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Among the many consequences of historical and recent “globalization” has been
the bringing together of different practices of argumentation and assumptions
that underly those practices. Considering the current wealth of approaches to the
practice of argumentation raises several questions.

Do we see in others what we expect to see, or do we learn something new when
observing how theyreason? If “we” are part of adominant culture of argumentation,
what are the implications for ourselves and others? This talk explores such questions
by looking at how argumentation crosses borders, particularly those that divide
cultures.

How othersargue — whatthey countasevidence — helps expand our understanding
ofargumentationandshouldinfluence how we approachitandevaluateiit.
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Should virtuous arguers reason from premises they do not endorse?
Can virtuous arguers reason to conclusions they do not endorse? Should
competitive debate require participants to do either?

This paper argues that, while bad faith argumentation is vicious, reasoning
to or from claims that the arguer does not endorse can be undertaken
virtuously. Indeed, when conducted with integrity, the capacity to trace
the consequences of an opposing position is unavoidable in discharging
the adversarial function of argumentation.
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This paper broadens the normative scope of argumentation theory by proposing a novel
category of argumentative norms that synthesizes virtue-theoretic and procedural
considerations. | develop this framework through engagement with adab al-bahth wa-
al-munazara (munazara)—a seven-century-old Islamic discipline governing the ethics
and methods of inquiry and argumentation. Munazara uniquely integrates ethical
considerations into procedural rules, bridging agent-based and act-based approaches
to argumentation. This synthesis enriches normative argumentation theory by offering
a framework that merges procedural rigor with ethical conduct.

To demonstrate its broader relevance, | situate this framework within democratic
theory, advocating non-authoritarian argumentation as essential for regulating public
debate. Rather than censoring arguments or reasons, this approach regulates how
individuals argue, permitting appeals to deeply held convictions while prohibiting
authoritarian ways of arguing—such as asserting monopolies on truth or dismissing
interlocutors’ perspectives. Central to this is identifying norms that distinguish
authoritarian exchanges, a task requiring procedural standards that are ethically
attuned. Here, munazara’'s norms, which embed ethics in procedural rules, provide a
model for fostering demcoratic public debate.

By linking munazara’'s norms to contemporary democratic theory, the paper advances
two interconnected contributions: (1) a framework for procedural-ethical norms in
argumentation theory, and (2) a democratic-political imperative to curb authoritarian
discourse while preserving pluralism. In doing so, the paper underscores how historical
traditions like munazara can inform modern challenges at the intersection of ethics,
argumentation, and democracy.
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It is widely accepted within legal scholarship that international law functions as an
argumentation practice. Nevertheless, there exists a lively discourse concerning its
underlying purpose. Some contend thatinternational law serves to legitimize legal facts,
while others argue that its primary function is to persuade the various actors within
the legal system to adopt specific positions. My position aligns with the argumentation
theory articulated by Harald Wohlrapp, which emphasizes acquiring or establishing new
orientations.

An orientation encompasses the manner in which individuals perceive and comprehend
the world around them. Our orientation profoundly shapes our interactions with and
responses to our surroundings, thereby influencing our choices, actions, and overall
behaviour. Additionally, there is a notion that international law, as an argumentation
practice, is subject to constraints imposed by interpretive communities and broader
cultural contexts. In response to this, | find Wohlrapp>s theory to be particularly
compatible with international law as it effectively navigates the constraints of
interpretive communities. In this paper, | will expound on why | believe Wohlrapp ’s
argumentation theory is best suited for international law by examining three key
elements of his work.

Firstly, Wohlrapp prioritizes validity over mere assent. Secondly, he advocates
for achieving a middle ground, termed «midrange universality,» which involves
accommodating specificcommunity perspectives while maintaining a universal outlook.
Finally, Wohlrapp introduces the concept of «framing» in argumentation, which |
contend is a method for responsibly incorporating diverse cultural and international
legal perspectives, such as the Third World Approaches to International Law (TWAIL).
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This project develops a novel framework of «argumentative civility» by
analyzing political argumentationss nature and challenges. It distinguishes
political disagreements from other domains, focusing on civility>s dual role
as both a facilitative and potentially oppressive tool.

Keyinquiriesinclude:Who definescivility? Canit fosterengagement without
silencing dissent? The analysis integrates Western virtue argumentation
theory with Islamic traditions of Munazara and Adab al-Jadal to build a cross-
cultural model for civil discourse.

Ultimately, this research aims to establish argumentative civility as a means
of fostering peaceful coexistence and socio-political transformation
through reasoned, inclusive debate across cultural boundaries.
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Analogy is an inherently fragile form of argument, as it derives the conclusion
from certain shared features, while often overlooking dissimilarities that may
undermine its validity. Yet law, by its very nature, fundamentally depends upon
analogical reasoning to ensure consistency and predictability in its rulings. This
entanglement of fragility and necessity compelled the legal traditions, both Islamic
and contemporary, to articulate a theory of legitimacy that justifies analogy when
applied in law. The most successful explanation among different considerations, |
argue, is the one that is anchored in logic.

This logical grounding is a shared feature among contemporary legal theorist Scott
Brewer, the informal logician Douglas Walton, and the 12th-century Muslim jurist-
logician al-Ghazzali, as all of them fundamentally argue that the justification of
legal analogy must be logical.

