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(1) FAA OffilsEiEt41%, 413 United States Arbitration Act (USAA) Xy
IFNTW7zh5, 4 H Tl Federal Arbitration Act, Z7213##CTFAA &I
IENDDP—INTH 5, ARTIIH—L TFAA LR 2T 5,
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A H, RETIE, MBI 2 BT REEAEO#P % T o L5
FZHOEEIC L > THIRL T 2 gk ), DA MEHBNCIRT 5
fEbk % SN kS 2 % LD T RIFAET 5, B2 1E, fhEksEmEdiz,
[HEOHEANIR) I EFRT 52 &5 TE S (errors of law shall be subject to
appeal) o) ERLHL 721, [FAAIZES DD 5HEI10M2 T, MEANE
FLRRE YIRS D T e WA, M A % R -
e, BN Z DML, BIEL, ZHELH)HbnET
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(3) FEMEDOME DD €TV E 7% 5 72 UNICITRAL Model Law on Interna-
tional Commercial Arbitration CiZ, MK 2 AR E . Tt % 55 7
HEICEDHTEY), MRAEDLHEHVERSI ThH - 722 2%, MEHkTFhiicown
T 70l % 52T T dr o 72 2k, MBI AR HiH 2 B 2 5 b DT
b5 m WS ADFEA L 22358, T 23BHAD, SO #Hiz LY
RS 22 EDTELNLDTH LI L, WM ZDEDRNIFICT 52 &%
RRDOTGAITIRY, FHFTIMEHM A BOE$ Z £ TE B L EDH T 5,

(4) Gateway Technologies, Inc. v. MCI Telecommunications Corp., 64 F. 3d
993 (5th Cir. 1995) 2B W, LFHAMHTHAE S NLAEOLFEN—HTH %,

(5) Kyocera Corporation v. Prudential-Bache T Services, Inc., 341 F. 3d 987
(9th Cir. 2003) 12 BT, HEFFE TSI NLEEOLFTICIE, UTrax
nTwic,

The Court shall vacate, modify or correct any award: (i) based upon any
of the grounds referred to in the Federal Arbitration Act, (ii) where the
arbitrators’ findings of fact are not supported by substantial evidence, or
(iii) where the arbitrators’ conclusions of law are erroneous. Kyocera, 341
F. 3d 990.
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FrL ~OL Tl e X1z L TR 22 B Y, sl s &l oo 1 gk
T T v, BICHRETT 5 L 912, Gateway Technologies, Inc. v. MCI
Telecommunications Corp. Ffte), Roadway Package System, Inc. v.
Scott Kayser ), Jacada (Europe), Ltd. v. International Marketing
Strategies, Inc. Fifts), Puerto Rico Telephone Company, Inc. v. U.S.
Phone Manufacturing Corporation Fftfe, 125 W T, HHIKEX, FHZK
mX, N mIX, &K BX DM OOPERBAHATE, BFHFITEFIC L
D FAA 2588 B EHIMTC N $ 5 RIEAR O #iPH 2 Juik £ 72 13B1ET 5

(6) Gateway Technologies, Inc. v. MCI Telecommunications Corp, 64 F. 3d
993 (5th Cir. 1995).
(7) Roadway package System, Inc. v. Kayser, 257 F. 3d. 287 (3d Cir. 2001).
(8) Jacada (Europe), Ltd. v. Int’l Marketing Strategies, Inc., 401 F. 3d 701 (6
th Cir., 2005).
(9) Puerto Rico Telephone Co. v. U.S. Phone Manufacturing Corp., 427 F. 3d
1 (1st Cir., 2005).
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ZENTESL MWL 7200 — 7, Ernest Bowen v. Amoco Pipeline
Company Ft1), Kyocera Corporation v. Prudential-Bache Trade Ser-
vices, Inc Hfqy I2B VT, HHKEIX, HILKEX D DL H
13, HEFIFAEEICL) FAA LomEEEDOFHMHZIRT 5 2 I3 TE
T EHMTL 22050 TS DHRDZBPEIZ OV TR, BUHETHEHRK
BLUOWREDOMTRE i e D726 LTV bag.

(10) 23, KFAFTOHP (unpublished opinion) Tl %A%, 5K al[X
THLREHMOLEEIC L B FIEHFEAEDILEL B T b, Syncor Interna-
tional Corporation v. David L. McLeland, 1997 U.S. App. LEXIS 21248 (4th
Cir., 1997).

(11) Bowen v. Amoco Pipeline, Co., 254 F. 3d 925 (10th Cir. 2001).

(12) Kyocera Corp. v. Prudential-Cache Trade Servs., Inc., 341 F. 3d 987 (9th
Cir. 2003) (en banc).

(13) & 50z, #BET 5 L)1z, BLROXE L OHE/ GREIX L A & 5 FP#E
BOPLIRICII B LN LG E R > TWd EFEZ LT 5,

(14) AREHZEEW) L7z LT EIRUTFDL DT 5%, Hans
Smit, Contractual Modification of the Scope of Judicial Review of Arbitral
Awards, 8 Am. Rev. InTL. Ars. 147 (1997); Stephen P. Younger, Agreements
to Expand the Scope of Judicial Review of Arbitration Awards, 63 Avrs. L.
Rev. 241 (1999); Kenneth M. Curtin, An Examination of Contractual
Expansion and Limitation of Judicial Review of Awrbitval Awards, 15 Ouio
St. J. ox Dise. Resor. 337 (2000); Kenneth M. Curtin, Contractual Expansion
& Limitation of Judicial Review of Avrbitral Awards, 56 Disp. Resor. J. 74
(2001); Maggio & Richard A. Bales, Contracting Arvound the FAA: The
Enforceability of Private Agreements to Expand Judicial Review of Arbitra-
tion Awards, 8 Ouio S. J. on Disp. Resor. 151 (2002); Eric Van Ginkel,
“Expanded” Judicial Review Revisited: Kyocera Ouverturns Lapine, 4 Pepp.
Disp. Resor. L.J. 47 (2003); Lee Goldman, Contractually Expanded Review of
Avbitration Awards, 8 Harv. Necor. L. Rev. 171 (2003); Margaret Moses,
Can Parties Tell Courts What to Do? Expanded Judicial Review of Arbitral
Awards, 52 Kan. L. Rev. 429 (2004); Elizabeth J. Anderson, Stepping on the
Judiciary’s Toes: Can Avrbitration Agreements Modify the Standard of
Review that the Judiciary Must Apply to Arbitration Decisions?, 24-Sum
Construction Law. 13 (2004) ; Mark R. Trachtenberg & Christina F. Crozier,
Avrbitration and Vanishing the Jury Trial: Risky Business: Altering the
Scope of Judicial Review of Avbitration Awards by Contract, 69 Tex. B.]. 868
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TIEWRDOBUEIZFAEL T Vaee Do &L, MEEHEAEIC BT 200
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(2006); Kristen M. Blankley, Be More Specific Can Writing a Detailed
Avrbitration Agreement Expand Judicial Review under the Federal Arbitra-
tion Act?, 2 Serox Harr Cir. Rev. 391 (2006); Christphoer D. Cratovil,
Judicial Review of Avrbitration Awards in the Fifth Circuit, 38 St. Mary's L.
J 471 (2007).

