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Event Background and Objectives 

Experiential learning models that bridge theoretical education, governance mechanisms, and 

public administration are vital for developing critical reasoning among undergraduate students. On 

9th October 2026, the institute organized a comprehensive Mock Parliament Simulation at Aarya 

Bhatt Hall. The simulation provided an authentic forum for students to engage directly with the 

legislative process, parliamentary protocol, procedural discipline, and policy-driven debate. 

The core objectives of the simulation were established as follows: 

• Fostering Democratic Consciousness and Legislative Literacy: To familiarize 

participants with the formal rules of parliamentary conduct, including procedural motions, 

the Question Hour, the Calling Attention Motion, and standard voting divisions. 

• Cultivating Analytical and Public Oratory Competence: To challenge delegates to 

construct policy arguments, rely on empirical evidence, manage strict speaking time limits, 

and deliver targeted cross-examinations. 

• Analyzing Contemporary Techno-Policy Frameworks: To subject modern 

technological, educational, and socio-economic challenges to legislative scrutiny, 

examining how practical skill assessments interface with statutory regulation. 

• Developing Media and Public Affairs Competence: To deploy an autonomous student 

media corps tasked with real-time reporting, press scrums, photographic documentation, 

and newsletter publication, mirroring real-world parliamentary press galleries. 
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Event Schedule and Operational Timeline 

The simulation adhered to a strict schedule to ensure all 46 delegates were accommodated within 

parliamentary time allocations while maintaining time for public gallery questions and division 

voting. 

\ 
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Organizational Structure and Participant Roles 

The simulation operated under a bicameral balance within the single chamber, supported by 

operational, administrative, and press units. 

 

Institutional Leadership and Secretariat 

• Honorable Speaker of the House: Maintained decorum, enforced the time allocation 

matrix, recognized speakers, and ruled on Points of Order. 

• Deputy Speaker & Table Clerks: Managed official parliamentary records, time tracking, 

recorded division lists, and handled written chits. 

Parliamentary Delegations (46 Total Delegates) 

• Treasury Bench (23 Delegates): Led by the Prime Minister and Minister of Education, 

supported by Parliamentary Secretaries and Ruling Party Backbenchers responsible for 

defending government policy. 

• Opposition Bench (23 Delegates): Led by the Leader of the Opposition and Shadow 

Ministers, challenging legislative overreach and systemic inequalities. 

 

Honorable Speaker & 
Secretariat Table

Opposition Bench 

(23 Members) 

Treasury Bench

(23 Members)  

9-Person Media 
Committee 

(Editorial, Visuals, QA) 



MOCK PARLIAMENT         4 

 

Media and Broadcasting Committee (9 Members) 

• Editor (1 Member): Directed narrative focus, supervised newsroom workflows, and 

authorized publications. 

• Script Writers (2 Members): Transcribed chamber statements, generated social 

summaries, and formulated press scrum inquiries. 

• Photographers (2 Members): Handled floor photography, portrait documentation, and 

visual records of procedural actions. 

• Videographers (2 Members): Captured vertical video highlights, plenary footage, and 

formal press briefings. 

• Proof Readers (2 Members): Verified factual accuracy, checked spelling and syntax, and 

confirmed legal and parliamentary terms. 
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Participants / Attendees 
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Description of Proceedings 

Opening Stage 

The session commenced with the entrance of the Speaker of the House, preceded by the Marshal. 

Following the national protocol, the Speaker addressed the floor, emphasizing that parliamentary 

privilege requires rigorous, fact-based debate, intellectual honesty, and mutual respect. The Table 

Clerks placed the day's legislative agenda before the House, and the Speaker formally called the 

chamber to order. 

Question Hour and Chamber Dynamics 

The Speaker initiated the Question Hour. The Opposition Bench questioned the Minister of 

Education regarding national standards for skill evaluation and institutional readiness. Starred 

questions covered infrastructural disparities in technical institutes, the commercialization of digital 

assessment tools, and access gaps for rural universities. Supplementary questions led to heated 

exchanges, prompting the Speaker to issue several cautions against unparliamentary language and 

to rule on two Points of Order regarding procedural accuracy. 

