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4) Rueda v Union Pac. R Co. 180 Or. 133, 175 P2d 778
5) SFeluve il 1960 7. 15¥ 1966. 3. 16 &8 - l%(é‘% 1767300 FE A
QAAAE FAG B8R AAEe 9Rons FAd ol sde rai + g

HA AN

HA oY 1973, 3. 2081 66 oF 268 @), FAMEAAA olxRE Fal

FEAE JNFE v dste v AFE FHeta ok g, v L 2%
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6) sdA el (maritime transaction) E¥ %44 @ (commerce)o] #EEH T ol FzE FApxt
(disversity of citizenship)®] 2 $-o dWF el 2& gy
Proving anc Pricing Construction Claims, Robert ¥ Cushman & David A. Carpenter
15~16 (199010 Perry v Thomas, 482 U.S 483(1987): Southland Corp v Keating, 465
US 101934): Moses H. Cone Memorial Hosp. v. Mercury Constr. Corp., 460 .S
1(1933)
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AT T AR skl AT FEE AGFaE PAAGE A oh)ina

10 Hc»u.smg Authonty of New Orleans v. Henry Encsson Co. 197 La 732, 2 So.2d 195

11 Deshon v. Scott 202 Ky. 575, 260 S.W. 335.

12) Connecticut Union of Tel. Workers, Inc v. Southern New England Tel Co. 148
Conn. 192 169 A.2d 646.

13) Finsilver, Steill & Moss v. Goldberg, M. & Co. 253 N.Y. 382, 171 N.E. 579, 69 A.LR.
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14) McCarroll v Los Angeles County Dist. Council of Carpenters, 49 Cal.2d 15, 315 P2d
322, cert. der 355 U.S 932, 2 L. ed. 2d 415, 78 S. Ct 413,
il 1983, 8. 1414, 82 wh7h 77 w4,

16) Samuel Adler. Inc. v. Local 584, Int'l Brotherhood of Teamsters, C W & . 282
App. Div. 142, 122 N.Y.S.2d 8.

17) Bullard v. Morgan H. Grace Co. 240 N.Y. 388, 148 N.E 530.

13) 54 ALR. 1264, s. 110 ALR. 143; 136 AL.R. 364.

19) Agreement 1o arbitrate application or interpretation of contract 1 Am Jur Legal
Forms 1.1087
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20) Finsilver, Still & Moss v. Goldberg, M & Co. 253 NY 382, 171 N.E. 579, v A.L.R.
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21) Tureman v. Altman 361 Mo. 122. 239 SW.2d 304, 26 A.l.R.2d 729.
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23) Pick Industries, Inc. v. Gebhard-Berghammer, Inc. 262 Wis. 498, 36 N.W 2d 97, 57

N.W.2d 519.
24) Black. v. Woodruff, 193 Ala 327, 69 So. 97, Nelson v. Reinhart, 41 Nev. 69, 167 P
690.

25) Murphy v. Greenberg, 246 Pa. 387, 92 A. 5l1l.

26) Magaziner v. Consumers Baking Co. 254 Mass. 4, 149 N.E. 547, 42 A.L.R. 725.

27) McCune v. Lytle, 197 Pa. 404, 47 A. 190.

28) Pollock v. Hall(U.S.) 4 Doll 222, 1 L. ed 809. Allen v MHickam, 156 Mo. 49, 56 S.W.
309.

29) Minor v. Gayle, 199 Ky. 628, 251 S.W. 653.

30) Martin v. Thmsen, 21 How (U.S) 394, 16 L. ed 134, Ames v. Stevens, 120 Mass.
218.

31) Hill v. Hunnewell, 18 Mass (1 Pick) 192, $-glvbel HALZ A3 A40F= AT
= oEAbAe o) kel AAe] gl Afole BAbxbe A £ HERA s
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32) Uniform Arbitratior Act Section 2(¢)

33) Lumsden v. Lumsden Bros. & Taylor, Inc. 242 App. div. 82, 275 NY S 221,

34) 5 Am Jur. 2d Arbitration and Award Section 140.
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36) FAAFE Aol i AE ol FALL AR L el i HFIAdo|th
Twin Lakers Reservoir & Canal Co. v. Platt Rogers, Inc. 112 Colo. 155, 147 P.2d 828.

37) Park. Constr Co. v. Independent School Dist. 216 Minn., 27, 11 N.W.2d 649.

38) vz FAY ARFEAAA 9ne F48 A0 AAWE TALL AH
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A48 88 4 9 Aoleta FASE APlE FAAAE £Y5d FARIE
4 elvk s argska ok

39) Coleman Co. v. Int’l Union, United Auto. A. & ALW. 18] Kan. 969, 317 P.2d 831

40) Sapp v. Barenfeld 34 Cal.2d 515, 212 P.2d 233.

41) Gerdets v. Central Oregon Irrig. Co. 83 Or. 576, 163 P. 980.
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42) Los Angeles Local Joint Executive Board v. Stan’s Drive-Ins, Inc. 136 Cal. App.2d
89, 288 P.2d 286.

43) Re Curties 64 Conn. 301, 30 A. 769.

44) B9 1989 61341, 83 that 183, 184 4.

45) g 1992, 1. 2143, 91 o 7774 &4,

46) 5 Am. Jur.2d Section 167.
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47) Kelly v. Lynchbury & D.R. Co. 110 N.C. 431, 15 S L. 200.
48) Sruth v. Home Ins Co. 178 S.C 436, 183 S.E. 166.

49) Karthaus. v. Yllas y Ferrer, 1 Pet. (US.) 222, 7 L. Ed 121.
30) 9 U.S.C. Section 10.

51) Uniform Arbitration Act Section 12
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53) Oregor-Washington R. & Nav. Co. v. %pokdr‘e P. & SR. Co. 83 Or. 028, 163 P. 989
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3) Putterman v. Schimudt 209 Wis, 442, 245 NW. 78,
26) Clark Miilinery Co. v. National Union F. Ins. Co. 160 N.C, 130, 75 S.I. 944,
57 Gulf Ins. Co. v. Pappas (Tex. Civ App.) 73 S.W.2d 145.
58) Sweet v. Morrison 116 NY. 19, 22 N.E. 276.
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Black v. Woodruff 193 Ala. 327, 69 So. 97.

Sweet v Morrison, 116 N.Y. 19, 22 N.E. 276.

Glabraith v. Luasfor 87 Tenn. 83, 9 SW 365.
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