“쥐어짜지마”전국일                                                     2007.8.25


GRE Writing을 시작하며….
저희 스터디가 순전히 라이팅에 투자한 시간은 3개월 남짓 되고 개인적으로 4개월정도 공부를 했습니다. 2개월은 브레인 스톰밍과 틀 만드는 작업을 하였고 틈틈이 단어를 외워 나갔습니다. 전체적인 스터디진행은 이렇게 이루어졌고 세부적인 상황을 언급해 드리겠습니다.

첫째 달, GRE Writing이 무엇인지 무엇을 요구하는지를 알아야 겠기에 학원을 수강했습니다. Issue와 Argument의 전체문제를 읽고 브레인 스톰밍을 하면서 문제의 특성을 잡을 수 있었습니다. 이슈와 아규의 토픽들을 각각 30개 정도 브레인 스톰밍을 하고 몇 편의 에세이를 적고 보니 전체적으로 브레인스톰밍을 해야 되겠다라는 생각이 들어서 이슈를 주제별로 정리하는 작업과 파일을 만드는데 일주일정도 보냈습니다. 이렇게 한달 이 가던군요. 이제 GRE Writing을 감을 잡았고 우리가 무엇을 해야 될지를 알겠더군요.

둘째 달, 이슈의 주제별 정리해 놓은 파일을 책으로 만들어 스터디에서 하루에 10개씩 아이디어를 정리해나갔습니다. 이때 아규는 개인적으로 진행을 했습니다. 오류가 잘 안 보이는 문제만 가지고 와서 스터디 시간에 토론을 했습니다. 2주일정도 지나서 아규 아이디어가 정리가 되었고 다시 반복해서 아이디어가 미심쩍거나 부족한 부분을 보충해나가는 작업을 하고 어느 정도 완성된 틀을 작성해 나가며 서로의 틀에 대한 문제점과 장점을 지적해주는 작업을 동시에 해나갔습니다. 브레인 스톰밍의 반복의 효과는 엄청나던군요. 같은 주제와 문제가 보이기 시작하고 문제의 유형들을 파악하게 되고 어떤 주제에 자신이 취약한지를 알게 되니 점점 GRE Writing의 진행에 가속도가 붙기 시작했습니다. 이제 개인적으로 공부의 방향을 잡아나갔기에 스터디 하는 시간을 줄일 수 있었습니다.

셋째 달, 중순에 시험이 있는 멤버가 두 명이고 다음달 초에 나머지 멤버들이 시험을 치루게 되어 길게는 한달, 짧게는 보름의 시간적 여유가 있었습니다. 스스로 취약한 토픽을 정리하고 다시 아이디어를 정리하고 한번씩 전체 에세이를 작성하며 시험날짜를 기다렸습니다. GRE Writing 시작되고 한달 정도 되니까 많은 분들이 후기를 타기 시작하고 많은 수의 후기가 올라오고 있었기에 스터디 멤버들은 후기를 정리하고 아이디어를 정리해 나갔습니다. 이슈는 후기를 타는 경향이 높은 반면 아규는 후기라고 말하기 민망할 정도로 다방면에서 출제가 되고 있었기에 문제를 계속 읽고 오류를 4개씩 정리를 했고 어렵다고 느껴지는 문제들에 표를 해가면서 당일 날 간단히 보고 들어갈 수 있게 끔 정리를 해나갔습니다. 그리고 스터디의 여러 멤버들이 아규문제가 평소 시험에 안나와주었으면 하는 문제들이 나와서 당황을 하였고 제대로 실력 발휘를 못했다고 하더군요. 또한 캔슬을 하는 사태가 발생하기도 했습니다.

이렇듯 자료라곤 달랑 복사 집에서 파는 GRE Writing토픽이 다였고 아코도 참고 했지만 개인적으로 아코는 …….한국학생들에게 처음부터 보기에는 좀 버거운 교재였습니다
((지알이 라이팅 정복기))

토플 라이팅 5점 받은 실력으로 지알이 라이팅은 혼자 하면 될 것 같은 무모한 생각이 들었습니다 그러나 그 무모한 생각은 저를 몇 개월 동안의 방황으로 내 몰았습니다.

