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EAAHNIKO KENTPO AIAMEXOAABHZIHEY & AIAITHEIAY
EINAI NPATMATIKA AMOPPHTO TO MEPIEXOMENO TQN AIAMEZOAABHZEQN ;

Av Kal amoAuTa anodektr w¢ Bewpla, To andppnTo TNEG SLOECOAABNONG UIMOPEL KAL VO UnV
LoXUEL OTNV TPAYHATIKOTNTA.

Elcaywyn

Eite wg ouppetéxovteg oe pla Stapecolapnon eite wg Stapecohapntég, OAoL pabape Tov
Baowkd kavova, otL ol SlapecolaPnoelg sival amoppnteg, T6oo 66ov adopd TIG SNAWOELS
KoL GAAEC AVOKOLVWOELG TIOU YIVOVTOL KATA TN SLAPKELA TOUG 000 Kot TG TTAnpodopiec mou o
SlopecoAaBNTAC KPOTA YLt TOV EQUTO TOU Kol Sev poLlpaletol Pe TIC GAAEG MAEUPEC. MOANEG
dopéc o Swopecohafnting  mapaMnAilel To amoppnto TNG SlapecoAdapnong pe TNV
tnAeontikn dladpnuion, «6,Tt ouuBaivel oto BEykag, UEVEL OTO BEyKAcC» TPOKELMEVOU VA
g€nynoeL tnv Lepn kol amapafiootn ¢ucon tou amoppAtou. AMG, slval TPOYUATIKA
anoppntn n dlapecoldBfnon; Evw Bswpntikd umotiBetal OTL MPEMEL Vo €lval, KATA TN
Sikaotikn Stadikaotia, dev eival mavta £tol. Av Kal n £€peuva TO00 NG opooTmovSLakng, 0co
KOL TWV TIOATELOKWY VOUOBsowwv Kal tng vopoloyiag Selyvel OTL O EMUNIOTEUTIKOG
XQPOKTNPAG TNG SLaPECONABNONC TIPEMEL va pUnVeVETAL auoTtnpd Kol va edapuoletal,
otnv npa&n autod dev cupPaivel mavra.

NopoBsoia kot Nopoloyia t™n¢ KaAwpopvia Ta tunpata 1115-1128 tou Kwdika
Amnodelktikng Aladikaoiag tng KaAwdpodpvia StEmouv OxL Lovo tn StapecoAdBnon ard kat
g SlaokéPelg SlapecoAdBfnong («..n emkowwvio UETaEU €VOG ATOUOU Kol EVOG
SlaueocodaBntr) ue okomd tnv €vapén, TNV €€Taon 1 TNV EMAVACUYKANGH ULOG
StaueocodaBnong n tnv diatripnon evog StausocoAaBntn»).

O Baokdg kavovag PBpioketal oto TuAMo 1119 tou KwdlKA O Omoiog TAPEXEL TPELG
SL0POPETIKEC TTPOOTATEVUTIKEG SLATAELELG TOU OIMOPPNTOU, TIOU UMOPOUV VO CUVTPEXOUV K...
UTTEp TwWV OKOTWV, Kata Tn Oldpkela, 1 oUupwva e tn blauecodaBnon n 1t
StauecoAaBntiknic cUOKeWn. »

To unotpnua (a) opilel OtL «kauia anddeién 1 otidnmote éxel emwel 1 omoladNmOTE
ouoAoyia...» (6nhadn, mpodopikn emkowvwvia) dev eival mopadektr) olte pUmopsi va va
xpnotpomnotnBel w¢ amodeIkTikd UALKO, evw To umotunua (B) opilel otL .. .kavéva ypamto
keipevo" dev eival mopadekTtod W AMOSEKTIKO UALKO.

To unotunua (y) eivat evioutol mMoAl eupUtepo, TpoPAEmovtag OTL  «... OAeC ol
QVOKOWWOELS, SlampayuatsUoelc n oulntnoelg Sievdétnong Stapopwv  UETHED TwV
OUUUETEYOVTWY OTOo mAaioto tn¢ dtauscoAaBnang n theg cuokeing StaueocodaBnaong mpéemet
va MOpoUEVOUV amoppnTeg. "

‘Etol, oludwva Pe To eV AOYw TUAMO POV, KABE TpodopLKr 1 yparth emikowwvia dev sival
MOVO amopadeKTn we amoSelKTIKO UALKO, OAAQ TTPEMEL VAL TIOPAEVEL ATIOPPNTH.

Ektog kal av apBei, To andppnto auto Stapkel yla mavta. To TuAPa 1126 tou KWK
TIPOPAETEL OTL TO AMOPASEKTO KOl TO AMOPPNTO TAPOLEVOUV «... OTNV (Ol EKTOON UETA TO
TéAoc tn¢ StapuecodaBnonc». Aev UTLAPYEL XPOVLKOG TIEPLOPLOUOG.
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’to Babud mou yivetar avagopa otn biauecodaBnon kata TN SlApKELR ULAC
UETaYeVEDTEPNC bikng..." BewpeiTal MOPATUTILO OTO TIPAKTLKA KOl ATOTEAEL AOYO yla Lo VEQ
6ikn Bdaoel Tou KWOLKA TTOALTIKAG Sikovoplag - TuApa 657. Edv n avadopd yivetal Kotd tn
SLAPKELA JLLOG N TIOWLKAG Sladikaciag, amoteAel AOyo avOKANGCEWS ] TPOTIOTOROEWS TNG
anodaong v OAw n eV PLEPEL.

