Question prompt:
Always telling the truth is the most important consideration in any relationship. 
Use specific reasons and examples to support your answer.
Arguments:
· Respect is more desirable. Can tell truth but disrespect and no relationship can be possible.
· Patience
· Honesty – premise: honest relationship makes for happiness. Assumption: happiness depends on honesty. Happiness depends on love.

10.17-10.35  (460 words)

The  essential question of the prompt is whether telling the truth should be considered to be the most important consideration in human’s relationship. Some people if asked would elaborate on the importance of truth between people, while others would mention respect, patience and love as equally valuable considerations. As far as I’m concerned, I adopt the firm position that  having all four abovementioned elements in one’s relationship is going to make for brilliant relationship and none of them can be singled out as most important.
One reason to claim the necessity of respect in one’s relationship is because without respect there can be no good relationships. One person can be absolutely honest with another but disrespect him which erodes relationships and eventually will lead to a break up. To illustrate that idea let’s consider the following example. I remember my first childhood friend Mark. He was as honest as man can be because he was raised that way. He never cheated in our games, never lied to his parents or peers and always was regarded byt outlookers as the standart for honesty. But he didn’t know a thing about respect. He treated people and myself in particular as inferior. I certainly had my dignity and we occassionaly had quarrels  which contributed to worsing of our friendship. In the end I parted with him and has never since he managed to restore our relationship.
Admittely, despite all reasonable evidence of the contrary, some people might argue that honesty is the pillar of any relationship on the premise that honest relatinship makes for inner happiness. And since happiness is what all people strive for one should consider telling the truth as crucial element. However, such position should be taken with a grain of salt. Those assertions are likely to be made under the assumption that honesty always leads to happy relationship which in fact is not true. Indeed, a research by VM in Ukraine together with my own observations has provided me with a clear picture of people having unhappy relationships because of the lack of love in them. So love is what makes people feel great. In the essence of love no cheering relationships are possible.
In summary, while there are various perspectives and viewpoints on the issue, it is clear that there are more supporting arguments to claim that honesty, respect,  love and patience are mandatory to happy relationships then to posit the point of separating telling the truth as the most important consideration in any relationship. I suggest that maybe people having unhappy and troublesome relationships consider the other elements I’ve mentioned and try to incorporate them in their relationship. After that, we may have more smiling and cheerful people on the streets. After all, isn’t it what everybody wants?


Question prompt:
Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Parents are the best teachers. Use specific reasons and examples to support your answer.

Arguments (Disagree):
1. Parents can be different (drinking educating), example My friend Andy had parents working at plant without ever going to college.
2. Argument – has biggest influence on children, premise - because children see parents do smth and copy,  assumption – parents spend enough time for the children to observe parents behavior
10.17 – 10.49 (518 words)

The essential question of the prompt is whether the parents could be considered to be the best teachers. Some people, if asked, might agree with the statement mentioning their childhood and remembering how their parents put the most effort to educate their kids while others would elaborate on the double edged situation because of too many factors involved. As far as I am concerned, I adopt the firm position that parents more often that not should not be considered the best teachers because for different children parents vary and, besides, parents can not know what their child will need on his or her way to a better life.
No one would disagree that parents are different. Some might be well-educated high profile executives, while others might be working their entire life on a plant without ever even going to college. I think that the level of education that these two types of parents can give their kids is distinctly different. I was lucky to be born to a family with parents who graduated from one of the finest universities of Ukraine and still was taught of what I know and believe is important at kindergarten and school. Others, like my childhood friend Denis, may not be in that brilliant position. Denis’ parents have not even completed their high-school because they had to work hard to make a living. When Denis was born they had to work even harder to support now 3 members of family. On our occasional conversations Denis sometimes recollects that he has never heard of any word of instruction from his parents. Thus, if you’re not lucky enough to be born to parents who are capable of becoming teachers, but as it happens too few parents qualify.
Admittedly, some people might argue that parents are the best teachers on the premise that they influence children the most as children see them do something and copy their actions, habits and often attitude to life. However, such position should be taken with a grain of salt. Those assertions are most likely to be made under the assumption that parents spend enough time for their children to observe them which does not always hold true. Indeed, a research by VM institution in Ukraine together with my own observations has provided me with a clear picture of parentship in Ukraine where economic state so bad that usually people have to work hours on end to make a living. 
In summary, while there are various perspectives and viewpoints on the issue, it is clear that there more supporting arguments to claim against the statement that parents are best teachers because of the different type of parents that children can be born to and the amount of time parents spend with their kids. I suggest that maybe instead of focusing on the idea of parents being the best teachers we as a society try to raise more qualified teachers to give our children the best knowledge to succeed in their lives.  Subsequently, we may have more happy and cheerful children walking in the streets. After that, isn’t what we all want?



Question prompt:
Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Television has destroyed communication among friends and family. Use specific reasons and examples to support your opinion.