처음에는 무조건 쓰기만 하면 된다는 생각에 “이슈”를 무턱대고 써 보았습니다

그러나 2-3주 동안 쓰다 보니 내가 지금 쓰고 있는 것이 맞게 쓰는 것 인지 의심이 가기 시작 했습니다. 그래서 생각 해낸 것이 남의 샘플을 보고 참고 하여 써보면 좋겠다는 생각이 들어서 구입한 교재가 “ARCO”출판사에서 나온 “GRE Answer to the Real Essay Questions”였습니다. 많은 사람들이 본다고 복사집에서 적극 추천하여 그 책을 구입하게 되었습니다. 그러나 그 교재를 처음 접한 저에게 “writing”교재가 아니라 “reading”교재에 가까웠습니다. 그 내용을 모방 하기는커녕 저에게는 읽기도 만만치 않았고 글 쓰는 방식도 전혀 이해가 되지 않았습니다. “native”에게는 많은 도움이 되는 것 같지만, 한국에서 한국말 위주로 자란 저에게는 쉽게 이해 되지 않았습니다. 그 책을 아무리 읽어도 도저히 내가 이런 글을 쓸 수 있을까 걱정만 하게 되었습니다. 이렇게 고민 하다가 또 한 달이 흘-쩍 지나가 버렸습니다. 이러다가 GRE Writing 포기 하게 되는 것이 아닌가 하는 불길한 생각이 얼핏 들었습니다.
시험 전까지 이제 남은 기간은 2개월 마음은 급해지기 시작 했습니다.
이제는 도저히 안되겠다 싶은 심정에 학원에 의존 하기로 마음을 바꿔 먹고 어느 학원 어느 선생님이 좋은가 알아 보기 시작 했습니다. 그러나 도저히 마음을 정 할 수가 없었습니다. 첨삭 위주로 수업 들어야 할지 “native”선생님에게 수업을 들어야 할지 아니면 그냥 한국 선생님에게 들어야 할지 도통 판단이 서지 않았습니다. 어느 수업 스타일이 나한테 맞을지 도저히 판단이 되지 않았습니다. 그래서 세운 기준이 첨삭 많이 해주는 학원 어떨까 하는 생각에 강남 모 학원에 문의 해 보았더니 “native”강사가 첨삭도 많이 해준다는 말에 그 학원에 등록하여 또 한 달을 보냈습니다. 그런데 문제는 제가 한달 동안 공부한 내용이 별로 없다는 것이었습니다. 수업 중에 그 “native”강사 분은 가끔 영어로 말씀 하시기를 “originative”가 글에서 가장중요 하다는 말만 기억되고 나머지는 별로 제 머리 속에 남아 있는 것이 없었습니다. “originative”가 중요한지는 알겠는데 어떻게 “originative”하게 써야 할지는 전혀 배울 수가 없었습니다. 과제로 내준 내용을 써오면 첨삭 해준다는 말은 참으로 더 어이가 없었습니다. 수업 중에 글 쓰는 방법은 알려주지 않고 남의 샘플 읽어주고 “originative”하게 쓰면 첨삭해준다는 말은 참으로 저를 속상하게 하였습니다. 그 강사 분에게서 받은 샘플도 저에게는 별 의미가 없었습니다. 왜냐 하면 제가 어떻게 영어로 글을 쓸 수 없었기 때문입니다. 문장 하나 구성 하는데 이 만든 문장이 맞는지도 모르겠고 더군다나 문장과 문장을 연결할 수가 없었습니다. 과제로 써 간 내용은 중간에 문법 틀린 곳 한 두 군데 지적 받고 말았습니다. 그래서 제가 내린 결론은 첨삭위주의 수업도, 무조건 “native”수업도 나에게는 안 맞나 보는구나?  라는 생각이 들었습니다. 지알이라이팅이 이렇게 힘든 줄은 정말 몰랐습니다.  
그러다가 정말 우연히 압구정동에 p학원에 GRE Writing공개강의가 있다는 내용을 알게 되어 참석 하게 되었습니다. 그 강사 분 머리 숱도 별로 없고 눈도 작은 전형적인 한국 중년신사분이었습니다. 게다가 외국물을 많이 먹는 것 같지도 않고 처음에는 또 실망 하는구나 하면서 걱정 반, 포기 반 하면서 앉아서 강의를 듣기 시작 했습니다. 그러나 그분은 저에게 지알이 라이팅에 대한 큰 희망을 주셨습니다 한국학생들에게 맞는 공부 방법을 제시 해 주셨기 때문입니다. “자신을 알고 남을 알아야 한다”는 아주 평범한 진리를 반복 하시면서 제시 하시는 지알이 라이팅 공부방법은 거창 하지는 않지만 매우 현실적인 대안을을 제시 해주셨습니다. 실제로 지알이 라이팅 샘플을 200편이상 본인이 직접 작성한 교재를 보고는 그분의 성실성에 또 한번 감동하고 큰 믿음이 갖게 되었습니다. 지금까지 제가 보아왔던 어떤 지알이 라이팅강사분보다 신뢰감이 갔습니다. 자기수업 한 달만 수강 하면 마치 점수가 나올 것처럼, 제대로 된 샘플 하나 본인이 직접 써보지도 못하면서 첨삭만 해주겠다는 이런 일반적인 강사들에 비하면 그분이 직접 쓰신 이슈/아슈 샘플집(“쥐어짜지마”1권과 3권)은 정말 놀란 만한 것이었습니다. 이런 기대를 갖고 수강한 실제 수업은 훨씬 도움이 되었습니다. 본인이 직접 설명한 내용을 영어로 써서 확인해주고 또한 그 내용을 과제로 내주어 학생들이 실제로 수업 내용을 이해 했는지 확인 해주는 “수업 시스템”은 매우 체계적이고 저로 하여금 이 수업을 하루도 빼먹을 수 없게 만들었습니다.

여하튼 선생님의 지침에 따라(=>지피지기) 열심히 한 덕분에 제게는 과분한 4.5점이라는 점수를 3번이나 받았습니다(=>버벌 점수가 만족스럽지 않아 지알이시험을 세번보게 되었습니다). 제가 혼자 할 수 있는 부분과 혼자 할 수 없는 부분을 명쾌히 제시해주신 덕택에 라이팅이 어느 일정 수준에 올라선 것 같습니다. 

=> 본 글은 “쥐어짜지마”전국일 선생님의 가르침을 받은 “박준영”이라는 학생이 작성한것입니다   
질문1: GRE Writing 브레인 스토밍 언제 하는 것이

가장 도움이 될까?

답변 1: 

=> 실제로 채점 기준을 모르고

또는 한번도 제대로 써보지 않은 상태에서의 

브레인 스토밍 당연히 시간 낭비지요

GRE라이팅 처음 시작 할 때는 브레인 스토밍 필요 없습니다

어떻게 쓰는지도 모르는데 무슨 브레인 스토밍이

도움이 될까요?

채점 기준에 맞추어서 몇 편의 에세이를 써보고

좋은 점수 받을 수 있는 글과 그렇지 않은 글을 

구분 할 줄 알면 

그때부터 브레인 스토밍 하는 것이 가장 도움이 됩니다

참고: GRE라이팅은 한국인을 배려 해주는 시험이 절대 아니기 때문에

ETS에서 무슨 기준을 제시했는가를 정확히 모르면 안됩니다

질문2: GRE 라이팅 채점 기준은 ?

답변2: 

=>GRE 라이팅 채점 기준은 일단 Toefl 라이팅 채점 기준과 다릅니다

ETS에서 발표했듯이 GRE라이팅 채점 기준은 

글(=issue)이 전체적 얼마나 유기적으로(=organized) 긴밀하게

유지되어 설득력(=cogent) 있게 쓰여 졌는가가

(=>이것은 내용이 도덕적으로 건전해야 한다는 의미도 포함 하고 있습니다)

그 첫째요

그 글의 내용전개가 특히 본문(=body)에서

얼마나 논리적으로 일관성(=coherence)있게

이루어져 있는가가 

그 두 번째입니다

마지막으로 표현이 얼마나 잘 되었는가를 보는데

대부분 한국 학생들이 알고 있듯이 외국인을 

대상으로 하는 시험이 아니고

영어사용자(=native speakers)들을 대상으로 하는 시험인 만큼

영어구문이 아니라

풍부한 어휘력(=vocabulary)을 어떻게 구사하는가가 

그 세 번째 채점 기준입니다 

참고: 본 채점 기준에 맞추어 작성한 자료는

이슈의 시작은 “쥐어짜지마”에 샘플 몇 개 제시 했습니다 

질문3: 그러면’’’’’’’ GRE Writing의 효과적인 전략은 무엇인가요?

답변3: 기본적으로 쉬운 것부터 공략 하세요. “아규”는 표현이 덜 중요 하기 때문에 제대로 준비만 하면 한국인에게는 “이슈”보다 훨씬 쉽게 느껴집니다. 반면 “이슈”는 생각과 표현 둘 다 어렵기 때문에 한국인들은 공부 하면 할수록 어렵게 느껴집니다. 따라서 “아규”는 단기간(=1-2개월)에 가능 하고, “이슈”는 장기간(=2-3개월)정도로 기간을 잡으시면 충분 합니다

        <참고> 아규는 5점 목표/ 이슈는 3점 또는 4점 목표가 단기간(1-2개월)에 세울 수 있는 가장 좋은 전략입니다 

I. GRE WRITING의 시작……..

1. GRE WRITING의 구성

· 이슈(45분) => 6점 만점

· 아규(30분) => 6점 만점

2. 이슈와 아규토픽 pool은 어디에서 구하는가?

