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CHAPTER EIGHT
ARGUMENTATION

Just about everyone has had an argument.  Some arguments de-
teriorated to physical violence. Other confrontations are less vi-
olent; they are just intense verbal disagreements, foot stomping
and yelling. There is another way to argue. In this handbook its
focus is on what most academic settings aim to teach regarding
argumentation—in verbal or written form, an intellectual form
of persuasion. 

This chapter contains argumentation themes. They
should provide clear examples of how you can develop this writ-
ing style. The first argumentation theme is in favor of college
athletes getting paid. The aegumentative theme that follows
takes the opposite stand. The third example of argumentation
gives a complete illustration of how you can set up this essay. 
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ARGUMENTATION THEME

SAMPLE ONE

PRO Paying College Athletes

College Athletes Should Be Paid

The NCAA should pay college athletes. College athletics

is awash in so much money that the powers that be should share

the wealth with the individuals that are responsible for creating

it. The NCAA made $242 million in 2001 from the television

rights to the basketball championship tournament. The money

is available. There are college athletes who spend so much of their

time practicing and competing for their respective universities

that they have little time to pursue part-time jobs, even if they

could,  to supplement their income. The athletes are forced into

a standard of living that is below that of a typical student. Yet,

the athlete brings in the money that allows for many of the pro-

grams that typical students enjoy. The system is broken and

needs to be fixed. There comes a time when the people of power

must set aside traditions and do the right thing. In no other cap-

ital venture are the “employees” not compensated. There are

laws against such things. Yet, in college athletics, the very people

responsible for the profit of the business go unpaid. Whether the

NCAA wants to admit it or not, college athletics is a business.
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Paying the athletes is the right thing to do. The NCAA should

pay college athletes because the money is available, the system

is broken and needs a change, and it is the right thing to do.

College athletes should be paid because the money is

available. The NCAA, as well as many colleges and universities,

make billions of dollars a year in revenue produced by collegiate

sports. This money should be shared with the athletes who make

it possible for colleges and outside vendors to sell the hats, t-

shirts, and, most importantly, the tickets (Brunius). The Univer-

sity of Georgia takes in two million dollars per home football

game; sure, there is enough money to give the athletes a stipend.

The opposition says that there is no way that all athletes can be

paid. There are simply too many athletes and not enough money.

Athletic scholarships in the Big Ten conference alone total $42

million annually (Christensen). The universities and the NCAA

simply cannot afford additional money to college athletes. The

money is simply not available. However, the money is available

to pay the athletes at least an allowance. Collegiate sports gen-

erates about $2 billion dollars annually for just the hundred or

so schools belonging to the NCAA division 1-A (Christensen).

CBS currently has a $1.725 billion contract just to broadcast the

NCAA Championship Basketball Tournament (Christensen).

This shows that there is more than enough money to go around.
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Furthermore, a 1993 analysis by Robert Brown in Economic In-

quiry found star football players can generate as much as

$500,000 in yearly revenue for their schools (Christensen). The

money is there; college athletes should be paid.

Another reason for college athletes to be paid is the system

needs to be fixed. College coaches earn millions of dollars per

year from shoe contracts, yet the players that wear the shoes get

nothing. Nike shoes knows that success equals sales. Kentucky

basketball is quite successful, yet the players do not receive en-

dorsement money. Coach Rick Pitino signed the agreement with

Nike; he receives the check (Johns). The opposition argues that

the scholarship should be enough. At some institutions the cost

of a four-year matriculation has been estimated as high as

$120,000 per athlete (Langston). The fact of the matter is it does

not matter what the cost of the education is. The amount of

money that the player brings in is the issue. The system is broken

when coaches and administrators are making millions of dollars

per year and the athlete cannot afford to go to the movies or

order a pizza (Brunius). The NCAA will even penalize an athlete

and a university for something as small as a coach buying a meal

for a player (Johns). When there is such a disparity between the

haves and have-nots, there needs to be a change.

The final reason that college athletes should be paid is that
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it is the right thing to do. Plantation owners in the Old South

made their substantial fortunes by increasing their profit mar-

gins. This increase in profit is due almost exclusively to the use

of free labor, slaves. There is no difference in slavery of the Old

South and the current situation in college athletics (Stewart).

