
Nature preservation : the argumentative essay 
 

Nowadays, wildlife preservation is a major concern in the western world. To your mind, what are the pros 

and the cons of wildlife preservation, especially in national parks. You may take the example of Yellowstone 

studied in class.             (≈ 350 words) 

 
 
 Many people in the western world think that wildlife preservation in national parks is very 
essential. However, do we really know how this preservation should be done ? Wildlife is 
part of a very complicated ecosystem. 
 
To begin with, the efforts made to prevent a vanishing species to disappear might have 
disastrous effects on the complex ecosystem. That’s why the elk preservation in 
Yellowstone Park in the United States is a perfect example which shows that the 
ecosystem is more complicated and difficult to predict than what we usually expect. 
 
First, let’s explain the context : in the 1920s,  the park rangers of this American park wanted 
to protect the elk because they thought they were about to become extinct and so, needed 
to be protected from their natural predactors (the wolves and the Native Americans). They 
found two solutions the supposed extinction of elk : they shot and poisoned all the wolves 
and they prohibited the Indians from hunting there. Therefore, the result was that the  
number of elk exploded. 
 
As a consequence, because there were too many elk which ate the vegetation, certain trees 

    completely disappeared. And so the beavers vanished in their turn. Moreover, with no water for 
irrigation, the meadows dried up, the trout and the otter as species disappeared and soil erosion increased. The park rangers were 
eventually obliged to kill the elk because there were too many, and they presented a real danger for the balance of the ecosystem.  
 
As a conclusion, one could say that, in Yellowstone Park, in trying to preserve one species, the balance of the whole ecosystem 
was shaken… and the damage couldn’t be undone. Wildlife is important but can we be sure to take the correct measures? We 
must intensify our observation and study the ecosystem deeply before taking any substantial measures.                     By Tâmyaël 

 

Commentaires : Bonne mise en perspective de l’exemple étudié en classe. Bien construit et structuré, mais par endroits plus  
                           descriptif que argumentatif. TB de poser une question en introduction et en conclusion. 

 
 
Nowadays, national parks are natural territories recognized for their landscapes and wildlife – 
now wildlife is a major concern. So, to my mind, what are the pros and the cons of wildlife 
preservation in national parks, especially in Yellowstone Park ? I will try and explain my point of 
view in the following essay. 
 
To begin with, if we preserve natural spaces and wildlife, we will allow future generations to 
discover them, as in Yellowstone national park, the oldest in the world. When wildlife is 
protected, the national parks attract tourists because they want to see uncommon animals. 
Indeed, in Yellowstone, they can meet all sorts of mammals, wolves, beavers, elk, otters and 
many others. 
 
Besides, it is also important to protect species : for example grizzly  bears are endangered in the 
USA, and their preservation is very difficult. 
  
Second, while some protect wildlife, others are not really in favour of it or just don’t care about it. 
Indeed, their arguments are these ones : in trying to preserve one species, we can destroy a 
whole chain just as in Yellowstone Park with the elk question. The park rangers thought the elk 
were about to become extinct and needed to be protected from predactors – the wolves and the 
Native Americans. So their first solution was to shoot and poison wolves. From this simple action,  
another problem emerged in a cause-effect chain : the elk exploded in number, they devastated the  
vegetation used by beavers and otters ; so soil erosion appeared. Moreover, the Indians were prohibited from living as they wanted 
to, their natural way of life was hunting, and that was forbidden.  
 
To conclude, in trying to preserve one species, the balance of the ecosystem was shaken and the damage couldn’t be undone. On 
the other hand, in trying what we think is right, we take the risk that wildlife might completely disappear.                    By Océane 
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Commentaires : Bonne argumentation, éclairée et personnelle. Langue cohérente et rigoureuse. 

Nowadays, wildlife preservation is a great debated subject in our western world. Indeed, there are pros and cons to sustain 
preservation and we are going to analyse them closer because the reviews are mixed.  
 
First, to sustain the cause of preservation, one might say that we can save certain species from extinction by breeding them in 
captivity – they are thus protected from their natural predators. An example is the case of Yellowstone where the elk herds 
exploded. 
 
Second, arguments against preservation may be : human intervention can cause irrersible damage on the ecosystem, as in 
Yewllowstone where the wolves were killed to protect the elk. But because In the 1920s, wildlife preservation was assumed to be 
easier than it proved to be, the rangers did not anticipate what happened : since the elk hards exploded, certain trees and grasses 
were eaten up by them. Therefore the beavers disappeared and the meadows dried up. It resulted in the disappearance of the trout 
and otter, and in soil erosion. Finally, the rangers were obliged to kill the elk because they were too many.  
 