· 이슈244개

· 아규242개

· www.ets.org  참고/ www.pjenglish.com GRE자료실 참고

3. 시험 규칙

· 이슈(45분)와 아규(30분) 시험시간 사이에 휴식 없음

· 이슈를 마치면 곧바로 아규로 넘어가며 이슈로 되돌아 올 수 없음

· scratch paper와 연필은 제공됨

· typing으로만 시험을 치룰 수 있습니다

4. GRE Writing의 중요 채점 기준(이슈)

· Content: Your ability to present cogent, persuasive, and relevant ideas and    arguments through sound reasoning and supporting examples

(내용: 합리적인 추론과 예를 통하여 수긍이 가고 설득력 있는 적절한 아이디어와 주장을 보여주는 능력)

· Organization: Your ability to present your ideas in an organized and cohesive fashion

(조직화: 유기적이고 일관성 있는 방법으로 아이디어를 보여주는 능력)

· Language: Your control of the English language, as demonstrated by your vocabulary, diction (word choice), and use of idioms

(언어: 어휘력, 단어 선택, 그리고 이디엄의 사용에서 보여진 영어의 통제능력)

· Mechanics: Your facility with the conventions of standard written English, including grammar, syntax (sentence structure), and word usage

(표현기법: 문법, 문맥 그리고 단어사용을 포함한 표준영어 사용능력)

       - 참고사항: 너무 심하게 틀리지 않는 다면 문법과 spelling은 평가 되지 않습니다. 

5. 점수체계(Scoring System)

· 위(4번)에 언급한 기준을 두 명의 채점관 이 점수(6점 만점)를 매기고 그 차이가 1점 이상이면 제3의 경험이 많은 채점관 이 다시 채점하여 점수를 매김  

II. 이슈의 좋은 작성방법

1. 이슈작성시 유의 사항 

이슈는 수험생이 얼마나 효과적이고 설득력 있게 자신의 입장을 보여주느냐가 중요하다

따라서

이슈 작성자는

첫번째, 이슈의 복잡성과 함축성을 인식하여 다뤄야 한다

두 번째, 전체구조를 유기적으로 구성 하여야 한다

세 번째, 부연 설명과 그 예가 적절 하여야 한다

네 번째, 표준 영어 사용을 능력이 중요하다(특히, 다양한 어휘력 사용이 중요하며 구어체 사용은 삼가 한다)

“ In scoring your Issue essay, GRE readers will examine how effectively or cogently 

1) you recognize and deal with the complexities and implications of the issue

2) you organize, develop, and express your ideas

3) you support your ideas (with reasons and examples)

4) you control the elements of standard written English

 (grammar, syntax, and usage=어휘사용)

2. 수험생의 유의 사항

이슈는 아래와 같이 지시어와 2개의 문제로 구성 된다 

<directive:지시사항>

	“Present your perspective on the following issue; use relevant reasons and/or examples to support your viewpoint.”


<topic>

	“The lack of choice is a circumstance that is very, very scant” 




<topic>

	“Only through errors can there be discovery or progress”


III. 이슈의 실제작성 방법

<<“쥐어 짜지마”의 이슈(5점 이상)  작성방법>>

1. Preface (서론)

a) 이슈의 내용을 정확히 이해하였는지 밝힌다

Ex) The speaker asserts that ~

 b) 자신의 입장을 분명히 밝힌다

    Ex) I strongly agree that ~/ I absolutely disagree that ~

b) 자신이 왜 그건 입장을 취하는지 이유를 분명히 밝힌다. 

(=>이 부분이 전체구조의 복선을 만들어 줍니다

즉, 본론에서 무슨 내용으로 쓸 것인지를 암시 하여줍니다. )

2. Main subjects (본론)

  a)  본론은 2개의 “body”로 대조 시켜야 합니다

  b)  본론의 body는 “unity”와 “coherence”를 잘 유지 시켜야 합니다

  c)  이러한 “unity”와 “coherence”는 “topic sentence”에 의해 결정됩니다

d) “topic sentence”을 부연하는 “예, example” 또한 설득력이 있어야 한다

=> 이 부분이 점수에 결정적인 영향을 미친다

3. Conclusion (결론)

a) 본론과 서론을 잘 요약하여 내용은 같지만

다른 단어, 즉 동의어로 작성한다

  b) 서론, 본론과 관계없는 내용은 절대 쓰지 않는다

  c) 도덕적인 내용으로 마무리한다

4. Expression (채점자에게 감동을 주기위한 전략정도로 생각 해야 함) 

a) 표현은 어휘력에 의해 결정 됩니다

b) 명사위주의 물주구문을 주로 사용한다=> 문어체 고급영어의 시작임

  c) 속담 및 비유(comparison)를 이용한다 => 고급영어는 내용을 비유로 쓰는 것이다

     Ex) “It is no use crying over split milk.”(소 잃고 외양간 고친다)

 “One man with courage makes a majority."
("용기 있는 한 사람이 다수의 힘을 갖는다.")
5. 채점기준은? (=> page 5-6 및 page10 참조/ 라이팅에서는 매우 중요합니다)

a) essay 전체구조가 제일중요하다

=>서론과 body의 topic sentence가 전체구조를 살린다.

b) 다음으로 body의 “coherence”와 “unity”가 전체구조를 살려 줌으로

essay의 전체구조를 살릴 수 있다

c) 마지막으로 표현이 중요 한데 이표현은 풍부한 어휘력으로 나타난다

ETS 채점기준

<5.5-6점>

Sustains insightful, in-depth analysis of complex ideas; develops and supports main points with logically compelling reasons and/or highly persuasive examples; is well focused and well organized; skillfully uses sentence variety and precise vocabulary to convey meaning effectively; demonstrates superior facility with sentence structure and language usage but may have minor errors that do not interfere with meaning.

<4.5-5점>

Provides generally thoughtful analysis of complex ideas; develops and supports main points with logically sound reasons and/or well-chosen examples; is generally focused and well organized; uses appropriate sentence variety and vocabulary to convey meaning clearly; demonstrates good control of sentence structure and language usage but may have minor errors that do not interfere with meaning.

