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PRELIMINARY ISSUES 

I. CLSA DID NOT COMMENCE THIS ARBITRATION TOO LATE 

A. The purported requirement to
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4)K), =>4(?, at *12. He cynically breached all these obligations. Among other things, he entered 

into and acted upon a contract contemplating competition with CLSA, failed to disclose 
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VI. LEE IS LIABLE TO PAY CLSA DAMAGES 

A. 


