Hum 2

Fall 2009

Essay #2

Overview: This essay asks you to explain, analyze, and evaluate one of the following arguments:

a. Plato, Republic I.343b-344c (Thrasymachus’ argument against justice).

b. Plato, Republic X.605a-606b (Socrates’ argument against the imitative poets).

c. Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics X.2 (What is ‘choice’?).

d. Aristotle, Politics I.5-6 (Natural Slavery).

e. Cicero, Laws II.25-27 (On religious practice).

(You may, with prior approval from the instructor, suggest your own argument to analyze.)

Requirements:

3-5 pages, typed, double-spaced, stapled.

Your essay should be controlled by a clear, arguable thesis.

Each paragraph should be governed by a topic sentence that supports your thesis.

In developing your analysis, you should do the following:

· Interpret the text as an argument within the larger context of the author’s work, and/or the book from which it is taken.

· Identify the conclusion (or point) of the argument.

· Identify the assumptions/premises leading to that conclusion.

· Identify, define, and explain key terms in the argument (i.e., define them from the point of view of the text; what do they mean in this particular argument?).

· Explain how the argument is related to other themes/arguments in the text from which it is taken.

· Evaluate the validity of the argument (does the conclusion follow from the premises?).

· Evaluate the argument as a whole? Does it seem right to you? Is it overstated?

· Consider some of the implications of the argument.