Ma va apBet to andppnto NG Stapecordafnong, OAa ta HEPN -TOCO OL CUMUETEXOVIEG OGO
Kol 0 dltapecolaBntng-mpemnel va to SnAwoouv podoptkd 1 eyypadwe (Tunuata 1122 kot
1124 tou kwbika). Kat yla va pmopouv va XpnoLonoLjoouv onoladnnote cupudwvia mou
npogkuPe amo tn SlapecolAdfnon wg amodeIlKTIKO UALKO, Ba TIPETIEL AUTA VA TIEPLEXEL TIG
"Hayikeg Aé€elg" otL elval "mapadektn) mpo¢ Kowvoroinan 1 UTOKELTaL O Koworoinon" n
"extedeoth) n Seouevtikn" N "katt avadoyo." (Tunua 1123, amodelkTikol KwdLKa.)

To Avwtato Awkaotnplo thg KaAidpopvia €xel eppnveVoEL eUPUTEPQ TIG €V AOYW SLaTALELS OE
onuelo mMoOU va amoteEAOUV «OYeSOV  KATNYOPNUOATIKY OTTOYOPEUCH KOTA OSIKOOTIKWE
dnutovpynuevwy eéaipécewy oto amoppnto tng SiauecodaBnong.» (Amis v Greenberg
Traurig, LLP, California Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, (Case No. B248447, issued
March 18, 2015) slip opinion at 2.). Zeklvwvtag PE TV EVwaon WBLOKTNTWY otnv undBeon
Foxgate v Bramalea KoAipopvia, Inc (2001) 26 Cal. 40 1, 108 Cal. Rptr. 2d 642, to
Awaothplo €kplve OTL To amdppnto tng StopecohraBnong sumodilel éva cuuBoaAAopEVO
MEPOG VA ETMISLWEEL KUPWOELG KATA TOU SIKNYOPOU TNG GAANG TTAEUPAC, LE TNV OLTLOAoyia OTL
o teleutaiog dev mapéotn otn SlopecoAdBnon KOAOTLOTA, TPOKOAWVTAC OTOV EVAyOVTa
emuPapuvon mepimov 24.000 Solapiwv yla tov StopecoAofnt Kol TG QUOLBEC TWV
EUMELPOYVWHUOVWY. Me tnv amodoon otL dev pmopel va dnuiovpyndel efaipson oto
anoppnto NG OSlapecoAdPnong ylo va  TIHLWPNAOEL  KOKOTILOTN  CUMUETOXN OTN
SlapecoAdpnon, to Avwtato Awkaothplo, dnAwoe ot «We do not agree with the Court of
Appeal that there is any need for judicial construction of sections 1119 and 1121 or that a
judicially crafted exception to the confidentiality of mediation they mandate is necessary
either to carry out the purpose for which they were enacted or to avoid an absurd result. The
statutes are clear. (Id. at 652-3.)»

Tpla xpovia apyotepa, otnv umobeon Rojas v Superior Court (2004) 33 Cal. 40 407, 15 Rptr
Cal.. 643, to SIKAOTPLO yla aKOpa Ul dopd apvnBnke va eMTpEPEL OTOUG EVAYOVTEG TNV
T(POOKOULON QMOSELKTIKWY OTOLXELWVY TIOU elXav "... TPOETOLUAOEL UTTEP TWV OKOTTWV, KATA TN
Slapkela, n ovupwva e ™ dtadikaocia e dtausoodaBnong..." akoua KL av dev SLEBeTav
AAAa péoa ylo anodelen wtkng onpoociag wyxuplopwy. Kat maA, to dikaothplo apvibnke
va dnuloupynoel pla Sikaotikn e€aipeon ywa «Bdotuouc Aoyoug (good cause)» oto
anoppnto NG Slapecoldpnong, onuelwvoviag OtL 8ev UTAPYEL Kavéva "mapdAoyo
anotéAeopa"” oto onpeio auto yla va anodeuxbel. (/d. at 15 Cal. Rptr. at 655-656.).

