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CLARIFICATIONS 
 

1. In paragraph 8 of the Proposition, what is the nature of the support MoYSA provides to BKL? 

Answer: The MoYSA encourages the sport of Kabaddi generally (as detailed to the extent relevant 

in Paragraph 4 of the Proposition). There is no special support given by MoYSA to BKL, except 

in providing permissions, etc., required to host sporting matches in Bohemia.  

2. In paragraph 9 of the Proposition, does the “15-day training and fitness camp organized for national level 

players” count as a “compulsory training event” as mentioned in paragraph 10? 

Answer: The “15-day training and fitness camp organized for national level players” is a national 

camp. 

3. In paragraph 10 of the Proposition, while KSL is not on the list of sanctioned events, is it on the list of 

unsanctioned events? 

Answer: All events that are not on the list of sanctioned events are unsanctioned. There is no list 

of unsanctioned events. 

4. In paragraph 11 of the Proposition, were the “players of the Bohemian Junior Kabbadi Team” also 

required to sign “fresh agreements” as mentioned in paragraph 10? 

Answer: Yes, junior players also had to sign fresh agreements, though usually junior players were 

represented by a parent/guardian as an agent for the purpose of signing agreements. 

5. In paragraph 11 of the Proposition, were the “players of the Bohemian Junior Kabbadi Team” also 

required to “make themselves available for compulsory training events” as mentioned in paragraph 10? 

Answer: Yes, they were.  

6. In paragraph 14 of the Proposition, was Luminous Sports awarded exclusive broadcasting rights for 

international broadcast of BKL matches, or broadcast only within Bohemia? 

Answer: Luminous Sports separately won the exclusive international broadcasting rights, as well 

as the exclusive rights for the Bohemian broadcast of BKL matches. 

7. In paragraph 16 of the Proposition, under the agreement, did Media Bohemia also have the right to further 

license the “broadcasting rights” awarded to it, to anyone on any medium? 

Answer: No. 

8. In paragraph 22 of the Proposition, what were the criteria under which exclusive merchandise rights were 

awarded to Cougar by BKL? 

Answer: There was no tendering process. BKL was aware that Cougar provided high quality 

products from Cougar’s work with SAKF, and awarded the contract on this basis. 

9. In paragraph 28 of the Proposition, whether the “exclusive agreements with players” refer to the 

agreements mentioned in paragraph 10, or the agreements entered into by the players with the BKL 

franchisees? 

Answer: The “exclusive agreements with players” refer to the agreements mentioned in 

paragraph 10 of the Proposition. 

10. In paragraph 28 of the Proposition, were the conditions imposed on the players to not participate in KSL 

explicitly mentioned in the agreements? 
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Answer: Please refer to paragraph 10 of the Proposition which details the contents of the 

agreements and provides all the relevant information. 

11. In paragraph 30 of the Proposition, in the report of the DG, is BKL’s dominant position a result of KFB’s 

dominant position? 

Answer: Teams are free to argue that BKL is in a dominant position because of (a) KFB’s 

dominant position, (b) its own success, or (c) any other reason. 

12. In paragraph 30 of the Proposition, in the report of the DG, is BKL’s dominant position in any manner, 

linked to KFB’s dominant position?  

Answer: Refer to response to question 11. 

13. In paragraph 35 of the Proposition, prior to the CCB’s orders, did all or part of the revenues from BKL 

flow directly or indirectly to the MoYSA? 

Answer: No, except insofar as taxes paid from BKL revenues are distributed to the MoYSA by the 

Bohemian government. 

14. In paragraph 35 of the Proposition, has BKL generated any revenue in the past three years? 

Answer: Yes, BKL earned revenues from the auction of franchises, as well as from the 

merchandise sales and ticket sales for the first season of BKL. 

15. In paragraph 38 of the Proposition, what is the finding of the COMPAT with regard to the issue of 

violation of Section 4, The Bohemian Competition Act, 2002, by the merchandising contract between 

Cougar and BKL? 

Answer: The COMPAT found that the merchandizing contract did not violate Section 4 of the 

Competition Act. 

16. In paragraph 40 of the Proposition, in its appeal to the Supreme Court, did Rodidas also challenge the 

findings of the COMPAT on the issue of violation of Section 4, The Bohemian Competition Act, 2002 (if 

any), in addition to Section 3(4), The Bohemian Competition Act, 2002? 

Answer: Yes. 

17. In paragraph 13 of the Proposition, the tender for exclusive broadcasting rights was called for which 

geographical region/countries?  

Answer: There was one tender for Bohemia, and one for the rest of the world. Luminous won both 

tenders. 

