Cross-X

Two Important Points About These Notes: 

(1) C-X can be used to ask clarifying questions or to gather evidence against your opponent’s case. These guidelines only apply to questions you ask to gather evidence against your opponent’s case. 

(2) These guidelines are rules of thumb, so if you think you need to violate one in order to use your C-X time more effectively, you should feel free to do so.  

How to Use C-X: Going into C-X, you should have in mind some possible rebuttal arguments. You may then use C-X to gather as much evidence as possible to support these rebuttal arguments. 

Important Reminders about C-X:

(1) ALWAYS BE POLITE AND CALM. Be sure that you ask your questions in a friendly tone of voice; you never want to seem hostile towards your opponent.

(2) JUDGES DO NOT FLOW C-X. If your opponent concedes something valuable in C-X, you must bring it up in rebuttal (by saying something like “In C-X, my opponent agreed that …”), so taking some quick notes during C-X might be a good idea.  

(3) YOUR ONLY JOB DURING C-X IS TO ASK QUESTIONS. Be sure that you are not using C-X time to make speeches (even if these speeches are only a few sentences long). Be particularly careful not to make speeches when your opponent answers your question with another question. 

Cardinal Rules of C-X:

· 1) Don’t ask a question to which you don’t know the answer (unless clarifying)

· 2) Never ask the last question.

Suggestion 1: As often as you can, ask closed, leading questions. 

1) Closed Questions 

· Questions with yes/no answers.

· PROS: 

· A) Save time

· B) Get exactly the information/answer you want

· C) Give opponent less wiggle room

· D) Help maintain first cardinal rule of C-X

2) Leading Questions 

· Questions whose answers are implied by the question

· “Isn’t it the case that…”

· “Isn’t it true that…”

· Get their agreement for a point you already have in mind

Suggestion 2: Do not ask “the last question”

· Last questions are roughly equivalent to “Isn’t it true that X?” where X is what you are trying to prove.

· Don’t ask last questions because

· They give your opponent a chance to fill holes in his/her case without wasting his/her own rebuttal time.

· They give away what you plan to argue in your rebuttal, thereby giving your opponent more time to think about how to respond.

· Instead of asking last questions, you want to ask questions whose answers can be used to build an argument in favor of X. 

Where to look for questions (in case structure):

· Links (between values and arguments)

You can argue against your opponent’s contention by explaining that there is no (explicit) link between the criterion and the contention. To gain support for this argument in C-X, you can ask something like “Is there a sentence in your first contention that references Z?” where Z is the criterion. –Ask them to READ FROM THEIR CASE or to find a sentence that uses the term Z. Be careful that you DO NOT do any of the following:

· Use an aggressive tone

· Let your opponent wiggle away by referencing a sentence that is an implicit link

· Ask this question if your links are not explicit

· Ask the last question. In other words, don’t ask, “So there is no link?” If you know there isn’t one, bring it up in rebuttals (and support this claim by pointing out that your opponent couldn’t identify the linking sentence in C-X).

· Evidence:

· Accuracy

· Do not be afraid to criticize a published argument just as you would criticize your opponent’s argument. Ask questions that point to holes in your opponent’s evidence. 

· If the evidence seems really implausible, you can ask if your opponent can name other authors who have said something similar.

· You can ask questions that show that if your opponent’s evidence were true, absurd consequences would follow. Example: If, as your evidence suggests, A is true, wouldn’t it be the case that 1/3 of the world’s population would be dead?

· Relevance

· If they have a card about nuclear waste – is it relevant to nuclear bombs?

· Asking questions to rule out other ways that the evidence could be used.

· “So that card shows _______?” –Something else that they aren’t using the card for.

· Asking questions about the scope of the resolution

· “Does the resolution reference…?”

· Interpretation

· Evidence (especially data) must be interpreted, and often there is more than one way to interpret it. You can try to show that there is another way to interpret your opponent’s evidence, and that second interpretation does not support his/her argument. 

· Ask questions that help you clarify the evidence in a way you want.

· “Just to confirm, this card is saying _____, right?”

· Fill in the blank with what you think an alternate interpretation of the card is, and then use rebuttal time to show that with this interpretation, the evidence doesn’t support your opponent’s point (so well).

· Asked in this way, the question seems to be a clarifying question, so your opponent will have his/her guard down.

· Common Interpretation Problem: Correlation vs. Causation

· Your opponent might say, “When dogs eat chocolate, they die. Therefore eating chocolate causes dogs to die.” By saying this, she ignores the possibility that the correlation between dogs eating chocolate and dogs dying could also be explained in either of the following to ways: (1) Dogs close to death seek out and eat chocolate; (2) Dogs who eat chocolate have some condition that causes them both to eat chocolate and to die. 

· Example from rounds: No nuclear power has ever had war declared on it. Maybe (as many debaters claimed) this is the case because nuclear powers have nuclear weapons, or maybe this is the case because countries that have nuclear weapons tend to be rich, stable democracies that are allied with other powerful nations (and these other characteristics explain why nuclear powers have not had war declared on them). 

· “Isn’t it the case that…?” Get information about characteristics that two things share that might be responsible for causation.

· Or show that causality goes the other way – Show that Y causes X instead of X causing Y.

Where (within an argument) to look for questions:
· Assumptions

· All arguments are based on assumptions. Find philosophical assumptions that aren’t necessarily true.

· For example, if they assume that it is OK to kill a few people to save thousands. This is a philosophical question that cannot be assumed to be true or false without justification.

· Hypothetical questions

· Parallel situation

· If your opponent is unwilling to admit that something about a parallel situation is true, it could mean that show that the pattern of reasoning in his/her arguments is flawed

· Absurd consequences that could or would follow if your opponent’s argument were true

· A bad situation that could occur in your opponent’s world but not in yours. 

· Example: you and your opponent both value morality, but your opponent’s value criterion is peace while yours is maximization of rights. If you ask “if a society were filled with very sick, very hungry people who had unequal protection under the law, but these people were perfectly peaceful, would your value criterion be satisfied?