Tradition did not make slavery right in the Old South; tradition

does not make not paying athletes for their role in the business

of college athletics the right thing to do today. The opponents to

paying college athletes say that paying the athletes will only lead

to corruption. The players will go to the highest bidder out of

high school, and there will be no balance of power on the field

(Lewernz). Colleges will become a minor league professional or-

ganization instead of an institution of higher learning (Lewrenz).

Paying college athletes is the right thing to do. Paying college

athletes would actually lessen corruption. College athletes, like

the University of Florida’s Johnny Rutledge, would be less

tempted to accept illegal payments from corrupt agents if they

were compensated and did not need money (Albert Means). The

ethical response should be to pay the college athletes. The NCAA

needs to do the right thing.

The NCAA should pay college athletes. The money is

available; the system is broken and needs repair; and it is ethi-

cally right. The NCAA makes billions per year from the sweat
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and talent of college athletes. There is plenty of money to com-

pensate. When there are coaches making millions of dollars and

there are athletes who have to choose between the financial sta-

bility of professional sports and an education, there is something

wrong. If athletes receive financial compensation, a system,

which is currently unfair, will be improved, and young athletes

can pursue their education without having to worry about

money. Paying college athletes is ethically sound. Not paying the

athletes is tantamount to slavery and should be stopped. It is time

for the NCAA to make a decision.
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ARGUMENTATION THEME

SAMPLE TWO

AGAINST Paying College Athletes

College Athletes Should Not Be Paid

This debate has gone on long enough. The NCAA needs

to let people know that they will not pay these students any kind

of money, other than for their college education. The NCAA

needs to continue to maintain its rule of not paying student-ath-

letes. Why? They should not be paid because they get free school-

ing, because of Title IX, and because there are other alternatives

to receive money.

One reason why the NCAA should maintain its rule is be-

cause most student-athletes receive free schooling. Student-ath-

letes, on scholarship, are getting a free education, which many

would never be able to afford (Langston). A college education

costs from forty thousand to one hundred-twenty thousand dol-

lars (Richards). However, an opposing viewpoint is that the schol-

arships pay for books, tuition, and room and board but don’t

give them any extra money (Stewart). “The main problem with

paying student-athletes is that college athletics is part of a college

education...Paying athletes anything more than a scholarship
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would alter the educational purpose of playing college sports”

(No Room For Mercenaries). “Isn’t it enough that these guys are

getting a free ride to college with scholarships?...Those degrees

will open many doors and make them plenty of money after their

sports careers are over” (Bahr). “Anything more than free edu-

cation would destroy the concept of college sports, and students

athletics, as we know it” (No Room for Mercenaries).

Another problem with paying student-athletes is dealing

with Title IX and equality. “There are roughly 130,000 division

one athletes. If you think colleges can just pay basketball play-

ers, or just football players, you should brush up on Title IX

(Paying Athletes An Easy Fix). The NCAA stresses equality in

college sports. All genders and sports must be treated equally

(Stewart). On the other hand, some people think that players, in

the high revenue sports, should get some money for what they

have helped generate (Stewart).

Icer goaltender John Sixt agreed it would 

be hard to pay men and women across all

sports equally. However, he said athletes 

should be paid for what they earn. Sixt said 

athletes in sports that make a lot of money,

such as football, should be given at least a 

small piece of the profits. (Stewart)
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“The fact is that Title IX is the law of the land. Every institution

has an obligation to comply. The NCAA cannot and should not

seek not to enforce federal law” (The NCAA’s Response). Also,

would not paying student-athletes put forth a poor message

about those students who earn academic scholarships? As one

student says, “By paying athletes you’re making a value judg-

ment that athletic contributions are more important to the uni-

versity than intellectual contributions” (Langston). Keeping in

compliance with Title IX, colleges would incur major debt. If

every athlete is paid a hundred dollars each, over a forty-week

period, the collegiate will have an annual debt near five hundred

twenty million dollars per year (Paying Athletes An Easy Fix).

Can colleges afford this?

