
 

 

―PITCH‖ 
Parliamentary Debate Competition  

12th & 13th March 2015 
 
 
 
1. INVITE :  
 
The School of Law, G.D. Goenka University (Gurgaon, New Delhi-NCR) is hosting 

first edition of ―Pitch"- A Parliamentary Debate Competition. Keeping the tradition 

of debating intact, the school of law, is planning to host '3-on-3 Asian format' Par-

liamentary Debate competition with a strong adjudication core. The university is 

dedicated to provide an intellectually stimulating platform to debators and adjudi-

cators.  

 

The Pitch Parliamentary Debate competition is scheduled to be held from the12th & 

13th of March , 2015 as a part of G.D. Goenka University's Annual Fest 'Acceleron', 

which gives a chance to all participants to dwell in to other cultural and other extra-

curricular activities as well. The entry for the debate is on 'open format', allowing 

the cross-teams as well. However, there is a team cap of 16 teams on 'first come first 

serve basis‘. 

 

The School of Law is in talks to get attractive prizes for the tile of ‗best team‘, ‗run-

ner up team‘, ‗best speaker‘ and the ‗best adjudicator‘. The last date for online regis-

tration is 5th March 2015.The registration fee is INR 1000 per team. Accommoda-

tion may be provided by the university to outstation teams, if required on the pay-

ment of 500 rs per person per day. 

 

We are looking forward to provide you a great debating experience….. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

2. Schedule : 
 

                     SCHEDULE 

 5th March 2015 Last Date for online Registration 

10th March 2015 Last date for receiving Payment  

12th March 2015 Preliminary and Quarter Final Rounds 

13th March 2015 Semi Finals and Final Round. 

 
 
——————————————————————————————————————— 
 
 
3. Registration Process : 
 
Fill in the registration form at :  HERE 
 
 
Participation Fees : Rs. 1000/ team in the form of Demand Draft 
 
In favour of 'G.D. Goenka University' 
 
Payable at New Delhi 
 
——————————————————————————————————————————— 
 
4. Debate Rules :  
 

PART ONE - THE FORMAT OF DEBATE 

 

1.1 Each debating match will consist of two teams; one to propose the motion and 

one to oppose it. The team proposing may be known as ‗The Proposition‘, ‗The 

Affirmative‘ or ‗The Government‘. The team opposing may be known as ‗The 

Opposition‘ or ‗The Negative‘. Teams will be designated as the Proposition or the 

Opposition for each round of the competition. 

 

1.2 Each debate shall be adjudicated by a panel comprising of an odd number of ad-

judicators. One of these shall be designated as Chairperson. In exceptional situa-

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1CMdX3s-iHjo4rit_4Lox21t-HUln-9cb80kKrEH6Wh8/viewform?usp=send_form


 

 

tions, and only in Phase 1, a debate may be adjudicated by a single experienced ad-

judicator.  

 

1.3 Each debate shall be timed by a timekeeper. In the absence of a timekeeper, a 

member of the adjudication panel will time the speeches.  

 

1.4 Teams will comprise the following members. 

1.4.1 AFFIRMATIVE. 

a) Prime Minister, or 1st Affirmative. 

b) Deputy Prime Minister, or 2nd Affirmative. 

c) Government Whip, or 3rd Affirmative 

1.4.2 NEGATIVE. 

a) Leader of the Opposition, or 1st Negative. 

b) Deputy Leader of the Opposition, or 2nd Negative. 

c) Opposition Whip, or 3rd Negative 

 

1.5 Debaters will speak in the following order: 

i) Prime Minister, or 1st Affirmative. 

ii) Leader of Opposition, or 1st Negative. 

iii) Deputy Prime Minister, or 2nd Affirmative. 

iv) Deputy Leader of Opposition, or 2nd Negative. 

v) Government Whip, or 3rd Affirmative. 

vi) Opposition Whip, or 3rd Negative. 

vii) Opposition Reply Speech, to be given by either the 1st or 2nd Negative speaker. 

viii) Government Reply Speech, to be given by either the 1st or 2nd Affirmative 

speaker. 

 

1.6 Speakers not ‗holding the floor‘ may not rise during a speech unless it is to offer 

a ‗Point of Information‘ (see Part Five of this document). Speakers doing so, or con-

sidered to be heckling, barracking or whose behaviour is interfering with the ac-

ceptable course of a debate will be declared ‗out of order‘ or will be ‗called to order‘ 

by the Chairperson. 

   

PART TWO - MOTIONS 

 

2.1 The motions for each round will reflect a specific and well-known theme, and 

each round of the competition will comprise of three motions.   

