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Abstract

A certain limit of judicial review of arbitral awards is accepted in national
legal systems and international instruments. The main and universally
agreed grounds for reviewing arbitral awards include procedural and
jurisdictional integrity and public policy considerations. However, some
legal systems review the application of governing law to prevent egregious
errors of law by arbitrators. Such a ground for reviewing arbitral awards,
because of connection to the substantial aspect of arbitral awards is
contentious and subject to conflicting views. The doctrine of manifest
disregard of law in U.S. law, with specific criteria, provides an exceptional
ground for reviewing arbitral awards from the perspective of complying
with and correct application of governing law. In this research, with study
of the concept and criteria and evaluating usefulness of this doctrine, it
reveals that reviewing arbitral awards for complying with governing law at
a minimum level with specific and narrow criteria can enhance
predictability and rule of law in arbitration and at the same time preserve
finality and minimal intervention of courts in arbitration. The
aforementioned doctrine and the criteria of its application in U.S. law can
be useful in interpretation or amendment of Iranian arbitration regulations
in connection with such a ground for reviewing arbitral awards, and
especially the first paragraph of Article 489 of Iranian Civil Procedure
Code.
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