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Thank you for your participation in the 9th Intercollegiate Negotiation Competition. The
Committee believes that the Competition succeeded thanks to the great effort and
enthusiasm of all team members and supporters. We would like to express our gratitude
for the cooperation and support that you showed during the Competition.

It is our hope that all of you have gained something precious for yourself through the hard
work for and during the Competition.

1. BKIEAL (Final Ranking)

& (Winner) HH K (The University of Tokyo)

2\ —& K% (Hitotsubashi University)

3L KB AR (Osaka University)

47 F—2L + F—AKZ U7 (Team Australia)

SRA FLfg H K% (Waseda University) « _E# K% (Sophia University)

* 55 5 NLIXIAL A D72 2 K%(The 5th universities got the same points)
2. BEMRIZOWT (Evaluation Results)
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FREHENSL DT R A A% KUNZ L TEE 720 EE 2 TWWEd, Asummary of the evaluation
results is as follows. We will not disclose the details of the evaluation by judges. We hope that
you have learned a lot from judges’ comments in each round and feed back at the welcome
party, lunch time and closing ceremony as well as the advice from your instructors.
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BERFO RIS T — 2O RZ L TROTUWET, In the panel of three judges,
each judge can allot up to 50 points (total of 150 points for each Round). In a scale of 1~5,
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 judges meeting, the Committee stressed that this
expectation should be based on the students who prepared eagerly for two months and
not on the ordinary students who did not participate in the Competition. The points for
each university are based on the average number of points of each team from the

university.
Round A Round B
¥ (Average) 99.58 97.84
(WE4E/Last year 99.59) (100.11)
B 5 (Highest Score) 128.5 (131.5) 117.5 (118)
KA (Lowest Score) 77.5 (62.5) 85.5(83)
E R DN i (Average of the universities 105.56 (108.81)  104.07 (103.61)
ranked in top 5)
TR 1 OO KFD S (Average of 98.24 (99.26) 100.68 (102.06)
the universities ranked 7-10)
1 102256 1 6 (LD KFEDFH) A (Average 91.81 (87.83) 94.83 (94.33)

of the universities ranked 11-16)
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Although the evaluation by the judges is important, this is nothing more than just one
evaluation. Also, judges may have different views. What is truly important is, not the scores
or details of comments, but what you felt and attained throughout the preparation period and
during the Competition
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Every year many participants requested in the questionnaires for the Competition for further
disclosure of the result of the evaluation by judges. For the 9th Competition the Committee
decided to introduce a new system for the feedback of the evaluation. Upon a request from
each university, the Committee will issue an evaluation result sheet to the requesting
university.

The evaluation result sheet shows the points given for each evaluation item in Round A and B



and the final ranking. Each university may choose one of the two formats: (a) only the
average scores of all teams of the requesting university are informed or (b) both the scores of
each team and the average of all teams of the requesting university are informed.

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 by December 22 specifying your choice of (a) or (b) format. The
Committee will send the sheet in PDF form by e-mail.

3. 7 % — MER(Questionnaire Results)
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L vE9, Thank you very much for your cooperation for the questionnaire at the closing
ceremony, which turned out 261 replies. We will use your comments to further improve the
Competition. We would like to emphasize that your passion and enthusiasm is what made
the Competition satisfying and worthy of participating.
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1. L CTHEholz 157 4 (77%)
2. Lot 40 4 (19.6%)
3. ¥bEdH 54 (2.5%)
4. HFV L eroTz 04 (0%)
5. BIMLARWEI DN Lo 7z 04 (0%)

We are in the process of calculating your replies for the questionnaires, and once finished we
will publish the results on the website. The 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: 157(77%)

2. Yes, I am glad to have participated: 40(19.6%)

3. So and so: 5(2.5%)

4. Not sure if I am glad: 0 (0%)

5. No, I'm not: 0 (0%)

4. &h¥ (Lostitems)

*# L TTF &V \(Translation receiver is missing)
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Help us find a simultaneous translation receiver, which must be returned to the translation
company. If not found, it will cost us 35,000 yen.

v 7T —, FAN BiREER, P10 7B ARl EA B LTVWET, BOYSTEY OFITER
FERIZTHE L TEE, £, BYEHOEH (stefanorossi &9 77 » ROSPIRD 7 L—
YR Dbo) EREZTENVTWSERELNET, D TIMRL 72 &, We have a scarf,
towels, a watch, a folding umbrella etc.. If you are missing either of these please contact the
Committee. Also, one pair of shoes for men is missing (“stefanorossi” brand with plain toe).
Please check now if you are wearing someone’s shoes!



5. DVD
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Our main sponsor, Sumitomo Group Public Affairs Committee has kindly offered to give a
DVD, which records the 8th Competition in a 30-40 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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