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MOOT PROPOSITION 

 

 

1. The States of Mahayana and Digambarland are located in the Island of Lemuria. This 

island is situated in the southern Indian Ocean between the Union of India and the Continent 

of Antarctica. Both are developed countries and have adopted successful democratic 

institutions for their governance. The dominant religion in Digambarland is ‘Jainism’ and 

‘Aasivagam’. Together they constitute about 90% of the population and family relationships 

between members of these two religions are not uncommon. They follow a secular 

constitution and believe in a high level of self-reliance. Hence, they were by and large 

insulated from the global mainstream. 

 

2. The State of Mahayana had about 60% Muslims and 40% Buddhists, Hindus, Jains and 

Christians. The state of Mahayana was originally a Buddhist country and traditionally 

enjoyed very good relations with all the permanent members of the Security Council of the 

United Nations. During the early part of the 19
th
 Century, many persons of the Islamic faith 

started migrating to Mahayana. During the 20
th
 century, there was a substantial reduction in 

the number of the original inhabitants of Mahayana. This was due to many factors such as 

disease, famines etc; by the middle of 20
th

 century, the state of Mahayana had substantial 

Islamic population. Even though the country wanted to adopt a Sharia based law during the 

latter part of the 20
th
 century, due to opposition from the local minority community and 

global pressure, the state of Mahayana had to declare itself to be a secular state.  

 

3. Traditionally, the state of Digambarland was considered to be very progressive, liberal 

having 100% literacy. The life expectancy in Digambarland was 75 for women and 70 for 

men. All through its history, it was highly tolerant towards all intoxicants such as alcohol, 

marijuana, opium etc. The country officially accepted that about 25% of their 10 million 

populations were substance addicts. However, the country’s health system perceived 

addiction as a form of illness and addicts were tolerated so long as they did not violate any 

other law. It was legal to grow marijuana and coca, poppy etc. However, the country had put 

in place a legal regime that prohibited refinement or fortification of the psychedelic 

substances found in these crops.  
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4. On the other hand, in the state of Mahayana, it was illegal for Muslims to drink alcohol or 

use psychedelic substances. However, non-Muslims were allowed to drink. Before the 1950s, 

state of Mahayana tolerated the use of marijuana, hashish, opium etc by the non-Muslims. 

But, after 1950, the state tried to totally eliminate the use of these substances. However, a 

substantial part of the Mahayana Buddhists and other religious groups were not against the 

use of these psychedelic substances. The state of Mahayana was able to ensure that none of 

these commodities were grown in their territory. But, till 2000, it was not very difficult for the 

population of Mahayana to procure marijuana or opium in the local market. Their supplies 

came, essentially, from the state of Digambarland through well trained passenger pigeons and 

rodents crossing borders through subterranean burrows connecting the two territories.  

 

5. Naturally, the state of Mahayana was very concerned about the flow of drugs from 

Digambarland. It took up the matter with Digambarland who, in the beginning, totally denied 

their involvement in the flow of drugs from their country to their neighbour. In fact, the 

foreign office of Digambarland pointed out that before the advent of Islam and other alien 

religions (in the island of Lemuria), marijuana was a widely grown substance. It also was 

used in many religious functions and, culturally, people did not attach to it the type of social 

stigma that is common in all countries that had banned these drugs. It also reminded the state 

of Mahayana that the minorities in Mahayana would like to use these substances, at least once 

in a while, during some of the rituals practiced by these minority communities. The 

Digambarland foreign ministry advised that the state of Mahayana should be more liberal and 

progressive in its policies relating to marijuana. The state of Digambarland also replied that 

none of the plants that were created by god or evolved due to Natural Selection are bad or 

sinful. True, excessive use of these substances can damage health and the countries will have 

to evolve new policies to tackle addiction related problems.  