Ytnv unoBeon Fair v. Bakhtiari (2006) 40 Cal. 40 189, 51 Cal. Rptr. 3d 871, to Alkaotiplo
£KPLVE €K VEOU OTL TO amoppnto tn¢ SlapscoldPfnong avttiBetal otnv amodoxn &vog
pvnuoviou katoavonong (MoU), oes i mpoomdBsia amodeiewg NG ocupdwviag
SlevBétnong, eneldn dev mepleixe Tig "payikég Aé€elc”, omwe mpoPAEmetal oto Tunpa 1123
TOU KWK
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Jtnv unoBeaon Simmons v. Ghaderi (2008) 44 Cal. 40 570, 80 Cal. Rptr. 3d 83, To Alkaocthplo
KoL TTAAL epAPUOOE QAUOTNPA TNV apXN TOU ATOPPNTOU, AOPALVOUEVO OTL AKOUA KL OV N
gvayouoa emikaAéotnke n iSla 6oa oulntnBnkav otn Sldpkela TG Stapecolapnong, n
£€voTaon tTng va xpnotpomnotnBei n dtapecoAaBnon wg amoSelKTIKO UALKO TNV MOPAROVA TNG
6lkng (kal dekamévie pAveg Ueta tn SdlopecolaBnon) £ywve amodektry. O evayouevog Sev
NPE To andppnto tng SltapecoAdBnong mapd Hovo tnv napapovr tg Sikng.

TéAocg, otnv unoBeon Cassel v Superior Court (2011) 51 Cal. 40 113, 119 Cal. Rptr. 3d 437, 10
AlKOOTAPLO TAPNOE OUOTNPA TO amoppnto SlauecoAdfnong oe TMPAEN EMAYYEALOTIKAG
apéletag (6nAadn  voulkég atoaoBalieg) oamokAeiovtag AmMOSEIKTIKA OTOLXElLD TOU
TIPOEKUTITAV Mo TIG oUINTAOELS IOV EAafov Xwpa TOCO OTLG TAKTIKEC ouvedpieg peTafy
EVAYOVTA KOL OUVNYOPOU akPLBWE TPV amod tn dtapecoldaBnon, 600 Kol Katd tn Slapkela
™¢ StapecolaBnong: Tooo otav o StapecoAaBnTng NTAV MAPWY KoL OTav NTAV omwv. Onwg
KOL OTI( TIPONYOULEVEG TEPUITWOELS, TO avwTato OlKaoTtnplo emnavolauPavet....judicial
constructions, and judicially crafted exceptions, are permitted only where due process is
implicated, or where literal construction would produce absurd results, thus clearly violating
the Legislature's presumed intent. Otherwise, the mediation confidentiality statutes must be
applied in strict accordance with their plain terms. Where competing policy concerns are
present, it is for the Legislature to resolve them. (Simmons, supra,44 Cal.4th at 582-583;
Foxgate, supra, at 14-17.) (Id. at 124.)

To Edeteio tng KaAupopvia £xel emiong epapudosl pe auoTnpOTNTA TO AMOPPNTO TNG
SlopecoAaBnong. tnv unoBeon Eisendrath v Superior Court (2003) 109 Cal. App. 40 351,
134 Cal. Rptr.2d 716 €yLve xprion TOU AMOPPATOU, YLa va arokAeLoBel n enikAnon SnAwoswy
mou ¢Epovtal, OtL NTav acuuBifooteg pe ekelvec mou €ylvav Katd T SLOpKELA TNG
Slopecohapnong. Xtnv Doe 1 v Superior Court (2005) 132 Cal. App. 40 1160, 34 Cal. Rptr.
248, 3d sdoapupdoTnKe TO AMOPPNTO yla va amokAeloBel n xpnowomoinon ypomtwv
SnAwoswv mou amodeikvuav emayysApatiky apélela. 3tnv umoBeon Wimsatt v Superior
Court (2007) 152 Cal. App. 40 125, 61 200, Cal. Rptr. 3d To andéppnto tn¢ Stopecordpnaong
omékAeloe Tn xpron Eppecwy anodeifewv og vouLUn alwon emoyyeAUATIKAG OUEAELOC.

Mo mpoodata, otnv Amis v Greenberg Traurig, LLP, Court of Appeal, Second Appellate
District, Case No. B248447 (March 18, 2015), éywe emikAnon oT0 amopPPNTIO ylo va
omoKAELoBel akOUn KAl n XpAon EUUECNC 1 EMOYWYLKAG omddeléng o mpafn VOWLKAG
OHENELOG.

Qotooo, otnv unéBeon Lappe Superior Court of Los Angeles County (Murray Lappe, Real
Party In Interest) ( 2014), 232 Cal. App.4th 774, 181 Cal. Rptr. 3d. 510 to edeteio €kplve OtL
TO amoppnTo NG Stopecordpnong dev Ba anékAele Tn SnpocLomoinon XPNUATOOLKOVOULKWY
KOTAOTACEWV TIoU UTOBANBnKov Kotd tn Stdpkela SLOUeEcOAAPNONG OE LILO. OLKOYEVELOKNA
umoBeon, dedopévou OtL ta TpAMaTta 2100 kot evtelBev tou OtkoyevelokoU Kwdika tng
KaAwpopvia emifarlouv éva ave€dptnto, Slakpltd kabnkov mARpoug Kol akplBolg
omokaAUPewe OAWV TwV TIEPLOUCLAKWY OTOXEIWV Kal umoxpswoeswv (To Avwrtato
Awaotriplo KaAwpopviag apvrBnke avabewpnon). To HOVASIKO CUUMEPACUA TIOU UTTOPEL
va TipokUeL amd Ta mapandvw ivot 0tL, Ttouldylotov otnv Kahipopvia, To anoppnto tng
Slapecohdpnong edapuoletol Kol gpUNVEVETOL OO Ta SKOOTApLo O Peydalo Babuod
QUOTNPA KOL TIEPLOPLOTLKAL.