(15)  FHILFEST [MEEUOED AR & BE N RETRE7o8 - &
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LT, HWTDsrm it T 2 @3k X R ECH T O FEHI P D v TR %
Iz (1D, WBICAKWEDOFR» 55N HREANDRBEZH L 5
(1),

I EFbgE: (FAA) DOREEL

1 FAA flEnfshE

19254F 125 E 1172 FAA o sri HiglE, BT TRERS S U723 a s
h, AEOMTHEIT 5 2 L0k 5 2aw. KETIE, FAA OfilELLEIC
LEEMEIE S 2 AT DT 725, AL EH Tl 2 b =
YR, 2O EDMMEDOEME L BEACHAR TV 20, TEY O —
FON—n e LT, A L AT E NS £ T, LEER TR
FELMMBAZEIZI O TLREITE 20D I NTH Y, FHITILIME

17) I DWW TER L T\ 2 BATOMRMIIBIAED & Z 558 Th 525, L
THZF N5, B0 [P O EER | R —AReE
A SCIETIAT R B M - QORI o R%E T k366 5 (R b AL,
2000), AT - EIBERG AR A TIIS2E (iR kL, 2001), hoARE—
[ BRI T IO 2 2 PR3 2 A R o —4a R EIC BT 2 BHEl B L v
SR b DIRe— | ASEH28% 2 73T H (2005),

(18) Dean Witter Reynolds Inc. v. Byrd, 470 U.S. 213, 219 (1984).

(19) See, Iaxn R. Macnei, American ArerrraTion Law, 19-20 (1992, Oxford).
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DT BRI NME% RIF T 5 72D IEE T TH 5 72 oo
910FED 5, =2—F—7DETP AR 2 =T 4 ZHubiz, e
BEIMCHEHTEL LD T 5 o0E#H»HE L2, =2—3—7D
PALRHAT T, 1911FICMERIZER S 2 il L, oAU 2o i % il
ET b7edDEE) % B L 7200, MZEESIE, 1914FI1CIF=2—3—7
NS [RUE IR % Bik$ 22 H4 (Committee on the Preven-
tion of Unnecessary Litigation) ] & #9462 &1 b, B R2 233
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WZInH™ ), 19204FICid =2 — 3 — 7T, 1923FIcid == —2 »— 2 —IH
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72ene D& RO T, L LD MEAE MR L b ok
T DU LB T H B & ) DT A ) A PR % (American Bar
Association:ABA) % HULNZ B & 41, 19254F, LGRS T FAA HllE &
N2 L7205 T, FAA DifllEIZ, 4KV ~L TR S LT w2l
BEAE BRI 5 2o 0Pk T, MRS b2 b D TH -
72,
FAA 7748 ) RO EHHIC O W TUE, B—FRICEDVH D, Thbb,
Wt B o8B B 0 JE TS % b7z, W | OO & 721300 & 4t

(20) Id. at 20.

(21) Id.

(22) Id. at 25-28.

(23) Id. at 34-43. See also, Julius Henry Cohen & Kenneth Dayton, The New
Avbitration Law, 12 Va. L. Rev. 265, 266 (1925).

(24) Macneil, supra note (19) at 48-54.
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2HEL T3

@ MEHIWTHNUE, FER, 23 AN L TREHWTT SN 8A,

@ AT F 72134 HIZ, WEHEANTF 721358 D - 7235
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@ MhFADS, IELLBEHPFRREINIICLEL L THMZ LT 2 2
EriEil, L idgaic o B » b KR 2 R T
L2 ERIEML, 23 Z MDA L0 BFEHOMER] 2 1]
%,

@ AEADHER % BB L 72856, F 7213 Horc s 2 AT T, B
S NTARFWN IS B HALHY, Iy D WIRE Z I A 7 S

al

Fed. Arbitration Act, 9 U.S.C. 1 (2000).
Fed. Arbitration Act, 9 U.S.C. 2 (2000).
(2000)

)
)
7) Fed. Arbitration Act, 9 US.C. 5
)
)

2000).
28) Fed. Arbitration Act, 9 U.S.C. 7 (2000).
29) FAA ORIy ZefEskic >n»w iz, /ANERE [7 2 7,7 BT Ap#k—

Wit & £ DRI 5 b D | P54k 8 77341 (1982) 2.
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O FEFICWAL» OEKLFHEMIEWD D 55460, MFHKhIcS
ENTWB AN, T/, MEDTKRICHA» DERLR) Db 5
Ao
@ AT E NP OFEEI M IHE L T WG 2RV,
PFADPIFIAT S T AT WERICOWTHIR 2 L 72854
@ HFHOEMRICIZHEL 52 0 WIET, MEHBI» AN ELETH 55
B
D& e E RN S B B o flE R EoMERIC X, Ak AR
DU % 3o 72 EMBADFEREICTR) Db - eHE L2 HEET 5 &
9 7, BB DK EHFEE LT BEETENTELT, i
T & 2 L HREEDTH 5560, MEHIRTICH B 2B LR ) 255
STHAICBREZIN TS, FAA OHZEIZZ T, #EFHRmE L, 1953
> Wilko v. Swan Fffggy I2BWT, BEmTlEd 555 fEAlc L 50
5 RO MEM (manifest disregard of the law) 2% - 723548121, fh#
HWBOEERH E %0 9 2 EHRL T den. L2L, WL RN
] AR O 72 O DARHL E LTI o B D 31 L % 586 72 8
BB DFIFNL A7 3096

(30) Wilko v. Swan, 346 U.S. 427 (1953).

(31)  See Wilko, 346 U.S. 427 (1953). #si#kidfam (dictum) 125\ T, [REZHL
GREDHGN AL TITHNT % T L 22 A0 T &1, FAA 1051280 < il
FHWOMBEHZ T 5 ] LB~ Twb, Wilko, 346 US at 436-37.

(32) #Hlz2(F, Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith, Inc. v. Bobker, 808 F. 2d
930 (2d Cir. 1986) »°% 5, Z DML, FRFCH L TRbZIESO HIE %
B 72 APECHINEZ DT, PRI ARSI L Tw b & LT 7 e —A — 7l
WERDLFMNTH D, B—FICBNT, FHIE [FEOW L LW b
57z & LTI 2 By L 7225, Hedvdld TR Aol 2 38 - 72 & 13
FAhWw] L EEEE LR L Lz, el o B I SR
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FRIDAEIC L - THORT 5 Z L5 TE LB IOV TS, AR
T & BHIWNSIRISHAEL e, L L, LUTICZET 5 Zo il i
FHPZ, Amz2iamT aichn, T OFFE X HERERD LT HET S
NBBEELFMETHLNT, TITHRMLTHL,

(1) Volt =

9, 19894 Volt Information Sciences, Inc. v. Board of Trustees
of Leland Stanford Junior University Fiftb s 35 5, AT BT
MHFHTH B Volt & Board of Trustees |FHABMD > 2T A %%J\T
52O DL T HI % fikE L Tz, BEEZEMICIE, [ARZICBEEL
THREL 2 TOHRFRIMBINT] Loa@raIznTsY), 7
[ATLNZ (TG AT O NS OB S 5 | & DR 5IH

FTENT N T2y, HERREHH O EATHICHIZ D ¢ 207 FEL,
Volt 23k % 3Ked72 & Z 5, Board of Trustees (37 ) 7 x )L="T I _EAL
Bt~ Volt DFEMK & & M2 R L CaRid 2 gk L, Rz Uk
TR T, MEAEEEZZD L T Wil ZDonett» b D IR %
Ked7z, Volt (3 IAZEHEFIcx L, MEEEICIED W TH S & i
T EEmL b L) KD, —T5, Board of Trustees (Z, 7V 7% /)L=
T RBEFRDEMI2814: 2 (O WA, BT 2HF 2 EHICOWTHRL S

DWTEw L Twaam s LT, Stepeh L. Hayford, A New Paradigm for
Commercial Avrbitration: Rethinking the Relationship Between Reasoned
Awards and the Judicial Standards for Vacatur, 66 Gro. Wasn. L. Rev. 443
(1998) # L U~ Smit, supra note (14), at 148&H,

(33) Volt Information Sciences, Inc. v. Board of Trustees of Leland Stanford
Junior Univ., 489 US 468 (1989).