 

6. The state of Digambarland is one of the major suppliers of THC (Tetra Hydra Cannabinol 

and Opiate based drugs). It was also a major exporter of generic drugs. The country does not 

have a patent law system, even though it recognised other IPR such as Trademark, 

Copyrights, Geographical Indicators, Industrial Designs. The country also boasted of a very 

good healthcare system and 20% of its foreign exchange earnings came from healthcare 

tourism for patients coming from European and American continents. In all other social, 
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economic and cultural parameters, the state of Digambarland was a few steps ahead of 

Mahayana. Due to the lack of an appropriate patent system, many of the western nations had 

a grudge against Digambarland. Since it was a small country away from the global 

mainstream, there was nothing much they could do to influence Digambarland’s domestic 

policies.  

 

7. During the 1970s, the state of Mahayana commissioned European and North American 

companies to collect evidence on the quantum of drugs, mostly marijuana that was 

transported from Digambarland into the territories of Mahayana. These companies were able 

to provide substantial documentary evidence to prove that the residents of Digambarland used 

the following methods to smuggle marijuana into the territories of Mahayana – 

 

a) Using trained passenger pigeons. Each of these pigeons could carry upto 30 grams of 

marijuana in each trip to destinations in Mahayana, upto about 30 kms into its territory. Many 

of these pigeons made more than one trip a day. Unofficial estimates indicated that the 

Digambarland had one million passenger pigeons.  

 

b) The technically savvy border residents of Digambarland were experts in building 

subterranean tunnels. In the border areas, they had made tunnels that were about 15-20 km 

long. Geo-thermal images showed that the total length of such subterranean channels across 

the border were more than 7500 kms.  

 

c) There is a river ‘Pahruli’ that originates in Digambarland and runs through the entire 

territory of Mahayana, before flowing into the Indian Ocean. The residents in Digambarland 

and Mahayana had evolved a mechanism of sending fully submerged waterproof parcels 

through the river flow.  

 

8. In the meantime, there are newspaper reports which speaks about existence of a right wing 

terrorist organisation formed in Digamberland and Mahayana border areas. The right wing 

terrorist organisation named as Gajranda Kal is waging a war against both Digamberland and 

Mahayana to form a separate nation against the majority of Jains and Muslims. Interestingly, 

Gajranda Kal was the re-emergence of an international terrorist organisation named Bish Par. 
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Bish Par was declared as a terrorist organisation and banned by the United Nations Security 

Council Resolution for its terrorist activities.  

 

9.  In 1984, Claytank, a European think tank reported quoting UN Financing of Terrorism 

Committee that the Gajranda Kal controls the 70 percentage of drugs flowing from 

Digamberland to Mahayana and benefits illegally. Ideologically, consumption of drugs 

particularly Cannabis is part of the cultural practice of the Gajranda Kal. Further, it worships 

rodents and prohibited the killing of rodents. Hence it was against the Digamberland and 

Mahayana states activities in controlling drug production and trafficking. The state of 

Mahayana did not take seriously the fact of existence of this terrorist organisation because of 

the internal lobby of powerful business corporates who are also benefitting from Gajranda 

Kal. 

 

10. Mahayana produced this evidences to the International community in 1985. Gradually, 

many of the Western nations and even the United Nations felt that the transfer of drugs from 

Digambarland into Mahayana violates the International Treaty Law relating to drug 

trafficking. The international community pointed out that even though a state can permit use 

of marijuana, poppy and coca in its territory for its population, the rest of the world have a 

vested interest in ensuring that these substances should not be transported to the neighbouring 

countries when the neighbour objects to such transfers. They further pointed out that there is 

plenty of credible evidence to show that large quantities of marijuana were regularly 

transported from Digambarland into Mahayana for several decades. Hence, they demanded 

that the state of Digambarland prohibit its citizens in assisting the transfer of marijuana 

through the above-mentioned channels of transport and eliminate the terrorist organisation 

Gajranda Kal as a beneficiary to the drug trafficking.  The state of Digambarland refused to 

accept the advice of the International community. Hence, the International community 

through United Nations imposed economic sanctions against Digambarland which included 

the following: 

 

a) Prohibition of International Civil Aviation Flights into Digambarland 

b) Refusal to accept exports from Digambarland particularly generic drugs 

c) Refusal of visa to the residents of Digambarland 

d) Prohibition of export of oil to Digambarland 
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e) Citizens from other nations were prohibited from availing the healthcare tourism services 

offered by the Digambarland hospitals.  

