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The Steering Committee, Intercollegiate Negotiation Competition
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The Steering Committee would like to express its sincere appreciation for your participation
in the 15th Intercollegiate Negotiation Competition. The Committee believes that the
Competition succeeded thanks to your great effort and enthusiasm.

We hope that everyone who attended the competition and worked hard in the preparation
gained something special for your efforts.

1. BHINEAL Final Ranking
Round A Round B Total
Winner F—L e F—ANZUT

Team Australia 169 159 328
2nd U H AR VIENL R

National University of Singapore 169.5 154 323.5
3rd KB K% Osaka University 155.25 150 310.25
4th K% Sophia University 150.9 152.2 308.1
5th —#G K% Hitotsubashi University 149.125 150.625 304.75

ALK Kyoto University 155.75 144 304.75

NRA K« F—ALU—2FE Best Teamwork Award
Winner U HAR—/VESLRKY:  National University of Singapore

Highest Score in English Section
Arbitration (CIArb Award): National University of Singapore
Negotiation (Squire Patton Boggs Award): Team Australia
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The final score is the total given by three judges (average of all teams for a university
with multiple teams). The number of “Total” in the table includes additional 5 points
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which should be given to the universities represented by both Japanese and English
teams (Rule 11(7)).

2. BEREIZOVWT Evaluation Results
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A summary of the evaluation results is as follows. We will not disclose the details of the
evaluation by judges. We hope that you learned a lot from judges’ comments in each round
and feedback at the welcome party, lunch time and closing ceremony as well as advice from
your instructors. Although the evaluation by the judges is important, what is truly important
is what you learned throughout the process of preparation and Competition.
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HEEHOFEFMOFTEE TR, BHFOFAETITZRL, 2 7 HHBDICHERF L TRa T 19
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BRFOSEIIZIMNTF — L OGREZFE L TROTWET, In the panel of three judges,
each judge can allot up to 75 points (total of 225 points for each Round). In a scale of 0~5,
Judges are requested to give 3 points for each evaluation item when the team’s
performance meets the judge’s expectation for a team, taking into consideration the
composition of the team. In the meetings of the judges it is stressed that the standard is
the one that is expected from the students who prepared eagerly for two months and not
just average students. The points for each university are based on the average points of all

teams of the university.
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Average of 11-18 ranked universities
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154.1 150.97

147.5 147.2

141.05 141.18
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The total scores of other universities than top 5 universities (see the Final Ranking) are
as follows:

7th: 302, 8th: 300.25, 9th: 300.125, 10th: 297, 11th: 296.2, 12th: 286.167, 13th: 284.667, 14th:
284, 15th: 282,167, 16th: 281.5, 17th: 280.75, 18th: 278.25

3. HJERFEBME Evaluation Result Sheet
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Upon request from each university, the Committee will issue an evaluation result sheet to the
requesting university.

The evaluation result sheet shows the points given in each evaluation item in Round A and
Round B and the final ranking. Each university may choose one of the following two types of
information: (a) the average scores of all teams or (b) both the scores of each team and the
average of all teams.

The advisor or representative of the universities (as registered in the registration form in
October) who want to have the evaluation result sheet are requested to send an e-mail to the
Steering Committee, specifying your choice of (a) or (b) type. The Committee will send the
sheet in a PDF format by e-mail.

4. 72— MER  Questionnaire Results
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Thank you very much for your cooperation for filling out the questionnaire at the closing
ceremony. We will use your comments to improve the Competition. We believe that your
passion and enthusiasm towards this Competition is what made it successful and satisfying
to the participants.
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1. ETHENo72 1494

2. kot 484

3. ¥bhEH 84



4. HF Lol 34
5. ZIMLARWER Lo 04

We are in the process of compiling your answers for the questionnaires, and once finished we
will publish the results on the website. The tentative result to the question, “Are you happy to
have participated in the Competition?” was as follows:

1. Yes, I'm very much glad to have participated: 149

2. Yes, I am glad to have participated: 48

3. So and so: 8

4. Not sure if I am glad: 3

5. No, I'm not: 0

5. DVD

SEBHUEREE, ARBOAA VAR —ThIHEK T N—TIRREBSRD ZEE T, S0
HOERIIIARZORTFZRLE LD VDA LN ET, BEITTE 2013 AFHIAICR
HEBRNET, FERFPOFEHEDOHAEIZBEY LETOT, S REOF&EE LTKRENCLTH
Fru e BEnEd,

Our main sponsor, Sumitomo Group Public Affairs Committee has kindly offered to give a
DVD, which records the 15th competition in about 40 minutes movie with photos, to all the
participants. We will send the DVDs to your advisors in the middle of March.
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