SOUNDARYA (i)
COLLEGE OF LAW '

Saundanm ATV o Marmanaes oty AEped Gy Ba
el i3l ]SSy L Lipos Sl Hudsali o ool o Wi

th

ALL INDIA

%mumeuthmun[LM'

\Noot Court

Competition - 2026

TR I .
Organised By :
# Moot Court Society

# Soundarya Colleoe of Law,
Bengalhuru,

'rll Date

! 23:’:[' quln
III Ociober 2026

1 r
\ Venue

A\ Soundarya College of Law,

i I:III|I j 2 ;'_- -\.\ :..“.'l“ll.l.l.u.rl}"ﬂ ].-'l.l'l."::ll.l.t.. Hiliﬂlluhulli.
-Cféi@ l | I’ J& _1} T i . Bengaluru, Karnatalea 560073

Knowledge Partner :




— Table of Content —

Bt g s s e e s
Important Pates -0
General Rules & Regulations -------..........._.
Detailed Registration Procedure ---------------
Registration Details ------.oooooooL
Siructure OFf Roundg ----===-===sssnecmammmam=a--
Rules For Written Submission -------...._.____

Rules & Regulations Of The Moot Court ------

Competition Memorials

Moot Proposition

Annexure I ----ce---niimiiiiiia
Annexure ii

ANDEEnpre I ---ccecommeiie i

Registration Form

19

27

3l

44



About the On ;ganif-;ers;

Established in 2018 under the prestigious Soundarya Educational Trust (SET), Soundarya College
of Law (SCL), Bengaluru, is a premier institution affilhiated with Karnataka State Law University
(KSLLU) and approved by the Bar Council of India (BCI). Offering 3-year LL.B., 5-year B.A. LL.B.,
and S-year B.Com. LL.B. programmes, SCL 15 committed to academic excellence, experiential
learning, and professional ethics. Guided by the philosophy "Your Success, Our Commitment," the
college integrates innovative pedagogy, indusiry collaboranions, mentorship, legal aid, research, and
advocacy training to develop competent, socially responsible, and future-ready legal professionals
equipped to excel in the evolving legal landscape.

About the Management

The remarkable growth and rising stature of Scundarya College of Law are shaped by the visionary
stewardship of the Soundarya Educational Trust (SET), led by its esteemed Chairman, Sn
Soundarya P Manjappa, and its dynamic Chief Executive Ofhcer, Mr. Keerthan Kumar M. Guided
by the philosophy "Your Success, Qur Commitment," the leadership has cultivated a culture of
academic distinction, institutional nnovanion, and professional excellence. Through strategic
industry partnerships, student-centric intiatives, structured mentorship, experiential learning, and a
strong commitment to legal aid and research, the institution provides an intellectually vibrant
environment that nurtures ethical, competent, and future-ready legal professionals.

About the Moot Court Society, SCL

The Moot Court Society (MCS) of Soundarya College of Law 15 the institution’s Hagship platform
for advocacy training and experiental legal education. Through moot court simulations, legal
research, memaorial drafiing, and courtroom advocacy, 1t equips students with the practical skills
essential for legal practice. The Society nurtures analytical thinking, persuasive advocacy, and
professional courtroom etiquette under the guidance of eminent legal experts. With a distinguished
record of participation in and hosting of National Moot Court Competitions, MCS 15 committed to
developing confident, competent, and practice-ready legal professionals.

About the AAACP

The Apphed Animal Advocacy Certithicate Program (AAACP) 15 a capacity-building imitiative of the
People for Animals Public Policy Foundanon (PFAPPF), dedicated to nurturing a new generation of
informed and effective animal advocates. The program equips participants with practical knowledge
of animal welfare laws, public policy, ethical frameworks, and advocacy strategies to strengthen the
implementation of animal protection laws in India. Through expert-led training, interactive learning,
and policy-oriented engagement, AAACP empowers individuals to work collaboratively with
government institutions, civil society, and communities to advance a more compassionate and
humane society for all animals. Rooted in the values of compassion, integrity, and inclusivity, the
program reflects PFAPPF's mission of creating lasting systemic change through policy reform,

capa.cit_f,,-' huilding. am‘l cnl].ahnrativc ac‘tinn.



ALL INDIA
Moot Court

Competition - 2026

The crown jewel of the Society's historical
accomplishments was the resounding success of the 3rd
All India Moot Court Competition 2025. This landmark
national event witnessed herce, high-caliber intellectual
battles ameng top-tier law colleges and premier
universities from every corner of the country, evaluated
by an elite panel of sitting High Court judge, veteran
_il.'ll'iﬁl!-'\.. and FJI"[}IT:i.I]L‘]Il ]uga| }}i'aL"i.'i.H]lL'l'}i. The brilliant
organization, meticulous logistical execution, and
exceptional academic standards of the 3rd Edition set a
stellar benchmark across the national mooting circuit.
Building on this triumphant legacy of competitive
excellence, the Moot Court Society proudly steps
forward to host the 4th All India Moot Court
Cumpcliﬂuu. I"L‘H.l.]_‘." to offer the nation's I:JI‘iL_:|'|!1|ES| |r:5a|.
minds an unparalleled forum to showcase their advocacy

skills.
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A certificate of participation shall be awarded to all the participants after the completion
of the moot court competition which will stand testament to their efforts and
participation in the competition.
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Event

Last date for temporary/ provisional registration

Last date for payment

Conlirmation of |'ugi:il|‘ar.inn

Last date for submission of memorial (solt copy)
and travel p|a11r.
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Registration and inauguration

4 Important Dates I\

Dates

] Gtk f‘i.-:pt-:lnhl:]' 2026

265 September 2026

2qth Hl.‘l.]h.‘l"]..ll_‘]' 2026

19% October 9

21" October 2026

23" October

I.}I'-ﬂ.‘l.\"iIlE" l}{' I(}lH H.I'II'.:I. l:.‘l'.L']IlH.I'IE'L‘ {l.[‘ ITII:m{JJ'iiI.].}i.

]

Researcher test

23 October 2026

23" October

9 ]’:'uliminur‘l}: rounds

Oecta finals

Quurlu r [inals

Eerni I“I’ I'I.il.].!i-

Finals

.'i-'l:ali.‘dil_'tul'.'!." ceremony

23" October 2026

23 October

24 October 2026

24t Oyetober 2

24% October




ﬁ Date of the Competition: g Teams:

minimum of two (2) members and a maximum
of three (3) wherein two (2) members, shall be

I
I
Q-ﬁl'd & 24 |.]I ( :I'{'[Ul}L"]' 2”2 f‘l E J 4 I'.In’l ('l‘l I.'.l.'ll't i.('l]'.l.'L‘I'il'lS team Hll.’l]l L'IiZl]Ti'l'.lJ"i 5 A&
I
: I:‘I\'.'."-i..':{’l'l.'ltlli] as S'l'.l\'.‘.'llil’.'l'!-'\. .'Ll'llil. one Ri} mr:m]:r:r as

""""""""""""""" X researcher.
I
nﬂ Ficial : 2. The participants should currently be pursuing
: Otheial Language: i their Bachelor’s Degree in law from recognised
i : e k
[y o P g B o B Unmiversities 1.e. Three vears LLB or Five vear
1. The official |anguug¢. im. .l|u. . gl h 2
it court competition I " Lok
i
shall be English only. i 3. Only one team wall be allowed to register per
= & i s . .
i college in this competition.

B Dress Code: B Registration Timeline and Structure:

f.‘r'la.]u: Western ﬂ:l‘lnu]:—:. i.u., To ensure a streamlined process and manage the

Black blazer, white shirt, black high volume of applicants, registration for the
trousers and tie. Competition shall follow a strict Two-Stage

Process.

Salwar-kurta (black / wlﬁtc} or

western il]['][]il]".‘i i.C., ].?Inlé{l'.']'i

Phase 1: Provisional Registration (Allotment of
Temporary Team Code)

Blazer, white s]lil‘t, black .

Phase 2: Final Registration & Fee Payment

trousers and tie i LR
(Allotment of Permanent Team Code)

i
i
[
i
i
i
i
i
i
i
i
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— Detailed Reoistration Procedure —

Phase I: Provisional Regiﬁtruticm

* Interested teams must first Al out the Provisional
Registration Form on or before 19th September 2026,
* Upon successful submission, the Organizing Committee

will review the application and allot a Temporary Team

Code via email.

Note: Receipt of a Temporary Team Code does not guarantee a slot in the competition; it
merely permits the team to proceed to the payment stage.

Phase II: Final Regmtmtmn and Pﬂ_}*ment

* Teams must complete the final registration and fee payment on or before 26th September
2026 1.e. after receiving their Temporary Team Code.

* The registration fee of [Rs 7500/- or Rs 5500/- whichever is applicable] must be paid via
the designated payment gateway provided in the email having the temporary team code.

. -[‘I."II. ms must u Fl-l.i.JH.III lIlCi " [SERRIELS nt r'l'.‘L'L'i P[-"'l ransact iH]I I:Jl.‘l.ii.i |.".'i t]lr'(ﬂlg’lﬂ L |I1l.‘ I"i. Il El.l
Ctlﬂﬁl'ﬂliﬂiﬂll I"L'HI'IH '\\']Iil'.'lll ‘-'-'i.]] ]JL‘ sent to l!l.l:: II'L'H]JL"."li‘."I.‘ feams.

Pl‘lﬂSE ].].I. Allocation of Permanent Team Code

* Once the payment is verified, the Organizing Committee will issue a Permanent Team
Code.

* The Permanent Team Code will serve as the team's sole identity throughout the
competition. Disclosure of institutional identity beyond this code will lead to immediate

lJiH(]LIELlirll'.'ill.i{]n.
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Strict Cap On
| iq.gisll ations

(First-Come, First-Served)

Important Notice on Capacity: Due to

an overwhelming response in
previous edition and to maintain
highest standards of judging,

Ur'gzmizing CH]HJ['I‘H.!CL‘ ]Ii{}i {Zi.LFI-FZICI.J

total number of participating teams at 40.

the
the
the

the

. '|'|1|: ['E'_:"i".'il]'il'l 100 Fh(h]'lil] '\.\.'i“
=

:LLI'H.J[]li{'lIIZ'al]\,' L']E}HE d5 S5000 45 '||]l_‘

][1EI.."Ei.II'IL'II1] Cap li.:ll PCI"HHI.I]I.‘]H .J.‘L'i.I.IH

Codes is reached, regardless of the

official deadline.

* Securing a Temporary Team Code

tluu:—: not reserve a :i|c:1. S]t:rt:i are

}iﬂl'l_ll‘l.‘(l st r'H.'[i\,' on a EI]"‘.‘i[-l'H][h’.‘.

i“l]'ﬁt-}ic["-'ﬁ.‘(] E:-a:-;i:-; IZ]I.‘]JL'II.IZ]i.Hg an |.]IL'

completion of Phase 11 (Payment

and Final Registration).