10.30 – 10.33 – 10-58 (500 words)

Arguments (Agree):
1. Televisi0n is addictive and thus steals time, example My friend Andy – TV addictive doesn’t have friends, Peter doesn’t watch TV achieved great success.
2. Argument – TV helps build interesting conversations, premise - TV provides topics to discuss with friends,  assumption – TV as the only source of such information
The essential question of the prompt is whether the TV has played a vital role in destroying communication among friends and families. Some people, if asked, might argue that it has, while others would elaborate on the complexity of the issue because of too many factors involved. As far as  I am concerned, I adopt a firm position that TV is to blame for worsening communication between peers and relatives because watching TV requires time which otherwise could be spent on interaction with friends.
Everybody would agree that television is addictive. The more you watch it the stronger temptation is to continue watching it because a movie or an interesing programm is not yet ended and people yearn to find out a conlusion. Obviously, most people do not communicate with others while sitting in front of a TV-set, thus the time spent is a stolen time by TV which in other case you may spend with your friends sharing ideas or discussing events. I’m also inclined to think that overwatching a TV makes one’s life unhappy. To illustrate that idea let’s consider the following example. I remember a few years back I used to watch television almost for 3 hours a day reaching up to 30 hours on some weeks. I didn’t have many friends back then. Maybe two or three peers I used to hang out with once a week. But then I read a book describing the very situation I had and explaining the consequences of such way of life. I decided to limit myself to only 10 hours of TV a week and you wouldn’t believe it but suddenly I had a plenty of friends and spent time happily with them.
Admittedly, despite of all the reasonable evidence of the contrary, some people argue that TV is a helpful factor in communication on the premise that while watching a TV one may learn new topics to discuss with friends and thus make conversations more involving. However, such position should be taken with a grain of salt. Those assertions are most likely to be made under assumption that TV is the only source of topics for discussion which obviusly does not hold true. Indeed, a research by VM instituation in Ukraine together with my own observations has provided me with a clear picture of what makes an interesting conversation. The discovered results suggest that most interesting topics to discuss can be found in books.
In summary, while various perspectives and viewpoints on the issue exist, it is evident that there are more agruments to claim that television plays negative role in building up successful communication process rather than insist on the positive effect from watching a “talking box”. The time spent in front of a TV may be spent more usefully and the best source to find topics for conversations is not a TV but books. I suggest we all read more books and maybe subsequently people will become better communication partners. After all, our all life is about communication and interaction with other people.



Question prompt:
Some people believe that university students should be required to attend classes. Others believe that going to classes should be optional for students. Which point of view do you agree with? Use specific reasons and details to explain your answer.

10.11– 10.14 – 10.41 (494 words)

Arguments (mandatory):
1. Working in classess implies colloboration which leads to better understanding. Examples – learned English and programming
2. Can be learned online. Live teaching is far more effective than online learning. 
The essential question of the prompt is whether attending classes in universities should be mandatory or optional. Some people if asked would state they it should be optional while others could point out that the question is double edged due to a great deal of factors involved. As far as I’m concerned I adopt a firm position that all students should be required to attend classes. Working in classes implies collaboration which leads to better understanding of the calculus and live teaching substantially increases chances of grasping the material.
Nobody would disagree that collaboration amplifies engagement which in turn leads to more deep understanding of the material explained. To illustrate that idea let’s consider following example. I remember two courses during my study  in Ternopil Technical University of Ukraine. Those subjects were Philosophy and Programming. I didn’t consider philosophy important at the time so often skipped the classes. But I had philosophy exams ahead in the of the semester so I had to prepare anyway. I would never forget how difficult it was for me to study the material because it seemed so boring and not interesting when I was reading it by myself. Eventually I passed the exam but forgot everything I had learned immediately. The different story is with programming. I attended all classes and what I really liked about the classes is the conversations that our professor initiated during each class. We discussed problems, reviewed algorithms and without even jotting the notes down to my workbook I could remember almost entire class material. In this way, working together on something generates interest and makes for more successful learning.
Admittedly, despite evidence to the contrary, some people would argue that classes should be declared optional. This is on the premise that all material taught in classes can be learned online. However, such position should be taken with a grain of salt. Those assertions are most likely to be made under assumption that listening to a person standing before you is the same as listening to him recorded on tape which in effect does not hold true. Indeed, a research by VM institution together with my own observations has provided me with a clear picture of distinctive difference between live and online teaching. The discovered results suggest that live teaching is 30% more effective. Thus, by being present students will most definitely grasp the material and will be better off during and past exams.
In summary, while various perspectives and viewpoints on the issue exist, it is evident that there are more arguments to claim that attending classes should be mandatory rather than some classes should be allowed to skip. As I’ve stated above being present helps understand calculus better because of an interaction involved. Besides having a professor standing before you is another helpful factor in comprehending the material. I suggest that all students try to attend as many classes as possible and thus our country may have more well educated graduates.



