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CMR University, School of Legal Studies strives to attract and facilitate the foray of

enterprising, smart, and intelligent young individuals into the legal profession. The

Law School seeks to emphasize on the integration of enterprising initiatives and

creative programs in the curricular activity, transcending conventional academic

orientation so as to inculcate within each of its students, a vibrant and more real

outlook towards life and career. Since its inception, the college has gone from

strength to strength establishing itself as one of the premier law schools in the

country. The Week Magazine ranked CMR University, School of Legal Studies as

the 2nd Best Private Law College in South India in their recently conducted survey

of the best colleges in India. The Law School has consistently been recognised as one

of the Top Law Schools in the country, consecutively from the past 10 years. CMR

University, School of Legal Studies organizes Biennial National Level Moot Court

Competitions and National Level Cross-Examination Competitions which has been

by far the only one of its kind. The CMR Memorial Guest Lecture Series has in the

past, been highly successful in inviting distinguished legal luminaries including the

present and former Governors of Karnataka, judges of the Supreme Court and the

High Courts, successful trial and corporate lawyers from all over the world. 

CMR UNIVERSITY, SCHOOL OF LEGAL STUDIES
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The CMR National Moot Court Competition, the flagship event at CMR University,
School of Legal Studies is a biennial event that witnesses participation by premier legal
institutions in the country. This competition attempts to facilitate the development of
skills of interpretation and legal reasoning in the participating students, with a benign
hope of encouraging them to achieve greater heights. 
The previous edition of the same was held virtually in the year 2020. 

The current edition shall be restricted to a total participation by not more than 20 teams
competing in two preliminary rounds to be judged by experienced advocates,
professionals and law teachers from Bangalore. Each semi- final round shall be judged by
a bench of three senior advocates and the final round shall be presided by a bench of five
sitting judges from the High Court of Karnataka.

This moot, as any other, expects to present important questions of law that are challenging
yet accessible and inviting; and enable participants to present the best of themselves -as
aspiring practitioners of law and as ladies/gentlemen with integrity, wisdom and
eloquence. 

CMR VIII NATIONAL MOOT COURT
COMPETITION, 2022
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1. Metafax Data Analytics India (hereinafter referred as MFDAI) is a public

unlisted company incorporated on 26th June, 2006 under the Companies Act,

1956. It is an affiliate of Meta Corporation, a multinational Company (commonly

known as the Metafax Group). Headquartered in Sweden, Metafax Group’s

revenue as of 31st March, 2021 stood at approximately INR 6,536 Cr and is a

major contributor and critical to the Financial Markets and Credit Data Analytics

program in India. MFDAI is claimed to be India's most relied Credit Information

Company since its launch in early 2006 and generates annual revenue to the

tune of INR. 600 Cr. In India, MFDAI is engaged in the business of ‘data’,

‘analytics’ and ‘technology’, besides contributing to the financial health of the

credit market in India. MFDAI holds a Certificate of Registration as a Credit

Information Company in India. The other companies which hold a Certificate of

Registration in India include Credit Bureau Analytics Ltd. (CBAL), Multi-clear

Data Bureau Ltd. (MCDBL) and Credit Data Corporation of India Ltd (CDCIL)

(hereinafter collectively referred as “CICs”)

2. The CICs enable a fair, consistent and responsible lending environment

thereby, preventing fraud and increasing capital flow and liquidity in the

markets. CICs maintain credit-related information of ‘individuals’ and

‘companies’. The credit- related information pertains to loans and credit cards.

The data is sourced by the CICs from their ‘member institutions’ at periodic

intervals. The ‘data’ is then transformed into ‘information’ by means of data

analytics to create ‘Credit Reports’. The Credit Report reflects a summary of

credit worthiness of an individual or a company by virtue of categorization of

their Credit Report which then summarily reflects their respective Credit Scores.

The CICs also act as a central database for Credit Information of individuals and

companies, for the market regulator. While the CICs are not permitted to lend or

make any direct lending decisions, they provide the Credit Score and Credit

Report based on the analytics to banks and other financial institutions, which is

then used as the basis to either accept or reject a loan and/or credit card

application, based on creditworthiness.

MOOT
PROPOSITION
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3. In India any Credit Card, Personal Loan, Home Loan, Auto Loan, Consumer  

Durable Loan or any other form of ‘Credit’ or ‘Loan’ necessitates a favorable

Credit Score generated by CICs such as MFDAI, CBAL etc. In this connection

the Federal Reserve Bank of India (FRBI) requires that: “Banks/FIs should

include in their credit appraisal processes/loan policies, suitable provisions for

obtaining Credit Information Reports (CIR)s from one or more CICs so that

the credit decisions are based on information available in the system.”

