
Discuss both views and give your opinion? 

In many countries, a small number of people earn extremely high salaries. Some people believe 

that this is good for the country, but others think that governments should not allow salaries 

above a certain level. Discuss both these views and give your own opinion. 

In many countries, a small number of individuals earn exceptionally high salaries, often reaching 

figures that seem disproportionate to the work they do. Some people argue that this is beneficial for 

the country, while others believe that governments should intervene and impose a cap on earnings. 

Both perspectives have their merits, and in this essay, I will explore both sides before offering my 

own opinion. 

On one hand, proponents of high salaries argue that large earnings can be a driving force for 

economic growth and innovation. Individuals who earn substantial incomes often invest in businesses, 

create jobs, and contribute to economic expansion. For instance, successful entrepreneurs who are 

rewarded with high salaries may reinvest their wealth into new ventures, leading to the creation of 

more opportunities for others. Furthermore, high salaries can act as an incentive for talent and hard 

work, motivating people to strive for excellence in their fields, particularly in industries like 

technology, finance, or entertainment. 

On the other hand, those who believe that governments should impose salary caps argue that extreme 

wage disparities can lead to social inequality and economic instability. When a small group of 

individuals earn vast sums of money, while the majority struggle to meet their basic needs, it can 

exacerbate social tensions and undermine societal cohesion. Critics also argue that the concentration 

of wealth in the hands of a few can lead to an undue concentration of political power, allowing 

wealthy individuals to influence policies in ways that benefit them rather than the general population. 

For example, some believe that large executive pay in certain corporations is not justified by the 

actual contribution to the company and results in an unfair distribution of wealth. 

In my opinion, while it is important to reward hard work and innovation, there should be measures in 

place to prevent excessive income inequality. Governments could consider imposing progressive 

taxation, where individuals with higher earnings pay a larger proportion of their income in taxes. This 

would allow wealth to be redistributed in a way that supports public services and reduces disparities. 

However, I do not believe that a strict salary cap is the solution, as it may discourage entrepreneurship 

and innovation, which are crucial for economic growth. 

In conclusion, while there are valid arguments both for and against high salaries, I believe that a 

balanced approach, involving progressive taxation and policies to address income inequality, is the 

most effective way to ensure that excessive wealth does not harm society as a whole. 

 

Many governments think that economic progress is their most important goal. Some 

people, however, think that other types of progress are equally important for a country. 

Discuss both these views and give your own opinion. 

In many countries, governments prioritize economic progress as their primary objective, believing 

that a strong economy is the key to national prosperity. However, there are those who argue that other 

forms of progress, such as social, cultural, and environmental development, are equally important for 

a country’s well-being. In this essay, I will discuss both perspectives before providing my own 

opinion. 



On one hand, economic growth is often seen as the foundation of a nation’s overall progress. A strong 

economy can lead to higher employment rates, improved living standards, and greater access to 

essential services such as healthcare and education. Furthermore, economic prosperity allows 

governments to invest in infrastructure, technology, and research, which in turn can boost innovation 

and help maintain the country's competitive edge on the global stage. For example, countries with 

robust economies tend to attract foreign investment and foster entrepreneurship, both of which can 

create new job opportunities and stimulate economic development. 

On the other hand, critics argue that focusing solely on economic growth can be detrimental to other 

aspects of a country’s development. Social progress, for instance, is crucial for ensuring that the 

benefits of economic success are distributed equitably. Without addressing issues such as income 

inequality, access to education, and healthcare, economic growth may not result in an improved 

quality of life for all citizens. Additionally, cultural and environmental progress cannot be overlooked. 

A society that prioritizes economic development at the expense of cultural heritage may risk losing 

valuable traditions and identity. Similarly, unchecked economic growth can lead to environmental 

degradation, which, if not addressed, can undermine long-term prosperity and the well-being of future 

generations. 

