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v. Clty of West Branch, Mich., No. 83-219 A s... o
Recommendation: Deny or CFRecord Aol digurid

I would deny this petition for several reasonas. PFirst,
the ilssue decided below is more difficult than the preliminary
menorandum suggests. The purpose of an agreement to submit
disputes to arbitration is to spare the contracting parties the

h}ﬁﬁ“ﬂ costs of further litigation in court. This purpose (s defeated
when parties are permitted to relitigate the claims '1,'.’1111:?_'#'! ¢

arbitration. Hence, arbitration awardas generally have preclusive

- ——

effect. BSee Restatement of Judgments 24, § 84(1). Purther,

because the authority of the arbitrator derives solely from

contract, the scope of his authority to decide claims or issues
is a matter of contractual interpretation to be determined !

. | consulting the intent of the parties. The CA 6 found
specifically, though without extensive discussion, that "[t]he
parties have agreed to settle this dispute through the private
means of arbitration,® and concluded that petr's section 1983
.-.1‘-1‘“.. wan "I""""l'."ﬁ'i mOr e a.'n..:‘..: an .I...,,.".r._, to vacate the arbhitrat
award. Petn, at A)J. And the CA decision may be con tent wit!
Alexander v. Gardner-Denver Co,, 415 U.S. 36 (1971), because that
Case rests upon an nterpretat r f the Airticula Pur
inder ng Title VI and the federal abor AWE , N t L w
are reles ant ¢ e - 3187 act A A ¥ s m ¥ ¥
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