November 1, 2004

Third Intercollegiate Negotiation Competition Newsletter

\Vol.3, No.1(2004)

Thank you for your participation to the third Intercollegiate Negotiation Competition.
This competition is a hand-made by students and teachers and there might be
awkwardness. Please give your active participation and contribution to make the
competition a meaningful event.

The steering committee will make various notices to each university. The
representatives of each university are requested to inform all members of the university
of such notices. Important information will be presented on the web. Please check the
web frequently.

Especially, this volume contains a lot of amendments of the Problem and answers to
questions, please read very carefully.

(Correction of e-mail address of the
Steering Committee)

negocom@ml.osipp.osaka-u.ac.jp
negocomp@ml.osipp.osaka-u.ac.jp

npu

We are very sorry that there was a mistake in the e-mail address of the Steering
Committee mentioned in the Rules. The accurate address is
negocomp@ml.osipp.osaka-u.ac.jp



mailto:negocom@ml.osipp.osaka-u.ac.jp
mailto:negocom@osipp.osaka-u.ac.jp
mailto:negocomp@ml.osipp.osaka-u.ac.jp

(Participants)

(Participants are as follows)

(Univ) (participants) | (Japanese) (English team)
Tokyo 16 2 1
Kyoto 12 2 0

Nagoya 14 0 3
Osaka 14 1 1
Kyus u 20 2 2
(Chuo) 11 2 0
(Doshis a) 15 2 1
(Sophia) 24 3 2
(Waseda) 12 1 1
(Keio) 12 1 1
(Hitotsubashi) 12 2 0

(Hokkaido) 13 2 0
(Total) 175 20 12




(As noticed on the web, the match table
is as follows. The rooms and judges will be decided by the Steering Committee.)

A B
(Round A) (Round B)
(R) (B) (R) (B)
1 Hokkaido 2 Sophia 1 Kyushu 1 | Hitotsubashi 1
2 Kyushu 1 Chuo 1 Kyushu 2 Sophia 1
3 Tokyo 1 Kyoto 1 Hokkaido 1 Chuo 2
4 Osaka Hitotsubahi 1 Tokyo 1 Chuo 1
> Hokkaido 1 | Hitotsubashi 2 Osaka Kyoto 1
0 Tokyo 2 Sophia 3 Doshisha 2 Sophia 3
! Doshisha 1 Kyoto 2 Tokyo 2 Hitotsubashi 2
8 Keio Waseda Hokkaido 2 Waseda
o Doshisha 2 Chuo 2 Doshisha 1 Sophia 2
10 . .
Kyushu 2 Sophia 2 Keio Kyoto 1
English
A (Round A) B (Round B)
(R) (B) (R) (B)
1 Tokyo Nagoya 1 Kyushu 1 Nagoya 1
2 Doshisha Nagoya 2 Tokyo Sophia 1
3 Osaka Nagoya 3 Kyushu 2 Nagoya 2
4 Kyushu 2 Sophia 1 Doshisha Sophia 2
> Kyushu 1 Waseda Keio Nagoya 3
6 Keio Sophia 2 Osaka Waseda




(Amendments to the Problem)

(We
will amend the Problem as follows. In case of any amendments to the confidential
information, we would give a notice by e-mail to the relevant universities only)

oParagraph , English version only
an area of 700,000 square meters. page 1, line 3
- an area of 700,000 square kilometers

o (Paragraph 4)
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-

English version
...the performance of Herlock Auto has been poor in the absence of a loss leader.
However, if Blue can accept the new car this time as a loss leader ... (page 3, line 1)
- ...the performance of Herlock Auto has been poor in the absence of a main product.
However, if Blue can accept the new car this time as_a main product ...

o Paragraph 4, English version only
The patent that Red hopes to license has a very high_price internationally...
page3,line 6
- The patent that Red hopes to license has a very high_reputation internationally...

