
Premchand 2012 – Quick Guidelines for Debaters and Adjudicators 
 

- PoIs are allowed in this edition of Premchand. Every speaker is expected to 
answer at least 2 PoIs. Teams not offering adequate number of PoIs are to be 
penalized on speaker scores. 

 
- Definition challenges on multiple grounds are allowed. For a challenge to be 

successful, at least one of the grounds has to be determined to be valid by the 
adjudication panel. If then else arguments are not allowed in definition 
challenges. 

 
- Possible grounds for challenge – squirreling [includes cases of “out of theme” 

definitions], time set, place set, truism, tautology, specific knowledge. 
 

- In a definition challenge, the Opposition must either provide an alternative 
definition and go on to oppose it, or give some points in opposition to the 
original motion [before it was defined by the proposition]. Failure to do one of 
the above will lead to an automatic loss for the opposition.  

 
- Each round will have a pre-defined theme. Motions can be debated as they 

stand or can be defined within the ambit of the theme for the round. If the 
definition lies out of theme, then it can be challenged on the grounds of 
squirreling.  

 
- Each constructive speech shall last for 6+1 minutes. Each session of 

interrogation will last for 3.5 minutes [3.5 x 4 sessions = 14 minutes]. The LO 
will get a minute to prepare. There will be a common minute for preparation 
before the commencement of the interrogation round and another common 
minute before reply speeches. 

 
- Each Speaker is to be awarded a consolidated score and no sub scores for 

matter, manner, and method are to be recorded. 
 

- New matter is not acceptable in reply speeches and the interrogation round. 
New examples are permissible, but new lines of argument, constructives or 
destructives are to be ignored. 

 
- Floating model for Proposition is disallowed. The DPM is allowed only a 

purely clarificatory role with regards to model/policy. Any new 
points/alterations to the model made by the DPM will be ignored by the 
adjudicators. On the other hand, the DLO can add to the model proposed by 
the LO, but not alter it. Any alterations made by the DLO to the LOs model 
[with the exception of purely adding to it] would be counted as a team slide. 

 
- In case of a factual clash, adjudicators are required to judge whether the fact 

in question falls within the ambit of common knowledge [defined as the 
information possessed by the average undergraduate student]. If it does, then 
the fact can be taken into consideration for the purpose of judging the debate. 
Otherwise the factual clash and any arguments deriving purely from it will be 
disregarded by the adjudicators. 

 
 