 

However, the United Nations as part of the resolution assured Digambarland that these 

sanctions are purely temporary and if the state of Digambarland can show credible evidence 

on the measures it has taken to prevent the drug traffic linking to the funding of terrorism, 

these sanctions will be lifted.  

 

11. Hence, in 2000, the state of Digambarland realised that despite its high level of self-

reliance and economic progress, it cannot be an odd person out in International community. 

There was a national debate. The parliament of Digambarland realised that they cannot 

survive for a long time economically, if they cannot export their generic and opiate based 

drugs and if the money that the international patients bring into Digambarland, when they 

avail healthcare tourism, stops coming. Further, it was decided at the highest level that the 

terrorist organisation Gajranda Kal has to be eliminated mainly because of the sanction by 

UNSC.  

 

12. Based on UNSC decision, Mahayana also imposed unilateral sanctions over 

Digambarland. However, there were bilateral negotiations between Digambarland and 

Mahayana regarding lifting of sanction once the terrorist group is eliminated. The 

negotiations culminated with an exchange notes which formed an international agreement 

between Digambarland and Mahayana. Further, under international supervision, the 

Digambarland Parliament agreed to reduce the number of passenger pigeons in the country 

and put in place effective mechanism to prohibit the overflight of passenger pigeons from 

Digambarland into Mahayana. For this purpose, they used trained eagles, falcons and the bird 

‘Rajali’ to ensure that no bird ever flew into Digambarland. Steps were taken to ensure that 

most of the subterranean tunnels were closed in their part of the territory and the government 

put in place a credible mechanism to prevent the flow of submerged parcels through the river 

Pahruli. In fact, the important actors of the International community acknowledged that the 

state of Digambarland virtually stopped the exit of drugs from their territory and Gajranda 

Kal was completely eliminated from its territory by a surgical strike in the training camps of 

Gajranda Kal.  Hence, in 2010, Digambarland insisted that the United Nations should lift the 

economic sanctions against it totally and unconditionally.  
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12. Meanwhile, in 2010, the healthcare professionals and scientists of Digambarland became 

world leaders in ‘Gene Editing’ technology. They had a strong reason for this. The idea 

behind this technology was not to have designer babies with preferred traits. This technology 

was the country’s response to deal with the problem of drug addiction. They believed that 

substance addiction is genetic phenomenon and altering the genes of addiction, either during 

gestation or after the person had become an addict, can substantially reduce the problem of 

withdrawal symptoms in addicts, thereby enabling the addicts to kick out the habit. However, 

many religiously inclined Christian and Islamic countries believed that the employment of 

‘Gene Editing’ technology is against their religious belief and it is a blatant effort by reckless 

humans to undo what god has done. Hence, they demanded that the state of Digambarland 

stop the evolution of these technologies. Many of the North American and European 

companies who were unhappy with the total absence of a patent system in Digambarland, 

pressurised their government to compel the state of Digambarland to introduce a patent 

system. The state of Digambarland refused to comply with the demands of rolling back ‘Gene 

Editing’ technology or introducing of a patent system. 

