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“ROE EIHER TR IR R B

WTO £ 3 A R AL A H &
B R AR K

W E ARTIEENSISHIRATZNRAET S4B W/LEHw, A, WTO 4
i MR AL (DSMO A & B & R 3 WTO R A 5 5 gk B a0y 2 E WA ¥, XBH
FTHERENT WIODSM WA AL LM, A LHBBAHR., NEFRLFHEWYH.
WTO DSM & L% fapk A EWREZ D% E %, 7 &I — L4850 @88 WTO
DSM F| B £ W 0 oy B, Rk BRI 2 A — NI E KA B WTO DSM A B % 4 5
D A8 R TR TR E SR A% M A R By R B R A MR B AL B R E T 2
REZRERBAELE,

X B WTO Fighalal  AHE

CI

WTO 4+ i fif e L (DSMD J& 2 30 52 ) IR B9 32 2 3kt 2 WTO X2 RR& i E &
BRI ST, WTO DSM #4004 58 LUK e 58 3 19 [ bR 4 i e o WLk 2 — , g2 R “WTO
B EREIERT, CLS X R A, — R UL, 2 BRR 5 BRI 2 5 SO S Z (A kAR

* WL R 3 St ARk A B Bl 8%
(13 See Peter Sutherland, “Concluding the Uruguay Round — — Creating the New Architecture of Trade
for the Global Economy”, 24 Fordham International Law Journal, 26 (2000).
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2 http //www._worldtradelaw.net/dsc/database/complaintcount.asp.
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P 2013 £ % 6 M

1 BYECHR /R, 2008 2 2011 4E 4 B G HLIIIEL, WTO DSM #& 4K b 9 {4 F % & Ak T H 810 57 DLk
AR o b, AR 2008 4F &R M9 BE B RE T A 19 T, 5 & RS 10 & R 4188 )5 R 2 4 iR
FALY 3 TR 5 T, & WTO DSM 8137 LI R S AR 195 2011 4R 6% B B2 7 00 R i B & AU 6 T, &8
16 AF M il IS . F 55 b 2 5% e R B R Y SR B Rt T H RO D AT DL B B O A Y
KEBEINA BE WD, K 2008 £ 213 i/ % 2011 £ 153 42, L5

F1 19952011 £ WTO DSM 1 FI # & & B 483t (67

T~ oy N X

4 B B T RRUEBRF F i +
1995 28 5 9 0
1996 51 11 11 4
1997 50 15 22 6
1998 41 13 15 8
1999 34 20 23 9
2000 42 11 12 11
2001 24 15 16 5
2002 37 11 18 6
2003 26 19 25 5
2004 19 7 7 5
2005 12 8 8 11
2006 20 12 14 3
2007 13 11 14 2
2008 19 3 5 8
2009 14 10 13 1
2010 17 6 7 3
2011 6 8 12 4

MR EE R S H 45 58 Al B 2Bk 20 U — I AL B S B 22 BR B Iy 19 368 1 s 5 40 0 X 35k
PR AR AL 2 T R B [ 2 ] B X B R R ORI . 2 HE A AR A A R AR B R ] %
[ 7EA RGUR 2 T KR TR — R, 5 IR N iR, E N & T 51 5 B S ] B 8 U A
Fin R T S Ao B 8] O BB 2 (] ) B A S X, R T — R AR R
£ ] DAY 8 i oF 30 3 A D 5 I 2 O SR B TR LU IO )l e IR Y B L X TE
2 3 fiff R T7 T B FRAE 2 — 2 WTO f B [ 2 18] 57 5 e ) X 701 A 0k 555 » 5 G ) I B 5

(5] See WTO news: Lamy notes “significant decline” in anti— dumping investigations (February 27,
2012), available at http://www.wto.org/english/news_e/sppl_e/sppl218_e.htm.