<3.5-4점>

Provides competent analysis of complex ideas; develops and supports main points with relevant reasons and/or examples; is adequately organized; conveys meaning with reasonable clarity; demonstrates satisfactory control of sentence structure and language usage but may have some errors that affect clarity.
<2.5-3점>

Displays some competence in analytical writing skills, although the writing is flawed in at least one of the following ways: limited analysis or development, weak organization; weak control of sentence structure or language usage, with errors that often result in vagueness or lack of clarity.
<1.5-2점>

Displays serious weaknesses in analytical writing. The writing is seriously flawed in at least one of the following ways: serious lack of analysis or development; lack of organization; serious and frequent problems in sentence structure or language usage, with errors that obscure meaning.
<0.5-1점>  

Displays fundamental deficiencies in analytical writing. The writing is fundamentally flawed in at least one of the following ways: content that is extremely confusing or mostly irrelevant to the assigned tasks, little or no development; severe and pervasive errors that result in incoherence.
<0점 >

The examinee's analytical writing skills cannot be evaluated because the responses do not address any part of the assigned tasks, are merely attempts to copy the assignments, are in a foreign language, or display only indecipherable text or no text whatsoever.

<샘플 하나>

==============================================================

<<GRE Writing>>

- 아래이슈를 자세히 읽고 본인의 생각을 “논리적”으로 전개하시오

(Develop your opinion logically after carefully reading the following issue)

#issue231: "Moderation in all things' is ill-considered advice. Rather, we should say, 'Moderation in most things,' since many areas of human concern require or at least profit from extreme focus."
====================================================================

<해설 및 샘플> 

Writing에서 가장 중요한 요소는 무엇일까?

글의 전체 구조를 생각 해내는 것이다

그러면 그 구조는 어디에서 “idea”을 얻을까?

문제 속에서 찾는 것이 가장 빠르고 합리적인 방법이다

문제 속에서 “key word” or “key phrase”을 찾아내어 글의 구조를 만들어 보자

우선, 본문제에서 “key word”는 “moderation(중용)”이고 

     중용이 중요한 경우는 우리가 “일상 생활에서 즐거움”을 찾을 때 

     이 경우 중용이 지켜지지 않는 다면 좋지 않은 결과가 발생 할 것이다

     => Body1

다음으로 본문제의 “key word”는 “intense(극단)”이며

     극단이 중요한 경우는 경쟁 상황이 발생하는 “스포츠나 기업”의 경우

     => Body 2

또는 “중환자를 다루는 의사나 고도의 첨단 장비를 다루는 군인의 경우

     당연히 중용보다는 “극단적인 집중력”이 요구된다

     => Body 3

위와 같이 분석 하면 기본적으로 본문의 “body1,2,3”이 결정되고

글의 전체구조가 쉽게 잡히게 된다

Writing에서 두 번째로 중요한 요소는 무엇일까?

그것은 “body”을 구성 하는 “unity(통일성)”이다

body의 “topic sentence”을 뒷받침 해주는 “예 또는 그 설명”이

일관성이 있어야 한다

body의 통일성이 없다면 아무리 전체 구조가 잘 잡혀도

그 글은 절대 논리적일 수가 없으며 높은 점수를 기대하기 어렵다

그러면 body의 통일성을 유지하는 방법은 무엇일까?

(물론 좋은 샘플을 많이 읽고 모방 하는 것이 제일 좋습니다)

본문제에서는 

“topic sentence”을 “support”해주는 방법으로

나열적으로 예를 들어 통일성을 찾았다 

--------------------------------------------------------------------

<샘플> 

The speaker asserts that moderation should be applied for most things rather than all things. Although I concede that there are some cases that require to be treated moderately, but I strongly agree that other cases should be dealt with perfectly. Moderation is virtue in many cases, but in other cases perfection is more valuable rather than moderation. 
Admittedly, when it comes to enjoying pleasure, moderation is imperative virtue. Moderated entertainment relieves modern people’s hectic lives, but inordinate enjoyment is necessarily harmful to us. Addictive substances such as alcohol and tobacco help people relax stress, but when people overuse these substances, which must be harmful to people. Another good example is eating habits requiring moderation. Eating delicious food gives great pleasure to people, but lack of moderation in diet results in overweight that is harmful especially in people’s health. Absence of moderation results in adverse effect for people pursuing pleasure.
On the other hand, when it comes to pursuing competitive goals, perfection is more valuable than moderation. The good example is athletes who always challenge the extreme of human physical ability. If athletes participating in cross-country moderately swim, run, and cycle, they will never experience human physical extremes. In such situation, the participant must pursue perfection rather than moderation in order to achieve their goal. Another example can be often seen in business world. In competitive business world, the most essential quality for business is perfection rather than moderation. Only perfect services for client guarantee their success as well as their profit.
What is important, when we perform decisive duties, perfection is indispensable quality rather than moderation. There are a lot of critical duties especially relevant to emergencies in modern society. When doctors treat urgent patients in hospital, and soldiers deal with sophisticated modern military equipment, moderation is not at all beneficial to doctors as well patients and soldiers. Nobody admit that doctors could cure their emergency patients moderately and that soldiers can moderately deal with sensitive military equipment. We cannot overestimate that they must operate their duties with intense concentration; otherwise, many serious problems will happens. 

In sum, surly moderation is necessary virtue in some respect, but in other cases, perfection, rather than moderation, is more valuable. When we pursue pleasure, moderation is necessary virtue. However, perfection is more valuable when it comes to achieving competitive goals and handling decisive duties regarding human lives.
본 글은 “쥐어짜지마” 샘플입니다 

<샘플 두 번째>

====================================================================

아래 문제를 읽고 “논리적”으로 자신의 의견을 전개 하시오(develop).

#136 ‘The absence of choice is a circumstance that is very, very few’
 “이슈문제의 특징은 그 주장이 매우 막연 하면서 해석 하기도 어려운 경우가 많습니다.”
그러면 이러한 막연한 어떻게 글을 전개 하여야 할까요? 

그 점을 깊이 생각 해 보시고 글을 쓰세요.  

--------------

#156"Choice is an illusion. In reality, our lives are controlled by the society in which we live."
본문제는 위의 문제와 정반대의 주장을 하고 있습니다. 따라서 동일한 문제로 생각 하고 공부 하셔도 좋겠습니다. 이슈에서는 이렇게 유사한 문제가 많이 있습니다

====================================================================

<<해설 및 샘플>>

본 문제는 대부분의 이슈 문제가 그렇듯이 그 ‘주장’이 매우 막연한 문제중의 하나입니다. 

그러나 이슈는 바로 이러한 막연함을 어떻게 구체화 하느냐가

고 득점의 관건입니다.

아래 내용은 구체적인 예를 들어 일반화 하는 방법으로 글을 전개하고 있습니다

1. 글의 전체구조: 개인의 자유선택은 

현실적으로 실제 환경에 좌우 되어 그 선택이 없는 경우가 많으며 

실제로 현실적으로 환경이 불행하여 

 본인의 의지와 상관 없이 선택의 여지가 없다는 것을 

“교육(education)기회가 없는 경우”의 관점에서 ‘body1’을 구성 하고

더욱 비참한 것은 

삶 자체가 자기의 의지와 전혀 상관 없는 경우가 

현실에는 얼마든지 존재한다는 것을 

“생존(survival)”의 관점에서 ‘body2’을 구성 하고 있습니다. 

