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Abstract

This study dealt in showing the judicial control role on the national
arbitration award according to the Jordanian Arbitration Law No. (31) for
the year 2001, as amended by the Law No. (16) for the year 2018. The
researcher studied the judicial control forms on arbitration award, those
prior to delivering the arbitration award which namely are forming the
arbitration panel and the procedures, emerging post to delivering the
arbitration award, on which the arbitration award was built, represented in
granting the award the enforcement form and the judicial entity concerned
in the same. The significance of this study emerges out from the expansion
of the commercial transactions and the individuals and commercial
companies trend to insert and include the arbitration clause in the contracts

and dealings.

The problematic of this study is to make conciliation between two
contradicting concepts, the first the arbitration nature as a system special
for resolving disputes, which aims to speed up the dispute determination,
and the second: maintaining the basic principles and concepts related to the

general order in the state, establishing justice and enforcing the law. So,



and whereas protecting these concepts falls within the judiciary duties, it is
not acceptable to recruit judges as executive tool for awards entered from
other entity without verifying such awards which do not violate the general

order.

The researcher used the descriptive analytical approach to analyze the legal
provision, judicial discretions and jurists’ opinion as well the comparison
approach for the purposes of enriching the study through showing the
points of view of other laws, where the researcher reached several
conclusions and recommendations, most significant of which is that the
legislator went to reduce the judicial control volume through cancellation
one of the trial levels, when filing a motion to give the arbitration award the
enforcement form or filing a motion for voiding the arbitration award,
where the court of appeal role has been cancelled as the case was in the
Jordanian Arbitration Law No. (31) for the year 2001, prior to amendment
by the mended Arbitration Law No. (16) for the year 2018 based on which

such motion is directly filed to the Court of Cassation.