4. As per the CICs, the Credit Score is calculated based on the credit behavior.

It ranges between 300- 900 and a score above 700 is generally considered

“ideal”. The higher the Credit Score the better the chances of getting a loan.

Several Committee Reports in India and overseas, including that of the World

Bank suggests that Credit Information is very essential to lend fairly,

consistently, responsibly, and more importantly to prevent fraud. 

5. Venkatesh Ramaswamy, is a Non-Residential Indian (NRI) and ‘Professor’ at

the Agriculture University of Dubai. He is an expert, regularly consulted on

revamping the agricultural sector in the testing terrains of the Middle East and

is also an advisor to the Gulf Cooperation Council on the subject. Prior to

moving to Dubai, Mr. Ramaswamy served as a Professor at the Agricultural

University, Bengaluru in Karnataka, India and is a recipient of several

prestigious awards and honors for his implementation of ‘sustainable farming

models’ across the nation. Currently his regular source of Income (i.e., Salary

from his Teaching Assignment amounting to 22,500/- Dirhams) is not taxable,

as per the applicable law in India. However, he regularly files his income tax

returns (ITR) in India. 

6. Coming from a family of farmers, his philanthropy extends to the cause of

farmers and sustainable farming. Inclined to his roots in India, he treats it as

his moral responsibility to contribute portions of his income to the education

of Indian farmers. His contributions are usually by way of donations to

educational institutions and Self-Help Groups in the agriculture sector in

India. Mr. Ramaswamy leads the way for his generation with a simple lifestyle

and contributes immensely to the society.

MOOT PROPOSITION
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7. In December 2021, Mr. Ramaswamy was invited by the Government of

Karnataka as the Chief Guest to the annual conclave on ‘Sustainable Farming

and Agriculture Credit Schemes’ to share his ideas on the subject. Mr.

Ramaswamy accepted the invitation as it would also allow him to spend time

with his family and ailing parents at Bengaluru, Karnataka. To avoid exposure

of himself and his family to the looming pandemic, Mr. Ramaswamy decided

to buy an economy class 4- wheeler (Car). The cost of the Car amounted to

INR. 12,00,000/-. 

8. After making a down payment of INR. 4, 25,000/-, Mr. Ramaswamy applied

for a loan of INR 7, 75,000/- from the bank through his NRI Account. The

Banker sought his Aadhaar, PAN Card and Income Certifications (attested by

the Consulate) and Income Tax Returns (ITR), duly filed in India. On

assessment and verification, the documents were found to be in order and

satisfactory for the disbursement of the loan. As part of the regulatory

requirement to disburse loans, the Banker then proceeded towards seeking the

“Credit Score” of Mr. Ramaswamy from the CICs. MFDAI and other CICs

reported Mr. Ramaswamy’s Credit Score as: -1 (i.e., minus one).

9. Mr. Ramaswamy has never applied for a loan or held a credit card to this

day. The Credit Report of CICs cited lack of “credit worthiness” resulting in

rejection of the loan application. Several other Bankers and Non-Banking

Financial Companies (NBFCs) were approached and none of these financial

institutions would consider Mr. Ramaswamy’s application favorably. To his

surprise, he found that his financial stability and ability to repay the loan was

substantially higher than the majority of the Indian population and yet, his

loan was rejected.

10.As planned, Mr. Ramaswamy attended several farmers’ meets and the state

conclave. On 21st December, 2021, Mr. Ramaswamy received a call from his

wife that his father, Mr. Gurunath Ramaswamy, was taken to the hospital due

to breathlessness and chest congestion. On reaching the hospital, Mr.

Gurunath Ramaswamy passed away due to pneumonia and a drastic drop in

his oxygen levels. The entire family tested positive for Covid-19. Mr.

Ramaswamy’s mother also passed away from the same complications in a few

days. Mr. Ramaswamy, thought that his decision to not purchase the car and

his constant movement using public transport and constant travel may have

led to him and his family contracting Covid.

MOOT PROPOSITION

07



11. Intrigued by the term used to reject his application, Mr. Ramaswamy

further researched on the term that bothered him the most- “credit

worthiness”. What Mr. Ramaswamy uncovered was that his eligibility for a

loan is determined by his Credit Score which is computed by the CICs, which

are authorized by the FRBI. The CICs source data from Banks, NBFCs and

such other lenders, to assess the ability of an individual to repay the loan. Mr.

