WRITING TASK 2

You should spend about 40 minutes on this task.

Write about the following topic:

	Increasing the price of petrol is the best way to solve the growing traffic and pollution problems. 

To what extent do you agree or disagree? What other measures do you think might be effective?


Give reasons for your answer and include any relevant examples from your own knowledge or experience.

Write at least 250 words.

1) Read only for ideas. Do you agree with the ideas? Which ideas do you disagree with? 

Over the last century, there has been dramatic growth of traffic congestion which accounts for a significant portion of air pollution all over the globe. While raising the prices on fuel could be an effective way of solving the traffic and pollution issues, I don’t agree that this is the best way.

On the one hand, increasing fuel prices could hypothetically increase the amount of motorists who will not be able to afford to drive. Once people are made to pay more they will start to look for other alternatives in order to save money. As the petrol prices increase, more people will turn to public transport for their commute or transport needs which will reduce the number of vehicles on the road, and in turn the amount of traffic and pollution. However in fact such policy is unlikely to reduce demand of petrol. People accustomed to driving on a daily basis will continue to do so despite more of their budget will be spent for fuel. Humans will be simply forced to reduce savings and spend less on the other necessities and services, but the roads will still be congested and cause pollution problems.  
But despite potential benefits raising the price of fuel, I reckon that banning vehicles from city centres is a more effective way of reducing both congestion and pollution. Firstly, having specific no traffic zones in some urban zones will vastly reduce congestion. Oslo, for example, has closed off certain streets and squares turning them to pedestrian areas. This does not mean pushing the car out of the urban landscape altogether, but making certain places carless could be quite effective as it would force people reconsider how they do their journeys. Secondly, if heavy-polluting vehicles were banned from entering city centres, there will be fewer carbon emissions. For instance, the local authorities could make such restrictions on large sport-utility vehicles which are known to be the worst automotive polluters in our era. This could encourage drivers to favour cars with low emissions especially for driving in cities.

To recapitulate, while I agree that raising fuel prices may be a good solution for traffic and pollution problems, making more car free zones and restricting vehicles with high emissions could be much more effective in lowering pollution and avoiding congestions.

Written by Maria Molashenko. 
ONLY for YOUR eyes.
Now, correct language errors:

Over the last century, there has been dramatic growth of traffic congestion which accounts for a significant portion of air pollution all over the globe. While raising the prices on fuel could be an effective way of solving the traffic and pollution issues, I don’t agree that this is the best way.

On the one hand, increasing fuel prices could hypothetically increase the amount of motorists who will not be able to afford to drive. Once people are made to pay more they will start to look for other alternatives in order to save money. As the petrol prices increase, more people will turn to public transport for their commute or transport needs which will reduce the number of vehicles on the road, and in turn the amount of traffic and pollution. However in fact such policy is unlikely to reduce demand of petrol. People accustomed to driving on a daily basis will continue to do so despite more of their budget will be spent for fuel. Humans will be simply forced to reduce savings and spend less on the other necessities and services, but the roads will still be congested and cause pollution problems.  
But despite potential benefits raising the price of fuel, I reckon that banning vehicles from city centres is a more effective way of reducing both congestion and pollution. Firstly, having specific no traffic zones in some urban zones will vastly reduce congestion. Oslo, for example, has closed off certain streets and squares turning them to pedestrian areas. This does not mean pushing the car out of the urban landscape altogether, but making certain places carless could be quite effective as it would force people reconsider how they do their journeys. Secondly, if heavy-polluting vehicles were banned from entering city centres, there will be fewer carbon emissions. For instance, the local authorities could make such restrictions on large sport-utility vehicles which are known to be the worst automotive polluters in our era. This could encourage drivers to favour cars with low emissions especially for driving in cities.

To recapitulate, while I agree that raising fuel prices may be a good solution for traffic and pollution problems, making more car free zones and restricting vehicles with high emissions could be much more effective in lowering pollution and avoiding congestions.

Corrected Essay

Increasing the price of petrol is the best way to solve the growing traffic and pollution problems. 

To what extent do you agree or disagree?                                                                                                                              What other measures do you think might be effective?

Over the last century, there has been a dramatic growth in traffic congestion which accounts for a significant portion of air pollution all over the globe. While raising the price of fuel could be an effective way of solving traffic and pollution issues, I do not agree that this is the best way.
On the one hand, increasing fuel prices could hypothetically increase the number of motorists who will not be able to afford to drive. Once people are made to pay more, they will start to look for other alternatives in order to save money. As petrol prices increase, it is likely that more people will turn to public transport for their commute or transport needs, which will reduce the number of vehicles on the road, and, in turn, the amount of traffic and pollution. However, in fact, such a policy is unlikely to reduce the demand for petrol. People accustomed to driving on a daily basis will continue to do so despite the fact that more of their budget will be spent on fuel. Drivers will simply be forced to reduce their savings and spend less on other necessities and services, but the roads will still be congested causing pollution problems. 
However, despite the potential benefits of raising the price of fuel, I believe that banning vehicles from city centres is a more effective way of reducing both congestion and pollution. Firstly, having specific no-traffic zones in some urban zones could vastly reduce congestion. Oslo, for example, has closed off certain streets and squares turning them into pedestrian areas. While this does not mean pushing the car out of the urban landscape altogether, making certain places carless could be quite effective as it would force people to reconsider how they make their journeys. Secondly, if heavy-polluting vehicles were banned from entering city centres, there would be fewer carbon emissions. For instance, local authorities could implement such restrictions on large sport-utility vehicles which are known to be the worst automotive polluters today. This could encourage drivers to favour cars with low emissions especially for driving in cities.
In conclusion, while I agree that raising fuel prices may be a good solution to traffic and pollution problems, making more car free zones and restricting vehicles with high emissions could be much more effective in curbing pollution and mitigating congestion.
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