* No Late Entertainers: No requests

|-|.Jr' extensions, |'d|.l_‘ ]'EH’I}it]'iﬂlH]l:—i, or

(]L"L{_‘."l_‘(] F:I'd:'i,'ITZIL'I'llH ‘.'\.'i.“. ].}L‘ L‘I][EI"t'di.I]L‘(I

I_'II'I.II]I_‘]I A1y E'i reumstances.

Refund Policy :

¢ The registration fee 1s
strictly non-refundable and

non-transferable once the
Permanent Team Code has
been allotted.



Registration Details :
All the participating institutions have to confirm

their |:|u]"|.i1.:i}}a{1.in’.:|1 |:j‘1." L'H:I[]EJ]\'.‘“.HE the J':}l]-::wini_y

1 Registration payment amount -

* With accommeodation - Rs 7500/-
* Without Accommodation - Rs 5500/-

2 Once the registration is done the team shall mail a soft copy of the registration
form u]-:mH' with the details af the |:|u"|.*mr:|1|! (€4} the L'UI"I'\'."‘.‘i[J".JI]lJ.i]IH‘
email id- ﬁL‘|.mnutl_'uurl@suundaryainslilutiunﬁ.in LI which the team part iL'ipuliml
and J'uH‘i.}i[]'i{li.(:]l will be confirmed and the team shall be allotted with a Permanent Team

E‘l]l]l’.‘ -H.IH.J. []’]L‘ sSdinc }i|:1.'-l|| ].}L‘ IJ‘.‘iEl.] |IIH]' ][]L‘][]H]‘iﬂ.l}i .'-J.[1IZI thl’.‘r .rlJlIJ]'L' EZU[]'lIIIL'IIIiL'EllilJ[Hi.

3 lla:'cl Copy ul' l|11_' |‘ugi£l:uliur1 IIIH]‘III u]tm"' wilh [:I'i-l‘.-"\'_‘] plun:—: must ln: sent on or hr:]'u:'t: 21st

=
October 2026.
4 The registration fee is non-refundable, and no claim for refund of fee shall be entertained.

o

5 Bank Account Details -
a. Bank Name - AXIS BANK

b. Account Holder Name - Soundarya College of Law
c. Account Number - 917010052562868

d. MICR Caode - 560211062

e. IFSC Code - UTIBO002926

Researcher lest: Scan and pay via UP!

(J’II]J.-’ l]’]L" ]'L'HEJI'LZ'HL"J" I.]'U[]'l L'H.EZ]'] team 'H.I“ 1}L" i{]l{]‘.‘p‘f_"(] (4] li{;ﬂ.‘ []']L" RL"!iL"H.['L']IL'I' lest. III Case l]l:l dl

two-member team, one member from the team will be allowed to take the Researcher test who
shall be identified during the formal registration on 23rd October 2026. The test shall contain
questions related to the moot problem and the relevant law. The researcher test shall be
conducted in offline/physical mode only In case of a tie, the researcher with the higher
memorial seore will be allotted higher rank. If the tie subsists, the researcher belonging to the
team with the higher ageregate score will be allotted higher rank. IF the tie still subsists, then

l.l!h'_‘ I'ii.l1.]". ‘.'i|!1£i.|] 1}\'_‘ l]\'.‘ll.‘]"[]’li]“.'ll I:!l:m tass.

Draw of lots :

Draw of lots will be done soon after inanguration. It will determine the sequence of arguments
i.e. Plaintifff Petitioner and Defendant/ Respondent. It shall also determine which team will be

CiImn '|.}L"l i.] II:_L' H.H'i{i nst w ] T,

10



Structure of Rounds :

O 1 . Preliminary Rounds

In each oral round, a team shall be represented by two speakers to present the arguments. The
researcher shall not participate in the arguments but is required to be present during the Oral

Rounds.

There will be 2 Preliminary Rounds. For each round, each team will be given a total of 30
minutes to present their case. The time includes questioning by judges. The division of time is
left at the discretion of the team members, subject to a maximum of 18 minutes per speaker.
Division of time should be informed to the Court Assistants/ Clerks at the beginning of the
round. The oral arguments need to be confined to the issues FJI'L"HL'[H.L'['. in the memorials.
Passing of notes to the speakers by the researcher during the rounds is allowed. A maximum
of 5 minutes may be reserved for rebuttal and sur-rebuttal. Judges may, at their discretion,
extend the time allotted for the oral arguments. In the Preliminary Rounds, cach Team shall
argue once as a Petitioner/ Plaintiff and once as a Respondent/ Defendant. All teams are
expected to carry any case law and authorities with themselves which they intend to refer to.
{Jn]_x' the Loy 16 teams based on their marks for cach Fhl'L'li]HiH:lr'_‘." rounds will be selected to
enter the Octa Finals. In case of a tie, marks from the researcher’s test will be used to break
the tie. If the tie is not broken, then the marks from the memorials will be used to breale the tie

to decide which team qualifies to go to Octa Final Rounds.

02 « Octa Final Rounds

Each team shall argue only for one side, which shall be decided via a draw of lots. On the basis
of knockout 8 teams will be selected to enter the guarter-final round. Each team will be
allotted 30 minutes for the presentation of their arguments with a maximum of 18 minutes per
spealeer: A maximum of 5 minutes may be reserved for rebuttal and sur-rebuttal. Judges may,

dalt 1|Z|L"i[' LliHE'r'l_‘liUI]. L‘.\'.l.-L'I!llI] |.|!lL' '|i][1l_‘ r'.i.]lUlH.'iJ |.I|.'I-[' tl]L‘ ur'u] i{]'HLI][1U]IlH.

11



03. Quarter final round

Each team shall argue only for one side, which shall be decided via a draw of lots. On the basis
of knockout 4 teams will be selected to enter the semi-final round. Each team will be allotted
40 minutes for the presentation of their arguments with a maximum of 20 minutes per speaker.
A maximum of 5 minutes may be reserved for rebuttal and sur-rebuttal. Judges may, at their

discretion, extend the time allotted for the oral arguments.

04. Semi final round

.J.‘ELL‘ r'Ll]l_"‘.'i 5".}".'L‘['I]i[1g (]LI:lr"lL‘r' ﬂna] ['UIJILIZ]H }i|:1El|] IIZIL‘ i{!]p]i.".'i{]]lt‘ Loy f';::lni J]JIE{] ['H'll[1(|:-'~. J:?l:l:-i\'.‘(] on

I".]HJ{'LL".JIJIZ. 2 teams \'\'il] |IM_‘ HC]L‘L'[L‘(I Lo enter lElL‘ I"i.IJiL] T'HLI[HI.

5. Final Round

Each team shall argue only for one side, which shall be decided via a draw of lots. Each team
will be allotted 50 minutes for the presentation of their arguments with a maximum of 25
minutes per speaker, A maximum of 10 minutes may be reserved for rebuttal and sur-rebuttal.

Judges may, at their discretion, extend the time allotted For the oral arguments.

Time Management & Judicial Discretion:

lotted time limits is mandatory. Teams may not independently exceed

Strict adherence to the a
their designated speaking time. However, the Bench retains absolute discretion to ask

questions and may grant time extensions for responsges as they deem fit. Failure to comply with

l]u_' Lime limilﬁ wi“ ['E:—'~Ll]'| ina 1:|-:c]l.1r.'liu|:1 ul' :Jua:']-’.:—c.




Rules for Written

Submission:

f Cover page- The cover page must have the following :

a. Team Code on upper Left-hand side corner
b. The Case Titles

. ct]lt)l.‘l['- HlL‘lL‘ I:Ili}[' IJL"[i'liH]IL'[' E{]II.J RL‘(I i:'.illl' RL‘H]J{J[HIL"II[

?

\l\"['iltﬂﬂ []lL'[]LU['iH.iH H]HJIJ!['. IIJE !J['i[ﬂL‘ll O Oone }ii(IL' ‘.".'.I|.I1. 1.1'-? .iI]l'.']I ][12[['55[1 L i{ll Hi(IL'H.

LY

Main text i.r.:l]l! size- Times New Roman 12 zlml Footnotes- Times New Roman 10,

Main text spacing- 1.5 and Footnotes- 1

AN Y

Ci!illil]ﬂ ﬂ]['l['li.l.l- ].I.,Inl.ul'.‘.l.}lll.}l-i. 2]5[ Ifﬂii[iﬂll. -[‘I.‘EI.IH}i :-'u]lii.;l Ii.'i.'|1.' i{ul]lt]['ilil."}i iI'I. liIEi.]' J'-I!I.l'."IHH]'iEI. -

by following a uniform style of citation for case laws.

X

The memorials should be spiral bound.

X

I}ilgﬂ II.I.'IIIII1|:)EI:' must 1H.‘ “'['i'lll.‘]l L4111 '||I1l'.‘ |:?li.2l|.|.l:ﬂ[1 I".IH'|:1'| carner.

A

The written submission should include the following :
a. The Table of Contents.

b. The Index of Authorities

¢. The Statement of Jurisdiction

d. The Statement of Facts

e. The Statement of Issues

F. The Summary of Arguments

.J.‘lih'.‘ ;'\I['gullltll.lﬁ- i'l"l.l:]".'i.l.I:Il.'l'.‘l:]."I ].?Iﬂ:}l.l._‘.-' E}E. ;"L['gl.ll:]l.tl'l.lﬁ

a

f The Memorials shall not, in any way, disclose any fact pertaining to the identity of the

Participating Team, its Members, or the Institution/College/University so represented.

13




sulations

\-.

Rules & Re

of the Moot Court
Competition Memorial

,f The requirement for memorials as detailed under this section must be strictly followed
and any non- compliance of the same will attract penalties in the form of deduction of

||1a!'1¢5.
,J Each team must prepare memorials for both sides to the t]i:—:pu!u.

J The last date for submitting the Memorials (for both sides) in soft copy is on or before
11:59 pm on 19th October 2026, No submission will be accepted after the prescribed
time. And the Memorials submitted within the deadline shall be considered and judged

III( i [] e & I EL' sl J‘i- 1.'L' mor i-H.] ; .-"'I.‘.-'.'E{]'l] .

J Onee the Memorials have been submitted, no revisions, supplements or additions to the

:"-‘l!l.f:ll1ihl'i.£i|}i ‘.-'.'i.]l iJ'L' al.'l..'\'."'l.}“:l].

J The soft copy of the Memorials shall be sent via e-mail o

. scl .mt:—t:—tt'r.:-ut'lf.ff's-:r.:-um]u|‘1'|.'uin.u|! itutions.in with subject line “Memorial Submission — Team
Coade”. The Soft C&:p‘\' should be sent in PDF format 1.JII1|_'|.". Attachments should be titled
as for Petitioner side and as for Respondent side. e.g. SCLMCCO2 PET and
SCLMCCO02 RES.