AAAeG NoAteieg Twv HMA


http://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=16498254940123072671&hl=en&as_sdt=2006
http://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=2822685127056251200&hl=en&as_sdt=2006
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Ye oxéon e TIC GAAeg MoAuteieg, KAOe MoAlTela €xeL pio 1) TIEPLOCOTEPEG SLOTAEELS TTOU
emBAAOUY TO amMOPPNTO TNG SlapecOAAPNONG, TEPLOCOTEPO N ALYOTEPO SLOGTOATIKAL.
(BAéme, California Law Review Commission Study, Relationship Between Mediation
Confidentiality and Attorney Malpractice and Other Misconduct--K-402, Memorandum 2014-
35 (August 28, 2014). Mo pla ektetopévn oulNTnon TO TOPAPTNHA  TIOU avadEpEL
TEPLOCOTEPA VOUOOETIKA Keipeva kaBwg kaltto Memorandum 2014-24 (June 6, 2014), mou
avadEpetal otov Eviaio Nopo vywa tn AwapecoAdaPBnon (Uniform Mediation Act)
uloBetnuévo oe 11 MoAuteieg kat tnv nepidépeta TG Kohovpmia. AMa keipeva eetalouv
TLG VOUOBETIKEG SLOTALELG TeEpl AIMOPPNTOU TWV UTTOAOLWYV MOALTELWV.

OpoonovsLakoi vopoL Kot vopoAoyia

To 1988, to Koykpéoo ef£bwoe tov NOpo ywa tnv evalhaktiky emiluon Sladopwv,
ETUTPEMOVTAG TN dlattnoia o OHooTIOVOLAKEG UTIODECELG KOIL OTN CUVEXELQ TOV TPOTIOTOLNOE
oto 1998 yia va cupTtEPAGPEL YeVIKA TIC Sladikaoieg evaAAaKTIKAG enihuong dtadopwv. 28
USC §§ 651-658 (2012). (Public Law 105-315, 112 Stat 2993 (30 October, 1998).) To TuAuQ
652(d) ouykekpluéva opilet ot “.. each district court shall, by local rule, provide for
confidentiality of the alternative dispute resolution processes and to prohibit disclosure of
confidential dispute resolution communications.”)

Ma tnv emiteuén aUToU TOU OTOXOU, TA OLOOTIOVOLAKA SIKOOTNPLO £XOUV ULOBETHOEL TOUG
TOTIKOUG KOVOVLOUOUG, emBAaAAovTag To amoppnto tng dtapecolanonc. MNa mapddeyua,
to United States District Court for the Central District of California 8¢omnioe to Local Rule 16-
15 kaBopilovtag tnv moAttikr Tou Awaotnpiou og Bépata cUUPLBACHOU Kol EVOANAKTIKWY
TPonwv emiduong Swadopwv. O ev Aoyw  kavovag 16-15,8 mpoPAémel OtL OAeg ol
Slapecohafroelg mou Siegayovtal amo  SiapecolaPntn eival amoppnteg. O oplopdg
"anoppnteg mAnpopopieg” ival o caodng, av OxL eupuTEPOC amd autov TG KaAlpopviag.
O oplopdg meplthapPavel OxL povo kaBe yparmtn Kol mpodopLkn emkowwvia ou Aappavet
xwpa “..for the purpose of, in the course of or pursuant to the mediation deemed
confidential information”, aA\@, eTunA€ov “... anything that happened or was said relating to
the subject matter of the case in mediation, any position taken, and any view of the merits of
the case expressed by any participant in connection with any mediation (paragraph 9 of the
Court’s General Order 11-10 (August 15, 2011). Similarly, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals
mandates mediation confidentiality in its Circuit Rule 33-1.)

J€ QUTEC TIC TIEPUTTWOELG €vag Slkaotng Emapylakol Awkaotnplou twv HMA pmopel va
edapUOOCEL TIOALITELAKO VOO OXETIKA HE TO amOPPNTO TNG SlapecoAdafnong cupdpwva Ue
Toug opoomovdlakolg Kavoveg tou ipoBAEnovtal oto Federal Rules of Evidence Rule 501, o
omolog, ev pépel, mpoPAEmeL OTL To TOALTELOKO Sikalo mepl mpovouiwv ebapudletal “..in
civil actions and proceedings, with respect to an element of a claim or defence as to which
State law supplies the rule of decision.» Agite, yla mopadetypo tnv adnpoocisutn anodoon
Benesch v Green, 2009 WL 4885215 Case No. C-07-3784 EDL (N.D. Cal., Dec 17,2009), otnv
ormola 0 emop)lokOC Alkaotrg emikaAsital € oAokArjpou Tov VOUO Kol Tn Vopoloyio tng
KaAwdpopvia otnv amddpaor oXETIKA LE TO andppnto tng Stapecohdapnong.

