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HEART OF EUROPE DEBATING TOURNAMENT
CODE OF ETHICS

1.INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE CODE OF ETHICS

THE HEART OF EUROPE DEBATING TOURNAMENT BRINGS TOGETHER PARTICIPANTS FROM AROUND
THE WORLD TO COMPETE IN A SHORT, INTENSIVE DEBATING EVENT. NORMALLY THE PARTICIPANTS
STAY TOGETHER IN ONE HOST VENUE, ENGAGE IN DEBATES AT SEVERAL DIFFERENT LOCATION IN
OLOMOUC DURING THE EVENT, AND ATTEND A VARIETY OF TOURS OR SOCIAL EVENTS TOGETHER.
IN THIS ENVIRONMENT, IT IS VERY IMPORTANT THAT ALL THE PARTICIPANTS HAVE A COMMON
UNDERSTANDING OF THE STANDARDS OF BEHAVIOUR EXPECTED OF THEM IN ORDER TO MAINTAIN A
SAFE AND ENJOYABLE EVENT FOR EVERYONE INVOLVED. THE PURPOSE OF THIS CODE OF ETHICS
IS THUS TO HELP MAINTAIN A PLEASANT, SAFE AND HEALTHY ENVIRONMENT FOR ALL PARTICIPANTS
IN EACH HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT.

1.2TO WHOM DOES THE CODE OF ETHICS APPLY?
THIS CODE OF ETHICS SHALL APPLY TO THE FOLLOWING PARTICIPANTS IN THE TOURNAMENT:

(A) DEBATERS

(B) TEAM COACHES

(c) TEAM MANAGERS

(D) JUDGES

(E) REGISTERED OBSERVERS

(F) INDIVIDUALS ASSIGNED OTHER ROLES BY THE ORGANISING COMMITTEE OF HOE.

1.3 ALL PARTICIPANTS MUST AGREE TO ABIDE BY THIS CODE OF ETHICS

(A) BEFORE THE START OF EACH HOE DEBATE TOURNAMENT, ALL PARTICIPANTS SHALL SIGN THE
UNDERTAKING AT THE CONCLUSION OF THIS CODE OF ETHICS THAT THEY WILL ABIDE BY THIS
CODE OF ETHICS FOR THE DURATION OF THE TOURNAMENT.
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(B) AT LEAST ONE PARENT OR GUARDIAN OF EVERY DEBATER ATTENDING THE TOURNAMENT SHALL
ALSO SIGN THE UNDERTAKING.

(c) NO PARTICIPANT SHALL BE ALLOWED TO BE INVOLVED IN THE HOE DEBATE TOURNAMENT
UNLESS:

() HE/SHE HAS SIGNED SUCH AN UNDERTAKING

(I IN THE CASE OF A PARTICIPANT WHO IS A DEBATER, ONE PARENT OR GUARDIAN HAS
SIGNED THE UNDERTAKING.

1.4 WHO IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ENSURING COMPLIANCE WITH THE CODE OF ETHICS DURING THE
TOURNAMENT?

(A) ALL PARTICIPANTS SHALL ENSURE THAT THEY COMPLY WITH THE CODE OF ETHICS FOR THE
DURATION OF THE TOURNAMENT.

(B) IN ADDITION, EACH DELEGATION WHICH PARTICIPATES AT HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE
TOURNAMENT APPOINT A COACH, AN JUDGE OR A REGISTERED OBSERVER TO SERVE AS THE TEAM
MANAGER WHO SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ENSURING THAT THE DEBATERS COMPLY WITH THE
CODE OF ETHICS FOR THE DURATION OF THE HOE DEBATE TOURNAMENT.

(¢c) THE TEAM MANAGER SHALL.
(D) ATTEND THE HOE. DEBATE TOURNAMENT; AND
(I BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OF AGE; AND

(I BE DEEMED LEGALLY AN ADULT OR HAVE ATTAINED THE AGE OF MAJORITY IN BOTH THE
HOST NATION AND IN THE NATION THE TEAM REPRESENTS.

(D) NO TEAM OF DEBATERS SHALL BE ALLOWED TO PARTICIPATE AT HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE
TOURNAMENT UNLESS SUCH A PERSON IS APPOINTED.

