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who y o u u s e . Th at j udg e m ay or m a y not hav e a lo t of
knowledge about the subject which is before him. Some
judges, for example, don't know much about rate disputes in
electric cases, or may not k now much abo u t t e ac h e r s and
teachers' contracts, whereas, if you choose arbitrators, you
c an choose a r b i t r a t o r s w h o are already knowledgeable in the
area of the case...in the area of the dispute that is to be
r esolved . So , c l ear l y , to the extent that you have more
expert judges, you are going to get better justice, a nd t h a t
i s t h e se cond advan t a g e o f al l owi n g f o r voluntar y
arbitration. The third and last advantage i s that there are
many, many situations involving trademarks, for example, and
business se cr e t s whe r e y ou may prefer, to the extent
possible, to h ave a confidential negotiation of you r
dispute. To the extent that both parties choose t o d o t h at ,
they ought to be ab le to do that. S o th a t is th e third
advantage, the affordability of g reater conf i d e n t i al i t y , t o
the citizens of the state, to the citizens who choose t o use
this kind of system. Now to the taxpayer generally there is
o bviousl y a n o t h e r t remendous a d v a n t ag e a n d that is to the
extent that arbitration relieves the workload on the c ourt s ,
w e d o n ' t h a ve t o go t h r oug h the process of authorizing
addi t i o n al j ud ge s , in th is Legislature, t o mee t
e ver- i n c r e a s i n g w o r k l o a d s . So there will be savings to the
public because arbitration, the arbitration process is not
paid for by the public, it is paid for by the parties. So,
basica l l y , i f t he p ar t i e s cho o s e t o do it, they choose to
pick up the cost, but again the b ottom l i n e i s al wa y s i t i s
their choice, it is voluntary. With that, I want to make
one additional point, Mr. Speaker, i f I may , and t h at i s
that despite the fact that we have this arbitration system
you should keep in mind that the court system sits there
with o versight, under the leg islative statute, with
overs i gh t o v e r t h e arbitration system. For example, if the
parties disagree about an arbitration agreement, that is
t hey d on ' t h av e the same interpretation of wha t an
arbitration agreement means, an agreement to arbitrate, they
can c o me t o t h e court a n d t he cou r t wil l r e so l ve t h at
guestion. If they fee l t hat t he r e h as b een f raud or
misrepresentation anywhere i n t h e p r oc e s s , su ch as i n t h e
choosing of the arbitrators or in the arbitration process
itself, they can come to the court and ask to h ave t h a t
reviewed. If they think the award is i nappropr i a t e or
a warded fo r r easo n s t h a t w e r e not subject to arbitration,
for example, they can come to the court and a s k f o r a
modification of the award. I n any even t , i n t h e en d t h e
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