This paper aims to trace the thematic contours of these logical frameworks in order
to demonstrate, drawing primarily on al-Ghazzali’s two works, al-Mustasfa fi Usdl
al-Figh and al-Muntahal fi al-Jadal, that al-Ghazal’s model of analogical reasoning
effectively integrates key elements of Brewer’s abductive structure and Walton’s
theory of defeasible argumentation.
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Robert Fogelin (1985) introduces the notion of “deep disagreement” as
a way of advancing the thesis that, in abnormal argumentative contexts,
there are no conditions for argumentation. Some scholars have claimed
that the deepest disagreements are those that occur because of cultural
differences.

Does this mean that in the face of a disagreement between cultures we
should not argue? What strategies can argumentation theory offer us
to achieve intercultural dialogue? This paper reviews several analytical
strategies that have been offered for dealing with deep cross-cultural
disagreements and argues for the need to revisit Fogelin’'s notion and the
Principle of Charity (PoC) to deal with such disagreements.

My purpose is to argue that, while we already have different tools to
conduct such an analysis, it is necessary to reconsider both the concept
of deep disagreement, and the interpretative rule we normally use for
argumentative analysis, i.e., the PoC. In short, | will argue that: (i) it is
better to think of situations of “deep cross-cultural disagreement” in terms
of distance between the parties, and (ii) that, in order to analyze cases of
deep distance between cultures, it is better to think of the PoC in terms of
good will (eunoia).

10
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Scholars have proposed various conceptual frameworks to capture the elusive structure
of argumentation. While Van Eemeren emphasizes «disagreement» as a defining
feature, Doury counters this by illustrating that argument can occur without explicit
disagreement. Similarly, the distinction between argument1 (as a product or mental
object) and argument?2 (as an interactional event) remains contested (O'Keefe 1977;
Biro & Siegel 2006). Do arguments exist independently of those who present them,
or are they constituted through interpersonal relations? Wenzel's tripartite model—
product, procedure, and process—reflects this ongoing struggle to define argument.

Drawing on empirical data from field research on religion and nonreligion in Turkey,
this paper explores how arguments emerge relationally. Extending Gilbert's (1995)
view that arguments should focus on positions rather than isolated claims, | argue
that argumentation is inherently a social phenomenon—co-constructed through
relational dynamics. Using tools from relational sociology, the paper conceptualizes
argumentation as an emergent property of lived encounters.

Walton and Krabbe’s (1995) typology of dialogue illustrates how diverse commitments
shape argumentative forms, underscoring their situated and emergent nature. As a
second analytic layer, | examine how researchers’ own institutional contexts, epistemic
orientations, and ontological commitments influence their approach to defining
argumentation. These meta-level factors, | argue, significantly shape both the analysis
and the theory of argument as activity. Ultimately, | propose that understanding
argumentation demands attention not only to discursive content but also to the
relational and institutional matrices in which arguments take shape.

11
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In this paper, | develop the concept of the «virtuous audience» as a
method for evaluating arguments within rhetorical and virtue theories of
argumentation.

| argue that audiences must embody virtues to ensure fair argument
appraisal. While virtue theories of argumentation, introduced by Andrew
Aberdein (2007) and Daniel Cohen (2009), have expanded over the past
15 years, they remain incomplete because they focus on the arguer while
neglecting the virtues of the audience.

The second part of the paper explores virtue theories of argumentation,

and the specific virtues required of audiences. It concludes by discussing
the benefits of cultivating audience virtues.

12
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Overall, a few studies have investigated argumentations in the research
article discussion sections (RADs). More specifically, to date, no research
has investigated the arrangement of standpoints and their supporting
arguments in the RADs. In this study, we attempted to cast some light
on the chronological variations of argument schemes and their possible
interrelationships with argument soundness and strength.

To this end, the argument schemes of 354 RADs from the journal of English
for Specific Purposes (JESP) were analyzed using the pragma-dialectical
approach to argumentation. Also, the argument soundness/strength was
analyzed using a literature-informed multi-faceted framework. Findings
indicate that causal schemes have prevailed over the past three decades,
compared to analogical and symptomatic schemes. Analogy scheme was
the most common in the first decade, but faded away over time, while
symptomatic scheme has never been salient.

Concerning argument soundness/strength, five perspectives from the
literature were integrated into this research. A tentative model consisting
of three stratifications, i.e., logico-linguistic, pragma-linguistic, and logico-
pragmatic, has been proposed to operationalize the abstruse concept of
argument soundness/strength. Limited chronological disparities were
identified and reported in this respect.

13
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This study investigates the impact of competitive debate participation on
personal epistemologies, contrasting long-standing critiques associating
debate with relativism and superficiality.

Employing a quantitative, experimental design and a validated
epistemological questionnaire, the research analyzed responses from 180
secondary students, divided into experimental and control groups. The
findings revealed no significant differences in relativism or superficiality
between the groups, challenging historical critiques, suggesting that
debate does not promote relativistic or oversimplified thinking.

These results emphasize debate>s pedagogical value, highlighting its

potential for cultivating reflective and ethical citizenship while offering
new avenues for research in epistemic development.

19
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Debates have been implemented and explored in health professional
education. However, several gaps in evidence seem to persist. This quasi-
experimental study aims to evaluate the satisfaction and perceived impact
on learning between students who engaged in debates and those who
completed a traditional report assignment using a survey that employs
both quantitative and qualitative questions.

