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Abstract

This study examines the impact of reasoning on arbitration awards in
Jordanian law, with a comparative analysis of Egyptian law. The researcher
employed both analytical and comparative methodologies, analyzing
Jordanian legislation and relevant laws, as well as agreements related to the
study's topic. The comparative method was used to draw conclusions by
comparing Jordanian legislation with its counterparts.

The study's key findings emphasize the right of the disputing parties
and the court to verify the arbitrator's thorough consideration and
comprehensive understanding of the case, ensuring that the arbitrator has
fully reviewed all evidence and documents before issuing the award.

Based on these findings, the study made several recommendations,
the most important of which is the proposal to amend the Arbitration Law
by adding a provision that allows for the review of arbitration awards in
specific cases. It also suggests permitting third-party objections, with clear
criteria and a set timeframe for such actions.
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