’J Six (6) hard copies of each of the memorials for Petitioner & Respondent shall be sent to
the organizers to ensure that it reaches prior to 21" October 2026 via speed post /

COUrIET.

J The participating teams should bring additional copies of memorials for Petitioner and

Respondent for their use during the competition.

rJ [I |.|'LC {}I"_‘L':'-i.l.llllzl.‘l'}i H‘J:—il."]"\'L' Iy I:Ii.lllill'."ll'l.‘lllt:l."ﬁ i.]l !]]L‘ }i'l.JH Loy 'd.l'l.l:] ]IH.]'I.] L'li.:l].];"." ui\ |.]IL'

Memorials, the same may lead to disqualification of such a team.

& 1t shall be the sole responsibility of the respective Participating Teams to ensure that the
correct number of soft and hard copies of the Memorials are submitted to the Organizers
within the prescribed deadlines.

14



Special Feature :
The Amicus Curiae Round

For the very first time in this competition, we are proud to introduce a brand-new competitive
element: The Amicus Curiae Round. Designed to test non-partisan legal scholarship,
high-level policy reasoning, and live courtroom adaptability, this round gives eliminated teams
a unigque uppu:'lunﬁy to return to the bench as an in:]l:[:-unc'l:nt "Friend of the Court."

The Amicus Curiae does not represent either party to the dispute. Instead, their role is to offer
a neutral, public-policy, or maero-legal perspective to assist the Bench in understanding the

svstemic real-world implications of their judgment.

1. Structure & Qualification

a. Quarter-Finals Knockout: Eight (8) b. Amicus Curiae Selection: Out of the four

teams will compete in the (4) non-gqualifving teams from  the
Quarter-Finals on a knockout basis. Quarter-Finals, the two (2) teams with the
The four (4) winning teams will highest scores will qualify as Amicus
advance directly to the Semi-Finals as Curiae Teams for the Semi-Finals.

PEiililJ Ners Ar Il] RL‘}i].}[]‘I'li]l’."]l[}i.

C. Courtroom Allocation: Each of the two d

Courtroom Allocation: Each of the twao (2)

(2) Semi-Final courtrooms will feature Semi-Final courtrooms will feature one (1)
one (1) Amicus Curiae team alun;‘_';.ui{lu Amiwcns Curiae  team u]migﬁit]u the
1|u: Petitioner ar]{l Rr:zipmu]r:r]l. Petitioner .i.i.]ll.] H.L'H}}I:}I'l(]l_‘]ll.

2. Presentation Guidelines

a. Single Speaker: The Amicus Curiae b. Time Limit: The designated Amicus Curiae
team must select only ene (1) designated spealier will be allotted a maximum of 15
speaker (who may be Mooter 1, Mooter minutes to deliver their oral arguments and
2, or the Researcher) to represent the answer judicial gqueries. Strict  time
team t]u:'ing oral submissions. adherence is enforced.

C. Use of Electronic Devices: Amicus
Curiae speakers are permitted to use an
electronic  device (e.g. laptop/tablet)
inside the courtroom :]ur‘ing their
presentation for referencing legal

aulhm‘lllr:ﬁ. statutes, or c|lgital notes., 15



3. Fvaluation & .‘\.--[Eu‘kiufg Scheme (Total: 50 Marks)

The Amicus Curiae teams will be evaluated independently on a secale of 50 marks by the

Semi-Final bench:

m .‘Illliu.l.; )

t Neutrality & Objectivity 10
. Novelty of Argument & Legal Gaps 10
3 Knowledge of Law & Case Precedents 10
4 Handling Judicial Queries 10
5 Oratory Skills & Time Management 10

4. Awards & Tie-Breaker Procedure

Best Amicus Curiae Award: Out of the two competing Amicus Curiae teams in the

S\'.‘IIﬁ-I"iI'lii.l.‘-i, E]JL‘ team ."-'ﬂ'.‘liZIJ]'i.] .II.‘:-. !]’J\'." |I1EH'|I1I'_‘5[ score out O III 1'-!{] ‘-‘o'il] 1}L‘ alljul]ii:illl.‘(l H.I]{J. iL‘-'.'i{]'l]l’.‘(] =

[]IL‘ ].?I-\'_‘}il {E.Illil..'u.‘-i C-U]'iElL' r]-IIH-I.ZI[ZI.

Tie-Breaker Ilil:l'm'r.'h:.': In the event of a tie in scores between the two Amicus Curiae teams,
the winner will be decided as follows:
a. Primary Tie-Breaker: The highcr score achieved in the Researcher Test.

b. Secondary Tie-Breaker: If the tie persists, the higher score achieved in the

Memorial Evaluation.

Use of Electronic Devices & Research Materials:

Teams represent i.l:lE‘ the }}ul‘Lil::—: (Petihoner and Ruspm:clun t) are 51|"|1.:|:|1~.' EJI"[}IIi!Ji.lL'l]. from u:—:inH
electronic devices of any kind {im']uc]ing |4L|Jl:u|15.. lahlul::i. or maobile p]:t}m::a} inside the
courtroom le'ing p]'m:l:l:tling:—'.: their submissions must |'r.:|_1.' }i{]lt:l:." on F:]111.':-:il:a| materials such
as moot memorials, books, bare acts, paper l:m[]|1i|ulim::—:. ar |J['inll|_'11 notes. C".ZII]'L'L‘]'!iL‘I_"..'. the
team I"‘L'FJ]"L‘}itI'lli.l]H lhr: Amicus Curae 18 '|.}L‘I'II1i[|.L‘[J. o use an clr:c'tl'unit: u:|1_'1."|-;:1_' imiit]l: llu:
courtroom to reference ]l:gzd anthorities, statutes, or t]igilu] notes llu]'i]lH‘ their }}l'r::il::nla.liun.
Failure to adhere to these deviee restrictions will result in immediate Llim]uuli“calic:n or mark

deductions.
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Scouting :
1. SC(IUIEIIE iﬁ- ﬁll‘i.ctl:,f I.Jr':l]li.l]i.tﬂ{l. I-]-L":l.!l:]}i r‘.:ll.'l".';] 5|:Eluli[1E “'il] 1}'." l]iﬁﬂ]uﬂ.lj’:—lr_“] 'ilTllTIL‘{J.iEl.l.L"I:'r'.

2. If any team does not appear after 10 minutes after the commencement of any round as per
the scheduled time, the team which did not appear shall be deemed to have given a

K‘-‘-’:I.]Iit)\r't:f' .i:l.]ll.] |.|1L' UI.JFIUT]L‘IH. team H]’]-':I.][ I.JL' i]l."\'_']-':l.]'”l.‘(l s "-Vi[HIL'I'}i uf l]']l'_‘ If'(ll.lﬂ(l.

(o 5]

= T}u_' ':.:-[}ITl[]'ii.llI’.‘E MesServes I'.]':IL" ]‘i.E]It to lEI.I:'EL‘ (]I.‘L'i!‘.i[]‘l'l}i on ﬂ.l'll}-' matter not Jrll'.‘r]li[}l'lt:l] il'l 1.'“:
Cp{J‘ITIEJE[i[ilJH RIJIL'H. ."!‘I.I'l_:':' .‘i.l.IL'|I1 (]I.‘L"i}ii(l]’l lH.I:'EL‘r] I.J_“g,-' !]’]L‘ CH][]IT!;‘“EE H]’]-’:I.]': EJE [;[1EI.|. .i.i.]'ll.]. IJiI]{J.'i]Ib'

on all the team.

4. Any form of recording of the oral pleadings shall not be permitted.

Anonymity :

* The names of the team members, faculty co-ordinator, institution, state or city shall not be
on any portion of the Memorial. The Team Number is a substitute for the team's

institutional affiliation.

*  Strict anonymity must be maintained across all team materials: no college name, crest, or
institutional identifier shall appear anywhere on written memorials, compendiums, or cited

iuclgmunt papers }}l'uvi{lud to the bench.

Mote: '1][ |.Ji.i.!‘|:i1.'i'|.}i:l.]’]l5 5hu.l] .I“L‘i‘["il.'i]’l f:"mn v.'l:a:r‘ing. u.l'\ing or uar:"}ring any rl.:ll:':ll::l u[' icluniina[:]u
iems, such as E:-a{lgt:.r-, |!j|-':|.ZL'["‘.'i. pinﬁ. ln:-.:l-r.:i.l"hag with a tt:l]r:gr_*.'rmliv.'l::‘.uil1_,u"|i1}|'a:'1_.f ]I:]'j'__f[} or seal or

any []‘I]'JI.‘I" i-.lw:miﬁahlu ]nH.lETiH.l:.

Announcement Of Results :

]. -|1I'H: I‘t:.‘i.l.ll.‘l.‘-'\. U.[‘ ll:".‘ P]‘”L‘Ii.]’l'lil'l.':ll'l}-' ['(II.IHI:I.'-'\., (}L’[EI. Fir]-i:l.], QUH.“E['-.[;I]H.] ﬂ.lll:] HL‘ITIi.-I"‘IIIﬂ.[ RIZILIHII]

ﬁ]’]-':l.]l. IJL' H.I'I.IIII:]‘I.I.TIII.'I'."IF] }i-l'LUTl.I“r" H.“.L'I' |.]IL' Ii.'l.J[]'i}}IL'I'iI:]‘I'I. []‘I. [?{)ih I]IL‘ T[]‘I.I.I]{J.H-.
i ey . . as = . .
J. ]]']L" WwWinners []'I lIIE L'(I][]l]l.'l]l][]‘ll "n"r']l] I.JL" JIII][]‘UI]L’E(] IZ]IJI‘lIIE.' l]']l_" ‘r'ﬂ.l.L'{J.lL-ll][:‘.-' IL'L'["'_"]'I'ltZI]']"l.-' an

24th Qctober 2026,

Miscellaneous :

1. Participants are required to maintain proper decorum in the court during the competition.

2. The organizers and administrators reserve the right to take appropriate action for any

LI[1I'."1.|:15L'EI.|... u[1|]['(li“1.'ﬁ}ii.ﬂ]’]-’:l.] or ilTIITl[]‘I'EI.l L'(l]'ll]l.ll.'l t]lf'l:".lt__fh(".ll lIIE COUrse I.JEI".IH: L'U]'I'll]l.'l'il'i(l]’l.

3. The organizers and administrators reserve the right to vary, alter, modify or repeal any of

the above rules if so required and as they deem appropriate.