(34) Id. at 470-471.
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T, MBETROELEZHGL L2 EHTEL EHEL THD I &R,
FHFTICP TR o451 2 Kb 72, IR ECH AT IS EE HIA F U725
13, oA 7 x =T REFREMI2815 2 () HOBED, DL
THEDHFAEL LW FAAICL D HLE SN2 TH - 72,

IS RCHIATE, 3, N EO— IR0 7% TR O JE R 2 FAA O
BT 203 A Il 23561213, %2 385§ 2 58 BoE~ D45
R e ST U % 5T, AMERSGTEHIC O W T 5 B h
I, M ENICRRE N T T b v, & B & kR
base TNLET, 7Y 73 )=T REFREMOBIEIC L 2 MMFTHi
k25, FAA OIREET 2003 % 20T 2R 2 ML) L TL %<, F
72, F#EIZ FAAOHMB L VCESRICTET 520D TL o\ & AR
%, 2L T, [FAA #Hl%E L 728 0B — HillZ, AR TRk
ENTMBAZTL2ZOXLSEBNICHEIT 22 & TH - 72e) EIEN,
LEF AN IS MBI AL 2B N E2Rd LW ETH I LR
FAA OB & IZFML 2o\ & L, BFEF0 R 2 RE L 7235481213,
FAAIZZN 2 EL v &R L 72,

Volt T3, FAA OFL&Z RIS, FAA 2BET 2B ThH-> T
BEEDEE L RIS E DT E1T) 2RO T WD, £ T,
BRI L B PEHIRIC T 2 R OIEN S & HBtRTIE, FAA
DI LIZZ L ZLMTH 2D, FHFrOMBCHINZ I 2 HAME % Bk
KT 52 EIZ FAAOMRICEBET 5 LS00 E»PREE L 5,

(2) Mastrobuono E4
S 512, 19954E D Mastrobuono v. Shearson Lehman Hutton, Inc. =

(35) Id. at 475-476, (citing Perry v. Thomas, 482 US 483, 493, n.9 (1987)).
(36) Id. at 478.
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a0 73 B, Mastrobuono FHfh3, FERRG S LA & DR OR4T
H b, fEZFHGI 2% (Shearson) & JHZ (Mastrobuono) & O[] THiifs X
NEAEICIE, REFICEZ=2—a—7INEWHEHEING Z E0HESI N
TWwie, F72, ZHUTzZ T, @&0E L 2ga1cl3, AinEainail
HI, =2—3— 73E5MG B p2fR), SREREZRIG BR D W § iih i
oM L) T 2 2 & 2 HE & 11T w7z, Mastrobuono A°
Shearson (2% L, HEDHY) fn%iho7z & L THERMEZ KD Z &
BRI AT H I, PEIEIZ Shearson (2 flifE ARG & B EIHHE
EIGE (punitive damages) # AR MEHIM 2 T L 72, Shearson (¥, ==
— 3 — 7 MNFED I TIE REFEE N O 20 BENHEERE 245 T2 52 &
AP, MEIEOFR L 72 SR EIRHME OB 3 L % 3K THU I
~FtFRL 72, ZE—% (the Northern District of Illinois) (¥ Shearson D &f 2.
% Al CHCEHERME Z ) W L, SB-KIn XAk i & 2 4 38
L7z, MR EHRHFA~IFBIA Z NS0T, BEEP BRI EEL T
W BEAIS, MERICOW T FAADSE 5T 5020, 2 s b dERZEHHE
HEN B2 L) BETH - 72,

HF BT, £ Volt %2 5IH L, [FAAIZ BT 2535
BUf:, SREFEDFIADOEE L LICHAET 5 L D T2\ fge) LB,
AL, BEIHERME 2 M TR Z L ic o TG B LD
FOICBERTV I L VS NG kN2, £ LT, BREDOHEI
Vb LT, B, BFrEL, BIANBAEREIMNSGEILETOE
BICHEDWTEY, Wil TE s LMLz, Thbb, ARICITEANHA
ERMBICET 2WROMEBIIFAEL T oD, BEFEDEE L 2ilgs
BN - TAITh N 2 Mk Tl LIS L IZBESINIRERE M 5- 2 11
52l b, BREFIIEIREREONGLELTHL LT HE
FLIZEHAMS Z TS 2 EHIMIL 72, 2510, RICHESR DA

(37) Mastrobuono v. Shearson Lehman Hutton, Inc., 514 U.S. 52 (1995).
(38) Id. at 57.
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Mastrobuono %, #EidD A % HALIZ FAA OF 5% 5% L 72 Volt
P EPOSOHMTE L7z k9 ic b Lz 205, BRFEDOEEICTHED WK
ORI 2 KB Volt B EF L TH Y, F72, MEABOMRICH 72
D, FAADMBBEFBR Z EBAICL TWEIEHTL—HLTwb, 22
T, AR & 2AMBHEIC S 2 AR OILROWE ZR L I h 25
To, Volt 4 & FHIKEIC Mastrobuono F445LIFLIFTIHS L5, RIS
Mastrobuono i3, % Ll> CLFEHFDEEHEREDOIIRICHE L 72 &
MW 5002 DOWTC, BELIRBEE 5 2 Tw 5, Mastrobuono Ff(13
BEM I N RELRFOBEEHRT 21 h 72, —RIZHERDTIE
RO W EHM§ 22 80k, MEAOHKNCHNZRT=2—3—7
MWLM % HEbik L, B ERE L Sz L D) Bl M EH K % 38
5 FAASHHEN EHWTL7c, Thbh, BEFOTEDERIZH 2
> TYH FAADMEIEMBERICI S LS5 247> Tw b D TH
% (3990

bodd, Nk~ Lo, MESHBORND BRI ZNE &2 2
WE X5 5 Cfé%fmfﬁ%”ml%t@i IISALEDNT Bz kY, HF
PEIRBCHI T2 A IS & 5 BIERADIRD W DV TR % 5 fiG 2 H &
HLTw2

(39) Id.at 63 See also, Blankley, supra note (14), at 410-414.
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IT EFREEIRECH iz 517 2 {0 JE b

1 BRI L B AEEERDIRE BE L 72 SRR o

PR T, SIPERECHT Tl B IS L 3 RIBEHREDIRZ o 72
Gateway Fff % Hulslz, AKRE SISOV CTH BRI ZHIKT 2 L 72 e g
HP A LT 5,

(1) Gateway Z=ff [FEAMKEXIRFEFIAT (19955F) ]

(FoMEE]  19904F, #45MCLIE, #fish7 7 — 2 = 7THEIER
(Virginia Department of Corrections) & DT, FEEZI AL —F —%
BEFICav 7 b a—na 520 TELEM S AT LEBAT LY
Z AMLL 72. MCI 34 Gateway & TGl 28 % #ik L, Gateway 13
BAGS AT ZBAD T2 DI Wi e T O & BAio e, g, HF2
FHIT A - 72, 19914F 8 HIickiks & #1172 MCI & Gateway DI, #
K & A U 7242 CORPEHT DN CISEIZACHT 5 il 4 g D BLE S
nNTBY, ZOL) wWELLBPELKIS L2 - 25461213, o
FHZERD 58 - 72 A I3 BHFNC R TE 5 2 & 265 & L T (except
that errors of law shall be subject to appeal) | 5iffill }1 D & 2 h#ic R 3 %
ZEWBESIN Tz, BIERANDEG S AT LDEALL, MCLIZ
Gateway D&kt L 7z HEj > 2 7 L CHiED ™ 5 Z L # Bl & L ¢, My
G L cHB) S 2T Ak T A2 e L, MCIIZACD Y 2T 4
~NOFEE T %, Gateway ~MEBAEATO MM % L 72, Gateway 25 Hr
V7P ITICE o THIEA BT 2 2 L 2R L2ICL b S T,
MCI A" 45y 7 F 7 2 TICBT o MESRICELT 5 2 L 2L 272
D, WD AT LA L TWRBRIRIE S NS 2 LI BES
72o 19934F 1 H, MCILIiziE=z Gateway & DT E#T L 72,
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a3 FIC R BaIA 1, 199348 7 H, Ah# Ai: MCI 25akS2 12 28§
LI FOFHICEL 72 & LT, Gateway ~D IR ERAE % 386 72,
MCI BB D HL Y 35 L % 3K 23k 2 % #F58Hr (Northern District
of Texas) ~#HE L, ZiUztL Gateway (3K K DERE (confirma-
tion) ZH LT, H—FEF, LEA»ERELL [BEoEHO) | ©
R 2 FI Y, [ B I MO L 72 b T O MRE o T e o ik
(“under the harmless error, but with due regard for the federal policy favor-
ing arbitration”y,) | Z T L CTHEAL, MECHK 2 2HBICRED 2, 2
%2 T MCI A58 T ] DX AR b T~ R L 72 Gy