(63 See World Trade Organization Economic Research and Statistics Division, “Use of the WTO Trade
Dispute Settlement Mechanism by the Latin American Countries - Dispelling Myths and Breakdown Barri-
ers”, Staff Working Paper, 3 (2012).
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“ERIMHRTABEARE

0 P 0 AN L C7 O — DT, RV R R Y B WTO BB ) 2 JA] 9 BE B A v s 1 (HLE
AR 1 R B TR) X B0 ) 5R 5 1 it A 2 R R R R T A S X Bt Y R B A R WTO
DSM I “ e ", AR 4 Bk 4 mil fE ML DL R 57 50 S A R B X FhoBa B e o B B 4%
Global Trade Alert(GTA) K4 v Of 448 it i 4F FE % & (3R 2) A0, 2008 4FE £ 2011 4F 9 =
AR ], 25 [ I R BUAR 21 654 i 45 & 5 FIAS BT T I EL g 8 WY 8 TG 4 €00 9 il 240 48 4 7 AH X P AR Y
K- T ELAE 2009 & 2010 4 [A] BT R0E BE RIS . ARAE R 3 FIE 2 AR R OR & B
23 VR RN 22 T 4R P 38 32 0 00 PR 5 i 20 68 0 B 68 5 D M 0 KR 2 b e g . M E R
AT R 1 ol P 2% R Y a0 T 3O B 2 () o AR Y R R, AR B AR R WTO
DSM F| I #6019 F B .

®2 CTAHEESDEESEXMARPEEHRE S

F 2011.11 2008,11—2009.10 2009,11—2010.10 2010,11—2011.10
B A B A R A %R AT
it 55 R 55 R 57 5 i {1 5.5 F {5
i B BRI | A BRI | B BEHERE I | B B it 35
25 5N B 25 5N B B 2541 19 B LN L
B B B B
6
2001 1484 664 496 606 469 463 354
B
)
484 397 129 94 167 147 133 123
H5 5 258
y )
490 282 96 56 110 59 89 54
55 558
AR
1027 805 439 346 329 263 241 177
55 558

AR S X E B R, (9]

(73 &0 AR — kL3 2R EE A E A = ARk sl % E AR5 E A B B AL, s S
LREFHERALRM—EL. BENEFXAMEFEGELRESEREF LSRN, EE M, — g K
FrEFPRE T EMEET XHEREFRR . SRN, LATEM,

(81 See Simon J Evenett, “Did WTO Rules Restrain Protectionism During the Recent Systemic Cri-
sis?”, Centre for Economic Policy Research, Discussion Paper No, 8687, 22(2011).

(9) AEME:BERCELHMEILTEERMIER LA HAMHHEE. ZEEE.CE2XmMT
BE 2> X A1 ] T b ) 85 AS R A 48 8 5 — A D R S5 B A R & TR A O A LA B A BOSR AR A, P — b T BB 2 4
EHNE R L A A 5 R E — BSESEIL TR E 2R B R . A6 R - 20 A R Al 55 1 8 AR
BRI AR LR . Thid., at 9— 10,
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(
2011.11 2008.11 —2009.10 2009.11 —2010.10 2010.11 —2011.10
G20 835 328 267 232
684 267 227 184
574 229 190 151
27 557 226 200 127
457 193 154 108
425 184 153 86
370 161 134 71
367 151 136 77
365 152 132 78
352 133 109 107
330 144 110 72
325 111 112 99
250 116 82 49
195 88 74 31

10  Ibid. at 33.
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T3 — 7T, A BR A T — VR Ak R B s {15 B 5 ] i 2 B BUSR T O 5 6 AR 35 B 1) T K
B {68 7 7 4 o BB, A AT L S ORI R 5 R Bl R AR A L TR 6 A 5 WTO DSM K fi e
SR fE LI R 2 BT LA A MR A R G R, EE B3 WTO DSM Bt i A £, R E A]
RETE T WTO B A AT IR 43 7 05 o FLES4r B R 52 5 J5 I 09 55 8 SCA B dd sk . B0
H o B F IR 4 B E AL 732 M A 2 B AR AS SR O 2 T 8177 3 1) O i R AR &2
Pl % 36 28 %o JH: Al ) % #0508 P 5 O T A TR 5 LA 3D AR A5 AR ) B0 1 1 L AT B B TR 4 L T 4R
RIS R LIS, WTO B 5 EE T R & BRI 548 3, JF T WTO DSM 1
FaEh AR & T WTO DSM #0485 .

