering finances, on the other hand, are activities that more 

or less happen alone. While some students would surely enjoy them, others would be quite bored. 

That’s why I believe that it would be best for the high school to teach cooking as a practical skill, 

rather than auto repair or managing personal finances. Cooking is endlessly useful in daily life, it is 

the most difficult activity to botch, and the classes would likely be the most interactive and fun for 

students across the board. 

78. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The government is not doing enough to 

educate people about the importance of good nutrition and healthy eating. (131116NA) Throughout 

the world people are paying more and more attention to their health. They try to stay healthy and fit, 

so they can work and enjoy life more energetically. However, often there is a lack of knowledge 

about the right ways of achieving and maintaining a healthy life, especially in today’s world where 

there is an increasing variety of choices when it comes to food and other nutritional products. In my 

opinion the government is not doing a good job in this respect. 

Firstly, in the school education system, there is little information about the knowledge of nutrition 

or healthy diet. From elementary education to college education, students have been studying core 

subject such as maths, English or physics, which are compulsory subjects mandated by the 

government. But they have little chance to acquire knowledge that is directly related with their daily 

diet. For example, high school students may be able to memorize the periodical table of elements, 

but they are unable to tell which nutritional element can be found in which type of food. This, in a 

sense, is the fault of the educational system that the government has designed. 

Secondly, to the general public, I don’t think the government is doing a good job either. This can be 

seen in the countless advertisements about food and drugs that are present on TV, in newspaper or 

magazines. We can often find a piece of advertisement claiming how magical a type of food or drug 

is. But often this is exaggerated or even false. As a result the general public is confused about which 

food is really healthy or which nutritional products are really helpful for them. The government 

should have imposed a stronger censorship against these types of advertisement. Finally, to some 

specific groups of people in the society, the government has ignored, sometimes purposefully, their 

responsibility of educating them about healthy diet. Take cigarette smokers as an example. As far as 

the cigarette industry is concerned, the government is obviously not doing what they can to reduce 

the sales of cigarettes. I think this is because the government is not really willing to do so, as this 

would significantly reduce the revenue of the government. A responsible government should 

explicitly inform smokers that smoking is dangerous to people’s health and can lead to lung cancers 

and other fatal diseases. However, currently, what we see is only a small warning printed on cigarette 

packets. Smokers are already used to these warnings and have become insensitive to them. I think 

the government should think about new ways of educating people of the dangers of smoking. The 

best way is to ban the production and sales of cigarettes completely. I think the same argument goes 

for other groups of people who are addicted to fast foods, or sweet foods, etc. 



  

 

So in conclusion, there are many areas in which the government can do a better job in terms of 

educating students, the general public, or specific groups of citizens about healthy life styles and the 

dietary and nutritional knowledge associated with such life style. 

79 Scientist have been working to make technology easier and more human-friendly. How do you 

think has technology affected our lives? Give specific reasons and examples to support your answer. 

(131122NA) 

I agree that technology is easier to use and more human-friendly than it has ever been. As a result, 

we can access the internet at any moment and therefore perceive events in a larger, global way. Yet, 

the influx of technology in our everyday lives also tends to make us lazy, both physically and 

intellectually. Technology can also make us more disconnected from each other. 

Because we can now go on the internet when we are virtually anywhere, whether using a tablet on 

the bus or our cell phone while camping, we tend to have a broader view of the world. It’s far less 

frequent in the 21st century for someone to go out and buy a copy of their local newspaper. Instead, 

they will pull out whatever electronic device they have and read the top headlines and news stories, 

which may be taking place on an entirely different continent. Even people in the smallest, most 

isolated towns can go online easily and speak with someone thousands of miles away. They could 

even videoconference with someone while going for a walk around the block. It’s incredibly easy to 

have the world at one’s fingertips. The world feels more connected this way, like there is less 

distance between everyone. 

The negative side of having the internet and other technology so accessible is that it makes us lazy 

in many ways. A couple of decades ago, trying to remember a song lyric or bit of trivia would have 

been a fun conversation between friends. Now, more than likely, someone will just pull out their 

phone and look up the information, not even using any brain power. We used to have addresses and 

phone numbers memorized, but now our GPS and contact lists take care of the hard work for us. 