© Paragraph , English version only

To overcome this difficulty, in April 2007 Blue requested Red quickly investigated
selling right-hand-drives. (page 5, line 14 from the bottom)
- To overcome this difficulty, in April 2007 Blue requested that Red quickly investigate
selling right-hand-drives.

o Paragraph 7, English version only
Based its understanding (page 5, line 8 from the bottom)
- Based on its understanding

o (Paragraph 7)

English version
Red added that since the right-handed-drive was (page 5, line 4 from the bottom)
- Red added that since the_left-handed-drive was




o (Paragraph 8)

English version
Despite Herlock Auto’s efforts, its sales from January to December 2007 ended up
being_ 2,500 cars. (page 5, the bottom line)
- Despite Herlock Auto’s efforts, its sale from January to December 2007 ended up
being 4,000 cars

o Paragraph 8

English version
Herlock Auto conducted a survey of its customers who came to the showroom from
April to September 2008. (page 6, line 11 from the bottom)
- Herlock Auto conducted a survey of its customers who came to the showroom from
July to September 2008

o Paragraph 8, English version only
Thus, we might have the room to produce a left-hand-drive then. (page 6, line 7)
- Thus, we might have the room to produce a right-hand-drive then

o Paragraph 8, English version only
and giving free seminars on left-hand-drives for perspective buyers. (page 6, line

14)
- and giving free seminars on left-hand-drives for prospective buyers.
o Paragraph 9

English version

According to this it was clear that clause 3 of the parts supply agreement was
contrary to Negoland’s anti-monopoly law and invalid. (page 7, line 15)
- Under the standard established by this judgment, it was clear that in Negoland
clause 3 of the parts supply agreement was contrary to Negoland's anti-monopoly law
and invalid.

o (Paragraph 9)




English version
Because the license agreement period is until November 2009, (page 7, line 8
from the bottom)
Because the license agreement period is until September 2010,

o Paragraph 9, English version only
Because the supply agreement with Blue which contained (page 7, line 3)
- Because the supply agreement with Blue contained

o Paragraph 9, English version only
Red’s_exectuvies (page 7, line 23)
- Red’'s executives

o Paragraph 9, English version only

According to Red’s research, not dependant on (page 7, line 10 from the
bottom)
- According to Red's research, not dependent on

o Paragraph 9, English version only

causes for termination are limited to satisfaction of the term (page 7, line 7 from
the bottom)
- causes for termination are limited to completion of the term

o Paragraph 9, English version only
Therefore, within Red, they are considering taking a hard-line page 8, line 2
- Therefore, within Red, there is a opinion recommending to take a hard line

o Paragraph 10, English version only
"It is disappoint that (page 8, line 11)

- "It is disappointing that

o Paragraph 10, English version only

The situation concerning the right-hand-drive in Arbitria market was expected. (page
8, line 16)
- We expected that there are a strong demand for the right-hand-drive model in
Arbitria

o (Paragraph 11)




English version
Regarding this, Blue filed for arbitration claiming (1) Red's cancellation of the
distributor contract was unlawful, thus it demands compensation for the damage to
Blue and its subsidiary Herlock Auto due to the unlawful termination; (2) Purchasing
parts from Brown is a violation of the parts supply agreement, thus, Red is prohibited to
purchase any parts from other company than Blue by the end of May 2010; and Blue
demands that Red pay an appropriate license fee for the license agreement. (page 9,
line 1)
- Responding to this, Blue filed for arbitration claiming (1) Red’s cancellation of the
distributor agreement was_ineffective, and, therefore, Blue demanded compensation for
damages to Blue and its subsidiary Herlock Auto due to Red'’s breach of the distributor
contract; (2) Purchasing parts from Brown is a violation of the parts supply agreement,
and, therefore, Red is prohibited to purchase any parts from any other company than
Blue prior to the end of May 2010. Red must purchase the parts of minimum quantity as
agreed in the parts supply agreement, too. If the specific performance of such
contractual obligations may not be ordered, Red should pay damages; (3) Assuming that
the cancellation of the distributor contract is effective and that clause 3 of the parts
supply agreement is void, Blue demands that Red pay an appropriate license fee for the
license agreement._

o (Paragraph 11)
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X-1001

English version

Thus, if the distributor agreement is terminated and the promise to purchase parts
continuously has no effect, then the license fee should be adjusted._If adjusted, the
license fee should be at the same level as other license transaction of the same type
(¥10,000,000 up front and 0.5% of sales volumes) (page 9, line 17)
- Thus, if the distributor agreement is terminated and the promise to purchase parts
continuously has no effect, then the license fee should be adjusted retrospectively, and
Red should pay license fee at the same standard as applied to other licensees, that is,
¥100,000,000 up front and 0.5% of total sales amount of X-1001 from the beginning of
the period of this license agreement retrospectively.




o (Paragraph 11)