4. All official communications will be made to the email submitted E:}-‘ them at the time of

Hugisl:"at 1010,
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Marking Of Memorials :

Ii".'l.‘l'.‘r' .'1'-I!I.\'_‘Il1lih]'i.al }illii.“ ].}L‘ ][]El[']{L‘lJ. 01 & [(HH.I [}I. ]{]{] []l'd.l']".!i i{]ll] 1|:1\'_‘ team []l‘L'ITHJ['iH.I IT!ilI‘Li}i '\.'\'i“ ].}L‘

l|:1\'_‘ AVerage Hr‘]]l.‘ l(ﬂi{l (!r!]i]lll Hil:I'L'!-T.. I-r.llll.‘ II.E}“(H'\'i.]IH' }ihill] ].}L" |.]IL' II1El['1¢i.I]5' ".'itZIlC[]lL'I

1 Knowledge of Facts and Law a0
2 Analysis, Organisation and Clarity 25
3 Extent and Use of Authority 20
4 Correct Format and Citation 15
b Grammar and Style 10

Marking Of Oral Rounds:

Maximum of 20 marks shall be deducted for any instances of plagiarism detected in the

][]\'_‘II1H]'i.El|}i (]L‘IJL‘I'[(].II]H' 0on lIIC IL"'.'L‘I Ujlbii.lnilal'i[il.‘!i.

1 Knowledge of Facts and Law 20
2 Logic and Reasoning to Apply the Legal Principles 20
3 Ability to Answer Questions 20
4 Time Management and Organization 20
b Court Etiquettes/ Deference to the Court 10
& Persuasiveness 10
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Moot Proposition

The rapid wrbanisation witnessed across Indiana over the past decade has fundamentally
transformed the relationship between human settlements and urban waldlife. Expanding
metropolitan regions, increasing population density, changing land-use patterns, and the
cipmwmial I'._rrm'l.'1]1 of |nunir'1p:|.| solid waste have intensified interactions between human
beings and free-ranging community animals, particularly dogs. While urban local bodies have
increasingly relied upon scientific sterilisation and vaccination programmes to regulate
community dog populations, public concerns over dog-bite incidents, rabies exposure, and civic
safety have continued to generate intense legal and policy debates. The competing demands of
proteciing public health and ensuring humane treatment of animals have placed the
constitutional and statutory Framework E’m'urning :'mnlnunil}-‘ c{n-gf. under un.prn:{'r:dr_'nh:d

&C I'L!1.i!1_'|,'.

The Prevention of Cruelty to Amimals Act, 1960 ("PCA Act"} was enacted with the primary
objective of preventing the infliction of unnecessary pain or suffering upon animals while
promoting their welfare through humane treatment. According to Section 11 of the Act
criminalises various acts of rru-’:h}-‘ but 5imu|.1alm:nu5|.1.' |'|:{'c1.5m'5|:5 limited statutory r::\'.r.'nzplinn::
permitting destruction of animals where expressly authorised by law or rendered unavoidable
by circumstances. Exercising its powers under the PCA Act, the Central Government nonfied
the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023 {("ABC Rules"), replacing the earlier regulatory
framework governing street dog management. The Rules sought to institutionalize sciennihic
sterilisation, anti-rabies vaccination, humane capture, treatment, and release of community dags

Lhruuugh coordinated ||u|'.-||:|u|:n1..11'm|a h_'..' local authorties. A dl."”.l'll]'l.'._t’ feature of the Rules was

the requirement that healthy sterilised and vaccinated community dogs should ordinarly be
released back into the same locality From which they were captured, recognising that territorial
stability among sterilised dogs was considered an essential component of long-term population

control.

The present dispute arises from the State of Pravarsha, a prosperous coastal State that had
emerged as one of Indiana’s leading centres for information technology, biotechnology, advanced
manufacturing. and logisties. According to the Pravarsha Economic Survey, 2025, the State
recorded an average annual cconomic growth rate of 8.9% over the preceding five years and
attracted investments exceeding 42 lakh crore. The capital city of Navapur, together with the
industrial municipalities of Shantigram, Velanagar, and Rudrapur, witnessed rapid urban
expansion fuelled by large-scale migration from neighbouring States. Between 2020 and 2025
alone, more than 1.9 million migrant workers settled in these urban centres, resulting in
unprecedented pressure upon municipal infrastructure, waste management systems, and public

health services.
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& The Department of Urban Development reported that municipal solid waste generation across
: Pravarsha had increased |1_1,' a}'.-}'.-r\l::ax'u'.rlatri:lﬂ..r [hrt}r-t]'tr\ec per cent between 2019 and 2025.
Although the State invested substantially in decentralised waste-processing facilities, several
municipal corporations struggled to implement efficient segregation and disposal mechanisms.
lllegal dumping of food waste near residential complexes, educational institutions, commercial
establishments, and public markets became increasingly common. Veterinary experts repeatedly
cautioned that the abundance of accessible food significantly contributed to the growth and

territorial concentration of -;:nrnrnunit_v t‘]ﬂE’ pnpu|at'mn5.

& In January 2024, the Directorate of Animal Hushandry estimated the State's community dog
population at approximately 10.82 lakh. However, an independent survey conducted by the
Pravarsha Institute of Veterinary Sciences in September 2025 estimated the hgure at only 9.31
lakh, attnbuting the discrepancy to methodological differences and repeated counting of
territorial paclr.s.. Munlcipa] authorities cnnﬁistﬂntl}' relied Lo the ]'u'ghr:r estimates while
seeking additional budgetary allocations under the State Urban Animal Welfare Mission,
whereas recognised amimal welfare organisations questioned the reliability of the Government's
methodology and relied upon the independent survey. The divergence in ofhicial data soon

became a recurring point of contention in legislative debates and public discourse.

(’ Simu|ranmu5]}'. the l)ﬂpart ment of Public Health recorded a graf]ual increase in r]ﬂg-bitt Cases
across the State. Between Janvary 2024 and February 2026, Government hospitals registered
241,768 dog-bite incidents requiring anti-rabies prophylaxis. Nearly forty per cent of the
reported victims were children below sixteen years of age, while approximately nineteen per
cent were senior citizens. The State Institute of Communicable Diseases confirmed hifty-eight
human deaths attributable to rabies during the same period. Public health researchers, however,
ohserved that hnﬁpital records did not dis l‘i.l'lE‘Ll'is.I‘l. between bites caused h_}-' sterilised cnmmunil}'
dogs, unsterilised dogs, abandoned pets, or owned domestic animals. Epidemiclogists further
noted that more than ninety per cent of community dogs examined during municipal vaccination
drives exhibited no symptoms of rabies, thereby caunoning agamnst drawing simplistic

conclusions solely from aggregate dog-bite statistics.

}’ .-"'I.gainr.r this backd rop, the I\'avapu.r ;"r"[unllc'lp.a] Cnrpnra.tic-n {NJ‘ﬂC} initiated one of the State's
most ambitions Animal Birth Control programmes. On 7 April 2025, the Corporation entered
into a three-year Memorandum of Understanding with the Vetlife Urban Animal Care
Foundation, a registered not-for-profit veterinary organisation headed by renowned veterinary
surgeon Dr. Ananya Rao. The project envisaged sterilisation and anti-rabies vaccination of
nearly 85,000 community dogs through six dedicated Animal Birth Control Centres established
across the c:it_',,-'. Financial assistance was jm'ntl_}-' pr\mr'irltrf h_}-' the State Government and the
Anmimal Weltare Board, while implementatinn was monitored thrnugh quarn:r|_1,' audits

cnnrlucn:d h-_'\.-' an i.l'l.l.'.l.l'.‘p-l'.‘l'll'lt]'l.‘t ti’.‘l:]'l.]'l.:iﬂal com I'l!l'il.'l‘l'.‘f.‘.

]’ By order dated 3 July 2026, the Hon'ble Supreme Court granted Special Leave, tagged all
connected petitions raising substantially similar questions, and constituted a Constitution Bench

to authorntatively determine the constitutional validity and scope of the Animal Birth Control

Rules, 2023 and the legality of Government Order No. 214/PSA2026.
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)’ Within the first eight months, municipal records indicated that approximately 27,000
cnmmunit_v rfngf. had been sterilised and more than 39,000 vaccinated. Indcpcndent evaluators
reported a measurable decline in breeding activity in several municipal wards and recommended
expansion of the programme. Animal welfare organisations hailed Navapur's intiative as a
madel for scientific implementation of the ABC Rules and urged other municipalities to replicate

its framewaorlk.

4 Despite these developments, isolated incidents invobnng ageressive community dogs continued
to occur. On 18 December 2025, eleven-year-old Aarav Mehia, a student of Navapur Public
School, sustained grievous injuries atter being attacked by a pack of six community dogs while
returning home from school. The incident occurred barely two hundred metres from a municipal
garbage collection point that, according to local residents, had remained unattended for several
I.'J.E._'l.-"ﬁ. CCTV }-nnt.agl: captur'mg the incident 5|1rr:ar] ra.}'.-it”_',,-' across television channels and social
media platforms, generating nationwide outrage. Aarav survived following multple
reconstructive surgeries, but the incident reignited public debate concerning the adequacy of

existing legal safeguards.

’ The Public anxiety intensihed within weeks, further on 7 January 2026, Kamala Devi, a
seventy-two-year-old retired school teacher residing in  Shantigram, succumbed to
complications allegedly arising from injuries sustained during an attack by free-ranging dogs
near a rnun'u:lpa.] 'parlc. Less than two weeks later, on 19 .Ianuar_}-‘ 2026, six construction workers
employed by SkyRise Infrastructure Limited were injured after entering an abandoned
industrial site where several community dogs had established territorial occupanon. The
residents alleged that repeated complaints submitted to municipal authorities regarding
aggressive canine behaviour had been ignored for months, while municipal officials maintained
that no scientibically verified evidence established that the same dogs were responsible for the

attacks.

&  These incidents generated extensive media coverage and triggered demonstrations across the
State. The Federation of Resident Welfare Associations of Pravarsha (FRWAP), led by its
President Mr. Rngha'l.' Malhotra, nrganiﬁcd pl:actﬁl] protests in clght majnr cities demanding
immediate removal of community dogs from residential colonies, schools, hospitals, public
parks, and commercial districts. The Federation contended that municipal authorites had
become constrained by the mandatory release provisions contained in the Animal Birth Control
Rules, 2023 and were unable to respond effectively to repeated complaints involving aggressive
animals. It further argued that while humane treatment of animals remained an important
constitutional nhju:ctl'l.'c, it could not .r-urmr.rv:rlt the State's pﬁmar_!,' nhligatiﬂn to 5a.ﬁ:guard

human life and 'puh“v:' EH.:I'-I'_"tI'!.".

