name: ___________________________________
An Introduction to Counter-Argument

One of the most important parts of creating a good argument is the ability to anticipate your opposition’s points.  Doing so allows you to prepare a counter-argument: an argument that you use specifically to dismantle an opposing version of the facts.  Lawyers especially need to be good at counter-argument because anything they can do to show a jury that the other side doesn’t have a case can help establish that their own version is the “right” version.  Below is a mini-case for you to take sides on to start practicing the art of counter-argument.

Scenario:
At 2:06 pm on Saturday, March 5, Jesse Watson was pulled over at the 46th and Archer Ave. intersection for speeding while traveling north on Pulaski Ave.  Officer Maggie Davidson approached Watson’s vehicle and noticed that the dark blue bumper of the car was significantly crumpled and scratched, the rear driver’s side tire was flat and that pieces of shattered glass were shining in the crease between the smashed bumper and the rest of the car.  Officer Davidson remembered hearing a call out over her CB that a dark blue car had reportedly been involved in a hit and run with another car at 31st and Pulaski; the driver of the blue car had fled the scene.  Officer Davidson was pretty sure that she’d heard that on her radio around 1:45 pm that same day, but she hadn’t looked at the clock.
When Davidson asked for Watson’s license, registration, and proof of insurance, he only could produce his driver’s license.  When the officer asked Watson questions about why he was speeding and where he was going, Watson said that he’d overslept and was late getting to work; he said he worked for a grocery store at 47th and Kedzie.  Davidson observed that Watson’s eyes were blood shot, but she did not smell alcohol on his breath.  When she asked him to step outside of the vehicle, he refused to do so until the fifth time she asked.  However, he did not resist when Davidson cuffed him.  Watson was arrested for no proof of insurance and on probable cause for involvement in the hit and run.  Later when Davidson called Watson’s work, she confirmed that he had been scheduled to work at 2:00 pm and that his boss was fed up with him being late all the time.
Should Watson have been arrested for the hit and run?

PROSECUTION says YES.



DEFENSE says NO.
	Briefly list facts you 
would use to prove 

YOUR side of the case and which point it helps prove (hard evidence, motive, opportunity, method)
	Briefly list facts the OTHER side  would use to prove their side of the case and what points they would try to make with them
	Jot down logical ideas (based on info in the scenario) about how you would try to “poke holes” (undermine) the other side’s points
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Sample counter-argument paragraph on “What Happened to Winston?”  [especially note bolded parts]

The true sticking point in this case seems to revolve around how a murderer could have gotten out of Winston’s house after shooting him.  It is clear from the crime scene that the only door into and out of the house was shut and bolted from the inside.  Furthermore, to enter the premises, the cops broke the only window accessible for getting into (or out of) the house.  What all the people crying suicide would like you to believe is that both of these facts establish that no one could have left the house because the exits were locked.  However, this is clearly faulty logic.  Nothing in this case establishes that the window the bumbling police broke was ever locked to begin with!  Common sense dictates that a murderer could have exited an unlocked window.  Clearly this is a glaring hole in the suicide proponents’ case, and now that the police have destroyed the window, we have potentially lost crucial evidence that could settle the issue of this tragedy.  At any rate, considering our other evidence, murder is still a much more likely explanation than suicide.