26

UNIDROIT

English version,

Concerning the first claim, Red argues that it was simply lawful . Regarding the

second claim, Red argues that_because under Negoland law it was void, clause 3 of the
parts supply contract must be found void and no breach of contract exists on Red's part.
Even though Red's purchasing from Brown constitutes a breach, it shall not be
compelled to purchase from Blue. (Page 9, line 12 from the bottom)
- Concerning the first claim, Red argues that it was_plainly effective . Regarding
the second claim, Red argues that clause 3 of the part supply contract is void because
Negoland’s anti-monopoly law should be applied to this case as the “mandatory rules
which claim application irrespective of which law is applicable to the contract” in
Comment 3 of Article 1.4 of UNIDROIT principles. Even assuming that Red'’s
purchasing from Brown conflict with clause 3 of the parts supply contract, the arbitral
tribunal should not prohibit such purchase from Brown nor compel Red to purchase the
parts from Blue.

o Round A, English version only

Preceding this hearing the arbitrators have requested by a day designated in a
separate clause. The submissions on the three points below should expand upon the
parties’ claims and rationale. (page 9, line 5 from the bottom)
- Preceding this hearing the arbitrators have requested to submit a memorandum
which expands the parties’ claim and reasons on the three points below by a day
designated in a separate clause.

o A (Round A: Issue 1)

English version
1.  The lawfulness of Red’s termination (page 9, the bottom line)
- 1. The effectiveness of Red’s termination

o A (Round A: Issue 2)




1
- UNIDROIT

( )
English version

2. Whether Red’s purchase of parts from Brown constitutes a breach of contract in the
supply agreement. If so, which kind of remedies is appropriate (Note in relation to
monetary remedies, it is unnecessary to calculate the amount, rather it is enough to
argue how to work out) page 10, line 1
- 2. Whether Negoland's anti-monopoly law should be applied to this case as the
“mandatory rules which claim application irrespective of which law is applicable to the
contract” in Comment 3 of Article 1.4 of UNIDROIT principles. Assuming that there is
no such application, whether the arbitral tribunal should order Red not to purchase
parts from Brown but to purchase parts in the minimum quantity designated in the
contract with Blue. Assuming that Negoland's anti-monopoly law is not applied and the
arbitral tribunal does not order Red to purchase parts from Blue, for which loss Blue
should be compensated (Note: it is unnecessary to calculate the amount, rather it is
enough to itemize the losses to be compensated)

o A (Round A: Issue 3)

- X-1001

English version
The necessity of revision to raise the license fee to the same level as other regular
license transactions (page 10, line 5)
- Whether the tribunal should order Red to pay ¥100,000,000 up front and 0.5% of the
total sales amount of X-1001 from the beginning of the period of this license agreement
retrospectively.

© Round B Paragraph 2, English version only
surveys of contaminated soil and receipt of pollutants, ... page 11, line 22
- surveys of contaminated soil and removal of contamination, ...

oRound B Paragraph 2, English version only

It prohibits the use of facilities for the disposal and manufacturing of toxic substances.
In addition, the owner of land or premises has an obligation ... page 11, line 25
- At the termination of use of facilities for the disposal and manufacturing of toxic
substances, the owner of land or premises has an obligation...




oRound B _Paragraph 2, English version only

In 2003 Black announced it would put Blue's fuel cells into its fuel cell cars, but in
2003 there was an incident where one of Blue’'s fuel cells exploded injuring (page 11,
line 33)
— Blue’s fuel cells were also put into the fuel cell cars which Black started to sell in
2003, but in 2003 there was an incident where one of Blue's fuel cells exploded,
injuring

o Round B Paragraph 3, English version only

Red proposed cooperating on the development of fuel cell cars with Blue.
According to Red, it seems each bus company in Negoland plans to covert its domestic
bus lines to fuel cell vehicles as part of_its environmental policy. (page 12, line 5)
- Red proposed cooperating on the development of fuel cell vehicles with Blue.
According to Red, it seems each bus company in Negoland plans to convert its domestic
bus lines to fuel cell vehicles as part of the national environmental policy.

o B (Round B. Paragraph 3)

English version
Red proposes setting up a joint venture company with Blue to specialize in the
development of fuel cell cars in Arbitria and then manufacture fuel cell vehicles for the
domestic bus route. (page 12, line 11)
- Red proposes setting up a joint venture company with Blue to specialize in the
development of fuel cell cars in_Negoland and then manufacture fuel cell vehicles for the
domestic bus routes in Negoland.

o B (Round B. Paragraph 4)
10 10
English version

to establish a joint venture company in Arbitria with (page 12, line 15 from the
bottom)
- to establish a joint venture company in Negoland with
© Round B Paragraph 4, English version only