5’ The debate acqul:r\erl constitutional overtones on 2 Fi:hruar__\-‘ 2026, when Justice I:Rctr].}
Devendra 5. Kaul, Chairperson of the State Commission on Urban Public Health, observed
during a televised policy consultation that the existing legal framework appeared to reveal "an
unresolved tension between the constitutional obligation to preserve public health and the
statutory commitment to humane treatment of community animals." Although the remarks
formed no part of any otficial report, r|'|.|:'_',-' received w:ir]cﬁprtad pul‘rlic attention and were

II:I'i'l:l'_‘ZI'_'.'.\ZI".‘I‘i!'l.‘.l. I'l_".-" varinuﬁ Et.':l.]ii.‘l'l.i.'.rll.‘.l.l'_‘l'ﬁ- as L]_l.ll'_"ﬁ-l'llﬂl']i.l'lg l'hf_' I'_‘EHC-E.CI}-' D[- l'h-l'.‘ .'"ILDi.]TI.':I.] Bi.rt]'l. Cnntrn|

R'Ll]-l'.‘ﬁ.
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j’ The recognised animal welfare organisations vehemently disputed these allegations. The
Pravarsha Society for Humane Coexistence, represented by environmental lawyer Adw
Nandini Bhargava, asserted that the incidents reflected decades of inconsistent implementation
of sterilisation programmes rather than any defect in the statutory framewaork itself. According
to the organisation, indiscriminate relocation of community dogs disrupted established
territorial hierarchies, resulting in migration of larger numbers of unsterilised dogs into vacant
territories and ultimately increasing conflict. Veterinary experts associated with the organisation
relied upon pub]iﬁhm‘] scientific studies indlcaﬁng that sustained sterilisation and vaccination
programmes, coupled with effective waste management, substantially reduced long-term

pnpu|ar'|nn E’rﬂ"-‘-"l’l‘l E.J'I.d l'I'iWL‘d.EIL‘ rran.r-m'lsﬁir.-n.

f Further, responding to the mounting public concern, the Government of Pravarsha issued a
notification dated 15 February 2026, constituting the High-Level Committee on Community
Animal :'H'[ana.gemcnr under the cha.irmans.h'rp ol Justice {Rr:rr]._] Devendra 5. Kaul. The
Committee comprised constitutional law scholars, epidemiologists, veterinary surgeons,
environmental scientists, municipal commissioners, representatives of recognised ammal
welfare organisations, and semor public health officials. It was entrusted with examining the
implementation of the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023, analysing the scope of Section 11 of
the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960, evaluating the increasing incidence of dog-bite
cases, and rr:cnmmend'mg MEeasures capahle of ba]ancing animal welfare with the constitutional

nhligatinn ﬂ['- t]'I.E' SIE.I'E' o prntcct 'F]'I.Ihlllc' ]'I.E'E.Itl'l E.!'.I'I.'] human ]i.I'IE'.

" The Committee commenced statewide consultations on 21 Febrouary 2026, inviting
representations from municipal corporations, resident welfare associations, public health
institutions, veterinary colleges, environmental organisations, educational institutions, and
members of the puh“c. Within six weeks, it received more than 14,700 written rtpres.i:ntat'lnns.,
conducted hearings across twelve districts, and commissioned independent beld studies to
assess the implementation of sterilisation and vaccination programmes. While mumicipal
authorities and resident associations consistently advocated greater executive discretion n
dealing with habitually aggressive commumty dogs, veterinary experts and animal welfare
organisations maintained that isolated incidents could not justify dilution of the statutory
pmtr:ctinnﬁ cnv'l:-'.agm'] under the Animal Birth Control Rules. The Eharp divergcncr: of expert
opinion laid the Foundation for what would soon evolve into one of the most significant
constitutional controversies concerning the validity and scope of the Animal Birth Control

Rules, 2023, under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960.

f Upon hearing the parties, the High Court observed that the controversy raised issues of
txccptinnn| constitutional irnp-nrt.anv.:'r: afﬂ:cting rnun'iclpal administration thmughnut the
country and 'lnvn]v'mg the :inrcrp|a_1,' between Articles 14, 21, 48A and &1 J‘h(_g} of the Constitution
of Indiana, the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960, the Animal Birth Control Rules,
2025 and the scope of executive powers exercisable by State Governments in matters

concerning public health and animal welfare. Accordingly, by order dated 24 June 2026, the

High Court directed that the matter be placed before the Hon'ble Supreme Court of Indiana.




’ The High-Level Committee continued 1ts deliberations amidst growing public scrutiny. During
the course of its proceedings, it sought detailed implementation reports from all thirty-eight
mum'cipal cnrpnra.rlnns functinning within the State of Pravarsha. On 14 March 2026, the
Navapur Municipal Corporation submitted its Annuwal Compliance Report under the Animal
Birth Control Rules, 2023, The report disclosed that, against an estmated community dog
population of 92,430 within municipal limits, 38,7 14 dogs had been sterilised and vaccinated as
of 28 February 2026. The report further revealed that nearly 19% of the budget allocated for the
financial year remained unutilised owing to delays in procurement of veterinary equipment,
ﬁhnrtagc of trained veter'lnar_',-' SUrZeons, :inti:rruptinnﬁ in the 51.I'|.'.|‘F|]j-' of anti-rabies vaccines and
administrative delays in establishing additional Animal Birth Contrel Centres. Simultaneously,
the Corporation admitted that despite repeated notices 1ssued under the Municipal Solhid Waste
Management Bye-laws, indiscriminate dumping of organic waste continued in several municipal

wards, thereby facilitating the congregation of community animals.

"' In order to 'Lnricp:ntlcnﬂ_\-' x'cri['_'v the factual pnsltinn, the Committee conducted an on-site
inspection of Ward No. 17 of Navapur on 29 March 2026, where the attack upon Aarav Mehta
had occurred. The inspection revealed that the municipal waste collection point situated near
MNavapur Public School had remained unattended on several occasions, resulting in substantial
accumulation of biedegradable waste. CCTV footage examined by the Committee appeared to
depict community dogs, stray cattle and pigs regularly feeding at the site. While the Municipal
Commissioner attributed the 'irrr:gu]ar waste collection to a prn|nngm‘] sanitation workers' strike
during November and December 2025, representatives of the sanitation department disputed
the explanation and produced internal correspondence indicating that repeated requests for
additional collecion wvehicles had remained pending before the Urban Development
Department. Local residents, however, maintained that complaints concerning aggressive
canine behaviour had been repeatedly submitted to municipal authorities months before the
incident 'mvn]v'mg Aarav Mehta, whereas municipal records reflected nn|_',-' two  formal

cnmplaintﬁ rEL'I'.‘:i\"L‘l'] IIFI thi’.‘ Pﬂ'.‘ﬁl’.‘]'; |IH'.‘I'I ["c-rrnat. Thl’.‘ Ehctua| cont FoOVEersy r\ema:inr:fi IJI'IFESﬂl.‘-"-L‘I.'I.

(" Betore the Committee could finalise its recommendations, another widely reported incident
further intensified the debate. On 6 Apnl 2026, Meera Khanna, a twelve-year-old student
residing in Velanagar, sustained multiple bite injuries after being attacked by three community
dogs while entering a municipal plavground. Although she recovered following timely medical
treatment, the incident recerved extensive media attention after local residents alleged that
repeated complaints regarding aggressive dogs had been ignored by the Velanagar Municipal
Corporation. Municipal authorities denied negligence, asserting that no prior complaints had
been received concerning the specific animals involved and that subsequent veterinary
examination failed to conclusively identify the dogs responsible. Animal welfare organisations
further .a]lr:ged that social media plntfhn'n:—'. had circulated unverihed videos unrelated to the

Zinf'i-l']ﬂl'lt. therchy inﬂamin.g puh“c‘ Ei.‘]'l.‘tlil'nf_'l'lt E.EH.'] Lll'll.‘.l.l'_‘l'fl'llll'l.:iﬂg nhjec l'i.‘.-"l'.‘ Assessment DE. I.'I'I.I'_‘ l'.E.C Ls.
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’l Concerned by the increasing public anxiety, the Government of Pravarsha convened an
emergency meeting on 12 Apnl 2026 involving municipal commissioners, senior police officials,
ep'lrltmin]ngis.ts., x'ctcrinar_v EXPETts, rcprﬂﬁtntativc:—'. of the Animal Welfare Board and puhliu
health authorities. During the meeting, the Director of Public Health presented data indicating
that registered dog-bite cases had increased by nearly 18% between 2024 and 2025, particularly
in rapidly urbanising districts. Conversely, the Director of Animal Husbandry informed the
meeting that over 7% of community dogs examined during municipal stenilisation programmes
exhibited no symptoms of rabies or abnormal aggression. He turther cautioned that scientific
literature did not establish a direct causal n:].atinnﬁhip- between cnmmunil‘_!,' dng dcnairy and
dog-bite incidents, emphasising that factors such as inadequate waste management,
abandonment of pet dogs, territonal disturbances, human provocation and disrupnion of

sterilisation cycles signmificantly influenced aggressive behaviour.

& On 28 Apnl 2026, the High-Level Committee submitted its Interim Report to the State
Government. The Committee concluded that the principa| deficiencies |al1.r in inconsistent
implementation rather than in the statutory framework itself. It observed that only six of the
thirty-eight municipal corporations had achieved sterilisation coverage exceeding 7%,
notwithstanding substantial financial assistance extended under the State Urban Animal
Weltare Mission. The Committee recommended strengthening wveterinary infrastructure,
improving  waste management practices, increasing anti-rabies vaccination coverage,
estab]iahing dedicated rehahilitation facilities for diseased and J'njurr:r] animals, and cn:—'.un'ng
uniform implementation of the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023, While acknowledging
legitimate public concerns regarding repeated dog attacks, the Committee expressly observed
that indiscriminate relocation or destruction of healthy community dogs lacked scientific

justification and was inconsistent with the objectives underlying the Prevention of Cruelty to

Animals Act, 1960,

}’ Bar\el_}f two weeks later, however, a separate 5tud._',-' puh“ﬁhed 1'.-|1...r the National Institute of Public
Health Analytics (NIPHA) fundamentally altered the course of public discourse. The study,
titled Urban Canine Population and Public Health Risk Assessment: A Mulo-City
Epidemiclogical Study, analysed data collected from government hospitals, mumicipal
authorities and district surveillance units across six States, including Pravarsha. While
acknowledging that sterilisation and vaccination constituted indispensable components of urban
canine management, the :-'.turiﬂ..r concluded that exi:—:ting |r:ga|. restrictions 5igniﬁcant|y
constrained the ability of municipal authorities to respond promptly to repeated incidents
involving aggressive community dogs. It recommended that local authorites be statutonly
empowered to permanently isolate, rehabilitate or, where certified by an independent veterinary
board as posing an imminent and continuing threat to human life, humanely euthanise such

animals. The report simultanecusly cautioned that these powers should be exercised only n

exccpt'inna] circumstances and ﬁubicct to rignrnu:—'. prncu:f]ural 5aﬂ:guard5.




