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Several of the requests for clarification have been declined on the grounds that they are either 

answered by a careful reading of the Moot Proposition or that an answer would unnecessarily 

limit the arguments. Furthermore, requests that have not been mentioned in the list below are 

presumed to have been denied of clarification. They have been calculatedly left out so as to not 

give away too much information or research material concerning the finer details of the 

background of the Moot Proposition. 

 

A. CORRECTIONS & CLARIFICATIONS TO THE MOOT PROPOSITION1 

1. There is a discrepancy found between the following statements: 

“In the State of East Pradesh which has a coastline of 1,000 km, the natural resources 

including iron ore and coal are found in abundance.”; and 

“The Government decided to lease out the mines to increase its GDP and industrial 

growth. This also ensures that the Government has acquired enough iron for military 

purposes, in which the country is lacking.” 

In what way/terms is it found in abundance or lacking? 

CLARIFICATION: The country is lacking in military might and arms. The natural 

resources are found in abundance. 

2. Are the tribal people a Scheduled Tribe? 

CLARIFICATION: They are a Scheduled Tribe falling under the purview of, and for the 

purpose of application of, the Fifth Schedule of The Constitution of Minas Tirith, 1950. 

3. Where is State’s oldest literary monument “Eastory” located? 

CLARIFICATION: It is a piece of literature and not a monument. Refer ¶ 2 of the Moot 

Proposition. 

                                                           
1 The Clarifications were provided by Mr. Diwaagar R.S. who also drafted the Moot Proposition. Any attempts to 

contact him shall result in immediate disqualification of the participating team. 
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4. Are the elections for which Mr. Percival Brian is campaigning, the general elections of the 

Republic of Minas Tirith or elections restricted to a particular State within the territory of Minas 

Tirith? What are the election dates for the same? 

CLARIFICATION: It is the State election for East Pradesh. Elections are to be held in a 

few months but the dates have not been announced yet. 

5. What is the date of notification of the New Mining Deal, 2015? 

CLARIFICATION: It was notified on 10th May, 2015. 

6. What has been permitted under the New Mining Deal, 2015? What are its substantive aspects? 

CLARIFICATION: The New Mining Deal, 2015 is a Government Policy on mining. The 

relevant portion of the Policy is explained in ¶ 3 of the Moot Proposition. 

7. What is the pari materia of the New Mining Deal, 2015? 

CLARIFICATION: There is no pari materia Indian policy. 

8. There is a discrepancy found between the following statements:  

“The MoEF followed procedural requirements and all the required assessments were 

carried out before granting the license.”; and 

“The Agency also conceded that an environmental impact assessment before the 

beginning of license would have prevented such problems.” 

Further clarification declined. 

9. What is the nature of consultation as referred to in ¶ 4 of the Moot Proposition that should 

have taken place? 

 CLARIFICATION: No form of consultation with the State Government took place at all. 

10. Did M/s. Marvolo Miners Inc. submit to the Central Government all the specifications of a 

mining plan, subsequent to which it was granted the license? Was such a plan approved by the 

Ministry of Mines in addition to the MoEF? 
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CLARIFICATION: Yes to both questions. 

11. What is the mining area leased out to M/s. Marvolo Miners Inc. under the New Mining Deal, 

2015? 

Further clarification declined. 

12. Was the mining operation which was undertaken by M/s. Marvolo Miners Inc. opencast 

mining or underground mining? 

CLARIFICATION: It was opencast mining. 

13. Are the six mining blocks listed mines? 

Further clarification declined. 

14. Are the mines larger than 50 hectares? 

CLARIFICATION: Yes. 

15. Are the blocks A, B, C & D adjacent to each other or are they positioned differently? 

CLARIFICATION: They are positioned adjacent to each other. 

16. Did the mining license specify any standard of mining technology as a mandatory 

requirement? 

CLARIFICATION: Yes. It required the best available market standards at that point in 

time. 

17. Is The Burrow a national park or a wildlife sanctuary? 

Further clarification declined. 

18. Is The Burrow a reserved area? 

Further clarification declined. 
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19. Is The Burrow an eco-sensitive zone? 

Further clarification declined. 

20. Is The Burrow located in plains or on hills and mountains? 

CLARIFICATION: It is spread across both kinds of terrain. 

21. Can the terms ‘reserve forest’ and ‘forest reserve’ be used interchangeably? 

Further clarification declined. 

