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We appreciate your participation in the 6th Intercollegiate Negotiation Competition. The
committee believes that the Competition succeeded thanks to your great effort and
enthusiasm. Thank you very much for your kind cooperation.

We hope that everyone who attended the competition and worked hard in the preparation
period came away with something special for your efforts.

1. JBERERIZOWT (Evaluation Results)

FEAERORA » MIKOEY T, Kar X7 ¢ v a U CIHERABROFEMIIAR L TWER
o BT 02 RTOMIER, BHES, 70F - 2144, AXETOEEENLD T 41— Ky
7 KON L TIHEE W EZE X TWET, Asummary 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
the judges’ comments in each round and feedback at the welcome party, lunch time and
closing ceremony.
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N 2 l/“\“/l/J DHEEITIE3 R E L THEAELTHIIEKELTWET, b, FA
BoOFEFMOITAEE T, @ OFAETIERL, 2 7 AMBLICHER L CTAa T v g T
Z L“Cb\f?é%i XL CHEEHRHRT O A3 LT L) ICERTKBELTVWET, &
KFDFINIZINT — L OFF % ) L CTRO TV ET, 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 must not be for normal students, but for students who prepared eagerly for
two months. The points for each university are based on the average number of points of
each team from the university.
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{TpoTWBH Z EDH Y £9, The average score of all the teams that participated was
101.60 in Round A and 94.10 in Round B. The average of all the teams for Round A and B
was 195.71. This shows that the evaluation for Round B was less lenient than in Round A.

@ MFEDOT Y RADOFHRIL95.6 51, 77 KB OWVE ML 91.45 8T LT, FEFEDOFES &
D EO0ED & 72> T E T, In the 5th competition, the average score of Round A was
95.6 and 91.45 in Round B. This shows that the average scores were higher than last
year’s competition.
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L4 K5, 190 SLLE 200 SR OKRFIL0 KFE 7> TWEF, For a combined score of
Round A and B, 3 universities got more than 210 points, 4 universities scored between 200
and 210 and no university scored between 190 and 200.

® ABLIERFCOWTX LU TO XL S Zefflm Zf5f+ 5 2 & 23T & £ 97, The following can be
pointed out for the universities that placed in the top 5.
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7z, The average score for the 5 universities was 110.58 in Round A and 100.03 in
Round B.
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TWZE7, For 4 of the top 5 universities, every team representing the university got
more than 200 points total for Round A and B. This shows that it is important for
every team in the university to do its best in order to be awarded a prize.
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Although the evaluation by the judges is important, this is nothing more than just one
evaluation. What is truly important is, not the scores, but what you felt and attained
throughout the preparation period and the competition, as well as the real words from your
judges and advisors.
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HEHLELE, 77— - A—A TV TOESA, H#E>S ZXWE L7z, By courtesy of Team
Australia, the preliminary memorandums of Team Australia are listed on the website. We
appreciate kind cooperation of Team Australia.

2. EEBEKRE~0H#E(Recommendation to the International Negotiation Competition)

HHI1 4129860, SFEEITFRERRFRGET — A % International Negotiation Competition (235
TJHOEARREREL L THET 22 L 20 £ Lz, FEARFOEBZB0TY LE T, According to
Rule 14, the Steering Committee decided to recommend Doshisha University to the
International Negotiation Competition as the representative of Japan. We expect Doshisha
University to do it’s best.

3. 7 v — MER(Questionnaire Results)
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TeDIE, BESADBDICID A TS ES o TR TH 5 & BvE7, Thank you very much for
your cooperation to 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 compete in.
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1. L CThEholz 1494 (76%)
2. kot 434 (22%)
3. ¥bEdH 44 (2%)
4. HEY Lotz 04 (0%)
5. BIMLARWEINE o7 04 (0%)

We are in the process of calculating your answers 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: 149 (76%)

2. Yes, I am glad to have participated: 43 (22%)

3. So and so: 4 (2%)

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

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

4. Sh# (Lost items)

KED<TTF—, JL—DXy 7 + Ux—~—DEIREDEREN) LTWET, BLHY
DO FILHEE T BRI THKE < 7250, We have a brown woolen scarf and a grey neck warmer. If

you are missing either of these please contact the committee.
5. DVD
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X EEvEF, Our main sponsor, Sumitomo Group Public Affairs Committee has kindly
offered to give a DVD, which records the 6th competition in a 30-40 minutes movie with photos,
to all the participants. We will send the DVDs to your advisors in March.
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