1.5 WHAT DO THE TERMS IN THIS CODE OF ETHICS MEAN?

MOST OF THE TERMS USED IN THIS CODE OF ETHICS SHOULD BE SELF-EXPLANATORY. HOWEVER,
TO BE CLEAR!

(A) “AGE OF MAJORITY' MEANS THE AGE AT WHICH AN INDIVIDUAL BECOMES AN ADULT AS
SPECIFIED BY EITHER THE UNITED NATIONS CONVENTION ON THE RIGHTS OF THE CHILD OR THE
LEGISLATION OF THE HOST NATION, WHICHEVER IS THE OLDER AGE

(B) “DEBATE TOURNAMENT” MEANS THE OPEN TOURNAMENT FOR HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS IN
WHICH THE PEOPLE LISTED IN PARAGRAPH 1.2 ARE PARTICIPATING

(C) “COMPLAINANT” MEANS A PERSON WHO HAS COMPLAINED ABOUT A BREACH OF THE CODE OF
ETHICS

(D) “HOST” MEANS THE ORGANISING COMMITTEE OF THE HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE
TOURNAMENT

(E) “LAWS OF THE HOST COUNTRY” INCLUDE THE LAW OF THE CZECH REPUBLIC AND OLOMOUC
REGION IN WHICH THE HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT IS HELD.

(F) “SEXUAL HARASSMENT” MEANS ANY UNWANTED, UNWELCOME OR UNINVITED BEHAVIOUR OF A
SEXUAL NATURE WHICH MAKES A PERSON FEEL HUMILIATED, INTIMIDATED OR OFFENDED. SEXUAL
HARASSMENT CAN TAKE ON MANY DIFFERENT FORMS AND MAY INCLUDE PHYSICAL CONTACT,
VERBAL COMMENTS, JOKES, PROPOSITIONS, THE DISPLAY OF OFFENSIVE MATERIAL OR OTHER
BEHAVIOUR WHICH CREATES A SEXUALLY HOSTILE ENVIRONMENT. EXAMPLES OF SEXUAL
HARASSMENT INCLUDE BUT ARE NOT LIMITED TO UNINVITED TOUCHING, SMUTTY JOKES OR
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COMMENTS, SEX-BASED INSULTS, REPEATED INVITATIONS TO GO OUT AFTER PRIOR REFUSAL,
PERSISTENT INSINUATIONS ABOUT A PERSON’S PRIVATE LIFE. SEXUAL HARASSMENT IS NOT
BEHAVIOUR WHICH IS CONSENSUAL, WELCOME AND RECIPROCATED BUT FOR THE PURPOSES OF
THE HOE DEBATE TOURNAMENT DOES ALSO INCLUDE BEHAVIOUR SPECIFIED IN PARAGRAPH 2.4.

(G) “START OF THE HEART OF DEBATE TOURNAMENT” MEANS THE COMMENCEMENT OF THE FIRST
FORMAL EVENT OR FUNCTION OF THE DEBATE TOURNAMENT

THE CODE OF ETHICS

2.WHAT IS EXPECTED OF PARTICIPANTS?

2.1 WHAT PARTICIPANTS MUST DO

DURING THE TOURNAMENT, ALL PARTICIPANTS MUST:

(A) BEHAVE IN A RESPECTFUL AND COURTEOUS MANNER TOWARDS OTHER PARTICIPANTS IN THE
EVENT, GUESTS AND SPONSORS OF THE DEBATE TOURNAMENT, AND MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC
ATTENDING DEBATE TOURNAMENT EVENTS

(B) ABIDE BY THE LAWS OF THE CZECH REPUBLIC AND OLOMOUC REGION

(C) ABIDE BY ANY RULES, GUIDELINES AND RESTRICTIONS SET BY THE HOST ORGANISING
COMMITTEE OF HOE DEBATE TOURNAMENT OR OWNER OF ANY FACILITY TO KEEP THE EVENT
REGULATED AND ENSURE THE SAFETY OF PARTICIPANTS.

2.2 WHAT PARTICIPANTS MUST NOT DO

DURING THE TOURNAMENTS, PARTICIPANTS MUST NOT:

(A) MAKE INSULTING COMMENTS, JOKES, INSULTS, OR INSINUATIONS ABOUT ANOTHER PERSON'’S
CULTURE, RACE, RELIGION, GENDER OR SEXUAL ORIENTATION OR WHICH MAY BE CONSTRUED AS
BEING DEROGATORY OR AS HARASSMENT, WHETHER IN THE PRESENCE OF THAT PERSON OR IN ANY
OTHER FORUM IN WHICH THE PERSON MAY NOT BE PRESENT.

