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Tibetan Buddhist scholar-monks have long engaged in face-to-face
public philosophical debates. This original study challenges Orientalist
text-based scholarship, which has missed these lived practices of
Tibetan dialectics. Kenneth Liberman brings these dynamic disputations
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to life for the modern reader through a richly detailed, turn-by-turn
analysis of the monks' formal philosophical reasoning. He argues that
Tibetan Buddhists deliberately organize their debates into formal
structures that both empower and constrain thinking, skillfully using
logic as an interactional tool to organize their