Ramaswamy gathered that: as he had never borrowed in the past, there was no

history or data to assess his credit worthiness and as such the Credit Score may

have reflected as -1. Simple questions that Mr. Ramaswamy could not find

answers were:

     a. Whether the Credit Score of large defaulters who were examined prior to     

sanctioning their loans still resulted in Non- Performing Assets (NPAs)?

    b.What happens to the farmers, who depend on agricultural loans? It was

imminent that a farmer in India, would also be subject to the “credit

worthiness”, which Mr. Ramaswamy was subjected to?

    c.Whether Loan applications of street vendors, small businesses etc. all fall

under the remit of credit worthiness even if these loans were as low as INR

10,000/-?

12. Apparently, it seemed as an inherent flaw in the system as Mr.

Ramaswamy’s research progressed. He further gathered that CICs inter alia

relied on “repayment history”, “credit balance and utilization”, “duration of

loan”, “nature of the loan i.e. short- term and long-term” etc. Thus, taking a

loan, then displaying financial discipline and continuously honoring the

payments resulted in a better score. Another news article stated that ‘New

Credit enquiries’ i.e., multiple enquiries for Credit Score from a Credit

Information Company would also negatively impact the Credit Score.

13. Mr. Ramaswamy shared the above findings from his preliminary research

with a Social Activist and Advocate, Ms. Pallavi Mistry. Ms. Mistry would then

relate the matter to her clients, mostly farmers from adjacent villages, seeking

help to secure loans for their upcoming seasonal cultivation. Most of the

farmers contributed to the region by receiving several accolades from the

government and the business sectors for a sustainable farming model, which

Mr. Ramaswamy had helped implement during his days at Bengaluru.

MOOT PROPOSITION
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 However, they were unable to secure loans and none of them were aware of

the reason for such rejections. Both Ms. Mistry and Mr. Ramaswamy met

with Branch Managers of Banks and Financial Institutions in the area and

were informed that the farmers’ loan applications were rejected on account

of their very poor ‘credit score’. While some farmers were also shown to

have defaulted in the preceding year, the fact that these loans were waived

by the Government of Karnataka, were not considered while arriving at the

Credit Score. Some of the farmers were also first-time borrowers who never

had taken a loan and were self-reliant, due to their sustainable farming

model. However, while they would seek loan for agricultural land, to scale

up their activities or for advanced equipment, the loan application is either

rejected on account of a lower Credit Score or alternatively the Banker

would seek very high interest rates than the prevailing interest rates in the

market. Even the loans offered under various Schemes of Government of

India, would fall within the ambit of the requirement of credit worthiness.

This meant a farmer, street vendor or small businesses seeking loan for INR

10,000/- would also require the ideal credit worthiness.

14. Ms. Mistry also recollected that she recently bought a car and availed a

loan. She was cited by her Banker that her credit score was at 799 in

February, 2019 and the Bank would charge a higher interest of 7.25%. In the

normal course if the credit score was above 800, the interest rate on her Car

Loan would be at 6.90%. The difference was that of 35 basis points. While she

had not paid much attention to the figures, it was found that a loan for a

period of 5 years would have cost her a considerably lesser interest payment.

Soon after Ms. Mistry’s discussions with Mr. Ramaswamy, she further

investigated and sought to examine her current Credit Score. It was

informed that she would not be eligible to get a Credit Score free of cost as

she had already exhausted her right to avail one free “annual credit report

and credit score” as mandated by FRBI. On paying a fee, Ms. Mistry found

from her Credit Report that her Credit Score had deteriorated to 595. The

report stated that 

MOOT PROPOSITION
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the deterioration occurred since there was considerable delay in payment of

the Car Loan EMIs. But, Ms. Mistry had diligently made her EMI payments

since February, 2019 and did not default even once. The Credit Report stated

that Ms. Mistry was supposed to make her EMI payment on 10th of every

month, and the Data reflects that she had delayed her payment by 5-6 days

every month since February 2019. On enquiry with her Bank, she learnt that

the delay in payment was due to non-payment of INR 2/- or INR. 3/- every

month. As of date the total over-due was INR 36/-. Ms. Mistry raised the

matter with her Banker, and the Banker stated that it was a technical issue in

adjustment of ‘penny amounts’. The Bank had made an error while

computing and adjusting the interest component for every month. However,

the ‘repayment history’ as conveyed by the Bank to the CICs reflected the

technical error as an ‘overdue delay’ and apparently deteriorated the “credit

worthiness” of Ms. Mistry. 

