
Pompeii has been of the most vital resources for the modern-day world to understand the ancient 

world. We live in an environment in which the preservation of ancient artefacts and the sites where the 

likes of war have taken place or monarchy has lived has become our main goal; where they remain 

untouched so that they can be observed. To an extent the preservation of Pompeii can offer more 

insight than historical artefacts as it is a frozen form of a once in action city, that can be observed and 

analysed to undertsand the Ancient Era. By this, preservation can be described as detrimental to the 

world of history as it is a raw resource that due to the “dense layers of volcanic ash” remains relatively 

protected and can be used as a basis for any historical links or developments hypothesised by artefacts 

currently existing. However, could it be suggested that preserving Pompeii, despite the remains offering 

opportunity for vehement above ground research, being pointless, especially if Vesuvius will one day 

erupt and most likely destroy the current remains? For example, as said in the source, Pompeii is already 

under damage and continual threats of damage “from tourists, frost and sunlight and rainwater” so 

even if we work for the majority of Pompeii to be preserved, nature would innately be against any 

attempts of protection. Additionally, as mentioned in the source, a villa in Herculaneum, a town not far 

from Pompeii that was also affected by the eruption, was home to a “treasure trove of carbonised 

ancient books” that has been read and used by scholars. Therefore, by preserving Pompeii remains, 

could we be abandoning artefacts that are from the likes of “Virgil” or “Livy” as mentioned in the source 

that could render a wider understanding of Roman lifestyle and a greater development of human 

evolution through time. For example, Livy a Roman historian wrote a monumental history of Rome from 

the earliest legends of Rome to the traditional foundation of Rome in 753 BC; what if relics similar to his 

work lay beneath the thick ashes of Pompeii, and because of our second nature obsession with 

preservation and conservation, we will never know whether there is something witnessed by one that 

was not witnessed by another writer that could be used to build up our understanding of the Augustan 

era. What is the purpose in preservation if we are not going to use it, as said by Livy “greater is our 

terror of the unknown” and if something were to happen to the remains of Pompeii that could prevent 

any further understanding of history, wouldn’t it leave us with the question, what if? Unless we utilise 

what could change history, we will never know if it could have changed history. Although Pompeii is a 

modern-day time capsule, and if preserved could leave room for any detail for a future historian to find, 

it could also if furtherly excavated, change our current understanding of the ancient world. 


