rebuttal_2009.01.doc

Writing a Rebuttal

You and your partner need to write a rebuttal of the paper by the other two people (the “other side”).  You have two purposes: to point out problems in their paper, and to again say that your paper (main points) are better than their paper (main points). 

You need a title page. Please hand in your rebuttal in Class #8 (next week). 

When you write a rebuttal, you need to do one or more of the following: 

1. Show that the other side’s paper is self-contradictory. 
“Children should study English in elementary…” then “Only after entering junior high school should students begin foreign language study.”
Should begin in elementary school ( ( should begin after entering junior high?

2. Show that the other side’s paper contains errors in reasoning about cause and effect. 
“People forgetting to lock their car is a common cause of theft.”
“forgetting to lock…” is an opportunity, not a cause!
3. Show that the other side’s paper attributes authority to a non-expert. 

“According to my roommate, global warming has gotten worse over the last 10 years.”
Your roommate is an expert on global warming?
4. Show that the other side’s paper is uses unconvincing examples, perhaps because they don't fit the situation or perhaps because they are insufficient in number. 

“An old lady in Tokyo couldn’t pay her rent, so the economy has definitely gotten worse.”
Not convincing—that’s only one person!
5. Show that the other side’s paper uses faulty assumptions or generalizations.
“Young people will get confused if they learn a second language while still learning their first, native language.”)
All young people? How do we explain true bilinguals (like ベッキー)? Moreover, how do young people learn two school subjects at the same time (e.g., math and science) without becoming confused? 

(Modified from http://www.engl.niu.edu/wac/rebuttal.html)

Of course, you can also point out that there are mistakes in spelling, form, and so forth. 
Your rebuttal should be similar to this: 

Rebuttal to “Go Glasses!” 

by Taro Tanaka and Shotaro Suzuki

Hanako Tsukuba

Tomoko Yamamoto

Mr. Elwood

English 3C

January 28, 2009
We would like to respond to the paper titled “Go Glasses!” by Taro Tanaka and Shotaro Suzuki. Their paper offers reasons that people should wear glasses instead of contact lenses, but it has several problems that we would like to address. After doing so, we will conclude by again suggesting that our paper about wearing contact lenses supports the better choice for people. 

First, in their paper they claim that… However, this point is based on the incorrect assumption that…
Second, their basis for stating that glasses are cheaper than contact lenses does not have sufficient support. According to Suzuki (2007), contact lenses are …
Finally, they assert that glasses are more convenient than contact lenses. They claim that taking off one’s glasses takes only a second, but removing contact lenses is only a minor time commitment of less than a minute. Moreover, …  

As stated in our paper, contact lenses are a better choice if a person needs to correct his/her vision. Contact lenses are cheaper, they are …, and they …  For these reasons and in light of the problems with the paper by Mr. Tanaka and Mr. Suzuki, we believe that people should choose contact lenses over glasses. 

Reference Cited

Suzuki, A. (2007). Relative costs of glasses and contact lenses. Journal of Eyeware, 24(1), 17-29. 

** Note that (a) these rebuttal body parts are just like the “other side” paragraphs in your persuasive papers, and (b) in the conclusion you repeat your main points.**

