
 

 

Argumentative Essay Writing 

-  Some people believe that sticking to cultural traditions is the basis of development of any 

nation. Others argue that we need to focus more on the acquisition of technology without paying 

a lot of attention to the past.  

- Discuss both views and state your own opinion. 

__________________________________________________________________________ 

- What is the best way to develop a nation? Would real progress be achieved if we hold on to our 

traditions? Or should we give most of our attention to the future? These questions are at the heart of 

the debate about which policies are most effective to transfer a nation from a developing one into 

being highly developed.  

 

- On the one hand, fans of the past have a number of reasons. First, the experiences of our ancestors 

are invaluable to our present and future development. We should learn from and get inspired by the 

hard conditions that they had to live and their ability to survive without enjoying most of the facilities 

of modern life. They did not have electricity or running water nor did they have the abundant supplies 

of food that we have today. Secondly, cultural traditions preserve the national identity of a country, 

which promotes feelings of pride and belonging. Without these feelings, any progress that we achieve 

will be valueless. How can individuals who do not feel loyal to their country contribute to its 

development?  We need to have our heads in the sky but at the same time our feet firm on the ground. 

 

- On the other hand, those who promote focusing on the future without giving too much emphasis on 

the past have a number of reasons, too. First, as the world is constantly changing, being obsessed with 

the past will simply increase our change resistance and prevent us from progressing. Secondly, many 

of the experiences of past generations are irrelevant now as they took place under very different 

circumstances, and therefore, do not apply to current or future conditions.  Finally, most of our effort 

should go to the acquisition of scientific knowledge and technology. These fields are growing at such a 

fast rate that we cannot afford to be lagging behind due to being busy with out-of-date traditions.  

 

- To conclude, I believe that both viewpoints go to an extreme. In my opinion, a balance between holding 

on to the past and looking to the future is essential. This way, we can achieve progress in all fields and 

at the same time preserve our cultural traditions. 



 

 

Some people believe that historic places and buildings are too expensive to preserve, and should 

therefore, be abandoned or replaced with modern buildings. Others argue that the value of these 

places is so great that they should be preserved for future generations, regardless of the cost. 

- Discuss both views and state your own opinion. 

________________________________________________________________  

-  The cost of maintaining historic places and buildings has lately raised a lot of questions about the 

feasibility of keeping them. Some people feel the cost is sometimes so high that it would be economically 

wiser to abandon these places. Others argue that they are too valuable to be neglected, no matter what 

the expenses are. This essay sheds light on both opinions.  

-  On the one hand, those who call for the removal of historic places have a number of reasons. Cost is 

the first and probably most significant factor. When the maintenance of ancient buildings costs too much, 

and at the same time they fail to generate enough money from tourism to cover these expenses, they 

simply become white elephants. Secondly, when these places are so old and worn out that they look out 

of shape, they will not attract any visitors. On the contrary, people will see in them no more than ugly 

useless locations. Finally, antiques that hold true value can be picked up from these places and kept more 

conveniently in museums.  

-  On the other hand, fans of ancient buildings have some good reasons of their own. First, the historic 

value of these places exceeds any materialistic considerations; they stand as impressive reminders of 

ancient civilizations. Secondly, they are important landmarks that strongly represent the cultural identity 

of a country. This is something that economists may not fully appreciate, but historians and archeologists 

certainly do. Last but not least, when ancient places are properly restored and highlighted by the media, 

they will look in good shape and become important attractions. A good example is Petra in Jordan, which 

remained neglected for centuries. But when a Swiss explorer finally introduced this beautiful city to the 

world, and then it received the care that it deserves from the government, it became one of the new 

wonders of the world.  

-  To conclude, I believe in the value of historic places and I am quite confident that preserving them 

promotes the cultural values as well as the tourist industry of any country. It is true that the expenses 

could be high, but the reward of having these magnificent landmarks is worth the money spent on them.  

 


