(1)
One of the paradoxes of life is that often, two average real-life scenarios can’t be compared because you can’t live through both simultaneously. Result: You can never (and I mean never) answer the questions with precision for average real-life scenarios: 

-  I should’ve taken such and such decision at such and such time and I would have been in a better situation, 

or

- It would have been better / worse had history taken a different course.
There are too many independent events (that happen regardless of each other), and it’s difficult to ascertain which of those contributed to the situation under consideration. If you live the alternate scenario serially after the first, in other words at a different (later) time, there are variables that would’ve changed.

(2)

There are no guaranties in life.
Your well-wishers do not always have the capability / knowledge to do well for you even though that might be their intention. They want the best for you, but do not always know the right course of action. This could be, regardless of how much older or experienced in life they might be (though there are correlations, but not perfect ones). It isn’t wise to blindly follow anyone for this reason. In a broader perspective, they might not know the best course of action for themselves unless after the fact. And the same goes for you. In other words, hindsight is 20-20. If I were preaching, I’d say: when you find yourself in an important fork in life, make an informed decision (yourself) by considering multiple inputs.
(3)

Everything in life is relative.

Who knows what is right, wrong, good, bad, correct or incorrect, best or worst, or something in between. Ranking / observation is often subjective: a function not only of the observed, but also of the observer (not everyone has the same preference / liking / choice) and the time of observation (one can change one’s mind or opinion). In other words, your favorite movie can change over time.

Mathematically [as you know, y=f(x) reads “y is a function of x”]:

Opinion = f (Observed, Observer, time of observation)

Oftentimes, we make the mistake of thinking that opinion = f(Observed) 

(Actually, there are many factors other than the observed and observer that go into an opinion or ranking. All of them are included in the “time of observation” variable)
“There is nothing either good or bad, but thinking makes it so.”
- William Shakespeare in “Hamlet”
So what is the learning here? Few things are black and white (unidimensional). Life is multifaceted (has multiple orthogonal dimensions). It is difficult to imagine / draw / pictorially represent three dimensions. An average real-life situation could have many more than that.

If the purpose of the above is confusing, let’s consider a quick example. You love cars. How would you compare two cars, say yours and your friend’s? Which one is “better”. Depends on what dimension you’re talking about: horsepower, max. speed, color, headlight intensity, safety, gas mileage etc. Each of these dimensions would be differently defined, weighted and measured by different people (at different times). Now you begin to see the complexity behind arriving at a precise answer. Often there might be none.

If I were preaching, I’d say: In a situation where you disagree with someone and it’s important to see eye to eye (ha ha, on a lighter note, you’ll see these situations arising once you form deeper relationships with your significant others (), put yourself in the other person’s shoes to get a broader perspective. 
(4)

Nothing and nobody is indispensible. Nothing. Nobody. It is a good idea to be prepared in advance with alternatives.
(5)

A “melting pot” may or may not be desireable. “Melt” seems to imply changing individuality and replacing it with a homogenous characteristic. This tends to restrict freedom. If I were preaching, I’d say: remember this point when you lead a team, or build an organization of people.
(6)

It is a fallacy to think in terms of universality. Situations do not translate or equate. Analogies are important tools of learning, but do not oversimplify them. Recognize that every situation is potentially unique.

Why is the above important? Success is not easy to replicate (ever wonder why every company cannot be an Apple?). However, that should not stop you from mimicking / copying where applicable (no point in reinventing the wheel). Right from the time we learn to speak or read, we copy what we see or hear around us. This is another way to say that standards are important tools of efficiency.

(7)

Analyzing supply and demand can help one better understand many situations involving people. This is probably the most useful piece of advice or learning that I can share. It’s weird how many disparate circumstances can be explained once you start thinking of a scarce resource or resources that are behind decisions, both big and small that cause the world to be the way it is.
(8)

The past is set in stone. You cannot alter its course. Then why is reading up on history one of my favorite pastimes? Because, even though the past does not factor into any analysis you might perform for a yet-to-be made decision (as, for example, every cost incurred in the past is sunk), it is an important source of learning. If this were a sermon, I’d be recommending learning from others’ experiences, in addition to your own. 
Another result of the above is that it’s never too late to do such-and-such thing or follow such-and-such course.

If this were a sermon, it’s easy for you to think I’d say don’t live in the past. Living in the near future for small periods of time is a good tool to plan. But don’t overdo it.

(9) 
The following analogy from my electrical engineering days (actually I first learnt this is high school physics so maybe you’ll relate) is intended to explain globalization and its effects. 
A conductor cannot have a steady potential difference (voltage) across it. It conducts it away. That’s why it’s a conductor. On the other hand, insulators have prohibitively high resistances and allow potential differences to exist in two or more different regions in their body. Alternatively, think of two buckets of water. If you connect a pipe, it’ll conduct the water so that the level is the same in both buckets.
Now, the reason why we’re discussing this: in the past the world was an insulator. Different countries and regions could exist with different levels of wealth, and entirely different ideas, ideals and culture. With time, cheaper and faster means to transport people, ideas (better communications e.g. via the Internet) and goods, it’s becoming more and more “conducting” in nature. The effect is that all people that join the global economy (some governments continue to be isolationist: culturally, economically or both) will tend to merge in their wealth, standard of living, and ideals and culture.

This will help you understand / predict global currents (pun incidental) over the next few decades.

(10) 

Nothing remains the same. Life is all about change. Nothing endures but change. No new idea, this. Heraclitus, ancient Greek philosopher of the 6th century BC talked about his doctrine of change as being central to the cosmos. This is all the more pertinent in a world that is changing at an exponentially growing velocity. Enjoy the ride!