15. On 21st December 2021, the Banker at the behest of Ms. Mistry and Ms.

Mistry herself wrote to the CICs, providing details and evidence of the

technical error and sought rectification of the Credit Score. While a

resolution was promised within 30 days, the CICs maintained that it had not

received any information from Ms. Mistry’s Banker and that the Credit Score

would only be rectified post confirmation from her Banker. The CICs

demanded that it would only consider information from the ‘nodal officer’ of

the Bank who was appointed as per the Membership criteria of the CIC. Ms.

Mistry’s email to them enclosing the evidence (Letter issued by the Branch

Manager) would not suffice nor would the CIC provide to Ms. Mistry the

contact details to which the Bank is required to send the details of

rectification, citing their internal policy. To this day, Ms. Mistry’s Credit

Score remains a Mystery. As checking her Credit Score, would cost a fee and

‘multiple enquiries’ would deteriorate the Credit Score, Ms. Mistry felt the

matter requires a different approach. Ms. Mistry also learnt that the CICs had

a commercial feature of a subscription model for affluent consumers, in

which case one could pay and receive details of their “creditworthiness”. The

subscription fee would be at INR. 500/- for a month, INR 800/- for 6 months

and INR 1300/- for a year.

MOOT PROPOSITION
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16. Certain laws in India such as the Aadhaar Act, in the recent past have

invited a wide array of discussions in the Parliament and even resulted in

landmark judgements. Mr. Ramaswamy and Ms. Mistry found it disturbing

that “credit worthiness” and “privacy” related issues found little highlight,

even when large defaulters continued to flee the country and large

companies contributed to the Non- Performing Assets (NPA) plaguing the

financial system in the recent past. That, while ‘credit history’, as a tool of

assessment and analytics was continuously pursued by the CICs, despite

being Personal Information, very little was known to the general strata of

society. It was evident that the majority of the Indian population often met

with difficulties or rejections of financial assistance in times of their need.

17. Mr. Ramaswamy decided to forego the loan application but decided to

submit the findings of his report with a copy marked to the Chief Minister’s

office, Prime Minister’s Office, Ministry of Finance, Ministry of Agriculture,

Government of India and the FRBI. At Bengaluru, Ms. Mistry’s office

continued to pour in with calls for help and assistance.

18. Seeing the continued reporting of such issues plaguing the economically

challenged, Mr. Ramaswamy raised his concerns due to the depriving nature

of the term ‘Credit Worthiness’ and the subsuming issue of ‘Privacy’.

Highlights of his report inter alia questioned the inadequate application of

the precedents on ‘right to privacy’ on the legislation governing CICs; the

inherent flaw in the CICs data analytics model; cost of Credit Reports;

exploitation of Personal Information by CICs etc. He submitted a detailed

report elaborating these concerns to the Chief Justice of India.

 The Supreme Court taking suo moto cognizance of the matter has issued

notice to the relevant parties.

 

MOOT PROPOSITION
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The Participants are required to frame their own issues.

The Participants are required to prepare their submissions from both

sides.

The relevant laws in India as applicable to Credit Information

Companies shall be explicit for the submissions.

*Note: 

This Moot Problem is intended purely to be a work of fiction to enable

students of law to prepare and argue a case before a Court/ Tribunal. The

problem is drafted for the exclusive use of the School of Legal Studies,

CMR University without any limitation whatsoever and the intellectual

property solely vests with it. Any resemblances to real persons, living or

dead, or to legal persons (including companies) or to institutions,

governments or courts are purely coincidental. 

**Note:

 

 

Any attempt to contact the above mentioned person in relation to the moot

proposition shall lead to disqualification of the team.

**************

The present problem is drafted by Mr. Shanel Punnoose. Mr. Punnoose

has received several prestigious awards at various National Moot Court

Competitions and has represented his institution in India and abroad.

Currently, he serves as an officer in the Legal Department of a Critical

Financial Market Infrastructure.
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DEFINITIONS1. (i) Competition- refers to the CMR VIII National Moot Court

Competition, 2022. 

(ii) Participating Teams- refers to the teams that have duly

completed the registration procedure and are assigned a Team

Code by the Organizing Committee.

(iii) Organizing Committee- refers to the Core Committee

comprising of the Faculty Coordinators and Student

Coordinators (Convenor and Co-convenor). 

(iv) Scouting- refers to the practice of

teams/participants/observers apart from the designated teams

or permitted individuals, being present in the Court Hall.

(v) Team Code- refers to the identification code assigned to the

team by the Organizing Committee. 

