Argument Outlines 3 and 4 (Essay)
The Good Life
Background

Being able to outline arguments is not primarily for its own sake. It is for the sake of clearly summarizing them in prose and responding to them intelligently – that is, for the sake of engaging in thoughtful conversation and fruitful argument. The last two installments (3 and 4) in the sequence of outline assignments ask you to join your outlining skills to your critical thinking abilities in the course of writing a short paper. Because I am now asking for creative engagement and no longer only faithfulness to the text, you have multiple passage options to choose from; pick one that sparks your interest. As always, do not waste your time.
5 Possible Sections to Analyze
Nicomachean Ethics 1.5 (all) – What is the highest, most fulfilling kind of life? What kind of living will most deeply satisfy us? What kind of life is most free? On the basis of an identification of basic human motivations, Aristotle offers a general answer to these questions. (Notice: this argument proceeds negatively, by excluding alternatives.)

Conclusion: The contemplative kind of life is the complete happiness of a human being.

Nicomachean Ethics 2.6 (1106a25-1106b28) – Here is an answer to Socrates’ question from the Meno: what is virtue? In the previous chapter, Aristotle gave its genus (namely, habit, or an actively maintained condition of the soul), but here he specifies what sort of active condition it is. (Note: “art” means skilled making – it’s a certain kind of know-how; “apt” means having a tendency to do something or being likely to do something – thanks, Merriam-Webster Online.)

Conclusion: Virtue is an active condition, concerned with feelings and actions, that makes one apt at choosing, consisting in a mean condition in relation to us.
Nicomachean Ethics 3.8 – When you are looking for teammates, hiring for a company, picking soldiers for a mission, or deciding whether to rely on a friend in a scary situation, you need to know who is genuinely courageous and who only seems to be courageous in the situations you have so far been able to evaluate. This chapter is Aristotle’s diagnosis of characteristics that look like courage but will come back to bite you if the situation changes. (Notice: the structure of the overall argument here is really simple; the devil is in the details of the sub-arguments.)

Conclusion: There are five qualities that seem like courage, but none of them really is.


[Note: if you want to say there are six, that’s fine, too.]

Nicomachean Ethics 9.9 (1170a15-1170b19) – Happiness is supposed to be self-sufficient. So, it might be hard to see why the happy person would need friends. Doesn’t that put happiness at risk? Why should we think that all people are inherently in need of others? In this portion of the chapter, Aristotle says he is investigating “from a standpoint having to do with nature,” meaning that he attends carefully to what living means for the particular sort of living natural beings called humans. (Note: “serious” and “decent” and “good” are all synonymous adjectives here. Further note: Aristotle’s long sentences contain many premises within one sentence. Please break them up.)

Conclusion: The happy person will need friends of serious worth.
Summa Contra Gentiles III.63, paragraphs 1-9 – Why bother being good? What’s the point of life? Thomas’s proposal, following Aristotle, is that the ultimate goal of life is the full satisfaction of our most human desires. In this chapter, he enumerates various categories of desire and explicitly goes beyond Aristotle by explaining how they will be most fully satisfied by contemplating (which here includes knowing and loving) God after the resurrection.
Conclusion: Every human desire is fulfilled, and every human effort attains its completion, in the happiness of seeing God’s essence.
Assignment
Choose a passage from the list above. Please outline the argument in that section, as you have been doing. Note that, for each of the options, I have provided you with a conclusion drawn from the text but worded so as to make your job easier.

Next, please write a short essay evaluating Aristotle’s argument. This essay must include the following pieces: a clear, prose summary of his argument; an evaluation of one or two of his premises, either further supporting them or giving reasons why you think they are wrong; an explanation of what effect your paper should have on what we think about Aristotle’s conclusion. Explanations and suggestions for each of these three pieces are below.

For Argument Outline 4, you will turn in both the numbered argument outline and the essay. For Argument Outline 3, please submit at least the numbered argument outline and the summary paragraph. More would probably be good, but you must turn in that much. Since you have only practiced one of these skills so far in this class, there will be two drafts of this project. But remember, this also means that the grading of the final version will be stricter.
What do I mean by these three pieces of the essay?

1) Your argument outline will come in handy when you turn to summarizing Aristotle’s argument in prose. BUT please keep in mind that simply transposing your numbered summary into a paragraph format and getting rid of the numbers will make for a horribly confusing bit of writing. What the outline does for you here is highlights how the pieces of the argument fit together. What the paragraph should do is articulate the conclusion, then give the immediate reasons for that conclusion. As you explain the immediate reasons in your summary, you should note which ones may seem unlikely and give the further reasons supporting those minor conclusions. If there are any hidden premises that you have had to invent to make the argument work, identify them in your summary. You are telling the story of how Aristotle’s argument works; it is not a report on your argument outline.
2) When you critically evaluate Aristotle’s argument, please focus on one or two premises, not on the whole thing. Explicitly identify the weakest point(s) and say why it is weak, then either shore it up with reasons of your own (if you think it’s right) or attack it with reasons (if you think it’s wrong).

3) The conclusion of your paper should tell the reader what follows from your evaluation.

a) If you attacked his argument, did you attack a crucial premise, such that his major conclusion can no longer follow? If so, what would follow instead, if anything? If not, should his conclusion be modified at all in light of your work?

b) On the other hand, if you defended his argument, how much help did you really give him? Was it a crucial premise that you saved, perhaps by clarifying something very confusing? Or did you provide additional evidence for something that seemed pretty likely already?

Any of these upshots is fine (not every three-page essay can save the world), but you need to be honest in telling your reader what you think you have accomplished. You should also state near the beginning of your paper what you are going to do.
Hints
*Having three tasks in the paper does not mean you should have only three paragraphs. Use as many as you need.
*Length (final draft): 3-4 pages, spaced at 1.5. This is a ballpark. If it’s short, don’t BS just to get to 3 pages.

*The final draft (AO 4) should feature impeccable grammar. For the first draft (AO 3), I will overlook it.