(Al AR AtEIC DTNk BRIl X PERRECH T, @, M
HIWTIZ A 2 BHFr O BERAIIBD TRWZ LICE R L7 BT, R
IS SN BN EFEHFRARAEIC OWTIIH D ILAED BT X 5 & kX
bune Thbb, AEMATIILFEHIIEGEIC L > THEHMHICHT 2
if%ﬁmﬁﬁ%%ﬂﬁTé ZEERBOTEY, 0L wdEICiE FAA L
DIEMEFEFICL > THEEZBRZ END2DTHY, Lizh->T, F—FKiFL
FHEOEBLAEERIRELH W o722 LI D) 200 72 & H)
Wil 7zo 2ok ZHMix$ 5i12h72, FHPTIE Volt ik & Mas-
trobuono FHHEGIH L, [MPFIZFIC L 24155 (a creature of con-
tract) | Th b Lih~N, 72, FAA LORAEETT 7+ V- L—1LThH 5
EALEDNT 72, 2Dk 912 FAA 2R 28l L LT, [FAA o3t
B IE BFEFDOEAANDIE L LISEE E 15 D DTIE S Vs ()
FEE D TRl 250 M A BRI 5 & v o) dIBOR IS fAEE S, HUZRAA

(40) Gateway Technologies, Inc. v. MCI Telecommunications Corp., 64 F. 3d
993, 995 (5th Cir. 1995).

(41) Gateway, 64 F. 3d at 995.

(42)  Gateway, 64 F. 3d at 995-996.

(43) Mastrobuono v. Shearson Lehman Hutton, Inc., 514 U.S. 52, 57 (1995)
(quoting Volt Information Sciences, Inc. v. Board of Trustees of Leland
Stanford Junior Univ., 489 US 468, 479 (1989)).
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HOMEBIZBET 248 £ DXLF I - Tl § 5 2 & 2 HIBESR % D
Panol 9 Volt HEDHPLEGIHL T 5,

(2) DK EIXFERFFIFT TOFIGINRER

20074F 8 A4, Gateway S & FIERIC L Fi DA IS L 2 Al ScH
123 2 AR A OYLIR 7 586 72 K M X EERECH T R DB Y) TH B, F
3, Roadway ZEf:C, 20014F 12 &5 =& bl X e FRECH At ¥ 5 T [a] X o) 37
Y% %45 L 72, Roadway F:13, I Roadway & #i5 Kayser /[ T
WG S 7z [Wmasdi i ASR3E4 & (the Linehaul Contractor Operating
Agreement) | (23D MFICB W T, EEERDHPHICOWT FAA OHL
EDEA I ND DL, ZNE HEEEMIT O TOHERTEE SN Tz
YW= THEEDORREEEOHP, Thbby LN T
(Pennsylvania Uniform Arbitration Act) OHED T & 115 D H A3 E
2% 5 12 TH Dusye B =M X PEFREH T, 9, Volt Fh,
Mastrobuono 4% 51 L, #HIZMBAROLE % @il L 2 10
b nEilkN, 250z, [Feid Rz kplicmb ), BHEHIT FAA
BB 2 AEEAEDOIMEL R TIC L FEHHMTH L DL EL Z &
DTE B EHIRT bugl L7z, 2D BT, —RIZBERLDRED
Ah 5 1%, FAA ORlEERL#EL N2 LN Tl oo @ S ik 2
v AR R W R L, ASETlE FAA Lok

(44) Volt Information Sciences, Inc. v. Board of Trustees of Leland Stanford
Junior Univ., 489 US 468, 469 (1989).

(45) AAFEIZIZ, [Roadway "AAEZ#KT L, Kayser 52 D & 5 i TIThA
BLaWGEICE, 720 2 MBS o mmERe c o s S 1,
(%) AR NI ZIBIROK T DARERICHED S LD TH 200 & ) & HK§
DHERDAEZAGT 5] EHEL Tnie, F72, REEEL6FKIE, —RAGEERD:
IZOWT, [REBIES o =TINEEZEHA L, ZiucEowTRE
5| X #%E L Twiz, Roadway package System, Inc. v. Kayser, 257 F. 3d.
287, at 289-290 (3d Cir. 2001).

(46) Id. at 292.
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WA ND EHWI L2, £72, 2ok )k sZ 20, (1) #REk
ICAETABRICFAADFRMERZ EEH2 22 L TREL Tk o7
FREAAEL, (2) MMEBAB L UM & > TL BRI 55
HEMELZRD DL ZEDTE, (3) MBEBICHBL T2 L FHD
FAA DA RIERA AL IS 2 2 & 2 0HEIC T 2 238X T 5 uno

Roadway F:1d, AFIC & 2 MECHIMNIC N 5 Ak ALt n AT %
ROTWDL o, BRICFEAEFEREDOIIRLED TV D LS N 5.
Roadway i & RlkElc, —ikam & L ClERddd b N LTl 2385050
b, 20L& BB E0FEE M 51213 — R BEIEDGE TR E
D 2o S L T B2, SN EIXPEERECHIFTIC 31F % Jacada Hif
(20054F) &, K XEFREH ANz 81T 5 Puerto Rico Hf (20054F)
Thd, MEIZBWT, FHAR, H—KOX PR PTE, — B 7 #EH
BDEED HIE FAA ORREEAEEX EERZ 5 & v ) BHEENOWA L
B FEARN e W EHRT L, FFHAF e BT DT FAA ki
RHCE EHML T b oo, KEXEFEHIOYE LT, 45
HIRIWRDEEICLY, FAADOREFRELEZLEE T2 0°TE 5 L
HIR L T 5 g0

(47)  Id. at 295-297.

(48) See, e.g., Lee Goldman, supra note (14), at 176.

(49) Jacada Ff:x, EEDY 7 P 7T LA TH B Jacada (JEAF) L o
SINChH b= T 4 7 TH B IMS (B Of4TH D HY, MiLE
BHRERG L 72 BRI, — RO HE & LG, TRGRICIR I 7
NGS5 ] E I BErH Y, T2, UHARICBTIHMET 2
AT X 2RI ko TR S NS L DBUED D - 72, BHERTIC K 4
HFEAL, MEHATb I, MEHIKT A AR & LT Jacada 2RO T #
ROTEZ L 72 DDARFM:TH B, See, Jacada (Europe), Ltd. v. Int’l Mar-
keting Strategies, Inc., 401 F. 3d 701, 703-705 (6th Cir., 2005)

—7J5, Puerto Rico FADWEFLLTD LB TH 5, FHETH S Puerto
Rico gt £ #5445 C%H 5 US Phone Manufacturing Corporation 1%, #%
E5FE0M, EEHEMZEET S L0 AEE L T, BdrsEL,
ZOFRIIIFEIC & o TS N7z, P oEHICE DS, B3k iE
BIAFE N, MBI IEFRE G 2 A5 L 72, S, T [
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%8B, LERoHBNTmz T, RFATOHP: (unpublished opinion) Tl
H 5P, Syncor Hf: (19974F) 12 B W T, HIUKE X EFREHD, X4
FEHRIFATICLY, MBHKNT 5 FAA ORlERAELERBIETE 3
EHIBIL TV den. LA L, RBEMIZRFATOHRTS 572, HUK
[l KPRk & LTz RA L 72 L o Tld e <, Yol & L TofiifiE
[T & DI S 610