(Z)4EEZ.WTO DSM B & #l#l

1. WTO DSM # A f£ F& %7

58, WTO DSM F2 7 &0 % Fl /A 1F [5] 35 7] B 8 75 5 61 = A H WTO DSM #9150 Fil & Jm)
VT . ARAS— MBS AT, WTO S i B 7 FE B 40K B A B R & AR B URHL A 2
B H AT HLA AW 8 M L A I I8 X B2 400 7 5 (4t 55 A O 4 e R, (i A5 B 5L BURF AR R IR
R BRI BEAYIA R . 78 WTO &P 2 ) B9 35 F 26 2 i R B A A5 00, ik o T 47
UEFL HVRRE IS AE f ORE L A5 8% AW S8, 1R & A R vh 2 R 0T R B 31 BT 5 4
00 7T B R B BT A P A B R 56 A k. CL20 K RE B i O e — E R E IR T WTO
DSM W3, 53 A, ke 2 J2 0 7 WY P 1 o B8 20438 20 B B L HELG WT O 4 ot it R i Y 28
KSR RN L. WTO DSM B # L 5E T % 52 410 24 X A 26 3 7 3647 % 0
AL, A FE B UL PE AL 52 5 5 L JORE S P O 3E B — BorE L CBORVE BRHLI N & R4 A
o 9 9] R 22 A M i R L T A0 A 96 1 AS 408 BB L BT S B0AY R W A M R 2 4 BB I 7R R IR
s DI AT 3k WTO DSM,

Hk % WTO DSM #2774 2k 09 &8 171 7] GEHI 5% 7 B B AT WTO DSM B EE. M
BB KE, WTO DSM Bk 17 2Rk b 29 7 BUIE 5 L WTO HL 00 A 15 it 41, HoAth A 3% 04 RoF F B
A Sy R . RAETE 205 AHAT WTO DSM #4500 F , 52 % 7 o] LV R & L 5 HAE
FAMKAR A BR . 28 ARG B b 30RO 00 Ak (H L SE PRACR A A B OB AR AR &R
A DLTE SE P T S0, e /NE LR E A B TANERERE AR BA RS T, FA,
— T E R R A S A AT RS B R R D R0 A A DL Y R
HoOXWASEETRIRE .

B S5 o B2 B G v e D WL A7 AE ) B B AR R A T R D) A i R AT S AT O g Al

(1) ZREE A WTO +F4E . b E S 5 5 i e bl bl v 2 W n) 8RB %8 2 SR BT, ik 87
SR A 5H 2011 5 3 1L T 20,

(121 S0 BB X WTO Gt A HLH A =) 7E 257 I N Zh 86 (9 8 %7, (IR BRE A TE 36 92008 458
6 .,
(13) Z WA EEE.“WTO iR PG € ZRARF PR, GEF TR )2004 4£55 3 #1.
(14) See Andrew D. Mitchell, “Constantine Salonidis, David’s Sling: Cross Agreement Retaliation in
International Disputes”, 45 Journal of World Trade, 457—488 (2011).
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WTO DSM 2 & i = [8] & R ) e J5 B Bo oy 7= 9, T S B i 2 WTO P IE AL Tl 5y B
B8 T RLH G G 6 T G A o ML R TR R — Ak R BB Ak A 3R] 3 R S T AR L X
K WTO DSM K [E A B8 F TR, US9 WTO DSM % 2 F GATT 4 i i e Ll A
Bt AR SEAT AR A R BB A B S BE ) RUAT R WTO DSM WY I8 17 805 .
A B WTO DSM B B[] B I 2 ™ A% 85 <5, o 8] 3R 95 g 98 W 1% O 09 36 3 17 2 32 44 T B
2, H WTO DSM * FHEEHEAR LR MEMERE TEGMER . REEITHWALE LS K
RYPERLEARGESENLIERER WITOMEMNIT N, XEEHEFH WTO
DSM # (RS RAE B R il 28 Bk N T A WTO MR E25E 05, gEimi R H 7 & 5 E X
WTO DSM #5843 i Ff . (16

2. WTO DSM f# e 3R 2 37 AR 4% 19 2 69 5% A 348 L AT 7

] B 5 % 34 5% A8 Ak 22 oty , 7 AL 0 3R B A o 58 R TS AR A B, A B R I
P R TE A H WTO DSM 3K fiff g, 3 1] BE 52 ) 1 A% 02 B 2 £ WTO DSM & ml . £
X WTO DSM H ] #2 /0 i 7] B J5l 8 2 — 2 AN 3E & i ik WTO DSM 2 fif Je i 2 1 3% W
WL MG A iEid WTO DSM 5 fift g 1 58 #F 7 sk 2> . R 0 W7 o] b 4 oy “ 38 & 7 8 3T
WTO DSM 5 fift g (4 7 o 28 O 3 00, (A B HE BR 3 A B9 AT BB . 2000 4F LR K & & 4 1
B S-S LA WTO S RS 3 785, 2@ i IR o8 ) 4k, i 5
[5a] R f B0 D) b 7E BRI RN SE B BT R S B L R I R A i T B R A BIE R E
22 Bl K 0 Ak B R FR AR R R Y B DN, AT B B WT O DSM 7= A [ e, A T WTO
DSM By FI & . [ br 5 5 vh B9 38 55 L 95 T, AR Ak R R AR (R O 2 T A R A] A Y
LI