GENERAL
RULES

The CMR VIII National Moot Court Competition, 2022 will

be held from 20th - 22nd May 2022 at CMR University,

School of Legal Studies, OMBR campus, Bangalore. 

2. DATE &

VENUE OF THE

COMPETITION

13



GENERAL RULES

(i) Participation is strictly restricted to bona fide law

students enrolled in the three year or five-year LL.B.

degree course in any institution in India. 

(ii) Only one team is permitted to participate from each

provisionally registered institution. 

(iii) In a team consisting of three members, two of the

members shall be designated as Speakers and the third

member shall be designated as Researcher. 

(i) Participating Teams shall duly fill and submit the

registration form on or before 06/05/2022, 11:59 PM. 

(ii) The Teams must upload the payment details on the

abovementioned form. 

    a. Registration fee (w/o accommodation)- Rs. 3,500/-

    b. Registration fee (with accommodation)- Rs. 5,000/-

(iii) Payment can be made via NEFT/Bank Transfer to the

following bank details:

Account Name: CMR University, School of Legal Studies

Account Number: 39431978708

Bank Name: State Bank of India, Lingarajapuram

Branch Address: St. Thomas Road, Lingarajapuram,

Bangalore

SWIFT Code: SBININBBM37

RTGS/IFSC Code: SBIN0040283 

(iii) Upon completion of the above steps, the teams must

duly fill the Travel Form within 24 hours of registration.

(iv) Teams that have completed Registration in accordance

with the above shall be assigned a Team Code on or before

08/05/2022, 11:59 PM. Henceforth, all correspondence to the

Organizing Committee shall specifically be done only

through the Team Code. 

iv. No alteration in the Team Composition shall be

permitted after the receipt of the Registration Form, except

at the sole discretion of the Organizing Committee. 

3. TEAM

ELIGIBILITY &

TEAM

COMPOSITION

4. REGISTRATION

PROCEDURE
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GENERAL RULES

7.

INTERPRETATION

OF RULES,

REGULATIONS

AND GUIDELINES

 

(i) All interpretations, as well as any waivers, consents or

other decisions in the administration of the Competition

are at the complete discretion of the Host Institution and

the Organizing Committee. 

(ii) Any decision made by the Host Institution or the

Organizing Committee shall be final and binding on all

participating teams.

(i) Participants shall be appropriately attired for the

rounds of the competition. Robes and collar bands are not

permitted.

(ii) The Dress Code for the Inauguration, Researcher’s

Test, Oral Rounds and Valedictory & Prize Distribution

shall strictly be: 

   a. For Gentlemen - Western Formals (White formal shirt

with black formal pants and a black blazer); and 

   b. For Ladies - Western Formals (White formal shirt with

black formal pants/black formal skirt and a black blazer) 

 

   c. On other occasions while on campus, participants may

wear casuals or formals at their convenience.

6. GENERAL

ETIQUETTE

 

(i) Participants are expected to behave in a dignified

manner and not to cause any inconvenience to the

Organizing Committee, the Judges of the Competition or

any of the other participants. 

(ii) The Organizing Committee reserves the right to take

appropriate action for any unethical, unprofessional or

immoral conduct. 

5. DRESS CODE: 

 

15



GUIDELINES
1. SUBMISSION OF MEMORIAL 

(i) Participants are required to submit Memorial or Written Submissions for both the

Petitioner as well as the Respondent. 

(ii) Soft copy of the memorials shall be submitted on or before 12/05/2022, by 11:59 PM

to nmcc@cmr.edu.in. Late submission shall attract penalties (0.5 marks per hour). 

(iii) Copies of the memorial shall be submitted in both PDF as well as Word format. The

file name must contain the Team Code and the allotted side represented by ‘P’ for

Petitioner or ‘R’ for Respondent and the file format. [For example, a memorial on

behalf of Petitioners side submitted by team assigned with team code 01 in PDF format

would be named- “TC01_P.pdf”]

(iv) Teams shall send two (2) hard Copies each of the Petitioner and Respondent

Memorials (Total 4 copies)  with the subject on the envelope as "CMR NMCC 2022" on

or before 17/05/2022 via Speed Post or Courier to the following address-

CMR University, School of Legal Studies

 No 5 Bhuvanagiri, OMBR Layout

 Bangalore 560043

 

(v) On mailing the hard copy, participants are requested to send an email to

nmcc@cmr.edu.in providing the relevant Tracking ID or Tracking Consignment

Number of the Speed Post or Courier service. 

