Some universities require students to take classes in many subjects. Other require students to specialize in one subject. Which is better? Use specific reasons and examples to support your answer.

    Views vary. between whether universities should require students to take classes in many subjects or to specialize in one subject. In my opinion, I strongly vote for the idea that universities should require students to take classes in many subjects , which is absolutely better than in one subject because of several reasons. And I am going to make you on my side by the following words. My opinion go as follows. 

    First, it is in terms of language proficiency that I think the students should have more flexibility to choose many subjects as more as he like especially in language classes. Nowadays, people cannot survive and communicate with people all around the world only by using their native language which means that people need to learn as more different kinds of language courses as they can. It is not only beneficial for themselves have ability to study different background knowledge around the world easily but feasible when communicate with others.

 
    Secondly, it is essential to have different types of friends. By the means of taking classes in many subjects, It make possible and have more opportunities to meet different kind friends. For example, people who like to take art classes are always romantic style that are extremely distinguish with from people who like to take science classes. By meeting with different friends at different classes, I can learn more from them and may be in brainstorm innovative ideas when doing different projects.


    In short, basically, I contend that people should not limit themselves in one particular subject. It is said by Steve Jobs that "stay hungry, stay foolish." We should always stay humble to learn new knowledge. We should not constrain ourselves in a specific era since we do not know what the challenges and obstacles we will encounter in the future. Life is tough, but open our mind and broadly take classes in many subjects will definitely help we (to) smooth those difficulties in the future.
1 I don’t know ur main idea after reading through it.
2 give me more convincible reasons
3 give me examples.

Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Only people who earn a lot of money are successful. Use specific reasons and examples to support your answer. 

With the advent of the technologically advances society and moral value changes, although some people will regard that one who earn more money serves as a catalyst for our success. As far as I am concerned, I totally disagree about the thought because of - healthy; time. (the 1st paragraph sucks!!!) I will write this way:
If I could choose to be between these two: mentally rich or materially rich, I will take the former one for sure. The former one means being successful to me, but the latter one means nothing.

Some people will think that earning a lot of money will makes people happy and happiness will leads to success, because they can buy all kinds of  luxurious cloth and highly technology product and can travel around the world many times. But, nonetheless, they lose more because the money blinds their eyes.

There are various drawbacks of this idea that making money is the only thing for life. The most of all, earning a lot of money often connects to results in unhealthy body. Some people even sacrifices their time to exchange money which will result in damages of some organs such as lung, heart, liver. It is not worthwhile to exchange our health to the money. 

Additionally, I do not agree people are successful only when they earn a lot of money. In my opinion, only balancing the work and life will we enjoy the truly successful life. The people who earn a lot of money always do not have enough time to accompany with their family and their friends. They concentrate on earning money which makes they unfamiliar with their children and gradually lose the love of their family. Consequently, they lose everything not mention to success. 

In conclusion, people who earn a lot of money must sacrifice much more than what we can imagine. Consequently, they fail to do everything well. And as a result, I do not regard kind of attitude as success. In my opinion, the only key to being a successful person is to balance your work and life. Money, however, is the secondary. (good ending)
Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Only people who earn a lot of money are successful. Use specific reasons and examples to support your answer. 

If I could choose to be between these two: mentally rich or materially rich, I will take the former one for sure. The former one means being successful to me, but the latter one means nothing.

Being successful, in my opinions, means mentally fulfilled. People who earn a lot of money might not be mentally fulfilled. So I disagree the idea that people who earn a lot are successful, and there are few reasons I would like to share with you.
 
First, money doesn’t mean anything. Usually, people who earn a lot sacrifice their many treasurable things in life, such as time and health. As I heard, some rich people don’t have time to do exercise, get enough sleep, or have dinner with their family. As a result, they are both mentally and physically tired. They earn money, and pay money on seeing doctor. By this vicious circle, they don’t live long. 

Secondly, money makes problems. Once people are rich, their desire peaks. The more you can spend, the less happier you feel after buying things. Desire is nothing but a black hole. Rich people never satisfy with the thing they own. So, I never consider rich people as successful .

Lastly but the importantly, people should judge themselves rather than following what the so-called society comments. I think being successful means I do things that make myself and people around this world better; that’s to say, I feel mentally fulfilled if I do so. Money can’t buy everything we want, or solve all the difficulties in life. All in all, success isn’t built by money.