That’s to say nothing of the endless hours many people spend lounging in front of their laptops. 

When things come to us too easily, the mind and body get soft. 

Pervasive technology can also, despite connecting people on a global scale, detach us from everyday 

human interactions. When we’re always staring at our cell phones, we fail to notice the people 

walking right by us. Simple things like friendly smiles or nods of recognition become rarer. Wearing 

headphones out in public makes the isolation even more severe. A person could reasonably spend 

the day running errands, using the self-checkout machine at the grocery store and choosing the ATM 

at the bank, and not interact with a single person. The tasks may have been easy and user-friendly, 

but the lack of human contact is troubling. 

The ease of usage of contemporary technology has changed our lives in many ways. The 

pervasiveness of the internet means we now tend to think globally, rather than locally. But the large 

amount of information stored within technology also has made us intellectually lazy.  

Physically we are sluggish due to our screen addictions. Finally, daily human interactions suffer 

when we let automated machines and other devices distract us from one another. 

80 Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Schools should use computers as a tool 

of education for children aged 4 to 7. 



  

 

I agree that schools should use computers as a tool of education for children aged 4 to 7. Children 

need to become comfortable with computers because they are used so heavily in higher grade levels 

and the workplace in general. Such knowledge can become second-nature when it is learned very 

early in life. Lastly, there are numerous computer programs designed specifically to help young kids 

learn and their effects can’t quite be replicated in non-technological ways. 

Computers are already extremely common in high schools, colleges, and a great number of job 

positions. They are necessary tools for everything from writing papers to receiving correspondence 

from teachers and employers. One simply must be knowledgeable about computers to function in a 

higher education or professional setting. That’s why, even if young children don’t necessarily need 

to use computers at school yet, it’s a good idea for them to get into the habit. Otherwise, it would be 

very jarring for them to suddenly be required to use a computer on a regular basis upon reaching a 

certain grade level. 

Furthermore, children absorb information better if they learn it quite early in life. It just becomes 

commonplace to them. That’s why you’ll see little children who were raised bilingual from birth, 

speaking both languages completely fluently and with no struggle. Meanwhile, teenagers or adults 

can learn a second language, but it takes years of studying. It’s the same notion with computers. It’s 

better to have the kids start using computers in school early on and have the process become 

instinctual. The children will have to learn how to use them eventually anyway, so schools might as 

well make it easier. 

There are also interactive computer games that can aid children’s learning in engaging and unique 

ways. Some young kids don’t respond well to worksheets or even classic learning tools like 

flashcards. Their minds start to wander and they don’t care to pay much attention to the lessons 

being taught. But very few children can resist the lights, music, and exciting action of a videogame. 

Wisely, videogame developers have for years made games that discreetly teach young children 

things as they play. There are math videogames, spelling videogames, and so on. By using computers 

as a classroom tool and letting the kids play such games, teachers can perhaps reach even the most 

unenthusiastic students. 

That’s why I believe that it’s a good idea to use computers as a tool of education for children aged 4 

to 7. It’s wise to prepare young children for the fact of computers soon becoming a necessity for 

them. It’s also good that kids gain computer skills when they are young and soak up information 

like a sponge, so that it becomes second-nature. Finally, the children can play educational 

videogames on the computer and even resistant students will have fun and learn. 

81. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? To truly enjoy a vacation(holiday), 

people should leave their mobile phones at home. (131207NA)  

I agree that schools should use computers as a tool of education for children aged 4 to 7. Children 

need to become comfortable with computers because they are used so heavily in higher grade levels 

and the workplace in general. Such knowledge can become second-nature when it is learned very 

early in life. Lastly, there are numerous computer programs designed specifically to help young kids 

learn and their effects can’t quite be replicated in non-technological ways. 

