Philosophy 5
Writing Original Arguments

The syllabus lists Monday December 11, as the date for turning the paper in.  I want to change in to December 8, so that I can return papers on December 12.  The 8th is a Friday, and the deadline is 11:59 am.  This has been our usual practice.  All papers must be submitted to the turnitin site. The id for section 1483 is 15959207 and the id for 1485 is 15959136.  No late papers will be accepted.  
This guide, when followed carefully, will help you write the final assignment for this class.  This assignment is to write a persuasive essay.   A description follows:

In the persuasive essay, you must defend and support your thesis. You are no longer merely showing, you are attempting to convince your readers to believe a claim expressed by the thesis.  The essay must choose a side, make a case for it, consider and refute counter arguments, and prove to the undecided reader that the opinion it presents is the best one. You must be aware of other sides and be fair to them; dismissing them completely will weaken your own argument.  It should contain explanations, clarifications and definitions of key terms.  Clarification can occur through examples, references and conceptual explanations.  The main purpose is to convince the reader of the truth of your thesis. 

This is perhaps the most important assignment this semester since in brings together all the skills and techniques we have called, “critical thinking.”  You need to formulate the structure of an argument—reasons in support of a thesis.  You need to employ all the tools we have defined in this process, e.g., thesis that answers an issue, assurance, counter argument, etc.  You need to formulate a strong argument; one that can pass the four tests, acceptable reasons, relevant to the issue you have selected, and reasons that are relevant and adequate to the thesis.  You need to be familiar with the arguments pro and con on the selected issue and show research on the relevant information pertaining to the issue.  Finally you need to put this all in an essay that meets the standards for English composition, e.g., correct word usage, complete sentences, etc.  

Here is a checklist of things to look for when you are writing this assignment
· Have I explained, illustrated, or made clear key words or concepts in my argument?

· Have a clearly and fairly presented the counter argument to my position?

· Have a made a serious and careful attempt to refute the counter argument?

· Can the reader clearly identify my main thesis?

· Can the reader clearly separate the reasons from the thesis they support?

· Does my argument pass the four evaluative criteria?

· Is there evidence of research and can the reader clearly locate the source of my research?

· Does my finished work show evidence of an acceptable essay format, (Introduction, Body and Summary)?

· Have I uploaded my argument to Turnitin.com?

· Does the uploaded paper itself not contain my name, only my JC Id?

To get you started, here are steps you can follow in the writing process:

· Conduct research.  Use sources, references, and authorities for your reasons.

· Prepare outline, especially for the body of the argument.

· Write a draft

· Be your own critic.  Consider the counter argument to see if your original thesis stands


· Rewrite argument in light of the above.

· Edit for grammar, word usage and compliance to structure.

Now to the specifics of this assignment: The 9:00 section thought they were at a disadvantage when the final three were selected.  A popular choice regarding the death penalty issue in California was eliminated.  I heard their displeasure so I have added a fourth issue
1. Should the 2nd amendment be repealed?

2. What are the dangers of Artificial Intelligence?

3. Are guns a public health issue?
4. Should California reconsider the death penalty elimination?
You may write your essay on any one of the four.  Before you decide on your position, I suggest you look carefully at the data that are applicable to the issue you have selected.  
Here are some of my thoughts on the four which you may or may not find useful. 
 On the first Garry Wills writes; “To understand any text remote from our times, we must reassemble the world around that text.”  So, research, as much as possible, needs to look at the time in which the 2nd amendment was written.  Then we need to see how it is used today.  The dispute also centers on the actual grammar as written in the Constitution.  Now, of course, the question of whether it is even possible to repeal it given the power of the NRA.  But other situations thought to be impractical have latter been repealed, e.g. the 18th amendment. 

On the second choice, the class wording was a rhetorical question which suggests that there are dangers.  One could argue for the null set; there are no dangers or that the advantages out weight the dangers. I would also like to know what is meant by “artificial intelligence.”  Don’t we need to know what it is before we can assess any possible danger?  And finally what is meant by “danger” in this context?
On the third some explanation of what is meant by “public health” is needed.

What are other public health issues and what as been the government’s treatment of those issues?  Interestingly this might also connect to the first issue.  There is an article by Nicholas Kristof that you should read on this issue that appeared several weeks ago in the New York Times. 

Finally on the fourth, California did vote down an initiative that would have eliminated the death penalty.  That history and the companion initiative that was approved should be reviewed.  How California should revisit the issue, if at all, is an open question.  Another initiative might have the same outcome.  Legislative action in light of the initiative votes might be risky.  Is there new evidence that might shed light on the need to revisit? These questions need to be dealt with in any argument on this issue
The following are additional thoughts in considering any of the four choices.  This comes from of discussion of Rhetoric:

From The Clouds we can think about the distinction between sound science and pseudo-science.  Is there any evidence of this distinction in the topic you have chosen? We can ask then, are there questions of fact including population figures and perhaps even the geography of the area?  Ask this question in connection with your own thesis and the opposing thesis.  

We have also talked about Aristotle’s definition of rhetoric as arguments that convince the audience of truth in practical matters.  This is contrasted with his view of rhetoric as practiced by the Sophists, namely the skill of creating flattering speech based on a calculation of what the audience wants to believe.  In your analysis of the arguments, do you see any evidence of either of these concepts?

Also it would be important to discuss the arguments pro and con from the standpoint of ethos, the degree of credibility of the presenters of the arguments for both sides.  Then too, there is the question of pathos.  What is the emotional makeup of the audience in connection with the issue you are writing about?

