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This project focuses on res ﬂudicata (the binding power) of arbitration
awards as England and Wales holds an unique system which allows parties to appeal to a judicial
court when he/she has a question on the interpretation of the law towards the arbitration awards,
while in Japan no appeal is allowed once an arbitration award is made. There seems to be a slight
difference between res judicata of an arbitration award in England and Wale and the one in Japan.

As the result of my research, a commentary on the Tokyo High Court®s August 1, 2008 decision
(Hanrei Jihou No.2452 [Review No.739]) and an academic thesis “ Application of Substantive Law in
Arbitral Awards and the Appeal System to the National Court: regarding Article 69 of the UK
Arbitration Act 1996” (Surugadai Horigaku 36(1), pp.111-180) was published.
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