; Further on the publication of the NIPHA Report tniggered intense public debate throughout the
State. Resident Welfare Associations characterised the report as scientific confirmation that the
existing legal framework had become impractical for densely populated urban centres. Several
public health experts endorsed the recommendations, emphasising that constitutional
governance required balancing compassion towards animals with the State's obligation to
protect human hife under Article 21 of the Constitution. Conversely, recognised animal welfare
organisations criticised the report for relying upon incomplete datasets and for failing to
distinguish between sterihised community dogs, abandoned pets. owned domestic animals and
unvaccinated stray dngs.. ‘lp'rctl:rln.arlg.r scientists :1ur:5r'|c|-m:r| the statistical mcrhﬂdnlngv adnpttd
by NIPHA and asserted that the study merely established correlation rather than causation.
They further contended that weakening the territonal stability contemplated under the Animal
Birth Control Rules could ultimately aggravate the very problem the report sought to address.

" In accordance with the growing public pressure, the Government of Pravarsha invoked its
powers under the Pravarsha ;"r’[unlclpa] Public &E'ct_}-' Act, 1998 and issued Government Order
No. 214/PSA2026 dated 18 May 2026. The Government Order authorised municipal
corporations, in exceptional circumstances, to identfy "habitually aggressive community dogs"
through a Dhstrict Veterinary Assessment Board and to remove such animals from public spaces
pending further evaluation. It further authorised humane euthanasia where a three-member
veterinary panel certihed that rehabilitation was impossible and that continued release of the
animal pns.r:r] an imminent and unntinui.ng threat to human hfe, Eubjf_'f_"t to apprﬂval h_}-' the

L"r'l!.L'l n i.C II].'.l.:l.] Ci.'.l mim ls.:-'.:innr:r.

" Within hours of the notification, the Pravarsha Society for Humane Coexistence, the Federation
for Urban Animal Welfare, and People for Ethical Animal Protection jointly condemned the
Government Order, contending that it was contrary to the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
Act, 1960 and the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023. Thq}r argur:r] that Section 11 of the PCA
Act prohibited unnecessary pain or suffering and that the State Government lacked legislative
competence to create fresh categories permitting euthanasia in the absence of express statutory
authorisation. According to them, the Government Order effectively nullified the mandatory
release provisions contained in the Animal Birth Control Rules and undermined the legislative

intent underlying the parent enactment.

f The Federation of Resident Wellare Associations of Pravarsha adopted an entirely different
position. While welcoming the Government Order, it contended that the measures introduced
were insulficient to address the recurring threat posed by aggressive community dogs.
According to the Federation, the mandatory obligation contained in the Animal Birth Control
Rules requiring sterlised dogs to be released back into the same locality effectively deprived
municipal authorities of meaningtul discretion even in areas witnessing repeated attacks upon
children, elderly persons and other vulnerable groups. It was asserted that the Rules, though
enacted with laudable objectives, had exceeded the scope of delegated legislation hy
substantially restricting executive powers not contemplated under the Prevention of Cruelty to
Anmimals Act, 1960, thereby jeopardising the constitutional guarantee of life and personal safety

under Article 21.
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; Consequently, on 27 May 2026, Adv. Nandini Bhargava, acting on behalf of the Pravarsha
Society for Humane Coexistence, instituted Writ Petition (Civil) No. 1643 of 2026 before the
Hi.gh Court of Pravarsha challcnglng the constitutional x'aliflil'y of Government Order No.
214/PSA2026. The petition sought a declaration that the Government Order was ultra vires the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960 and the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023, together
with consequential directions restraining municipal authorities from implementing 1ts

provisions.

; Within two weeks, the Federation of Resident Welfare Associations of Pravarsha instituted
Wit Petition (Civil) No. 1718 of 2026 before the same High Court. While supporting the
Government Order, the Federation 5'|mu]rancnus.]_}f cha"engc-.‘f the constitutional va]id'ltﬂ,r of
specific provisions of the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023, It was contended that the
mandatory release of sterilised community dogs into the same locality, irrespective of repeated
public safety concerns, travelled beyond the rule-making powers conferred under the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960, particularly Section 11, and disproportionately
restricted the authority of the State to discharge its constitutional obligation of protecting

human hife and puhlic health.

',J Consider ng the imp—nrtance of the issues involved, a Division Bench of the High Court ordered
that both petitions be heard together. During the proceedings, the Union of Indiana, the Animal
Welfare Board of Indiana, the Veterinary Council of Indiana, the National Institute of Public
Health Analytics, the Indianan Association of Municipal Commissioners, the Indianan
Veterinary Association, and several recognizsed public interest organisations sought
intervention. The proceedings witnessed extensive submissions concerming the doctrine of
dc]cgatr:r] lr:gislatinn, constitutional limitations upon executive action, municlpal EOVETrNANCEe,
public  health policy, environmental jurisprudence, comparative international practices
governing community animal management and the interpretation of Section 11 of the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960. Divergent judicial pronouncements rendered by

different High Courts on similar questions were also placed before the Bench.

The matters are now listed for final hearing before the Hon'ble Supreme Court of Indiana. The
following questions has been placed for consideration before the Hon'ble Supreme Court of

Indiana:

1. Whether the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023 are within the rule-making powers conferred

under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960, particularly Section 11 thereof?

2. Whether the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023 strike a constitutionally permissible balance
between animal wellare and the rght to life and public safety under Article 21 of the Constitution

of Indiana?

3. Whether Government Order No. 214/PSA/2026 issued by the State of Pravarsha i1s consistent
with the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960 and the Animal Birth Control Rules, 20237

4 Whether municipal authorities are empowered to permanently relocate, isolate, ar humanely euthanise

community dogs in exceptional cireumnstances threatening public safety?
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ANNEXURE I

Reference No : DAHVS/ARC/STAT202651 14 Dhate = 10-March- 2026

GOVERNMENT OF PRAVARSHA

In consultation with the
Drepartment of Public Health and the Directorate of Urban Development

Consolidated Statistical Report on Community Dog Population, Animal Birth
Conirol Programme and Public Health Indicators
(January 2024 - Febroary 2026)

1. Background

Pursuant to the implementation of the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023 and the State Urban Animal
Welfare Mission, the Government of Pravarsha has undertaken periodic assessments concerning the
population of community dogs, implementation of sterilisation and anti-rabies vaccination programmes,
incidence of dog-hite cases, and municipal compliance with the Animal Birth Control framewark.

The present statistical compilation has been prepared on the basis of information received from the
Dhirectorate of Animal Husbandry, Municipal Corporations, the Department of Public Health, Government

Medical Colleges, District Veterinary Hospitals and independent monitering agencies.

The Figures contained herein are intended :'.-.JJ-_-|_1- for administrative and |m|.u't-.- purposes.

Table 1: Estimated Community Dog Population in the State of Pravarsha

ernment [r'|1|:_~[11_~|14_|.:_-r'|I Estimatec
Enumeration Veterinary Survey Variance
January 2024 10,582,146 9,96,584 7.92%
Seprember 2025 10,14,238 9,31,227 5.19%
February 2026 992,481 908,614 85.45%
. o
Observation:

The Directorate of Animal Husbandry atiributes the variance primarily to differences in enumeration

methodology, seasonal migration of territorial packs and repeated movement of community dogs across
municipal boundaries.

]mlu]mnclun: velerinary agencies have uxpru:mm| reservations |'-_-E_;Lr1|]|1-:f the pm—'..-'-il:]li:t-.- of 1|uF-J]-.'u.1u
enumeration in clu-ns.ul_u pupul;uul urban clusters.




Table 2 : Implementation Status of Animal Birth Control Programme

Particulars

Lp to 28 February

2024
Community Dogs Capt ured 2.86,714 3.74,926 82417
Diogs Sterilised 2,64,081 3.81,227 46,912
Dags Vaccinated Against Rabies 342,891 5,08,316 62,744
Dogs Released inte Original Territory 248,442 3.59,104 43,188
Dogs Retained tor Medical Treatment 6,814 9,226 1.674
Diogs Cerliﬁed.;:r.;iﬁlicall}- Unfit for 5.963 7.411 1.674

Table 3 : Public Health Indicators

Ila'l.l'l i.i'LI]jLI =

Lp to 28 February

2026
Registered Dog-Bite Cases 1,02, 438 1,270,615 18,715
Persons Administered Anti-Rabies Vaccine 96,201 1,14,402 17,286
Laboratory Confirmed Human -
Rabies Cases = o 5
Human Deaths Artributed to Rabies 19 28 11

Table 4 : Demographic Distribution of Registered Dog-Bite Victims

Categor, Percentags
Children below 16 vears 39.8%
Adults (16 - &0 years) 41.5%
Senior Citizens {(Above 60 years) 18.9%
L




Table 5 : C‘nluniuipu] Performance under the Animal Birth Control Pl'ﬁg:‘ummu

Municipal Corporation Cate

\werage SterilisationCoverage

Above Fi% & Municipal Corporations

Berween 50%—75% 11 Municipal Corporations

Between 25%-50% 14 Municipal Corporations

Below 25%:

7 Municipal Corporations
M

A

Table & : Financial Utilisation under the State Urban Animal Welfare Mission

I f-l.||.|:_'1'l Allocated |:I||-:J::_:_l.'i. Utilised Ltilisation Raix
20242025 F238.40 Crore %160.82 Crore 67 46%
L 2025-2026 (up to February 2026) $247.60 Crore $200.56 Crore B1.00% J

Table 7 : HQ}‘}L‘H‘[ml Causes lor Duh{}-‘ in lmp]unmnlallml

Shortage of Veterinary Surgeons 6E%

Delay in Procurement of Surgical R
Equipment 54%

Inadequate Animal Holding 490
Facilities :

Interruptions in Vaccine 2
SLLPPJ}-' S?D‘ﬂ

Litigation R;e]nting l._u Proposed ABC 18%
Centres

Public Resistance to Establishment of
\ Sterilisation Facilities

26%

29




Table 8 : Reported Factors Associated with Community Dog Congregation

Percent e of Municipal :_1|1'|I'|'||"|I'.'ili||||--

ot i11g :]1 © |"._ Chor

Open Municipal Waste Dumps

el Tl 67%

Ilegal Slaughter Waste Disposal 4205

Abandonment of Domestic Pets 39%

Unregulated Feeding in Public Places T

§ Construction Debris and Vacant Sites 31%
A

General Observations

b

Sial'li.f-ll.'.'l.lﬂ 1|ispnri:iu.-= continue to exist |..ll_'11.'.'l_'1.'l'l. I'L'LLII'ii.l.'iFl'.1| L'L‘hl']'rl.‘.-l'.'l.[il.:lnh'. |'u5.!u'1!]|'|5 S[L‘J'il.i.:‘w'.il.']l.u'l coverage
and il'l.'l.]'l-lL'I:'nL'I'ﬂ:.ﬂ]i'll'l |.".'|.Fl.'L|."i.1_'-.'.