(B) STALK OR PHYSICALLY HARASS ANOTHER INDIVIDUAL

(C) ENGAGE IN ANY FORM OF VIOLENCE OR THREATS OF VIOLENCE

(D) ENGAGE IN ANY FORM OF SEXUAL HARASSMENT [AS DEFINED IN PARAGRAPHS 1.5 (F) AND 2.4]

(E) TAKE OR USE OTHER PEOPLE’S PROPERTY WITHOUT PERMISSION

(F) INTENTIONALLY CAUSE DAMAGE TO THE PROPERTY OF OTHER INDIVIDUALS OR OF ANY HOST
VENUES

(G) CONSUME ANY SUBSTANCE WHICH THEY ARE NOT LEGALLY ENTITLED TO CONSUME IN THE
CZECH REPUBLIC, OR SUPPLY ANY SUCH SUBSTANCES TO OTHERS

(H) CONSUME OR BE UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF ALCOHOL OR DRUGS IN A WAY WHICH MAY BRING
THE HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT INTO DISREPUTE.

2.3 BEHAVIOUR DURING DEBATES

(A) PARTICIPANTS IN THE TOURNAMENT, ESPECIALLY COACHES AND DEBATERS, MUST NOT
CONFRONT JUDGES IN AN AGGRESSIVE MANNER AFTER A DEBATE.

(B) FEEDBACK BETWEEN TEAMS AND JUDGES MUST BE GIVEN AND RECEIVED IN A CONSTRUCTIVE
AND NON-CONFRONTATIONAL MANNER.
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2.4 RELATIONSHIPS

ANY ROMANTIC OR SEXUALLY-BASED RELATIONSHIP DURING THE TOURNAMENT BETWEEN A
DEBATER AND AN ADULT ACTING AS A COACH, JUDGE, SHADOW JUDGE, TEAM MANAGER,

OBSERVER OR IN ANY OTHER CAPACITY WILL NOT BE TOLERATED AND SHALL BE TREATED AS
SEXUAL HARASSMENT REGARDLESS OF INTENTION OR APPARENT CONSENT.

ENFORCEMENT OF THE CODE OF ETHICS

3.WHAT HAPPENS IF A PARTICIPANT BREACHES THE CODE OF ETHICS?

3.1 BREACHES CAN BE REPORTED TO A COMPLAINTS OFFICER

IF A PARTICIPANT BELIEVES THAT ANOTHER PARTICIPANT HAS BREACHED THIS CODE OF ETHICS,
S/HE MAY REPORT THE BREACH TO AN APPOINTED COMPLAINTS OFFICER.

3.2 WHO ARE THE COMPLAINTS OFFICERS?

BEFORE EACH TOURNAMENT, THE CHIEF ORGANISER SHALL NOMINATE TWO COMPLAINTS
OFFICERS — ONE MALE AND ONE FEMALE. THE NOMINATIONS FOR COMPLAINTS OFFICERS MUST
BE APPROVED BY:

(A) THE EXECUTIVE BOARD OF ORGANISING ORGANISATION, OR

(B) BY THE ORGANISING COMMITTEE OF HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT AT LEAST 30
DAYS BEFORE THE TOURNAMENT BEGINS, IF THE NOMINATION WAS NOT APPROVED AT THE
PREVIOUS MEETING OF THE EXECUTIVE BOARD OF ORGANISING ORGANISATION.

3.3 WHAT WILL THE COMPLAINTS OFFICERS DO?

EACH COMPLAINTS OFFICER SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR:

(A) BEING AVAILABLE TO PARTICIPANTS TO RECEIVE COMPLAINTS ABOUT BREACHES OF THIS CODE
OF ETHICS

(B) INVESTIGATING COMPLAINTS

(C) SUPPORTING THE COMPLAINANT APPROPRIATELY, WHICH COULD INCLUDE REFERRING HIM/HER
TO:

() ACOUNSELLOR

(I A DOCTOR

() A LAWYER

(Iv) THE POLICE

(V) THEIR PARENTS

(V1) AN ADULT MEMBER OF THEIR FAMILY OR CONTINGENT.
3.4 COMPLAINTS OFFICERS CAN DEAL WITH SOME COMPLAINTS THEMSELVES
IF THE COMPLAINTS OFFICER CONSIDERS IT APPROPRIATE, THEY MAY DISCUSS THE COMPLAINT
WITH THE COMPLAINANT AND THE PERSON ABOUT WHOM THE COMPLAINT HAS BEEN MADE TO TRY

TO RESOLVE THE MATTER BY MEDIATION SO THAT BOTH PARTIES ARE SATISFIED WITH THE
OUTCOME OF THE MATTER.
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3.5 COMPLAINTS OFFICERS CAN REFER COMPLAINTS TO THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE

(A) A COMPLAINTS OFFICER MAY REFER A COMPLAINT TO THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE. SUCH A
REFERRAL MUST BE SUBMITTED IN WRITING TO THE CHIEF ORGANISER OF THE DEBATE
TOURNAMENT, WHO IS CHAIRPERSON OF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE.

(3)] COMPLAINTS OF THE FOLLOWING NATURE MUST BE REFERRED TO THE APPELLATE
COMMITTEE:

() ANY FORM OF VIOLENCE OR THREAT OF VIOLENCE
(I SEXUAL HARASSMENT
(1) STALKING OR PHYSICAL HARASSMENT

(Iv) THE CONSUMPTION OR SUPPLY OF SUBSTANCES WHICH ARE ILLEGAL IN THE HOST
COUNTRY

(V) A PARTICIPANT’S BEING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF ALCOHOL OR DRUGS IN A MANNER
WHICH HAS BROUGHT OR THREATENS TO BRING THE DEBATE TOURNAMENT INTO
DISREPUTE

(VI) ANY FORM OF INAPPROPRIATE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN A DEBATER AND ANY OTHER
PARTICIPANT

(VII) WILFUL DAMAGE TO PUBLIC PROPERTY OR THE PROPERTY OF A HOST VENUE.

4. WHAT HAPPENS IF A COMPLAINT IS REFERRED TO THE APPELLATE
COMMITTEE?

4.1 WHO FORMS THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE?

(A) EVERY HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT SHALL HAVE A APPELLATE COMMITTEE
COMPRISING

() AT LEAST THREE MEMBERS; AND
(I) AT LEAST ONE PERSON OF EACH GENDER; AND
(1) AT LEAST ONE BUT NO MORE THAN TWO MEMBERS FROM THE HOST NATION; AND

(Iv) NEITHER OF THE COMPLAINTS OFFICERS WHO HAVE BEEN APPROVED FOR THE SAME
DEBATE TOURNAMENT AS THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE.

(B) THE MEMBERS OF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE SHALL BE APPROVED BY:
() THE EXECUTIVE BOARD OF ORGANISING ORGANISATION, OR
(I BY THE ORGANISING COMMITTEE AT LEAST 30 DAYS BEFORE THE DEBATE TOURNAMENT
BEGINS IF THE NOMINATION WAS NOT APPROVED AT THE PREVIOUS MEETING OF THE

EXECUTIVE BOARD OF ORGANISING ORGANISATION.

(c) THE CHAIRPERSON OF APPELLATE COMMITTEE IS CHIEF ORGANISER OF THE DEBATE
TOURNAMENT.

(D) SUBJECT TO 4.1 (B), EACH MEMBER OF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE SHALL SERVE UNTIL SUCH
TIME AS A REPLACEMENT IS APPOINTED.

4.2 WHEN MUST THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE MEET?
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(A) THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE’S CHAIRPERSON SHALL CONVENE A COMMITTEE MEETING:

() IF A COMPLAINTS OFFICER REFERS A COMPLAINT TO THEM IN WRITING
() IF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE OTHERWISE CONSIDERS IT APPROPRIATE.

(B) THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE SHALL CONVENE A MEETING WITHIN 24 HOURS OF RECEIVING A
COMPLAINT IN ACCORDANCE WITH 4.2 (A) ABOVE.