18. In paragraph 13 of the Proposition, the tender for exclusive broadcasting rights was for which medium? 

(TV, Internet or both) 

Answer: Please refer to Paragraph 17 of the Proposition. Luminous had the right to further license 

the media rights to anyone on any medium, or exploit them itself. 

19. In paragraph 15 of the Proposition, Media Bohemia was granted broadcasting rights for telecast in which 

geographical region?  

Answer: Media Bohemia was granted broadcasting rights for telecast only in Bohemia. 

20. In paragraph 21 of the Proposition, have the terms "BKL matches" & "Kabaddi matches" been used 

interchangeably? 
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Answer: Yes, Parties are free to argue that either of these two (or any other market) are the relevant 

market 

21. Cougar has been grouped to appear with applicants in the current case ie 'A'. However, Rodidas would be 

appellant in the merchandising information since COMPAT overturned the initial decision by CCB. Are 

we to assume that the 'A' and 'R' sides are merely values representing set of lawyers and that actual 

appellants and respondents in the given case might differ from such sets? 

Answer: Yes, the actual Appellants and respondents will differ based on the COMPAT decisions. 

‘A’ and ‘R’ are values representing sets of lawyers. Teams are separately expected to provide a 

cover page with all the cause titles listed. 

22. There are no arguments advanced by BKL-KFB on awarding broadcasting rights to Media Bohemia in its 

appeal to COMPAT within the Proposition. Are we to assume that the time lag order by CCB has been 

re-affirmed without any changes? 

Answer: All the arguments made before the COMPAT are not reflected in the Proposition. The 

COMPAT reaffirmed the CCB’s order regarding the time lag, and this was part of the appeal 

before the Supreme Court (as BKL has argued that its broadcasting agreement did not violate the 

Competition Act). 

23. Should the participants discuss the civil suits mentioned in paragraph 11 of the Proposition (suit filed by 

KSL for damages from the players terminated their agreement with KSL), and paragraph 16 of the 

Proposition (suit filed by Luminous against BKL for breach of contract) in the written submissions and 

oral rounds? 

Answer: Teams are free to advance arguments arising from the existence of these civil suits. The 

merits of these suits are not at issue before the Supreme Court in this hearing. 

24. Whether Media Bohemia was made a party to the Information filed by Luminous in Paragraph 16 of the 

Proposition? 

Answer: It was made a pro-forma party. No findings were recorded against it, though the 

remedies ordered by the CCB directly impacted the broadcast on Media Bohemia. 

25. The CCB, in the Information filed by Luminous alleging abuse of dominance by BKL, ordered a 15-

minute time lag in the televisation of the event by Media Bohemia, among other things (paragraph 35 of 

the Proposition). Against this order, BKL approached COMPAT. Was the issue of time lag was raised by 

BKL in COMPAT? 

Answer: Please refer to the response to Question 22. 

26. Are the counsels required to argue the writ petition filed by Media Bohemia in Paragraph 14 of the 

Proposition? 

Answer: Please refer to the response to Question 23. The same applies to the writ petition. 

27. Who started the Kabaddi Super League (KSL)? 

Answer: Please refer to Paragraph 6 of the Proposition. 

28. Media Bohemia filed the suit in SC against whom all, apart from MoYSA? 

Answer: The Union of Bohemia, through the MoYSA, as well as KFB and BKL. However, this is 

not relevant to the present proceedings. Please refer to the response to Question 26. 

29. Under which judicial forum did Luminous Media file a suit for breach of contract against BKL? 
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Answer: Luminous filed this suit before the appropriate civil court in Bohemia. Please also refer 

to the response to Question 23. 

30. Was Media Bohemia the only provider of Free to Air TV services? 

Answer: Yes. 

31. Did Luminous Sports have the exclusive right to further license the broadcasting rights to a 3rd party for 

the purposes of broadcasting in other mediums like internet/radio/etc in exclusion of Media Bohemia? 

Corollary being, did Media Bohemia have the right to further license its broadcasting rights? 

Answer: Please refer to Paragraph 17 of the Proposition. Luminous had the right to further license 

the media rights to anyone on any medium, or exploit them itself. Media Bohemia did not have 

the same rights in its contract with the BKL. 

32. Was the security deposit of 50 Lakh Bohemian Rupees later adjustable against the 40% revenue proceeds 

to be deposited to Luminous?  

Answer: No. 

33. The right that was reserved by BKL to alter any of the terms and conditions of the “Exclusive Broadcasting 

Agreement” with Luminous Sports, did they enter into a similar agreement with Media Bohemia with a 

similar clause? 

Answer: BKL entered into an agreement with Media Bohemia. It contained a clause similar to 

this clause, but certain other terms were different. For example, the rights for broadcast were 

limited in this agreement to Bohemia and to television. 

34. The exclusive agreement (with the automatic renewal clause) signed between BKL and Cougar was for a 

period of how many years?  