Computers are already extremely common in high schools, colleges, and a great number of job 

positions. They are necessary tools for everything from writing papers to receiving correspondence 

from teachers and employers. One simply must be knowledgeable about computers to function in a 



  

 

higher education or professional setting. That’s why, even if young children don’t necessarily need 

to use computers at school yet, it’s a good idea for them to get into the habit. Otherwise, it would be 

very jarring for them to suddenly be required to use a computer on a regular basis upon reaching a 

certain grade level. 

Furthermore, children absorb information better if they learn it quite early in life. It just becomes 

commonplace to them. That’s why you’ll see little children who were raised bilingual from birth, 

speaking both languages completely fluently and with no struggle. Meanwhile, teenagers or adults 

can learn a second language, but it takes years of studying. It’s the same notion with computers. It’s 

better to have the kids start using computers in school early on and have the process become 

instinctual. The children will have to learn how to use them eventually anyway, so schools might as 

well make it easier. 

There are also interactive computer games that can aid children’s learning in engaging and unique 

ways. Some young kids don’t respond well to worksheets or even classic learning tools like 

flashcards. Their minds start to wander and they don’t care to pay much attention to the lessons 

being taught. But very few children can resist the lights, music, and exciting action of a videogame. 

Wisely, videogame developers have for years made games that discreetly teach young children 

things as they play. There are math videogames, spelling videogames, and so on. By using computers 

as a classroom tool and letting the kids play such games, teachers can perhaps reach even the most 

unenthusiastic students. 

That’s why I believe that it’s a good idea to use computers as a tool of education for children aged 4 

to 7. It’s wise to prepare young children for the fact of computers soon becoming a necessity for 

them. It’s also good that kids gain computer skills when they are young and soak up information 

like a sponge, so that it becomes second-nature. Finally, the children can play educational 

videogames on the computer and even resistant students will have fun and learn. 

82 Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? The more money people have, the more 

they should give away to charity. (131214NA) 

I agree with the idea that the more money people have, the more they should give to charity. 

People usually require the help of others to become wealthy in the first place and therefore 

should be especially eager to give back to the community. Even people with small or 

moderate incomes will often make sure they give a little, so it only seems right that people 

with higher incomes should give a larger amount of money. Finally, at a certain point, 

owning large sums of money seems gratuitous and unnecessary. Being generous with cash 

can ease the mind and make one feel more fulfilled in life. 

It’s quite rare that people become wealthy all on their own. Maybe they took out loans to 

help start their business. Maybe they received scholarships or financial aid to help pay their 

way through law school. If they invented a product, their initial customers were graciously 

taking a chance on an unknown enterprise and helped secure the inventor’s bright future. 

Nobody achieves financial success in a bubble. Other people help in both direct and indirect 

ways. That’s why the wealthiest people should be the most generous when it comes to 

charity and giving to others. They personally know how much a small act of generosity can 

transform someone’s life for the better. 

Additionally, many people donate to charity even if they themselves are not exactly wealthy. 

They’ll give five or ten dollars to a charity when they can spare it because they want to feel 



  

 

they are helping in some fashion. If a wealthy person could just as easily donate a hundred 

dollars or a thousand dollars or more, they absolutely should do so. It would make very 

little difference to them but to the people benefiting from the money, it would be greatly 

appreciated. 

Being generous also can make one feel quite at ease. It’s not a good feeling to be selfish, 

hoarding your money away like a miser. Wealthy people who cut off their funds also seem 

to be cutting themselves off from the rest of the world. Once you have enough money to be 

comfortable, any excess cash just seems unnecessary and odd. I think that wealthy people 

who truly give generously to charity will feel more fulfilled and even peaceful, knowing 

they’re helping their fellow man to the best of their abilities. 

In conclusion, I absolutely think that the more money people have, the more they should 

give away to charity. People with a lot of money were probably assisted by others during 

their rise to success, so they should feel compelled to give back. When kind-hearted regular 

citizens are generous enough to donate small amounts of money, it only seems correct that 

wealthy citizens donate even more. Lastly, selfishness makes one feel isolated, but this 

burden is lifted when charity is given freely to those who need it. 