Thestudy’'sresultsrevealastatisticallysignificantdifferenceinthe perceived
impact on learning between debating and non-debating students, with
debating students reporting higher scores. Future studies can utilize these
findings to objectively examine the effectiveness of debates in enhancing
students’ critical thinking skills.

20
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In educational settings, tests and assessment tasks serve various purposes,
such as placement, achievement, and certification. However, the key
question remains: «To what extent are the test scores valid for the purposes
they are used?» The interpretation and use of test scores can significantly
privilege some test-takers and disadvantage othersif the tests are not valid,
that is, not meant for or are not appropriate for the purpose they are used.

For example, will an IELTS test be valide (meaningful) to assess -11graders’
English langauge proficiency? Traditionally, the answer to the this question
was ves as long as IELTS was considered a valid and reliable test. However, a
recent approach to test score interpretation and use, the argument-based
framework, will question the use of IELTS for this purpose by providing
rebutalls.

This paper draws on the argument-based framework to outline how this
approach establishes a chain of reasoning—articulating assumptions
and inferences—that links individual test responses to meaningful score
interpretations and use for specific applications.

21
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This study investigated the effectiveness of debate-based learning in
enhancing Arabic proficiency among heritage speakers compared to
traditional and presentational methods.

The sample included 42 students, divided into three groups. Key questions
examined the impact of debate-based learning on writing proficiency,
the most effective method in teaching, and students> engagement and
motivation across methods.

Quantitative data showed greater proficiency gains in the debate-based
group as well as increased student engagement and motivation.

Results provided valuable insights into teaching Arabic through debate,

emphasizing the potential to strengthen both linguistic skills and critical
thinking, enhancing overall learning experiences.

22
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Competitive debate, known for its development of decision-making and
public speaking abilities, presents a demanding environment that may also
pose risks to mental health.

Thisresearch exploresthe connection between participationin competitive
debate and psychological well-being, with a focus on stress, anxiety, and
depression.

Data were collected from 150 members of a debate society using the DASS-
21 scale to assess levels of depression, anxiety, and stress, complemented
by self-reported measures of critical thinking and debate skills.

Statistical analysis using regression and correlation technigues in SPSS

revealed significant relationships between debating skills and various
mental health indicators.
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This study examines the effectiveness of classroom debates as a
pedagogical tool in enhancing critical thinking, reasoning, analysis, and
communication skills among university students in selected Gulf and North
African countries.

Using a qualitative approach involving observations, in-depth interviews,
and focus groups, the study explores the impact of debate participation on
skill development from both student and faculty perspectives.

The study also investigates strategies for integrating classroom debates
into higher education curricula. Grounded in Constructivist Learning Theory
and Transformative Learning Theory, this research addresses the gap in
understanding the role of debates in non-Western educational contexts.
Findings will contribute to the growing body of knowledge on cross-cultural
educational practices and debate-based learning in the Arab world.
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We examine the impact of debate methodology onyouth education, formal
and non-formal, highlighting its historical and cross-cultural dimensions.
Quantitative and qualitative data from students and debate educators
is used to assess skill development in argumentation, oracy, and civic
engagement.

Results emphasize that active methods such as structured exercises and
practice debates significantly enhance critical thinking, political literacy,
and community involvement compared to traditional lectures. Qualitative
insights further illustrate how debate participation shapes students»
interpersonal skills and civic awareness.

We suggest broader research, especially longitudinal and cross-cultural

studies, to improve understanding of debate’s effectiveness across diverse
educational contexts and methodologies.
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While debate is widely regarded as a tool for fostering critical thinking, the existing
literature often treats it as a monolithic practice, overlooking the procedural and
institutional variations among debate styles.

By adopting a comprehensive analytical framework based on seminal critical thinking
theories from Robert Ennis and Peter Facione, this study identifies six core subskills—
interpretation, analysis, evaluation, inference, explanation, and self-regulation—as
foundational to critical thinking.

The paper continues by contrasting key debate formats, including American Policy
Debate, British Parliamentary, World Schools Debate, the Intercollegiate Ethics Bowl, and
the Munazara Engagement Model (MEM), to highlight how their unique structures could
distinct reasoning styles and communicative ethics.

The next section critiques prior research for methodological flaws, such as short
intervention durations, inconsistent definitions of critical thinking and debate as well as
overreliance on standardized tests that fail to capture critical thinking>s dialogical and
dispositional aspects. To address these gaps, the last section proposes a comparative,
longitudinal, mixed-methods research design involving World Schools Debate and MEM.
Qualitative methods, including self-reports, essay-based argument analysis, semi-
structured interviews, and observational data, are complemented by standardized tests
like the California Critical Thinking Skills Test to establish benchmarks. Innovative tools,
such as the Comprehensive Assessment Procedure for Natural Argumentation (CAPNA)
and the Periodic Table of Arguments (PTA), further enhance the analysis by capturing the
nuanced evolution of reasoning skills.
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This paper seeks to study the impact of debate methods versus non-debate
methods on critical thinking skills in the study of Mantig within the Islamic
educational system, with a special focus on Darul Huda Islamic University.

The main research question is: How do debate methods affect the
development of critical thinking skills compared to traditional teaching
methods in the field of Mantig? The study takes a mixed methodology that
combines both qualitative and quantitative methods of analysis.

