Economy vs. Environment
Increasing car ownership, accelerating industrial production and escalating usage of air conditioners are tokens of development and affluence. Nonetheless, environmentalists argue that governments around the world are pursuing their fiscal benefits at the expense of our mother nature. The conflict between economic pursuits and environmental conservation is always a controversial issue in the contemporary world. 

To begin with, economists claim that economic benefits should take priority over the health of the environment as the economy is the basis of society. “If the government put the emphasis on environmental protection, it would be a stumbling block to our fiscal development as resources have to be conserved rather than used in production and projects that favor economic development like deforestation and construction of industrial cities have to be abandoned”, the renowned economist, Dr. Kenny Chan explained. Dr. Chan believes that economic affluence is the foundation of a harmonious society; this view is echoed by Dr. Samantha Brown, the celebrated sociologist, “90% of riots in the world break out in the less developed countries; this shows that affluence is indeed a great force fostering social harmony.” As environmental protection would deter economic development, it would further exacerbate the economy of the developing countries like Indonesia, Mexico, thus causing social discontent and destroying the social concordance. Therefore, the economists propose to put emphasis on economic pursuits first and when the country is developed, it can shift its attention to environmental conservation. 
In addition, economists claim that environmental preservation is too costly. Firstly, development projects that are environmentally-unfriendly like deforestation and reclamation will have to be cancelled and this would impose great constraints on the development of the country. It is estimated that such constraints would cause a loss of 78 billion US dollars in the world every year. Besides this, under the policy of protecting the environment, projects like afforestation and setting up country parks would be carried out and these projects would cost the world 2 billion US dollars every year. To sum up, “to pay such a high cost in preserving the environment in times of the contemporary economic rat race, countries have to focus on their local fiscal pursuits,” Dr. Chan claimed.

Although the above arguments seem convincing enough, there is the other side of the picture. Environmentalists believe that we should save our environment at all costs for the sustainability of our society. “We have to make sacrifices for our future generations. We cannot be so selfish to exploit the resources of the next generations just to satisfy our greed and material desire,” Mr. Calvin Lo, the Chairman of an environmental group claimed, “We have been focusing on fiscal benefits for a few decades. It is time for us to shift own concern to our ailing mother nature.” If we do not act now, it will be too late for us to mend. “In fact, resources are limited and we have already used up 70% of the coal reserves in the world, leaving only 30% for our future generations. So, in order to attain sustainable development, we must sacrifice some of the fiscal benefits.
In addition, the environmentalists believe in a golden rule that ‘you can earn money at the expense of the health of the environment but you can never buy back the health of the environment with the money you will have earned.’ “The global temperature has risen by half a degree Celsius in the past 100 years because of the rapid economic development. Yes, it is true that we have earned trillions of dollars but we cannot cool the globe down by even zillions of dollars.” Bill Mcquire, the leader of the Europe’s largest hazard research centre claimed.
Also, the environmentalists believe that in the long run, economic development has to depend on the health of the environment. From the natural disasters like Katrina, the hurricane in the US, and the tsunami in Southeast Asia, we can see how lethal the catastrophes are. It is conceivable that the frequency of the occurrence of natural disasters will increase with the accelerating economic development. The catastrophes will not only cause casualties but will also hit the economy hard. So, we must protect the environment for the fiscal benefits in the long run.

To conclude, economic developments have brought us affluence but it is time for us to evaluate the importance of environmental protection. In the long run, it is beyond doubt that environmental protection is indispensable for economic development. Therefore, we must strike a balance between the two. While we are constructing our economy, we must not neglect the health of our mother nature.
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