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Reflective Journal LSAS 2026

First and last name: 			_____________________________
Date of submission:			 _____________________________
Number of words of this document: 	_____________________________
Aims of the reflective journal
· The reflective journal will help you to understand and remember key issues and will provide you with an opportunity to record your evolving understanding and ideas about the various topic covered during the London Summer Arbitration School.
· The journal will be assessed to make sure it demonstrates substantive reflective comments on the topics covered, with an analysis and evaluation of the respective concepts. There will be no grade for the journal, just pass or fail (for the students enrolled at the University of Basel and earning ECTS-credits, the reflective journal will be graded).
· The submission of a reflective journal that respects the instructions set out below is a prerequisite for being awarded the Certificate of Completion of the London Summer Arbitration School on Friday, 20 June 2025.
Instructions
· You can skip up to 3 questions out of the 33 questions listed in this template (either one entire class or questions from different classes); flag the skipped questions with “skipped”.
· Your response to each question listed below must be 150 words long (+/- 10 words is fine). 
· The submitted document must not exceed 6860 words and not fall below 5780 words (the 1584 words of the template are included in the minimum/maximum); this is a strict requirement! 
· Please do not include references or footnotes; your answers should summarize your ideas and thoughts that you draw from the readings, classes and discussions.
· Your answers must reflect the content of the classes, that is, the presentations, slides and assigned readings. Answers that are too generic and not related to the content of the class – for example, because they were generated by relying on AI tools – are not taken into account.
· Please use this template for the reflective journal and indicate your name, the date of submission and the total word count above.
· Please submit the journal on Thursday, 19 June 2025, at 17h30 BST following the instructions on the learning platform: link (tab “Reflective Journal”). We do not send confirmation e-mails to acknowledge submission of your reflective journal, but you will be notified shortly after the submission deadline if we have not received your journal.
· Late submissions will not be considered.

Class 1: Conceptual Foundations of Arbitration
1. What are the three most significant new insights you have gained about arbitration during this class?
2. Based on the assigned reading by Prof. Kryvoi, how do partial and total challenges to the jurisdiction of arbitration tribunals differ?
3. Referring to the assigned reading and the lecture, what are the main challenges to the effectiveness of arbitration as a dispute resolution mechanism? Are there any other challenges you can identify?
Class 2: Maritime Arbitration
1. What factors make maritime arbitration distinctive?
2. How is an ad hoc London maritime arbitration commenced and how might the LMAA (London Maritime Arbitrators Association) Terms be introduced to govern the procedure?
3. Does maritime arbitration have an image problem?
Class 3: Arbitration Clauses Drafting Workshop
1. What are the mandatory elements of an enforceable arbitration clause and what elements are good practice?
2. What law governs the arbitration agreement? 
3. In a clause negotiation scenario, would you recommend compromising on the governing law of an agreement or the seat of arbitration?
Class 4: Evidence in International Arbitration
1. What are the differences in evidentiary procedure in court in your home jurisdiction and in international arbitration?
2. What is the difference between the burden and standard of proof?
3. What law applies to evidence and evidentiary procedure in international arbitration?
Class 5: Commodities Arbitration
1. In your opinion, why is GAFTA arbitration more advantageous than going to court?
2. Does a party have to be a GAFTA member to arbitrate before GAFTA?
3. What are the advantages and disadvantages of trade arbitration?
Class 6: Inter-State Arbitration
1. Has there always been an obligation to settle interstate disputes peacefully, for example through arbitration? What contributions did the 1899/1907 Hague Conventions on the Pacific Settlement of International Disputes make to arbitration as a dispute settlement means?
2. What are the main differences between the diplomatic-political and judicial-legal means of settling interstate disputes? And, with regard to the judicial-legal means, what are the differences between arbitration and international courts/tribunals?
3. Discuss the following statement, using a real-life example: “The various means of peaceful settlement of disputes mentioned in Article 33 UN Charter are not mutually exclusive. Rather, states may rely on more than one method consecutively or in parallel in a given dispute, and there may be factual or legal linkages between these various means of dispute settlement.”
Class 7: Institutional and Ad Hoc Commercial Arbitration
1. In your opinion is either mode of arbitration—institutional or ad hoc—preferable and why?
2. Do you agree that arbitrations under the UNCITRAL Rules are truly ad hoc? What if they are administered by the Permanent Court of Arbitration?
3. Do you believe that there should be any practical significance to the distinction between ad hoc and institutional arbitration, such as improved enforceability of awards from reputable institutions?
Class 8: Construction Arbitration
4. What are the specific features of construction disputes that call for specific solutions?
5. What are the various methods of dispute resolution in construction and how do they relate to arbitration?
6. Arbitration is an expensive, inefficient and opaque dispute resolution method for construction disputes. Specialist construction courts would be a much better forum for the resolution of such disputes. Comment!