그러면서도 감동을 잊지 않아서 글이 더욱 좋습니다.

2. Body의 통일성: 개인의 삶을 시간 순성에 의해 자연스럽게 이끌어 가고 있습니다.

3.  표현력: 다양한 어휘를 자연스럽게 구사 하여 표현의 풍부함을 보여 주고 있습니다. 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

<<샘플>>

Some people may face difficulties in choosing a right one with a list of choices in every moment of their lives. I would separate these people as ‘lucky’ ones from others who may not have any choice due to their particular circumstances. Contrary to the speaker’s argument, in reality, there are many circumstances for some people where there is virtually no choice at all. 

 
Let’s consider person someone, who is named ‘Bad Luck’, a poor child, is born at a destitute family in a deserted region.  While other kids may be exposed to excellent educational opportunities, ‘Bad Luck’, the poor child may not have any school to attend in nearby neighborhood. Some people may argue that if he and his family only wish to, his family could move or send him to a nearby city to educate him. However, it may be simply unaffordable for his family to send him to the city. In this circumstance, we cannot easily conclude that he was not well educated due to his own choice. It goes well with time when he is now grown up to find a job. Let’s imagine that he somehow finished his secondary education and it is now time to move forward: either continues his education to university or finds a job and earns money. Here again, some people may think that he has a ‘choice’ between the two options. However, if his parents are unable to support his higher education and rather they expect him to provide financial support to his family by finding a stable job, and if he is not a selfish person to think only him but a careful one to consider others in his family, he may decide to find a job to support his family.  Again, we cannot say that ‘Bad Luck’, the poor young, chose to work instead to study on his free will. Continuing from Bad Luck’s example, he may want to be a computer engineer but due to lack of required educational backgrounds, he may need to be satisfied with a mere low-skilled technician’s job. Who could tell him that it resulted from his own choice? This kind of individual circumstances is not rare in many societies. This case does not only concern Third-World countries. It also happens in destitute neighborhoods in advanced countries. Who can argue that anyone has a right to choose one’s own choice in any circumstance?

 
The example above may be classified even relatively ‘luckier’ one because what it mainly matters here is economic circumstances, i.e., money.  We can find worse situation where life or survival is in question. It is simply enough to think what happens even today in many Sub-Saharan countries where thousands of millions people including many of children, are dying by lack of clean water and food to survive.  There we do not even bother to argue on choices of education, jobs, or others: what matters is that we cannot say that they have other choices but to barely survive. Or consider cases of not a few Palestinian kid-soldiers dying in a holistic war against Israel.  How can we say that they were fighting on their own free choice, not that the particular circumstance forced them to act like that?
 
As shown above, from many real examples, I cannot simply agree with the speaker’s claim that the absence of choice is a circumstance that is very rare.  In certain regions and circumstances, there are people suffering from total absence of choice. And even just around the corner where we live, there are still many people who are deprived of opportunities of exerting their free will.
본 글은 “쥐어짜지마” 샘플입니다

<샘플 세 번째>

===================================================================

#17 "There are two kinds of laws: just and unjust. Every citizen in a society has a responsibility to follow just laws and, even more essentially, to disobey and protest unjust laws."
=======================================================================

<<해설 및 샘플>>
본문제는 

대부분의 학생들이 접근 하기 어려워 하는 

문제로 

법이 정당 하지 않을 때

저항하고 불복종 하는 것이 과연 개인들의 책임인가?

하는 것이 주제입니다.

1) 우선 법이 정당 한지 부당한지는

이해집단의 이해가 엇갈리는 경우가 있다는 사실은 

간과 할 수는 없습니다. => body 1
2) 다음으로 당연히 정당함이나 부당함에 관계없이

기본적으로 법의 주요목적이 사회안정에 있다는 사실은 부정 하기 어렵습니다

만일 모든 사람이 법에 불만이 있다고 법에 저항 하거나 

그 법을 부정 하면 사회 혼란은 명백 할 것입니다. => body 2

3) 그러나 변화된 사회, 특히 민주주의 사회는

그러한 부당한 법에 도전 함으로서 이루어 졌다고 봅니다

특히 미국”식민지”와 인도”식민지”는 영국의 부당한 법들에

저항 함으로서 “독립"까지 쟁취한 사례가 있어

그 예를 들어 “supporting sentence”을 구성 하였습니다 => body 3

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

<<샘플>>

The speaker asserts that just laws should be obeyed without any doubt, and at the same time unjust laws must be phase out. I also agree the speaker’s assertion because although it depends on the situations whether unjust laws should be disobeyed or not, many cases people's disobeying and resistance have brought mankind to see the present democratic society. 
Admittedly, since laws play a crucial role to keep our society in order, it is every individual's obligation to obey them in spite of being against. When we consider laws in social perspective, laws in any society serve as an efficient way to balance different competing interests. In democratic countries they are instituted to stand for interests of most people, thus are easily justified. It is widely accepted that laws are indispensable to people's daily life, despite that they sometimes limit minority's rights for the purpose of majority. Whatever the cases may be, it is such laws that make a society do its function smoothly and stably. Imagine members of society disobey laws because of their personal interests. They will inevitably turn the whole society into chaos. In other words, if everyone objects to current laws and appeals to establish a law satisfactory to himself, there will eventually no law satisfying everybody in deed. After all there is no absolute law in this world that is acclaimed by every individual. 
However, although it is responsibility of the citizen to obey the just law, there is also the time when it is indispensable to disobey and to resist unjust laws to every citizen who wishes to see the peaceful and healthy society. We, humans have ability to discern what law is beneficial or what law is destructible for the society. The laws, which are designed only for the selfishness of the tyrants or special groups are supposed to be unjust. Those laws are created and utilized for the wish of the despots or special groups. For example, when British power was ruling over the colony of America, they impelled people in the colony to obey their rules and regulations such Stamp Act, Sugar Act Townsend Duties and Coercive Act. At that time many colonists in America strongly resisted those laws and eventually they succeeded in achieving their independence from the British through “Revolutionary War”, which became the model of modern democracy. If many patriots including George Washington acquiesced those laws, we would not see the present democratic society that numerous people in America are very proud of. Another persuasive example is India; the British were strictly compelling people to obey their unjust rules and regulations. Anyone trying to resists them were hanged to death. Many patriots fought against the British government to free India from these shackles. The great leaders like Mahatma Gandhi resisted the unjust of British’s laws by appealing to non-violence. He was jailed several times and went on hunger strikes to emphasize his cause. Eventually, after a long fight with British regiment, India gained independence from the British. 
In sum, although I admit that the law, whether it is just or unjust, plays a vital role in keeping the stability of the society; it is certainly that there are times when laws need to be amended. Societies change, hence laws must do. When people find that their interests are no longer protected and even undermined, it is their freedom and responsibility to propound and express it through resisting and disobeying the unjust.
본 글은 “쥐어짜지마” 샘플입니다
<<샘플 네 번째>>

