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Prime Minister (PM) :

Hi everyone. Today’s topic is school lawyers should be sent to all schools. We define the motion as follows. All
schools means only elementary school. We have two points. The first point is bullying reduction. The second

point is critical [inaudible]. T explain the first point, bullying reduction. We believe that to instill our goals,

bullying happens in elementary school because elementary school students are immature. However, they can

take responsibility. If something happens, their parent or teacher must take that responsibility. We need to

prevent bullying. For that, we need school lawyers. Therefore, school lawyers should be sent to all schools.

Leader of the Opposition (LO) :

Hi everyone. We think that school lawyers shouldn’t be sent to all schools. Let me rebut what the government
team said. They said that parents or teachers should take responsibility for the problems. However, there still
may be many accidents for children because parents or teachers can’t go into the problems deeply. So therefore,
and more of... Sorry. Let me explain all the points. We have two points. The first point is financial problems.
The second point is perspective. How do we explain the first point, financial problems? We believe that much
cost must be needed to send school lawyers to all schools.
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So ead to the more elderly people and less children, which is now a problem in Japanese

fore, we think that all schools should be co-education.
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