Legislative Debates and Rebuttals 

The House moved to the legislative order of the day. Speeches alternated between the Treasury 

and Opposition benches, with each speaker limited to 40–50 seconds (~100–120 words). The 

debate balanced prepared opening arguments with direct floor interjections. Speakers delivered 

points covering hardware considerations, algorithmic integrity, socioeconomic disparities, and 

state sovereignty. The debate saw consistent use of the "Chit System," allowing members to send 

written notes to their party whips to coordinate rebuttals without interrupting the active speaker. 

Voting Division and Closing Stage 

Following closing arguments from both the Minister of Education and the Leader of the 

Opposition, the Speaker put the question to the House. After an inconclusive voice vote ("Ayes" 

and "Noes"), the Opposition called for a formal Division. The Table Clerks recorded physical 

voting slips across both aisles. Following the announcement of the result, the House held its 

Valedictory Ceremony, during which the Secretariat recognized exemplary delegates, and the 

Speaker adjourned the House sine die. 
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Summary of Motions Debated 

Primary Motion: The Technical Education Practical Integration & Skill 

Evaluation Act, 2026 

• Proposer: Minister of Education (Treasury Bench 1)  

• Core Proposal: To replace conventional, pen-and-paper summative university 

examinations with a dynamic, continuous skill assessment framework driven by API 

tracking across public repositories and competitive code environments (e.g., GitHub, 

LeetCode) to establish a real-time "learning velocity" metric. 

Detailed Arguments and Supporting Points 

• Treasury Bench Position: 

o Industry-Aligned Metrics: Treasury speakers argued that traditional three-hour 

exams reward short-term memorization rather than applied competency. Dynamic 

repository tracking builds a public, verifiable portfolio that demonstrates project 

contributions directly to technical recruiters.  

o Real-Time Applied Assessment: Proponents argued that modern applications—such 

as dynamic traffic monitoring or data structure implementations—require real-time 

mathematics that a written exam cannot capture.  

o Stress Reduction and Equity: Continuous evaluation spread over four academic 

years reduces the acute stress of single-day examinations. Algorithmic systems, 

guarded by anti-cheat parameters, assess code performance neutrally, removing 

individual examiner subjectivity[cite: 1, 2].  

• Opposition Bench Position: 

o Erosion of Foundational Theory: The Opposition maintained that engineering 

depends fundamentally on higher mathematics, abstract logic, and physics (such as 

Cauchy-Euler differential systems and Gauss-Jordan operations)[cite: 1, 2]. These 

foundational disciplines cannot be evaluated through coding repository APIs[cite: 

1, 2]. 

o Neglect of Core Engineering Branches: Delegates noted that electrical, civil, and 

mechanical branches require hands-on physical validation—such as circuit 

fabrication, amplifier soldering, and motor testing—which cannot be represented 

through software repository commits[cite: 1, 2]. 

o The Digital Divide and Burnout: The Opposition stressed that students from Tier-

II and Tier-III regions often lack continuous high-speed connectivity and dedicated 

personal computing hardware[cite: 1, 2]. Constant tracking incentivizes artificial 

daily commits, contributing to student burnout[cite: 1, 2]. 
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o Generative AI Exploitation: Opponents highlighted that students could use 

generative AI models and synthetic datasets to inflate their metrics, turning the 

system into a test of prompt crafting rather than original problem-solving[cite: 1, 

2]. 

• Key Speakers: 

o Treasury: Minister of Education (T1), Deputy Treasury Lead (T2), Chief Whip 

(T3), Backbencher Spokesperson (T4).  

o Opposition: Leader of the Opposition (O1), Shadow Minister for Science & 

Technology (O2), Shadow Human Resource Spokesperson (O3), Member for 

Higher Education (O4).  

• Evidence and Case Studies Cited: 

o NASSCOM Employability Survey Data on technical graduates. 

o IEEE curriculum models for blended software-hardware evaluation. 

o Public dataset extraction contracts via GitHub and LeetCode REST APIs. 

Private Member Motion: Mandatory Infrastructure and Open Data Subsidies for 

Tier-II Technical Hubs 

• Proposer: Independent Member representing Core Engineering Interests (supported by 

Opposition Bench) 

• Core Proposal: A policy requiring that any shift toward automated skill evaluation be 

preceded by state-funded hardware laboratories, broadband subsidization, and institutional 

server infrastructure in non-metropolitan districts. 