QoT000, OTIC TEPUTTWOELS OTI( OMoleg yivetal emikAnon tou INTAUATOG - €PWTNUA TNG
Opoomovdlakng apupodlotntag tou Aikaotnpiou (28 HMA C. §1331(2012)) (ue i xwpig
TIOALTELOKEG O€LWOELG) N Omou To Bfpa eival SLadlkaoTiko, TOTE £va OLOCTIOVOLOKO
Slkaothplo pmopel i 6ev pmnopet va epappooel Eva mpovoplo SlapecoAdafnong Tou kowvou
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Swaiou. Xtnv Babasa v LensCrafters Inc.,, 498 F.3d 972 (9th Cir. 2007), to &wkaotriplo
ayvonoe To andppnto o€ neplintwaon anodaong nept appodlotntag.

Evtoutolg, otnv unoBeon Wilcox et al v Arpaio et al, 753 F.. 3d 872 (9th Cir. 2014), to 9°
neplpepelakd Edeteio avayvwploe OTL OHOOTOVELAKOG VOUOC ylO TO TIPOVOWULO TOU
amoppntou TN SlapecoAdfnong umapxel, aAAa mopekapde tnv edpapuoyn Tou, UE TO
EMIXElpNUa OTL Ta Hé€PN TO Mapapéploav Kabwg kat ot SUo MAeupEG uTtootnpLéav Lovo tnv
edapuoyr Tou MPOVOUIoU TNG SLapeSOAABNONG TWV VOUWY TNG ApL{ova Kol SEV TIOPEMEUTTE
o€ autd to Tpovoplo eBkol Sikaiov. Mepawtépw, to 9° edeteio onueiwoe 61, doov
adopd oto mponyoupevo IATNUa, Ta Sl amodeIKTIKA oTolyeia oxetilovtal UE TOUG
LOXUPLOHOUG eMLOTNPL{OUEVOUG TOOO OTOV OLOCTIOVOLOKO OC0 KOL TOV TIOALTELAKO VOUO. Qg
£K TOUTOU, O OMOOTIOVSLOKOG VOUOG ylo TO amoppnto Tng SlapecoAdfnong Kot OxL yla o
TIOALTELOKOG, Ba eival epapUooTEOC.

Ertl Tou mopdvrog ekkpepel oto 9° Edeteilo pia dAAN untOBeon OXETIKA UE TO AmdPPNTO TNC
Stapeoohapnong. Itnv umoBeon Pamela Milhouse v Travelers Commercial Insurance
Company, 982 F.Supp 2d 1088 (C.D. Cal 2013), oL evayovteg HAvucoV Tov o.opaAloTth TOUG
yla rapafiaon tTng cUUBAONG KAl YLO KAKOTILOTN cupnepldopd, AOyw TNG EMLKAAOULEVNC
KaBuoTEPNONG OTNV MANPWHN TWV EVOYOVTWVY YLa TNV OALKH QITWAELX TOU OTUTIOU TOUC KOl
TOU TIEPLEXOEVOU TOU TIOU TIPOKANBNKaV amo nupkayld. Mpv amo thv Katdbeon tTng aywyng
oTo SIKOOTNPLO TNG TIOALTElOC, Ta HEPN OUMMETElYav ot SlapecoldPfnon. To Béua dev
SleuBetnBnKke. OL EVAYOVTEG AOKNOOV QYWY EVWIILOV TOU TIOALTELAKOU SLlKaoTnpilou Kal ot
gvayopevol petédepav tnv unoBeon oto opoomovdlako Sikaotiplo. Katd tn SldpKela tng
6ikng, o S1kaoTNG Tou aohaALOTH) PWTNOE TOUG LAPTUPEC OXETLKA LE TO TL €ixe ocLUUPEL KoTd
™ Sudpkela tng Stapecoldapnoncg. To dikaotiplo emétpee va elcoxBolv amodSelKTIKA
otolyeia. EmikadoUpevol emlnpLlo opaipa, oL evayovteg KatéBeoav €votaon yla véa 8ikn.
Ytn Slataén Tou AmopPINTEL TO aitnpa Twv evayoviwy, o Slkaotng tou Npwtodikeiou
anedavoOn tOco OTL 0 SIKNYOPOC TWV EVAYOVTWY £lXe APEL TO AMOPPNTO Kal, OKOUA KL oV
outo Sev eixe apbei, n apxn tou "due process" amaitnos va enitpansi otov achaiiotr va
TapéxeL otolyeia mou Ba amodeikvuayv OtL §gv EVipynoe KOKOTILOTA.

‘Etol, 1o Sikaothplo "koataokevaos" plo e€oipeon tou amoppnTtou tng SlapecolaBnong,
Baowopuevo otnv apxr Tou «due process».

