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gx 28 4 Atk olF He FrAY &de WHES dAF
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A%E 24T Q. gaE FU uZd] QoA Hoe ¥A
) wAs 3GA BPd FHE T ATk o EoplA FAAE
o Qgo] Fsn gons %ZHEH: 2R AA ] SEF B
e 71golnA k.

2o AT 1 Eojel We AT 3G A 2

o

O

#HsT P 5T A& FI Qou IR A=RF A=
AHEe AAHaHA B3 FAFH Aol e B¢ BIAE
oFzte] AF L dtuA k. FAE IFAVIEAHAN FF, BHFHR
%L vt Aoz2A RARAfejztn FE2& Aol HAIH E
s Baode AFLRER 29 aFHFHA HJY +3HY 4
% 9@ IZAH YEF Frhetx e ¥FE 79 dFsta A
t vl o] 9A AEY BAF oujer dojus ZHelfa @ &

At AF2HAE Zsdte B 2R FPo B FPHA
o FALE] A AdE 9L v A

volzl Exe PEIISCl Vieo|dARY £1E& HAAT
A FEE A% FAARRY] SAELAXI} Hed 39

2A g3 B4l A4 2AE Hasgsted 79 & e
% 7tAE AAsta ok

0. S aHS A3ste A9 7% BEFEBEmER 9
Bl o3 HERL] #iTel g ¥
1. 2HE A%

70dt ¢ B0AHE AEEFToNMe AALFAL ofgd i@
+83 JeEQdRAY BT & F de A, 00dd=

1) UNCTADS] A @ate] 188 o a72a%8e ME=4IHY S8
AEel 00%E MANZ/Idel HeHT §17] @B clzel BAHe] o
@ 279 AAN d&g AFNNE AHE AALHT A @ ol
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AHLFAL $58E DG 9Fo 43S AFE Adzt € A
o= &0 gix A Zoh oy JFL 1986'd v Fol 235
GATTY AL RPN +F3o] F=oA HFFHo2 A%
HAch 3o AP EECs 4E 7lg AAFY AAE AU
Nexi=, 53 el st dxe ZY§ vddx st
23 e A#A3 e FF(Ministerial Declaration) o] = & = .

“zARAel AT} oS AN L, AHLFU] UG 2B
#u xgH BES EFstodor stk WeNL FAdH, A
fde FPe 99 PP 2R 2 AN FBY FHo] Bt
S 4ee Ryl Sistel, WL GATTY 7F3& 298 sz
H4e A2e FH} 992 DB YuA @k 4L GATT
A olm »4Y AJe welste REAEL FAAN BY A
RAHY ARTEE FANI| DA ST

o] Aol AAF FALAAHLS v FE F@AHoIA Lol =3WA
WY 0T PANYY TE A3FIE o) 4oz Ay
gho] A= “HA AFAFA 7]F(minimum intellectual property
standards)”& YA v} A AFHF AL AHVNZIHTE
& axedel, g R AAAAES nwd] Batel uF A%
A7zl G2ES, Yolrt 3eHEA, AF, kgl SRz E ¥
AHES “4E"¢ T8 o UFe FAYRE B4 FF 49
AX BR AFE AFUAL uFY A &Y, TI=E, AZeRy

g 2 AFEL E3] 53 REr| e @353 MRz yFaYg EFF
8+ 7 2 89 9} (restrictive business practices) 8] A AHE Z3 oz 3= #E
3 71¢=qE5AE dagch.Adwraed AL Correa, C., Transfer of Tech-
nology in Latin America: A Decade of Control, 15 Journal of World Trade
Law, #}388™ o]3} (1981); Compilation of Legal Materials Dealing with
Transfer and Development of Technology, UNCTAD, TD/B/C 6/1981 #=

2) Ministrial Declaration on the Uruguay Round, Part I, “Negotiations on
Trade in Goods”, item D.

3) o] A& 43 olid] ¥AALS &AAE L a7 A




396 BIFEEREWRE SR

71o}, E7tglol, Fuidol, AAo] Fust 9 £ 4 AYEH 9
E2 53], AAE, ¥4vY, SUF, 4=AFY B34 BIA
A& B8 “n]ZA)(made in US.A)” “H AL (blueprints)”-& &
gt ¥ E gRotvFtAFE nFe QTE WolEolA ¥

A=, H, F3 52 M= 2 87 Agsr dor} 9
2NN BAAAAGN SENA & F & Holhh

ulEe 198439 W AP B 5 ¥ (Semiconductor Chip Protection
Act)ol HAIstE o]@ “FZ A FIPoer Ao RE ¥
AMGZER A o] 8% 235 AYL AYII=E 3= A
E AFUT. I ol ARE F AS7HA Y 699 T T
HA HA WYL 19AFThA AGHJT. 2 PFe] BAFAHL o] £
ofoll M oA AT 9P, & 159 EFo] ddFPo g 14
FALS 4EE St =7 Ao “Y 32 3 A (chip piracy)” & A
SAE A& 2700 BIE FE AOE 2 Yk & of
HE FrI|eFoldy HARITE F7) Y F43] =Hilu
AAE Bolx= Z7te] FRIEC mask workd] Wid AN R &
BE F Jde VL AEFPAA Fd3ts RS BFew 3=
A2 Ftol gFo] FAHHUGD

