What is your opinion?

Some people believe that violence on television and in computer games has a damaging effect on
society. Others deny that these factors have any significant influence on people's behavior. What
is your opinion?

The impact of violent content on television and in video games has long been a subject of debate.
Some argue that exposure to such content desensitizes people to aggression, potentially leading to
increased violence in society. Others believe that these factors have no real influence on behavior,
suggesting that other elements, such as education and family upbringing, play a more significant role.
In my opinion, while violent media can have some adverse effects, the influence is often limited and
depends largely on the individual.

On the one hand, there is evidence to suggest that violent television programs and video games can
negatively impact certain individuals. Studies have shown that regular exposure to graphic scenes
may desensitize viewers to real-world violence, making them more accepting of aggressive behavior.
Moreover, young children and teenagers, who are still developing their understanding of social norms,
might be particularly susceptible to imitating behaviors they see on screen. For instance, younger
viewers might internalize aggressive responses to conflict, thinking these are acceptable in real life.
Thus, it is reasonable to believe that violent content can influence impressionable minds to a certain
extent.

However, it is overly simplistic to attribute aggressive behavior solely to media exposure. Many
individuals who consume violent media do not exhibit violent tendencies in real life, suggesting that
other factors are at play. Family environment, educational background, and personality are crucial
elements in shaping behavior. A child raised in a supportive and communicative household, for
example, is less likely to become violent, even if they engage with violent media. Additionally, some
research suggests that violent games or movies can serve as a safe outlet for releasing pent-up anger
or stress, potentially preventing real-life aggression. This indicates that media violence does not have
a uniform effect on all individuals and that broader social and psychological factors must also be
considered.

Furthermore, many countries have regulations and ratings systems to prevent vulnerable audiences
from being exposed to violent content. Parents, teachers, and caregivers also play a role in guiding
children and teens in understanding the difference between fiction and reality. With proper guidance,
young people can be taught to view violent media critically, diminishing its potential negative effects.

In conclusion, while there is some validity to the claim that violent media can influence behavior, its
impact is often overstated. A variety of personal and social factors contribute to an individual's
behavior, making it difficult to establish a direct cause-and-effect relationship. With appropriate
parental guidance and social support, most individuals can consume violent media without it
negatively affecting their actions.

Some people think that more money should be spent on protecting endangered species, while
others think it is a waste of valuable money. What is your opinion?

There is ongoing debate over whether funding should be allocated to the protection of endangered
species. While some argue that conserving species is an essential responsibility, others believe this
money could be better used elsewhere. In my opinion, protecting endangered species is a valuable use
of resources, as it plays a crucial role in maintaining biodiversity and ecological balance, although
spending should be balanced with other important societal needs.



To begin with, protecting endangered species is essential for maintaining biodiversity, which has
direct benefits for humans. Many species contribute to ecosystems in ways that benefit agriculture,
medicine, and even climate stability. For instance, bees play a crucial role in pollinating crops, which
supports food production. If such species were to go extinct, the food supply could be drastically
affected. Thus, protecting these species not only preserves biodiversity but also supports human
welfare and economic stability.

Moreover, the preservation of endangered species helps maintain ecological balance. Every species,
even those that may seem insignificant, contributes to the food chain, and the loss of one species can
lead to unforeseen consequences. For example, the extinction of predators such as wolves in certain
areas has led to overpopulation of deer, which subsequently harms vegetation and affects other
animals relying on the same ecosystem. Protecting endangered species, therefore, helps to avoid these
disruptions and supports a balanced environment.

On the other hand, it is understandable that some people view the protection of endangered species as
a low priority compared to issues like healthcare, education, and poverty reduction. They argue that
limited government funds should be focused on pressing human issues that need immediate attention.
In some cases, the cost of conservation projects can be quite high, especially if it involves extensive
research, habitat protection, or breeding programs. For this reason, a balanced approach is essential,
ensuring that while endangered species are protected, funds are not excessively diverted away from
critical human needs.

In conclusion, while protecting endangered species requires funding that could otherwise be used for
human-centered projects, | believe it is a worthwhile investment. The benefits of preserving
biodiversity and ecological balance are long-term and contribute to human survival and wellbeing.
Therefore, | think governments should continue to support conservation efforts but with careful
budget management to address both environmental and social priorities.

Every school system in the world includes regular tests and exams, and many people think that it
is important for students to take lots of exams. What is your opinion?

Most educational systems worldwide rely heavily on regular tests and exams to assess student
progress, and many people believe that frequent testing is essential for academic growth. In my
opinion, while exams can help measure certain aspects of learning, an excessive focus on testing may
not always be beneficial. It is important to strike a balance between exams and other forms of
assessment to support well-rounded development in students.

To begin with, exams provide a structured way to evaluate students' understanding of the material,
which can motivate them to study consistently. Regular testing encourages students to keep up with
their studies and allows teachers to identify areas where students may need additional help. For
example, if a student consistently performs poorly in math tests, teachers and parents can provide
extra support to help them improve. In this way, exams can play a useful role in tracking academic
progress.