(vi) Teams not submitting the hard copy by the aforesaid date may be listed last for the

purpose of determination of fixtures for the Preliminary Rounds and the Memorial

Score shall not be added to the Oral Rounds Score for the Total Score in the

Preliminary Rounds. Teams must note that the Memorial Score shall not be considered

even if the soft copy has been emailed but the hard copy has not been received by the

Organizing Committee by the aforementioned date. Exceptions may be made at the

sole discretion of the Organizing Committee.

MEMORIAL/ WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS
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(vii) Four (4) hard copies of each of the Petitioner and Respondent Memorials (total 8

copies) shall be submitted during the Team Registration on 20/05/2022

(viii) Participants are advised to carry additional copies of their Memorial for their

own use. Copies submitted to the Organizing Committee shall be used for the

evaluation of the Memorial, for the Exchange of Memorial and for the Judges Bench

for each of the Oral Rounds. Any form of addition or deletion to the memorial or to

any part thereof shall not be permitted after submission, the same will not be

returned for the purpose of corrections. 

2. CONTENTS OF THE MEMORIAL

(i) Each Memorial shall contain at least the following sections: 

  a. Cover Page (shall include Name and Year of the Competition, Cause Title,  

 Forum/Court, designation as Petitioner or Respondent, Team Code on the top right

corner – For example, “01P” or “01R”) 

     b. Table of Contents 

     c. Index of Authorities

     d. Statement of Jurisdiction (strictly restricted to 1 page) 

     e. Summary/Statement of Facts (strictly restricted to 1 page).

     [Note- Argumentative Statement of Facts shall be penalized]

     f. Issues Raised/Questions Presented 

     g. Summary of Arguments/Pleadings

     h. Arguments Advanced/Written Pleadings (strictly restricted to 20 pages or less) 

     i. Prayer 

(ii) The following content specifications shall be strictly adhered to:

    a. Language: English 

    b. Body Font & Size: Times New Roman, 12; Line Spacing: 1.5

    c. Footnotes Font & Size: Times New Roman, 10; Line Spacing: 1.0; 

       Paragraph Spacing: None; No additional space between footnotes 

    d. Alignment (Body & Footnotes): Justified 

    e. Margin: 1 inch on all 4 sides 

    f. Citation Method: Any Uniform method of Citation

    g. Substantive Footnoting is strictly prohibited. 

 GUIDELINES- MEMORIAL/WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS 
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3.OTHER GUIDELINES RELATING TO MEMORIALS/ WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS

The following printing specifications shall be strictly adhered to:

(i) The Cover Page shall be: Blue for Petitioner Memorial Red for Respondent

Memorial 

(ii) Only white A4 sized paper shall be used for all other pages. Use of recycled

papers is encouraged. 

(iii) The Memorials shall be printed on both sides. Each side shall be counted as one

page. 

(iv) The Memorials shall be staple bound with two/three staples on the left margin.

No other form of binding shall be accepted. The use of plastic/ cellophane sheets or

films shall attract penalties. 

(v) The Memorials shall not contain any Annexures/Appendices, Photographs,

Sketches, Exhibits, Affidavits, etc. 

4. EVALUATION OF THE MEMORIAL

(i) Each Memorial shall be marked on a total of 100 points. The Memorial Score added

to the Oral Rounds Score during the Preliminary Rounds shall be for the respective

Round, i.e. the Petitioner Memorial Score shall be added to the Oral Score while

arguing for the Petitioner and the Respondent Memorial Score shall be added to the

Oral Score while arguing for the Respondent. 

(ii) The Best Memorial Award shall be given to the team with the highest aggregate

score out of 200, for both the Memorials. 

i(ii) The Memorial will be evaluated by a separate panel of judges who will not Judge

in the Oral Rounds. 

(iv) The Memorial Score will be used in determining the fixtures for the Preliminary

Rounds 

 GUIDELINES- MEMORIAL/WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS 
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1. GENERAL RULES

(i) Teams are requested to bring their appropriate institution ID cards along with the

four (4) hard copies of the Memorials for each side to be submitted during the formal

registration on 20/05/2022. 

(ii) The language to be used during the Rounds is English. 

(iii) The Competition shall consist of the following rounds: Preliminary Rounds, Semi-

finals, and Finals. 

(iv) The Best Speaker Award shall be determined on the basis of the individual

aggregate score of the Speaker taken only from the Preliminary Rounds. 

(v) The Researcher shall not be permitted to address the Court during the Oral

Rounds. The Researcher may however, be permitted to pass notes to the Speakers at

the discretion of the Judges. 