WTO ¥ 3 b€ 3 g T WTO DSM fiff g 4 3 (19 36 [l . C170 FR 455 F0 57 1 (] AT 4 i
BT WTO MR ZR 240, Tikah A WTO DSM B B, R4 WTO DSM _EiF L4 it
GATTI1994 55 20 £ (— MMl S1 2% 30 1) fife 18 o T2 150 B 7 fifk e R 4 i v 42 5 ) L At 7 OQ 3R B 1
P E BRI EMBOE T &8 WTO B2, R R 87 T 5T iX — G A 5 X 5 % 5 K8k
B A HEASE BB L X 530 WTO DSM 7 4b BiAH 56 7] 25 _E (9 RE 7 2 #5005 . 1884, ek 52 55 A
LI, RkERMERPER B S ., WTO BUA & F 57 T 5 385 45 o 0] 811G 28
ANREIR B — B, X B — 2 % 3K E R AL 1a) it Preferential Trade Agreements (PTAs) 4§
AR TR, (190 WTO T 5 v i P v X F R 5% 1 57 T 45 (] 80 1Y 745 FE R 0 B B X A — 7
JEFFRE T WTO DSM fif pk A 5 7] 45 i BE 77 .

F 4 BARIE WTO & E T H5E 0 E 8RBT 202 B SO0 N0 1% 40 s 52 14

(15) See Michel Gartland, Gerard Depayre and Jan Woznowski, “Is Something Going Wrong in the
WTO Dispute Settlement”, 46 Journal of World Trade, 979—1016 (2012).

(161 Z L “WTO 4 5 ffk B WL 8 B9 837, (it JEGR 52057 )2006 4F5 8 8.

(7 ZWHU/NE 43 BC5 E A WTO Fe s Je bl i 5975 258 F 7 (LR 2202005 4R 58 5 .

(18) ZWZEMF.“R5 S5 AER RN IIL RIS CHRIES 2005 F5 4 8,

(193 ZILWAER BB PTAs 5 WTO B 3, oy Ik B 50 077, (G 2218 35 )2008 4R 55 4 1,
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MBI E B WTO &3P E 65 SR B 8 PR, £ 24L& GATT, COH
S TERM TR RS, T SIS P | Ok B 18 il L #h U 5 52 0 IV 15 it P 5 1Y
B 50 RS VR SR MY B 2, A SR A5 R 7 A4S J T A I SR B8CRE A B T A X AR L T 4R R
A FRER S, EESSIEM R FREARRIT B S F R 95 A WTO DSM 4t i
fiff PR U [, SR e T R B IR s D WTO DSM. 3K fiff ph g 33 4 €51 38k i) 4 o 1) 7 B4 R0 1) o DA T %
WTO DSM BRI 5748 T 5,

£ OBE WTO hE TIRENREHE 2D

e 1995—1999 | 2000—2004 | 2005—2009 | 2010—2012 BB
B A o R 21 38 21 16 96
el o 7 33 22 9 3 67
RAMZ &R E 11 5 0 0 16
18 A 0 b 22 6 5 4 0 15
1R %5 52 5 th %€ 10 5 4 2 21
GATT 125 115 70 49 359
B R Wa o 2 4 0 0 0 4
HE O AT R T b E 25 8 1 4 38
JEL 7 H 0 B 2 3 1 3 0 7
PR B T 2 9 22 5 9 45
HI 5 B MG 1 2 31 30 22 12 95
DAY RGP E 16 14 6 4 40
BoARME R 5 BE 2 0 2 22 11 7 5 45
5 R 5 H R ZE 15 4 6 8 33
55 58 KB FRE AL E 20 5 1 5 31

(ZVEE=RREHNEREEA

WTO B 5 E X WTO DSM M 8 flik B B IR W WTO DSM WA H %, KR
HEZ N WTO DSM W BE ) A & FI R 5L E £ WTO DSM LLAM Y 4 i fift o L il #5758
H WTO DSM i Fl FH 3= T I .

