
Some people argue that children should grow up in the countryside rather than in large cities. 
Although rural areas can provide a healthier and quieter environment, I do not believe they are 
necessarily better for every child. 

One important advantage of countryside living is the natural environment. Children in rural areas 
may have greater access to open spaces, parks and clean air, allowing them to spend more 
time outdoors. They may also experience less traffic, noise and pollution than children living in 
large cities. These conditions can contribute to a healthier lifestyle and give children more 
opportunities for outdoor activities. 

However, cities can provide better access to education, healthcare and recreational facilities. 
Large urban areas generally have a wider range of schools, libraries, sports centres and cultural 
institutions. Children can also interact with people from different social and cultural 
backgrounds, which may help them develop communication skills and become more aware of 
different perspectives. In addition, cities often offer greater access to technology and 
educational resources. 

In my opinion, neither environment is universally better for children. The most suitable place 
depends on the quality of local facilities and the needs of the family. A child living in a 
well-developed rural area may enjoy the advantages of nature without sacrificing access to 
good education, while a child in a city can benefit from excellent facilities if the family provides 
opportunities for outdoor activities. 

Overall, the countryside offers a peaceful and healthy environment, but cities provide important 
educational and social opportunities. Therefore, children can grow up successfully in either 
setting. 

 