======================================================================

 #46“To be a successful leader, a public politician must maintain the highest ethical and moral standards.”
=======================================================================
 “쥐어짜지마” 생각은... 
1. 주제에 최대한 단순하고 명료하게 접근한다

2. 주제에 아주 적절한 예시를 생각한다. (이때 심오하지 않게 접근해야 적절하게 생각할 수 있음.  깊게 들어가다 보면 주제를 벗어 하게 되는 수가 많음.;;) 
3. 예시를 구체적이고 자세히 논리적으로 풀어나간다. 
4. 이런 생각을 하고 나서 글을 쓰는 게 한층 글 쓰기가 쉬어짐. 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
<<샘플>>
The speaker asserts that a public official should equip himself with the highest ethical and moral standards for successful leadership. I strongly agree with the speaker’s state that an excellent leader should be well qualified as a man of virtue. Moral hazards among public officials inevitably bring calamities not only upon themselves but also upon the whole society since their decisions determine the destiny of their nation including their own lives. 

Admittedly, it is widely accepted that the best quality of the leadership is an administrative competence, but even such executive excellence without strict ethical basis would consequently fail to achieve authentic leadership. History teaches us that political leaders who lack morality invited a disaster to human-beings all over the world, as well as to themselves and their own countries. Remember leaders such as Hitler, who was the ringleader of the Second World War, and Stalin, who was notorious for the holocaust. They committed atrocities with their power on part of the whole humankind. Such their immorality after all brings not only mishaps for leaders themselves but also considerable disaster on the world. Even now, Osama bin Laden, who is the leader of Al-Queda, threatens world peace under the name of a “holy war.” However, his immense power without moral standard merely caused a massacre of innocent people, as well as a seclusion of life on himself. Thus, high standard of morality should be the prerequisite for successful leadership.

In contrast, history also shows us the opposite exemplar leaders who maintained highest ethical and moral standards as an excellent leader. We can see the great sage Socrates and Confucius, who were not only respectable teacher for descendants but also practical politician of their contemporaries. Even though they did not seize the power at that time, they are worth to revere as authentic leaders who acted up what they said. Of course, we have many admirable leaders of modern age: Mahatma Gandhi, Martin Luther King, Nelson Mandela, and Aung San Suu Kyi. All of them were and are the effective and successful leaders adhering to elevated virtues of human beings. They fought for the rights of the minorities, but it was ultimately for the sake of majority. It was their honorable behaviors that moved people to come after them voluntarily, not compulsorily. Therefore, the highest standards of ethics and morality should be the cornerstone of effective leadership. 

In sum, history manifests itself how significant the highest ethical and moral standards is, if public officials seek to be effective leaders. When every public official realizes that sincere leadership comes from the high integrity, our society will take an advanced step forward. 

본 글은 “쥐어짜지마” 샘플입니다

<<샘플 다섯 번째>>
===============================================================================

#001"People can usually learn much more from those who have similar views than from those who have contradictive views."
================================================================================

“쥐어짜지마”생각은 

자기 글을 남에게 보여주어서 수정 받았을 때 많은 발전이 있다고 생각됩니다 

아래 두개의 샘플을 비교 하여 그 차이점을 생각 해보면 

어휘 선택이 얼마나 중요한 가를 느낄 수 있습니다

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

<raw sample>

The speaker asserts that our agreement motivates us to learn more than disagreement whereas our contradictory views inhibit us from learning more, since disagreement causes stress. In some cases, disagreement would prevent us from learning more, if two arguers have basically dissimilar beliefs. In my view, however, the assertion fails to take into accounts benefits that different views can bring for us in many other cases. Disagreements can often complement our insufficient knowledge.

Admittedly, when two arguers have basically different interests, they learn little from each other since disagreement induces stress and inhibits their learning. For example, the environmentalists learn little about the importance of nature by debating with the developers who are willing to destroy nature in order to achieve their economic goals. Or the artists learn little about human mind by disputing with the biologists who study only the human body. In these examples the speaker’s claim can be justified in that disagreement results in stress and prohibits one’s learning.

However, sometimes, we can benefit from the contradictory views, which help supplement our insufficient thoughts.  History manifests itself in explaining above fact. Because of limited knowledge of medieval people, they believed that the earth was flat and that it was the center of the Universe. This idea prevailed until the Renaissance, when Copernicus indicated that it is round and revolves the Sun. At first his idea gave many people a lot of stress and a lot of people didn’t listen his thought. But when Columbus and Magellan succeeded in   proving it to be round; many people overcame stress and accepted the new idea that improves mankind’s civilization. Darwin is also persuasive example. When he announced “The origin of species”, most Catholics had been stressed about his theory because it contradicted with God’s creation concept that Catholics had worshiped for several centuries. But who now can deny his theory? His theory has rendered humans to recognize how trivial human is! And it also has made humans recognize the truth of human as well as enhance its civilization.

        In conclusion, even though basically different interests sometimes prevent us from learning, the contradictory views often enabled us to improve our inadequate knowledge and then to achieve our advanced civilization.

--------------------------------------------------------------------

<<revised>>

The speaker asserts that our different views hinder learning rather than promote or advance it, since disagreement causes us to feel stress. However, I disagree with the assertion because the speaker fails to take into accounts benefits that different views can bring for us.  

At individual level, when two arguers have basically different interests, especially when they are in position that they have no open mind to each other, they learn little from each other. For example, the environmentalists who are only engrossed in their interests learn little about the importance of nature by debating with the developers who are willing to destroy nature in order to achieve their economic goals. Or the artists who engulfed only in their interests learn little about human mind by disputing with the biologists who study only the human body. In these examples the speaker’s claim can be justified in that disagreement results in stress and prohibits one’s learning. However, even though they have different views, if they have open minds, they would, I believe, learn much from different views. Environments can learn from developers about the importance of economic progress which allows us them to see what present civilization is whereas developers can learn from environmentalists much about the importance of nature that is essential to mankind.

Moreover, at historical level, even contradictory views have helped us to supplement our insufficient thoughts. History manifests itself as followings. Because of limited knowledge of medieval people, they believed that the earth was flat and that it was the center of the Universe. This idea prevailed until the Renaissance, when Copernicus indicated that it is round and revolves the Sun. At first his idea gave many people a lot of stress and a lot of people didn’t listen his thought. But when Columbus and Magellan succeeded in proving it to be round; many people eventually accepted the new idea that improves mankind’s civilization. Darwin is also persuasive example. When he announced “The origin of species”, most Catholics had disapproved his theory because it contradicted with God’s creation concept that Catholics had worshiped for several centuries. But who now can deny that even though his theory contradicted Catholics, it has supplemented or even broadened our inadequate knowledge? That is, his theory has rendered humans to recognize the truth of human as well as enhance its civilization.