The findings reflect how debate improves critical analysis, reasoning, and
problem- solving skills compared to traditional teaching methods.
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In the higher learning milieu, dialogic teaching is found to be an effective
methodology which transcends the traditional one-way transmission of
knowledge, yet research has shown that its application still faces many
limitations and challenges.

This paper introduces flip-debate, an innovative structured debate activity
rooted in the Toulmin model of argumentation, as a new approach to
dialogic teaching in the context of law foundation course. Flip-debate
is adapted based on the existing competitive debate formats, with an
insertion of curated prompts to stimulate inquiry and address the issue
of lack of confidence among students who are unfamiliar with debates.
Analysis of students’ feedback onits effectivenessin achieving the learning
outcome that is ability to deliver argumentative speech was run using the
T-Test and correlation measure.

Results suggest that flip-debate fosters critical thinking, construction of

arguments, and respectful disagreement, skills which align seamlessly with
the demands of 21st century education.
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Pondok Modern Darussalam Gontor in Indonesia integrates Islamic values with modern
education, promoting a holistic approach that includes academic, spiritual, and practical
education. This approach utilizes debate in Arabic and English as a key educational
tool, enhancing students» critical thinking, communication skills, leadership, and moral
values. The debate curriculum aims to prepare students to tackle contemporary issues
through a strong Islamic framework.

The research employed qualitative methods, including interviews and observations, to
explore how debates help in developingintellectual, spiritual, and practical skills among
students. The findings highlight that the debate curriculum at Gontor contributes
significantly to balanced education, preparing students to become well-rounded
individuals capable of addressing both religious and worldly challenges. Gontors unique
educational model blends traditional Islamic values with modern methodologies,
equipping students to excel in leadership and effective communication in a global
context. The alumni of Gontor have played a crucial role in mentoring debates across
Indonesia, further spreading this holistic educational model. By integrating Arabic and
English language training through debates, Gontor nurtures students» intellectual
abilities while maintaining their Islamic identity. The institution’s approach offers
valuable insights into how Islamic education can adapt to modern challenges while
fostering leadership, critical thinking, and global communication.
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Participation in debate programs enables language learners to enhance
their linguistic competencies. This study investigates the extent to which
Arabic debate programs have supported students at Darul Huda Islamic
University in Kerala, India, in their Arabic language acquisition and the
development of their linguistic skills. By categorizing participants into
three tiers based on their engagement and performance, the research
aims to examine the correlation between Arabic language proficiency and
program involvement.

The study employs a mixed-methods approach, integrating quantitative
data derived from surveys and statistical analysis with qualitative data
gathered through in-depth interviews and observations. The findings
indicate that active participation in Arabic debate programs significantly
contributes to language learning, concurrently improving public speaking
abilities and critical thinking skills. The study underscores the necessity
of integrating such experiential learning activities into Arabic language
curricula. More importantly, it highlights the pivotal role of debating in
advancing language skills by actively engaging students> critical thinking
faculties and fostering their motivation.
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This paper introduces the newly developed Munazara Model (MM) GPT,
rooted in traditional Islamic debate principles, and investigates its potential
forstructured debate and dialogue in educational contexts. Comparing MM
GPT with D-BAS, Kialo Edu, and DEBO, preliminary findings indicate benefits
in fostering engagement but highlight challenges related to viewpoint
management, anonymity, and autonomous argument generation.

The study underscores how these tools can function as high-impact
instructional practices, informing future research on effectiveness and
learning outcomes. Suggestions for what MM GPT can learn from existing
tools are offered, furthering understanding of human-Al debate and
guiding the model's ongoing development
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Competitive debating fosters critical thinking, communication, and
argumentationskills but remains mostly extracurricular. Thisstudy proposes
an NLP-based approach focusing on Arabic to integrate competitive
debating into educational curricula.

We automate argument extraction and classification from debate
transcripts by leveraging specialized language models, enabling real-time,
scalable feedback. Preliminary results with annotated corpora (Munazarat
1.0) confirm high accuracy in detecting rhetorical structures, offering
educators valuable insights.

Our interdisciplinary design merges educational methodologies
and advanced NLP, ultimately enhancing debate’s accessibility and
effectiveness in diverse learning environments. Future work will finalize
the system’s feedback and reinforcement components, improving overall
user experience and pedagogical outcomes.
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The development of argument mining models for Arabic faces notable challenges,
primarily due to the scarcity of annotated datasets across domains such as politics,
education, news, and social media. These challenges are compounded by the
diglossic nature of Arabic, its rich morphology, and the domain-specific structures of
argumentation.