 

13. Other influential members of the International community felt that the original reason for 

imposition of sanctions against Digambarland was their role in drug trafficking which led to 

the funding of terrorism. Since the state of Digambarland had substantially addressed this 

issue, there is no legal justification for continuance of the economic sanctions. When the 

matter of lifting of the sanctions was debated in the UN General Assembly, the state of 

Mahayana insisted, with the support of major capitalist countries, that unless the state of 

Digambarland rolls back its technological developments in ‘Gene Editing’ and ‘Stem Cell’ 

technologies and also introduces a patent system, the sanctions should not be lifted. Further, it 

was reported that the Gajranda Kal is still active and involved in terrorist activities. This 

debate continued in the UN for more than 3-4 years. Finally, the UNSC lifted its sanctions 

imposed against Digambarland. However Mahayana did not lift the sanctions imposed 

against the state of Digambarland  as promised earlier. Hence, the state of Digambarland 

availed the compulsory jurisdiction of ICJ against the state of Mahayana for the total lifting 

of economic sanctions on the ground that the sanctions were originally imposed for a 

different reason and it had done its best in addressing the concerns. The state of 

Digambarland had substantially removed the cause of conflict. At this point of time, neither 
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the state of Mahayana nor the International Community should be allowed to shift the goal 

post once the game has begun and the rules are well set in advance.  

 

14. The Registry of ICJ intimated the State of Mahayana of the Application filed by 

Digambarland. The State of Mahayana in a letter to ICJ accepted the Jurisdiction of ICJ. 

 

 

Accordingly, 

Digambarland, the   Applicant requests the Court to adjudge and declare that 

1. Mahayana has violated the freedom, autonomy and political independence of 

Digambarland violating International Law and the UN Charter 

2. Mahayana is liable for the disruption of its economic activity, trade, movement of its 

citizens and medical tourism. 

3. Mahayana is liable to make full reparations to the people of Digambarland for the injury 

caused to them for the loss of freedom and human rights to movement and carry on the trade. 

 

 

Mahayana as Respondent requests the Court to adjudge and declare that  

1. Digambarland has violated the territorial integrity and political independence of Mahayana 

during armed attack on the terrorist outfit. 

 2.Digambarland has violated international law by financing of terrorism through drug 

trafficking and the cause of conflict, thus, has not been removed completely.    

3.Mahayana is not liable to pay reparations to the Digambarland and its people as the 

imposition of sanction is within the permissible limits of international law. 

 

 

15. Both the countries have signed, ratified and put in place a legislative and executing 

mechanism to implement the following treaty obligations: 

(i) The UN Charter and Statute of ICJ (including the compulsory jurisdiction of ICJ for 

settling international disputes) 

(ii) Vienna Convention on Law of treaties 

(iii) General Agreement of Trade and Tariffs 

(iv) WTO 
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(v)  WHO 

(vi) Bilateral Treaty 

 

Earlier, both the countries in UN General Assembly had voted in support of the many General 

Assembly resolutions on Permanent Sovereignty over Natural Resources, Charter on 

Economic Rights and Duties of States. 
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RULES OF THE COMPETITION 

1. THEME AND DATE 

The 4
th
 VITSOL National Moot Court Competition on International Law shall be held 

from March 29, 2019 to March 31, 2019. 

 

2. LANGUAGE 

The Competition shall be conducted in English language only.  

 

3. ELIGIBILITY 

The Competition is open for students pursuing three or five-year LL.B Degree Course 

from any recognized College/University/Law School subject to the fulfilment of 

registration formalities. 

 

4. TEAM COMPOSITION 

4.1. Each Team shall consist of a minimum of two members and a maximum of three 

members. 

4.2. Every Team shall consist of two speakers and a maximum of one researcher. 

 

5. REGISTRATION 

5.1.Teams from each Participating Institution are requested to fill the Registration Form 

and Travel Details at https://goo.gl/forms/4ncf8M7K8PQ5o8nC3 in order to confirm 

their participation.  

5.2.Teams will be registered upon receipt of Original DD (Rs. 2500/-) in favor of “Vellore 

Institute of Technology”, payable at Chennai. 

5.3.Teams which are registered according to Rule 5.2 will be provided with a Team Code, 

which will be intimated to the official E-mail ID.  

5.4.The details provided in the registration form shall be final for the purposes of 

certificates and awards. 