2 BEIC XS EEEFEAEDIRE BE L 72 PR

KIZ, A L AAMECHIWTC N 2 B OIR 2 158 L 72l E R
FHIEHETT 5, LIT TR, AEEREOIR B2 L 2R Th
%, Bowen Fff B L O Kyocera T % H00 iz, Z DFwELRE % #ET§
5,

(1) Bowen HE# [S+KEIRIZERRHIFT]

[(BEo#] S Bowen £, Hr LN /NN ATMDTRILA A
TWBEDIZHADE, £ 77K~ a3—KL—F 33y 3 > (Okala-
homa Corporate Commission, LA'F, OCC) ~3%{§ % H L. T7z, OCC i3,

BRPZ7 VP ) anFEICIEDTWTIRE NS ] &b 5 2 & 2 H4Lic, FAA
S B B AREHIMN S o3 5 BROER 7 IR A D BUE [FAMHT DWW TEEH S 11
T, IOV ) O R, RN B 2 & TR 3 EEER
MG p R, HHUATICMEBHK ORI %KD TRz 22k L 72,
Puerto Rico Telephone Co. v. U.S. Phone Manufacturing Corp., 427 F. 3d 21,
23-25 (1st Cir., 2005).

(50) Syncor International Corporation v. David L. McLeland, 1997 U.S. App.
Lexis 21248 (4th 1997) (unpublished opinion).

(51)  20064FH# S FRFA BT Rule 32.10%EIC & D, KRFATOHPSCIZ DWW
’C %) [ #OLNDLZ E e 72, L, 2 TRIATOHRIE, —

IZBRHEDAEIRL, MOTFRLFFIHEL G2 T W eI nTsY,

/\lulmajm &0 KRFATOHBED N TN A G- 2 b N7z D E DI BIAED &
ZAHEPTIE %\, See, Scott E. Grant, Missing the forest for a tree:
Unpublished opinions and new federval rule of appellate procedure 32.1, 47
B.C.L. Rev. 705 (2006).
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INDT CTIHIZH B354 774 22 LRIV 72T MADTE RO RN TH 5
ZEwnREIRD, OCCIE N 7 T4 v DFrAHEICH LT, #@EkFid
BAEDHMDIENE WA ST 22D ENENDTA > DERIS L 5
WL 720, A EDO— NTh 588 Amco  Pipeline &4 (LLF,
Amco) 13 ZDEIICHE) Z & 2T L 72, 19984, Bowen |3 305 HH i
(Eastern District of Oklahoma) -~ Amco |2 X9 % RNE)pE D ERAE, 4=
G2 (nuisance), PEAZE (trespass), A 24F4% (unjust enrichment),
FHPE B L OBEINIRERME 2 R L CIEIRL 225, ML, FRAT
foe 2452 0k U AP 3RS I 250 & St 2 MR A~ATEE T 5 & ) Kb 72 Amco
DH LS TERBDTz,

W2 (3, M B 72D, ARSI L S 2o v R S B
(the Rules for Non-Administered Arbitration of Business Disputes) #% £#H
L, EREEAOHPHZIRT 27201 AN 2 EIET 52 LIcAEL T
Wiz, $abb, WMEFHEROAEEICE, TWInobfmagd, Bk
DSREHC DN T 7o n 2 & R ARPUC = B LN 5 3l i~ A2 ak 9
W% AT 5] EHES TN T2y, METHE 2 KT, 1999F10H, i
4L 13 Bowen 12, #8%H5,373,000 F )L ORIERIHERHME B L O ETRYH
ERME ROz, ZHUCHEED E Bowen (3 15 3K P12 21 354 W o 1
OB LI CaKD72H, —FH Amco [Z L FHM TAHE L 2 MMEBEIC
T TSP EHIOTY) 6 L 2 3Ked 7z, BB—FIE, LFEEIAEE
L 7o mlsE e 29, FAAICK DO CHE#EZERRAL THEAEL,
Bowen ? i L 32 C % 58 & T HCHIMT 2 8 L 72, 2 #LIC 8 L T Amco
1, MEHNETEZRY W LEH L WPEREANE 22 LR 2, 723K
RS NI T TR R AT ) & ) BRI ~HF 2 22 LR T
DT I DFEE % K> TH K o] XPERRECH T~ 33k L 72,

[FIEHEALEIC O TOHK] AFEOHICh T, H & nl Xk

(52) Bowen v. Amoco Pipeline, Co., 254 F. 3d 925, 930 (10th Cir. 2001).
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TR, MECHRNC T 2 4FIC & 2 REEEONEESY SET 2 A0
BHArE b2 % EHE Lesy, TOHHZUTOL ) ICBENTWE, F
T, GRICL2AEFEEDIELHET 2R TZOMB L 2N D
Volt %2 5IH L, UEGEFRESFHIIT L FE»EFIC L > T
HNERFETE L2 2 HRLZICEE T, BEG»APERICTEICT
Wb 2RO LDTIR LV ERN S 6. £72, Volt HEICBWT
b, #IRERIZAEIC L ) EAH S N EI M EREE, FAA @
Hg L L 2 WS 25 L Tw b0 Th D, FAA IZ LB HIELE
THRHmE L > CTHHICAE TE L5771 )0« L= LTl e\ L
U besn. # LT FirPHTICHh- T, FAAXrBZ 30—
FAAIC L D #ESES N HBOR & FIET 2 T sl b BE L METH
% LT 5,

ok IR E IR BT, ABIC L pEEREEONIRIE, FAA®
TRICHDIBEZBBMT 20 TH D EERT L. Thbb, £
FAA O RJIEERDOBEICIIM L ABIC L 2 EAE 28 5 LFIIHFAEE
T, ZHUIMBTR MO % ME S 2 8HBOROBNTH 5 k5, B
SERY 7 WA, RTINS X ORI O ket & RS 5 72

DIZHBLDOTHY, BEFADAEIC L DIRIZZOEROEI 2 EH1T L
DTHBEML Do T2, ZDL I LABEEDDL &, HHFTICKL
ADWEABUELTHUC T FRLZEN L Z LI Dl vy, FHr
NOBEELIRIT Den. SIS, MRS NLFAEFEELZRD L Z 13,
PERAE I DGR BEHEREIC DV THEHEIC L 2 HHF~ DR 2 K> 2
Z X ), MEOMTITH LR, Hilio DAl ThihREEIC 2 b
E 0 2, MR ERDB~NOGITIEE L CL X WHEY» H 2 &k~

53) Id. at 936.

54) Id. at 934.

55) Id. at 934-935.
56) Id.

57) Id.

A~~~ o~ —~
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beye DL WEED L, BHKEXENE, 4EFOAEICLD
MBI X4 2 FEEA OHLGRIZ A 7 v &I L 72 60)0

(2) Kyocera Fff [SFEHKEIRIZEFREFIFT]

[Ffh o iE#]  19844F, Kyocera, LaPine, Prudential-Bache (LI,
Prudential) =4I a> E2—% 74 27 F 74 708IEIGE % lH T
h> 7z, LaPine 77 4 27 F 74 7%#%5lL, Z#% Kyocera 7 #l
L, Prudential 2* &4t %381 C Kyocera 5 F 74 72 AL, 21
% & 52 LaPine ~iz7¢ L € LaPine 7S Hi~FE D g s vy Z X ic % -
Twiz, 19864, LaPine ik Az vy, =i ded Ciakl, [
&4 7E (Definitive Agreement) | 3 & N = A0 BE 54 2 5TIE L 72 [BIE
H514 & (Amended Trading Agreement) | # #2472, L2oL, Z g
TEHLG 4% T3 Prudential #° Kyocera 7> & F 7 4 7% B\t ) LaPine
I2HEFEY 5 2 £ 13% 9, LaPine ' #2 Kyocera 225 F 74 72 AT %
ZEEhoTwiz, 2Dz, Kyocera MEIERG A EDOHEIC KoL,
AEBICHEH T ERIERL 72, 2N &2 C, 19874, LaPine M5 3
A (the Northern District of California) ~ Kyocera M3 K % Tk L
THEIRL 72, Kyocera 3 =AM O AEICMBLAT I ZINTWL 2 L 2
FIRL, FHIIEZNEZRO TFAEMBIEICAFEL 72, 19944F, fhFA
IR 2 $EH L, Kyocera |2 LaPine & Prudential (2 %} 3 % #%H
243,133,881 F VO FE DL & dr L 72,

Kyocera I3, [T#AE] 2 2 e scmdiz, [HHrz
(1) FAADOESCHDOHREDH 23546, (2) MEBADFEREH»FEN
ZRERUC T e W h, (3) M ADRIRER DR > TW A a0 W

(58) Id. at 936.

