Developing an Argument
There's nothing like a good argument to get the adrenaline flowing and the brain cells clicking.  Whether it's you and your brother arguing about the latest pitcher acquisition for the Red Sox or your banker brother-in-law and Aunt Glad (former union organizer and socialist) having a grand set-to about the incredible salaries of American CEOs, arguing is a fundamental and exciting activity.  It doesn't exactly set us apart from the other animals — cats and dogs have been arguing for eons — but the allegedly high level of our discourse and our ability to sustain argument and to change our behavior based on what we learn from argument is surely a hallmark of what it means to be human.

How, though, do we argue in a paper, where there is only one of us, the writer? The argumentative essay has to take into consideration the fact that the writer is the only one who has permission to speak; he or she holds the floor, the gavel, and the microphone all at once.  What counts in an argumentative essay, then, is the writer's ability to create a sense of interior debate, of allowing other voices their say, and maintaining equilibrium among those voices.  It's a matter of fairness and reasonableness.

One stylistic point: it is probably more true of the argumentative essay than it is of the other kinds of essays that we must be very careful of transitions, the devices we use to move from one point to another, to hold ideas together for comparison's sake, to create and organize landmarks along the path of our thinking. 
Here are some of the techniques of argument that might come into play in argumentative essays.

1. Citing Authorities: It's always nice to have someone to back you up.  Not only does citing an authority help establish the validity of your arguments, it shows that you're not alone, that you're not a singular crackpot who dreamed up this idea over breakfast.  It also reveals your reasonableness: you took the time and effort to discover what other people have to say on this matter and you're willing to share your discoveries with your reader.  You're a member of the Community of Scholars.  Citing an authority with an established reputation is better, of course, than citing someone whose credentials are not so lofty.  On the other hand, beware! The Professor of Nutrition at a large midwestern university may take a position on farming practices because he's desperately trying to get a research grant from an agribusiness mega-farmer. 

2. Using Personal Experience: Using the impact of personal experience may not have scientific merit or statistical clout, but it can be very convincing.  Still, citing personal experience is seldom enough to make a truly compelling and convincing argument.  If personal experience is all we have to go on, our argument could be dismissed as being merely anecdotal or idiosyncratic.  Personal experience can accompany or reinforce an otherwise sound argument, but it is seldom entirely persuasive in itself.

3. Using Statistics
4. Using Facts: What kinds of statements can we make that our readers cannot reasonably dispute?  

Historical Truths--There is no reason to get excited over someone saying that the American Declaration of Independence was signed on July 4, 1776.  If you found some evidence that it was actually signed on July 3, that would be exciting, but historical truths are those that are generally accepted by your readers as common knowledge.  Be careful, though, where you push your historical evidence.  It is widely accepted, for example, that six million Jews died in the holocaust of World War II (except by some neo-Nazis with unspeakable agendas), but can we claim in our essay, then, that this is the worst display of humankind's systematic cruelty to other humans?  Others could point to genocide in other parts of the world; over a much longer period — of centuries — it is estimated that sixty million Africans were killed in the slave trade.  It is wise not to inflate a historical truth into a claim where it becomes debatable.  Let the historical fact speak for itself and it will probably do its job quite nicely.
Scientific Facts—No one would dispute the fact that the depletion of the ozone layer is a bad thing or that the loss of the ozone layer would prove catastrophic to humankind and other living things.  People will dispute, however, the evidence that there is, in fact, a hole in the ozone layer that threatens us or — even more debatable, they might claim — what causes ozone depletion and what measure should be taken to halt or reverse the process.  A writer would have to be very careful in citing something as established scientific truth in this area; there are people with political and economic agendas who would love to argue the point.  It is interesting to watch the ebb and flow of what is acceptable scientific evidence.  Also, there is no point in citing scientific evidence in an argument so fraught with high feelings as the nation's ongoing debate about abortion or euthanasia.
Geographical Truths—Generally, a statement based on geography is on firm ground.  If we assert that building expensive homes on the sand and glacial till overlooking California's coastline is a mistake, that's something few can argue with.  Be careful, though, not to confuse geography with politics.  The use of demographics — a statistical picture of large groups of people — is a lot more shaky than the descriptions of landmass and political borders.

Using Analogies—It may be useful to learn about using analogies the other way around; that is, learn about all the logical fallacies one could fall prey to.  http://grammar.ccc.commnet.edu/GRAMMAR/composition/argument_logic.htm
Anticipating the Opposition—Writers of an argumentative essay must consider what others will say to refute their argument.  Raising the objections of your opposition and then — carefully, kindly, perhaps even wittily — showing how your way of seeing things is better reveals you, the author, as a thoughtful, reasonable, thorough individual.  Don't cheat by raising only the weak or silly arguments that your opponents might raise; your paper becomes strong by taking on the strength of the opposition.  Also, never belittle or threaten your opposition in any way.  What is the point of defeating someone who isn't as strong or even stronger than you are?  Respect for the opposition goes beyond sportsmanship; giving the enemy its due makes your argument all the stronger. 
