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Should the Setting Aside of the Arbitral Award be Abolished?
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VI. CONCLUSION

I come to my conclusion. The title of this article is: Should the setting aside of an
arbitral award be abolished? The issues of double control and potential conflicting
decisions are troubling, but their impact is limited to a few cases. The issue of
setting aside on parochial grounds is, in my view, not a reason, even if an
occasional setting aside on such a ground is unsatisfactory. It is the issue of last say
that gives the decisive answer. Practice votes with its feet by wishing to retain the
possibility that the court of the country of origin exercises primary jurisdiction
over the award in setting aside proceedings with universal effect.
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