Answer: The agreement was for the first season of BKL. 

35. In paragraph 36 of the Proposition, what are the “commercial and efficiency based justifications” for 

awarding a collective contract to Cougar? 

Answer: Parties are free to argue any commercial justification that they believe may be applicable. 

36. For those who hadn’t subscribed to Luminous Sports as a channel, was Luminous.com a paid broadcasting 

service?  

Answer: No. Please refer to paragraph 20 of the Proposition. 

37. Did the teams have a right of refusal to the agreement that was entered into by each of the franchises with 

BKL for the awarding of a single exclusive merchandise sponsor (on behalf of each of the teams), without 

forfeiture of security clause or imposition of any other penalty detrimental to their economic interests? 

Answer: Please see paragraph 26 of the Proposition. 

38. Was the termination of the auto-renewal clause in the exclusive merchandising agreement contingent only 

upon Cougar’s failure to pay 20% more than the previous seasons’ negotiated price or were there other 

contractual considerations in the lines of supply of bad quality merchandises etc? Did the teams have a 

say in termination of the exclusive merchandising agreement, if the merchandise supplied was of bad 

quality? 

Answer: Please see paragraph 22 of the Proposition. The renewal clause was an automatic renewal 

clause. Therefore, there were no other conditions for renewal. However, the contract contained 
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standard clauses for termination with cause, exercisable by either party in case of a breach of 

contract, or deficiency in service. 

39. Did Media Bohemia have broadcasting rights in other countries? 

Answer: No. 

40. In the appeal made by Rodidas to the Supreme Court, did it specifically drop its claim under Section 4 

violation (and appealed exclusively on a Section 3(4) violation) as noted by the DG during his/her 

investigation? 

Answer: The COMPAT exonerated Cougar in relation to the Section 4 violation as well. Lawyers 

for Rodidas are, accordingly, free to make submissions relating to Section 4 as well.  

41. Did Cougar or Rodidas enjoy any sort of monopoly/dominance in the market for merchandising? Also, 

how many players existed in the Bohemian market for merchandising? 

Answer: Merchandising may, or may not, be a relevant market for consideration. There are many 

players active in merchandizing in Bohemia, and neither Cougar nor Rodidas enjoy a monopoly/ 

dominant position over merchandizing generally. 

42. How much did Luminous Sport pay BKL for acquiring the broadcasting rights? 

Answer: Luminous Sport was to pay the BKL 4 crore Bohemian Rupees for each season of the 

BKL for the India telecast, along with a percentage of the profits earned by it. 

43. In a situation wherein BooTube was already in the business of broadcasting sporting events on the internet 

prior to BKL, who provided cheaper services, BooTube or Luminous.com? 

Answer: Both services were free for users and monetized through advertisements. 

44. What was the date of the decision of CCB when it passed its order under section 27 of the Competition 

Act and what was the date of the appeal before COMPAT against this order? 

Answer: All appeals were within limitation. 

45. What was the date of the decision of COMPAT when it passed its common order and what was the date 

of the appeal before the Supreme Court against this order? 

Answer: All appeals were within limitation. 

46. What was the tenure of the exclusive media broadcasting rights awarded to Luminous Sports by BKL? 

Answer: The agreement had a 5-year term.  

[Further Clarification: 

The original tender was called for one season of the BKL, which Lumious Sports won. The contract entered into between the 

BKL and Luminous Sports allowed for an extension of 4 years, with the consent of both parties. Before the start of the first 

season itself, Luminous and BKL extended their contract by 4 years, which made the total duration of the agreement 5 years.] 

47. Was Luminous Sports a pay-TV channel or a free-to-air channel? 

Answer: Luminous Sports is a pay-TV channel. 

48. What was the market share of Luminous sports in the online media platform and the television platform? 

Answer: luminous.com only telecasts sports events online, while other online platforms, like 

BooTube, carry various types of content including kabaddi, other sports, and other content as 



THE SEVENTH NLU ANTITRUST MOOT COURT COMPETITION, 2016 
National Law University, Jodhpur  

 7 

well. Accordingly, luminous.com’s share of the online media platform is not high. However, this 

may, or may not, be the relevant market in question 

Similarly, Luminous Sports is one of three major sports channels in Bohemia, but there are several 

other news, entertainment, music, and movie channels. Accordingly, its share of the television 

platform is not high. However, this may, or may not, be the relevant market in question. 

 

49. In paragraph 5 of the Proposition it is mentioned that the Kabaddi Federation of Bohemia is the National 
Federation of Bohemia. Can you please clarify as to under which Act the KFB was established or registered 
under? 
 
Answer: The KFB is not a statutory authority. It is registered as a society in Bohemia. 