 

2.2 On release of the motions, both teams to a match-up rank their preferred mo-

tions. The third option of both teams is immediately dropped. If there remains a 

clear favourite, that motion is directly selected. If the teams have the same most-



 

 

preferred motion then that will be the debate motion.  In case of an undecided tie 

between the two remaining motions, the motion for that round and match-up will 

be decided on the basis of toss of a coin. It is the responsibility of the timekeeper to 

oversee the choice and selection of the motion.  

 

PART THREE - PREPARATIONS 

 

3.1 Match-ups and venues will be announced before motions are revealed. 

 

3.2 Once the motions are released, teams must immediately proceed to their ve-

nues, where the motion is decided upon. From the time of selection of the motion, 

teams have 20 minutes preparation time until the commencement of the debate in 

that round.  

 

3.3 The Government has the right to prepare in chambers (venue). 

 

3.4 Printed and prepared materials may be used during the preparation period. No 

access to electronic media or electronic storage or retrieval devices is permitted 

after motions have been released. This includes but is not limited to, all kinds of 

computers, electronic data banks, cellular phones, etc. Printed and prepared 

materials may be accessed during a debate, but may not be used by a speaker 

holding the floor.  

 

3.5 Teams must prepare on their own. Once motions have been released, there 

must be no contact between debaters in a particular team and coaches, trainers, 

friends, observers or any other individual for the purposes of assistance in the con-

text of the debate. Such contact and assistance is deemed as ‗cheating‘ and will be 

punished strictly. 

 

3.6 Teams failing to arrive in time for the debate will forfeit that particular round. 

Failure to turn up for two rounds will lead to the team being disqualified. 

   

 

PART FOUR - TIMING 

 

4.1 It is the duty of the timekeeper, or of a panelist or Chair (in absence of a time-

keeper), to time all the speeches in each round. 

 

4.2 The timing of each speech starts at the moment that the member begins speak-

ing. 

 



 

 

4.3 Times for speeches: 

Substantive Speeches 

Preliminary Rounds and Quarter-finals: 6 + 1 minutes. 

Semi-finals: 7 + 1 minutes. 

Grand-finals: 8 + 1 minutes. 

Reply Speeches: 4 minutes in all Rounds, and 5 minutes in the Grand finals. 

 

4.4 Time signals will be given in the following manner, 

 

Preliminary Rounds and Quarter-finals: 

End of first minute - single knock of the gavel. 

End of sixth minute - single knock of the gavel. 

End of seventh minute - double knock of the gavel. 

Semi-finals and Grand Final 

End of first minute - single knock of the gavel. 

End of seventh minute - single knock of the gavel. 

End of eighth minute - double knock of the gavel. 

Grand Finals: 

End of first minute - single knock of the gavel. 

End of eighth minute - single knock of the gavel. 

End of ninth minute - double knock of the gavel. 

 

Reply Speeches: 

End of third minute - single knock of the gavel. 

End of fourth minute - Double knock of the gavel. 

 

Reply Speeches in the Grand Finals: 

End of fourth minute - single knock of the gavel. 

End of fifth minute - Double knock of the gavel. 

 

4.5 Once the double knock of the gavel has sounded, speakers have a 20-second 

grace period, during which they should conclude their speech. After this grace pe-

riod has elapsed, there will be a continuous knocking of the gavel, and adjudicators 

must disregard the rest of that particular speech. Speakers continuing after the 

grace period can also be penalized by the adjudicators in the Method category. 

 

4.6 If the speaker concludes his/her speech before the second single knock of the 

gavel, he or she should be penalized under Method and possibly also under Matter. 

The latter, assuming that less matter was advanced, or that it was clearly underde-

veloped. 

 



 

 

PART FIVE – POINTS OF INFORMATION 

 

5.1 Points of Information (POIs) may be offered during the six substantive 

speeches only, after the first single knock of the gavel and up to the second single 

knock of the gavel. Points of Information may not be offered during the first and 

last minutes of substantive speeches. If a Point of Information is offered in the first 

or the last minute of a constructive speech, it is the duty of the speaker holding the 

floor to reject the same as being out of order. Only if the speaker holding the floor 

fails to do the same, the chair of the adjudicator panel may very briefly intervene 

and call the house to order.   

 

5.2 A POI must be indicated by a member of an opposing team rising from his/her 

seat. A member offering a Point of Information may draw attention to the offer by 

saying ―on that point Sir/Madam,‖ or short headlining tags. These tags cannot be 

more than two words long and if entire questions are posed in the tag this can be 

marked down under method. 