        In conclusion, even though at individual levels we have basically different interests, if we have open minds to each other, the different views would often help us to learn much more each other.  Moreover, history teaches us that even the theories contradictive to existing thoughts, in many cases, have contributed to enlarging our insufficient knowledge and even to developing our civilization.

“본 내용은 쥐어짜지마 샘플입니다”
<<샘플 여섯 번째>>
======================================================================

#036"An individual's greatness cannot be judged objectively by his or her contemporaries; the most objective evaluators of a person's greatness are people who belong to a later time." 
---------

#241 "The greatness of individuals can be decided only by those who live after them, not by their contemporaries." 

========================================================================

<<해설 및 샘플>>

위의 두개의 이슈문제는 그 주장이 서로 같음을 쉽게 알 수 있습니다. 이슈 문제는 위와 같이 자주 같은 내용의 문제들을 만날 수 있기 때문에 같은 내용을 가진 문제들 중 하나만 써보면 비슷한 문제들은 쉽게 쓸 수 있습니다

이러한 점에 착안하여 이슈 문제들을 그룹핑(grouping)을 잘 하면 이슈 문제들을 접근 할 때 보다 적은 시간 안에 보다 많은 이슈문제 들을  효과적으로 다룰 수 있습니다 

*(( Brainstorm ))

타고난 천재성 때문에 그 시대에 쉽게 인정 받았던 인물들 – Mozart, Gauss, Gaudy등이 있습니다 그러나 대부분 개인의 위대한 업적이 현실적인 장벽 때문에 동시대인에게 인정받지 못하는 경우가 많고 심지어 어떤 경우는 정치권력에 의해 그위대함이 날조 되기도 한다 예를 들어 중세기의 대부분의 과학자들은 중세기에 정신 세계를 지배했던 Catholics의 편견과 질시 때문에 인정 받지 못하였고, Hitler나 Mussolini와 같은 정치가들은 그들의 권력 때문에 메시아처럼 보여 동시대인에게 정당 하게 평가 받지 인물들입니다. 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

<< Draft for Essay>>

I. 재능 있는 천재들(=talented geniuses)

        : 뛰어난 재능으로 동시대인 들에게도 인정 받은 인물들

                (eg : Wolfgang Amadeus Mozart, Antonio Gaudy Mozart, Gauss) 
II. 과학분야(=scientific field)

        : 동시대인의 지식부족과 편견에 때문에 인정 받지 못한 인물들 

                (eg : Nicholas Copernicus, Charles Darwin, Galileo Galilee) 
III. 정치분야(=political field)

        : 정치가들의 권력과 영향력 때문에 

동시대에는 객관적인 평가가 이루어지지 않은 인물들

            (eg: Adolph Hitler, Richard Nixon, Bill Clinton, Abraham Lincoln)
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

  <<샘플>>

The speaker asserts that the most objective evaluators of individual are descendents of a later time.  Although I concede that they are more suitable evaluators in evaluating scientists and politicians, I also believe that some outstanding geniuses have been objectively evaluated by their contemporaries.   
There are talented geniuses who are evaluated being great at their time.  Geniuses' contemporaries have enough raw data to objectively evaluate geniuses' greatness, because no data is dimmed in time.  While posterities appreciate geniuses only by other people's record, contemporaries have chance to directly approach geniuses.  With this direct access, contemporaries have chance of directly feeling the impression of geniuses' achievements which later people does not have.  Their contemporaries had regarded Gauss, a greatest of mathematicians, Wolfgang Amadeus Mozart, an Austrian musician, and Antonio Gaudy, a Spanish architect, as great persons.  They are models of outstanding geniuses who are objectively evaluated in their time. 
Scientist's contemporaries do not have enough knowledge to judge the value of scientific achievement.  Scientists become great by suggesting new theories or discovering new facts.  It is difficult to decide values of these achievements by contemporaries, because they do not have enough knowledge and do not experience the consequences of those achievements.  As time goes, data which support the theory are gathered and consequences which are caused by discovery are realized.  After enough time has passed, scientists have chances of being evaluated objectively.  Copernicus, his ‘Heliocentric’, Charles Darwin, his ‘Law of Evolution’, were treated as non-important theory and treated fairly later time.  Galileo Galilee was even accused of suggesting Heliocentric and had to withdraw his great theory.  It takes long time to fairly evaluate scientists.   
Politicians' power and many involved people make it impossible to objectively evaluate politician's greatness.  Many people are involved with politicians' activity because politicians' duty is to decide important issues.  The more power politicians have, the more people are involved with politicians.  These involved people interfere with fair evaluation because fairness may harm their beloved politicians.  Politicians have power.  They may use this power to protect them from fair judgment as Richard Nixon and Bill Clinton did.  Abraham Lincoln was regarded as rubber of property--slave-- by southern USA in late 19C.  Adolph Hitler was as Messiah of Germany in 1930s.  People's thought about Abraham Lincoln and Adolph Hitler is very different from that of their time.  Fairly evaluating politicians is possible in later time when their supporters and power have disappeared. 
The speaker's assertion of the most objective evaluation of individual only in later time should not be accepted.  Although it is difficult to objectively judge scientists or politicians because of lack of knowledge or politicians' influence respectively, outstanding geniuses are objectively judged as being great in their time.  In these reasons, I disagree with the statement. 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

<<수정판>>

The speaker asserts that the most objective evaluators of an individual are decedents. In the point of theoretical view, prominent geniuses in the past seemed to be fairly evaluated by their contemporaries. However, in the point of realistic view, I think that the descents are more proper evaluators in evaluating scientists and politicians because the contemporaries are influenced by the distorted realistic situations.