A majority of municipal corporations reported shartage of trained veterinary personnel and infrastructure
necessary for achieving annual sterilisation targets.

The available data does not L|I'|i.f.|.‘al'l'|'||.x' 1i]ﬁ:i|'.|-__-_ui:=|1 hetween incidents invalving aterilised community clur;(.-a.

unsterilised community dogs. abandoned domestic dogs or owned pet animals.

Variations in |':l|.:lE‘||.I|'.’|I]l.:u'| esfimates may arise from I.iiH.l_'l']J'IE enumeration I'I'IL"'1hi'll:|.I.":l|.I.:lE,'i.L"':-'\. u-:l.l.‘tph_'-:l. |:l_'\-.'

municipal authorities and i.n-clupumlum agencies.

Certain districts reporting comparatively hi;::h-_\r sterilisation cover: e also recorded lower breeding rates

1|1||']115 the assessment F--_-r]m|. However, no conclusive inference mg_;u'clina causation is drawn in this

Repaort.

Municipal authorities have identified improper waste management and increasing abandonment of

domestic pets as rn.‘--.'urring factors I'l_'ill.lil'ij'lg Flu]]l.".- intervention.




ANNEXURE II

Naotification No. UDVHLCCAM/2026/41 Date : 15 -Fek -2026

GOVERNMENT OF PRAVARSHA

High-Level Committee on Community Animal Management

Chairperson
Hon'ble Justice (Retd.) Devendra 5. Kaul

EXTRACTS FROM THE INTERIM REPORT OF THE HIGH-LEVEL
COMMITTEE ON COMMUNITY ANIMATL MANAGEMENT

Submitted to the Government of Pravarsha on 28 ﬁpril 2026

1. Introduction

The Government of Pravarsha constituted the High-Level Committee on Community Animal Management
to examine the imp]emnnm:inn of the Animal Birth Control Bules, 2023, evaluate the increasing incidence
of community dog-related public safety concerns, analyse the funetioning of municipal authorities under the
existing statutory framework, and recommend appropriate measures consistent with the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960 and the constitutional ohligations of the Stare.

The Cammittee comprised experts in constitutional law, public health, epidemiclogy, veterinary sciences,
environmental management, municipal administration and animal welfare.

Between 21 February 2025 and 20 April 2026, the Committee conducted consultations in twelve districts,
received 14,728 written representations, interacted with 31 Municipal Corporations, 18 Resident Welfare
Associations, 42 registered Animal Welfare Organisations, representatives of the Animal Welfare Board,
veterinary institutions, public health authorities, police officials and members of the public.

2. Scope of Examination

T]u_' Committes uxa.mim::], inter .u.lia :

a. Interpretation of Section 11 of the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960 in the context of
community dog management; and

b. The implementation of the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023;

c. Sterilization and anti-rabies vaccination programmes undertaken by
municipal authorities:

d. Reparted incidents involving community dogs:
e. Municipal solid waste management practices;
f. .-"n-.-ﬁi.uhi“::.- of veterinary infrastructure;

g- Comparative practices adepted by selected jurisdietions for urban animal management.

3. Principal Findings

After examining documentary records, field inspections, stakeholder consultations and statistical marterial,
al

the Commitiee recorded the following interim findings:



Finding No. 1

* Implementation of the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023 remains substantially uneven across municipal
COrpOrations.

*  Ohnly six municipal corporations have achieved sterilization coverage exceeding 70% of the estimated
community dog population.

* Several municipalities continue to function below the minimum operational benchmarks contemplated
under the Rules.

o .
Finding No. 2
. ."r'l.uni-.'ipa| solid waste management has emergm] as one of the most significant npnraiinna] -.'l'l.a”enger'-

associated with congregation of community flngs.

* Repu.\.u:m] accumulation f-t"hifnleHr. lable waste near markets, educational institutions, .-'-|.-1.ugh1erhnusc.f-.

residential colonies and public parks creates sustained food sources that influence territorial cccupation
by free-ranging animals.

* The Committee obhserved that improvement of waste management practices constitutes an essential
component of any long-term urban animal management strategy.

Finding No. 3

The Committee did not find sufficient scientific material to conclude that sterilised community dogs exhibit
greater aggression than non-sterilized dogs.

The evidence placed before the Committee indicates that aggression may result from muliiple interacting
factors, including:

*  Dhsruption of territorial hierar

*  Human provocation,

*  Food scarcity,

& [hisease,

* Breeding behaviour,

*  Abandonment of domesticated animals,
*  Competition for resources.

The Committee abserved that Further |¢'r|15i:m]inal scientific studies may he |'equi|'e;l before any definitive

nwn_'|us.inn can I.ZIL"' (l.l'.'J.".'.'n.

Finding No. 4

The Committee noted signif

nt inconsistencies in maintenance of municipal records concerning:
s Identification of sterilised animals;

*  Anti-rabies vaccination status;

*  Post-operative monitoring;

. Cnmplaim registration;

*  [Incident verification.



The absence of uniform data collection standards limits the reliability of comparative assessment between
municipalities.

Finding No. 5

* The Committee chserved that mpemm] relocation of |1na.|:hy territarial community I.Jfl\gﬁ, without
scientific justification, may disturb existing territorial equilibrium and permit migration of unsterilised
animals into vacated areas.

* However, the Committee does not express any final opinion regarding exceptional situations involving
demonstrable threats to public safety, as such questions may require legislative clarification and judicial
determination.

Finding No. 6

* The Committee identified shortages of trained veterinary surgeons, surgical facilities, animal transport
vehicles and post-operative recovery infrastructure as major impediments to effective implementation of
the Animal Birth Control Programme.

*  Budgetary allocation alone has not resulted in corresponding implementation due to administrative and
logistical deficiencies.

Finding No. 7
Public participation in m:‘-pnns:i'lﬂﬁ pet f-wner.-'-hip remains ina:]equmn.

The Committee received numerous representations .3.||r_~ging:

*  Abandonment of domesticated pets;
* Uncontrolled breeding by private owners;
*  Unregulated feeding practices;

* Failure to register companion animals.

These factors contribute to increasing pressure upon municipal animal management systems.

Finding No. 8

¢ The Committee observed that available scientific literature supports sterilisation and anti-rabies
vaccination as internationally recognised methods of long-term population stahilisation.

#  Ag the same time, evidence placed before the Committee also indicates continuing public concern
regarding incidents involving aggressive community dogs.

*  The Committee considers both concerns to be genuine and requiring balanced policy intervention.




4, Interim Recommendations

Pending submission of the Final Report, the Committee recommends that the Government consider the
following measures:

1 Sirengthening municipal veterinary infrastructure.
2 Increasing annual sterilisation and anti-rabies vaccination targets.

3 1‘:51..3.'!]!i3]'|i.ng district-level monitoring mechanisms for implementa:inn of the Animal Birth Control
Rules.

4 Improving municipal solid waste management.
58 Developing uniform digital databases for identification and monitoring of sterilised community dogs.

6 Conducting periadic public awareness campaigns relating to responsible pet ownership and interaction
with commumnity animals.

]

Eatal*:lis.hin.g dedicated rehabilitation facilities for injure;l. diseased and medi-:.ully unfic animals.

5. Observations

* The Committee recards that differing views exist regarding the extent of powers available to municipal
authorities while dealing with community dogs exhibiting repeated aggressive behaviour.

* Certain stakeholders advocated broader executive discretion to permanently remove such animals from
public places.

*  (thers contended that existing statutory safeguards under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act,
1960 and the Animal Birth Contral Rules, 2023 sufficiently regulate such situations.

* The Commitiee refrains from expressing any conclusive opinion on the legal correctness of either
position, considering that such questions involve interpretation of statutory provisions and are
ultimately within the domain of competent constitutional courts.

* The Commitiee refrains from expressing any conclusive opinion on the legal correctness of either
position, considering that such questions involve interpretation of statutory provisions and are
ultimately within the domain of competent constitutional courts.

6. Limitation of the Report

This Interim Report is confined to assessment of implementation and policy considerations.

The Committee has not examined nor expressed any opinion upon:

#  The constitutional validity of the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023;
#  The constitutional validity of any executive action adopted by the Union or any State Governmeni;
#  The legality of any pending litigation concerning community animal management.

* The observations contained herein shall not be construed as binding findings on any judicial or
quasi-judicial authority. lssued under the authority of the High-Level Committee on Community

Animal Management.

(Sdf-)

Government of Pravarsha



ANNEXURE III
GOVERNMENT OF PRAVARSHA

DEPARTMENT OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT AND MUNICIPAL
ADMINISTRATION

GOVERNMENT ORDER

Government Order No : UDMAPSAZ 142024
File No : UDMA/LA-TIL2026/1 187
Date : 18-May-2026

Subject: [ssuance of Interim Guidelines for the Management of Habitually Aggressive Community Dogs in
Urban Local Bodies in the Interest of Public Safety and Public Health.

PREAMBLE

Whereas the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960 seeks to secure humane treatment of animals and
to prevent the infliction of unnecessary pain or suffering;

And whereas the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023 have been notified by the Central Government to
regulate the capture, sterilisation, vaccination, treatment and release of community degs through Urban
Lacal Bodies and recognised implementing agencies;

And whereas the Government of Pravarsha has, during the period Janvary 2024 to April 2026, received
reports from various Municipal Corporations indicating an increase in complaints concerning dog-bite
incidents, alleged aggressive behaviour by certain community dogs, and recurring public safety concerns in
densely populated urban areas;

And whereas the Department of Public Health has submitted statistical material indicating variations in the
incidence of reported dog-bite cases across different disirices of the State;

And whereas several Resident Welfare Associations, educarional institutions, public health authorities and
elected representatives have represented before the Government that municipal authorities require greater
operational flexibility while responding to exceprional cases involving repeated artacks allegedly attributable
to identified community dogs;

And whereas the Government has considered the Interim Report dated 28 April 2026 submitted by the
High-Level Commitiee on Community Animal Management, the representarions received from
stakeholders, and the necessity of ensuring an appropriate balance berween public safety and humane
treatment of animals pending further }m“r.:.' consideration:

Mow, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred under Sections 42, 68, 74 and 112 of the Pravarsha
Municipal Public Safety Act, 1998, read with all other enabling provisions, the Government of Pravarsha
|1ere’h_k-' issues the I'ﬂ”nwing Interim Guidelines to be observed htl.- all Urban Lacal Badies within the State

until further orders.




