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"The media—and society in general—mistakenly expect an individual to speak for a particular group, whether or not that individual truly represents the views of the entire group."


Nowadays, many problems are born in our everyday lives and some groups of people in society face new problems throufh the time. Often that groups of people choose a representative to support their views in public and try to solve the problems that rise. Some people believe that by choosing an individual to express the people's wills the problems are solved in a easiest way. In counterargument, others support that each person in the society has its personal view and should speak be himself for his problems. In my opinion, choosing a representative is better because the views of each person individually are combined and presented thorougly if that representative is the right person.


Firstly, if that group of the people is large, for example a whole city or a neighbourhood there would be a practical difficulty if everyone tried to express his opinion because we would need many years to hear all the opinions. In addition, it would be very boring to hear every person express his views because each individual would try to personalize the problems and speak bye his own way that may not be understandable from the entire public. Moreover, if this group of people choose a representative who is widely acceptable within this group then most of the people will not complain about that person and will accept his speech.


Moreover, each person individually cannot have the same information about an issue and it is more possible that a representative will know better some things about this problem because this is his primary work and will have more time to examine the aspects of the problems. In, addition most of the times, the person that is elected to speak in order to represent an entire group is a person well educated and has greate ability to speak related to each person of the group individually. For example, in the court the lawyer better supports a client's argue with another person than the client himself could do.


Furthermore, if there is an argument between two groups of people and that groups are large, then it is impossible for them to solve their problem if they do not choose a representative because they will not be able to understand each other individually. In addition, there is a question about if each representative trully express the views of each person or the group that he supports. But it is logical that some people in that group will be glad and some others will be dissapointed with the views of that representative, because most of the times among the same group of people there are many arguments about the same issue. In that way, if there wasn't a representative, the group would have this problem to solve and this could increase the possibilities of failure to solve a problem. In that way, if the group of people believes that is not well-represented be a specific person then can discuss that with this person and if the people realise that this person is not appropriate to support them then they should elect another person to support public their views.


In conclusion, as the population grows and more and more problems arise every day it would be very difficult for every individual to try to express public his views because other people will not have the time to listen them all. So, society has to concentrate on finding the best and the more fair persons to represent the individual groups of the people and rise the expectations and the control to the politicians and the representatives, so as every problem to be faced with the fairest way.
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"The depth of knowledge to be gained from books is richer and broader than what can be learned from direct experience." 


Through the centuries, human civilizations have advanced their knowlege and understanding of the world and the society. The personal experience of each person in a society can be proved useful in learning how to overcome the difficulties and the challenges of real life. Although this direct experience often is essential from the survival of a person, most of the times it is not enough. Books can provide a broader vision of human knowledge and can teach us many things that we cannot find in our everyday life.


First of all, if a person wants to study a theoritical field of science the only way is to find the neccesary knowledge by reading books. One of the main advantages that the books reading provides is that the reader can learn many things in little time and have a complete vision about the knowledge that he earns. For example, it is by far easier to read a book about psychology and understand some behavioral patterns of the people than to ask each person separately. In Universities, reading books makes a student to understand the functional background of a course and provides a feeling that may not be visible in direct experience.


Moreover, in books we can find historical events and stories which are very useful to know that cannot be learned through some experience that we had in our lives. In addition, the scientific knowledge is concentrated in books and is propagated through the ages. In that way, people who want to become great professionals or scientists can learn many things before they start to operate their profession and earn a huge amount of experience that people before them had. In other words, the best creations of the human mind is written into books and someone who is interested to succeed should have to discover the right way to do that by reading some past experiences. Every method that had led to a failure or a bad result is mentioned in books and someone who reads it can avoid making some mistakes that can lead to bad things.


Furthermore, by reading a book you have the opportunity to access a specific knowledge in depth by searching the appropriate chapter and you don't have to remember all these things by your own. In that way you can have a useful assistant to your work or your study that always will be available for direct access. In addition, books are more comprehensive and cover all the aspects of a particular field of study and a person who reads many books creates a knowledge background beyond its direct needs that makes him open-minded.


Finally, we have to argue that one of the most important things that advance the human society and the science are the books that our predecessors have left to us. All the great scientists have grown up by reading or writing books and that books are the corner stone of the stability of the human society. Direct experience can be used complementary by a person that have a strong knowledge background in order to complete its understanding of a particular field of study but books most of the times is the right way to explore an issue in depth.
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"Instant foods, instant communication, faster transportation-all of these recent developments are designed to save time. Ironically, though, instead of making more leisure time available, these developments have contributed to a pace of human affairs that is more rushed and more frantic than ever before."