83 If a city has given money to investment, which option would prefer: 1. build a public garden to 

provide a quiet environment to benefit all 2. build a sports field for students in a high school that 

doesn’t have its own(131220NA)  

答案暂缺 

84 Is it a good idea for professional athletes and well-known entertainers to pursue a career in politics? 

(140111NA)  

I do not think that it’s a good idea for professional athletes or famous entertainers to pursue a career 

in politics. To begin with, because they have probably become extremely wealthy due to their 

successful careers, they might be out of touch with the concerns and problems of average, working-

class people. Their commitment to governing might be questionable, since they have many other 

tantalizing options available to them. On the other hand, even if they are thoughtful and capable as 

politicians, others might not take them seriously because of their past. 

It might be difficult for movie stars or professional athletes to truly empathize with regular citizens. 

Of course, they’re aware that not everyone is a millionaire or lives in a mansion like they do. But 

when it comes to actually making political decisions about raising the minimum wage or cutting 

taxes that benefit the poor, I’m not sure if they could understand the potential weight of their actions. 

The issues would be distant to them, not grim realities that they have known well. This could 

negatively affect their decision-making skills. 

The celebrities might also be only partially committed to politics. Typical politicians are absolutely 

immersed in the world of government, focusing on little else as they work their way up.  

But entertainers or athletes who suddenly decide to switch to politics could just as easily want to 

switch back to entertainment or sports again. What if a great offer for a television series or 

highpaying football contract comes along? The celebrity could find his or her focus drifting away 

from the political tasks at hand, especially if the tasks seem boring in comparison to glitz and 

glamour. It is probably wiser to support politicians that, at the very least, have been living and 

breathing politics for most of their adult lives. 



  

 

Even if there are some celebrities that would genuinely make good, intelligent politicians, they might 

not be taken seriously. That could then hamper any important ideas they have. For instance, an action 

star could go into politics and introduce a bill that would improve education. But people might not 

vote for that bill because all they’re thinking of is the action star and that dumb movie where he got 

attacked by robots. Any positive ideas would get lost in the silliness of fame, making the celebrity 

an ineffective leader despite the good intentions. 

That’s why I believe that famous athletes and entertainers should not try to enter into politics. Many 

are disconnected from the struggles of average citizens and wouldn’t be able to properly make 

decisions on their behalf. The allure of the entertainment and sports worlds might distract the 

celebrities from their political goals. Finally, even if the entertainer or athlete proved to be a capable 

politician, their reputation might make them a target of ridicule and they wouldn’t be able to get 

much work done. 

85 Some parents do not agree with the way teachers are teaching their children. Do you think that 

parents should express their disapproval to the teachers? (140125NA)  

I do not think that parents should express their disapproval to the teachers of their children if they 

disagree with certain teaching methods. To begin with, there is a strong chance that the teachers are 

following a mandated curriculum and couldn’t stray too far from it even if they wanted to. The 

children might be exaggerating the teacher’s methods to make them seem worse than they actually 

are. Finally, teachers work very hard for a relatively small amount of money. Since it is so likely 

that they are doing their best, they shouldn’t be bothered with every minor complaint from parents. 

Schools, especially those that teach young children, are typically quite strict in the subjects and 

methods that they teach. This is to ensure a standardization across several schools, making sure that 

the kids within a district are all generally learning the same thing and none of them are falling behind. 

This means that, if you think your child’s teacher has chosen vocabulary words that are too difficult 

or is wasting time teaching the students about irrelevant moments in history, you’re out of luck. 

Chances are, the teachers are simply sticking to the curriculum they were instructed to teach. Even 

if they wanted to divert from it, they probably wouldn’t be allowed to change much. It’s also difficult 

for parents to assess how inept or unfair teachers are when the information is solely coming from 

their child. Kids are known to exaggerate things and parents are, of course, biased toward their 

children. A child could complain that their math teacher assigns impossible homework, but the fact 

could be that the child simply isn’t paying enough attention during class. The parents are not in the 

classroom to witness the teacher and students in action, so it’s hard for them to know the whole story. 