Constructing new annotated resources is time-consuming and resource-intensive,
making it essential to explore alternative strategies. This study investigates cross-
lingual and translation- based approaches to Arabic argument mining by leveraging the
well-established English Persuasive Essays (PE) corpus, which includes 402 annotated
essays comprising over 148,000 tokens. We explore three strategies for classifying
argumentative components in Arabic essays into Major Claim, Claim, and Premise: (1)
zero-shot learning using multilingual models trained on English data; (2) Translate-Train
using a monolingual Arabic model trained on translated English data; and (3) a combined
multilingual approach trained on both English and Arabic datasets. Our findings
reveal that the Translate-Train Monolingual Arabic Model outperforms multilingual
strategies (with an F-1score of 0.251), and that manually correcting just 200 projected
annotations improves F-1scores by up to %2. These results emphasize the limitations
of transfer learning alone and the necessity of high-quality, Arabic-specific annotated
corpora. Building on prior work in cross- lingual NLP and argumentation theory, our
contributions lay the groundwork for robust Arabic argument mining, with applications
in media analysis, public discourse interpretation, and educational assessment.
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This paper is exploratory and aims to achieve virtuous decision-making in automated
systems. Virtuous decision-making in automated systems is attainable by either
programming agents with ethical frameworks or principles or by having a human in
the loop. Programming Al agents with virtues which make them decide like humans is
complex and challenging. The proposed approach is unique as it involves a human in
the loop along with multiple agents which have different personas. The model has four
agents (4 LLMs) with unigue personas and a user (human) interacting with each other to
reach a decision. The first input is provided by the user, and the agents simultaneously
respond to the usems arguments accordingly to reach a decision.

The agents engage in a form of deliberation or debate, where they respond to the
users arguments and provide counter arguments or supporting arguments. As an
example, the deliberation model discussed in Scott Aikin and Caleb Clantons paper
on «Developing Group-Deliberative Virtues» is implemented with the user (human)
introducing the «lost at sea» scenario. The agents are modelled as virtues like WittyOne,
FriendlyOne, Temperate and Courageous, helping the user decide on the things to
be chosen for survival at sea. This proposed model can be used to simulate different
scenarios and experiments by programming the agents with different personas for
virtuous automated decision-making.
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With the surge of digital media, news has become a critical source for understanding
public discourse and argumentation. This research explores the automatic detection
of argumentative structures and topic evolution in Arabic news, aiming to bridge the
gap between computational linguistics and argument mining in underrepresented
languages.

The study investigates a two-fold approach: argument mining to identify claims and
premises, and topic modeling to uncover underlying themes across a -13year dataset
of Arabic news titles. Using state-of-the-art natural language processing techniques,
we analyze news to detect claims and their implicit premises, examining patterns in
argumentative strategies employed by news outlets. Additionally, we implement topic
modeling algorithms to explore how societal narratives evolved during significant
historical periods, such as the Arab Spring and the COVID19- pandemic. Preliminary
experiments demonstrate the feasibility of extracting meaningful argumentative
structures and tracking the evolution of topics over time. The findings aim to contribute
to understanding media bias, discourse evolution, and the interplay between
argumentation and topic shifts in the Arabic news domain. This research highlights the
challenges and adaptations required for argument mining in short text formats and
emphasizes the role of Arabic natural language processing in advancing computational
argumentation.
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In many Arabic-speaking communities, there is a notable absence of online platforms
that Ffacilitate structured and meaningful discourse on controversial topics. Existing
social media platforms often fall short of providing the needed tools for constructive
discussion, repeatedly resulting in polarized and unproductive interactions. To address
this shortage, the current study supports the development of a specialized debating
platform tailored to the needs of Arabic speakers. This initiative proposes a theoretical
and technical framework and conducts a preliminary survey to collect insights on Arabic
speakers’ prior interactions with debating platforms, along with their expectations and
preferences for a new platform.

The envisioned platform is designed to foster structured argumentation by directing
users to communicate essential elements of argumentation such as the main claim,
sources of evidence, and responses to critical questions that assess the soundness of
the argument. Furthermore, this platform planstointegrate advanced Al functionalities,
including the automatic categorization of argumentative elements (such as identifying
claims and supporting evidence) and the generation of suggestions for new evidence or
counterarguments sourced from established knowledge bases. This strategic approach
not only aims to streamline the organization of debates but also seeks to facilitate
critical thinking and logical reasoning capabilities. While the research ambitions in
this proposal present particular risks, they lay a strong groundwork for promoting
structured debates among Arabic-speaking speakers, thereby enriching the caliber of
public discourse.
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Thisresearchinvestigatestheimpact of generative Altoolsonthe developmentof
philosophicalargumentationandexpertintuitionamongundergraduate students
Familiar with debate practices. Grounded in Hubert Dreyfus’ phenomenological
critiqgue of Al—which emphasizes the importance of embodied experience
and intuitive understanding in human cognition—the study explores how Al-
generated content influences students» ability to independently construct and
evaluate philosophical arguments.

Using a mixed-method design that integrates phenomenological analysis with
empirical data collection, the research examines the experiences of students
who regularly use tools such as ChatGPT, Gemini and Claude in academic
argumentation tasks.

