Example of balanced argument

Has the time come to ban cars from the centre of towns and cities?

Global warming caused by pollution has begun to affect us directly, with climate change starting to affect British weather.  Some people believe the time has come for drastic action to reduce pollution caused by heavy traffic.

There is no doubt that traffic fumes are a major cause of pollution throughout the developed world, and are a particular problem in large towns and cities.  In a small country like the UK, cities are close enough together to cause high levels of traffic fume pollution in the air over large areas of the land.  Consequently, health problems are created such as asthma, which has rapidly increased as the number of cars on the road has risen.  An additional problem in urban areas is congestion, which wastes time and adds to costs.  The average speed of traffic in central London is now only 12 miles an hour, the same as it was in Victorian times.  A ban on cars in the centre of large towns and cities would therefore seem sensible as it would cut pollution thereby improving health.  It would also reduce congestion, allowing buses, emergency vehicles and delivery trucks to be more efficient.

On the other hand, it could be argued that such a ban would create other problems.  Public transport in this country is expensive and sometimes unreliable.  Would there be enough trains and buses to cope with the numbers needing them?  Furthermore, there is also the issue of personal freedom.  Is it right to prevent people from choosing the mode of transport they prefer?  Many people feel safer in their cars when travelling at night than they do on a bus or a train.

While there is clearly an urgent need to cut pollution, this could be achieved by developing cleaner fuels and electrically powered cars, and encouraging people to use public transport where possible, rather than forcing them to do so.

Should mobile phones be banned in schools?
In the last few years there has been an explosion in the use of new communications technologies, including mobile phones; it is estimated that over 70% of young people aged 10–14 now own one.  Considerable debate has taken place in the press recently as to whether pupils should be allowed to take their mobile phones into school.

No one can deny the positive benefits of children communicating freely with each other, and pupils argue that using a mobile phone to talk to or text-message their friends is simply one way of doing this, using new technology.  Many parents are in favour too, and like the reassurance of knowing their child can be safer and more independent if they have a mobile phone, since they can contact them at any time if necessary.  They cite potential risks faced by some children travelling alone.

However, schools point out that carrying a mobile phone could in itself make a child more vulnerable to theft or mugging, both on the street and even in the playground.  Police figures confirm that a high proportion of crimes committed against young people involve thefts of mobile phones.  Schools are concerned, moreover, that allowing pupils to bring their mobiles to school could create a competitive atmosphere amongst children and result in some children feeling left out and unvalued.  In addition they claim that pupils’ education would be affected by the distraction of phones ringing in class.

Some doctors fear that children using mobiles could suffer long-term brain damage.  Until this is disproved, it would seem that schools might best protect their pupils from this and other problems by making them leave their mobile phones at home.
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