AA2HdEe Bt 333 B3V EE A= AL EECY
3=, grle, AZe2ubvlolete] RgE g B ollsl HIZ
o} EEC%} EFTAZIY EAUAE 93 EAFo] Ut AAY F
dEEe Bt W2 §8 AFF9AGE 43 23 Fu

4) A2 o]g 3ZL 1988 Omnibus Trade and Competitiveness Act®] Special
301%42] “first priority foreign country list”o] &&gltl o] &g
“AALFART digt Fotel A sf A} (the worst offenders of intellectual
property rights protection)”&t3 HAs 2 glck. 1 t}29] “watch list” o)
£ EEC, E4, =, E¥c F 237=o] x5 o] 9t} 42 BNA's Pat-
ent, Trademark & Copyright Journal of May 2, 1991, 8% F=.

5) Semiconductor International Protection Extention Act of 1991 (HR 998 S.
909)
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th. EECel 2 R4 ol o7& vz aRRY O =7
oFstrlE AT AR B EAES 3532 Utk ARE Y9
BITE ZEste EAE F¥ € F¥TE Rusiet EETAY 7
AR FANME FoT Aot

ool el NALRFAREE F5E A3A vl 2k 2R
t FEl7lE AT FEE, FIAAY AEE gL JddE A
AL FAFZAEC BEE Ao B3 # AHuld EAHAVT
E SEY "art ASE BAFEd GATT, 34&RBRZ 3%
x}2] & ¢¥(Paris Convention on Protection of Industrial Property), ¥l
2 A Zd 8 ek (Bern Copyright Convention) 0] wl¥31 = 4
A7 T BEESOT € Aotk Fu 2R AL, 19903 1=
I EFE, 28, AZE2up7|or Ateld] ZZ4 AZE HI £A
2 ABA AHES 2 AT ¥¥E RE 24E fEses +
&89 FAE FA}L ed Avlde AHALFEIA @S
TE 7iFo #AF ARE FEEdE Aolth® 1991d 9€d
WIPOE A4lo] #Rste AXRAFAYEAIES BAESETY £48&
sastE AR AAE eV AT HIE AU

AAFTo] AALFHEHNA AMgste A, 53] MFFEUE
F(USTR)S] A&d] vde] 9471 Qle AL oMAR), IRES
]9 F&Ao|Ren I A3} slgoAn EAAZAIIUE] FH
of Athg FFL njH Aol

6) Treaty Between Poland and the United States Concerning Business and
Economic Relations of March 21,19909] AR10zd] ol&® FAZ7He] FH
=, g3 o=z 9= &, UNCITRALS FAFYo| oda &=
"k melx 27 o 2519 FAS f3A oz FTAGAEGC A&
E% ggojd FHd w2z g =gl

7) o] BEAo] B AME == 1988 VanderbitB A oA EF A
3 ojx}8 2. 22 Vanderbilt J. of Transnational Law 2 (1989)
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2. 7lEHefol AKMe &AM S F= Y
dg:auy g

Z45, §3 A5 4ENs PLL, A2 s 2448
357 A% AANET 2P S, JlecliAdqA H2&
TATEE T3 o2y Vg oAdE AdA HIAA AUA
Wojrdg AFHLDd SHIANY €3 SgonA sgod
Aol @AY FAANA g A& 59, "I AGgELa
ARFFAY A8 2 SHAE IAZAAUA T B3I
3438 ¥ dorl e olfE AFAH{A dF 29T 8359
718 &8AAG. oA A A= 97 YUk 1988
o AAE Trade Omnibus ActE QFo 2R E 9] EF s 22X
T WiAS7] A P AR olA &8 (injury) 7t Athe A}
A3 FUagel aRHoz AFHT Utk ALE ANY 43
o} Mg WA G2 Trade Act A337%0] 719 Atk 1}
ot WYPEHY BAE AYNH AzE FARE £ o
# TASEL QA HAGD

EOE S7IANE S3AAY FEAY BgEE MAe AUy
2 ¥ (Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit)& A3 o]t}
BA9) @ggde S8 tatel AUAY AL FAe 4
< FERgoY AR FAPLL olgF FUE FAFA uhio]
TR FA QPEde] 4T 53 F K52 oz dFEALS
27% FolReon, M2 PEL FEAC UFo AL 539 ¢
86%E -wETIY BASL sFHAM FAE BAE 539 < 60
g FEE {FAFATY

o3t APREIE AF2EFA 33 FAE Atz Age

8) 1988. The Process Patent Amendment Act, 102 Stat. 1563 3=
9) Maier G.: Evolution in the Law of Technology(in: 1989 Licensing Law
Handbook, Goldscheider, Maier, G. editors) #9631
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YT FAE SAIAY FobME &ot B 5 Y. U5 F
44¢ RfATEE @Alol FUEA vFose AUFE ¥
ol ARLFAY SHIAQE WAL Jl&olDA] KA
d3sis oz doprtx Uk