The findings reveal a tension between the instrumental benefits of Al—such as
improving structure and clarity—and concerns about overreliance, creativity, and
intellectual autonomy. By engaging with Dreyfus> concept of expert intuition,
the study contributes to ongoing discussions about the role of Al'in philosophical
education, offering critical insights into how digital tools are reshaping the
development of reasoning and debate in the age of artificial intelligence
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The reader of Muhammad ibn Idris al-Shafi‘i’s (d.204/ 820) al-Risala in the usdl
al-figh genre frequently encounters the dialectical structure known as Fanqgalah,
a recurring linguistic phenomenon involving conditional clauses such as fa in gala
ga’il (if someone were to say) or gala 1 ga’il (someone said to me), followed by
consequent responses like gila lahu(it was said to him) or qultu (I said).
This paper examines Fangalah as a purposeful rhetorical and pedagogical device
used throughout al-Risala to frame argumentation, clarify complex legal issues,
and facilitate thematic transitions. In doing so, the study highlights Fangalah’s
pedagogical dimension, where al-Shafi‘Temploys it not merely to pose hypothetical
objections but to guide the reader-student’s understanding through deriving
indication from authoritative sources (istidlal), disambiguation (izalat al-lubs), and
exemplificatio (tamsil).
Similarly, the overlap between Fangalah and argumentative strategies commonly
found in adab al-bahth wa al-munazara suggests that this formulaic structure also
has served as a channel through which actual debates entered the text. The high
rate of Fangalah in passages addressing contentious and heavily debated legal
questions in al-Shafi‘i’s time corresponds to the complexity and sensitivity of the
contents discussed. In addition, the consistent use at the opening of topical units
in al-Risala highlights its structural function in marking transitions and organizing
the text’s progression. While al-Risala is among the earliest texts extensively using
Fanqgalah, this study opens the door to broader reflections on its role across the
wider Islamic textual tradition.
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This paper examines the dialectical engagement (jadal) between Imam
Jalal al-Din al-Suyati and the Mamldk Sultan Qaytbay, not as a personal conflict
but as a critical moment in the shaping of religious orthodoxy and moral
authority in fifteenth-century Egyptian society.

Moving beyond reductive readings that depict al-Suyati as confrontational,
this study frames their dispute—centered on issues such as the taylasan
and royal visitations—within the discursive tradition of Islamic thought.
Drawing on Michel Foucault's theory of knowledge-power and Talal Asad'’s
anthropology of Islam, the article situates this exchange within a broader
framework of power dynamics, ethical deliberation, and the formation of
orthodoxy.

Through historical and anthropological analysis of archival texts, this
research highlights how Islamic moral boundaries and social values
were negotiated through scholarly and political debates. In doing so, it
contributes to a deeper understanding of how discursive traditions and
power structures co-constitute religious authority in Islamic societies.
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Despite being cogent in argumentation as per title,al-Idah Fi al-Jadal, a twelfth-
century text by Medieval Muslim jurist Yusuf Ibn al-Jawzi, remains among the least-
studied works on jadal.

Reviving al-Idah as a treatise with temporal significance in jadal, the reseacher
develops a nuanced analysis of the text and its methodology, and makes a selective
comparison with three selected classical precedents.

By bringing into light Jawzian legal framework’, the researcher not just suggests
why it is important in contemporary debate but also dissects it to argue that its
methodological emphasis on usdl al-figh provides potential support for theory-
backed arguments.
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Islamic law schools often hold divergent opinions on the same issue. Shafii
and Hanafischoolsrely onlinguisticarguments tointerpret Sharia, resulting
indiffering legalinterpretations.

Focusing on the term lams

(Je, touch), this study examines how linguistic decisions shape legal
choices. Using qualitative analysis of legal works, it explores tools like
jtihad (independent reasoning) and giyas (analogical reasoning).

The Hanafi school emphasizes grammatical structures, while the Shafii
school focuses on textual analysis. Findings confirm linguistic differences
significantly influence legal interpretations, highlighting languagess role in
shaping Islamic law and suggesting avenues for addressing contemporary
issues
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This study examines the hermeneutical methods employed in Islamic legal theory to interpret
textual indications, focusing on the debates between prominent jurists Abt Hamid al-Ghazali, Abl
Hanifa, and al-Shafi’l. The research question explores how these scholars negotiated between
literal and non-literal interpretations of religious texts, particularly in cases where apparent
meanings conflicted with contextual considerations or analogical reasoning.

Methodology involves a comparative analysis of al-Ghazali’s «»al-Mustasfa min <ilm al-Usal»»
and related works, examining specific hadith interpretations and legal rulings. Two key debates
are analyzed:

1. Interpretation of hadiths on marriage limitations:

Al-Ghazali critiques Abl Hanifa’s position on initiating new marriages for converts, arguing for a
literal interpretation of «take four» or «take one» to maintain existing marriages.
2. Tax levy (zakat) on animals:

Al-Ghazali defends AbU Hanifa against al-Shafi’T’s criticism regarding the substitution of animal
zakat with cash or commodities. He argues that al-Shafi’T’s rigid view stems from understanding
the specification of sheep as a devotional command due to the context of zakat and weak semiotic
strength of the indicant.

He criticizes both Abl Hanifa and al-Shafi't’s followers for specifying general statements without
conclusive evidence. In compensation, al-Ghazali justifies the arguments of al-Shafi'T against Abu
Hanifa that if al-Shafi'm allows or prohibits an interpretation, it is because of the deficiency in
the evidence for interpretation, not because of the absence of possibility. Al-Ghazali’s approach
highlights the nuanced nature of Islamic legal hermeneutics, where interpretations may vary

based on the mujtahid’s conditions and the strength of available evidence.
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While recent academic efforts have begun to explore the dialectical perspectives
within Islamic jurisprudence, the Hanafi corpus, particularly Indian intellectual
thought, has remained underexplored.

This paperaims toilluminate the significance of such Indian texts by analyzing Mulla
Jiwan’s Ndr-al-Anwar, focusing on its argumentation techniques, the discussion of
wujth fasidah (invalid reasoning), and the confluence of methodology in inductive
and deductive reasoning.