Recent developments in science and technology enable people to do some things easier and faster. Some people argue that many everyday problems of the past have been solved nowadays and people have many choices to spend their time during the day. On the other hand, others support the view that today's society is very depending and the needs of a person are now much more than ever before. In that way, I would support that the reality is that relations between people have become even more difficult and tend to frustrate individuals all the time.


First of all, even though new means of technology such as communications and conteporary transportation are helpful to basic human needs, the society adapts to new challenges and defines the personal success in a higher stake. The today's workplace is very demanding and the employees have to communicate effectively with their cooperatives in a small amount of time. So, it is very possible that misunderstandings and argues will be created. In addition, employers will ask more things from the workers to be done because many things can be done in an faster way. But, this might create frustration and anxiety to the employees and make them fight with their bosses.


Furthermore, instant food can save time from a busy person, but it creates the feeling that in the remaining time a person has to do something creative. But, some members of a family for example could ask from the parents to cook foods with better quality and this can create dissapointment to both the parents and the kids. In addition, parents demand much more things from their children such as to learn foreign languages and this can be a great pressure for the kids that creates fights inside the family.


Moreover, nowdays people believe that can succeed in many more things than in the past because they have more advanced ways to do them. But, this have increased the competitiveness of the society and this can lead to stronger fights between the people. The feelings of safety and stability do not exist anymore and people tend to consume the market products in a very fast frequency. This fact creates weird behaviors within the people and a person who posses many goods becomes very selfish. In that way, each person believes that he can manipulate the other persons' life and all of the friends that it has tend to disagree with his opinions. That kind of character creates misunderstandings and destroys the healthy realationships between the people.


In conclusion, we have to emphasize that in every aspect of a society when a  

technological problem is solved, some new problems arise and people feel very stresful until the new problems are solved. In other words, the communication between each person becomes more complex and new difficulties restrict the direct exchange of thoughts. Moreover, we have to argue that technological progress has to be combined with improvements in human behavior in order to create logical human beings who interact in a creative way.
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"In order to improve the quality of instruction at the college and university level, all faculty should be required to spend time working outside the academic world in professions relevant to the courses they teach."


Nowadays, we live in a very competitive economy and someone who wants to find a good job must be highly qualified. The role of colleges and universities has become more crucial in the society and the faculty needs to be well-prepared to face the challenges of the modern age. Some people argue that professors who teach in the universities should work at a part-time job outside from the university in order to understand the real implications of the theoritical studies that they teach. In counterargument, some others believe that the only place that a faculty member should be working in is the university. In my opinion, it would be better if the faculty members worked exclusively inside the university that they belong and find other ways to complete their practical knowledge about their specific scientific field than to work in the free market.


First of all, if faculty members had to find a job in a company then it would be very difficult for them to provide good teaching and assistanship to their students because the would't have the time to do that. In that way, the quality of the university services to their students would be poor. In addition, most of the faculty that would try to succeed outside the academic world, it would consider more important to earn a lot of money and it would ignore the knowledge needs of the students. So, a lot of problems would be born in the academic process.


Furthermore, there are other ways that an academic professor could learn practical things about his scientific field. For example, the university can cooperate with comercial companies by doing some research in innovative fields. By doing that, both students and the faculty members would benefit financially and there will be a significant knowledge exchange between these two different categories. Another way that someone in the academic universe can learn some practical things is to organise some seminars that will participate workers from real companies and businesses.


Moreover, the faculty of a university should not work outside from the university because that would decrease the free job places for persons that do not posses an academic title and seek for a job. It is widely acceptable that in economies who each person has more than one job, the unemployment rate increases and young people cannot find jobs easily. In addition, there is a possibility that the professors will ask from their students relto complete some projects unrelated to their academic needs just to earn a lot of money. This fact could be a threat for the students because they will have a lot of things to do outside the scope of their studies and therefore will fail to concentrate to their real academic targets.


In conclusion, the view that the faculty of a university should work in a company in order to improve the quality of the teaching is wrong because there are more disadvantages that can occur during this period of time. A professor should be near to its students to help them solve the problems they face and avoid making a business career just to earn a lot of money or to be famous to business cycles.
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"Public figures such as actors, politicians, and athletes should expect people to be interested in their private lives. When they seek a public role, they should expect that they will lose at least some of their privacy."

Celebrities often are a hot topic for TV news or gossip newspapers. The public admires their way of life and wants to know many things about them, even from their personal life. There exists a debate in the society about how public figures should protect their private life from being exposed to the public. Some people believe that people should not be interested about the celebrities personal lives and some others argue that this is very natural because everybody that seeks for a public role should be a paradigm for the society.

          At first, politicians always ask from the people to vote for them and to support their campaign. A person who leads a country or a city, should be honest and its personal life be clear of scandals or bad behaviors. The people who vote for a representative have to know some details of his private life, in order to trust him. In addition, when this person is popular to the media, TV viewers will watch him more and more on the TV and will develop intereset for him. In counterargument, some opinions support that this public image is fake and people think that what they see on the TV is the reality, and they fail to understand the real facts and news. Additionally, the public image of politicians becomes friendlier to people who watch them everyday and are willing to hear a lot of news about them.

