Building an argument: An example outline
I. Introduction

· a story that shows readers they should care about where their food comes from (brief profile of a farmer?)

· a brief summary of the issue

statement of thesis: Although there were good intentions behind the creation of the Farm Bill, it has outlived its usefulness. If American farmers are going to be able to make a living growing crops that benefit food buyers rather than corporate food manufacturers, the Farm Bill needs to be completely overhauled. 
II. Background information and context

· when and why the bill was created

· a basic sketch of how the subsidy system looks now

· an indication of why it isn’t working (outline my main points)

III. Argument

· Point #1: Subsidies create processed food

· Effects: powerful corporate lobby based on chemically engineered foods

· Point #2: Subsidies prevent farmers from growing fruits and vegetables, thereby limiting access to fresh, affordable produce for consumers

· Effects: diet based on corn and soybean-based carbs, affects low-income citizens the most

· Point #3: Subsidy system is illogical 

· talk about how farmers get money even if they don’t grown crops

· Point #4: Subsidy system is bad for the environment: 

· a. organic farmers have a difficult time surviving financially

· b. single-crop land usage and widespread pesticide use is depleting our soil, contaminating our water, contributing to the spread of disease

· Point #5: Our current food system isn’t working: the health of the nation continues to decline.

· Statistics about rising rates of obesity, diabetes, pesticide-related illnesses (cancer?)

IV. Possible solutions:

1. The first step in working towards a consumer-friendly Farm Bill is to create awareness: people need to know what the Farm Bill is and how it effects the food choices they have.

2. Additionally, we need stricter laws about lobbying, so that politicians can make decisions based on what’s best for their constituents, not what’s best for the wealthiest and most powerful corporations.

3. Farmers who practice agriculture in a way that benefits consumers and the environment should be financially rewarded; those who produce only for big corporations should not.

V. Conclusion: return to introductory example: how big changes in the Farm Bill would make that farmer better able to grow good food that benefits consumers and the environment

IN-TEXT CITATION, A GOOD EXAMPLE OF HOW TO USE YOUR INTRODUCTION OF A SOURCE TO ESTABLISH HIS CREDIBILITY:

Michael Podgursky, the Middlebush Professor and Chairman of Economics at the University of Missouri, says that the teachers are supposed to work as a team to try and work with each others’ curriculum to make the subjects relate to one another as much as possible (“Reading Recovery”). Then, follow up—how does his opinion fit into your overall argument?
PARAGRAPH DEVELOPMENT/INTEGRATION OF SOURCES:

Evolution and Intelligent Design should both be taught because the theory of evolution has not yet been proven.  While there are some compelling arguments and scientific evidence in favor of Darwin’s theory, it is still just that: a theory.  It has not been and cannot be proven with today’s science, yet it is taught as scientific fact. Identifying this problem, Dr. Robert E. Kofahl, science coordinator for the Creation Science Research Center in San Diego, California, writes, “Evolutionary interpretations and theories are taught…dogmatically…protectively, without criticism and failures, exclusively…as the only scientifically acceptable way of thinking about the world, [and] under an erroneous definition of science” (159). Even so, because of the way evolution is taught in schools, many students go through their entire scholastic careers believing that evolution is ironclad and that it is scientific law; the truth is that many of the things Darwin presented as solid evidence for his theory were seriously flawed or were partially fabricated, yet these things have been accepted as truth.  Icons of the evolutionary theory like the Miller Experiment, Darwin’s Tree of Life, and Haeckel’s Embryonic Drawings, with which every true student of biology is familiar, are just not scientifically accurate. In his book, The Case for a Creator, journalist Lee Strobel, who was an atheist for most of his life partly because of flawed evolutionary teaching, interviews Dr. Johnathan Wells about evolution.  Among other things, Wells, a senior fellow at the Discovery Institute’s Center for Science and Culture in Seattle says, “If you consider all of the evidence, Darwin’s tree is false as a description of the history of life…It’s not even a good hypothesis at this point” (46 - 47). Although there is evidence that suggests we should keep studying evolution, as long as it remains an unproven theory, it must be subject to questioning, according to Kofahl. He says that theories should always be open to criticism and scrutiny, never protected (159).  Since evolution has not been proven, it should not be taught as though it has been. It should be taught as a theory, along with other theories, including that of intelligent design. 