In my view, while economic progress is important, it should not come at the expense of other types of 

development. A holistic approach that balances economic growth with social, cultural, and 

environmental progress is essential for creating a sustainable and equitable future. Governments 

should focus on policies that promote not only economic advancement but also social welfare, 

environmental protection, and the preservation of cultural heritage. For instance, policies that support 

green technologies and renewable energy can drive economic growth while also safeguarding the 

environment. Similarly, investment in education and healthcare ensures that the benefits of economic 

growth are felt by all citizens, not just a privileged few. 

In conclusion, while economic progress is undeniably important, it should not be the sole focus of 

government policy. A balanced approach, which considers social, cultural, and environmental 

progress alongside economic development, is necessary for ensuring long-term, sustainable prosperity 

for a country. 

 

Some people think that all university students should study whatever they like. Others 

believe that they should only be allowed to study subjects that will be useful in the 

future, such as those related to science and technology. Discuss both these views and 

give your own opinion. 

The debate over what university students should study has been ongoing for years. Some people 

believe that students should have the freedom to choose any subject they are passionate about, while 

others argue that they should focus only on courses that are expected to be beneficial in the future, 

particularly those related to science and technology. In this essay, I will discuss both viewpoints 

before offering my own opinion. 

On the one hand, those who advocate for students to study whatever they like argue that personal 

interest is a crucial factor in academic success. When students are passionate about a subject, they are 

more likely to be motivated, engaged, and dedicated to their studies. This can lead to better learning 

outcomes and a deeper understanding of the material. Moreover, allowing students to explore a wide 

range of disciplines can foster creativity and critical thinking, which are valuable skills in any 

profession. For instance, students studying the arts, humanities, or social sciences may develop strong 

analytical and communication skills, which are highly sought after in many fields. 



On the other hand, those who believe that students should focus on practical subjects like science and 

technology argue that these fields are more likely to offer job opportunities in the future. As the global 

economy becomes increasingly driven by innovation and technological advancements, many believe 

that degrees in areas such as engineering, computer science, or medicine provide a clear pathway to 

employment. With the rapid pace of change in the job market, these subjects are seen as more relevant 

to future needs, and students who study them are often assured of higher salaries and greater job 

security. 

In my opinion, both views have their merits, but the ideal approach lies in finding a balance. While it 

is true that subjects related to science and technology are crucial for addressing future challenges and 

driving economic growth, it is equally important for universities to offer a diverse range of programs. 

Students should have the freedom to pursue their interests, but there should also be a greater emphasis 

on ensuring that they acquire practical skills that will serve them in the future. For example, 

interdisciplinary programs that combine technical knowledge with creativity, critical thinking, and 

communication skills can prepare students for a wide range of careers, ensuring they remain adaptable 

in an ever-changing world. 

In conclusion, while there is a strong case for focusing on subjects that are useful in the future, I 

believe that students should still have the freedom to study subjects they are passionate about. A 

balance between personal interest and practical relevance will equip students with both the skills and 

knowledge necessary for success in the modern workforce. 

 

Some people think that governments should give financial support to creative artists 

such as painters and musicians. Others believe that creative artists should be funded by 

alternative sources. Discuss both views and give your own opinion. 

The question of whether governments should provide financial support to creative artists such as 

painters and musicians is a topic of ongoing debate. Some people argue that it is the government's 

responsibility to fund the arts, while others believe that artists should rely on alternative sources of 

funding. In this essay, I will discuss both perspectives before offering my own opinion. 

On one hand, those who support government funding for artists argue that the arts play a vital role in 

society and should be supported for the benefit of culture and national identity. Art, whether in the 

form of music, painting, or theatre, has the power to inspire, challenge social norms, and reflect the 

values of a society. Without adequate financial support, many artists may not have the resources to 

create and share their work with the public. Furthermore, art is often seen as a public good that 

contributes to a country's cultural heritage and tourism industry. For example, government-funded 

museums and performances can attract visitors and boost the economy. Additionally, supporting the 

arts can ensure that all artists, regardless of their financial background, have the opportunity to pursue 

their craft. 

