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Efficient Regulatory Approaches to Dispute
Resolution affect Development Strategy,

: Infrastructure
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Why focus, on Dispute Enforcement

Disputes:
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Regulateny/ policy, including dispute reselution
and enforcement, can shape marketsithrough the
incentive structures it creates

Resolution and Enforcement of Disputes is
more complex
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Trraditional Types of Disputes

Liberalization, Change of exclusive rights-has
freguentlyleditolegaland
regulateny disputes
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New/Future Areas of Disputes
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Dispute Resolution Continuum

Characteristics Affecting Enforcement

Regulatory
Adjudication

ADR Attributes

» Create incentives for non-adversarial resolution to disputes
to boost confidence

* Effectivenessioff ADR vs. Litigationiinichangingimarnket place
behavior
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ADR Regulatory Design Considerations
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Examples

COUNTRY INSTITUTION ILLUSTRATIVE FEATURE
TDSAT Bifurcated structure, formal

Commerce Flexibility to formalize informal

Commission | processes
Denmark Ex ante consultative procedures
Malaysia MCMC__Industry self-regulation
‘Formal mediation/arbitration——

Consumer Court




