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The Steering Committee

(Amendment to the Problem)

The Problem is amended as follows.

o A (Round A: Issue 2)
UNIDROIT 1.4
5 UNIDROIT 1.4
3

English version

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 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, so that the Clause 3 of
the parts supply agreement must be found void. Assuming that there is no such

application,



Thank you for your additional questions. In this newsletter, we will give answers to
such questions. Please note that the Steering Committee decides not to answer some
gquestions when it considers that it is unnecessary or inappropriate to answer them for

some reasons as we did in the first news letter.

O

Q

A

Q: Are Red and Blue listed in the stock exchange of each home country?
A:Yes.

Q
A

Q: Is there any other company which has relationship with the military?
A; Yes.

o A
Q Dealer

A
Q: Does Hurlock Auto have a chain of car dealers to sell imported cars in Arbitria?
A: Yes.

Q UNIDROIT 1.4

A

Q: In relation to Issue 2, Article 1.4 of UNIDROIT Principle says ““Nothing in these
Principles shall restrict the application of mandatory rules, , Which are applicable in
accordance with the relevant rules of private international law.”” In this case, is it
correct understanding that we don’'t need to look into any private international law
rules, rather consider if Negoland anti-trust law should be applied as mandatory law,

considering from all facts but without any reference to any private international law.?



A: Yes.

Q:

A 1

Q How long will it take to change the facilities to make right-hand-drives?
A: About a month.

Q
A

Q: Does Blue produce parts after it received the order from Red?

A: Yes. Red shall order Blue two months prior to the delivery.

Q

A

Q: The Supreme Court nullified the anti-competitive clause only? Did the
Supreme Court judgment in 2007 make the clause void for the whole contract
period or only the period which exceeds three years?

A: The whole contract period.

Q

A

Q: It is mentioned that Red purchased parts from Brown. Has Red purchased all parts
from Brown?

A: Red has purchased all parts from Brown since January 2009. There is no provision
which may conflict with Negoland’s anti-monopoly law in the agreement between Red
and Brown.

O



Q: How is Black Company ?
A: Black is the largest car manufacturer in Arbitria, and its production volume is

ranked at 9th in the world. Its financial condition is good.

Q
A

Q: Is any approval necessary for the joint venture in the relevant countries.
A: No.

LLP LLC
A

Q: In Japan, amendment of corporate law is undergoing, and it is proposed to abolish
Yugen Kaisha. Is any work to amend corporate law of Negoland in the same manner as
in Japan? Is Negoland planning to introduce LLP or LLC in the near future?

A:The corporate law of Negoland is very similar to that of Japan and it is undergoing

several major changes like the Japanese counterpart.

Q
A

Q: In which country was Orange incorporated?
A: Arbitria.

A:

Q Does the another company than Red which is manufacturing buses in Negoland
know the plan of the conversion to fuel cell buses? Has the company made any action to
develop fuel cell vehicles? Does the company relate to the military?

A: The company knows the plan. The company falls behind Red a little bit in the

development of fuel cell vehicles. No relation to the military.



O

Q: What kind of impact will this fuel cell bus project have on the business of Red?
A: If the joint venture company gets orders for all buses, financial condition of Red will

be dramatically improved. If it fails to get orders, Red may face serious crisis.

On October 16 (Saturday) and 30 (Saturday), the judge meetings for this Competition
were held at Sophia University. The judges of the Competition (judges, lawyers,
teachers, corporate counsels, and other practitioners) and the Steering Committee

discussed and confirmed the Problem, the Rules,judging standards, etc.

(Name Card, Name Tag, Name Plate)

12

12

Under 12(2) of the Rules, participants are requested to make name cards to hand them
to the counterparty in each Round. The form is free other than what are designated in
the Rule. Please prepare them.

Under 12(3) of the Rules, participants are required to make and bring the name tags
and name plates, using the designated colors by the Steering Committee. We designate

the forms and colors of the name tags and plates as follows.



(Name Tag)

Size: Normal name card size. Please prepare its plastic case, too.
Content: Please show the name of the university and the participant in
Japanese for Japanese section participants and in English for English section
participants.
Colors: light blue (sky blue)for Blue, pink for Red.

(Name Plate)

We will put name plate on the table during Rounds.

Size: To fold B5 paper in three, long sideways.

Content: Please show the name of the university and the participant in
Japanese for Japanese section participants and in English for English section
participants.

Colors: light blue (sky blue)for Blue, pink for Red.



