
HOW TO WRITE A TEAM LINES DEBATING DILLAHUNTY

The Nesta-SCMP debating competition entered its 15th year on Tuesday In giving the edge to St Stephen's, Wilson said
the negative side had a stronger team line. Good hand gestures make a confident speaker," he said.

Both sides care about that, so the standard is set for comparing the two. Obviously, as a Christian, I am not
intimidated by his arguments, but I think if anyone were worthy of being intimidated by it would be him. He
demands we offer evidence, but when we offer evidence he dismisses it. But those kinds of debates are the
exception. Though Hitchens was not a philosopher or scientist, he was really good at pointing out the bad
things about religion and many of its non-obvious absurdities. In the debate, I argued that atheists tend to
imply supernaturalism even as they propose and argue for atheism. Since these are categorically inexplicable
according to atheistic naturalism, yet they exist, then atheistic naturalism is false. I cited that very debate as an
example of epistemically valid, but non-scientific, method of discovery. However, Christianity is already
superior in regards to that question before any evidence is even examined. One presupposes God while the
other presupposes logic. He knows Christianity and its historical context really well, and has the ability to
debate them better than most. The debate was uploaded to Pangburn Philosophy's YouTube channel on the 5th
of May, with the option of closed captions for Arabic and Spanish speakers viewers [31]. However, I would
like to go a different route. It seems that Matt does not take the concept of God seriously. Last year's debate
between Sean Carroll and William Lane Craig was a particularly good one when it came to the cosmological
evidence for and against theism. His justification? The very question assumes the possibility that one could be
false, but still win the debate in this particular area. Perhaps the strongest point of the night for Mattâ€”not
counting rhetorical barbs and witty comebacks which have audience appeal â€”was his emphasis on Divine
Hiddenness. I just want to make additional points. Meanwhile, he put forward an amateur conception of
theism, a veritable strawman, and beat that strawman senseless. But here he demonstrated a low view of
philosophy. Secular humanism can say it cares about more people, but it cannot condemn the opposing side.
And, as expected, he largely if not entirely failed to reconcile my lines of argument with atheism. He and I
were able to talk at dinner Wednesday night, and again at the airport the next morning. Matt Dillahunty is
another good atheist debater, who could handle many of the non-scholarly stuff. His rubric for evaluating
evidence is so stilted towards naturalism that only naturalistic accounts are allowed as valid evidence. Slick hit
that hard, and never got a good reason to force him to let up. He may have a snarky and aggressive sideâ€”I
probably do tooâ€”but he has been overall friendly and respectful towards me. To entertain my debate fantasy,
we'd have a three-on-three atheist vs Christianity team debate and on the atheist side I'd pick and choose who
I'd want representing team atheism. This is not what a team line is meant to be! Fortunately, I saw this attack
coming beforehand. By limiting my case to supernaturalism broadly, I found, as is the case with any debating
tactic, that this approach has some strengths and some weaknesses. The easiest way to come up with a good
team split is to write down all your arguments, and think of all the different categories that they might come
under. That sounds like a back-handed compliment, but I assure you it is not. It seems we are all just
presupposing things here. This was a man willing to debate anyone and anywhere, He did not require home
field advantage. Atheism Before he passed, Christopher Hitchens was my favorite Atheist. My aim was more
simple: falsify atheism, thus verifying theism broadly. That is my advantage with a Baptist background over
someone like Richard Dawkins, although he knows more about science.