From this, from each party in April 2004 (page 12, line 14 from the bottom)

- From this, from each party in April 2005

o Round B Paragraphb, English version only
Within all of this, it was reported in Arbitria newspaper ... (page 13, line 2)

— During the time all of this was going on, it was reported in a Negoland
newspaper ...
o (Attachment 3)

10



the licenses of the patents of the control mechanism (line 5, article 2)
- the licenses of the patents for the control mechanism

o (Attachment 3)
2. ...Red shall pay ¥1,000,000 for up-front royalty ...
- 2. ...Red shall pay ¥10,000,000 for up-front royalty ...

o Attachment 3
Dated: September 27, 2004
- Dated: September_24, 2004

o (Attachment 4)
THIS AGREEMENT is made ... as of the 24th September, 2004
- THIS AGREEMENT is made ... as of the 27th September, 2004

o (Attachment 4)

3.1 ...Red shall pay ¥1,000,000 for upfront royalty within 30 days after the date of
this Agreement.
3.2 No running royalty shall_not be charged.
- 3.1 ...Red shall pay ¥10,000,000 for up-front royalty within 30 days after the date of
this Agreement.
3.2 No running royalty shall be charged.

o (Attachment 4)

4.1 This Agreement shall ... continue until fifth anniversary of the date of this
Agreement.
- 4.1 This Agreement shall ... continue until the sixth anniversary of the date of this
Agreement.
o (Attachment 4)

4.4 In the event of when Red received or deemed to be received such
termination notice hereunder.
- 4.4 In the event of when Red has received or is deemed to have received such

termination notice hereunder.

o Attachment 5
4 Minimum Sales

The term “Contract Year” means ...and anniversary thereof.
—~ 4 Minimum Sales

The term “Contract Year” means and each one (1) year period beginning on the
anniversary thereof, during the term of this Agreement.

o (Attachment 5)
13 Termination

11



Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained herein, including Article 13 above,

- 13 Termination
Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained herein, including Article 12 above,

o Attachment 5
15 No compensation for Termination
- 14 No compensation for Termination

(same for the succeeding articles)

o (Attachment 7)
We made a customer survey at our showrooms from April to September  line 3
- We made a customer survey at our showrooms from July to September

(Answers to the questions about the Problem
and the Rules)

Thank you for your questions. The followings are the answers of the Steering
Committee. The Steering Committee decides not to answer some questions when it
considers that it is unnecessary or inappropriate to answer them for some reasons.

(Questions to the Problem)

o (Paragraph 2)

Q EU
A EU

Q: Is Arbitria a member state of EU?

A: Please ignore the existence of EU for this competition.

o (Paragraph 4)

Q

A

Q: What information was passed on to the Red executives who had visited Blue in July
20047

A: All information which mentioned in Paragraph 4 was given precisely.

Q
A

12



Q: The Problem says “ a license fee around 0.5% on all product sales” What is the
product?
A: X-1001. The license fee is 0.5% of the wholesale price of X-1001.

o (Paragraph 6)

Q
A

A: Is the sales price of the parts in the parts supply contract relatively cheap?
Q: The price is reasonable in the market.

o (Paragraph 7)

Q
A

Q: When did a critic wrote an article?
A: In the end of January, just after X-1001 was started to sell.

Q

CM

CM

Q: Red told that Blue might reconsider its sales strategy in light of the Japanese
example. What was the strategy which Japanese distributors used? Did Red give any
information about such strategy in Japan?

A: In May 2007, Red gave some materials about sales strategies in Japan. According to
them, the use of a famous TV star in TV commercial message and the active promotion
targeting at prospective customers who are interested in foreign cars, who have
tendency to buy left-hand-drives, contribute the success in Japan market. Blue used a
famous TV star for its commercial message too, but it was not effective.

o (Paragraph 8)

A

Q: It is said that “Inquiring of its distributors outside Arbitria, it seems that they have
been able to sell actually twice their established minimum”. May we assume that in
countries where the above mentioned distributors locate, excluding Japan, people drive

13



on the right side of the road?
A Yes.

Q

A

Q: When did Blue start its effort as giving a sufficient opportunity of test-drive and
giving free seminars?

A: Fall 2007.

Q

A
Q: Did 12000 orders in July 2008 include orders from Arbitria?
A Yes.

Q

A

Q: Assume that Red makes right-hand-drives and that a part of the factory is allocated
for the right-hand-drives, how will such allocation be made?

A: The allocation may be made in a minimum of one hundred and an integral multiple
of one hundred.