        Secondly,  actor’s life is often the everyday's topic of some big newspapers. Most of them play some roles that represent the culture and the current state of the society and though become familiar to the public. Most of them are young with very eccentric lives and so an average person is impressed when he learns about their weird life which differs significantly from the usual standards. Moreover, their personal behavior is often expressed on the movies and theaters that they participate and the public loves some of their roles and thinks that actors live in the same manner at their personal life. 

        Furthermore, athletes, rich men and people who are singers, have much better lives than an average person. In that way, most of people who are interested to know about celebrities do not find their lives interesting and search for interesting things in celebrities lives. Sometimes, some people who want to become well-known to the public pay some newspapers to promote their life or their activities from a positive view. By doing that, they willingly loose their privacy because they want to earn good criticism for their acts.

        In conclusion, we could say that sometimes is inevitable for a well-known person to hide his personal life from the public, because he will loose some of his reputation. People tend to copy the behaviors of succesful people and are very interested to know how they will do that. In other words to be a public person will certainly have an effect to your personal life and you the most of the times it is better to become aware of this fact than try to fight it.
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“The media (books, films, music, etc.) tend to create rather than reflect the values of a society.”

Nowadays, the distribution of digital media is easier than anytime before through television channels, Internet and compact disks. Many people believe that, a person’s personality and lifestyle is affected from the content of this media and more and more people follow the fashion that media try to create. My personal view is that the power that media posses can affect significantly the values of a society and moreover creates what people discuss, wear and believe.

At first, music industry creates new idols all the time and young people tend to copy the artist’s behaviour and wear the same clothes as their idols. A large portion of young people reads the interviews of their favourite artist and try develop to the same hobbies, style and look. Television usually shows the artists in expensive cars and beautiful places, so teenagers think that if they do the same thinks with the stars will live a comfortable life and earn a lot of money. Music companies, in order to sell as many CD’s as they can try to fill the customers’ ears with impressive video clips that promote some particular artists.

Moreover, some events that occurred in the past teach us that the majority of people does not produce its own values but accepts the values of a successful book or movie. For example, when the MATRIX movie appeared to cinemas many people thought, as the movie supports, that the whole society is driven by a secret force that defines its movements and people views of reality. Furthermore, some book best sellers such as “The 7 habits of successful men” created a new way of thinking in many aspects of human society such as businesses and workers. The readers of this kind of books often change the way they communicate with other people, and tend to copy the habits and behaviors that a book suggests in order to succeed in their personal life.

Many times in the past we have seen that a popular song can motivate people to do things that the writer of the song suggests. For example, the song “Imagine” from John Lennon to dream a better world and change their views about human interaction and respect for other people. In counterargument, there are times that films or books make some persons act more violently because they include brutal scenes and violent stories. 

Advertisements on TV and newspapers often create the consumer’s habits rather than reflect their real needs. Political parties usually manipulate their voters by showing political ads on the TV or by promoting public their beliefs. News in the TV usually shows only the parts of a story that can benefit the parties they support. The viewers of these television channels tend to adapt subjective views of the reality.

In conclusion, media can effectively create new values and ways of life is a society because they are everywhere, in every aspect of a human’s life. Most of the people accept with a passive role what learns from the media and this can be very dangerous for the future of modern societies, though all of us should defend our personal freedoms with all the possible means.
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“The University of Today is a kind of service industry. In order to operate successfully, the administration and faculty need to be responsive to the desires of the students who are the paying customers.“
Nowadays, we live in a very competitive society where free market rules dominate the social environment and the interaction between people. A person in order to succeed needs to have many skills and operate successfully in his job. Therefore today's Universities have to provide proper and updated knowledge to their students in order to prepare them adequately for the real life.


Many people believe that the University should be a part of the competitive market and get a fee from each student. In that way, the University will earn a lot of money and will be able to hire the best professors, build and maintain quality laboratories and finally provide the best teaching environment for its students. For example, when a student pays for the tuition may demand better services, otherwise he may leave the current University and search for another that fulfills his needs. Taking these conditions into consideration, every University will try to provide better services because it will want to keep its customers. In addition, the students will have a good relation with the faculty and the administration, so they will be able to communicate regularly and solve all their learning problems effectively. Big companies support this kind of University because they want to participate in research programs and furthermore they try to hire the best-educated students. Moreover, modern market dynamics demand from candidate workers to be specialized in a particular scientific field in order to be more productive. In counterargument, if the only way to get the University services is to pay for them, then only the rich families could afford this cost and this could create many inequalities in the society.


