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Abstract; This article holds the view that the validity of the
multi-tiered dispute resolution clauses should be interpreted term by term
and shall be submitted to the discretion of the arbitration tribunal rather
than the court. In the case of the parties raise to mediation, the arbitra-

tion traibunal may suspend the arbitration proceedings, but if such medi-
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ation fails, the arbitration tribunal shall proceed the trial. China should
improve the application of the multi-tiered dispute resolution clauses in
terms of the design of the legal systems and the provisions of the model
clauses.

Key words: multi-tiered dispute resolution clause ; implementation
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@ See Michael Pryles, Muti-Tiered Dispute Resolution Clauses, 18 Arb. Int’l 159 (2001).
@ See Klaus Peter Berger, Law and Practice of Escalation Clauses, 22 Arb. Int'l 2 (2006).
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@ Cassation Court of the Canton of Zurich on March 15, 1999, published in ZR 99 (2000) No. 29.
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Dean Witter Reynolds, Inc., 537 U. S. 79 (2002).
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