Question prompt:
Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? 
Universities should give the same amount of money to their students’ sports activities as they give to their university libraries. Use specific reasons and examples to support your opinion. 
Arguments:
Disagree
Come for knowledge  - this is what they should get there. Less interesting books – less students come to the library – worse overall perfomance. 
Indeed, study…
Sport is important. Sport can be done on free time out of universtity
10.00 – 10.03 – 10.33 (593 words)
The essential question of the prompt is whether the equal funds should be allocated for sport activities and libraries. Some people if asked could agree with the statement, while others might point out that the question is double-edged because of a great deal of factors involved. As far as I am concerned , I adopt a firm position that the amount of cash set out for sport activities should be less than that for libraries because the quality of library’s content plays a significant role in the process of successful education.
Everybody would agree that libraries are important. But few realize how important. The quality of books in libraries attract students to come and explore them and thus increase overall grades as they will know more. If the libraries contain books of poor quality than almost nobody wants to pay a visit to libraries. To illustrate that idea let’s consider the following example. I attended Minskiy college in Ukraine for 4 years. Our college’s sport team was very famous across the country for it had 3 straight victories in the soccer. And the college’s administration kept injecting vast sums of money into gym, sport equipment and grants to sportsmen in this way leaving no funds for other facilities. And one of these facilities was our college’s library. I wasn’t particularly interested in sport and spent a lot of time in the library. But every time I visited it I felt frustrated as I couldn’t find there the book I needed for my classes. Certainly that worsened my performance in classes as I couldn’t find the material I was required to learn. Most of all my classmates apart from those keen on sport found themselves in similar situation. The abovementioned example demonstrates that the less money is allocated for libraries the less interesting and necessary books are available. If only a few interesting and necessary books are available, almost nobody is a regular visitor to library which leads to poor academic performance of college students.
Admittedly, despite evidence to the contrary, some people might argue that the amount of money given for sport activities and libraries should be the same. This is on the premises that students need to be engaged into sport activities so as to strengthen their health. However, such position should be taken with a grain of salt. Such claims are most likely to be made under assumption that college is the only place where students can have sport activities which in fact does not hold true. Indeed, a recent study conducted by VM-statistics in Ukraine together with my own observations has provided me with a clear picture of student’s preferences regarding a place to play sport games at. The discovered results suggest that most young people aged around that of college students choose to play sport games outside colleges because in this way they can meet their friends who don’t go to the same college.
In summary, while various perspectives and standpoints exist it is clear that there are more supporting arguments to claim that sport’s activities should receive less funding than libraries. The content that libraries have can attract students and subsequently have a profound effect on student’s academic performance. Students do need to play sport games but this can be done outside colleges and with even more enthusiasm then in college’s gym. If more money is spent on libraries than perhaps our country will see more well educated graduates who will be a driver for Ukraine’s economic growth.  I believe that is what every single Ukraine’s citizen wants.


Question prompt:
It has been said, “Not everything that is learned is contained in books.” Compare and contrast knowledge gained from experience with knowledge gained from books. In your opinion, which source is more important? Why?
Arguments:
Personal experience is more important.
Live trough consequences, not just think through them
Personal experience gives you the feeling  - work hard – OK, when working hard you may know it’s not for you

9.28 – 10.00 (583 words)
The essential question of the prompt is whether I consider personal experience more important than experience gained from book, which is in most cases other people’s narrations. Some people, if asked might say that experience in books is  more relevant, while others might point out that the question is double-edged due to a great deal of factors involved. As far as I’m concerned, I adopt a firm position that personal experience is far more significant than experience picked by reading books. I have two reasons to believe that. If you make a decision, not read about it, you’ll have to live through the consequences and personal experience gives you a sense of how hard something could be.
Living through consequences of one’s decision has profound effect on almost any person which then turns into valuable and what is more important memorAble experience. To illustrate that idea let’s consider the following example. I remember when I was 15 years old I was reading a book about two boys having troubles with their friendship because one of them wasn’t always honest with the other. In the end their relationships worsened and discontinued. I read about it and forgot it. A few years later I got to know a guy named John. I liked him instantly and we became friends. However, over time I noticed that he wasn’t honest with me about some unimportant stuff for me but that should have been an alarm for me to resort to the experience I read about and predict the consequences. But I didn’t. So over time I found out that he for some reason was telling my other friends bad things about me. Our friendship came to an end. Had I remembered the experience I read about better I would have avoid the mistake of making friendship with someone dishonest.
My another argument in favor of having personal experience rather than reading about it is the fact that when you just read about something you don’t get a sense of how hard something is and thus may find youRself on the short end of the stick someday. Take the case of my friend Peter. During our long-lasting conversations he once revealed a curious fact from his childhood. When he was about 10 he read a book about a boy aged 12 whose family didn’t have enough money so he had to work 12 hours a day to provide for his kin. My friend Peter certainly found out from the book how hard it was for the boy but didn’t realize the pressure until he had the experience of hard work himself. When Peter was 11 he volunteered to help his parents to gather fruits from their garden. They had to collect fruits really quickly and Peter worked almost all day through the period of one week. At the end of the week he was so tired he could hardly move. Had Peter experiEnced this hard work himself before, he wouldn’t have probably commitTed to the tiresome process of gathering fruits.
In summary, while various perspectives and viewpoints on the issue exist it clear that there are more arguments to claim that personal experiEnce is more desirable and valuable for any person to attain. By living through consequences of one’s decision a person will most sure retain the experiEnce and will be in a good position to use the knowledge in the future. Getting the sense of how hard something mAy be is also only possible through personal experience.