Finally, the NCAA should maintain its rule because there

are other alternatives for athletes to receive money. There are

millions of dollars that student-athletes can get through grant-

based aid. With this type of money available, they should not get

paid (Keith). On the other hand, student-athletes that come from

families with money can’t get on any of these funds (Stewart).

“Because I come from a family with two

parents and my dad makes money, I

don’t see any of that,” Liscky said. “I am

immature, but to be at this point in my
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life and having to ask my dad for money-

I feel like I have an allowance.” (Stewart)

These funds are made for students that are needy (Keith).

“...[A]n NCAA special assistance fund allocated about eighteen-

thousand dollars on a per-case basis to the University of Florida

athletes in need” (Soffian). “ ‘There are arguments for modify-

ing the current rules,’ Elgin said. But there are many different

funds available for student-athletes in need” (Keith).

The NCAA has its hands full. This debate must end with

the NCAA maintaining its rule. College athletes are getting their

education for free. These students don’t realize that there are

people out there that would love to get into college, let alone get

a free ride. Student-athletes are living a dream. They get a free

education just because they are playing a sport that they love.

These students need to worry more about what kind of educa-

tion that they are receiving than where their money is coming

from.
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Both Pro and Con themes present adequate argumentation. It
is important that you understand that it is not the position you
take but how well you present the position. Most instructors are
objective and reasonable.  They are able to put aside their per-
sonal feelings if they do not agree with your position. However,
no instructor or any other reasonable individual can agree with
your argument if it is not a well-thought out, researched, and or-
ganized presentation. When you take your advanced writing
courses or work with a tutor, you should go into more detail
about this challenging form of discourse.

SET UP FOR ARGUMENTATION BODY PARAGRAPH

There are several ways of setting up the body paragraphs
for an argumentative theme. One way which is quite effective
(both of the previous samples follow this format) is:

1. topic sentence
2. lst example of support of the topic sentence
3. opposing viewpoint
4. 2nd example of support and refutation of

the opposing viewpoint
5. 3rd example of support
6. concluding sentence

Each body paragraph follows this format. Before you
continue reading, take a close look at each body paragraph of
Sample One and Sample Two.  You will see how the authors im-
plement this format.

OUTLINE & PARTIAL ARGUMENTATION THEME

On the next page is a full outline of the argumentative
work that follows it. Only the second body paragraph is in-
cluded. This excerpt should serve as another example of argu-
mentation. Furthermore, you can see how the outline format
serves as a guide for developing the body of the work. Note that
the opposing viewpoint is in capital letters. Then, to demonstrate
the transition back to the 2nd support of the topic sentence, the
2nd example of support is underlined.

This author is not saying that you have to use this outline
format; that will be up to you and your instructor. However, this
is a set up you may wish to use personally to get your ideas or-
ganized and to make certain you are definitely addressing the
opponent’s issues and you are effectively refuting his/her view.
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Step I. Thesis Sentence: The government should abolish 
capital punishment because of the 
chance of error, the failure to deter
crime, and the degrading of 
human life.

Step II. Body Paragraphs:

A1. Topic Sentence: The possibility of error 
makes capital punishment unacceptable.

1. Death is irreversible
2. Opposing viewpoint
3. Rebuttal—74 cases of errors
4. No safeguards can prevent convicting 

an innocent person.

A2. Concluding Sentence:  The danger of a mis-
take justifies abolishing capital punishment 
because death is irreversible, errors are 
documented, and no safeguards can prevent an 
error.

B1. Topic Sentence:  Capital punishment is not
an effective deterrent to murder.

1. Person does not expect to be caught
2. Opposing viewpoint
3. Rebuttal—Homicides lower in cap.

states
4. Life imprisonment is just as effec-

tive

B2. Concluding Sentence:  Deterrence is ineffec-
tive because a murderer does not expect to
be caught, capital punishment states are not
free from murder, and life imprisonment is
sufficient.

C1. Topic Sentence:  Capital punishment 
destroys belief in the inherent worth of human 
life.

1. Cruel and unusual punishment
2. Opposing viewpoint
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3. Cannot bring life back
4. Decay of the condemned man

C2. Concluding Sentence:  Cruel and unusual 
punishment, inability to restore victim’s
life, and the indecent decay of the con-
demned are dehumanizing effects of the 
death penalty.