O evayovteg doknoav £beon n omnola ival og EKKpeUOTNTA.
Zupdwvia THPNONG anopprTou

Mépav Twv avwTépw, Ta Hépn cuvnBwe urtoypadouv clpBacn THPNONCS TOU AMOPPHTOU TNG
SlopecoAdpnong, cupdwvwvtag otL 6ha 6ca avtalldooovtol mPodoplkd | ypamtd otn
Sladikaoia tng SlapecoldPnong Ba MapAUEIVOUV EUMLOTEUTIKA.

MeAétn tou KaBnynti Coben

‘Etol, pe BAaon tn VOUOBETIKN, VOLOAOYLOKNA KOl CUMBATIKN Tipootacia, ol Stapecolapnoelg
Ba mpémel va eival anoppntes. Qotdéco, pla HeAETn tov James R. Coben, KaBnyntn kot
vPnAoBabuo etaipo Ttou Kévtpou Emiduong Aladopwv oto Noulkp ZXOAr Tou
Maveruotnuiov Hamline ,oxetikd@ pe TG OWKOOTIKEG UTOBEoel;  Tou adopoloav o€
Slapecohapnon, Seixvel akplpwg to avtiBeto. Tooo oto Mpoodato SLASIKTUOKO GEULVAPLO



A

EAAHNIKO KENTPO ATAMEXOAABHXHZEYE & ATAITHXEIAX

mou xpnuatodotnBnke amod to Tunua Emiluong Atadopwv tou American Bar Association,
000 Kal ot éva apBpo tou, o kaBnyntric Coben amodelkvUel OTL OPKETA GUXVA OL
SlapecONaPAOEL ATIOTEAECAV TO QVTIKE(UEVO QAKPOAOEWV OTO SIKOOTNPLO KoL OTL TO
anoppnto ayvonOnke ( BAéme,ABA Section of Dispute Resolution , The Ethics of Mediator
Testimony: Tales from Recent Federal and State Case Law by James R. Coben, Professor and
Senior Fellow, Dispute Resolution Institute, Hamline University ( September 2014 webinar);
Coben, James R. and Thompson, Peter N., Mediation Litigation Trends: 1999-2007, 1 World
Arbitration and Mediation Review 396 (No. 3) ( 2007).)

O KaBnyntrg Coben Siamioctwoe 0tL Xpdvo e ToV XpOvo, OAO Kol TEPLOCOTEPEG UTIOBECELG
adopouv ot Stapecorapnoelg. Na moapadetypa, to 2002 vnipxav povo 301 MePUTTWOELG: TO
2006 o apBuoc autog eixe umepdutdaociaotel — 677 unoBéoslg. To 2013, umnpyav 802
TIEPUTTWOELC.

Tnv (8la otyun, n Tdon NTav n Lelwaon Twv MOAITELOKWY SLKAOTIKWY UTIOBEdEwWV Kal avénaon
TwV UTIOBE€0eWV oTo opoomovdlako dikaotriplo. To 2003, amnod tig 335 nepUTTWOoELg, 87 amo
OUTEG 1 TO 26% TWV TIEPUTTWOEWV HTAV EVWTILOV opooTiovdlakol Sikaotr, evw 248 1 73%
EKKPEUOUOAV O TOAITELOKO Olkaotr. Aéka xpovia apyotepa, to 2013, amd tg 802
uTtoB€oelg, ol 444 1) 55% Twv MEPUTTWOEWV UTNXBNCAV GTO OUOCTIOVOLAKO SLKAOTHPLO EVW
358 1 45% KaTtateBnKaV o€ TTOALTELOKA SLKaoTHPLA.

Mowa Ntav ta B£pata mou Biyovtav o aUTEG TIC utoBEaoelg; Ao T 735 unoBEoelg Ttou
katatednkav to 2012, 272 amnod autég 1 to 37 % adopouoe TNV epappoyn TG cURPwWVIAG
mou TmpoékuPe amo T SiapecoAdfnon, 103 meputtwoelg /| to 14 % apolféc Ttou
EUMAEKOUEVOU SlapecoAafntrh, 66 meputtwoelg N t0 9 % adopolvos to amoppnto, 37
TIEPUTTWOELG N TO 5 % adopoloe KUPWOELG Kal 22 TIEPUTTWOELS } TO 3% adopoloe T
Seovtohoyia. Kat AL, to 2013, 10 9 % 1) 73 mepuUTTWOoELS adopouaav To andppnTo.

IXETIKA HE TO QMOPPNTO KoL WOvVOo, MeTaty Ttou 1999 kal tou 2005 eswonxbnoav 601
TIEPUTTWOELG, OTLG OTOLEG TMPoodEPBNKAV WG AMOSEIKTIKA oTolxela 6oa culntiOnkav otn
Stadkaoia tng SlapecoAdpnonc. Eival davepd OtL n 16Ea Tou amopprToU N TOU MPOVOUioU
™G Stapecolapnong Sev eixe tebel o€ 462 €€ autwv 1) 0 MOCOOTO 76%)!

Katd tnv ibla xpovikn mepiodo, oe 125 mepumtwoelg, o Siapecolopntig katébeoe wg
Maptupag, Kol o€ 85 amd auTEG | O0To 68% autwv, N €vvola Tou Tpovopiou Sev eixe kav
Tebel.