4.3 WHAT CAN THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE DO?
(A) AT A MEETING TO DISCUSS A COMPLAINT, THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE MAY:
() DECIDE TO TAKE NO FURTHER ACTION

(I MAKE A DECISION ABOUT THE COMPLAINT WITHOUT A HEARING (BUT IT MAY NOT
SUSPEND OR EXPEL THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT WITHOUT A HEARING) OR

(1) HOLD A HEARING ABOUT THE COMPLAINT.
(B) REGARDLESS OF WHICH OPTION IT TAKES, THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE MAY ALSO REFER THE
COMPLAINT TO THE HOST COUNTRY'S RELEVANT AUTHORITIES (SUCH AS THE POLICE) IF IT
CONSIDERS THAT THIS IS APPROPRIATE.
4.4 WHAT ARE THE RIGHTS OF A PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT AT A HEARING?
IF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE HOLDS A HEARING, THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT MUST:
(A) BE TOLD WHAT THE COMPLAINT IS ABOUT
(B) BE TOLD THE DATE AND TIME OF THE HEARING

(C) BE ALLOWED TO PARTICIPATE IN THE HEARING AND TO BE HEARD

(D) BE ALLOWED TO BRING A PERSON OF THEIR CHOICE WITH THEM TO THE MEETING WITH WHOM
S/HE MAY CONFER BEFORE AND DURING THE HEARING

(E) BE ALLOWED TO REMAIN SILENT DURING THE HEARING IF S/HE SO CHOOSES
(F) BE ALLOWED NOT TO ATTEND THE HEARING IF S/HE SO CHOOSES.
4.5 A PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT WHO IS NOT LEGALLY AN ADULT IN THE HOST COUNTRY SHALL
HAVE SPECIAL PROTECTION AND ASSISTANCE
(A) IF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE HOLDS A HEARING AND THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT IS NOT
LEGALLY AN ADULT IN THE HOST COUNTRY, THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE SHALL!

() ENSURE THAT THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT FULLY UNDERSTANDS HIS/HER RIGHTS

AS SET OUT IN PARAGRAPH 4.4 ABOVE BEFORE THE HEARING BEGINS

(1) ENSURE THAT AN ADULT CHOSEN BY THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT ATTENDS THE
HEARING TO SUPPORT THE PERSON COMPLAINED

(1) IF THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT IS UNABLE TO CHOOSE AN ADULT TO ATTEND WITH
HIM OR HER, SELECT AN ADULT TO TAKE ON THIS ROLE.

(B) THE ADULT CHOSEN IN ACCORDANCE WITH PARAGRAPH 4.5(A) SHALL ATTEND THE HEARING
AND SHALL BE ABLE TO SPEAK ON BEHALF OF THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT AT THE HEARING.
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4.6 HEARINGS ARE CONFIDENTIAL

UNTIL THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE MAKES A DECISION ABOUT A COMPLAINT, DETAILS OF THE
COMPLAINT AND THE HEARING SHALL BE KEPT CONFIDENTIAL AND SHALL BE DISCUSSED ONLY
WITH THE PEOPLE PARTICIPATING IN THE HEARING.

4.7 WHAT CAN THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE DO WITHOUT A HEARING?

IF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE REACHES A DECISION ABOUT A COMPLAINT WITHOUT A HEARING, IT
MAY:

(A) DISMISS THE COMPLAINT, OR
(B) UPHOLD IT AND:
() TAKE NO ACTION
(IN COUNSEL THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT
() WARN THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT.
4.8 WHAT CAN THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE DO AT THE CONCLUSION OF A HEARING?
IF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE HOLDS A HEARING, IT MAY:
(A) DISMISS THE COMPLAINT, OR
(B) UPHOLD IT AND:
() TAKE NO ACTION
(N COUNSEL THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT
() WARN THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT

(Iv) SUSPEND THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT FROM THE DEBATE TOURNAMENT FOR AS
LONG AS IT THINKS APPROPRIATE

(V) EXPEL THE RESPONDENT FROM THE DEBATE TOURNAMENT

(V1) BAN THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT FROM ALL FUTURE HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE
TOURNAMENTS OR A SPECIFIED NUMBER OF FUTURE HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE
TOURNAMENTS.

4.9 WHAT THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE CAN CONSIDER AT A HEARING.

THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE SHALL INFORM ITSELF AT A HEARING AND GENERALLY AS TO
EVIDENCE AND FACTS IN ITS ABSOLUTE DISCRETION AND AS IT SEES FIT, SUBJECT TO THIS CODE
OF ETHICS.