Teachers generally work very hard for only a small amount of money. Even if there are a few rotten 

teachers here and there, it’s much likelier that your child’s teacher is dedicated and doing his or her 

absolute best. Because of this, it’s probably best not to bother them with small complaints. If every 

parent whined about every small issue, it would be maddening. Teachers don’t need more stress in 

their day. If a parent truly believes there is a major issue with the teacher’s style of instruction, they 

perhaps should schedule a meeting with the school principal. With small issues, they should just let 

things be. 

In conclusion, I don’t believe parents should express their disapproval to teachers. The teachers are 

likely just following the school curriculum and any frustration about subject matter or lessons 

shouldn’t be directed at them because it’s beyond their control. Kids are unreliable when it comes 



  

 

to relaying information and the teachers might not be bad at all. Finally, in all likelihood, the 

underpaid teachers are doing the best they can and shouldn’t have their day disrupted with small 

complaints. Anything truly important should be said to the school principal instead. 

86.Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? People who have learned many different 

skills are more likely to succeed than those who focus on learning only one skill. 

(140222CNW2=110827CNW2=100626NAW2)  

Success, however it’s defined, requires action, and deciding on the appropriate action to take requires 

skills. Some of these skills are taught in school, some are taught on the job, and others we learn from 

our general life experience. In order to be truly successful, a person needs to possess different types 

of skills rather than relying on only one skill. 

It can be argued that possessing one particular skill, especially if it is a highly professional one, can 

guarantee a stable, highly rewarding and therefore successful career. Examples of these skills may 

include artistic skills such as painting or sculpting, a sports skill such as swimming or playing tennis, 

or a specialized skill such as watch making or even flying an airplane. In these cases, the person has 

focused on learning one skill long enough to become an expert in his field and no one can challenge 

or replace him/her, which is largely considered to be a sign of great success. 

However, most of the ordinary people in the world are not experts in any field. They are just common 

people in an ordinary profession. For them, to become successful does not rely on one specialized 

skill, but a combination of different skills, and the more skills they have learned, the more likely 

they are to succeed. On the top of the essential skill list is numeracy skills. This involves the ability 

to work with figures, to calculate sums quickly, make fairly accurate estimates and to understand 

things like compound interest and basic statistics. Socializing skills are also important because a 

large social network not only creates ties to a body of people but also creates a network of 

relationships, which allows access to a large pool of resources and opportunities. Other skills such 

as decision making, critical thinking as well as public speaking are also important general skills that 

will help anyone to get ahead in practically any field. 

We live in a diverse world and consequently it is necessary for a person to have a range of different 

skills in order to achieve success. We use these skills, consciously or unconsciously, to help us solve 

the problems we face in our life or at work and to lead us towards success. 

87.  Which way do you think is the best for a student to make new friends? 1. joining a sports team 

2. participating in community activities 3. traveling  （140315CNW2=120505NAW2） 

Friendship is an important aspect of life at all stages, but particularly so for young people.  In youth, 

people forge friendships that have the potential to last a lifetime.  Even though childhood friends are 

often separated as adults by distance and the demands of life, they nonetheless maintain a special 

bond with the friends they had when they were young.  There are many ways for young people to 

make friends.  One way is by participating in some sort of community activity.  Another way is to 

travel and meet many different kinds of people.  One particularly effective way to make friends, 

however, is by joining a sports team.  By playing sports, one can meet a variety of people, work 

cooperatively with them, and develop the kind of rapport that comes from struggling to achieve 

success. 



  

 

By joining a sports team, one is sure to meet a broad range of people who share similar interests.  

Depending upon the type of team, one might meet dozens of new people, many of whom could be 

potential friends.  In order to develop friendships, people must have regular contact with each other.  

Sports teams generally meet several times a week, thereby giving people ample opportunities to get 

to know one another. 

 

When playing sports, one develops a special rapport with other team members that comes from the 

struggle of competition.  Sports games are often very intense, with each team member giving all of 

his or her energy towards winning the game.  In the process of working together to gain a favorable 

outcome, team members develop a kind of cohesion that is conducive to forming lasting friendships. 

While there are certainly many ways of making friends, playing sports is among the most effective.  

One can meet many new people, have regular contact with them, and develop the kinds positive and 

constructive relationships that come from working together to accomplish a common goal.  In doing 

so, one has the potential to make lasting friendships that will be of great value throughout life. 