1LAREFTERER WTO DSM #& 47 R 2T T HA] A £ 642 52

KBEPEZNH WTO DSM K RE I X855 etk R E XKW S 52 WTO DSM

(20)  See Kara Leitner and Simon Lester, “WTO Dispute Settlement 1995 —2012: A Statistical Analy-
sis”, 16 Journal of International Economic Law (2013).

(213 http://www.worldtradelaw.net/dsc/database/agreementcount.asp.
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MR 2 — . %5 HAEER PRI AW ERPEFHS T EIAKREEZERNH WTO
DSM kA 2 7T L& B0 I8 2 1 B R 3 3 3h 8 3h 4 o R o AR F 0 B B L 8 R 1E R A
e bty il AL P XT BB URE RO AR AR E RS EM T LB ER. Bk, k4]
A DL R DLk, WTO 4 aify fif e BRI SRy & 2k B I #Bria F L i ) oK & R b I K
TFHZEHEHKMAE N NBEFRERAMA, XMRALELMEE LW T WTO
DSM # {& | 9 F F 2,

®5 1995 FFES WTO RIFESHIFEHE, RIBIKNKF RIS (22

A HRHCA H AR A iR A
H R &
H TR AR H T A SRUS
275 105 67 28
S5 U
IDAYS 8y DAY 6y IDAUS 1§y IDAIS 1§
265 93 77 24

B ATHIRB IR R Y S E PR RN — R U E T 2R S Mafs R st
TR AR AR A P AR Ak, 3B B A TR XS T WTO DSM (4 F] JH 83 61 X 357 2% 2 3% 4 F]
WTO DSM B #i I A K mE s hn . g, o E VE R 2008 — 2009 4F 8] A4S L B 40U i e £ %t
W E B R Z —  TEX RS AR WTO 407 R R R K., BRI ARERFH
HE X T WTO DSM ffi R FEA R Ry TSR 22—, ERIPELE WTO DSM H11E K
PR RN IR B9 22 BEE A 2% 35 48 L 3 — O T B0 ok B 2 T b I B B AT IR LA R O
TE B T3t WTO DSM TR XA i e 38 38 0R 56 5 55— J7 i, o I R4 o 4
OIS, TT B U8 B Hp [ — B il = b B 2 SR AR RE 1, HLAL AR WTO UFid e s g i, (24
KERPERGEE WTO DSM 1EH 23R E B & R AR 40 T LB =i B i 5
5 WTO DSM Hr i 43, W AR R AT, W E WA R IF 2 B T 3X — sl 7EA
WTO J& ., E B S = 8055 DSM WG iifgoe, —R0A Sk, P EZ B DFE WTO
DSM H 3 B b 25 8 2 [ 9 B3 5 7E WTO Wk A7 Uk LR R, [8) i 76 17 40 15 09 ) 13

(22) http://www.worldtradelaw.net/dsc/stats.htm
(230 ZRXPEMHE HNMEFERNIBESHRALGERNEE” (RFFFRI2012 F5 1 4.
(24] See Chi Manjiao, “China’s Participation in WTO Dispute Settlement over the Past Decade: Experi-

ences and Impacts”, 15 Journal of International Economic Law, 5 (2012),
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e Xt R FEERPERSS WTO G e MUs 09 32 230, ORI R 6 7T L&
WL E LB ERE T AR RNERPEZRIERE =S5 WTO DSM 1 LRI TE 60 % L
b MERERBEREOHMET 45% . FBEZ,.h TiaH WTO DSM & J1 i J5 B, 3B B
KEEBVEZZSH WTO DSM 17 LA SR, X A sk i 2 5 7 L m 3 7 WTO
DSM | F # i #2 & .