(59)  FHFTZAFICIED  AIBEBAIEMETII L (, FAAIZIED CHEER W 3
DF M OIHEZ TN THIKTL, H—% % 8 L e i % 7K
72, Id. at 937.
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T OGEICE, MEHREZIR)EL, Z2EL, FRIMEETLZ L
TEL| EHESIN TN D Z & ZIRIIC 60y, HBTTBCHI I~ K] W7 o H
DL, W, FRFMBIEZKSTHRIL 72, —J, LaPine & Pruden-
tial IZANECHIMT DORERR 2 Kb 72, BB—481E, BHIrE FAAICHEE NS
8 LRI DT O AMIBHMT 2 FERET 20 TH), ZNE2EEIC
FoTEET L I3 TEL W ERHIRL, Kyocera DH LI TZ#HEITF L,
LaPine & Prudential o Hi L 37Tz 0TI 2 G2 2 e & F
L 726 2L %%21F T, Kyoceral3, #H—FHh FAA FoIk#on A4
WV, BFEEMTEBELZ L) RWAEEREEL W TnZwoldik
DThbHEFRL, BIUKRIXEEFEHFT~FETRL 72,

[Kyocera Fifh 25— MR DPEE] 19974 D E—FlFTlF, FHIukn X
PERBHIFTIZ LI O L ) IS TEFFH DA FIC L 2 MEHIRic N9 5
EHEAOWIRZ B, [Rel3A&R2EEL LT NE X 5T, FAAD
HET B MM REEANFHAZHIR T 222 T, ABZEHAL UL LS
v, (1) FAA 2R L v 2l iR s #okl i 2 v, FAA DH—
7 HIIZRA N THRS S 2 EAE 2 2 OISt - Tl 45 2 L
HHDIZHLEDPTH S, Volt Ffhdb 2D &k IR T B ()0 | B
PR, Volt FE25IH L, FAA BREEDTFHiic o k%
TT2H0TIELL, MEAELZOXLSEBNICHEITsZ 2 %20
IR TH 5 LIk, Volt LI o icmid# P & Mastrobouno 54
UGH Z ORI > THHEEAOLEZ2MML TE72 LT b6y £ L
T, EIBEEFHA O Z b OFeEN I 5 TR 2 L7z B4 ¢ L T Gate-
way BEEGIHL, MEEME k- 2B AKR X [L£miicEid 5
(we fully agree with the Fifth Circuit.) e, &8T5, X512, #IE

60) Lapine Tech. Corp. v. Kyocera Corp., 130 F. 3d 884, 887 (1997).

61) Lapine Tech. Corp. v. Kyocera Corp., 909 F. Supp. 697 (N.D. Cal. 1995).
62) Lapine, 130 F. 3d at 888.

63) Id. at 888.

64) Id. at 899.

~ o~~~
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AT, BEEPEEL2EAICE, FAA O 2 55E L 72 5l gL Ik
HEEMALZENMREDTH), £) Lo i3 E v a~n
K EOBGE DD, MBAEB~DOBEYRNTEZ Lok s L Ek
T b ese IO 6, FEILK X AEFRECH TS 56— P2 D)
L, BEZAOAEBICED AR EEELH (R 28T 2L, F
% J T FHNC 22 LR L 72 660

[Kyocera Fifh 55 —Hlgett o] Fthi3 o B pTic 22 LR 2 1,

FHFTIZ BEEDOERICE D W TIFGWREM AR 12 D  FHERE AT
W, SRR IS D W TR IR b DBEET B M Z 72 6o MEAEDY [ —EX
B T28 BBE ] 120 TRt 2 42 L T 72 7e sy, FT, B—EX
FElcD &, ML, MIBAOKERIZENIZIEL WS T, fFrunnie
W L) HAIc HFFE N T B &R 72600 B BRI DWW T

(65) Id. at 889.

(66) Id. at 891. ZA¥Prizix, Kozinski O E W35 L O Mayer #:HE
DFIERPZNZE AT E T 5, Kozinski #FHHEZ, T L 52k~
Twb, [IEEHTE, LEHIMEORR, LB L 0hksEd TLR
WEIEE 5 T 528, EHEHICHBE L 28R TE 5 LIEE > T
Vo (%) FEERVEELO FEAEP IR G ORR ) % 2l » 375 2 11X, ATECEH
RWEPEFIZ DV TORIEFAS, IO NFLFEFLIK I BT 2 1z D w» T
FIEHRATHW LN A HMELFHLIL TB Y, MM SEEm» AR L2
DHMEZRFHAL Z L Z2RBH D LIFMETIE 2w, L L, L LLAHEHRHD
AR, WHEHFOBMTIZ A > 2 RIFT, FRIIEAZHEONE L T~
THEHIW 2 FRETREXTH D, -2 DTh-72% bR, FimiaEs -
TW2Thbd9.] Id. at 891. —7, Mayer HHEIZLL T L 5 I2ilk~NTw
L, M2 2080, %, EDLXHiz, wOMET 22 4FEE
Blolko U ETE2HETH D, LrL%uh s, Kyocera ld, #EHESE =%
IZHE S N BRI L D L 5 IR 2 R TR E» &AL 2 MHERE S
AL BHICIIRIYIC G- 2 T HILEZ M S 5IH L T v, 2 L T,
BFFIC 20 L) BHERIZ S 2 517, | Id. at 891

(67) Lapine Tech. Corp. v. Kyocera Corp., 2000 WL 765556 (N.D. Cal 2000)
(unpublished order).

(68) EE—EtRETlx, Kyocera 2MBIEIGIAFIZT L 20T, 8 BB T3,
Kyocera DIE#HABEATHY LaPine DIEDEIRIK & 70 - 20 B HH S 1L
72 Kyocera Corp. v. Lapine Tech. Corp., 341 F. 3d 987, 989 (9th Cir. 2003).
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13, HHFNZ—DODFEEZEN Y L2726, WL HEOHFLEIHE
WHEEOHRCICERE L2 5.2 5 00 ThH 20 E», MBIEIcFFE2ZELREL
2aoe 20014 3 H, FHHFATHLY 3§ L 72 523 ECHI W iAo 528 % 5
25 L DTIX e\ EHIRT L 72 EAED & DSCEOFRI F 21T, B
BB O W T LM 2 fERE L 72, S AUISREL, T U Kyocera ¢
PERRL 72,

[Kyocera Zfhas Hlk 5 L N ZF D10 ] 20024E D55 gkl B
W, ZHOHHEIZE—HTH—FICBIT 5 MEHW MR 2 R L
72@n. Kyoceralx, H—Fo»MEFELICFHEZELRL 22 L3R TH
D, REHUCFED D T WERFERRE DAL L 72 70 (S ECHIM & T 2 HUD 38T
NETHo 2L ERLLD, ZOERIZHT SN0, FEFREHTL,
B—BBHAIMEAED [EEFZ2IIBIE] &) LFIZ L7 > T
YNSHLL 720 TH D, MHERN 2L T EHIITL 7260500

Kyocera i3 2 &Mk & L, KIEEE (en banc) 12 BT 5 HEm (re-
hearing) % 3K&> 2 H L CABIEICEME L, 20024512, T
FEICBIT 2HA 21T L 2PREL 7200

[Kyocera 4 = Hipeic B1) 5 ml AL #EIC DWW ToHKI] 2003
SR HI W S 1172 Kyocera S5 = H P2 BT, B TLK ] DX FR38e I
1, Kyocera H-E—HygeTh 5 Lapine Tech. Corp. v. Kyocera Corp.,

(69) Lapine, 2000 WL 765556, at 13.

