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In your schema on Aristotle’s critique of the ‘now,’ you practiced presenting an argument in premise-conclusion form. This is a very helpful skill for writing a paper about an argument, since it helps you to see clearly whether the argument in question is valid or invalid; it also helps you to locate the premises that are most dubious. When it comes time to evaluate such an argument, then, you can concentrate on these dubious premises, marshalling objections against them and seeing whether or not replies can be developed to these objections. 

In this paper you will engage in just such an evaluation of an argument from Aristotle, but only after first presenting the argument in prose. If you choose to write on the argument about the ‘now,’ this task should be a little easier, since you already have an edited schema from which to work. If you choose to write on another argument, however, you may find it helpful to schematize this argument on your own first; in this case, be sure to leave plenty of time to represent your schema in clear, concise, and forceful prose. This is a paper, remember, not a schema.

Begin with an introduction that states the conclusion of the Aristotelian argument, forecasts the essential moves in the argument, and then sketches your ultimate evaluation of these moves and this argument. In other words, a reader of your introductory paragraph should have a distinct idea of your thesis and the route you will travel to defend this thesis.

Your next task is to present the whole argument. Some of the arguments from which you can choose—from the list of twelve on the next page—need to supplemented with premises from elsewhere in the Aristotelian corpus. Thus, if you find the argument patently invalid on a first reading, it is likely that Aristotle is assuming something that he elsewhere discusses and defends. Then again, you may also have discovered that not even Aristotle is above fallacious reasoning.
Your final task is to decide whether the argument you have presented is sound or unsound. The best way to decide this, after faithfully presenting the argument itself, is to marshal apparently threatening objections against it: make a case that the argument is invalid, or make a case that there is a false premise, or both. If, in your estimation, the argument can withstand these objections, you should decide that it is sound. If, by contrast, you think that the argument cannot withstand one or more of your objections, you should decide that it is unsound. 
As for guidelines in writing, everything I might say can be found in the parts of Weston and Strunk & White that you have been reading. The best papers will follow these guidelines religiously. There will be as little indulgence for poor prose as there will be for superficial interpretation, sloppy argumentation, or inadequate documentation. 

Specifications: 10–12 pages, double-spaced, 1-inch margins, 12-point font.
Argument topics for Aristotle term paper:

1. Aristotle argues that there is no ‘now’ (218a9–30).
2. Aristotle argues that there is an everlasting unmoved mover (258b10–259a15).

3. Aristotle argues that “the soul is the first actuality of a natural body that is potentially alive” (412a27–28). 

4. Aristotle argues that the productive intellect (also known as “active mind”) is “separable, unaffected, and unmixed” (430a18).

5. Aristotle argues against Platonic forms (On Ideas; choose what you take to be his best argument(s)).

6. Aristotle argues for the principle of non-contradiction (1006a30–1009a4; choose what you take to be his best argument(s)).

7. Aristotle argues that the doctrine of Protagorean relativism and the denial of the principle of non-contradiction are necessary and sufficient for one another (1009a5–38).
8. Aristotle argues that God’s “understanding is an understanding of understanding” (1074b35).
9. Aristotle argues that humans have a function, and thus a good—namely, rationality (1097b25–1098b18).

10. Aristotle argues that “the life expressing understanding will be supremely best and pleasantest” (1178a7–8).
11. Aristotle argues that “some are naturally free, others natural slaves, and for natural slaves slavery is both expedient and just.” (1255a3–4).

12. Aristotle argues...something not on this list but which you found most interesting and would like to scrutinize (please have this approved by me well in advance).
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