®6 WREBZRFERS S WTO HimRRILE G0 HE LT (ZHE A E) 25

% K fen iR e 5 fEH = e
% = 105 115 100 31.3

ik 2 87 73 131 45

H 11 30 97 70

BN 21 22 85 66.4

i) 26 14 74 64.9

Bz ERPEZEH WTO DSM fg H“m” 255 R WTO DSM F| H A 4£ &
AETE KL Ia) 052 ) 2 3 BN Bt WTO DSM A 5 R “ & " A R . #£ FHiz ll WTO DSM
BIRE 1 R Rk B P E R 4 B B 25 5 5 A i MR #E WTO DSM %k B2 2 8%, iR &R
hEFEFEAGE NS5 WTO DSM, 75 24k 22 00 HLH A% 7 818 12 2 K0 5 5 BUE B
VLT ELZRE R T I s B R WL A2 2 v, (27

2R R BZE AL LFEERYRHT WTO DSM a9 4] A %7

WTO DSM FIFH 300 F B AT RS 3= 2250 5 [ 2 (8] 09 M B 28 000 1) 7 06 . B8k R IR 4 ¥
HAE R A WTO DSM (9 32 J7 . [F) i 2 WTO DSM 4t 5= B48 16 g %F 42 . DARK 35 R 4],
T PORTE TS A 32 B B (R XD =z () L LS R0 RK B A SRy e G 1 A i A e H 3 3
KF| 56 A 30 4. AT LAY, 32 EURIRKEE € 4 WTO 4 i fift e (1 3 ZER0F 7, B AR 0
M EEEBES TSR ERENMIFTEEN SN, —E, ZMie s 8%
) P 52 ) MR Do) e K B 57 5 e AR O, s T E B G E 7E A WTO DSM A7 76 # B 3 £
AT 1) 5 55 — O T, 2 L RR 5 T 2 IA) W RE L3 T & W B R T WTO DSM. i Al ¥ [ A
FRRE . — 8 M BON 28 5 [ 22 18] 1) 52 5 LA FE X AR M R 8 M L 4 ity 1) S T e D A AR S
31 WTO DSM 9“4 i i uk /b . R4 K DARK R VE MR oty i e O E X 2, Wl e &
B WTO DSM 1 F FH i 18 i g 78 Ak, L5 BB — 2 BF 1Al 5 WTO DSM F FH 219 F F%

(250 WEFHW .0 WTO Sk P B =S 5 Heuk—— b = 1 s 8 =) 7, = B 4 5 R R ) 2006 4
B8,

(26) http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/dispu_by_country_e.htm.,

(27) See Gregory Shaffer, “Developing Country Use of the WTO Dispute Settlement System: Why It
Matters, the Barriers Posed, and Its Impact on Bargaining”, in James Hartigan ed., Trade Disputes and the

Dispute Settlement Understanding of the WTO: An Interdisciplinary Assessment, Emerald, 2009, p. 186,
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ipah ik

2013 4% 6

X7 FERSEZRzZEFMA WITO DSM (2% imB RO ESEIT (=7 m k) (28

© IR S8 B B A A
% k@ H # H oE B 5 HC Y

* — 19 6 15 6 41.3

L] 32 — 6 6 10 59.2

H % 8 1 — 2 0 81.8

H 8 3 0 —_— 0 100

E 8 7 0 0 — 100

B A 56 30 12 23 16 62.8

F 8 MBI I HE RGN ARSI B, BRSEAE S WTO RLVRJ7 B0 & 6 W VF 7 88
BOHEHRERL EA LS T = 02— FUHEE SRS 02— BITRBE R H AR
Gy [ T AU 0 it R R X B, (B RIS R R SEAE S B UR O B O R A [ AR O R
T BCR A A AR IR B TR SE AR N RVR 7 BORE R R R B 7E WTO 4o
e HhE VR SRR X D R B R A E AR L BTAR A | B AR AR R R O B B e 2 B AR X
MR B, FRATAT LG AR WTO DSM 19 | I 2676 F B, ax fh T e 5 i 5 B 0 &
RO EZ B KRR R, TR R, 78I b 3 B4 X Bk 2% K ik B R W % B
B T B T WTO DSM Al S B2 .

£8 WTO &gk ik FEE ST 29

- F *
} 1995—1999 2000 — 2004 2005— 2009 2010 — 2012 BB 2SR
\\\\\\
i} 9 3 2 0 14
IE N 10 3 2 2 17
R 3 7 3 0 13
] 0 1 16 13 30
[1¢:] 28 23 16 6 73
BN 13 4 3 1 21
H 7 12 2 1 0 15
i = 11 2 1 0 14
7Y FF 3 9 2 0 14
EJE| 39 49 20 11 119
HAth % 2k EF 20 4 1 3 28
HoAth & J& h E 5 37 32 11 16 96
BARBER 0 0 0 0 0
R B 185 139 78 52 454
B 38 P o5 L (2% 36.2 51.8 46.1 32.6 42.3

BEAh o b A —Fh AT BE A1 O, WTO K8t i b3 X AR~ O T 1 5 iz A DSM R 38 i He A
2230 5 5 RN R B RE RS L RS R E S H RIS R X R B E M WTO DSM ) R
W25 2 B WTO DSM 1Y 38 1E — 5 B B A B A B

(283 http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/dispu_by_country_e.htm.