(70) Lapine, 341 F.3d at 993.

(71)  Kyocera Corp. v. Prudential-Bache Trade Servs,, Inc., 299 F. 3d 769 (9th
Cir. 2002).

(72) Id. at 779.

(73) Id.

(74) Kyocera Corp. v. Lapine Tech. Corp., 341 F. 3d 987, 989 (9th Cir. 2003).
KL X 2R 213 HAma i 2 23 L <, @, (1) ki
I & 2 MRS DB T ORIWT O —VE & iR & 72 13 HEFF S 2 72 DI B EETH B
Btr, (2) Perwsngic 2R (a question of exceptional impor-
tance) * ZUHAICHOABC Z 2 HkS & SN T %, Sl EFRT-RBl
$35% (a) (2) 1H,
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130 F. 3d 884 (1997) #ZL, %%#&|E FAA ICHE S L5 alikkEAOH
PHZAEICE VIR 2 2 L3 TE &1L 72,

ZHDOFHFIC L > TP ENLHRFEHRDSREEEZTRLL 2 &
13, B FRESL L TV Base L 72755 T, Kyocera Ffb55 = H pent
19974 Kyocera HFE M2 FH L 72 2 L IcDWTIE, B EoRE
FFEL v, Lo L, Kyocera 5 —Hpikicid, wWinoLFy
LHEAWOH LI TILTESLT, 20024EIC FE 7z Kyocera O
PO FHRIO R LSLTIT BT, Kyocera 3 —HnoREL #
KD TUTC T Vg S 51, FHFTPTLHEZICHL, (1) RAMOH
Ko, EFBILHNC, FAA ICKRE S 115 M & B 2 LA L e % 8
MY 5 L) iclflcs 2082, (2) AFEHFORIZB T, FHprs
ZOFEMNMED W % § 2 Z & WD, IOV TRMAEZRET 2
EolcmbzBcd, mikdgi, B—HPIBEINLENETh» EFIR
LTWban. ICHBD LT, FHE, RAEBBHFIcHL T, H
FhER e D AKGE L 72 Pl % W 2 72 Al A SR & A T & 2 0 A L, JH
PER TR B E355 (a) (2) HIZ B 5 [HISHIC EEE R (a2 question
of exceptional importance) | 1254249 % LMK L, AimaoHMiz 3 51
ESER AT

BHPTE, 3, FAAICHE S L5 Rl h ittt 2k~ 25055
BRI AL, AERHIRT Ok £ 7213—3BIC B 2 BANIER ) DA % 1&
ET BHERZ 52 TWd 2 EE2BT bage £ LT, HFBFHESHHEFRHK
HATICH L 20 & ) BB MR L 22 5-2 e o 723 %, Feikh il

WM EREET 2720 ThH S LML by S HIZ, AEBERDAGEIC

(75) Id. at 995. See also, Jeffries v. Wood, 114 F. 3d 1484, 1492 (9th Cir. 1997)
(en banc).
Id. at 1004.

Id. at 996.
Id. at 997-998.
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£ IR % 8D v o 72 Bowen 4 & BRI, wEHMICBIT 5 Volt
PEIE, METRICOWTEEBRVHHICAET A2 LD TE 5 LITD
LoD, BEFRDPFEHETED b N BB O EEETRELE TS
LTI OMETH 5 LHRL, 2L ) LABEEAMETHZ LT
DN Z2HE) LD TH ), FAADINFERWIZIT 5 & EET 5610
fEEm e LG, S X RN, R s IR A I B o
TedIZ D T RIS L AT T HMERIT 7 (, BFEEDEEICLHH
FEHREDIIRIZIEN TH 5 & MR L 72620

(3) %Dt EIRIZERFFIFTDENFA

s, BRI T, KOKEXAETEIC L 5 REEADILRIC
BRI 2R > T b EHEZ LILT N b gao oGl ] X PRI I
13, HWEDGTEEAIC BT 5 MBEHDAF S A REIC 7 5 72 A
(Chicago Typorogical Union v. Chicago Sun-Times, Inc., 935 F. 2d 1501 (7th
Cir. 1991)) DFEERIZHB VT, DITD L 512l Tw 2, [HBHECH L Ah
FHWr OGENE 2 HIW L 7o v, () BREFRHL 7 513, 16 13 ECH
Wiz HAS 5 LIMIBIEICOWITEBET 522 L5 TE 5, Lo Lud's

(80) Id. at 998.

(81) Id.

(82)  AHIPLIZIZ, Rymer FHI T & BB BHL#E (separate statement) A%
ENTHBY, Trott HHEIF R L T3, Rymer HHFIZLTO X
ik, L 2L RRE ﬂil‘?’ﬁﬁ NERETIE h - 2 LT Tnw b
[WEnoLgE D Kyocera FHH—HINNENHEFHATEL T, & f:
ZOHM % § 5 2 L TRROKERICA S8 E 5.2 5 DTl v, Frhvk
WIS L > TBEOHRZFET LD TELI LY, ZNETRETH LD L
W) Z LRI TH B, Kyocera A —HPet%, Fikhar TIL6EM D IH
ARG P FEO T ENTE 72, 512, Kyocera Ffl-55—H D 724
PEIZOWTHHEFH THFCD D> 2 bIT TL v, FHFNS, LEHHTHn
D VEREIZ DWW TCHP A TN E Tld e v, Kyocera B85 —H P 7 24
PEIZDOWTIE, Z08KGE, MNFRICOW TR SFLDHEH L DFMD 1212
T A HASKS T, HMITREThd o7z, ] Id. at 1004-1006.

(83) See, 19-203 Moore’s Federal Practice — Civil Sec. 203. 12, 4c, n. 79-83.
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WEPI, FAEEAEDOAEIC L 2IREGET 52 TH S ) KX E L TH
ZHNTW Dy F 72, H/UKRIKEETRIHPTE, F AR hOMEE
HioHkDE, Taiatto GBS EED CAMEHIM DIEIE % BoH i K 725
1} (UHC Management Company, Inc. v. Computer Sciences Corp., 148 F. 3d
992 (9th Cir. 1998)) T, Tii2AtDLRAZBHT FAA Z8H L T+
HIWr L 72720, AEEANGEIC L 2IREAGEL 2L HEMINLTw
beee L2L, AHETE, [R23EBEPROLFEOBERIT5TE5
B EICHIETH WY, A EEZ FAA oA 2 HERT 2 & 5 123
L, AEHEDEGEICBIT 2 XFI2E, Z0L ) ZBHIIRSE Z &2 C
E0, Jn EBRNTEY, BHEFH FAA oREHERDOH 2 G231
BHTEDLPICONTY, T2 22T ~NERUWHIHRDE £ T, K
FERT B0 s EBRNT B 5900

(84) Chicago Typorogical Union v. Chicago Sun-Times, Inc., 935 F. 2d 1501,
1504-1505 (7th Cir. 1991).

(85) See, e.g., Bowen v. Amoco Pipeline, Co., 254 F. 3d 925, 936.

(86) E.g,, id. 936.

(87) UHC Management Company, Inc. v. Computer Sciences Corp., 148 F. 3d
992, 997 (9th Cir. 1998).

(88) Id. at 998.