4.10 THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE’S DECISION IS FINAL

THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE'S DECISION SHALL BE FINAL. THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT IS
NOT ABLE TO APPEAL IT, BUT WHERE THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT HAS BEEN EXPELLED FOR
LONGER THAN THE NEXT HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT HE OR SHE CAN APPLY FOR
READMITTANCE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 6 BELOW.

5 WHO MUST BE TOLD ABOUT THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE’'S
DECISION?
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5.1 WHERE THERE HAS BEEN NO HEARING

WHERE A COMPLAINT HAS BEEN DECIDED WITHOUT A HEARING, THE CHAIRPERSON OF THE
APPELLATE COMMITTEE MUST GIVE A WRITTEN COPY OF THE DECISION TO:

(A) THE COMPLAINANT

(B) THE COMPLAINTS OFFICER WHO REFERRED THE COMPLAINT

(C) THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT

(D) WHERE THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT IS A DEBATER, THE TEAM MANAGER.
5.2 WHERE THERE HAS BEEN A HEARING

WHERE A COMPLAINT HAS LED TO A HEARING, THE CHAIRPERSON OF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE
MUST GIVE A WRITTEN COPY OF THE DECISION TO!

(A) THE PEOPLE MENTIONED ABOVE IN 5.1 (“WHERE THERE HAS BEEN NO HEARING”)

(B) THE PARENT OR GUARDIAN OF A PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT, IF THAT PERSON IS A DEBATER
AND NOT AN ADULT ACCORDING TO THE LAWS OF HIS/HER HOME NATION

(¢) THE CHIEF JUDGE, IF THE COMPLAINT HAS BEEN ABOUT AN JUDGE.

5.3 WHERE A HEARING HAS LED TO A SUSPENSION OR EXPULSION

WHERE A COMPLAINT HAS LED TO A SUSPENSION OR EXPULSION, THE CHAIRPERSON OF THE
APPELLATE COMMITTEE MUST GIVE A WRITTEN COPY OF THE DECISION TO:

(A) THE PEOPLE MENTIONED ABOVE IN RULE 5.2 (“WHERE THERE HAS BEEN A HEARING”)
(B) THE EXECUTIVE BOARD OF ORGANISING ORGANISATION THROUGH THAT EXECUTIVE
COMMITTEE’S CHAIRPERSON

(c) THE ORGANISING COMMITTEE AND CHIEF JUDGE OF THE FOLLOWING YEAR'S HEART OF
EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT.

5.4 WHERE THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT IS EXPELLED FROM FUTURE TOURNAMENTS

(A) WHERE THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT IS EXPELLED FROM ALL OR ANY FUTURE HEART OF
EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENTS, THE EXECUTIVE BOARD OF ORGANISING ORGANISATION SHALL
ENSURE THAT A COPY OF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE’'S WRITTEN DECISION IS KEPT ON FILE.

(B) THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT SHALL HAVE THE RIGHT TO APPLY TO BE READMITTED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH PARAGRAPH 6 BELOW.

5.5 LIMITATION ON DISCLOSING APPELLATE COMMITTEE DECISION

THE WRITTEN DECISION OF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE SHALL NOT BE DISCLOSED, PUBLISHED,
PRODUCED, COPIED, OR OTHERWISE COMMUNICATED TO PEOPLE OTHER THAN THOSE SPECIFIED IN
5.1 TO 5.4 ABOVE UNLESS:!

(A) THE COMPLAINANT AND THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT AGREE; OR

(B) DISCLOSURE OF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE’S WRITTEN DECISION IS REQUIRED BY THE LAW

WHICH APPLIES IN THE HOME NATION OF THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT AND/OR IN THE HOST
NATION IN WHICH THE COMPLAINT AROSE.

