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Day13: AfEX (Agree-Disagree %)
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1 |Iitis true that... WIR...
2 |excessive amount of sugar T B R
3 [contribute to various illnesses FECE A&
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government's interference UG )T
9 bring about many unintended and | EUR £ EAEAEIH 7
negative consequences [EEES
10 [families with a limited budget TN K E
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12 |prohibitive price i N %
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16 |gratuitous sugar content 2RI & &
17 |extra profits can be guaranteed BRI R T AR CR1E
18 |be counterproductive to doing... PR A R
19 |handle the health issue Aab T At i)
20 |give rise to harmful diseases FHE F R
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22 [limited awareness of sth X XX BN EIA PR
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31 |last but not least )
32 |be informative enough R E AT
33 |alert the customers S
34 |inherent dangers RSN
35 |increased vulnerability to ... FINE G B (XX
36 |diabetes W R
37 |cardiovascular disease O MBI
38 |heart attack O 7
39 [to name a few bb 4n i
40 [flinch at sth. X XX HLTT AT 2
41 l|alarming slogans on the covers BT RPRE
42 |shun sth. Pkt XX
43 |warning signs EORHIARE
44  |be liable to do Al fE...
vt 2 B 45 |invite various problems FECE ]
. 46 [resort to sth. KRB XX
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steer clear of...
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What we eat and drink every day is said to contain too much sugar, not beneficial for
our bodies. Thus, some experts strongly suggest that the price of sugary goods should
be raised so that people tend to buy less. However, | disagree with this perspective
because it may cause negative consequences.

The increasing price of sugary products, from my perspective, could produce negative
impacts. Firstly, the poor may find it more difficult to afford their sugary food and drinks.
For example, a poor mother could feel helpless and frustrated due to the high price
when her little daughter asks to buy a birthday cake. Secondly, given the potential
profits brought by sugar, some producers might deliberately add more sugar into food
or drinks, which totally contradicts with the goal of improving health levels. On the
contrary, it may put consumers who are crazy about sugar products into a sub-healthy
danger.

As far as | am concerned, other efficient methods could be harnessed to deal with
health issues. At first, compared to the rise in price, offering health presentations about
the potential risk of much sugar intake in the supermarkets should be highly
recommended. In addition, salesmen in the stores can provide suggestions about
maintaining health when consumers expect to buy food with big amounts of sugar.
Last but not least, labels on goods should inform people of a higher risk of becoming
fat and unhealthy if they take too much sugar. Just like the warning slogans about
health on cigarette packages, we can also expect similar signs provided by sugary
products.

In conclusion, a sudden increase in the price of sugary products can cause various
problems. Only by using other efficient methods can we ensure that people avoid
consuming much sugar.
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Some people claim that more waste is produced but not enough is
recycled. They say that to reduce waste and increase recycling,
governments should make legal requirements, and that this is the only
way.

To what extent do you agree or disagree?

BEBZFE:

—E NN REERSRE KB ZE RN EARGE, b T B ERIES MR, BUFNIZIE,
XEME—RIME.

’R:

FE HFE [should], TUBEEBEZ—PEW, TTUMNEIE [Fm]. [E—H] & [FZ
o] REE.

SERN:

[FF3kER]
1) ER&EE
2) K& BERXEALREZE (generally disagree) . BURFI AR —L1EH, ERBEMIRAK L@k
&, BARM—MITE.
[HlalEr 1]
FH4E: FEBEWNE—EERTE.
A 1 BUFIE (legislation by the government) BY# o] I FE— 42 B LR B3R HE
W, LEI—EERMASHERIIRT (prevent some residents from littering around) ;
BB — L BURFLE IR AT B B Tk 222K (trash classification), #WIFARITZH A
(prove to be applicable)
2. ABAFNLET (under governmental supervision), —L/ASthSFFa4R /D btk
HERFEES AU, NR B L%58 (companies may start to, no matter how reluctant, reduce
their waste production and promote recycling)
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LA SEREIITH? X—SthoJaE7EEE (even if the specific regulation is flawless, how it
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is carried out in practical terms is still open to doubt)
B 2. ERERARREZARANITAHNER (laws can do no more than to pose restraints
on people’s behavior), EIFEZMNZAMNFTENZEXTHRUER, MERETERELY
MEX— =B (what really matters is that every citizen should form clear awareness about
environmental protection, which laws can do little to help) .

(IEhH 10 2 HLEMBWH (o] EFEN, HEBNBNFATS, RNEIUAFRE
)
3 ERREE R, B INFHMINE, LM X FH—LEIRR/NHEE (talks about
environmental protection), TEZREBMKIKREESF (at school, students can be fully
informed about the importance of environmental protection) ,
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Much garbage has been produced in modern society, and some people doubt the
actual efficiency of recycling. They believe that it entails governmental legislation to
reduce waste and improve recycling. To some extent, | admit it works, but | generally
disagree that it is the only choice.

There are two primary reasons to support the legislation by the government. Firstly,
legal requirements proposed by the authority can prevent some residents from littering
around since the breach of the corresponding regulations will have them punished and
fined. For example, Japanese governments stipulate the obligation to implement trash
classification for recycling convenience, and such stipulation has proven to be
applicable and effective. Secondly, companies may start to, no matter how reluctant,
reduce their waste production and promote recycling under governmental supervision.
This is because enterprises are generally required to burden the social responsibility
whilst creating profits, including but not confined to environmental protection.

However, the abovementioned advice fails to improve the inefficiency of recycling at
the root, and it is not the only approach to tackle the trash issue. Firstly, even if the
specific regulation is flawless, how it is carried out in practical terms is still open to
doubt. Secondly, laws can do no more than pose restraints on people’s behavior. What
really matters is that every citizen should form clear awareness about environmental
protection, which laws can do little to help. By comparison, the cultivation of one’s
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ecological awareness deserves more attention; some talks about environmental
protection at school or in the community, for example, might be effective.

In conclusion, plausible as it sounds, governmental legislation does not guarantee
recycling efficiency; only by imparting knowledge and developing environmentally

friendly consciousness in daily life can we enhance the recycling process.
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