(89) [E#kIz, Schoch v. Info USA, Inc., 341 F. 3d 785 (8th Cir. 2003) 2B\ T
b, UKl KRB T 3 R O TR BHEERDATRIME LS DRI 2 8
RLTWa, KFEMTIE, #05TH HMEHED, S 3D AP Ko
KRR LSE TS L, B IRk L 7o il A Jh 812 L 2 A 2 ke 72
B, BT [HRe OB BB RIADTH N 5 £ T2 OBEIZ BT 2 Hkr
ERONCRRT 5. (W) LEZIIWMED DY) 2 EEVIT &S, BRI
T LD LDFEEZ RO LBERERAL Thewnicd, RxldbErznk

)R H B L IIRIRL 2w, | S8R B2 F - 72, Schoch, 341 F. 3d 785,
789.
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Flciki X7z e B Y, KREREIC DWW TOBEIEERE IO WL, EHE &
TR TIRTPFIC AP TS, £z, HHIKEIXTIE, AEIC L %A
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% DYMFFROTRY LOMER], FLEDL LM, 2L TMET FLy ol
PEICBE D B o) BISMUICEZEE LB TH 5 & LT, BELEVAREDOTE
AL TV bbb 5T, KL B W T Kyocera Ff- 55—
HRA L 72, Ky, BHEM, TEHDMNDSLEZELICLTH,
Z DM GREEOR Lo R EHIR 2 LI E T2 0 TH S Z & 13W
L ThHb, 22T, LT CRAGREOEEH, HER2EML, HED
KEEBETT 5,

HIEBIC L OFEHBIL, MR SHH P TH 5 Volt HE1 L U Mas-
trobuono FHfh:# MLz, —EH L T, FAA O EELH I M FH
BAEBEZONFTEBNICHEHITA2Z 2 TH B L v iz D, FAA
BT 740 s =V EHEZ BZDIF, ZOBGICE DX, MR FED
BREICLLBEWTHD EFEZL12OTHDL, Fiz2, ZOMEwEEMT
2 5cly, FAARPER OB D 5, HEBIE, MBEAEICBIT 5%
EDCE & FHHFrH PR 2 L2843, BN MERAE O MR 2 56 L
Wiz FAA FIERT ORI E B Z 295 EFaHi L o), MBARLZEEL
S 5 2ol filE & L7z FAA o b & T3, BHANZABEOXSHEY 12

(90) Kyocera Corp. v. Lapine Tech. Corp., 341 F. 3d 987, 996.
(91) Moses, supra note (14), at 444.
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tice) ] & L THUEL Tz BBBZ L L L THTE L9124, Kk
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B, L) THBERIZ 5728 2 A, REGEREE L TE DR
WEREFRAD H SMED H UL, LBEHEIME AL W2 52 51
LN A7 #NGEL, E5ICMBORIES YRET L2 L0 TE S & IR
EN by, ZNDL ) WFEH LML, R L THROERES 1,
MHEZBRTZ L2 D%, EIBOMEMECE L b EBCY 5 L kS
5,

(2) RxdEt

SR ORI, FAAIRHZL 2T 740 - b—)LCld v &
FZ, BREAVMETFHRICOWTHHICAETE 52 L L, FHpro Rk
FROFHEZLZ 52 LIIARBEMC R 5 EH2 5, S5, #HEHRD
FAA 5105 Crlidigi o fiP] 2 e CTREMIC 3%E L 2B % Mt L,
ZNEARBUCFANIC 1 Z DHIPH 2 PE5E S 2 HERRIZ 720\ & § 5 323512 50D,

POSERIZSEDMEE D, M Bowen Fo: 5 -1 [l XA R i 58~
s L RO ERE T 5, Tabb, @, 4EAIFATRICBITS
e LRI % BT 5 72 DI RA R 2R T 20 TH D, HHoiiizro
P C LB BRI 2 i = 2, FAADHIET L0 Th b, AFIC L 2 H
BEBEDOWIRIZZ DL ) MR OBII 2 RkbETL ) Wigl»H 5, &
W NETH Do FEBE, Kyocera Hffix, HMA»AEZIC & 5 AlEE

(92) See, e.g., Maggio & Bales, supra note (14), at 192.
(93) Id. at 154; Blankley, supra note (13), at 404-407.
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BAMERREE L T2 2N G N TH Y, AEIC L 5 REEADILRIT A
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Do 72, EDL D LHFEN G Z LN B EHMT 555D Ve
Tl L Wz Lick D), 2DBICE > 2RKP OB EF L Wk
KeflbELEbNT Do BN, FREFEEOIRIC LY, Mk
NS H L DM &2 B o L) 2 E5ICT 5591240, HETH
SEL 72T % K e B & FIRT B osye
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ZTbb, BRFR TR S 72 FEFR A D T W 2B T I Fy

AF AT, BRI L RESGEL 2 TRCCHERE TEN 2 Lo
b2y, AT 280 0H 5, KAFHIE, Znk)inzE
13, M EREAEL, o TEHHOFRBREBLELLEET 22 L2 HIEL 2
FAA DS HWC Y 2 L8R 5 900

PO, BRI DR 2 MO b BRL TR TH B L H 2,
FAA 510513 MBI I DI % PRBE S 5 72 D12 BT R 2 AY B H i i
AN HERZRIR L 72 DTH B RT3, &R, —

) Smit, supra note (14) at 151.
) Younger, supra note (14) at 261.
) Jay E. Grenig, ArternaTive Dispute Resorution Wit Forms, 461-63 (1996) .
7)  Smit, supra note (14) at 152.
) Id.
) Bowen v. Amoco Pipeline, Co., 254 F.3d 925, 935.
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D, SEIRERZAMNECHIWTI RS L CHRIBRENIC AT G- U 72 Rl A RN T
PR 5 2 LIFEE EBD LN, L) FRELTH B (oo

(3) FHEOFE
A OEEN - TEI, AR, MMERAEICBY 2 LEEAN

&, AN DB HeD R - ARBEZe BRI S T OB FIRDL R O Z 1L Sk
DX FHFFOAMDOEER L V), FAAICBIT 2 _DORL ZHER ED
EOICHRMIE L L o) MEICIIRET 5, SHICREFEDL L HIE, H
KRB TH 23PN, BRI (ADR) 2B 2/ HGZ & 2
FCEETNED, L) BBl ZDRARICHELET 5,

BRI & B AEFEREOILRDEIMRBOR L BT 5 L v BEMDF
RIE, 3% FAAICHAET 2 O MMM RESE O TLEADEE
RUET LI AREREINDIRNE LDOEZITNEDODTH Y, HEdE
PP W DIt 2 PR L, s 2o i3 i 2 AR E 5 2 & oo e gian
EFZ b, Fiz, POFERAET B MEEDSLOMEIZ OWTE, MhEE
AT 5 455547, FRL D 2 BHAOMIeHEFORIME L Y L B
JEWEEREOFEZ ERT 5720 513, BFEFICH L CUIMEE 3% 5%
W, MPEAHIE E L TRRH SN T B DIE, MhEE D 2o Tld e <, F
- B THLERICE > TZED L ) GHBA»AETH B9 5 Th
%o BALOMEFHER &\ 2 & EoflEkic L -> TS nTwa L,
ZDOEDFEECRD A D & L CRIIEREDIRE O 727 H1F, &

(1000  See, Chicago Typographical Union No.16, 935 F.2d 1501, 1505 ; Lapine
Tech. Corp. v. Kyocera Corp., 130 F. 3d 884, 891 (Mayer, J., dissenting);
Kevin A. Sullivan, The Problems of Permitting Expanded Judicial Review
of Avrbitration Awards under the Federal Arbitration Act, 46 St. Louis U. L.
J. 509, 553-554 (2002)
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ZbZ b, FAA DSBS 20033 A EREZ AL Tnwbd Y
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(101)  Goldman, supra note (13), at 187-188.
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(13)  ADR #D R OFHFIZ DOV T, FILFESL [ADR FEOKL & HAIC BT
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