 

6. MEMORIAL EVALUATION AND QUALIFICATION 

6.1. The Team must send a Soft Copy of their memorial for evaluation to 

chennai.vitsolmcs@vit.ac.in. 

https://goo.gl/forms/4ncf8M7K8PQ5o8nC3
mailto:chennai.vitsolmcs@vit.ac.in
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6.2. Late submission shall attract a penalty of one point per side (Applicant and 

Respondent) for every 12-hour delay subject to a maximum delay of 2 days.  

6.3. Memorial submitted as per Rules 6.1 and 6.2 will be considered for evaluation. 

 

7. ORAL ROUNDS 

7.1. The student counsels shall not state their names during Oral rounds, and must use 

their Team Code assigned to the Team. 

7.2. There shall be two preliminary rounds, a quarter final round, a semi-final round 

and a final round. If the number of Teams participating is less than twelve, there 

shall be no quarter final round.  

7.3. During the Oral Rounds: 

7.3.1. Each Round will take place for a total of ninety (90) minutes. Applicant/s and 

Respondent/s are each allotted forty-five (45) minutes. 

7.3.2. The Team may not allocate more than twenty-five (25) minutes, including 

rebuttal or surrebuttal, to either Oralist. 

7.3.3. Time allocated but not used by one Oralist may not be used by another 

Oralist, or in rebuttal or surrebutal. 

7.3.4. Judges may, at their discretion, extend total Team argument beyond the forty-

five (45) minute allocation. 

7.3.5. Each Team may reserve up to ten (10) minutes for rebuttal or surrebuttal. 

7.3.6. The arguments should be confined to the issues presented in the memorial. 

7.3.7. The Researcher needs to be present with the Oralists during the oral 

arguments. 

7.3.8. The Researcher is not allowed to pass notes to the Speaker during the 

Rounds. Maximum scores for the Oral Rounds shall be 100 points per 

speaker. 

7.3.9. The Oral Rounds shall be judged on the following criteria: 

i. Knowledge of Law: 20 points 

ii. Application of Law to Facts: 20 points 

iii. Ingenuity and ability to answer questions: 20 points 

iv. Style, Poise, Courtesy and Demeanor: 20 points 

v. Time Management: 10 points 

vi. Organization: 10 points 
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7.4. Only the Oral Communications described in Rule 7.3 are permitted. In particular, no 

written communication or exhibits may be presented or delivered by any Team member 

to any Judge or Court Officer during the oral rounds 

7.5. Oral Courtroom Communication and Activity at the Counsel Table – Communication at 

the Counsel Table between Team Members may only be in writing to prevent disruption. 

Team and Team-affiliated spectators shall avoid all unnecessary noise, outbursts, or other 

inappropriate behavior which distracts the Court from the arguments in progress. Any 

such incident, if reported by the presiding Judges, shall lead to disqualification. 

7.6. Written Courtroom Communication – Written Communication during the Oral Rounds 

shall be limited to the Team members sitting at the counsel table. No other written 

communication may take place between any combination of the following parties: 

judges, the oralist, Team Members sitting at the counsel table, or spectators (including 

Team Members sitting in the audience). Violation of the Rule will lead to 

disqualification. 

 

8. PRELIMINARY ROUNDS AND QUARTER FINAL ROUNDS 

8.1. Lots will be drawn during the orientation after the Inauguration Ceremony. The 

Exchange of Memorial will take place in the same evening. 

8.2. There will be two preliminary oral rounds per Team. 

8.3. No two Teams shall face each other more than once in the Preliminary Rounds. 

8.4. All efforts will be made to ensure that no Team faces the same Bench more than 

once. 

8.5. The Quarter Final Rounds shall be based on ranks obtained in the Preliminary 

Round. The Top 8 Teams which have the highest aggregate Memorial Scores and 

Preliminary Oral Rounds scores shall qualify for the Quarter Final Rounds.  

