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A good debater is skillful at making his point, not only by expressing his ideas but also

by zeroing in on the openings and weaknesses of his opponent’
answering the charges thrust for thrust. First of all, the debater states his position thoughtfully
and in detail. The comments should be demsnve firm and to the point. The facts should
be declared in a convincing and compelling manner. The information should be recent,
accurate and should be referred to in a way that makes their relevance lrrefutable support
for the position that is being endorsed Secondly, the debater must defily deflect the negative
assertions of the opponent’s views on the topic. If the opponent correctly contradicts any
statemenoi or r emark mstead of denying that the information is invalid or msisting that it
is true, one should acqmesce Above all, one should receive the contradlctlon in a calm
and self-controlled manner and then respond by pointing out the weaknesses inherent in
any approach that the opponent has to offer. So instead of completely dlsavowmg any of the
downside1sg of a plan, a positive way to argue a point would be to admit the weaknesses of
an argument and then illustratae that the opponent has no answer for this issue o
proposal is also deficient and would leave to even greater troubles. Third of all, the debater
must attack and make ev1dent the weaknesses of his opponent’s position. The debater must
elaboraté upon any negative impllcatlons of what the opponent is espousmg Not only
shouid one insinuat'é, but should express downright skepticism about the opponent’s tactics

and proposals, leaving the argument riddled with thrusts and jabs that disarm the contender.
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