(vi) Teams are not permitted to raise issues in the Oral Rounds that have not been

submitted in the Memorial. 

(vii) The use of mobile phones, laptops, or any other electronic gadgets is strictly

prohibited during the Oral Rounds. 

(viii) Participants may use their own bare acts, print outs and commentaries provided

that anonymity is not violated during the Rounds. 

(ix) The decision of the Judges as to the marks allotted to each team shall be final. 

(x) So as to ensure uniformity in the marking system all Judges will be provided with a

scoring guideline. 

2. SPLITTING OF TIME BETWEEN SPEAKER

(i) Teams shall notify the Bench Clerks of the division of time between the two

Speakers (including time reserved for Rebuttal & Sur-rebuttal) 10 minutes prior to the

commencement of the Rounds.

(ii) If Speaker 1 exceeds his/her reserved time, the additional time taken shall be

deducted from the time reserved by Speaker 2. 

(iii) Similarly, if Speaker 2 exceeds his/her reserved time, the additional time taken

shall be deducted from the time reserved for Rebuttals/Sur-Rebuttals as the case may

be. This rule may not be followed if the additional time is awarded at the discretion of

the Judges to not be deducted from the time of the subsequent Speaker. 

(iv) While granting additional time, if the additional number of minutes granted is not

specified by the Judges, it shall be presumed that the additional time granted is two

minutes. 

(v) The finality of the decision as to the time structure and the right to Rebut or Sur-

rebut shall vest with the Judges. 

 ORAL ARGUMENTS
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3. EXCHANGE OF MEMORIAL

(i) The exchange of memorial shall take place prior to each Oral Round as planned in

the Tentative Schedule. 

(ii) Teams are prohibited from making any marks on the memorial thus exchanged.

Teams are also prohibited from taking photocopies of such memorials. 

(iii) The opponent’s memorial shall be returned to the Bench Clerks after the

completion of each Round. 

4. PRELIMINARY ROUNDS 

(i) Every team shall argue twice in the Preliminary Rounds, once for the Petitioner and

once for the Respondent. 

(ii) No two teams shall face each other more than once in the Preliminary Rounds. 

(iii) The fixtures for the Preliminary Rounds will be decided through a draw of lots. 

(iv) Each side shall get a maximum time of 30 minutes to present their arguments of

which no Speaker shall be permitted to address the Court for more than 18 minutes.

The time limit is inclusive of the time for Rebuttal or Sur-rebuttal respectively. The

maximum time for Rebuttal is 2 minutes and the maximum time for Sur-rebuttal is 1

minute.

(v) The Total Score of the Preliminary Rounds shall be a combined score of the

Memorial Score as well as the Oral Rounds Score.

(vi) The top four teams shall qualify to the semi finals on the basis of aggregate scores

obtained by the team in the preliminary rounds. In the event of a tie, the score

obtained for the memorial shall be considered. Please note that the same criteria will

be followed for all tie-breakers.

5. SEMI-FINALS 

(i) Each side shall get a maximum time of 45 minutes to present their arguments of

which no Speaker shall be permitted to address the Court for more than 25 minutes.

The time limit is inclusive of the time for Rebuttal or Sur-rebuttal respectively. The

maximum time for Rebuttal is 3 minutes and the maximum time for Sur-rebuttal is 1

minute. 

(ii) The winning teams (based on knockout) from the Semi-finals shall advance to the

Finals. 

 GUIDELINES- ORAL ARGUMENTS
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6. FINALS 

(i) The maximum time for arguments per side shall be the same as in the Semi-

finals. 

(ii) The winner of the Final Round shall be declared the Winner of the Competition. 

(iii) The Best Speaker award shall be determined based on the aggregate of the

individual scores of the speakers in the preliminary rounds. 

7. SCOUTING 

(i) Scouting is strictly prohibited. 

(ii) Any person may submit a complaint regarding Scouting to the Organizing

Committee. 

(iii) Teams found scouting shall be disqualified immediately. 

8. DELAYS IN APPEARANCE/PRESENTATION 

If a team scheduled to take part in a Round does not appear within 10 minutes of the

scheduled time, the other team present shall be allowed to submit ex-parte. 

 GUIDELINES- ORAL ARGUMENTS
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1. DATE OF TEST

The Researcher’s Test shall be conducted on the 20th May, 2022 as per the Tentative

Schedule. 

2. MARKINGS ON TEST

Participants are requested to write only the Team Code on the question paper. 