• Arguments For: Ensures regional parity, prevents systemic socioeconomic disadvantages, 

and safeguards hands-on engineering facilities. 

• Arguments Against: Diverts immediate resources away from digital transformation, 

creates bureaucratic procurement delays, and slows integration with industry standards. 

• Key Speakers: Member for Tier-II Development (Opposition 5), Minister of State for 

Finance (Treasury 5).  

• Evidence Used: Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology (MeitY) rural 

infrastructure assessments; telecom density surveys across Tier-II/III technical colleges. 

 



MOCK PARLIAMENT         12 

Results, Division, and Resolutions 

Statutory Resolutions Adopted by the House 

1. Passage of the Primary Bill with Amendments: The Technical Education Practical 

Integration & Skill Evaluation Act, 2026 was adopted with a final vote of 23 Ayes to 21 

Noes, with 2 abstentions from cross-bench opposition members. 

2. Establishment of the Academic Algorithmic Oversight Directorate: An amendment 

was added to establish a national audit board to oversee API evaluation weights, set strict 

limits on data tracking, and prevent automated biases. 

3. Hardware Assessment Exemption Clause: A formal carve-out was introduced stating 

that core physical laboratory work in mechanical, civil, and electrical domains cannot be 

evaluated using software repositories and must retain hands-on assessment methods. 

4. Adoption of the Infrastructure Transition Plan: The House resolved that full 

implementation would be phased over a 36-month transition period, during which 

participating technical colleges must guarantee equal computing resources to all enrolled 

students. 
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Participant and Audience Reactions 

• Participating Delegates: Delegates reported that the 40–50 second speaking limit forced 

them to write tight, focused speeches and eliminate extraneous rhetoric. Opposition 

members noted that the fast pace demanded quick coordination between frontbench and 

backbench members to mount effective rebuttals.  

• Gallery and Audience Members: The observer gallery—comprising 85 students, visiting 

faculty members, and institutional observers—responded positively to the session's pace. 

The Question Hour was cited as particularly engaging due to its sharp cross-examinations. 

• Institutional Observers and Adjudicators: The judging panel noted that both sides 

showed an advanced understanding of parliamentary procedure. They commended 

delegates for integrating real-world engineering concerns—such as generative AI security 

and hardware validation—directly into legislative debates[cite: 1, 2]. 
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Conclusion and Actionable Recommendations 

The Mock Parliament Simulation held on 9th October 2026 at Aarya Bhatt Hall demonstrated that 

competitive legislative debates can help technical students explore broader socio-economic and 

policy issues. The session challenged participants to apply technical concepts—such as continuous 

repository tracking and algorithmic integrity—within a formal legislative framework. 

To build on this foundation and improve future mock parliamentary simulations, the Organizing 

Committee recommends the following seven actions: 

1. Implement Pre-Event Procedural Workshops: Conduct mandatory training sessions on 

the Westminster model two weeks prior to the simulation, focusing on the correct use of 

Points of Order, Points of Information, and formal parliamentary language. 

2. Adopt Digital Voting Terminals: Replace physical paper voting slips with secure, local-

network electronic voting tablets to shorten Division counting times and eliminate tally 

disputes. 

3. Broaden Technical Committee Scrutiny: Establish mock standing committees prior to 

the plenary session, allowing smaller cross-bench groups to amend proposed clauses before 

floor debate. 

4. Formalize Hardware Evaluation Protocols: For bills involving technical curricula, 

include specific provisions for non-software disciplines (e.g., electrical, mechanical, and 

civil fields) from the outset to avoid software-heavy debate. 

5. Expand Media Interaction Formats: Schedule dedicated 15-minute press briefings 

between readings, giving student journalists formal floor access to question party 

leadership. 

6. Incorporate Real-Time Transcription Displays: Install live speech-to-text projection 

screens in Aarya Bhatt Hall to help Table Clerks, journalists, and delegates track fast-

moving floor rebuttals. 

7. Institute an Anonymous Post-Event Peer Review System: Use a structured post-session 

evaluation metric so delegates can review each other's research quality, oratorical clarity, 

and procedural discipline, generating individual feedback reports for all participants. 

Report Prepared By: 

Dave Shail Amit (251370107008) 

Media Committee Lead 

Mock Parliament Organizing Committee 
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Glimpses 
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