Additionally, the paper will examine how NUr-al-Anwar integrates these approaches

within the framework of 18th-century Munazara and Jadal texts, highlighting their
contribution to the evolution of Islamic dialectical theory.
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This study conducts a statistical assessment of the literature on ethnic conflicts,
aiming to elucidate the intricate relationship between collective identity and the
behavior of ethnic groups amidst conflicts. Through bibliometric analysis spanning
four decades (2024-1984), the study uncovers prevalent frameworks by examining
keyword occurrences, relevance scores, co-occurrences, and network clusters within
the literature.

Specifically, it focuses on the identity-breeds conflict perspective by sampling keyword
occurrences and relevance scores over the same period, elucidating their significance
within the broader literature through cumulative relative frequency calculations. Key
scholarly concerns revolve around interpreting conflicts following the Soviet Unionss
dissolution, with divergent views emphasizing security dilemmas or identity-driven
Factors.

Network analysis underscores the stronger association between the security dilemma
and post-Soviet Union cases compared to identity-driven conflicts. Grievance-based
conflicts, notably exemplified by African American experiences, constitute another
focal point. A cluster of cases from Sub-Saharan Africa and South Asia also highlights
ethnopolitical disparities and economic grievances. Qualitative thematic analysis further
delineates various identity typologies, including oppositional and reactive identities
in both immigration and non-immigration contexts, as well as identities of numerical
minorities. The study concludes that each identity type engenders distinct behaviors
within its milieu.
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This paper introduces the transitional moment as an original analytical
concept to study post-crisis political discourse. It refers to the rhetorical
juncture where political actors reposition themselves and reframe events
through narrative and argument.

Drawing on Bamberg’'s positioning theory, Elliot's view of narrative as
implicit argumentation, and Gilbert’'s theory of emotional reasoning, the
study proposes a three-level model to distinguish between narrative
structure, argumentative interaction, and normative implications.

Using Kais Saied’s 2021 speech in Tunisia as a case study, the paper

demonstrates how transitional moments are crafted to justify radical shifts
through a blend of rational and emotional logic.

59



(@' Jloall g laliall Jgsll yaigall

= International Conference
o B A ey on Debate & Dialogue
qatardebate PR v e

VO LWl M A Salauill Q1 Agi :duaAill JALA
Codlg YUl ol

oAl djoob

This paper examines the evolution of martyrdom from its sacred origins in
the Abrahamic traditions to its modern exploitation as a political tool by
extremist groups.

ltdefinesmartyrdom frombothreligiousandsecular perspectives, analyzing
its manipulation tojustify violence in Yemen and Afghanistan. Key concepts,
such as martyrdom contracts and their transactional nature, are explored
alongside case studies like the Houthi movement and Afghan jihad. The
paper analyses external influences, including international funding and
geopolitical agendas, while proposing de-radicalization programs and
economic reforms to combat extremism.

It emphasizes reclaiming martyrdom'’s spiritual essence and addressing
first-to-third-world tensions fueling violence.
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Modern nation-states—particularly in the Arab world—demonstrate that political
powens sustainability extends beyond coercive force to encompass shared beliefs
and cultural narratives that require critical examination through alternative analytical
frameworks. Thisresearchinterrogates the theoretical relationship betweenideological
formation and political action by engaging with Max Webens theory of legitimacy as
a contested construct requiring substantive reconsideration when applied outside
Western contexts. Similarly, it approaches Gramsci>s cultural hegemony framework
while acknowledging its contextual limitations.

The study recognizes that Webemns conceptualization of legitimacy centers on
beliefs in authority’s rightfulness, and Gramsci>s hegemony emphasizes intellectual
leadership in manufacturing societal consent—both emerging from specific
historical and geographical traditions. This research critically questions how these
ideological formations, when transplanted into diverse political landscapes, influence
our understanding of authority>s perceived legitimacy and consequently shape
transformative political agency in Arab nation-states. Methodologically, this study
combines comparative theoretical analysis with critical discourse analysis of political
argumentation in contemporary Arab media and public debate. By centering regional
knowledge systems and lived experiences, this research challenges assumptions about
the universal applicability of established theoretical models and explores alternative
conceptualizations of legitimacy and resistance that emerge from Arab political thought
and practice. This approach contributes to a more nuanced understanding of power
dynamics that acknowledges the specific historical, cultural, and political realities of
Arab societies.
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This study explores the transformative role of debate in fostering civic
competencies, ethical reasoning, and public engagement among youth in
conflict-affected contexts, with a focus on Libya.

Using a field-based methodology, data were collected from diverse
participants involved in debate activities, including leaders, instructors,
and debaters, across Libya's regions.

The findings reveal that debate enhances critical thinking, empathy, and
democratic values, while promoting social cohesion and reducing divisive
narratives.

Despite its potential, challenges such as competitiveness require careful

programdesign.Thestudyunderscoresdebateasavitaltoolforempowering
youth, and cultivating informed, active citizens in post-conflict societies.
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This  study examines how female debaters from An-Najah National
University embody Sumud, a form of Palestinian resilience rooted in
preserving identity, culture, and community amid ongoing apartheid.

Drawing on Sumud (Awayed-Bishara, 2023) and Critical Feminist Theory
(Crenshaw et al., 1995), it explores how these women confront linguistic
and gender-related challenges while asserting leadership and cultural
identity.