Step III. Concluding Paragraph—Topic Sentence:  The 
number one reason why society should abolish 
capital punishment is it is wrong for anyone to 
kill.

1. An innocent person wrongfully executed is
intolerable.

2. Death is no more a deterrent to the com-
mission of crimes than are other alternate,
more acceptable punishments.

3. The ultimate result of the death penalty is
a total disregard for human life and dig-
nity. 

ARGUMENTATION—EXCERPT—SAMPLE THREE
Body Paragraph 2 (B1 to B2):

Capital punishment is not an effective deterrent to murder.  The
fear of the punishment is least likely to be present during the
crime of murder.  The murder committed in a fit of passion or
anger is over and done with before the person realizes what s/he
did.  In the same sense, a carefully and premeditated crime of
murder is not deterred by capital punishment because the mur-
derer does not expect the legal community to discover or punish
him/her (McClellan 20).  Proponents of capital punishment
share a different view.

The death penalty is a warning, just like
a lighthouse throwing its beams out to sea.
We hear about shipwrecks, but we do not
hear about the ships the lighthouse guides
safely on their way.  We do not have proof
of the number of ships it saves, but we do
not tear the lighthouse down. (Carrington 13)

OPPONENTS CLAIM, HOWEVER, THAT IF CAPITAL PUN-
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ISHMENT WERE A REAL DETERRENT TO CRIME, THEN,
THE STATES WITH CAPITAL PUNISHMENT WOULD BE
RELATIVELY FREE FROM MURDER Actually, the opposite
is true. The homicide rate is lower in the states without the death
penalty (Reid 487). Also, the death penalty is unnecessary be-
cause punishment sufficient to deter is just and no more.  A life
sentence in prison will serve the deterrent purpose at least as well
as capital punishment (Van Den Haag & Conrad 293). Deter-
rence is ineffective because a murderer does not expect to be
caught, capital punishment states are not free from murder, and
life imprisonment is just as sufficient.
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NOTE: You will see in this one body paragraph how the writer
follows her outline (B1. to B2.). The author of this handbook has
capitalized how Ms. Driskell has presented the opponent’s view-
point. Then, Dr. Hayes-Scott underlines how Ms. Driskell pres-
ents her refutation of the opponent’s viewpoint. This is how you
should handle the presentation of an opponent’s ideas and the
method for refutation. Yes, you must mention and show your
awareness of your critics’ ideas. Also, you must demonstrate that
you have a rational reply. If not, your body paragraphs are weak.
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ARGUMENTATION THEME

SAMPLE FOUR

Barry Rusk
Dr. Fairy
Argumentation Theme
English 102-07
22 May 2013

Why Congress Should Abolish the Death Penalty

The death penalty has been an engrained part of Ameri-

can culture from the very beginning.  The first execution in

America occurred in 1608, just one year after the founding of the

first English colony. The death penalty was proscribed for every-

thing from stealing grapes or striking one’s mother or father to

murder or treason (Introduction to the Death Penalty).  As Amer-

ica grew and prospered, the death penalty was repealed and re-

instated many times by many states. From 1972 to 1976, the

United States as a whole suspended the death penalty.  Congress

should take a stand once and for all against the death penalty be-

cause it is a waste of taxpayer money, it is not an effective deter-

rent, and it is not in the best interest of the victim or their family.

The government should abolish the death penalty because

it is a waste of taxpayer money. The waste starts with the trial it-

self.  “…Studies have uniformly and conservatively shown that

a death-penalty trial costs $1 million more than one in which

prosecutors seek life without parole” (Barnes). The extra cost is

incurred even if the jury does not come back with a death penalty

conviction.  Opponents would say that the increased cost is be-

cause of the legal maneuvering and delay tactics used by death
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penalty opponents. Furthermore, advocates of the death penalty

state that “If the multiple layers of appeal are pursued in an eth-

ical, and fiscally responsible manner, execution is less costly than

warehousing a murderer for life” (Beatty). The idea of an expe-

dient trial is ideal; however, the duty of the defense attorney is

not to be expedient.  Justice White describes the defense attor-

ney’s job in U.S. v. Wade, 388 U.S. 218, 256-258(1967):

