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English 12 

Addressing the Opposition: What would an opponent say in response to your points? 

1. You can address the opposition within a paragraph on the topic, or you can create a separate 

paragraph to address these concerns. 

2. You don’t have to deny the opposition or prove the opposition wrong. You do need to show how 

your point is more convincing or more important than the opposition’s. 

3. You should address the opposition whenever your argument opens up the possibility. 

4. Not addressing your opposition suggests a weakness in your argument or an ignorance in your 

understanding of the topic. This undermines your credibility! 

How do I address the opposition? 

Acknowledge the validity of the opposition. Using the following phrases can help set up your 

acknowledgement. 

Admittedly, 

Certainly, 

Of course, 

One cannot deny that...  

At the same time... 

 

1. Counter the opposition’s point. Use the following phrases to begin your counter. 

 

Nevertheless, 

However, 

On the other hand, 

But... 

 

2. Conclude by explaining your position’s superiority. 

 

Thus, 

Therefore, 

As a result, 

(Or simply restate your position) 

 

Examples from http://www.mesacc.edu/~paoih30491/Refutationpgphs.html 

Charter Schools Vs. Public Schools (School Choice) 

By Mark Liles 

Thesis: School choice turns out to not only be a bad idea; it’s also a violation of our constitution. 

Refutation: ...[Introduce Opposing Arguments] Considering the many challenges facing public 

schools, it’s understandable that many people would be eager to pursue new options. Supporters 

of school choice point out that under the current public school system, parents with economic 
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means already exercise school choice by moving from areas with failing or dangerous schools to 

neighborhoods with better, safer schools. Their argument is that school choice would allow all 

parents the freedom, regardless of income level, to select the school that provides the best 

education (Chub and Moe). Schools would then have to compete for students by offering higher 

academic results and greater safety. Schools unable to measure up to the standards of successful 

schools would fail and possibly close. [Acknowledge Valid Parts] Activists within the school 

choice movement can be applauded for seeking to improve public education, but the changes 

they propose would in fact seriously damage public education as a whole. 

[Counter Arguments] One of the biggest dangers of school choice is the power behind large 

corporations specializing in opening and operating charter schools. Two notable companies are 

Green Dot, which is the leading public school operator in Los Angeles (Green Dot), and KIPP, 

which operates 65 schools in 19 different states (KIPP). These companies represent a growing 

trend of privatization of public schools by large corporations. It is feared that these corporations 

could grow to a point that public control of education would be lost. Education policy would be 

left in the hands of entrepreneurial think tanks, corporate boards of directors, and lobbyists who 

are more interested in profit than educating students (Miller and Gerson). [Begin Concluding] 

Education should be left in the hands of professional educators and not business people with 

MBAs. To do otherwise is not only dangerous, it defies common sense. 

Safe Traveler Cards 
Taken from College Writers pg. 733-734  

.[Introduce Opposing Arguments] As attractive as Safe Traveler Cards or national ID cards are, 

they are not without drawbacks. For one thing, as Easterbrook notes, these cards would expedite 

security procedures only for travelers who do not mind volunteering such information to obtain a 

card. Moreover they would not prevent passengers with "clean" backgrounds from bringing 

weapons or explosives on board, as was the case in the September 11 attacks. Perhaps the biggest 

drawback is that some people believe that these cards would deprive people of their privacy and 

that for this reason, their disadvantages outweigh their advantages (168).  

........However, there are many who disagree with these contentions. [Acknowledge Valid Parts] 

While national ID cards could lessen a person's anonymity and privacy, [Counter Argument] this 

is a small loss that would be offset by a great increase in personal security. To Dershowitz--a self 

proclaimed civil libertarian--this tradeoff would be well worth it. According to Dershowitz, the 

national ID card would be only a little more intrusive than a photo ID card or social security 

card. Best of all, it would reduce or eliminate the need for racial profiling: "Anyone who had the 

[national ID] card could be allowed to pass through airports or building security more 

expeditiously, and anyone who opted out could be examined much more closely" (590). Such 

cards would enable airport security officials to do instant background checks on everyone. 

[Begin Concluding] The personal information in the system would stay in the system and never 

be made public. The only information on the card would be a person's "name, address, photo, 

and [finger]print" (Dershowitz 591). 