Using semi-structured interviews, the research investigates their
experiences, focusing on cultural resilience, female leadership, and
linguistic resistance. Findings aim to highlight the role of debate in
empowering women, fostering resilience, and advancing Sumud within
Palestinian higher education.
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This study investigates gender inequalities in student retention in
competitive debate within the Spanish-speaking university environment.
Quantitative data from major international tournaments between 2020
and 2024 were analyzed.

Findings indicate that men debaters tend to remain active in the activity
for longer periods than women. Increased experience was found to be
associated with improved competitive performance for both men and
women.

When individuals were grouped by experience levels, analysis revealed
no consistent gender-based differences in performance. These retention
disparities are relevant as they might imply an uneven acquisition of skills
essential for academic, professional, and civic development.
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This paper examines the democratic credentials of Youth Parliaments (YPs),
focusing on India’s YP2019 initiative. YPs aim to enhance civic engagement
and institutional legitimacy by providing youth with platforms for political
participation.

This study argues that YPs, especially in India foster the youths, significantly
contribute to democratic engagement by fostering dialogue and critical
argumentation. Using a case study approach, including surveys from YP2019
participants in Ernakulum, Kerala, this paper evaluates the programs
effectiveness in youth democratic engagement through competitive debates.

Results indicate YPs enhance youth»s understanding of governance and
promote valuable competitive debate skills.
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This research explores how learning systems thinking can enhance the quality of
debates on contemporary publicissues. By conducting a discourse analysis of advanced
debates, the study focuses on utilizing systems thinking tools to present integrated
and sustainable arguments on public policy matters. The research underscores the
importance of systems thinking in balancing the interests of various stakeholders and
understanding their mutual impacts, thereby improving debaters» ability to tackle
complex issues such as environmental balance, pandemics, and artificial intelligence
policies, with focus on interaction between development, science & society.

The study highlights the significance of systems thinking in comprehending the intricate
interactions among different stakeholders. Qusai Hamroor, in his book «Governance
of Development,» emphasizes that development is not merely a series of individual
decisions but a complex system where numerous social, economic, and political factors
interplay. Systems thinking aids debaters in understanding the effects of policies on all
elements of the system, thereby enhancing the capacity to achieve comprehensive and
sustainable development.

Linked to best practices in debate training, the research demonstrates how systems
thinking can be employed as an effective tool to elevate the quality of debates. By
fostering critical analysis in addressing multifaceted issues, debaters can construct
more comprehensive arguments, thus improving their ability to offer integrated
and sustainable insights on current public issues. This approach not only enhances
the analytical skills of debaters but also equips them with the tools to deal with the
complexities of contemporary public policy debates effectively.
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The role of the debate judge is of paramount importance for the development of both
debaters and coaches. In addition to determining the winning team in competitions,
the judge plays a critical formative role by providing feedback that consitutes the basis
for metacognition among debaters and coaches. Moreover, the quality of the judgess
feedback directly impacts the motivation with which debaters and coaches pursue their
objectives and participate in specific competitions. Inadequate feedback can undermine
their motivation.

Despite the centrality of the judge>s role and the efforts of most international
competitions to standardize evaluation, there appears to be insufficient awareness of
the importance of judging paradigms. A judging paradigm is an interpretive model of
debating practice. Judging paradigms establish the ontological foundations of what
constitutes a debate—whether it is a hypothesis testing activity, or a public speaking
exercise, for instance—and the epistemological foundations of how it should be
analyzed. Referring to these paradigms is crucial for maintaining consistent standards,
resolving indecision, and addressing potential technical or ethical issues. And when
judges are unaware of these paradigms, they operate subconsciously, bringing judges
to oscillate between different paradigms, thus compromising the consistency.

Therefore, this speech aims to elucidate the major evaluation paradigms in debating,
highlight the technicaland pedagogicalsignificance of theirrole forjudges, demonstrate
how the standards proposed in major international competitions are insufficient on
their own to ensure reliable evaluations, and show how judge training can benefit from
the correct and conscious adoption of these paradigms.
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How important is weighing arguments in debate judging?

When judging debates, itis crucial to evaluate notjust the arguments and their structure
but also how to compare and weigh those arguments effectively. Many judges focus
solely on the number of arguments and miss out on thisimportant comparative analysis,
which can lead to unclear decisions and confusion for debaters.

This workshop aims to address this gap by emphasizing the importance of weighing
arguments and offering a detailed exploration of the process. Using the acronym
W.E.I.G.HT—Wisdom, Evidence, Impact, Gravity, Hierarchy, and Thresholds—
participants  will gain a structured approach to effectively weigh and compare
arguments.

. Wisdom: Learn to think critically about how strong and valid arguments are.

« Evidence: Find out how to judge the quality and reliability of the evidence provided.
. Impact: Understand how significant and impactful each argument is.

. Gravity: Figure out which arguments are most important for the debate topic.

. Hierarchy: Organize arguments based on their relevance and strength.

«  Thresholds: Set clear standards for what makes an argument strong or weak.

In this workshop, you will get practical tips on how to integrate weighing into your
judging and how to communicate your decisions clearly to debaters. With interactive
activities and feedback, you will practice these skills and improve your ability to make
fFair and well-rounded judgments in debates and how to provide constructive feedback
to debaters. This workshop is primarily targeted towards new debaters and judges.

80