"Defense counsel has no obligation to ascertain or

present the truth. Our system assigns him a different

mission. He must be and is interested in preventing

the conviction of the innocent, but, absent a volun-

tary plea of guilty, we also insist that he defend his

client whether he is innocent or guilty. The State has

the obligation to present the evidence. Defense coun-

sel need present nothing, even if he knows what the

truth is. He need not furnish any witnesses to the

police, or reveal any confidences of his client, or 

furnish any other information to help the prosecu-

tion's case. If he can confuse a witness, even a truth-

ful one, or make him appear at a disadvantage, un-

sure or indecisive, that will be his normal course.

Our interest in not convicting the innocent permits

counsel to put the State to its proof, to put the State's

case in the worst possible light, regardless of what

he thinks or knows to be the truth. Undoubtedly there

are some limits which defense counsel must observe

but more often than not, defense counsel will cross-
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examine a prosecution witness, and impeach him

if he can, even if he thinks the witness is telling the

truth, just as he will attempt to destroy a witness 

who he thinks is lying. In this respect, as part of our

modified adversary system and as part of the duty

imposed on the most honorable defense counsel, we 

countenance or require conduct which in many in-

stances has little, if any, relation to the search for truth."  

(Lenhardt)

The expedient trial might make the death penalty case more cost ef-

fective, but the expedient trial is not likely to occur.  Meanwhile, tax-

payers spend $90,000 more per year to house a single death row

inmate than would have to be spent to house an inmate with a life

without the chance of parole sentence (Barnes). The added costs are

due to death row inmates needing to be housed in single cells, as op-

posed to sharing a cell.  Also extra guards are required to be on staff

at death row facilities as the inmates must be in restraints whenever

they are moved from their cells (Reinhart). In California, death row

inmates are entitled to multiple levels of appeals.  The appeals

process is sacrosanct and protected by law as a means of preventing

innocent deaths.  The process begins after conviction with an auto-

matic review by the State Supreme Court and continues through six

layers of appeals (Office of Victims' Services).  In 2009, California

budgeted $58,563,000 solely for appeals in capital cases (Alarcon

and Mitchell). The government should ban the death penalty be-

cause it wastes taxpayer’s money due to the increased cost of the

trial, increased cost of housing, and increased cost of appeals.
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Congress should abolish the death penalty because it is

not an effective deterrent.   It is prohibitively difficult to prove

that the existence of the death penalty is the causation for an in-

dividual not committing a crime.  Proving a single reason as the

cause for why someone did not do something is nearly impossible

(Ichinose).  While it is possible to prove that an individual was

speeding because he/she had an accelerator pedal that was stuck.

It is nearly impossible to prove that an individual did not speed

because he/she did not have an accelerator pedal that was not

stuck.  There are a myriad of reasons why the individual might

not be speeding, from safety concerns to fear of being ticketed,

but it is fairly easy to show causation with a stuck accelerator

pedal and speeding.  Opponents would argue that just because

causation cannot be proven does not mean that it does not have

an effect.  They would point to the study that counts an average

of eighteen less murders committed for each execution carried

out (Muhlhausen).  They would further point out the number of

murders that could have been prevented had murderers not had

their sentences changed to life without parole.  The murder rates

in states with the death penalty versus the murder rates in states

without the death penalty do not support such a claim.  From

2008 to 2011, the murder rates in states without the death penalty

were consistently lower than states with the death penalty by

more than thirty percent (Murder Rates Nationally and by

State).  This substantial correlation is undeniable.  Furthermore,

individuals that do not consider the consequences are not de-

terred by the severity of them.  In a web post on April 7th of 2009,
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the American Civil Liberties Union said:

People commit murders largely in the heat of

passion, under the influence of alcohol or drugs, 

or because they are mentally ill, giving little or no

thought to the possible consequences of their acts. 