8.6. In case of tie, in the Preliminary Oral Round the highest Oral Round score will be 

the determinant factor to resolve the tie. 

8.7. The Top 4 Teams which have the highest Quarterfinal Oral Round score will 

qualify for the Semi-Finals. Memorial Scores will not be included while 

calculating the Quarter Final scores except in case of Tie. 

 

9. SEMI-FINAL AND FINAL 

9.1. The Semi- Final shall be knock-out rounds.  
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9.2. Memorial Scores will not be added to the scores of Semi-Final and Final Rounds. 

 

10. SCORING AND RESULTS 

10.1. Each Judge will score each Memorial on a scale of fifty (50) points. 

10.2. Each Judge will score each Oralist on a scale of hundred (100) points. 

10.3. The Results will be announced after each Round. 

10.4. The Result of the Final Round shall be announced at the Valedictory ceremony. 

 

11. MEMORIALS 

The following guidelines must be strictly followed for the memorials. Non-compliance 

will entail penalties as provided below: 

11.1. Teams have to prepare Memorial for both sides. 

11.2. All soft copies must be entailed in .PDF (Portable Document Format) only. Any 

other file extension will entail a penalty of 2 points. Attachments should be titled 

as <Team Code> <A> for Petitioner side and as <Team Code> <R> for 

Respondent side. E.g., 30A and 30R. The soft copies of the memorials must be 

emailed to chennai.vitsolmcs@vit.ac.in. Each Team must ensure that the subject 

of the email reads “Memorial Submission by Team Code_____”. 

11.3. The Teams are required to submit 5 hard copies of the memorial for each side on 

or before the last day. Delay would entail a penalty of 2 points per day.  

11.4. Teams must not disclose the identity of their College/University anywhere in the 

Memorial. Team Code assigned to each Team shall be mentioned at the top right 

corner of the cover page of the memorial. 

11.5. The Team shall not mention anywhere, their identity including the institution 

name other than the Registration Form. Non-compliance with this Rule will entail 

penalties which may extend to disqualification. 

11.6. The content of the Hard Copies must be the same as that of soft copies. Non-

compliance with this Rule will entail penalties which may extend to 

disqualification. 

11.7. The memorials have to be submitted on A4 size paper, printed on only one side, 

and must contain the following sections: 

i. Cover Page; 

ii. Table of Contents; 

mailto:chennai.vitsolmcs@vit.ac.in
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iii. Index of Authorities; 

iv. Statement of Jurisdiction; 

v. Statement of Facts; 

vi. Statement of Issues; 

vii. Summary of Arguments; 

viii. Arguments Advanced; and 

ix. Prayer  

Non-compliance with this Rule with respect to sections (i) to (vii) and (ix) will 

result in a penalty of 1 point per missing section. Non-compliance of the Rule 

with respect to section (viii) will result in the Memorial not being considered for 

evaluation at all. 

11.8. The Memorials must be printed in Times New Roman font, font size 12 with 

1.5-line spacing. All paragraphs must be justified aligned. The footnotes must be 

in Times New Roman font, font size 10 with single line spacing. The arguments 

advanced should not exceed 15 pages. The memorial as a whole should not 

exceed 30 pages including the cover page. The memorials should have a margin 

measuring one inch on all sides of each page. The numbering should be on the 

bottom and center of each page. The Applicant memorial cover page shall be 

printed on blue color A4 size paper, and the Respondent memorial on red color 

A4 size paper. A uniform style of citation according to Bluebook 19
th
 Edition 

should be followed throughout the memorial.  

Non-compliance would result in a penalty of maximum of 10 points. 

