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Whatever your opponent is trying to defend with his argumentation, there is always a way to rebut. Get used to it : each time the speaker is bringing in a new point, try to rebut with one of these tools. Is what is being said…

…a direct factual error ?

Ex : “The religion of Palestinians is one of the youngest, born with Mahomet between the 6th and the 7th century. / POI : Do you ignore that around 20% of Palestinians are Christian ?”

…a morally flawed argument ?

Ex: “The fallouts are considerable. Using this technology in antipersonnel landmines would increase significantly their efficiency. /POI : Could you explain clearly what you mean by antipersonnel landmines efficiency ?”

…a logically flawed argument ?

Ex: “The entire population of Japan could be warned by a SMS that a tsunami is coming towards the land. / POI : Are you assuming that every Japanese has got a cellular phone?”

…an argument that is not important ?

Ex: “People owning cars worth more than 50 000£ could also pay a tax, in order to fund our welfare plan. / POI : This tax would be a drop of water in an ocean, don’t you think?”

…an argument that is not relevant ?

Ex: “The United States are the first superpower of our planet. Therefore, they are not compelled to abide by international laws. / POI : Do you realize there are absolutely no link between your sentences ?”

…a contradiction ?

Ex: “I am a Christian. However, I still believe that it is sometimes necessary to cheat a little bit to achieve what you want to do before your rivals. / POI : Don’t you remember that a Chistian is, by essence, the one who respects his fellows more than anything else ?”

…a failure to explain the precedent case ?

Ex: “And here’s why we should raise taxes. Taxes would be a boost for the government’s budget, thus reinvesting it in the economy, creating jobs, boosting the economy again, raising more taxes etc. / POI : I guess you’re not  considering that raising taxes implies some consequences on taxpayers, do you ?”
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