g2 A3, qdd EECY L& FAAE ol FAE BE¥FS
E 2= qlth. EECE know-how licensed]| #3te] @¢hg g3t
3% ¥ 9 (Community Court of Justice) & 773 EHFA e ¥
oA gysiale A% AL Rolx Utk a8y EECE #l=
o) Trade Act A33728 2 #3¢ PP A ohgsh
gAth B$r] vz dPAF g txFH o2 EEC Commission
Z1EolAe] VR FAe] guets A FPEHJ A7
7ol BASEE ZAETE &85t Utk d2IFAHALS
7F 1989. 2. 15. X 3§ 53]} know-how licenseA] <ol #3 EF
A A A 3 (Guidelines for the Regulation of Unfair Trade Practic-
es with respect to Patent and Know-How Licensing Agreements) =
gAl Aol JeAH HFLE 5HIA VIE AFIHE A
gl x| 2 olsjEch

JAY ASE ANT deizkd WA wPe TATHAA F&
AR YAAE ART FAAS AGAL HAE FRBT

10) Aronson v. Quickpoint Pencil, 440 U.S. 257(1979), United States v. West-
inghouse Electric Corp. 471 P. Supp. 532, affirmed 648 F. 2d 642(1981) %
o] #ENAM 2% Aol Eol vtz Uth £F AFML(R&D) ok
ol Ao FAle] didte] BEAFA SHFA TAHEY AEE HA
= Joint Research and Development Act, 15 U.S.C.(1984) #=.

11) Commission Reguation No. 556/89 on the Group Exemption for Know-How
Licenses, Official Journal 1989, L. 51/1 3%

12) &, AP 1989. 5. 12.9] AAFM FHEL ALERF 2LH AF
AL Fd 7az FHFE7E A¥s} Kai Ottung v. Klee et al., Case
No. 320/87. 28} wAtetAl BEEL 2EEHYL gl doldx A Ate
AYgEA 2% ARAFe] ok xm AU Bayer AG v,
Sulihofer, Case No. 65/86(1988)

13) o} 2] gEMA@L 21 IC, #6627 o] (1990)
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o5, Z1golAe BE AL o 4AFY PN Pod S
o] B, ANLHVY ¢E, EE SAZA A PolTo]
A 9AY + gt ¥R AgdAAE BT FES ¥Y, YA
HEE e & QA HUT ol BB ANHE AL e
Aol slolM Wel MW, WA 49, 2ANL2YY YL A%
o we=A WeAGT ¢ Holth

. 7lgA=d A HH A2 $ANPE A3
d: FAAAAA S HETS 98

1. ek nE

2AAEADE FAAL] FIWARAS FYSHE TS A
Solth. 2822 osfs FAN Ao 2XE FaAI AY B
£ xdg Tl @k olseld A BAGGL Hass)
de BAA PEL AABh

AR, AFFAATL BHFA A A8E Aojo] FAY A
ARh Aol Bate] “FA" Qoizt Yolok ik ¥HHY
Aedolx 47le EAS Fss] Astel Age YHE 1 Aojz
st Aol wgAs FAYANNE 2L dolz ¥ e B
t Aol olgFolth olge WAAFe] AW AEEY= 7|
SEYFAEF A=) FNANZ W AFRRE 2T Ve A}
4 502 AAY & Urhd 99e IFAAAAT 2L o]
shuet FPARZE WEEs, B wFIAL, ZAYIAA
A58 WEooIA LA} Bk,

4, Aol 488 F1&4, ¥ Ad(AAT “patent”, “know—

” &

how”, “technical assistance”, “royalties”, “licensed territory”, “grant”

)L 2R AASHA Hesdor @ A Helgd ARG
TAYE BEFPEFS HxSojoF & Rolh
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AA, 84 Fo Ae B7IARY fHo] A W= BS 2
S ALY P JILES b= Aol vl¢ FoIH. FAA
oA Wslste B0 det ANEL R E ¥HAE & JYEE
et AdurA JA Z3(general adaptation clause) & F+= HE
a3 stedof gk oo KA FA FAF Ao AFFEFY FTAA
o B 9gFE FAE Holth o Fopo] #E wHr dHA=HA
$2E ol & 8% Utk 2 23 knowhow EiA Foljle W
A BQol gl B A7 FEFAE 98 Zles 4
£ & gt #HE £ AEE dE Holth

licenses} 7]e}e] 71&Aels Pud] AMEH Ao HAFEE 7}
A Aoz olf Hodd. adrz Jdiie JEgiol Al 3 A
A olg F= 4 gtk WA gHxdE JIdEE = dF
(mergers and acquisitions) 2] 7Z$ol= o] €930 ALHA P F
= Bo] gtk 2822 AW licenseed] FPo] A 39 HARA
AS&HE B 2 A g5 A 3ANA dolith 7149 A%
3H(privatization), & (mergers), FZFA 7]g<I4(hostile take-
overs) &°] @& do& licensore] ZFAAAA Hol7tA BE-=
A @

dA, JleAH AL 23 B Fe FF BEIA A 5o
(F)ddh. o8& £E9, licenseer= AHEdAE 3o L2 rled
“related”, “connected”, “controlled” S0 2 FHHE FAloA AA