Q

A

Q: It is explained that the price of the right-hand-drive model needs to be raised to
¥2,200,000. Is it an only reason for such raise of the price to allot some part of the
factory for right-hand-drives?

A: The estimation was made by considering not only such allocation, but various other
costs such as the change of the design, parts for right-hand-drives, etc..

o (Paragraph 9)

Q
A

Q: When did the current anti-monopoly law of Negoland come into force?
A: In 1950.

Q

A

14



Q: Regarding the Supreme Court decision in 2007, when were the district court
judgment and high court judgment made? What were their contents?

A: The district court ruled that the clause was void in 2004, and the high court ruled
that the clause was effective in 2006. The decisions of the district court and the high
court have been not reported in case reporters and legal journals. The Supreme Court
judgment was reported in a journal on anti-monopoly law. In Negoland, the database on
court judgments is underdeveloped.

Q

A

Q: Did the Supreme Court nullify a whole contract containing the anti-competitive
clause or only the relevant clause?

A: Only that clause.

Q
A

Q: Was the Supreme Court case in 2007 a cross-border case?
A: A domestic case.

Q

A

Q: “3 years” standard in the Supreme Court decision in 2007 is expressly mentioned in
Negoland's anti-monopoly law?

A: No.

Q

A

Q: What is the position of Negoland on the extraterritorial application of the
anti-monopoly law?

A: It is same as Japan.

Q

A

Q: The fine under the anti-monopoly law is mentioned to be ¥5,000,000. In relation to
the transaction of this case, such fine may be charged only once?

A: If a party doesn’'t follow the same advisory from the authority in six months, the
party may be fined the same amount again. The same rule will be applied thereafter.

o A (Round A: Other questions)

15



A X-1001
Q: How is the recent performance of Herlock Auto?
A: The performance is not good due to the slump of X-1001, etc.

Q

A

Q: What are the official languages of Negoland and Arbitria?

A: Negan in Negoland, and Arbitrian in Arbitria.

Q X-1001
A

Q: Did Red actually sell X-1001 to other company in Arbitria and purchase parts from
Brown after January 2009?

A Yes.

Q A 11

A 11

Q: In Round A, only arguments mentioned in Paragraph 11 may be raised?
A: No. The arguments which are mentioned in paragraph 11 as arguments of Blue or
Red are only examples.

o B (Round B. Paragraph 1)

Q
A

Q: It is said that Red's market share is around 5%. Share for what?
A: It means the market share of the all automobiles including cars and buses in
Negoland.

o B (Round B. paragraph 3)

Q
A

Q: What is the market size of buses on regular routes?
A: Bus is one of the major transportation in Negoland, and the total number of buses on

regular routes owned by bus companies in Negoland amounts to 150,000.

Q

A
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Q: Why does Red consider that bus companies in Negoland plans to convert its domestic
bus lines to fuel cell vehicles?

A: Red has close relationships with Negoland’s bus companies and ministries, and Red
got information with 100% certainty that bus companies would convert to fuel cells
vehicles from the next year and that they would start to select the bus manufacturer. It
is planed that all buses will be converted to fuel cells vehicles in 5 years and that the
cost for one bus is about ¥5,000,000.

Q

A

Q: How are the market shares of Red and another company who is making buses in
Negoland? Is there a difference of technology between these two companies?

A: In 2003, Red has 40% share and another company has 60%. No difference exists in
their technology.

Q
A 1

Q: Has the fuel cells of Blue reached to the practical use?
A: Some types of fuel cells have been used practically. Blue will be able to supply fuel

cells which are practically usable for fuel cell buses at latest in one year.

o B (Round B. Paragraph 5)

Q

A

Q: Is “the route bus business” which Black wants to take over a business to manufacture
buses?

A: The business is to develop, manufacture and sale buses. The joint venture company
of Red and Blue is targeting the same business.

Q

A
Q: How is the technology level of fuel cells of Orange and Blue?
A: Orange and Blue have the same level of technology.

B (Round B)

>0 0

Q: Does Negoland have a statute to protect environment?
A: Yes. Negoland has laws similar to Japanese laws to protect environment.
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Q
A

Q: How is tax and accounting in Negland and Arbitria.
A: Same as Japan.

Q
A

Q: Is there a tax treaty between Negoland and Arbitria?
A: There is a tax treaty, whose content is the same as the new Japan-US tax treaty.

o (Attachment 1)

Q
A

Q: Please give the details of overseas offices of Blue.
A: Blue has some overseas offices, but not in Negoland. Blue has not had any office in
Negoland.

o (Attachment 5)
Q "CONTRACT OF SALE”
A

Q: What is “CONTRACT OF SALE” in article 3?