The few murderers who plan their crimes beforehand

-- for example, professional executioners -- intend and

expect to avoid punishment altogether by not get-

ting caught. (ACLU)

These persons do not consider whether they would rather spend

life in prison or be put to death.  The death penalty is not an ef-

fective deterrent because it cannot be proven that its existence

is the deterrent factor in the absence of a crime being committed,

the murder rate in states with the death penalty are still higher

than the murder rate of states without the death penalty, and

many murders are committed without thought to consequence

thereby nullifying any deterrent effect.

Congress should abolish the death penalty because it does

not bring closure to the victim’s family.  When someone sen-

tenced to death is executed, the pain and suffering the family

feels from the loss of their loved one does not go away.  The grief

process must still be navigated.  Only 2.5% of families found clo-

sure from the execution of the assailant (Shaw). Proponents of

the death penalty would point to the execution as the embodi-

ment of justice.  Abolishing the death penalty would mandate

injustice by not allowing the accused to be killed for killing an-

other (Brauchler).  The concept of an-eye-for-an-eye is true jus-
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tice.  The continued pain and suffering of the victims’ families

cannot be justice.  Sandra Place, the daughter of a murder victim

said:

Nearly eight years since the jury delivered the

verdict of death, I am still forced to focus on my

mother’s killer. If the killer were given[sic] life

without parole, and I mean a true life sentence,

I would not be here. I would not be forced to 

discuss the killer and the verdict and the ways

in which my life has been affected. Each court 

date, each appeal, each write-up in the newspaper,

revisiting and revisiting the pain, each event keep-

ing me that much further from the curative process

I and my family so greatly deserve. (Quotes by 

Families of Homicide Victims)

The pursuit and execution of the death sentence is a long and

drawn out process, and it was designed as such to protect against

the conviction of someone that is innocent.  Forcing the victims’

families to relive a terrible part of their lives over and over for

more than thirteen years, the average stay on death row, is not

justice (Liptak). It is the cruel and unusual punishment of the

families of the victims. The death penalty makes closure difficult

to achieve for families by tearing them apart when they most

need each other.  The way different family members feel about

the death penalty can put them on opposing sides of trial that is

attempting the death penalty.  This division can be seen in the

case of James Holmes, the shooter in the movie theater attack in
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Aurora, CO.  Some of the families would like to see him put to

death and others just want to move on (Little).  The death

penalty does not provide closure for families of the victims be-

cause the execution does not heal the pain, the long trial prolongs

the suffering, and differing views can tear grieving families

apart. 

Congress has the opportunity to change fundamentally

the way America deals with crime.  The uncertain benefits of the

death penalty are far outweighed by the drawbacks, the waste-

fulness of taxpayer’s money, the ineffectiveness of capital pun-

ishment as a deterrent, and the lack of closure that is provided

by the death penalty.  The projected cost savings of abolishing

the death penalty in California is 125 million per year.  The gov-

ernment should stop wasting this money on criminals and spend

it instead on victim counseling and child education, thereby re-

ducing future criminal behavior (Moretti).
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QUESTIONS FOR REVIEW FOR CHAPTER EIGHT

1. What do you see is the difference between a narrative and
argumentative paper?

2. An argumentative paper must persuade the reader to see
and understand a particular point of view. Do you have 
to acknowledge the opposing viewpoints?

3. What is the opposing viewpoint for the 1st body para-
graph of Argumentation Theme—Sample One?

4. What is the writer’s refutation of that opponent’s view-
point?

5. What is the opposing viewpoint for the 3rd body para-
graph of Argumentation Theme—Sample Two?

6. What is the writer’s refutation of that opponent’s view-
point?

7. Is this refutation well-developed?

8. What is the recommended set up for every body para-
graph (203)?

9. What punctuation must end every works cited entry?

10. In Argumentation Theme—Sample Four, what is the op-
posing viewpoint for 1st body paragraph?

11. What is the refutation to that argument?

12. What are three reasons why this writer is not in favor of
the death penalty?

13. The writer of Sample Theme Four uses various types of



217
CHAPTER EIGHT

sources.  Identify the 1st source that he uses that is 
from a scholarly journal/

14. Identify the 1st source that refers to material from a TV
news agency.

15. Identify what type of source is by Shaw?