14) AAE AWl licensor2 R El licensed T2 %%E hr1gel ALg8
He B 28 BAel ¥Ed U] vk 2 Ak A3 AL -
censee® QlFats 9o Futd #I JAFFHn 317‘] ot st ot
gAFe 2 gRoA ud ¥ 7&A knowhowd FNetes A& uz]
3t3 it licensee® A 347t QA4&H ARy FHAPGE=E HL
9] oA} gloy T o] Aoke] APArE A Ao sﬂ&]&]q
oF st ? 292 5de] BHE ol licensore] FAANA &
el H2E JbeA st AAE ¥edP licenseAloke] fivte] dotx

M3t r}. Troller, A.: Immaterialguterrecht(2nd ed.) Basel 1990, v.

2.9 vjm
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g & JAEE HEHE Z97 Atk o8 folEx FHA )
28 9oy st

XA, o2 “whereas clause”8t U@ Aloke AEE A F
e ZAE fddth o] R BE AGY T&Yo] Qi unF
A Fofl lgARALE s b =80 "ok

2. AT BYHEIT 2 SERE W 24

71eAHY FAAEC] &8 Frte] WEY AAFH FAFIU
B A o] Ao Aol Qlod, FAAEL HEHR UHY
Ado] &3t thgd AP 7Hd & Uk

HWEVNSL old FAAHN FHEE o2 I Al P& A
g3l Aol Uk o3 FITWL old7} sl RolFlE A
gt 3ol AAY Hge MY oprh. AUy ol TAFQ
Ao B 3 = Atk =3 ZAAE 2 Ay R 22
Tl e F7h oA #EEE oj’d FFRAA licensert AW
AJ7ME AFaA 28 dart At o2 =d F23E F
B o822 E licenseeZo] P& FH LA Fal sleAANY Ak
A A% “ARA” W9 ¥A FU4L A9Y A9e 9T F
A= FFol Atk 2853 FHL AL AP 53U FuI}
B3 E B2 Z71e H(BFZAMY : lex loci protectionis) o] &3l
€59 O ¥E P Ade] 3t HiAE & Ui o] T =3
A A9 Z1eAH7 dyvEte X B 9 of¥oh 2 A3
Foe Zie 4799 2AAG FE Jeo] AdF oz Ayd F
AR 4AEE 2 AR Hol ulg A s

o7t o] FoiAA] @YoV FA(E FHAHQA dete FE MM

i

15) Soltysinski, S.: Choice of Law and Choice of Forum in Transnational
Transfer of Technology Transactions, 196 Recueil des Cours (1986), at
315 in. Goldscheider : Minimizing Disputed Licensing Agreements: A
Challenge in Creative Negotiations and Draftsmanship, (in: Goldscheider,
Maier, op. cit., supra, note 9), M63HA T H =g Asist AFHo] Ut
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stojof gtk FAo] Utk 22 FPHY APEARY HF L
d2 BF Z2A2%E Ev. 28d AAR 2927} KKmes F
Holz}t 3l A banking £ 7|Eo]A D e Holo] #|F B
E Egolgles AL Qth Aldoeg A9AMS J1A A licensor
A PEAZY Sy ¥ & A3 gEgM EFEdS A%
=33 dgojgta ¥ 4 Utk dF B9, 2L 2929 Private
International Law= 7]&A A ZALA7E H-& A3 old A
A eFo] licensee} &3 F 7k} YoM A AH T 2 Qo X wk A3
40 stoigts AR licensorZe] Yol 2t FEEEE st ¢
A& AEEA ' FAAI & 4A Bin ASE A dE
THIHEY Jd92 old Yty HYAH] std R iV @ S
Atk o] B AZ9 HEAENE olfstdol A HE $x Q)
I " gol ol FE Utk A 3T WL HdEse Aol AAY
Y& Wolgte AL oldth ardE od “FEAA e
o] A& A g AUFE o] AP ool dhr Aotk
AET 2AHA7 T AL FAAY HIASA olge ¢
°oltf. ZEYE 7ie AFAE P FEA L viAsz A A
3@ 49 AHL oAeriAeln, Axe] udAAd= WA, A
$4, AdE 2E BRFAE AHE + Qe F Fol 88 A4
ol & FA AL Ao EEsE A, FAUY 2H5E
ddHo 2 “NREFUolgt: A, ¥R HYol g ITIsig:

16) 29]29] Private International Law #]122%0¢] =g uele HEHE7}
2 IAE A48 7 A, licenseeE o] WL M3 d= Yotogw HEy
olgd Zojct. o] gryte] HAITL 3 ko] 29 xo] A Aga
d 2AE F AHAE 39 449¢ s FAAY J&FFAL oY
< MBTGE FH st olFolH. A9xone AAHL, A92g]
ol¢jolits BAAAME =l YolA g, olFofo T 29xye] FPA
FH] HTAHE He] FE @ ool