Thus, this case allows us to say that wildlife preservation can be a good or a bad thing. I think we have to find a fair and balanced 
middle ground to protect species from extinction withouth killing others. Moreover, I think that it is dangerous for humans to get 
involved in the balance of nature because they can’t forecast what will happen later and man’s extinction might come in turn. 

     By Sacha 
 
Yellowstone Park, the world’s oldest national park, was founded in 1872 in the 
United States. Nowadays, 4,000 national parks all over the world try to give a 
response to a need for nature preservation. This situation is also an appeal to 
sustainable development. However, voices are rising to denounce several 
mistakes that were made, notably in Yellowstone. 
 
Ecology is closely linked to enconomy. Indeed, man’s activities always need 
more and more roads, dams and imply deforestation, and some vegetal species 
gradually disappear. Therefore, it is necessary to save unpolluted wild areas. It 
is also important to preserve biodiversity and wild species.   

   
   Furthermore, by protecting natural sites, the authorities offer an extraordinary park. Some of them, with 
   great tourist potential, can provide us with outdoor recreation as well as a good opportunity for camping.  
National parks open to all visitors. In that way, they are a good value because they offer environmental and friendly acitivites.  
 
Nevertheless, to stick to those relative laudable considerations is not as easy as you may expect. Indeed, in the 1920s in 
Yellowstone, the park rangers lacked knowledge and, when they thought the elk were about to become extinct, they finally decided 
to shoot wolves to protect them. This had an effect on vegetation. Furthermore, touristic activity, business and protecting a wild 
area should be attrative assets. 
 
To conclude, I think that experience inspired by former mistakes warns us and teaches us to be careful with the whole ecosystem. I 
hope that money doesn’t blind us.More than that, national parks may become a refuge for humans to replenish their spirits. 

     By Anne-Lise 
 
Currently, environmental preservation is a major issue all over the world. The 
balance of the ecosystem in national parks is a bone of contention. So one may 
wonder : what are the assets and the disadvantages of wildlife preservation, the pros 
and the cons ?  
 
First, national parks can help protected species be safe. For example, the 
Mercantour Park in France saved wolves and secured them to survive in their natural 
environment. 
Moreover, national parks help humans to learn more about the ecosystem : we 
discover many animals and much vegetation because wildlife is being preserved 
there. 
 
However, humans may be too curious and we try experiences which can change the whole ecosystem. An example to mention is 
Yellowstone Park in the United States. In the 1920s, the park rangers killed animals and eradicated local vegetation in trying to 
preserve one single species : the elk. Humans create problems for the flora and fauna, but animals create problems for humans 
too. For example, in the Mercantour Park, the wolves ate other animals from the area. 
 
To conclude, I think national parks are a good idea, even if mistakes are made, we can dicover more animals and new flowers and 
trees, and thus, we try and learn more about the mysterious balance of the ecosystem.           By Jordan 
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Nowadays, there are so many species that are about to become extinct that we want to 
protect them. But must we really contest the rules of nature and save these animals in 
national parks ? 
 
To begin with, there are two reasons to protect animals : the first is that the ecosystem 
can change just because a species has vanished. For example, in Yellowstone Park in 
the United States the rangers shot all the wolves to protect the elk. But the elk became 
so many that they ate certain trees that disappeared and did not return. The second 
reason is that we depend upon biodiversity : the disappearance of a species can lead 
another one to vanish, and by a cause-effect chain, the extinction of the humans in 

 their turn. For example, when the beavers in Yellowstone vanished because of the lack  
                 of wood, the water ecosystem was shaken and the trouts and otters disappeared too. 
 
However, trying to preserve animals may  harm the environment : sometimes, the rangers must kill a species to protect another 
one. Yet, the animals which disappeared were also important in the park : the wolves were important to reduce, maintain or 
balance the number of elk. And when they were totally killed, the number of elk exploded 
so much that it created a deep unbalance of the ecosystem.  
 
Moreover, the park managers sometimes wanted to save a species even if it 
disadvantaged the animal population of the park. That was the case in the French 
National Park, Mercantour : the wolves were about to become extinct, so, to protect 
them, the hunters were prohibited from killing them, and therefore they were obliged to 
let these predators eat their livestock. 
 
Finally, nature preservation is essential but there are too many disadvantages to my 
mind : the consequences of a little mistake can have a huge if not fatal impact onto 
nature chain.                  By Julien 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source : http://www.lonelyplanet.com/maps/north-america  

         /usa/yellowstone-national-park/ 
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Yellowstone National Park 

It is the first US national park, and one of the largest. It covers 
9,000 square kilometres in north-west Wyoming and parts of 
Idaho and Montana. It has many wild animals, including bears 
and buffalos. It is very famous for its beautiful sceneries and 
geysers (= underground hot springs that shoot hot water). The 
park receives three million visitors a year! 
 




