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8 Chirtopher Gibson, "Arbitration in Intellectual Property Disputes,” the California
International Practitioner 1 (Summer - Spring 1997) : 2



(Tracke Secret)

1 2540),

Know-how

2540),

46.

13



14

(Commercial Point)

il Karl P.Kilb, "Arbitrating of Patent Disputes : An Important Option in the Age of
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