17) 442 HEs 29 ¢ 28 AFAL /1A 3499 #3432 A9
AAY “HF A (final)"olch. FAFA L FAAE FA4A9] AL He
U Rgol MEFo|ch

Mo
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A, 7B (discovery)} YA F 2 Fol #F FALL] dA@ol H§
Agso] ok A Folth

ZAHNEL FAAN Tl 59L& FAHT= FA 93 (public
policy rules: oAd, EFFA) AL L Ade 47t ¥7 AF
o, BARAANM AN FAL ¥ BERRoY AFAZS AA
¢ o] AU IeAANZ FA= Bl JAE B+ HE FO
29 T AL ViUt FHe A ELE TRz 7
1% $x Atk

A A4 BE APEY 71TFE A9 FAAE HE9 8
A a3 stoof gt

1. F& 7179 AA, wEAPReY BE, YANAH X% X VH
o] AAA FA.

2. 715 AFLGAY oA #3H FH TV HEEe =
AEA, 716k FA 9 €34.

3. 28 7179 AAgoel AR} AAEAE FET o oA
A g sh=7H®

4. AT A B2 (FARR) ) FAE A

5. A0 Ao BE 4F, =AU FAAL] HA7bsA.

6. AR B8 Fo LaF= HE.

ZAE AgIctd FHAAE AFG 71F@d 9F FAY olEnt
home-onhome A& AHstojop &r}. thgel =& Fads] v
=0

“ol Aleke] B3t AVIHE BE 4% T dAEAE 2E A
713ee FARY F2A Y Frhe HAG FAVIEA )
oMt @A ®}h Licensoro] thate] AMart & FHfole XAl
e yax F47180] o] A% st FAAZ Y = EE
Bgo BAeg A&A FYPEL 7HAY, Licenseeo] st A7t

o,
g

18) gaolu Z40L % AFHE APyl oA ohsx 15 ¥
gl o5t Atg FAFE F71 Atk
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B AfdE YA J€ And FA7I®ol o A g 7
ALARZ] R RE EPS UAY A543 9gdEE AT

Ao AAE FAZYEL 4% FAAR AF FAEE AU
Tl A FHA XA FBPAM FAATY WAL EHES &
FFo2 #HANEE FE¥ Folth o WPdE = Ut F
A7t QAR odM FE=vo] we FARAE HYAEE A
A& 29 FHLTA doh. FA/AT= FX HAGHE HAx
R E I Yyt HYAPEE E8teor ok yolrl O A g4
FAY Y& EFddof gtk ol# T FAVIF AEF ] A
718 AAFRNEZAN o' FREL AFAAV HUE £ 59
B HEAENA Agxdel e PEA st FAIX
Ago] eI AE U= AL 7 AE FHIGY 1 F
27154 e 7Y HEARY Jleold, 59, 5HIA T ¥
Fo| g FAY S HEAE FHdAoF Tt

A FAA e A= 2 FAZRYE & A, §3] 1)9
" EAol o] zgo] HFEHEIE 2)FACA A 2HY FYE
stejof =7t 3)FAZE FEE FASFEe] Hevh 4)FALY &
2, A, AR, 5)BAH AF, 6)FARA] A A=
7F obdE HAHLA S ge=rh T)BRN A AHEE Ao, 8)MFAL
H|§ 5-& Aol St FEAATE A 5 FA(ad hoc ar-
bitration) 7} o} 2} 7| (institutional arbitration)& M€ st=
A 99 AYFe 2E AP FAARA oF FFso] A&
Aol mpe

FAY FPELY "R QA2 AR AT TE o

19) Goldscheider: supra note 14, A65%

20) u]=elAE= American Arbitration Associationo] 7+F HAUE FA7 B
olth. P A= Helel ICC Court of Arbitration, London Court of Inter-
national Arbitration, the Stockholm Court of Arbitration, the Vienna Arbi-
tration Court, 29 229} Adivlel Helsdle FAEAH ol Hxeo P4 S
FeEle pR7IRElh
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A3 A3 25 I(alternative dispute resolution: ADR)S] &
a3 stojor 3ith. Z A (mediation and conciliation) 2 BFALA7}F AR
¥ mediator’} Pdt= ¥l TEA HA ot FAJAFA 2 mediator
t A3 dge] glen 189 AnE FAAEANA FE5Yo] ¢l
o 232 4 gAROe A& 2T At 4 FAAY F
o] mediatoro| Al A&t} minitrialE XA H3te] BT ¥4
€ 257 @t} minitriale] XA FRE FALA st FA 3}
B} FAAE E3] old o7t A7} minitrialAo] A& A
A7k ZAd ol gk o] A EAHEAFETS 53] V&Y
Aol Ayt {3, 7l&3 He] EFE e siFe aFAFoh
Aol 71EAA EAld] #EHE Yad 7&3A WAl o
£ AFgo] advisor24] XA ojof gttt minitrale] B3 A}
B3 2] HAAd AFE Fx Uty 222 AP AFLF
5 minitrial & 3t7] Y8t BAY ARE Y = AT 7
AFA}7} mini-trial ©] 3¢] @ A (post-mini-trial-negotiation) ol A €} of
ol2x %3 W advisord]Al AL AT AnLE 2FY 5+ QUh

