A short 3-page essay worth 50 points
[The assignment may be submitted early; 5 points per day deduction if it is late]


On the first (cover) page, state your argument in standard English form and identify its logical form by 
abbreviating the statements.  
Express your argument as a short (3 page) ESSAY.  Provide evidence in the essay that the premises are 
true (or at least plausible) by making use of 
reliable sources of information.  


See faculty webpage for rubrics on the evaluation of essays and arguments.  

Your argument should be either deductively valid or inductively strong, 

and it should avoid fallacies.  

Take into consideration how someone who rejects your conclusion might criticize your argument.

Here is an example of what should be on your cover page:



STANDARD ENGLISH FORM
1. Only beings with brains capable of conscious awareness are persons with full moral rights.

2. No human embryo is a being with a brain capable of conscious awareness.

3. So, (from 1 and 2) no human embryo is a person with full moral rights.

4. The decision of Roe versus Wade should be repealed by the Supreme Court only if 
(at least some) human embryos are persons with full moral rights.
_________________________________________________________________

5. So, (from 4 and 3) The decision of Roe versus Wade should not be repealed by 
the Supreme Court.


LOGICAL FORM

1. All P are B.

2. No E is B.


This argument combines a valid categorical 
3. ( No E is P.


syllogism with Modus Tollens.  Since “No E is P”
4. R ( Some E are P

and “Some E are P” have opposite truth-value, it
_______________

follows by Modus Tollens that ~R
5. ( ~ R



The argument form is deductively valid.

Premise 2 can be defended with information drawn from medicine, the human life sciences, or developmental psychology.  The remaining task is to write a three page essay version of this argument, with supporting detail.  Of course, the main conclusion of the argument corresponds to the thesis statement.

Below are two more examples composed by past PHIL 103 students.

Another Example for Essay Project (the cover page for the essay)

Argument in Standard English Form

6. Straights and gays should be granted equal civil liberties and equality under the law (including laws pertaining to marriage), or some good reason must be provided for not granting equality to gays.  (p or q)


Three reasons have been proposed for not granting equality to gays:

A.  that homosexuality is “unnatural” 


B.  that granting equality would produce social harm 


C.  that homosexuality is deemed immoral and unlawful by the bible.

2.  None of the reasons cited in 1 holds up to criticism (Not q), since:

2.1  Homosexuality is considered by psychologists and 



anthropologists to be within the normal range of human variation

(not unlike being left handed versus right handed – an analogy)


2.2  sociological studies do not support the claim of 2B, moreover, a 
great deal of harm is produced by depriving people of equal rights. 


2.3  2C is irrelevant.  Appeal to the bible is at odds with the legal 
principle of the separation of church and state:  religion is not a 
legitimate basis of law.  Moreover, the bible is not a reliable authority:  
we do not know who wrote the bible, and it contains the pre-modern 

mythology and prejudices of a bronze-age culture.
_________________________________________________________
3.  So, by DS, straights and gays should be granted equal civil liberties and 
equality under the law (p).


Argument in Standard Logical Form:

1. P or Q
(Q is disjunctive: either A, B, or C)

2. ~ Q

(that is, not A, not B, and not C)
     A is rejected by scientific and analogical arguments 
     B is rejected by scientific (sociological and psychological) arguments

     C is rejected because it is irrelevant and a weak induction (authority)
_______

3.  (P
The example below is a proposal for an argumentative essay composed by a student.

Topic:  The decision by Bush administration to go to war in Iraq.

Thesis:  The U.S. should not have invaded Iraq.

1. There are certain necessary conditions that must be met in order to justify going to war.  That is:  One country should invade another ONLY IF N.   That is, “If P, then N.”



The necessary conditions, N, include:


a.  A just cause, e.g., to improve conditions, protect life, human rights.

     

b.  War is the last resort (all diplomatic options were exhausted)



c.  A reasonable expectation of success.

     

d.  The expected costs must be proportional to the benefits of war.





…to say that these are all necessary conditions means that all of them 


must be met, otherwise the decision to invade is not justified.


The Bush administration tried to make the case that all of these 



conditions were met.  The case was brought before the UN where it 


met objections from the international community.


2.  However, conditions a, b, and d were not met.
__________________________________________________________
3.  Therefore, by Modus Tollens, the decision to go to war was not justified.

1. P only if (a and b and c and d)


P → (A & B & C & D)
2. not all (a and b and c and d) were met, 

~ (A & B & C & D)
since a, b and d were not met.

______________________________

_____________
3.  Therefore, Not P




( ~P
Notes for essay:

Premise 1:  Will be supported by the tradition of Just War Theory.   This is a tradition that specifies conditions that limit the moral permissibility of war.  I will cite some reliable internet articles on Just War Theory. 

Premise 2:  Clearly, condition (d) was not met.  The war so far has cost over 3,000 American lives, about 150,000 Iraqi lives, plus many thousands of people who suffer lost limbs, bodily injury, and psychological trauma.  The war is expected to cost a lot financially (over 1,000,000,000,000 US dollars, by current estimates).  Arguably, some of these costs (enough to violate the condition of proportionality) were expected even before the invasion.  

