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I. Format
Double-spaced, word-processed, 12pt Times New Roman font, MLA format, free of errors in spelling and grammar, approximately 4-5 pages in length. Please include your name, date, and section number in the upper-left hand corner as well as a brief title centered on the page.

II. Overview
The purpose of this essay is to demonstrate your ability to successfully describe all relevant facts in an ethical controversy.

III. Assignment
Your essay should include an introduction, thesis statement, and analysis.
Introductory paragraph

1. Why is this controversy worth exploring? Reasons could include the following; (1) It has been a controversy for a long time; (2) It is currently a controversy; (3) There are strong ethical arguments for all sides involved. (This last one is always BEST) 

2. For this particular assignment, your thesis statement should be about the source of disagreement in your chosen ethical controversy. I must get a clear sense that you know the history and status quo of your chosen controversy.

ii. After the introductory paragraph and statement of your thesis, organize your essay around these three areas:

1. History of the controversy (2 pages): Report on the relevant history. Controversies don’t just happen, they fester. Your job is to make certain your reader can get the necessary information to care/understand the issues at hand.

a. Where did your controversy come from? 

i. What are the historical circumstances and key moments in the development of the controversy? 
1. How and when did the controversy begin? 
2. How has it has changed over time?
3. Highlight any events that have maintained its relevancy and fueled its contentiousness.

ii. Identify its key players 
1. Who are they? 
2. Do opponents share any common ground, goals, or values?

2. Status Quo and Analysis (2 pages): “Status Quo” is a legal term referring to the present status of the controversy. You need to explain where things stand presently. Be sure your reader can get the necessary information to care/understand the issues at hand. 

iii. Describe how different parties are arguing about the controversy in question. Don’t forget to use the language of argumentation (ARGUMENT TYPES, type of logic, claim, evidence/data, warrant, appeals to emotion, FALLACIES, etc.)

iv. Explain the arguments surrounding your controversy in self-contained paragraphs and logical order. 

v. What sort of ethical appeals can you identify in the stances under analysis? Deontological? Virtue-based? Consequentialist? Explain why.

3.  Typology (1 page)
a. Finish by reminding the reader what, in your opinion, is the source of ethical conflict among these parties? Is there disagreement regarding:

i. Definitional questions or the basic facts of this issue. Do people disagree about the meaning of “key” terms or veracity of “facts?” Which ones?

ii. Questions of value. Is there disagreement about the degree to which the public should care about the controversy? 

iii. Questions of policy or the right course of action to solve a problem. Are parties in disagreement over whether a particular policy will work? Is it legal? Is it better than the alternatives?
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