	
	
	



Compare/Contrast Essay Assignment

Information for Instructors
Compare/Contrast Essay Assignment
Overview
This assignment addresses the Pathways outcome: Evaluate evidence and arguments critically or analytically. 

In this assignment, students will write a compare/contrast essay analyzing two ethical theories or approaches to a key issue in criminal justice. They will evaluate the strengths, limitations, and implications of each perspective, supporting their analysis with evidence from readings, case studies, or scholarly sources. This assignment builds critical thinking, ethical reasoning, and analytical writing skills essential for criminal justice studies and professional practice.


Information for Students
Compare/Contrast Essay Assignment
Overview
For this assignment, you will write a compare/contrast essay analyzing two ethical theories or approaches as they relate to an issue in criminal justice ethics. You will critically evaluate the strengths, limitations, and implications of each perspective and develop an analysis supported by evidence from course readings, case studies, or credible scholarly sources.

As you work on this assignment you will:
· [bookmark: _Int_nxH9vtvO]Select a criminal justice issue (e.g. use of force, punishment, restorative justice) and two ethical theories or approaches to compare.
· Summarize each theory or approach, and develop a clear thesis supported by critical analysis and evidence.
· Evaluate the strengths and limitations of each perspective using evidence.
· Analyze how each approach would address the chosen issue differently.
Assignment Format & Guidelines
Your compare/contrast essay will:
· Be 3–4 pages in length, typed and double-spaced, using a 12-point font.
· Use in-text citations and Works Cited section.
· [bookmark: _Int_fME33VUy]Include an introduction with a thesis statement, body paragraphs comparing and contrasting theories, and a conclusion.
· Use clear academic writing with complete sentences and proper grammar.

Assessment Criteria
Your essay will be graded on your:
· Development of a clear, well-supported thesis with critical analysis.
· Summary of each theory or approach clearly and accurately.
· Evaluation of strengths and limitations of each perspective with evidence.
· Explanation or analysis of how each approach would address the issue differently.
· Use of citations.
· [bookmark: _Int_a69kzjEw]Development of clear, organized, and coherent writing, using an academic tone with correct grammar, punctuation, and formatting.
	Compare/Contrast Essay Grading Rubric

	Criteria
	Exceeds Expectations
	Meets Expectations
	Approaches Expectations
	Developing

	Thesis & Analysis (20 points)
	Develops an insightful, original thesis with sophisticated critical analysis.
(18–20 points)
	Develops a clear thesis with supported critical analysis.
(14–17 points)
	Thesis or analysis is attempted but lacks depth or precision.
(10–13 points)
	Thesis is unclear or analysis is missing.
(0–9 points)

	Summary of Theories/ Approaches 
(20 points)
	Thoroughly summarizes each theory or approach with clear, accurate details.
(18–20 points)
	Summarizes each theory or approach clearly with general details.
(14–17 points)
	Summarizes some aspects of the theories but lacks completeness or clarity.
(10–13 points)
	Provides minimal or unclear summary.
(0–9 points)

	Evaluation of Strengths & Limitations 
(20 points)
	Critically evaluates strengths and limitations with clear supporting evidence.
(18–20 points)
	Evaluates strengths and limitations with some supporting evidence.
(14–17 points)
	Evaluation is attempted but lacks depth, balance, or sufficient evidence.
(10–13 points)
	Provides minimal or unclear evaluation with little evidence.
(0–9 points)

	Compare/Contrast Analysis
 (20 points)
	Provides sophisticated analysis of differences and similarities in how each approach addresses the issue.
(18–20 points)
	Provides clear analysis of differences and similarities.
(14–17 points)
	Analysis is attempted but is general and required more depth.
(10–13 points)
	Provides minimal or unclear analysis  with limited contrasts and comparisons.
(0–9 points)

	Organization & Writing
(10 points)
	Writing is exceptionally clear, organized, and academic with virtually no errors.
(9–10 points)
	Writing is mostly clear and organized with few errors.
(6–8 points)
	Writing shows some organization but contains noticeable errors or is unclear.
(3–5 points)
	Writing unclear, not well organized or does not have academic tone.
(0–2 points)

	Citation & Format (10 points)
	Uses citation and sources flawlessly.
(9–10 points)
	Uses citation and sources with few errors; mostly adheres to guidelines.
(6–8 points)
	Uses citation inconsistently or with numerous errors.
(3–5 points)
	Uses citation or references incorrectly or not at all.
(0–2 points)




Sample Student Submission

Brad Stevens
Compare/Contrast Essay
Introduction to Criminal Justice

Comparing Utilitarianism and Deontology on the Ethics of Punishment
Punishment is a central issue in criminal justice ethics, raising questions about deterrence, retribution, and justice. This essay compares utilitarianism and deontology to evaluate their approaches to punishment. I argue that while utilitarianism emphasizes social outcomes such as deterrence, deontology focuses on moral duty and individual rights, leading to differing implications for justifying punishment.
Utilitarianism, founded by Jeremy Bentham and John Stuart Mill, is a consequentialist theory evaluating actions by their outcomes. In the context of punishment, utilitarianism justifies punishment if it produces the greatest good for the greatest number, often through deterrence, rehabilitation, or incapacitation (Banks 45). Its strength lies in its focus on social welfare and reducing harm.
However, a limitation of utilitarianism is that it may justify punishing the innocent if it leads to greater overall benefit, violating principles of justice (Banks 47). For example, using harsh punishment as a deterrent could risk disproportionate sentencing if it is believed to reduce crime overall.
Deontology, in contrast, is a duty-based theory emphasizing moral rules and individual rights, most associated with Immanuel Kant. In punishment, deontology supports retributive justice, arguing that individuals should be punished because they deserve it based on their actions, regardless of social outcomes (Pollock 61). Its strength is its respect for individual autonomy and justice as fairness.
However, deontology’s limitation is its lack of flexibility in considering social consequences. For example, retributive punishment may uphold moral duty but fail to reduce future crime or rehabilitate offenders.
In conclusion, utilitarianism and deontology provide distinct approaches to punishment: utilitarianism values social benefits, while deontology values moral duty and justice. Understanding these perspectives helps criminal justice professionals critically evaluate policies and their ethical foundations.
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