Essay #2—Predicting Consequences

Value: 50 points
Length: __ complete pages to __ complete pages

Rough Draft Due Date: ____

Final Draft Due Date: ____

GOAL

 
Your goal is to argue what would be the possible consequences of a proposed action (a measure/law/bill [like national healthcare]) or a yet-to-happen phenomenon (oil running out). You are to employ and properly document a minimum of 7 (a maximum of 11) sources to build your argument; this means you are to cite sources within your text and include a Works Cited (a separate page not counted in page total). 
STANCE
As you are arguing only about consequences, you are writing a truth/reality argument, not a value-based argument (recall from chapter 10 that value claims either reflect evaluation, ethical, or proposal arguments). This means that you have no agenda other than to make clear what will happen. This also means that you shouldn’t be selecting which consequences to handle because they are apparently positive or negative. It should be obvious that appeals to pathos have zero relevance. That said, appeals to ethos do: it’s important that you examine both evidence and counter evidence, that you qualify assertions, that you aim to use the best evidence available. To better understand your role in this essay, see yourself as a scientist looking to achieve a finer/more precise understanding of an issue and not as an advocate.
STARTING OUT
Though you could focus your essay on a variety of subjects, limit your choice to subjects that many people would likely be interested in (perhaps even be frightened about). For instance, granted you could write a essay about what would happen if a tsunami hit our coastline or if hostile extra terrestrials enslaved the human race, but it would be more interesting to put current events into focus or at least something relevant to most people’s lives in the here and now. For instance, what if we unconditionally released all prisoners from Gitmo; what if CCD (Colony Collapse Disorder) became even more prevalent; what if California’s drought were even worse next year? Clearly, you’ll have to engage in research just to determine if your subject matter is feasible, in other words, find out if there’s enough relevant evidence to build your paper. Feel free to run your topic by me online.
EVIDENCE & LOGICAL REASONING
You are seeking evidence that helps you to determine the likelihood/possibility of your consequences. If you feel that a particular consequence seems obvious, then beware simply informing an educated reader (your presumed audience) of what could easily be presumed; focus instead on how extensive the consequence will be (perhaps relative to other consequences you consider); in other words, make the extent and not the possibility the focus. The more radical your argument, the less you’ll have to worry about this distinction. Many times, to support a causal claim, you will have to make an inference based on one or more pieces of evidence. If for one of your consequences there seems to be no available evidence (perhaps because the consequence is very surprising), you’ll need to devise your own evidence: interview someone; create a hypothetical example; use a reasoned sequence of ideas [causal chain—see pages 243-246]). Finally, depending on your subject matter, you may be able to argue possibility or extent on the basis of precedents.
Similar to essay one, you’re also expected to evaluate the evidence you employ in terms of typicality and accuracy (you can ignore sufficiency and relevance) or, at the very least, make clear why particular evidence is authoritative/trustworthy, meaning you are expected to create rhetorically effective attributive tags to introduce your sources.

QUALIFICATION

You must qualify assertions about causality carefully; otherwise, you risk making a hasty generalization. Qualifying supporting claims means not making absolute statements (“NAFTA alone is responsible for our current low unemployment rate”; “Men cheat on their wives because of vanity”). Qualifying means limiting, means avoiding words like always, only, or every when reality is sometimes, partly, or some. By qualifying your supporting claims, you make your them less vulnerable to attack/to refutation. In addition, you show readers that you lack bias and that you can admit to the complexity of a given issue, thereby increasing your credibility (ethos). Causal claims should almost always be qualified.

STRUCTURE
After providing background about your chosen subject matter, assert what your consequences are at the end of your introduction. You may also pose a simple question as your thesis: “What are the consequences of X?” (or some more sophisticated variant). If you’ve ordered your causes in any particular way, make such clear in a forecasting statement (could be combined with thesis). In terms of order, you might sequence your consequences by how surprising or significant they are. How much space you devote to your consequences simply depends upon how many you consider: you might devote one body paragraph to each of several consequences; you might devote two or more paragraphs to each of two consequences. Your conclusion should be brief. If you’ve posed a question, make sure to explicitly answer it. Beware putting your consequences into the context of a value-based argument. For instance, were you to argue about the consequences of gay marriage, you should not make any determination (explicit or implicit) as to legalizing gay marriage. (Recall that as a truth seeker you should be ready to focus on positive and negative consequences.)

TURNITIN.COM  INFORMATION

I’ve allowed for multiple submissions, meaning that up until the due date of assignment, you can check for plagiarism and resubmit (assuming you make necessary changes!). To submit your final draft to turnitin.com, you will need the class ID (2887708) and the password (fordingfjord). If you’re having trouble submitting your essay on the day and time (beginning of class period) its due, then make sure to e-mail me your essay. Note that I will be checking the hardcopy you submit in class against the copy you submit to turnitin.com.

LIMITATIONS & PROHIBITIONS
· Do not cite common knowledge!
· On average, limit the role of quotation to 25% of a given body ¶.

· Let not more than one quotation exceed more than four total lines (see page 373).

· Always use attributive tags the first time you use a source; if source is used again, simply 


list author or title in parenthetical note.

· Do not use more than two sources from one publication or website (DB’s okay!).
· Beware “data dumping” (see page 359 for clarification)!
· Make sure to read sample student essays online.

· Do not employ rhetorical questions (“You don’t know what a rhetorical question is?”)