ZA % minitrial 3= F4Y0] gtk BARES 2 FAHA
T5F EE AEoE A&E AEL P4 FAEANA 418E 5
1t (not admissible) A& HA|A oz FAHSIAF ot Yopr}
BE FAAEL o A uEAE KA A% wERAAE
o Mo gt

F8 FA718% 7lere 71752 minitrialAleFe] F2]-& nmlA
T3 AZAE& zE mediator =¥ advisore] AXRE Fi YR F
AaxHdY A (F, S == AFE &4 S3%Y 24 F)
of #3 BA% Jled BAL WY T olfE x=dF WIA
g 47 AZ2E & flth. 282 5P 32U HEJHE mediatornt

21) Croel: Guide to Patent Arbitration (1987), #1239
22) 28 o2+ Creelo] 298 AAA Mini-Trial Procedures 7|Et A5 %
2, supra note, A|1798 o]}
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advisor®2 3= 3ol Ayt dl¢- BEsiEo] Utk AAA
T International Chamber of Commercet= A3 24323}
A 7l ALY o] g BF AATYHLE FEF vl Uk HL
& Center for Public Resources®] ZF@3dlo] wEo]x Model
Agreement for Neutral Expert Factfinding in Intellectual Property
Disputes= 749 & A4 AaE AT Yt} 2 Model
o33 o] FAZ.

“GAATL AT RE AW Ex A qE @A A
4R BB AT, AL, B ETHT FARET 2 FAbRe
SAAVENA B o) rp”

V. HEREHRER U SR #5154
wkste MhRe &E

o] EokdlAe FAr FE EANAsGoR o] Fdsidl
g dds 2714 2471 A439Y. AA, A3=29 ARegze)
I 983, ApEA Lol APAALY] WAE Agsln gTF
ABRe] $UE BAsy #A Po ALHHow FRHAUWA A}
el AL FAZHA FAFeEzN FAUY AT FUsixn
FAE ARt ok EA, B Il FA Bl SHFAY
S 2 #etd #AHY L Fo2e Aotk HAdE o]
g A2 HY B SEPAPSAALY ALHB LY £330 2 Li-
censer- 3 VA 539 FF T SHETA 718 Foi7t A
53 FA7 AAHAYG FEHUDT. AA, At=d2E Ry
7t A, 53] =94 A= FA AdHold A= rler
FTAERE assiAt. A, AAL A FFIA Hof
dojd HxH, AAA NYPog Asly AAAZAAANAY e

23) Goldscheider, Maier: supra note 14, #1343 4] AU L
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ste] SjTARAG Flgol AL Ao FAAES ol g0l 27t
st 7dgolth. o|stollA ojEF WA st @I EH3}uA
B}

A 159 qeudels FAFAE A3} HEol TAHU
2 o] HEELZ FA ¥4 & e At U E sy, A
H2HBAAAANA 7HE FLE A EE RIAAEY AEE
FAJQAA HA3gon, FARVAYRI 2220 FEA Fio
BA3}e AE $U9%n, FAATAE HA2E AGE S23= TH,
AFFAVAY 593 HPEL TAIHSAGD FAFA S
TFAFIE Eate] 802 HAAA P 7IEY ot A
AAQ ZAY (universal law of arbitration)2 F3 Fo& HL L
ZA A #F ZTAATH LS (United Nations Commission on
International Trade Law : UNCITRAL)7} AALSA o] @3 =¥y
(Model Law on Commercial Arbitration)g& ¢ %oz2x XZF=EQ
th 19859 5 {AF 7} HAITAA o2 2iHe] AEge &7
ol# A8 FrtEol ol FUPel #&UL® E Ruete 1 ¥
AdEE AH9E o2 B

Aoz EHA&HYG P ud EHL AFAN HFe FH
ot wAMAR FAY dPoR HA Y= AoR HYY. oF
AAE FFY A= AFAAYLLY SHL FTY oo #% &

24) TFA GF, 2904, YEFE, 2IFAE, Aud Fo] 2 ootk

25) 2912 9] Private International Law Act (1987) A 186, 190, 191, 194z
Az, AvwkA<el AL Bucher A.: La nouvel arbitrage international en
Suisse(1989) FH=.