To B€ua tn¢ paptupiag tou Stopecorapnth mepthappave:

® TN CUMKETOXN KL ELBIKOTEPQ, TO {NTNHA TIOLOG EKOVE TN SLATIPAYUATEUCH, TOUG OPOUG TNG
ocupdwviag emiluong tng Stadopdg, TNV PUXLKN KAl CWUATIKA LYEia TwV LEPWVY,

® TOUG AOYOUG yLa Toug omoioug 6ev emetel)On enihuon tng Stadopdag,

® TOLOG OUVETOEE TN oupdwvio, opoloyieg /Kot SNAWOELS TOU €ywvav avtiBeta pe ta
OUUDEPOVTO TWV LEPWY,

® TO TEPLEXOMEVO TwV oulntnoswv, cuumepAappovopévwy avtaAlayEviwy eyypadwy,
SlKNYopLKWVY apoLBwy, eyyurnoswy, amoTipunoswy Kat eéovaotag AP ewg anodpaocswv, Kal
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® 600V 0PopA TIC CUANOYLKEG QYWYEC, TNV TOLOTNTA TWV SLOMPAYUATEVCEWY €€ OVOUOTOG
TWV HEAWV KaL TNV TOLOTNTA TWV SLEUBETHOEWV.

Me Alya Aoywa, oxedov kabe Bépa mou pmopel va mpoékuPe katd Tn SlApKeld TNG
Slopecoldpnong anoteAoVUoe TEPLEXOLEVO €VOPKNG KATdBeong oto Sikaothplo!

EruutAéov, o kaBnyntrg Coben Slamiotwoe 6TL 660 amAoUoTeEPO ATAV TO VOUOBETIKO MAaiato,
TO0O TeploooTepeC Ntav ol 8ikeg. To TuApa 1119 tou Kwdika mepi amodeifewv tng
KaAubopvia €xel 163 Aé€elgc kalL to TUAUa 1122 £xel 176. To 2003, amd T GUVOALKEG
umoB£oelg OAwv Twv edeteiwv Twv HMA OYeTKA Ue To {ATNUO TOU OmoppnToU, To 27%
QUTWV ekkpepovoayv otnv KaAidpopvia. To 2009 to mocoato nrav 63%.

AvtiBeta, Alyotepo amd 20 UTIOBECELS OXETIKA e TO {ATNUA TOU AmOoPPNTOU KOTATEBNKAV
oTLG évteka MoAuteieg kal tnv mepldépela tng KoAoLumia omou epoppdletal to Uniform
Mediation Act (mepimou 7500 Aé€eLg).

H g8k nepintwon twv “class actions”

O touéag, otov omolo To amoppnto TS SlapecoAdfnong daivetol vo ayvoeital apKeTa,
gival ot Stakavoviopol oto mAaiolo cuAAoyLkig aywyng. Kabwe autol ouxva katatiBevral
oupdwva pe to «diversity jurisdiction» Tou opoomovSiakou dikaotnpiou (28 HMA C. §1332
(2012)), ocvpudwva pe Toug opooTIOVOLAKOUG KOVOVEG TOU amodelktikou kwdika (Evidence
Rule 501) mpémnel va woxVel To ToAttelako dikato. (BA., Class Action Fairness Act of 2005, 28
USC §§1711-1715 (2012) (Public Law 109-2, 119 Stat 5 (Feb 18, 2005).)

Ot SlopecoAaPnTéG apKeTd ouxva umoBdarlouv uTeUBUVEG SNAWOELG TTIOU TILOTOTOLOUV TNV
moloTNTa TNG Stadikaciag Slampayudteuong Kal tnv apepoAnia tng cupdwviag. Ie TOANEG
TIEPUTTWOELG TO OLLOCTIOVOLOKA KOl TIOALTELOKA SIKAOTAPLO £XOUV ETUKAAEDTEL TNV UTIOANYN
Tou SlapecohaBnth wg otoweio otL n Sladkacia Siapecolafnong ntav dikain kot Sgv
CUMMEPAAUBOVE amdTn 1 cupAlyvia, oyvowvTag TIC AVILPPNOEL OTIOLOUSNTIOTE HEPOUG
nou &ev Atav mapdv katd tn StapecoAdfnon. MNa mapadewypa, to 2013 umnpxav 83
UToB£0elg  SLAKAVOVIOUOU OUANOYIKAG aywyng, OTLS omole¢ n OUMUETOX TOU
StapecoAafntn, av oxL n uneBuvn dnAwaon Tou untoPAnNBnKe oto SlkaoTthpLlo, Enalée poAo
oto Awkootnplo ya va arodpavOel otL n Stampayudtevon £ylve eni (ool 6polg Kal nrTav
Bspitn.