When we examine individuals’ greatness with theoretical view, there are many talented geniuses who are evaluated being great at their time.  Geniuses' contemporaries have enough raw data to objectively evaluate geniuses' greatness, because no data is dimmed in time.  While people of later time access geniuses only by other people's record, contemporaries have chances to directly access geniuses.  With this direct access, contemporaries have chance of directly feeling the impression of geniuses' achievements which later people does not have.  Their contemporaries had regarded Gauss, a mathematician, Wolfgang Amadeus Mozart, an Austrian musician, and Antonio Gaudy, a Spanish architect, as great persons.  Thus, it seems that outstanding geniuses are objectively evaluated in their time. 
However, we scrutinize scientists in consideration with realistic situations, contemporaries are difficult to judge the real value of scientific achievement due to their biased, limited knowledge.  To illustrate more, since most scientists become great by suggesting new theories or discovering new facts, it is difficult to decide values of these achievements by contemporaries who do not have enough knowledge and have not experienced the consequences of those achievements.  In other words, to recognize the real values of new theories, we need the enough time in proving data which support the theory and consequences. So, it is later people that recognize their values.  After enough time have passed, these supporting facts help people to fairly evaluate scientists.  There are convincing examples such as Copernicus, his Heliocentric, and Charles Darwin, his Law of Evolution. They were treated as non-important persons and theories by their contemporaries but treated fairly later time.  Galileo Galilee was even accused of suggesting Heliocentric and had to withdraw his great theory.  It is a duty of people in later time to fairly evaluate scientists.   
Moreover, in the political field, the realistic situations frequently prevent the contemporaies from making fair evaluation of their greatness. It is politicians' power and many involved people that make it difficult to objectively evaluate politician's greatness.  Many people are involved with politicians' activity because politicians' duty is to decide important issues.  The more power politicians have, the more people are involved with politicians.  These involved people interfere with fair evaluation because fairness becomes the most destructive to maintain their power.  They may abuse this power to cover them from fair judgment as Richard Nixon and Bill Clinton did.  Abraham Lincoln was regarded as the rubber of slave property by southern USA in late nineteen century.  Adolph Hitler was as Messiah of Germany in 1930s.  But, nowadays people's thought about Abraham Lincoln is contrary, and Adolph Hitler is the opposite from that of their time.  Nobody denies that fairly evaluating politicians is easier in later time when their supporters and power have disappeared. 
In sum, although it is difficult to objectively judge scientists or politicians because of lack of knowledge or politicians' influence respectively, I can find that in certain cases outstanding geniuses are objectively judged as being great in their time due to their great abilities.  Thus, I think that the speaker’s assertion needs some revising to accommodate wider opinions. 
본 글은 “쥐어짜지마” 샘플입니다
<<샘플 일곱번 째>>
=======================================================

#216 "Most important discoveries or creations are accidental: it is usually while seeking the answer to one question that we come across the answer to another."
========================================================

본문제는 두 개의 샘플을 제시하였습니다 

이슈를 잘 쓰기 위하여는 좋은 샘플을 많이 읽고 

많이 모방 하는 것이 최선임을 잊지 말아야 하겠습니다

따라서 두개의 샘플 중 어느것이 어떻게 잘 썼는지 그 차이점을 느껴야

여러분도 좋은 샘플처럼 쓸 수 있을 것이라는 것이

“쥐어짜지마” 전국일 선생의 생각입니다 

------------------------------------

<<Sample 1>>

I admit that many accidental discoveries and creations have made the significant contribution to the human civilization. However, although many discoveries and creations seem to be accidental, many of which are actually originated from continuous and incessant endeavors. The proverb “Rome was not built in one day” enables me to ascribe such unexpected discoveries to the long-term endeavor of generations. 
   Admittedly, we can find many discoveries as accidental cases and some of them may be based on other original intention. First, the creation of the Coca Cola is a good example, its inventor found it unintentionally in a new medicine experiment. The creation of X-ray is an another case in point, when making his routine experiment just for substantiating another one’s theory one hundred years ago, Roentgen, a German scientist, discovered significant physical phenomenon, which has been applied for medical treatment throughout the whole century. Similarly, Columbus who was in the process of searching India had a fortuitous discovery of new continent. Ironically, until he died, he mistook for India the new continent that he discovered.   
However, many researches require continuous, time-consuming processing before reaching important consequences. The case to this point is Marie Curie a female scientist, was the finder of Uranium, Polonium and Radium. It took her many years to extract the pure Uranium element from the pitch, which made her receive honorably award noble prize twice. But she was seriously hurt by the deadly radiations and overfatigue. Similarly, as for another greatest inventor, Thomas Edison well-known for his thousands of creations, we have heard that he confessed that his achievements were based on “1 percent of inspiration but 99 percent of perspiration”. These efforts of these inventors hardly make us suspect the inevitability of the terminal success. There is no admitting that in this case accidental finding might play a trivial role in her remarkable discoveries.

In conclusion, in human civilization, a variety of discoveries or creations were brought about by chance and sometimes we even obtain the answer of a problem when seeking another. However, from a macroscopic and objective perspective, we must have it in our mind that most significant discoveries and creations in human history should be attributed to toil and sweats. 
-------------------------------------------------

<<Sample 2>>

I admit that many accidental discoveries and creations have made the significant contribution to the human civilization. However, although many discoveries and creations seem to be accidental, many of which are actually originated from continuous and incessant endeavors. 
   Admittedly, we can find that many outstanding discoveries have been achieved on the way of seeking other goals. The creation of X-ray is an example in point. Wilhelm Roentgen, a German physicist, discovered a new form of radiation in 1895 and he called it X-radiation to denote its unknown nature. This mysterious radiation had the ability to pass through many materials that absorb visible light. X-rays also have the ability to knock electrons loose from atoms. He discovered these x-rays through dramatic experiments some accidental- even serendipitous. We can see another good example in the discovery of penicillin by Alexander Fleming. In 1928, while working on influenza virus, he observed that mould had developed accidentally on a staphylococcus culture plate and that the mould had created a bacteria-free circle around itself. He was inspired to further experiment and he found that a mould culture prevented growth of staphylococci, even when diluted 800 times. He named the active substance penicillin. 

However, many researches require continuous, time-consuming processing before reaching important consequences. The case to this point is Marie Curie a female scientist, was the finder of Uranium, Polonium and Radium. It took her many years to extract the pure Uranium element from the pitch, which made her receive honorably award noble prize twice. Similarly, as for another greatest inventor, Thomas Edison well-known for his thousands of creations, we have heard that he confessed that his achievements were based on “1 percent of inspiration but 99 percent of perspiration”. These efforts of these inventors hardly make us suspect the inevitability of the terminal success. There is no admitting that in this case accidental finding might play a trivial role in her remarkable discoveries.

In conclusion, in human civilization, a variety of discoveries or creations were brought about by chance and sometimes we even obtain the answer of a problem when seeking another. However, from a macroscopic and objective perspective, we must have it in our mind that most significant discoveries and creations in human history should be attributed to toil and sweats. The proverb “Rome was not built in one day” enables me to ascribe such unexpected discoveries to the long-term endeavor of generations.
 본 글은 “쥐어짜지마 샘플”입니다

<참고> 나머지 실제 작성한 이슈샘플(=>80개이상)은 “쥐어짜지마”전국일선생 수업 시간에 그룹핑하여 관련 문제와 함께 설명 해드리고 나누어 드립니다. 물론 빈출 문제 위주로 수업합니다 =>브레인 스토밍 자료를 원하는 학생은 아래로 이메일 보내세요
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