26) 37, B/l Al Apol= X, FF, YolAel, 2I3FWAZ=Y v
o] RAF(EYEV o}, HARL, Eia ) %ol UNCITRAL MODEL
LAWe] getg adza Afdd odojch. AT 3L Garvey J,
Heffelfinger T.: Towards Federalizing U.S. International Commercial Arbi-
tration, 25 International Lawyer (1991), #1209 o]3} =,

27) FAWA=, FFo] 1 dojt}. Steyn J.. Towards new English Arbitration
Act, 7 Arbitration International (1991), 199,
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Aol welx WY E& 7Iete] F3 wdrige] AT &3
oof gohE Zolth AA o8 tEY FAZFFHYL A8t
A JAAHT Y. B3AA9 FAAFLE 299, A, njFol
A A 3th n| 2o A= Patent Arbitration Statute(1983)7} ¢ol& 3wt
Azte HY Bk o] P2 FAUY BAL “A3AqAE &9
olvd F3trt Qitt’z AT I(A249%), BAo] U3 AL E3F
AR 12 HE licensed T2 A= 533 A (Commissioner of
Patents)oll Al o] @& FAE & JFE 7}A}h oo gzt A 3
e 3 BA ddtd & & Utk uIe PEAELS FHYE B
E5Atd0 BEAS AEAE 7 P E 5350 tig A
%’ﬁ—‘ﬂ —tr'-' EE FAL TEs ATE ¥ 5 deA BR3P

t 3& Z2¥I%. FAFABANMY E3te EAE 559 #
E_"é"ﬂ *\_Jc e FAAGAE @3 v PHL vIFN F
AE 537t FHLdhe Holdh wety FAA LA vIH o=
o 37} EAsE BLde TlsoldAS Al IUle] HE
% licenseZ} 3o A geo] HEN A FAAFY FAE =4
8] wolof g}

B2 Z7HES 53 a4 dvlsEs ouidiae SHASD

€ FA 2E 5 Ade Ao E 3tH wHEA BRFAYE H Lt
E% g} ol Zﬂ‘?}—% T dEte 54¢, olHE, Z¥E, 9 XE
2ot Folth.® ZAZIeARA GRS A LKA #ES F
A{A[Z3E A= A %‘“74]‘214171] BEAA HdE AR
3t BAERES &35 £8317] 9% Aolth

e SAFTAAEE THANAEN FAAHFHo H& §F

28) 35 US.C. &294

29) Creel, Supra note, 36 —37.

30) Schwayer B.: Zustandigkeit internationaler Schiedsgerichte uber Fragen
der Nichtigkeit und Verletzung von Patenten, GRUR Int. (1983), A|149,
15278 o} 3}, Oppetit: L’arbitrage en matiere d'invention apres as loi du 13
Jjuillet 1978, Revue de 'arbitrage(1975) =|9074 F-3} v .
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A3t ZleAdE 2% A 2 B4 A gHUD. AFE
Y, FEAY, B4, BAIA T2 licenseA T B 24AE
AY 2 S5olch Al YRFZL J15E § RE SHIZA O 7%
Yo FAE HYsdAY NAAIH L s 57 Bk
198539 T ZATUELE L FAJAEAANN EHSIAERY F
AXNAHE AU AYAPLL, “B&3] ZTHIA B 24
o] & AAYE BUY 3o 2 AP oBE, FAZRGY 3A}
U TH(tainted) & HA7} obd JFHAE F2 o4, FAlo Ao
FassEE AL ohlth E§ SHFA Al A B4
et Es aRL FAE AT FEE AR olUn, A
Az7t A EF T EHIAEZ A& 2FdH o2 HAYA s
t AUXA 98T HEE Hde Ax olloh"am AA e

EEC=7teol folx o Rofo] AL o}x EBEW3dg. a3y
ER FAES FUEol HFAFoz wAA Y & SHIFTA A
A& FA FF & Joe AHE BFADL? G @ Ay
SaE B ERT ATE oprdte FARAL AYT 5 9
e M AHE AAZ QA FALHY gwtojgE FAHL
A= AV 59U ¢ FPo BF FL£¥YF (New York Con-
vention on Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitration
Award) A 2z o3 FAFATHY APAPA A18E $F
A& Aol

A 44 3] & & (International Chamber Commerce):s A& Al
Eol EECY Ao B¢ J&EE &5 ol & d4sA FHgstn

31) Mitsubishi Motor Corp. v. Soler et al. 105 S. Ct. 3346(1985). ¢wkael AL
Jarvin Sigvard: Arbitrability of Antitrust Disputes: The Mitsubishi Case
25 Swiss Rev. of International Competition Law (1985) 3%

32) 2818 g2 EU9] Act against Restraints of Competition2 E3 =3
FAARRY FHE FABT(TE AIN(R)

33) Russel.: Law of Arbitration(1982), 43843
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Aotz FRFL® agdn o APA=e EFE @AY
FAA Z7te 28 AAZH L SYsE IUiAAY FAVA
Aol B EAVE H2E A TAE gvh. A2 uF3PAME
325 X3 EECHA o2+ FA5+ Webb-Pomerene 712€ 2] 4
3§ 524 EECY m=9 ZFol 28¢ EAHE Z Uedy F
I JUTE® ol BFL FQLIYFEO Fude st A
9] 4£% 9 R&DY 7Fl=2dg SHFAY A BAAF LA
g9 gL 718 Aot AAYPe Z3p FAZFY EF
2718 SHEAYE Ao UM FUte] A FELE F9
E F8% 9o Aot

