FORMAL, OBJECTIVE LANGUAGE:

From this ....

“There is massive debate about the cause of the American Civil War. Loads of books have been written about it, and many historians have opinions.  I think slavery is the main cause because that’s what I learnt at school, although I know there are other factors. Maybe because we are far away, in Britain we don’t consider any other factors such as states’ rights. A survey says now people in the US think this. I’m going to look at all causes.”

To this ....

“The cause of the American Civil War is one of the greatest topics of debate in history. The internet and libraries are flooded with the books of historians who are all trying to answer the question with vastly differing explanations. Despite the contrast in opinion, in our current day most people would probably cite the main cause of war as slavery. It is taught in our schools, in the media and is the leading argument in most modern textbooks. However, few people would consider that this may be dependent on our geographical position. During and after the war, British historical opinion surrounding the causes evolved with similar conclusions to that of Northern America. Although, in the United States recent polls have shown that around half of Americans believe that the main cause of the war was the fight for states’ rights.  In essence, studying the southern states’ strive for independence as the rival cause over slavery, I intend to conclude what the leading factor in causing the American Civil War was.”

Consider this:-

Past-tense verbs should dominate history papers because the vividness of the present tense pertains less to the discussion of history than it does to literature. While it's possible to describe the historical past in the present tense, such a posture belongs more naturally to casual conversation than formal writing. That is, when a speaker is trying to make his account of something which happened in the past seem more real to a listener, he may use the present tense, saying, for instance, "So, yesterday I'm standing in line at this store and some man comes in and robs it!" Here, a past action ("yesterday") is being expressed in the present tense ("I'm standing," "comes," "robs"), with the speaker acting as if both he and the listeners were there when the event occurred.

Let's look at how this works. Say you're describing Charlemagne's troubles with his Saxon neighbours, and you compose your words in the following way, using the present tense: 

As a result, almost every year of his reign Charlemagne is forced to go and vanquish the Saxons yet again and has to re-Christianize them on the spot.

It's very vivid, isn't it, quite intense even? But it doesn't sound very critical or reasoned. Now, say you use the past tense:

As a result, almost every year of his reign Charlemagne was forced to go and vanquish the Saxons yet again and had to re-Christianize them on the spot.

Less exciting, true, but it seems more composed, less agitated or swept away with passion—or biased. And that makes for more dispassionate and thus more persuasive historical writing. By appearing aloof, you're simply more likely to win over your readers, in this arena at least. 

http://www.usu.edu/markdamen/WritingGuide/14prtens.htm