O KaBnyntg Coben avadépel tpio mapadelypota umoBEcewv TOU €KOLKAOTNKOV OF
neplpepelaka Sikaotnpla tng KaAwbpopvia, HMA, to 2013:

1. Ztnv unéGson MRV Communications Inc Derivative Litig., No. cv-08-03800 GAF (MANX)
TIOU €KSLKAOTNKE OTO KEVIPLKO Sikaothplo tng KaAlpopvia otig 6 louviou, 2013, n 6nAwon
Tou Stapecohafnt avadépbnke otnv €ykplon tng cupdwviag otn oedida 11 tou mepl
eykploewg Sikaotikwv €§68wv, To Mpwtodikeio avadépel: «...And the mediator in the case
concurs, urging that ‘the separately negotiated attorneys’ fees and expenses agreement was
negotiated in good faith and is fair and reasonable and within the range of fees paid in
similar shareholder-derivative cases.»

2. Itnv undBeon Johansson-Dohrmann v CBR Systems, Inc, 12 cv-1115-MMA (S.D. Cal. July
24, 2013) napatebnke Eava n dSnAwon evog dlapecolantr oe apketd SladopeTIKA onpeia
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otnv €ykplon tou dlakavoviopou-...the settlement is . . . fair and reasonable to all parties
and provides significant benefits to the Settlement Class. (Page 8 of Order) and it was clear
from the briefs and the discussions during the mediation that the parties and their counsel
had a thorough understanding of the facts and law as well as the risks and uncertainties
pertaining to the litigation. (Page 10 of Order)

3. ¥tn unoBeon Moore v. Verizon Communications, Inc. No. c-09-1823 SBA (N.D. Cal. August
28, 2013) onuelwvetal otL 0 dtapecoraBntng ouvéotnoe "avemidpuAokta" Tov SLAKAVOVIOUO
(zeAiba 15 tn¢ Alatagewd.) e auth tn MePUTTwon, o dtapeaohafntng urtEBale pLa dSnAwon
6€ka oeAidwv uTEp TOU SLakavVOVIGHOU.

Elval afloonpUelwTo OTL 08 QUTEC TLG TIEPUTTWOELG KOVEVACS ATIO TOUG SIkaoTeg dev oultnoe
TIPOYHOTIKA TO OKEMTIKO TIlow armod tnv emikAnon tng dnAwong tou Stapecohafnth. AmAwg
gvipynoav pe PBaocn Ot o SopecoAaBntAg ATav E£UMELPOC, LKAVOCG, OVEEAPTNTOG,
avayvwpLlopEvog o €0VIKO emimedo, oeBaoTtog, SLOKEKPLUEVOG, €lXe TANPN yvwaon Tou
OXETLKOU VOUOU Kol GAAa TETola cupmepdopata. Ev oAiyolg, ol StapecolaBntég Artav kohotl
avBpwroL Kot auto NTav mou ixe onpaoia.

Evw autég ol umoBéoelg Seixvouv va adopolv tnv opbBotnTa TOoU SLAKOVOVIGUOU TNG
ouMoyikng aywyng (class action), dev daivetal va umapyel Katl ot Statalelg mepl
amopPPNTOU TN SlapecoAdBnonG MOV va ETILTPETEL pLa TETOl e€aipeon. Kal evw ta pépn
UTTOPEL val £X0UV ApPEL TO AmOPPNTO, TIOAAEC aTO TIC OXETIKEG SLATALELG ammalTtoUV L pNTh
napaitnon ypomtwes: OXL La UTIOVOOULEVN Ttapaitnon 1 amAd ayvoncon tou Bépatog ev
OUVOAW, Onwg daivetal va €xel oupPel edw. (BA., California Evidence Code sections 1118
and 1122)

Tupnépaocpata

Onwc 6Aa ta mpaypata otn {wr, 0TV TMPOKELTAL yla TO amoppnto tne StapecoAaBnong, n
Bswpla kal n mPAEn HeplkéC ¢dopéc amokAivouv. Evw To VOUOBETIKA ocwpaTta Kol Ta
Sikaotnpla otic HMA katéotnoav cadEg OTL To amoppnto tng SlapscolAdBnong MpEMeL va
elval oefaocto kot va emiPAndel, oe omoladnmote mePIMTWON, QUTOC O KAVOVAC TOU
amoppnTou /KoL TOu amapadékTou TNG UMOPBOANG AmOSELKTIKOU OTolxelou pmopel va
miepldpoveital 1, akOUo Kot v NV TOetal Kav. AUTO UMopel va cUpBel akoun Kot av ta
puépn €xouv uToypaPel pla cupdwvia amoppnTou TNC SlapecoldBnong. Is auth TN
neplntwon, eniong, Kal To PEPN Kal TO SLKAOTPLO UIMOPOUV VOl TNV ayVOCOoUV.

‘Etol, evw otn Bewpia ot dtapecohaBriosig opeilouv va elval anodppnteg, otnv mpPagn, to
pépn Oa mpémel va eival MpooskTikd. To "amdppnto” unopsi kat va unv tnpnOsi. Avtibeta

pe otL oupPaivel oto Las Vegas, «it just may not stay there”.

ITnyn: http://www.mediate.com/articles/PollackConfidential.cfm
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