 

5.3 A member holding the floor must respond to an opposing member, or members 

offering POIs, in one of the following ways. 

5.3.1 A clear gesture or hand signal rejecting the offer. 

5.3.2 A verbal rejection of the offer, or 

5.3.3 A verbal acceptance of the offer. 

 

5.4 If a POI is accepted, the point should be phrased as a question, or clarification, 

or comment, and ideally made in no more than 15 seconds. Points of Information 

should be such that they allow the member holding the floor some chance of res-

ponding. 

 

5.5 After a POI has been offered, no further clarifications may be sought either by 

the speaker holding the floor or by the member offering the Point of Information, 

except strictly in situations where the Point of Information is clearly inaudible, and 

therefore a repetition of the same is necessary. 

 

5.6 Points of Information are marked for their strategic use under Method, and for 

their content under Matter. Unwarranted use of points of information can be 

marked down under Manner. (See parts 10, 11, and 12 of this document for more on 

Matter, Manner, and Method). 

 

PART SIX - ADJUDICATION 

 



 

 

6.1 Debates are generally adjudicated by panels of three adjudicators, or, where this 

is not possible, by a single, senior adjudicator. Larger panels will adjudicate the 

semi-finals and the finals. The ‗Best Speaker‘ of the competition shall be determined 

on the basis of overall individual points in Phase 1 of the Competition. 

 

6.2 All the debaters must leave the chambers following the completion of all 

speeches. Adjudicators will arrive at their decisions on an individual basis, fill in the 

speed ballots, and pass them to the timekeeper. Adjudicators cannot confer with 

each other before marking and handing over their speed ballots. A majority decision 

will prevail for each round of the competition.  

 

6.3 The adjudicators may confer and discuss the debate and their feedback (in no 

event for more than 5 minutes) before announcing the results before the teams in 

rounds where there is open adjudication. In all of these rounds (except for the Fi-

nals), there will be an open adjudication after the decision for each debate is an-

nounced, where adjudicators will give reasons for their decision and other feedback 

to the teams. The last two rounds of Phase 1 will be closed rounds – that is, results 

will not be announced to the teams nor will be no open adjudication.   

 

6.4 Debaters should not indulge in, and adjudicators should not entertain excessive 

argumentation or cross-questioning, at the time of the open adjudication. 

 

 

PART SEVEN - DEFINITIONS 

 

7.1 The definition is the interpretation of the motion as put forward by the Prime 

Minister, or First Affirmative, in his opening remarks. There must exist a clear and 

logical link between the definition and the wording and spirit of the motion. The 

onus for establishing how the definition ties in with the given motion lies complete-

ly upon the Prime Minister. All subsequent speakers have a purely clarificatory role 

(if any) in this regard.  

 

7.2 The definition should be reasonable. 

 

7.3 The definition should state the issue or issues arising out of the motion to be 

debated and state the meanings of any terms in the motion requiring clarification. 

 

7.4 The definition should not be:  

7.4.1 A truism (a matter stated as fact). 

7.4.2 A tautology (a definition which, in development, proves itself). 



 

 

7.4.3 Place set (setting an unnaturally restrictive geographical or spatial loca-

tion as its major parameter). 

7.4.4 Time set (setting an unnaturally restrictive chronological duration as 

its main parameter). 

7.4.5 Wholly unreasonable (displaying no clear or logical links to the mo-

tion). 

 

7.5 The Negative can challenge the definition advanced by the Affirmative only on 

the basis of one or more of the above-mentioned conditions. It must clearly state 

the individual condition(s) based upon which it is challenging the definition. If 

there are more than one conditions of challenge, the individual conditions of chal-

lenge shall be adjudicated upon independent of each other. 

 

The Negative may not challenge a definition supplied by the Affirmative on the 

basis that: 

 7.5.1 The definition does not adhere to the theme provided for the round 

7.5.2 Its own definition is MORE reasonable. 

7.5.3 A better debate will result. Nor may the Negative re-define terms or 

words contained in the motion so that a completely different debate is there-

by set up. However, a Negative may contend with the specific or general ap-

proach to terminology supplied by the definition of the Affirmative. 

   

PART EIGHT- CHALLENGING THE DEFINITION 

 

8.1 The definitional challenge must be made in the speech of the Leader of the Op-

position, following a clear statement that the definition is being rejected. The onus 

for establishing the definitional challenge lies completely upon the Leader of the 

Opposition. Subsequent speakers are strictly permitted a purely clarificatory role (if 

any) in this regard. 