6 WHAT ARE THE RIGHTS OF A PERSON WHO IS SUSPENDED OR
EXPELLED?
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6.1 A YOUNG PERSON MUST BE LOOKED AFTER

WHERE THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE DECISION HAS LED TO A SUSPENSION OR EXPULSION AND THE
PERSON SUSPENDED OR EXPELLED IS NOT LEGALLY AN ADULT IN THE HOST COUNTRY, THE
APPELLATE COMMITTEE, IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE CHIEF ORGANISER, SHALL TAKE ALL
REASONABLE STEPS TO ENSURE THAT THE PERSON SUSPENDED OR EXPELLED IS ABLE TO MAKE
SATISFACTORY ARRANGEMENTS FOR:

(A) ACCOMMODATION AND MEALS FOR THE DURATION OF HIS/HER SUSPENSION OR UNTIL HE/ SHE
IS ABLE TO RETURN TO HIS/HER HOME COUNTRY

(B) RETURNING TO HIS/HER HOME COUNTRY IF HE/SHE HAS BEEN EXPELLED FROM THE DEBATE
TORNAMENT.

6.2 WHERE A PERSON HAS BEEN EXPELLED FOR LONGER THAN THE NEXT DEBATE TOURNAMENT

(A) WHERE THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE'S DECISION HAS LED TO AN EXPULSION AND THE
PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT HAS BEEN EXPELLED FOR LONGER THAN THE NEXT DEBATE
TOURNAMENT, THE PERSON COMPLAINED ABOUT MAY, AFTER THE CONCLUSION OF THE
FOLLOWING DEBATE TOURNAMENT, APPLY IN WRITING TO THE CHIEF ORGANISER OF THE
HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT TO BE READMITTED AS A PARTICIPANT AT
FUTURE DEBATE TOURNAMENT.

(B) IF THE CHIEF ORGANISER OF THE HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT RECEIVES AN
APPLICATION BY SUCH A PERSON TO BE READMITTED (“THE APPLICANT"):

() THE APPLICATION SHALL BE FORWARDED TO THE CHAIRPERSON OF THE APPELLATE
COMMITTEE AS SOON AS POSSIBLE

(I THE CHAIRPERSON OF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE SHALL DISCUSS THE APPLICATION
WITH THE OTHER MEMBERS OF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE, AND THE APPELLATE
COMMITTEE SHALL MAKE A DECISION WHETHER TO GRANT OR DECLINE THE APPLICATION
WITHIN 30 DAYS OF RECEIVING THE APPLICATION.
6.3 WHAT IS THE PROCESS FOR A HEARING ON THE APPLICATION FOR READMITTANCE?
THE PROCESS FOR A HEARING ON THE APPLICATION IS:
(A) THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE SHALL EITHER HOLD A HEARING IN PERSON (IF PRACTICAL), OR
SHALL DISCUsSS THE ISSUE BY TELEPHONE, VIDEO LINK, E-MAIL OR IN WRITING, DEPENDING ON
CONSTRAINTS OF COST, TIME AND THE DISTANCE BETWEEN THE PARTIES
(B) THE PERSON APPLYING FOR REINSTATEMENT (“THE APPLICANT”) SHALL BE INVITED TO SUBMIT
STATEMENTS IN WRITING IN SUPPORT OF THE APPLICATION TO BE READMITTED, AND MAY
ADDITIONALLY BE ASKED TO SUBMIT ANSWERS TO SPECIFIC QUESTIONS BY THE APPELLATE
COMMITTEE
(C) THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE SHALL DETERMINE WHO, APART FROM THE APPLICANT THE
APPLICANT AND SUCH PERSONS AS THE APPLICANT MAY DECIDE, MAY BE ASKED TO SUBMIT
WRITTEN STATEMENTS REGARDING THE APPLICANT. THESE MAY INCLUDE:
() REFEREES ABOUT THE APPLICANT’S CHARACTER OR CHANGE OF CIRCUMSTANCES
(1) THE COMPLAINTS OFFICER WHO RECEIVED THE ORIGINAL COMPLAINT
(1l THE ORIGINAL COMPLAINANT

(Iv) A CURRENT COMPLAINTS OFFICER.
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(D) THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE SHALL INFORM ITSELF AT A HEARING ABOUT THE APPLICATION AND

GENERALLY AS TO EVIDENCE AND FACTS IN ITS ABSOLUTE DISCRETION AND AS IT SEES FIT,
SUBJECT TO THIS CODE OF ETHICS.

6.4 HEARINGS ABOUT THE APPLICATION ARE CONFIDENTIAL

UNTIL THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE MAKES A DECISION ABOUT THE APPLICATION FOR
READMITTANCE, DETAILS OF THE APPLICATION AND THE HEARING SHALL BE KEPT CONFIDENTIAL
AND SHALL BE DISCUSSED ONLY WITH THE PEOPLE PARTICIPATING IN THE HEARING.