Class 9: Arbitration in the Digital Economy
1. Identify and explain three features of the UKJT Digital Dispute Resolution Rules that are specifically designed for disputes involving digital assets, smart contracts or DLT. In your answer, refer to the Rules’ approach to speed, tribunal powers, anonymity, seat or incorporation.
2. Do the UKJT Digital Dispute Resolution Rules represent a genuine transformation of arbitration, or are they traditional arbitration with technological additions? Discuss with reference to on-chain enforcement, tribunal powers over digital assets, and the continuing role of English law and the seat of arbitration.
3. Imagine you are advising a start-up launching a blockchain-based platform. Would you recommend incorporating the UKJT Digital Dispute Resolution Rules into its user terms or smart-contract architecture? Explain your answer by weighing speed, enforceability, technical expertise, consumer protection, fairness and reputational risk.
Class 10: AI and Technology Workshop
1. Generative AI tools may be used in international arbitration for a wide range of purposes, including legal research, drafting submissions, reviewing and organising documentary evidence, preparing bundles and chronologies, analysing factual patterns or damages models, preparing witness examinations, and conducting preliminary merits or procedural assessments. To what extent should the legal, procedural and ethical assessment of AI use depend on the specific task being performed? In your answer, identify and compare at least three different uses of AI in arbitration and explain why certain uses may raise greater concerns, and on what basis. In particular, consider whether different risks arise where AI is used merely to assist administrative tasks, to generate substantive legal analysis, or to assess the strength of legal or factual arguments. Please provide concrete examples where appropriate.
2. Consider the following scenario in an international arbitration case:
(a) counsel uses generative AI to draft substantial portions of written submissions and test legal arguments;
(b) a tribunal secretary uses AI tools to summarise witness testimony and organise evidentiary materials; and
(c) an arbitrator uses AI to test the coherence of draft reasoning, identify inconsistencies in a draft award, or explore alternative formulations of the tribunal’s analysis.
Should any of these uses of AI be disclosed to the parties? If so, which uses should be disclosed, by whom, at what stage of the proceedings, and to what extent In answering, consider whether the position should differ depending on whether AI is used merely as an administrative or research aid, whether it influences substantive legal or factual analysis, or whether it risks amounting to a delegation of professional or adjudicative judgment. Would your answer differ depending on whether the user is counsel, a tribunal secretary or an arbitrator? Why?
3. You are acting either as counsel in a high-value international arbitration case involving extensive confidential materials and time constraints, or as an arbitrator managing a complex evidentiary record. AI tools could significantly improve efficiency in reviewing evidence, preparing chronologies and summaries, conducting legal research, drafting orders, identifying inconsistencies in factual or legal arguments, and testing strategic or procedural approaches. At the same time, recent cases have demonstrated that AI-generated legal analysis may appear convincing even where it contains serious errors, fabricated authorities or incorrect legal propositions, particularly where users rely on AI outputs without independently verifying primary sources. How would you determine which tasks may appropriately be assisted by AI, which tasks should remain subject to human judgment, and what safeguards, verification measures or disclosure obligations should apply before relying on AI-generated or AI-assisted work product in the proceedings? In your answer, reflect on whether different standards should apply to junior and senior lawyers, counsel, tribunal secretaries and arbitrators, and explain why.

Class 11: Arbitration from Institutional Perspective (LCIA)
1. What available procedures in the LCIA Rules 2020, in your opinion, greatly contribute to procedural efficiency?
2. Under the LCIA Rules 2020, in what circumstances the LCIA Court may order consolidation of multiple arbitrations?
3. Why LCIA arbitration may be considered more costs effective, as revealed in its Costs and Duration Analysis, in arbitrations involving relatively large amount in dispute?
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Arbitration Lab is a Swiss-British initiative to advance innovative 
ideas and practical knowledge of international arbitration.