88. Do you agree with the viewpoint that people are now easier to become educated than in the 

past?(140316CNW2=121124CNW2=101030NAW2) 

It is the information age. If you have a computer and an Internet connection, you have all the 

information in the world at your fingertips. That should mean it is easier than ever to become 

welleducated. Sadly, this is not true. Institutionalized education has failed to deliver, socio-economic 

barriers have not been overcome, and only one definition of “well-educated” prevails in the 

developed world. 

Institutionalized education around the world is failing students with its promises of a better life. The 

two most important skills that students learn in school are memorizing facts and taking standardized 

tests. There are no jobs that demand these two skills. Employers want employees who can quickly 

understand new information and immediately apply it to solve real problems or create new 

opportunities. This system has created millions of unemployed college graduates around the world. 

There continues to be disparity in education access between students from well-off families and 

students from impoverished families. Those who already have substantial assets are in a better 

position to take advantage of educational resources like private schools, school readiness programs, 

tutors, and college. For example, when children from a non-cash agricultural economy where 

nobody gets rich but nobody starves are put into a competitive system of success and failure, a few 

lives may get better, but most will get worse. 



  

 

We need to change our definition of well-educated. Developed nations assume cultural superiority 

by creating education aid projects, which overtly aim to help children escape to a better life. In a 

global society, wealth and poverty and knowledge and ignorance need to be redefined. We need to 

acknowledge the role of institutionalized education in the destruction of traditional sustainable 

agricultural and ecological knowledge, in the breakup of extended families and communities, and 

in the devaluation of ancient spiritual traditions. 

In conclusion, we should develop an education system that is not structured on competition with 

winners and losers, and we should redefine what it means to be well-educated. When we have respect 

for all learning, when every community’s knowledge is accepted as valid, that is when we can claim 

that it is easy to be well-educated. 

89.  Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Teaching is harder than it was in the 

past.(140322CNW2=121207NA)  

I agree that teaching is harder now than it was in the past. There are multiple viewpoints and cultures 

that have to be considered, it’s harder to keep the attention of contemporary students, and some 

schools do not have enough money to properly teach certain things. 

Topics that were discussed in school used to be more straightforward. Whoever was doing the 

teaching would take the point of view of their own culture (and the culture of his or her students). 

For instance, American schools used to teach that the explorers who discovered America, like 

Christopher Columbus, were brave and admirable. American schoolchildren were made to feel 

simply good about themselves and their country’s history. That must have been easy to teach! But 

these days, we are so much more sensitive to the stories of other cultures. Teachers have to consider 

the feelings of the native people that the explorers mistreated and killed, to begin with. With any 

historical lesson, it is now normal for teachers to sympathize with the oppressed, the women, and 

the people that for centuries had no voice. And the beliefs of other cultures and countries are 

explored just as much as the customs of one’s own country. This is a good thing, certainly! But it is 

more complicated and takes a lot more time to teach. 

It is also harder to keep the attention of students these days, with so much technology everywhere. 

In class, they can sneak peeks at their cell phones and text their friends. If they are college students 

in a lecture hall where laptops are allowed, they might be playing games on their computer rather 

than taking notes. Students doing their homework on their computer can find the internet to be a 

distraction. 

But technology can also be a problem if there isn’t enough of it. The world has come so far in the 

world of science that a school can greatly suffer if it doesn’t have the proper equipment. What if a 

biology class can’t afford microscopes? What if a video editing class can’t afford the latest editing 

programs? It can be difficult to keep up and that must make teaching harder. 

Teaching is more difficult today than it was in the past because things are more complicated. Many 

different viewpoints must be taught, technology can distract students, and yet a lack of proper 

technology in the classroom can disadvantage students. 



  

 

90.  Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Students should spend at least one year 

working or travelling before they go to the university. (140323CNW2=081101CNW2) 

It is quite common these days for young people in many countries to have a break from studying 

after graduating from high school. This trend is not restricted to rich students who have the money 

to travel, but is also evident among poorer students who choose to work and become economically 

independent for a period of time. In my opinion, exposing oneself to some experience in independent 

living will benefit students in many ways and therefore should be encouraged. 