6.5 WHAT MUST THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE DO TO DECIDE ON THE APPLICATION?

(A) THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE MUST MAKE A DECISION ABOUT THE APPLICATION BY:

() DECLINING THE APPLICATION, OR

(1) READMITTING THE APPLICANT SUBJECT TO ANY CONDITIONS THE COMMITTEE THINKS FIT,
OR

(1l READMITTING THE APPLICANT WITHOUT ANY CONDITIONS.

(B) AFTER MAKING A DECISION ABOUT THE APPLICATION, THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE MUST SEND A
WRITTEN COPY OF ITS DECISION TO!

() THE APPLICANT
(I) THE CURRENT COMPLAINTS OFFICERS

() THE HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT ORGANISING COMMITTEE, THROUGH
CHIEF ORGANISER

(1Iv) THE CHIEF ORGANISER AND CHIEF JUDGE OF THE FOLLOWING DEBATE TOURNAMENT
(V) THE PERSON WHO MADE THE ORIGINAL COMPLAINT ABOUT THE APPLICANT.
6.6 LIMITATION ON DISCLOSING APPELLATE COMMITTEE DECISION ABOUT THE APPLICATION
THE WRITTEN DECISION OF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE SHALL NOT BE DISCLOSED, PUBLISHED,
PRODUCED, COPIED, OR OTHERWISE COMMUNICATED TO PEOPLE OTHER THAN THOSE SPECIFIED IN
PARAGRAPH 6.5 UNLESS:
(A) THE APPLICANT AGREES; OR
(B) DISCLOSURE OF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE’'S WRITTEN DECISION IS REQUIRED BY THE LAW
WHICH APPLIES IN THE HOME NATION OF THE APPLICANT AND/OR IN THE HOST NATION IN WHICH
THE BREACH OF THIS CODE OF ETHICS OCCURRED.
6.7 THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE’S DECISION ABOUT THE APPLICATION IS FINAL
THE APPELLATE COMMITTEE’S DECISION ON THE APPLICATION SHALL BE FINAL. THE APPLICANT IS
NOT ABLE TO APPEAL IT BUT S/HE CAN APPLY AGAIN FOR READMITTANCE OR FOR THE REMOVAL OF

ANY CONDITIONS IMPOSED ON READMITTANCE 6 MONTHS OR MORE FOLLOWING THE DECISION ON
THE APPLICATION. THE NEW APPLICATION MUST ALSO BE MADE ACCORDING TO PARAGRAPH 6.
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UNDERTAKING

7. UNDERTAKING REQUIRED TO BE SIGNED PRIOR TO THE
COMMENCEMENT OF THE HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT

UNDERTAKING BY ALL THOSE PARTICIPATING IN THE HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT

| UNDERTAKE THAT:

(A) | HAVE READ AND UNDERSTOOD THE CODE OF ETHICS ABOVE AND

(B) | WILL ABIDE BY THE CODE OF ETHICS FOR THE DURATION OF THE HEART OF
EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT

SIGNED ..ttt DATED it

UNDERTAKING BY PARENT OR GUARDIAN OF DEBATER(S) PARTICIPATING IN THE HEART OF EUROPE
DEBATE TOURNAMENT

| UNDERTAKE THAT:

(A) | AM A PARENT/GUARDIAN OF WHO IS A
DEBATER
PARTICIPATING IN THE HEART OF EUROPE DEBATE TOURNAMENT

(B) | HAVE READ AND UNDERSTOOD THE CODE OF ETHICS ABOVE
(©) | HAVE EXPLAINED THE CODE OF ETHICS TO THE ABOVE DEBATER

(D) | HAVE INSTRUCTED THE ABOVE DEBATER THAT | EXPECT AND REQUIRE THE DEBATER TO ABIDE
BY THE CODE OF ETHICS

(E) THE DEBATER HAS CONFIRMED TO ME THAT S/HE WILL ABIDE BY THE CODE OF ETHICS.

] (€] ] ) PN DATED: oot

APPROVED BY: couuiiiiiiieiiieeiiieeeeieeeiieeeeennas DATED: oot