CHAPTER I : PRELIMINARY

1. Short Title
These Guidelines may be called the Interim Guidelines for Management of E]al‘:huall:.' Aggressive

Community Dags, 2026

2. Commencement

These Guidelines shall came into force immediately upon publication.

3. Application

These Guidelines shall apply to —

a. All Municipal Corporations;

b. Municipal Councils;

€. Tewn Municipal Councils;

d. Urban Development Authorities;

e. All authorities exercizsing municipal functions within the State of Pravarsha

4. Object

The object of these Guidelines is—

a. To ensure immediate administrative response in exceptional situations involving community dogs alleged

to pose a threat to public safety;
b. Ta |*:m.-'-4~ri|.m a uniform mechanizm for veterinary asgessment;

c. To ensure humane treatment of community cln-g:'- LJurinE, any intervention undertaken by municipal

authorities:

d. To maintain appropriate records concerning actions taken by Urban Local Bodies.

CONSTITUTION OF DISTRICT

CHAPTERIL: YR TERINARY ASSESSMENT BOARD

5. Constitution

Every Dhstrict Collector shall constitute a District Veterinary Assessment Board congisting of —

a. Chief Veterinary Officer of the District — Chairperson;

b. Senior Veterinary Surgeon nominated by the Director of Animal Husbandry;

¢. One Behavioural Animal 5]‘»&&:1[55: nominated by the Veterinary Council of Pravarsha:
d. One representative of the District Animal Welfare Committee;

e. Municipal Health Officer concerned (Member-Secretary).
a6



6. Functions

The Board shall —
a. Examine -.'mup|.uin:s inrn-h-ing :L|lr_~5m| aggressive commumnity dmgﬁ:
b. Ewvaluate veterinary records and hehavioural evidence:

c. Determine whether the concerned animal requires medical treatment, rehabilitation or
continued observation;

d. Recommend appropriate measures in accordance with these Guidelines.

: REGISTRATION AND
Sl UL EXAMINATION OF COMPLAINTS

7. Persons Entitled to Submit Complaints

Complaints may be submiteed by —

a. Municipal Autharities:

b. Police Authorities:

e. Government Medical Officers;

d. Government Educational Institutions;

e. Resident Welfare Associations:

L. Rngismmd Animal Welfare Organisations;

g- Any resident affected by the alleged incident.

8. Contents of Complaint

Every complaint shall, to the extent practicable, contain —

a. Precise location of occurrence;

k. Date and time:

c. Details of injuries allegedly sustained;

d. Medical records, where available:

e. Photographs, CCTV recordings or other electronic evidence, if available;
f. Mames of witnesses, where ascertainahble:

E- Particulars of any previous complainis :'ulating to the same animal.

Mo complaint shall be rejected solely an account of non-availability of any particular document.




CHAPTER IV : TEMPORARY CAPTURE AND
VETERINARY ASSESSMENT

9. Temporary Capture

Upon receipt of credible information, the J'-'luniri.pul Commissioner may authorise temporary capture of the
concerned community dog.

Temporary capture shall net amount to a determination that the animal is habitually aggressive.

10. Housing
Every I.'.:I.I.'.l1'..'ll'L"'-:|. animal shall be kup: only in—

a. A recognised Animal Birth Control Centre:

b. Government Veterinary Hospital;

c. Municipal Animal Shelter;

d. Any facility approved by the Director of Animal Hushandry.

Adequate food, water, veterinary treatment and post-operative care shall be provided throughout the periad
of abservation.

11. Veterinary Assessment

The District Veterinary Assessment Board shall examine —

a. Physical health:

bh. Vaccination status:

c. Srerilisation status:

d. Behavioural assessment;

e. Ewvidence concerning the alleged incident;
f. Prior verified complaints;

g. Possibility of disease;

h. Likelihoad of rehabilitation.

The Board may consult imlu]‘mnclun: veterinary s.puri;n“.f-:s wherever MECESEATY.




MEASURES AVAILABLE TO

C BN L MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES

12. Permissible Recommendations

Upon completion of assessment, the Board may recommend —

a. Immediate release of the animal:

b. Medical treatment;

¢. Anti-rabies vaccination;

d. Sterilisation where me:li-.'.'u.l]_'t.' feasible;

e. Behavioural rehahbilitation;

. Temporary observation;

g. Relocation to a recognised permanent shelter where continued release is considered inappropriate;

h. Any other humane measure considered NECEssaTY.

13. Recommendation for Humane Euthanasia
Where the Board unanimously records that —

a. The community dog has demonstrably caused repeated grievous injuries;
b. Credible evidence eztablishes an imminent and continuing threat to human life;
¢. Behavicural rehabilitation is unlikely to succeed;

d. Mo less restrictive alternative remains |'e.-1.s.nn:u.h]tl.- available:

The Board may recommend humane euthanasia.

Mo recommendation shall be made unless supported by a reasoned report signed by every
member of the Board.

14. Approval
Mo recommendation for euthanasia shall take effect unless approved in writing by —

a. The Municipal Commissioner; and

b. The Director of Animal E]uﬁlmmlr_&-‘.

15. Method

Where ap]‘n'm.'a.l 15 gl'untucl. euthanasia shall be performed nnl_v —_

a. By a registered Weterinary Surgeon;
b. In accordance with accepted veterinary standards;

c. Using scientifically recognised humane methaods;

d. After preparation of 1.~nnm1'-|r_~1u veterinary records.




CHAPTER VI : PROCEDURAL SAFEGUARDS

16. Record of Proceedings

Every recommendation shall record —

a. Facts relied upon:

b. Evidence considered:

c. Veterinary findings;

d. Reasons supporting the recommendation;

e. Dissenting opinions, if any.

17. Reporting Requirements

Every Municipal Commissioner ghall submit a quarterly report to the Department of Urban Development
containing —

a. Complaints received;

b. Complaints verified;

c. Dogs captured;

d. Dogs released;

e. Dogs rehabilitated:

f. Recommendations made under Clause 13;

g. Action taken thereon.

18. Preservation of Records

All ]'-l'-.:-.'q:mjingﬁ shall be preserved for a minimum period of hive years and shall be made available to any

competent authority ar court whenever required.

CHAPTER VII : MISCELLANEOUS

19. Interpretation

Any doubt arising in im]‘rh.\mumaiiun of these Guidelines shall be referred to the Department of Urban
I)m.'u|n|“:mun: and J'-lunicipul Administration, whose clarification shall operate until modified by the

{;l.'.l\.'l_"'l'.l'll'l'l Ent T a I."'L"J!'ITI]'PL""I ent COLrg.
) 5 -
20. Saving

Mothing contained in these Guidelines shall exempt any authority from compliance with the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960, the Animal Birth Control Rules, 2023, or any other law for the time being in

toree.
40
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21. Nature of Guidelines

These Guidelines are intended to operate as an interim administrative measure pu.-mli.n;__-, consideration of the
recommendations of the ][i;__-_h-[dm el Committee on Community Animal Management and shall remain in

Force until modified, superseded or withdrawn by the Government.

By Order and in the Name of the Governor of Pravarsha
(Sdi-)

AE. Deshmukh, IAS

Pl'inv]p;ﬂ Secretary to Government

Department of Urban Dexy elopment and }-lun]cipul Administration

Government of Pravarsha

Authenticated by
(Sdi-)
R. Venkataraman

Deputy Secretary { Municipal Administration)

Government of Pravarsha
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GLIMPSE OF 31 ALL INDIA

i
-~ MOQOT COURT COMPETITION 2025

» A wTE el - YT r q o
sounparya -0 ALLINDIA 8] \:I.a.w.ln \VCOLLEGE OF 1
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Soundarya College of Law, in collaboration with its Academic Partner, ALMT Legal, organised its
E]agsl‘llp MNational Moot Court Cnrnpr:titinn on 10-11 October 2025. Conceived asa pn:rnlr:r academic
exercise, the competition provided law students with an opportunity to strengthen their advocacy,
legal research, analvtical reasoning, drating, and courtroom skills through simuolated judicial

proceedings.

The competition attracted participation from 42 teams representing law institutions from across
India, underscoring its national significance and academic stature. The event was graced by Hon'ble
Mr. Justice E. 8. Indiresh, Judge, High Court of Karnataka, Prof. (Dr.) Sathish Gowda N.,
Registrar (Evaluation}, Tumkur University, and Mr. S. 8. Mahendra, Former Principal Government
Advocate, High Court of Karnataka, whose presence added considerable academic and professional

value to the proceedings.

BV Institute of Legal Studies emerged as the lﬁ.jn-"inrlrer.-:, receiving the Winner's Truph_}-' and a cash
prixe of 30,000, while Sn .]aga{]guru chukachar_\’a Cﬂ”r:gc of Law secured the Runncr-up

pnﬁiiinn and was awarded a cash prizc of T20,000.




REGISTRATION FORM

{To Be Filled in Block Letters)

Institution Details

Mame of the Institution / University

Address

Contact No of the Institution

Faculty Coordinator

Designation

Email - I

LY

Seal And Signature Of The Head Of The Institution / University

i \.




PARTICIPANT DETAILS

MOOTER1

Mame

Gender

Semester And Course

Contact No

Email id

Please attach a passport
gize photo

MOOTER 11

| r

Mame

Gender

Semester And Course

Contact No

Email id

Please attach a passport
size photo

RESEARCHER

| ’-

Mame

Gender

Semester And Course

Contact No

Email id

Please attach a passport
size photo




REGISTRATION FEE DETAILS

Transaction Id / Dd /neft / Upi Id

Mode Of Payment

Amount Paid

Payment Attachment Link

Date & Time

DECLARATION :

We. hereby declare that the institution and its team members will abide by all the rules of the
competition set by the organizers and as notified to us from time to time throughout the period
of the competition.

We also declare and confirm that all the information provided to the organizers in the

registration form is true and accurate to the best of our knowledge.

In case of non-compliance or violation of any rules or regulations on our part, the organizing
body shall reserve the right to cancel our registration/candidature.

Mooter |
Mooter 11

Researcher

Seal and Signature of the Head of The Institution/ Department



TRAVEL DETAILS

Name Of the Institution

Name of the Participants L

Primary Contact number of the Faculty

Student contact no- {any one number)

Mode of transport

Date and Time of Arrival

Date and Time of Departure

Mooter |

Mooter 11

Researcher

Seal and Signature of the Head of The Institution,” Department
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Official Communication :

All communications regarding {:nrnp{—:titi{‘m shall be made to
:-::'_'l.mﬁutcnurt@snundaryainstitutiﬁns.in

Soundaryanagar, Sidedahalli,
MNagasandra Post, Bengaluru - 560073

® 9162690 00092 / +91 62690 00093

scl.principal@soundaryainstitutions.in

Website LinkedIn Instagram