11.9. The maximum scores for the memorial shall be 100 points. The memorials shall 

be evaluated on the following criteria: 

i. Knowledge of Law and Facts; 25 points 

ii. Proper and Articulate Analysis: 25 points 

iii. Extent and use of Research: 20 points 

iv. Clarity and Organization: 20 points 

v. Grammar and Style: 10 points 

11.10. Memorial Scores shall be added to the Oral Score only in the Preliminary 

Rounds. In case of tie, the Oral Scores will be taken to determine the higher 

placed team. 
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12. JUDGES AND ELIGIBILITY TO JUDGE 

12.1. The Chairman will determine the eligibility of persons to serve as Judges. 

12.2. Unless expressly permitted or approved by the Chairman, Team Advisors, or 

others directly affiliated with a Team, may not act as Judges in any Round until 

the Team they advise has been eliminated from the Competition. 

12.3. Affiliations which Do Not Constitute Conflict of Interest – The difference 

between a mere Affiliation and a Conflict of Interest is the reasonable inference 

of partiality. Absent additional facts. 

 

13. ANONYMITY OF TEAMS 

13.1. Judges should not attempt to ascertain the school of any Team during a 

competition. However, in circumstances where the judge believes his or her 

evaluation of a particular Memorial would be affected by knowledge of whether 

or not the primary language used by the Team Members in their legal studies is 

English, the judge may request VITSOL MCS Convener to reveal this 

information. 

 

14. ORAL ROUND CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

14.1. For the purpose of this Rule, the following definitions shall apply: 

14.1.1. With respect to a given Oral Round, an “Affiliation” means a personal or 

professional between a judge and a school, coach, or Team member that 

is participating in the competition in which the judge is participating. 

14.1.2. With respect to a given Oral Round, a “Conflict of Interest” means an 

Affiliation which would, in the eyes if a reasonable observer, create an 

inference that the affiliated judge would be unable to be impartial as to 

the conduct or result of the Oral Round. 

14.2. Prohibition and Mitigation of Conflict of Interest. The Convener should avoid 

placing a judge into an Oral Round in which he or she has a Conflict of Interest. 

In the event the Convener is unable to avoid a Conflict of Interest, the Convener 

should take responsible steps to mitigate the effects of the conflict on the Oral 

Round.  

Such steps might include: 

14.2.1. Obtaining a waiver from both Teams in the Oral Round 
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14.2.2. Informing the other members of the panel of the judge’s affiliation 

14.2.3. Adding to the panel a judge with a proportional Affiliation with the 

opposing Team, and 

14.2.4. Assigning a neutral official to observe the Oral Round and the 

subsequent deliberations to determine whether the Conflict of Interest 

affected the outcome of the Oral Round. 

14.3. Waiver by Consent of Both Teams- Any Conflict of Interest shall be cured by the 

express oral or written waiver, either before or after the Oral Round, of both 

Teams. In this event, neither Team may later file an appeal or other complaint on 

the basis of Conflict of Interest. 

In Addition: 

14.3.1. If a Team is aware of an Affiliation before the commencement of an Oral 

Round and fails to report it, before the Oral Round begins, it shall be 

deemed to have waived the Conflict of Interest. 

14.3.2. If a Team becomes aware of an Affiliation after the completion of an 

Oral Round and fails to report before the completion of the Tournament, 

it shall be deemed to have waived the Conflict of Interest. 

14.4. Prophylactic Avoidance of Conflicts- It is the duty of a judge to report any 

Affiliations at the time he or she registers to judge or, subsequently, directly to 

the Convener in advance of the Competition. The Convener shall investigate any 

alleged Affiliation (whether self-reported by a judge or otherwise) and shall 

determine whether such Affiliation constitutes a Conflict of Interest. 

14.5. Reporting Obligation of Teams- If a Team believes that an Affiliation exists 

which may form the basis of a Conflict of Interest, it shall promptly inform the 

Convener. The Convener shall take appropriate steps to investigate and, if he or 

she determines that a Conflict of Interest exists, to eliminate or mitigate such 

Conflict of Interest. The Team’s failure to timely inform the Convener will 

constitute a waiver under Rule 14.3. 