22. For how many months did M/s. Marvolo Miners Inc. effectively mine before the secret 

investigation was undertaken? 

Further clarification declined. 

23. Is the description of the damage caused to the environment in ¶ 7 of the Moot Proposition 

part of:  

a. the news reporter’s secret investigation,  

b. an independent observation, or  

c. an observation of the State? 

CLARIFICATION: It is part of the news reporter’s secret investigation. 

24. What is the ‘new reports’ mentioned in the last line of ¶ 7 of the Moot Proposition? 

CORRECTION: There is an error in the spelling. This should be understood as the ‘News 

Reports’. 

25. What is the date of filing of the PIL before the High Court of East Pradesh by Mr. Percival 

Brian? 

Further clarification declined. 
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26. Has the report made by the SEIAA referred to in ¶ 9 of the Moot Proposition been filed in 

the High Court or the Supreme Court? 

Further clarification declined. 

27. What is the pari materia of the High Court of the State of Eat Pradesh? 

Further clarification declined. 

28. Was the order passed by the High Court an interim order or an interlocutory order? 

CLARIFICATION: It was an interim order. 

29. ¶ 10, Page 7, 1st Line: “Looking at the increased trouble that had been caused, the National 

Green Tribunal (NGT) convened a forum on Saturday night and granted a suo motu injunction 

against any further mining and ordered the mine to be sealed until further orders.” The trouble 

mentioned here, was the cognizance of the same taken as a consequence of the SEIAA report of 

the report of the secret investigator?  

CLARIFICATION: Both the reports. 

30. Under which Article of the Constitution has M/s. Marvolo Mining Company approached the 

Supreme Court? 

CLARIFICATION: It is a Special Leave Petition under Article 136 of The Constitution of 

Minas Tirith, 1950. 

31. Which are the cases that stand transferred to the Supreme Court? 

Further clarification declined. 

32. Does the Supreme Court expect data to be quoted with respect to scientific arguments for 

proving the validity of the New Mining Deal, 2015? 

Further clarification declined. 
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33. How can the Central Government of the Republic of Minas Tirith be attributed as a Petitioner 

to the case? 

Further clarification declined. 

34. Having the Central Government of the Republic of Minas Tirith as the Petitioner would be 

fatal since NGT is the creature of an Act of Parliament. Does it not follow then that the NGT can 

only be a formal party in the present proceedings before the Supreme Court? 

Further clarification declined. 

35. Has the Central Government of the Republic of Minas Tirith filed any case/appeal before the 

Supreme Court?  

CLARIFICATION: No. 

36. Did the Supreme Court take into account the report given by the SEIAA with regard to the 

mining activities or did it constitute any other expert committee for the same? 

CLARIFICATION: The case is yet to be heard by the Supreme Court. 

37. Whether the issue of maintainability is to be argued? 

Further clarification declined. 

38. Are teams permitted to delete the present party/parties? 

CLARIFICATION: Yes, with the permission and satisfaction of the Court. 

39. Can one issue be made a sub-issue of another issue? Can the order of the issues be re-

arranged? 

Further clarification declined. 
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B. CLARIFICATIONS REGARDING THE RULES FOR MEMORANDUM SUBMISSION 

1. Whether recycled papers can be used for the Cover Page? 

Yes, recycled paper can be used for all the pages of the Memorandum. Being an 

Environmental Law Moot, the primary aim is to address issues concerning and related to 

Environmental Law. Therefore, the use of recycled paper for the Memorandum is highly 

encouraged. However, teams must be aware that the use of such paper does not attract 

any additional points to the Memorandum Score. 

2. What is the word limit and page limit for the Memorandum? 

There is no word limit imposed for the Memorandum. With regard to the page limit, refer 

Rule 3.2 (a.) of the Rules & Regulations of the Competition. 

3. Whether the use of a watermark or picture in the Memorandum is permitted? 

It is permitted as long as it has some specific relation or connection to the Competition. 

4. The Moot Proposition has been released as part of the Information Booklet as well as as a 

separate file. The page numbers of which document are to be used while quoting page numbers, 

paragraph numbers or sentences in the Memorandum? 

The page numbers of the individual/separate file containing only the Moot Proposition is 

to be used for the purpose of citing/quoting in the Memorandum. The same shall apply 

for ‘Corrections & Clarifications’ and the ‘Rules & Regulations’ of the Competition. 