However, placing too much emphasis on exams can have negative effects on students’ overall
development. Excessive testing can lead to stress and anxiety, especially for younger students who
may feel overwhelmed by the pressure to perform well. This stress may ultimately hinder their ability
to learn effectively, as they focus on memorization rather than genuine understanding. Moreover,
constant exams can reduce the time available for creative learning activities, such as group projects,
discussions, or hands-on experiments, which are also important for developing critical thinking and
problem-solving skills.



Furthermore, exams often focus on a limited range of skills, such as memorization and the ability to
recall information quickly, rather than practical or creative skills. As a result, students may graduate
with strong test-taking skills but lack the ability to apply their knowledge in real-world situations. For
example, many subjects require students to think critically, analyze situations, and work
collaboratively, skills that are difficult to assess through traditional exams. This narrow focus may
limit students’ preparation for the challenges they will face in the workplace or higher education.

In conclusion, while exams are an important part of assessing students' progress, relying too heavily
on them can have drawbacks, including stress and a limited range of learning experiences. | believe
that schools should incorporate a variety of assessment methods, such as projects, presentations, and
practical activities, to give students a more well-rounded education and better prepare them for the
future.

Space exploration is much too expensive and the money should be spent on more
important things.

What is your opinion?

Space exploration is undeniably costly, and some people argue that the funds allocated to this field
could be better spent on pressing issues on Earth, such as healthcare, education, and poverty
alleviation. While | acknowledge that space exploration requires significant investment, | believe it is
a worthwhile endeavor, as it contributes to scientific progress, technological advancement, and long-
term survival prospects for humanity.

To begin with, space exploration has led to many scientific discoveries and technological innovations
that benefit life on Earth. For example, satellite technology developed for space missions has
improved global communication, weather forecasting, and disaster management. Technologies
initially created for space travel, like water purification systems and medical imaging, have found
practical applications in everyday life. Thus, the money spent on space exploration has led to
advancements that improve quality of life and benefit society in ways that extend far beyond the field
of astronomy.

Furthermore, exploring space helps humanity understand and protect our own planet. Research on
other planets and their ecosystems provides insight into climate change, environmental degradation,
and planetary formation, which are relevant to understanding Earth's own environmental challenges.
For instance, studying Mars and its loss of atmosphere has contributed to a greater understanding of
the greenhouse effect on Earth. This knowledge is critical for addressing climate change and finding
sustainable ways to protect our planet.

Moreover, investing in space exploration is essential for humanity’s long-term survival. As
populations grow and resources become increasingly limited, the possibility of colonizing other
planets or accessing resources from space could be vital in the distant future. Space exploration allows
us to take initial steps toward preparing for potential challenges, such as asteroid impacts or other
global catastrophes. By exploring and understanding outer space, humanity can ensure that we are
better prepared for these possibilities.

In conclusion, although space exploration is expensive, its benefits in terms of scientific knowledge,
technological progress, and future survival make it a worthwhile investment. In my opinion, funding
for space should continue alongside efforts to address pressing issues on Earth, ensuring that we
achieve progress both in space and in improving conditions on our planet.



Some people think that more money should be spent on protecting endangered species,
while others think it is a waste of valuable money. What is your opinion?

There is considerable debate about whether funding should be allocated to protecting endangered
species. While some believe that it is essential to preserve wildlife, others argue that these funds could
be better spent on pressing human needs. In my opinion, protecting endangered species is important,
as it helps maintain biodiversity and the stability of ecosystems, though efforts should be balanced
with other priorities.

To begin with, protecting endangered species is crucial for maintaining biodiversity, which is
beneficial for human society. Many species play specific roles in ecosystems that support agriculture,
medicine, and even the global economy. For example, bees and other pollinators are essential for the
reproduction of crops, and their decline would significantly impact food production. Therefore, by
protecting endangered species, we not only preserve biodiversity but also help ensure resources that
directly benefit humans.

Additionally, the loss of any species can disrupt the ecological balance of entire ecosystems. Each
species contributes to its environment, whether by controlling populations of other species or by
providing food for predators. For instance, when predator species like wolves become endangered,
prey populations can grow uncontrollably, which in turn affects vegetation and other species relying
on the same habitat. Protecting endangered species, therefore, prevents these disruptions and helps
sustain ecosystems that all species, including humans, rely on.

On the other hand, | understand the view that funding for wildlife conservation can be seen as
excessive, especially when there are pressing issues like poverty, healthcare, and education that need
financial support. Some conservation projects are costly, involving extensive research, breeding
programs, or habitat protection, and may not always lead to immediate results. Given limited
resources, it is understandable that some people might prioritize addressing human-centered issues.

In my opinion, a balanced approach is necessary. While it is important to support endangered species
conservation, it should not overshadow other critical areas that require funding. Governments could
work with private organizations and international bodies to support conservation projects, ensuring
that the financial burden does not fall solely on public resources.

In conclusion, while there are valid arguments on both sides, | believe that protecting endangered
species is an important responsibility that contributes to biodiversity and ecological stability. By
carefully managing resources, governments can support both conservation efforts and essential social
programs, ensuring a balanced and sustainable approach to progress.