 

15. SCOUTING 

15.1. No member of any Team will be permitted to hear the arguments in any Court 

Room in which that Team is not one of the contesting teams is whilst that Team 
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is still in the Competition. Scouting by any Team in any manner shall result in 

instant disqualification. 

 

16. AWARDS AND PRIZES 

16.1. Winning Team Award: A trophy and a cash prize  

16.2. Runners-up Team Award: A trophy and a cash prize 

16.3. Best Memorial: A trophy and a cash prize 

16.4. Best Speaker: A trophy and a surprise prize 

16.5. Certificates will be provided to the Team with the Second-Best Memorial, Second 

Best Speaker.  

 

17. DECISION OF THE JUDGES SHALL BE FINAL 

 

18. ACCOMMODATION, FOOD AND TRANSPORTATION 

18.1. Transportation would be provided for the Teams from the Railway Station or 

Airport upon arrival. Multiple pickups for a single team will not be entertained. 

The Teams however, must make their own arrangements during departure. 

18.2. All Teams would be assisted by an Usher, who shall be the single point of contact 

for the Team with regard the Moot Court Competition. The Usher will also 

intimate the Team on the accommodation provided to them. Food will be 

provided free of cost. 

18.3. Accommodation will be provided only on the days of the competition. 

18.4. Food will be provided only on the days of the competition. 

 

19. CLARIFICATION REGARDING THE MOOT PROPOSITION 

19.1. All queries relating to clarifications regarding the Moot Proposition should be sent 

to chennai.vitsolmcs@vit.ac.in. 

 

20. AUDIO AND VIDEOTAPING 

20.1. Audio and Videotaping of the Court Room proceedings is strictly prohibited. 

Violation will entail a penalty of disqualification. 

 

21. COMPUTERS, MOBILE PHONES, AND OTHER ELECTRONIC DEVICES IN COURTROOMS 

mailto:chennai.vitsolmcs@vit.ac.in
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21.1. During an Oral Round, Oralists at the podium and participants seated at the 

counsel table may not operate, for any purpose, mobile phones, laptops, PDAs, or 

any other electronic devices, particularly those with internet connectivity, or have 

instant messaging capabilities. All such devices, including mobile phones, must 

be turned off and removed from sight as Judges enter the room, and must remain 

switched off and out of sight until the conclusion of the Oral Round. A Team that 

violates this Rule forfeits up to up to thirty Oral Round Points. 

 

 

22. CONTACT 

22.1. In case of any queries or clarification regarding the Moot Court Competition, 

contact: 

i) Parvathi Suresh- +91-7010023522 

ii) Kishandhan - +91-7010308348 

iii) Vedhavel - +91-94443 06908 

22.2. E-Mail ID: chennai.vitsolmcs@vit.ac.in. Mails would be replied within 24 hours 

of receipt.  

22.3. Queries Regarding Propositions should only be sent to the E-Mail Address of the 

Moot Court Society. Phone calls will not be entertained. 

 

Address: 

Dean, VIT School of Law,  

VIT Chennai Campus, VIT University, 

Vandalur-Kelambakkam Road, 

Chennai – 600127. 
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IMPORTANT DATES 

 

 

 

 

S. 

No. 

PARTICULARS DATE TIME  

[in Indian Standard 

Time (IST)] 

1. Registration Form and Travel Details 

https://goo.gl/forms/4ncf8M7K8PQ5o8nC3  

28
th
 February 

2019 

2359 hours (11:59 

PM) 

2. Hard Copy of Demand Draft 7
th
  March 2019 - 

3. Moot Proposition clarification on or before 

14
th
  March 

2019 

- 

3. Soft Copy of Memorials on or before  

19
th
 March 

2019 

2359 hours (11:59 

PM) 

4. Hard Copy of Memorials on or before 

25
th
 March 

2019 

1600 hours (04:00 

PM) 

5. Competition  29
th
 – 31

st
  

March 2019 

- 

 

 

https://goo.gl/forms/4ncf8M7K8PQ5o8nC3