On the other hand, other people argue that academic knowledge should be a free gift to people. This argument supports that faculty and administration should only be paid from the government and every University should choose to hold only the students that fulfill the academic criteria and not just the paying customers. Although this is the way that the University worked the pretechnological age, I personally do not support this idea. Past experience teaches us that when the Universities worked independently from the market and ignored the requirements that workers should have, negative phenomena occurred. For example, faculty tended to ignore the academic needs of the students and the lessons of the University were more theoretical than practical and the quality of teaching tended to downgrade. My personal view is that these lessons should contain practical examples in order to help students acquire a more spherical view about what they study and do not be just a good mind trouble.


Finally, we should emphasize the need for good services be provided from the University and at the same time at the lowest cost in order to be affordable for all the students. The University should provide a theoretical background to its students combined with practical lessons and be the bridge between the students and the companies that are the possible employers for them after they graduate.
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"The stability of a society depends on how it responds to the extremes of human behaviour."


Human societies adapt to new political and behavioural models all the time while new developments are made every day. The stability of a society is a basic element for the progress of it. Extreme behaviour by some members of a society can undermine the progress that is being made. But how stable is a society is not only characterized by the way it responds to fight extreme behaviour but from many other factors, such as the relations between its members, the political, the economical and technological conditions that exist in this society.


First of all, one could say that if the society and the laws are very strict to bad human behavior and the courts give heavy punishments to them who violate the law, there will be more stability in the social environment. For example, in USA, the death penalty aims to clean the society from its members with heavy violations. This is a brute-force technique that is used, but there is no evidence that has reduces the criminal records through the years. In addition, other countries which do not use such strict punishments and have aborted the death penalty from their system have the same rates of increase in the criminality. So, the way that the laws of the society respond to unfair behaviour does not affect totally the progress and the stability of the society. 


A more representative measure for the safety and evolution of a society is the financial progress and the production of goods and services in the society. If the majority of the people has a stable job and a good income, then there are reduced the reasons for a man to act out of order. The growth of the economy creates new opportunities and the members of the society have to face less challenges for survival. This makes them more calm and open-minded so it is less possible to behave inappropriate.


Furthermore, what defines that safety feeling of a society depends at most on the political conditions of a specific country. For example if there is no freedom for people to express their opinions and live democratically, then their behaviour will become more violent and reactive. In countries that there is no democracy the members of the domestic society will react strongly in every measure that is against them. But even if the government reaction is strong or not, the humans will behave with stronger feelings the next time and this is because they want to obtain more rights.


Finally, we have to emphasize that there are many differences on how members of societies respond to their every day’s life but as much civilized and libertised is a society, human behaviour will remain in a logical bounds. In conclusion, if there exist the opportunities for the spread of the human knowledge around the society, a person has the chances to grow up with respect to the human rights and the laws and eliminate the problems in its character.

(493 words)

Manolis Pontikakis

ISSUE TOPIC
“The University of Today is a kind of service industry. In order to operate successfully, the administration and faculty need to be responsive to the desires of the students who are the paying customers.“
Nowadays, we live in a very competitive society where people need to have many skills in order to succeed in their jobs. Universities have to prepare their students well for the real life and each student demands from a university to be well organised and to spread knowledge. Many people believe that a student should pay the university and become a customer to get its services while others believe that the university should be free to attend and they support that the teaching of scientific knowledge is priceless.

First of all, if the student pays for the tuition the university earns a lot of money. So it can pay the best professors and demand from them to be responsive to its customers. This is inevitable because otherwise the student will leave the university and will try to find better services in another university. So the faculty and the administration has to be very well prepared to face that challenge and all the time communicate with the students in a very friendly environment. For example, if a student has to solve a difficult problem will ask for the assistantship of its professor and get the teaching service that he needs. But if the only way that universities worked was by considering their students as customers then only the rich families of a nation could afford the tuition fees. In that way only the wealthy students could get a degree and many society inequalities would be born.


On the other hand, other people argue that knowledge should be a free gift to anyone who wants to study a specific science. This vision includes that the faculty should provide their services at no cost by the students, so the government should pay the expenses. In that way everybody could become a student without worrying for the tuition fees. But as the history tells whenever that system has been adapted, the faculty tended to ignore the wills of the students and the quality of the teaching fell. One simple explanation for that is that every member of the faculty considered more important to make an invention or publish a paper than helping the students to fulfil their needs.


In conclusion, it would be great if there were no tuition fees and good services from the university but that depends from the wills of the faculty and is not necessarily done. Every society must be able to choose if it should give priority to paid services from a university, or to create universities open to the public where most of the work should be done privately by each individual student. Furthermore, each university should define some knowledge standards from its students and eliminate the desires that undermine the spread of the academical knowledge.
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