In the first place, students will be less hesitant in deciding what to major in as a university student 

after a period of work or travel in the real world. If they have worked one or two years, students may 

get to know what kind of knowledge or skills they need in order to have a decent job in the 

competitive society. Thus they know what they need to learn before entering university. 

In the second place, some hands-on experience will help them better understand the courses offered 

in university. For example, a student of business administration will find his experience with a 

multinational company helpful to him in his study of the relevant courses. Unlike those who have 

never been to any business firm, he knows what a typical company is like and how it works. 

Last but not least, some work before college years will make a student more independent. Nowadays 

high school students are generally well taken care of either by their parents or by teachers. This 

unfortunately leads to their being too dependent on the others, especially in times of difficulty. If 

they work with a company for some time, even on a part-time basis, they will become more 

independent. And this kind of independence shall contribute a lot to their success in university years. 

A year away from school working or traveling may be just what is needed to give young people the 

life experience and confidence that will better prepare them for college. This short break should not 

be viewed as a waste of time. On the contrary, it is an excellent opportunity to discover and develop 

one’s interests and talents and figure out long term goals. Some of the most important learning 

experiences in life are best acquired outside of school. 

再贴一篇范文供大家参考： 

In large numbers, high school graduates are opting to travel and work in various parts of the world 

rather than commencing full-time studies at university.  There are many reasons for this choice but 

in my opinion, the disadvantages outweigh the advantages. 

Certainly, students who travel do benefit from a different perspective of the world.  The experiences 

they gain from interacting with people of other backgrounds or cultures is a valuable benefit of travel.  

In addition, the activity of finding work while traveling is also a maturing process which would 

build a degree of confidence in a young traveler. 

However, the disadvantages are more significant.  Students who graduate from high school are 

typically 17 or 18 years old.  Given the escalating dangers in today’s world, this age is too young 

for a person to be traveling solo.  Problems and difficulties can arise that require mental and 

emotional maturity and a young person of 17 or 18 is simply not equipped to handle these unique 

pressures.  In addition, for a young student, the transition into the university environment is not as 

difficult as it would be if they spent a year or two away from academic study.  It is a far better use 

of their time to attend university, mature emotionally through the experience, and become more 

aware of a future career path. 

Young students who travel after high school graduation are not making the best use of their time.  It 

is much more advantageous for them to develop emotionally and secure a foothold on their future 



  

 

by completing a university degree.  Once these life-forming activities are completed, then a young 

person might travel or work overseas. 

91. Some people spend a lot of time watching sports programs on TV or following their favorite 

sports teams. Does this have a negative influence on the lives of these people? 

(140511CNW2=130215NAW2) 

I don’t think that watching sports or investing time in your favorite sports teams is a negative thing 

in a person’s life. If anything, it can be pretty positive. Watching the games can be a bonding 

experience for families, the games and players can be inspiring, and following sports can make you 

feel more connected to your community. 

For some families, watching sports games can really bring them together. Parents dress their babies 

up in little soccer jerseys. The whole family gathers around the TV on the weekends, watching 

football and cheering while they laugh and crunch on popcorn. Dad takes the kids to baseball games 

in the spring and gets them their own catcher’s mitts on the way home. It’s important for parents to 

build fun, joyful memories with their children. And for some families, watching sports together is 

the perfect way to do that. 

Watching sports frequently can also be inspiring. You start to hear more and more about the personal 

lives of the players and can’t help but be impressed by what they have accomplished. There are 

many athletes who were always small for their age or were raised by a single parent or struggled in 

some way. But when you see them, healthy and thriving and playing on a professional sports team 

at such a young age, you just want to smile. These are people who worked hard and made something 

of their lives. And of course, their sheer athletic ability is also inspiring! The way they run, leap, and 

move so quickly and skillfully just makes you want to be better yourself. 