N7} AHAFAL] Fsg BFAE IFAGAEAGY HEDY
oz FA AHL #9¢ IBMFujitsuAtd oA 713 2 e
Us QItk® o] EAL 19829 njFe] IBMo] oldl L9
Fujitsug AT EHOANE o2 AMicFgozM AZAFHUG. 1983
de] gojatgto]l FuAA IBM2 FAE AR o FAE 4
Ao B Ao XA gx, Btk FaF AoaA, FFAHY
28 de fAUSLS £FetE 71eolde WA JETXE &Y
& A7E ¢S AU FE F FAF A2 Fujitsus 108%
< U stH oz IBMY HFEHZ 2P FIstdor o A
olt}. 11 FAVAL APuILE BEFHY] A5t LGE FARARE
2Ae ¢ A2 @A Utk dobrt FAAES 28
& PFZ Ao oz LAY £ A= FH B s
159 5 FAZ7& ESA7I7IZ i

34) ICCH Q37 19863 |36 B|ojollA =T Report of the Joint Work-
ing Party on the Arbitration and the Restraints of Competition(& %5 |
ol & &)

35) 1991. 892l 61 BNA Antitrust & Trade Regulation Report A] 2849 3%
Z.

36) Arbitration Times, American Arbitration Association, Summer/Fall edi-
tion, 1987.
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o] J]FFAQ] FA= 1AAV} & 19AE o] HA G,
2)¥ARY a7t FAAEC] 2ROl A& YR, 3)F
g T ool Fe FFPH Ttz T UL sta
1z ZFEE 2E ARA) @It 282 FHAY EAsE
717E ZHAA HAL, 4)FAATE BV 48 YRS ok B
=, XA, AL s A& A HAGE F AR F

< 7HA a2 o

a8y FA old PEIES ¥R F ATV gy o3
o FaF FEELA Ui HLe HFH @I Yy o &
I =] U AXJLFAEAY HAo B B gHE AA
AR Brle @k o FARAFAN g =8 §& ¥
AFH st=doldA AARA F - o] §HE FAFY ¥
of AXAFHEI SHIAYEA AvlE & ks Holth

AAZ FAA Y e BAAHY F2E TE7] A5H9
FAEAE F8T 7t FFAx Ay o= €9t
g Zolt. JAAEL T ALHo 2 FAAAY Fojrred w
AL 4E Aol22 8% 8o B AEAH FAY JHS F
EotA R3toh 671 FAEAL] A} FAVISoIG BHHF
9 ZAR A3t HPPHol FABAHY HAAFAZE AAstY] o
A€ FE A

ZlEolAA YA FAZ EHSAE EYPHLE I3t ¢
o] Ex RETE ¢3E EECY Commissiono] 7223 u gith
Commission Regulation on Patent License Group Exemption(1984)-2
& Tl 93t WA (exemption)H = licenseAd ¢ke] Mo #3
FAVAF L 2 FAY FAARIE o] § Commissiond] F-Adtejof 3t

37) AU A AFE 3 ALe] F9 J. Jones?t Stanford Law School nl 4=
R. Mnookine] 21 t}.

38) Maier G.: Arbitration, (in: Goldscheider, Maier; 1989 Licensing Law
Handbook, supra note 8) | 135—136d 3} w] 1.
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= 328 =939 3.® Commission2 HF/HESABAH L Commis-
siong] 73 & =3} (competition department)ol] 23l FHEsiojof T}
t A8 E A3 Utk FALZPHYgLE EEC 359 o] A
ZFA9 AT BA(AAD v|LY AR ) FxEE
A o]# g Commission®] Exe] tiste] ®|#E 7bsta ok 18
U ARG aE 2 44 FAJES EECY 49 €3&
Hg3tn o g EECHe FARZ RS0l $LIoE F
AMFEL &F388 259 EECY ZAAETAF FHFHA o4
AGES B3] 37] At 2riY e (Treaty of Rome) A117(2)
Z A9 preliminary ruling-& F&5AELA 8HE & e AFHE
bR AL glofob &k 198230 SR =3P EEC Ao
Z2ARHBEE= 9 2o A117(2)2o] 2§ preliminary rulingg &
2= gitt FAEIE . 329 Community Regulation on Group Ex-
emption for Know-How Licenses (1989)% % w3 d] 23l &
Te A} 2ek 2ok A8S(3)z FAHE ANd FAVAH At
A BedE T oF o] FIHE 4 vz FAHsAL
A HO

#HoRE AALAAFN PR SHE 5F, & dHe=
t FAY 543 AF A2 103gaAd HA 2 el &
dr Bpsla FAFAL ZIeAANS AZLFAE FokllA QloiA
E ¢E ERAAsade] 1FHA Y IBM-Fujitsuzte] FA 83}
A A uiel o] FAYL T IUhe HEo2A “HAEFY

52 AEdE Y] e Aol

39) Art. 7(1) of the Regulation No. 556/89, supra note 11.
40) Art. 7(1) of the Regulation No. 556/89, supra note 11.