 

8.2 In the event of a challenge, the Leader of the Opposition must do all of the fol-

lowing - 

8.2.1 He must justify his/her rejection by supplying the ground(s) on which 

the original definition has been rejected.  

8.2.2 He must supply a substitute definition. 

8.2.3 The Opposition benches must then go on to negate the substitute defi-

nition.  

If the Opposition does not do all of the above it automatically loses the debate. 

 

8.3 If the Leader of the Opposition does not challenge the definition, no other 

speaker may do so. 



 

 

 

8.4 The onus to prove that a definition is unreasonable is on the Opposition, and 

should not be presumed by the adjudicators. 

 

8.5 Adjudicators should not indicate during the debate whether the definitional 

challenge has succeeded. They cannot indicate which definition they find to be 

(more) acceptable. The final decision as to whether a definitional challenge has suc-

ceeded must take into consideration all 8 speeches in any debate, subject to con-

formity with 7.1 and 8.1. 

 

8.6 Neither team should abandon either the definitions or the challenges of its 

opening speakers. 

 

8.7 Definitions should not require members of the house to have access to, or 

possess, specific or expert knowledge. 

 

8.8 If a definitional challenge is upheld, the team making the challenge wins by the 

largest possible margin.  

If the definitional challenge fails, then the team making such a challenge loses by 

the largest possible margin. A definitional challenge should take place in the 

rarest of rare cases. 

 

8.9 If more than one condition is stated as a ground for a definitional challenge, for 

the challenge to succeed it is sufficient that any one condition, adjudicated upon in-

dependent of the other condition(s), is upheld.  

 

8.10 The ‗even-if‘ rule does not apply in the event of a challenge being issued in this 

tournament. 

 

PART NINE : QUALIFYING CRITERIA FOR ROUNDS 

 

9.1 The sole qualifying criteria for each round will be on the ‗knock-out‘ basis, to be 

decided on the basis of marked scores. 

 

PART TEN : MARKING CRITERIA 

 

10.1 At the end of every debate, each adjudicator must complete their adjudication 
forms. 
 
10.2 There are no draws in competitive debating.    
 



 

 

10.3 Teams failing to turn up for the debate on time, and with no valid reason, will 
lose the debate by the widest possible margin. The other team will then face-off 
against a stand-by swing team [non-competitive for the purposes of the competi-
tion] constituted by the host University.  
 
10.4 For constructive speeches, marks shall be awarded to speakers based on the 
following  

10.4.1 An ‗average‘ speech shall be awarded 
Matter: 30/40 
Manner: 30/40 
Method: 15/20 
Total: 75/100 
 

10.4.2 A speaker may not under any circumstance be awarded less than 
28/40 in Matter and Manner, and less than 13/20 in Method. Therefore, the 
worst speech in the history of debating would still get 69/100 
 
10.4.3 A speaker may not under any circumstance be awarded more than 
32/40 in Matter and Manner, and more than 17/20 in Method. Therefore, the 
best speech in the history of debating would get no more than 81/100. 
 

  10.5 For reply speeches, marks shall be awarded to speakers based on the follow-
ing.  
 
 10.5.1 An ‗average‘ reply speech shall be awarded 
  Manner: 15/20 
  Effectiveness: 22/30 
  Total: 37/50 

10.5.2 A speaker may not under any circumstance be awarded less than 
14/20 in Manner, and less than 20/30 in Effectiveness. Therefore, the worst 
reply speech in the history of debating would still get 34/50. 
10.5.3 A speaker may not under any circumstance be awarded more than 
16/20 in Manner and more than 24/30 in Effectiveness. Therefore, the best 
reply speech in the history of debating would get no more than 40/50. 
 

10.6 The ‗average‘ mark for an ‗average team‘ is therefore: 75+75+75+37 = 
262/350 
 
PART ELEVEN: CHANGE OF RULES  

11.1 Any or all of the above rules, regulations, and guidelines are subject to change 

at the discretion of the organisers. 

 

PART TWELEVE : GRIEVANCE REDRESSAL  

12.1 Any serious grievances during the course of the competition may be communi-

cated in writing to the organisers 

 

 



 

 

 

5. Contact Us: 

 

Faculty Coordinator :  

 

1. Mr. Shashi Kant Yadav : +91-9711687363 

2. Mr. Krishna Deo Singh : +91-9711699519 

 

Student Coordinator :  

 

  1. Mansi Gupta : +91-9999071281 

  2. Shwetabri Singh : +91- 9717369464 

 

  Email : shashikant.yadav@gdgoenka.ac.in 

 