3. FORMAT OF TEST

The Researcher’s Test shall be in the format of Multiple Choice Questions with the

questions based on the applicable law, precedents and facts pertaining to the Moot

Proposition.

4. DURATION OF TEST

The duration of the Researcher’s Test shall be 45 minutes. 

5. PROHIBITION ON CARRYING REFERENCE MATERIAL

No additional material such as the bare text of Acts, Memorial, etc. apart from

stationery may be brought by the participant to the test and no such material shall be

provided by the Organizing Committee. 

6. DETERMINATION OF WINNER

The winner shall be determined by the highest score attained and negative marking

shall not be given while evaluating. The Winner of the Test shall be declared ‘Best

Researcher’ for the Competition.

 RESEARCHERS' TEST
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Winning Team of the
Competition

Cash Prize of 30,000/- and
Trophy

Runners' Up of the
Competition

Cash Prize of 20,000/- and
Trophy

Best Speaker of the
Competition

Cash prize of 10,000/- and
Trophy

Best Researcher of the
Competition

Cash prize of 10,000/- and
Trophy

Best Memorial
Cash prize of 10,000/- and

Trophy

AWARDS

All participants of the Competition will be given Mementos and

Certificates.

All teams shall be present during the Valedictory & Prize

Distribution. Certificates will only be given to the teams present

during the Valedictory & Prize Distribution. 
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1. Accommodation and transport shall be provided to the

participating teams from the morning of 20/05/2022 till

the morning of 23/05/2022. 

2. Food shall be provided to the teams from the morning

of 20/05/2022 till the night of 22/05/2022. 

3. Any specific requirements regarding accommodation

must be communicated to the Organizing Committee on

or before 07/05/2022. Such requirements may be

accommodated at the discretion of the Organizing

Committee. 

4. Facilities such as photocopying, library usage, internet

connectivity, etc. may be provided subject to the

convenience of the Organizing Committee and will be

informed to the teams closer to the commencement of the

Competition. Irrespective, participants are requested to

make their own arrangements for the same.

5. All facilities shall be provided only to the registered

members of a team and no additional members, parents,

observers, coaches or faculty advisors shall be

accommodated at any cost. 

ACCOMMODAT IO N ,
T RANSPORT  &  FOOD
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Last Date for Registration
06th May, 2022

11:59 PM

Last Date for Clarifications
10th May, 2022

11:59 PM

Last Date for Submission 
of Memorial 
[Soft Copy]

12th May, 2022
11:59 PM

Last Date for Submission 
of Memorial 
[Hard Copy]

17th May, 2022

IMPORTANT
DATES

Registration of Teams 
at Venue

20th May, 2022

Inaugural Ceremony, Draw of Lots
& Researcher's Test

20th May, 2022

Preliminary Rounds 1 & 2 21st May, 2022

Semi-final Rounds 
& Final Rounds

22nd May, 2022

Valedictory Ceremony 22nd May, 2022
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LINKS TO
REGISTRATION AND

TRAVEL FORM

Link to Registration Form:
https://forms.gle/uKnRQARPRitJ4vov6 

Link to Travel Form:
https://forms.gle/okn6y85RdsgvghvJA 

*Note: Travel Form to be filled by Teams
residing outside Bangalore only.
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ADDRESS FOR MEMORIAL SUBMISSIONS 

The physical address for Memorial Submissions is: 

CMR University, School of Legal Studies,

#5 Bhuvanagiri, 

 OMBR Layout,

 Bangalore -560043 

 

EMAIL CORRESPONDENCE

   Any and all clarifications regarding the Moot Proposition or

Rules & Regulations shall be sought only via e-mail at the

following address: nmcc@cmr.edu.in 

 

OTHER QUERIES 

   Any other queries may be directed at the following persons-  

      Faculty Coordinators

      Prof. (Dr.) V.J. Praneshwaran                        +91 7204447330

            Director, CMRU SOLS                                               

      Dr. Chanjana Elsa Philip                             +91 9986143782 

             Faculty Coordinator, Moot Court Society 

       Prof. Sreenidhi K.R                                    +91 9845436878 

             Faculty Coordinator 

 

              Student Coordinators 

        Natasha K- Convenor                                +91 8884840650 

               Coordinator, Moot Court Society 

         Monusha Nambiar- Co-Convenor            +91 7760531845 

               Secretary, Moot Court Society 

 

CORRESPONDENCE
& CONTACT DETAILS
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No 5 Bhuvanagiri
OMBR Layout

Bangalore 560043
T: +91 80 25453077

E: info.ls@cmr.ac.in


