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CLARIFICATIONS 

 

1. As mentioned in the proposition, the approval and registration act does not pertain to 

any existing legislation in India. So, are the first two issues which pertain to the 

approval process completely based on the made-up legislation and are to be contended 

on basis of the same?In para 19, where it is contended that the decision of the CDA is 

ultra vires the provisions of the Act. Is the 'Act' the same made-up legislation? 

 

           The first two issues which pertain to the approval process are completely based on the  

1957 Act, the  made-up legislation. 

 

2. The Act mentioned in para 19 is the 1957 Act. Yes. 

 

 

3. The Drugs and Medical Devices (Approval and Registration) Act, 1957 does not 

correspond to any existing legislations in India." Does this mean that any legislation 

on this particular name and year does not exist in Indian legislation or we could not 

use any other legislation on the similar lines of approval and registration of medical 

devices? No other legislation to be used. 

 

4. The first issue "whether the action of CDA in revoking the approval and license of the 

device is valid? " Since, no relevant provisions associated with CDA is mentioned in 

the given case data, could we use the provisions associated with Central Licensing 

Authority (CLA). No. 

 

5. Are the Medical Devices Rules 2018 pari materia to Medical Devices Rules 2017 of 

India? No. 

 

6. As stated in the moot proposition, the Drugs and Medical Devices (Approval and 

Registration) Act, 1957 does not correspond to any existing legislations in India. 

However, Issues (a) and (b) deal with the powers and procedure of the CDA. This is 

derived from the above Act (per para 3 of moot proposition). We request you to 

kindly clarify as to which Act would be pari materia to the same or which would be 

the corresponding Act in order to enable efficient argumentation for Issues (a) and 

(b).    

           Act, 1957 mentioned in the proposition does not correspond to any existing 

legislations in India. It was a very thoughtful clarification given, with an intention to avoid 

the participants focus only on the complicated procedural formalities mentioned under the 

said legislations and leaving the larger question put forward in the proposition unanswered.  

 

7. Since Issue (a) deals with the procedural aspect of CDA, could you please let us know 

the pari materia Body to that of CDA? Would it be the Central Licensing Authority? 

Issue (a) is to be discussed only on the facts given in the proposition. 



 
 

 

           Issue to be discussed in the light of facts. 

 

8. Permissible Font Style that can be used in the memo - Times New Roman or Calibri. 

 

9. Permissible Spacing in the body of the memo -Refer rules for the competition. 

 

 

10. Permissible Spacing for the “Footnotes” in the memo -Refer rules for the competition. 

 

11.Are we allowed to add headers and footers according to our will or is there a set format for 

the same? Refer rules for the competition. 

 

12. What does the preamble to the Medical Devices Act, 1957 state? 

 It is an Act to regulate medical devices manufactured and sold. 

 

13. What are the serious medical conditions which can be diagnosed by Dr. AI (in 

reference to Paragraph 5)? 

 Details are not relevant. 

 

14. With reference to Paragraph 15, what protocols were violated by Dr. AI?  

Established protocols. 

 

15.  It has been mentioned in Note 1 of the moot problem that the "Constitution and laws 

of the Republic of Samantica are in pari materia to the laws of India." Therefore, does 

this imply that the Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 1940 and the rules (specifically Medical 

Device rules,2017) made in accordance with the Act are applicable in the Republic of 

Samantica?  

The Act, 1957 mentioned in the proposition does not correspond to any existing 

legislations in India. It was a very thoughtful clarification given, with an intention to 

avoid the participants focus only on the complicated procedural formalities mentioned 

under the said legislations and leaving the larger question put forward in the 

proposition unanswered. 

 

16. The moot proposition, in paragraph 18, mentions that the CDA has passed an order to 

stop using the device in all hospitals until further orders. Therefore, the order does not 

expressly revoke the approval or licence of the device. However, the first issue is regarding 

whether the action of the CDA in 'revoking the approval and licence of the device is valid', 

Therefore, should the teams argue based on what has been mentioned in paragraph 18 or in 

the 1st issue? 

The order mentioned in para 18 may be understood as revocation of license. 

16. Was the leave granted by the Supreme Court under Art. 136 or Art. 32? Refer para 19. 

 

18. Is Dr. AI on the list of notified devices that are regulated by the CDA or is it unregulated? 

Dr AI is not regulated. 



 
 

19.  Does the words "double space" in Moot court rules point number X(e) refer to Line 

Spacing 2.0 in MS WORD? Yes 

20. Do we need to keep double line spacing between footnotes as MOOT RULES say, "and 

for footnotes it should be 10 (single space) & double space is to be adhered to between two 

foot notes. " Kindly clarify? Double space is to be adhered to between two footnotes. 

 

21. Are the rules of CDA pair materia to CDSCO? No 

 


