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1.0 Introduction 

The topic of court-arbitration interface broadly deals with the matter of 
resort to judicial remedies by parties bound under a.'1 arbitration agreement. As 
was aptly stated by one court: 

Arbitration is not a separate proceeding independent of the courts, as was 
sometimes thought. The courts are brigaded with the arbitral tribunal in proceed­
ings to . compel arbitration, or stay judicial trials, proceedings to· eaforce or quash 
subpoep.as issued by arbitrators and proceedings to enforce or set ·aside arbitral 
awards. 

Bigge Crane and Rigging Co. v. Docutel Corp., 371 F. Supp. 240,246 (E.D.N.Y. 
1973). 

The court mentioned examples of established court-arbitration interface 
and went on to allow discovery procedure in aid of arbitration, a practice there­
tofore not accepted. 

* L.L.B. 1983, Ati:meo College of Law. 
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