
Debate: Pastafarianism v. Dudeism 

 
 
The Main Point: We think we know what we mean by the word ‘religion’ 
until we’re forced to draw a line between what counts are a ‘real’ religion 
and what doesn’t. This debate will exemplify this problem. 
 
What You’ll Learn: (1) How to debate better and (2) the difficulty of 
determining what counts as a religion and what doesn’t. 

 
Sometimes it can be difficult to determine whether a 
group should be considered a ‘religion’ or something else. 
This is true of even some of the more prominent traditions 
like Confucianism and some forms of Buddhism. In order 
to drive home this point, we’ll divide the class into two 
groups. Our two groups will face off in an imaginary 
debate.  
 
In our debate, the Supreme Court of the imaginary nation 
of ‘Yes-We-Canada’ has a solution to the problem of 
recognizing legal religions. They’ve created a list of twenty 



legitimate religions. Nineteen spots have been filled and 
each team will fight for their religion to secure the 
twentieth and final spot.  
 
This will be the order of the debate during our next block 
session: 
 

1. Opening statement by the Pastafarians (5 minutes) 
2. Opening statement by the Dudeist (5 mins) 
3. Pastafarian case for Pastafarianism (5 mins) 
4. Dudeist case for Dudeism (5 mins) 
5. Pastafarian case against Dudeism (5 mins) 
6. Dudeist case against Pastafarianism (5 mins) 
7. Closing statement by the Pastafarians (2.5 mins) 
8. Closing statement by the Dudeists (2.5 mins) 

 
Here are some starter resources for each group: 
Pastafarianism: 

- Church of the Flying Spaghetti Monster 
- Pastafarians.org 
- Gospel of the Flying Spaghetti Monster 

 
Dudeism: 

- Dudeism.com 
- Intro to Dudeism 
- Dudeist Library 

 
The judges’ criteria for victory will be as follows: 
 
 

https://www.venganza.org/
https://pastafarians.org.au/
https://www.klps.pl/pliki/gospel_fsm_eng.pdf
http://dudeism.com/
https://blogs.ubc.ca/etec511spiritualityandtechnology/intro-to-dudeism/
https://dudeism.com/library/


Criteria:  Explanation and 
Worth: 

Pastafarians’ 
Score: 

Dudeists’ 
Score: 

Understanding  Does the presenter show 
that they understand their 
religion? Do they appear 
well studied and 
informed? Do they use 
their time well (i.e., do 
they know enough about 
the topic to get close to 
their time limit)? 
 
Worth: 15 possible points 

/15 /15 

Persuasiveness  Does the presenter argue 
as if they want to win? 
Do they make you 
believe they might 
believe what they’re 
saying? Do they 
formulate arguments in a 
clear and precise 
manner? 
 
Worth: 10 possible points 

/10 /10 

Rhetoric  Does the presenter make 
their argument easy to 
understand? Do they say 
things in ways that 
resonate and enlighted? 
Are they able to keep a 
continual flow of thought 
without resorting to 
notes? 
 
Worth: 5 possible points 

/5 /5 

Offense  Does the presenter make 
a good case for why you 
should accept their 
religion as legitimate? 
 
Worth: 15 possible points 

/15 /15 

Defense  Does the presenter make /5 /5 



a good case for why you 
should reject the 
opposite religion as 
illegitimate? 
 
Worth: 5 possible points 

 