Additionally, being a sports fan can make you more tuned-in to your community. Just seeing 

someone at the grocery store wearing the colors of your local sports team can make you feel more 

warm toward them, like you have something in common. Go to a bar to watch a game and you’ll 

feel the palpable energy and excitement of being a crowd, everyone cheering together. Suddenly a 

win by your local team is a win for your city, and that makes you feel overwhelming good will 

toward the people in your city. 

In conclusion, I think being a definite sports fan is not a negative thing at all. It gives families fun 

and memorable activities to do together, sports and athletes can be inspiring, and they can help bring 

communities together. 

92.  Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? It is better to relax by watching a movie 

or reading a book than doing physical exercises. (140517CNW2=101017CNW2) 

For many years, research has shown that doing exercises helps to alleviate a number of health 

complications, leading to a healthy body, soul and mind. However, some people use all excuses to 

justify reasons as to why they lead a sedentary life. This essay seeks to look at benefits of physical 

activities as opposed to reading a book or watching television.  



  

 

 

Moreover, exercises help people utilize their leisure time more constructively. People gain motor 

skills and other relevant traits like strength, flexibility and coordination. On the other hand, some 

books and programs on television end up making the viewers imitate bad habits which they see from 

the actors or read in the books. Since these groups of people lack time to release their stress, the 

chances of them developing bad habits is very high compared to those who engage in sports, games 

and exercises.  

Finally, some forms of exercises encourage socialization and team building, which is a much greater 

way to relax than being alone. Examples of these exercises include many of the collective sports 

people often do such as soccer and basketball. In these sports, people meet and play as a team, share 

their happiness and excitement with each other and as a result achieve much higher levels of 

enjoyment and satisfaction. By contrast, watching TV or reading a book is often solitary experience, 

involving little interaction with others, which is boring. 

In a nutshell, doing exercises is much more beneficial than watching television or reading a book. 

Our bodies require regular exercises to make us remain active and healthy. A fit person is more 

productive in the workplace since he/she can effectively accomplish responsibilities, and can also 

be more relaxed after work because he/she is more actively involved with the nature or other people 

around him/her. 

93  Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Parents should set strict rules to their 

children if they want them to succeed in the future. (140525CNW2=130308NAW2) 

I disagree with this. Although parents do need to discipline and set boundaries with their kids in a 

general way, I don’t think they need to have a strict set of rules in place to lead them to success. 

Children respond better to positive encouragement. Super strict rules can be kind of random and 

don’t help much in a child’s upbringing. Additionally, children can begin to resent parents who are 

very strict and act out in harmful ways as they get older. 

The notion that children will only work hard and do well in school if their parents are really strict 

with them is not always true. In fact, kids who constantly have parents nagging them and forcing 

them to study for hours every day may just crumble under the pressure instead. They don’t feel like 

success is within their grasp; they feel like miserable failures who can’t even please their own parents. 

A calmer approach, like letting the children know that they are smart and can accomplish anything 

they set their mind to, may yield better results. The kids will want to do their homework because 

they are inspired and encouraged, not because they are scared. 

It also seems that extremely strict parents can set rules in place that are somewhat random. “Only an 

hour of television a week!” But isn’t television a nice way for kids to relax, briefly, after a long day 

at school? “Do your homework at your desk in the den!” Maybe a change of rooms would be 

different enough to revitalize a bored student. Or maybe even let him or her study outside? Such 



  

 

strict rules don’t seem to actually help much. They just make everything needlessly complicated. A 

little spontaneity, a little silliness can make everything run smoother and better. There can still be 

rules in place, but they don’t need to be harsh and they don’t need to be etched in stone. 

Finally, it is common that whenever parents are too extreme in a certain direction, their children will 

rebel and go in the complete opposite direction. In the case of really strict parents, their kids can 

become lethargic, angry, depressed, or worse. Forget going to college; they might even drop out of 

high school just to escape the constant scrutiny. There is absolutely such a thing as pushing kids too 

hard. 

That’s why I think that parents should not push their kids to succeed in the future by inflicting strict 

rules upon them. Kind and positive encouragement works better, strict rules can be needlessly 

complicated and unhelpful, and kids can become very unhappy when they get older as a result of 

the regulated home they grew up in.。 