A: Blue will make each order to Red under the distributor agreement (attachment 5).
The CONTRACT OF SALE means each sales contract in relation to such orders. The
form of the CONTRACT OF SALE is attached to the Attachment 5 (the form is omitted
in the Problem), and Blue fulfill the form to make an order.

o (Attachment 6)

Q attachment
A attachment

Q: What is the content of attachment mentioned in article 3?
A: The attachment shows the minimum quantity which Red shall purchase from Blue in
each year. The attachment is omitted in the Problem.

(Questions to the Rules)
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Q: Is it possible for a member to be in two roles?

A: When a team has less than 5 members, a member may be in a two roles. When a
team has 5 members, the member who is in the executive vice president may be in
another role. The member who is in a position of CEO may not be in another role.

A

Q: It is said that arguments not mentioned in the memorandum are permitted. Does it
have a negative impact on judging to make argument not mentioned in the
memorandum or to make argument contradicting the memorandum?

A: It might be a negative element to miss an important argument in the memorandum,
to make argument contradicting the memorandum, etc.

Q A
A

Q: In Round A, other than the opening and closing statements, may any member of the
team speak?

A: Anyone may talk, but please follow instructions of arbitrators and pay attention to
judging criteria.

Q letter of intent

A

Q: In which language should a letter of intent be made?

A: In Japanese in Japanese section and in English in English section.

(The extension of the question period)

The deadline for questions is extended to November 4, 6 p.m. Please make any
guestion to the amendments and answers in this News Letter by the same deadline.
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(Situation differences between this
mock case and the real world)

In the mock case, some situations may be different from or
far beyond the reality. However, the competition is based on the fictional facts and those
specified in the Problem will be treated as the “facts” in this competition.

Not all the facts are referred in the Problem. The lacking parts should be supplemented
by the general understandings in the real world. Still, the purpose of this competition is
NOT to discuss whether some facts are true or not. If one party asserts certain fact as
true and the other agrees to it, the discussion will be based on this fact, but if the other
does not agree, to decide whether the fact is true or not is NOT usually necessary in this
competition. In some cases, the judge may decide the facts to expedite the competition
proceedings and in such cases the consecutive discussion will be based on the decided
facts.

(Publication of the Judge Papers)

The Judge papers are presented on the web, which shows criteria for judging.
(Registry of the titles)
negocomp@ml.osipp.osaka-u.ac.jp

Those who wish to change the titles as shown in the answer responding to the question
regarding the Rule 6 (6), please email to negocomp@ml.osipp.osaka-u.ac.jp by Nov. 5.
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10 UNIDROIT

UNIDROIT
A UNIDROIT

UNIDROIT

http://www.unidroit.org/english/principles/contracts/principles1994/fulltext.pdf

The governing rule of Round A arbitration is UNIDROIT Principle of International
Commercial Contracts. Japanese translation used for the controlling texts in the
Japanese part will be sent to representative professors of respective universities around
Nov. 3. This text is not for the gift but for the lent and should be returned to the
steering committee when the competition closed. The original English version may be
available from the following HP:
http://www.unidroit.org/english/principles/contracts/principles1994/fulltext.pdf

Secret Information last year

The universities who need the secret information last year for reference should contact
with the Steering Committee.

Memoranda last year

The Steering Committee is planning to publish part of the memoranda submitted last
year.

11 (Facilities: Projector, Printing room, Video)

(Projector)

Under the Rule 9 (1), each school may submit projected images. The Sophia University
has one projector for this competition, but it is highly recommended that each school
prepare their projectors by their own. The schools that use projectors should give
notice to the Steering Committee by November 8.

(Printing Room)
B letter of intent
WindowsXP 3

letter of intent
Based on the Rule 8 (6), the points on which agreement has been reached in the Round
B shall be reduced to writing in a letter of intent. In the Sophia University, two or
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three personal computers (“WindowsXP™) and printers will be provided for printing
whenever necessary. However, as no computer will be provided in each competition
room, the individual teams have to prepare each personal computer if they need a
computer to make a letter of intent.

(Video)

Under the Rule 17 (2), “if the individual teams wish to arrange for the video recording of
sessions, each team must prepare the necessary video equipment and the media.” As
the Steering Committee will provide rooms for such teams, notice should be given to the
Committee by November 8.
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