
Memorand~ No. 10 

SUbJect: Study No. 32 • The Arbitration 
statute. 

Resolution Chapter 35 of the Statutes of 1956 authorized the CoIIIIIission, 

inter aJia, to malte a study to determine whether the Arbitration Statute should be 

revised. 

At the request of the Cha1rlllan of the COIIIIIIisa1cn on Ullif'orm Ste,te x.ws the 

Law Revision Cmm1 ss1on decided at the meeting of June 1 and 2, 1956 to begin its 

consideration of th1s topic by malting 8. study to determine whetller the Un1torm. 

Arbitl'ation Act ahould be adopted in CIIJ.1fornia. Mr. Sam Kac!:el. was reta1aed as 

research cOll8llltant on th1s study. He submitted 8. report wh1ch raised substant1al 

questions as to wbetber the Un1:torm Act abould be adopted. 

Mr. Kac!:el.' s report was considered by the (!omml !!!lion at its meeting of 

Dece!llber 2].0022, 1956. The ('.MIJJ1 ssian dec:l.ded to I!lBke DO recommenj!ation to the 

1957 Session of the Leg1sJ.ature respecting the Un1:torm. Arbitration Act and not 

to publ.isll Mt-. Kagel's report "at this t1me". It also decided "that -tbe <;ommhaiOJl 

continue its study of the Cal.11'orn1e. statute a.wl of Mr. Kagel.'s report with a view 

to detel'm1n1ng,metber it -should recommend revision of the Ca.l1farnis. Arbitr&t1.on 

S'batlrte to the 1959 Session of the Legislature and tba.t the CoIIlIII1saion should. if 

necesaary, have a further research consulta.nt's report prepared to this end". 

(Hlnutes, page 12) 

The Ullif'oxm Arbitration .Act was 1ntrOdIu:ed. at the 1957 Sesa1.on at the 

iuta.nce of the Cc«nm1ssio'l OIl Ullif'orm state laws. The SeDatft Bill (S.B. 820) 

died; the Assembl;y Bill (A.B. 968) was referred by the Senate to it.lt CormDittee. 

OIl Rules tar assignment to an appropriate interim. conm1ttee. To the date of 
( 
"-. lIlY last comrmm;jce.t:I.oD with Charlie Johnson on the subject, no such AIiUsigrnnent 
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had yet been made. 

The following questions would seelll to be presented for Commission action 

at the August, ~957 meeting: 

1. Should the CoImniBllion suspend further action on thilS study it the 

Uniform Arbitration Act is sent to an interim Committee of the Senate Im'til af'ter 

the ~959 Session? (Note that our assignment is to study the :present law, not the 

Uniform Act.) If so, should copies of Mr. Kagel's report be made ava1la~e to 

the committee? 

:1!. Should the Commission continue its study of the :present Arbitration 

statute? If so, should any Senate interim cc:mnittee e.ssi8ned the Unif'orm 

Arbitration Act be apprised of' the Commission's study with an of'fer of' cooperation? 

If' the COIiDI1S8ion study is continued should we have a new research study prepared! 

If so, should Mr. Kagel be asked to do it'! 

3. Should Mr. Kagel's study be published? If so, should we ask him to 

do further work on it tor that purpose? 

JRM:f'p 

Respectfully submitted, 

John R. McDonough, Jr. 
Elcecutive Secretary 
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