On the other hand, those who believe that artists should find alternative sources of funding argue that 

relying on government support could lead to inefficiencies and lack of accountability. Government 

funding is often limited and may not be distributed fairly, with some artists receiving more support 

than others based on political or personal factors. Furthermore, critics argue that art should be able to 

sustain itself through the marketplace, where artists can seek sponsorships, private donations, or ticket 

sales to fund their work. By seeking alternative funding, artists may be encouraged to innovate and 

connect with their audience more directly. This can lead to a more diverse and dynamic arts scene, 

where the success of an artist is determined by the quality of their work rather than the availability of 

public funds. 



In my opinion, a balanced approach is the most effective solution. While government funding can 

help support the arts, especially in the case of emerging artists or those working on projects that may 

not have immediate commercial appeal, there should also be a strong emphasis on encouraging 

alternative sources of funding. For example, artists could be supported through partnerships with 

private companies, crowdfunding campaigns, or grants from non-governmental organizations. This 

would allow for a more diverse and sustainable model of support, where artists can maintain their 

independence while still receiving the resources they need to create meaningful work. 

In conclusion, while I believe that government funding can play a crucial role in supporting the arts, it 

should not be the only source of financial support for creative artists. A combination of public and 

private funding would provide a more flexible and sustainable approach to ensuring that the arts 

continue to thrive. 

 

Some people think that strict punishments for driving offences are the key to reducing 

traffic accidents. Others, however, believe that other measures would be more effective 

in improving road safety. Discuss both these views and give your own opinion. 

The issue of road safety is a pressing concern in many countries, with traffic accidents causing 

thousands of deaths and injuries each year. Some argue that imposing strict punishments for driving 

offences is the key to reducing accidents, while others believe that alternative measures could be more 

effective. In this essay, I will explore both perspectives before giving my own opinion. 

On one hand, those who advocate for stricter punishments believe that harsh penalties can act as a 

strong deterrent to dangerous driving behaviours. When individuals know that the consequences of 

offences such as speeding, driving under the influence, or running red lights are severe, they may be 

more likely to follow the rules and drive responsibly. For example, in countries where heavy fines, 

licence suspensions, or even jail time are imposed for traffic violations, there is often a noticeable 

reduction in reckless driving. Supporters of this view argue that the fear of punishment can change 

driver behaviour and encourage people to take road safety more seriously. 

On the other hand, critics of this approach argue that strict punishments alone are not sufficient to 

address the underlying causes of traffic accidents. They suggest that a more comprehensive approach 

is needed to improve road safety. For instance, better education and awareness programs can teach 

drivers about the risks of dangerous behaviours and the importance of following traffic laws. 

Additionally, improving road infrastructure, such as better signage, clearer lane markings, and safer 

pedestrian crossings, can reduce accidents. Furthermore, investing in technology, such as advanced 

driver-assistance systems and self-driving vehicles, could significantly reduce human error, which is a 

leading cause of accidents. Instead of focusing solely on punishment, these measures would aim to 

prevent accidents before they occur. 

In my opinion, while strict punishments may deter some drivers, they are not enough to create long-

term improvements in road safety. A more effective approach would involve a combination of 

enforcement, education, and infrastructure development. For example, authorities could use fines and 

penalties to discourage reckless driving, while simultaneously investing in road safety education to 

foster better driving habits. Additionally, improving road infrastructure and adopting new 

technologies could address many of the root causes of accidents. This holistic approach would not 

only reduce accidents but also create a culture of responsible driving. 

In conclusion, although strict punishments may play a role in reducing traffic offences, I believe that a 

combination of measures, including education, improved infrastructure, and technological 

advancements, would be more effective in ensuring road safety in the long run. 



 

 

 

 

 