£29) Kara Leitner and Simon Lester, Supra note 20, at 259,
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3. H AL A R B LK B Gk Mk BuE 42 WTO DSM A A & F B9

BB Z 8 E] LR WTO DSM R AR i 85 AR 5 i £ 2 7 1% (alternative dispute resolu-
tion, ADR)fif e HH 1. 8] 19 4+ 3 X 13 7 B 530 WTO DSM FH 3R B F [, 78 [ Br 5 5 4 3 24
2 R S T R 0 P A RO R A S ORI TS L L R E IR S R R
Yl A5 X R E . EhR B, WTO DSM A HER ADR — 25 09 v sty fift U O 2, AL B B9 R
P BTz AR, FE WTO DSM & il ADR (942 ], B3035% 7] &% WTO DSM i 3« 43
FCER . BT, WTO DSM I H IR B & B R 3R 2 2 3 T WTO DSM i I, B2 T 2 42 faf
T ADR 7E 15 B 8 A93E . AR IR — R R IR BEE , & AR VR R B OO X T R AR — 2 1Y
FEHR , BOUR O FIRUR Oy B VR SN Y AR SR — O AR B T RE AR K AR R S LR
fift ez, BUMNX TCEE L H & T ADR fF7EM BLSE .

BeAb s — o XU 5 £ ih A O G i i o 1 P A2 L 23l A R ) R AR S g WTO DSM i A H
R, W RTAsCR I 5 5 e ) X 5 52 R vk #0002 i =5 350 B B REAL, i 72 WTO g
WTO X FH K RTAs B Z 35 HeMh 08 5, X AE R FEE F3> T WTO DSM By & 4
TE L, 0320 &40 M X B XA B 22 30 P AE AT BEAFAE P A 2 i WTO DSM Il 3R B9 i 4% . —
F .5 WTO DSM 455K A, WA WTO DSM g 3| “ 43 "VE A 3 038053 — J5 i , /b 4
s R, BRI R WTO DSM R FH 3. T I RAG SR 5 Db e (PT As) R 401, WA 79 b 4% 4% 4
FrEATx WTO DSM i F| F 2 59 5%

X F PTAs 5§ WTO TS i iR R LFEHKRE A, M5 um s LR PTAs
1 WTO ¥ MLt A mTRE = AR R wise . JL T PTAs &84 5 WTO thiE =4
WaAES. AN PTAs il WIO W& TEHEFBME FAERHMER, BLE. 2L
PTAs (U2 H S BB GATT 28 =% 30 i 4 as A K, B89 5 AFH.L PTASs
B & B2l WTO DSM 2 RE & s 55 . S8 1M A BT IEOLR B IR A PTAs ik WTO
B SRR, B 2 09 PTAs 835k 5 4 5 g o WL 1 A0 AR B8 45 7R IR . ©350 A HLIE |4,

(301 See Report of the Ideas Workshop2, “WTO Public Forum: Is Multilateralism in Crisis?” , p.9, a-
vailable at http://www.wto.org/english/forums_e/public_forum12_e/public_forum12_e.htm

(31 ZIFF K WTO Friafifp BLALH B3 37, (P E AR S B 22)2012 R85 2 3,

(32) See Henry Gao and C. L. Lim, “Saving the WTO from the Risk of Irrelevance: the WTO Dispute
Settlement Mechanism as A ‘Common Good’ for RTA Disputes”, 11 Journal of International Economic
Law, 899 - 925(2008).

(33) XEM“W7RIEH TS WTO DSM ERAUHE S , SEARL i WTO S+ i Pe LA 32 2 15 52 14
U i) FC At 4 o B ML R, AT 23 WTO Sy R D LA 32 BEER (R R sl 2. 29 4%, “ 20 il I S B AR o 75
B STAE B 0 LA ERGE

(34) See Amelia Porges, “Dispute Settlement in Preferential Trade Agreements and Its Use - a Survey
of the Field”, in Jean—Pierre Chauffour and Jean— Christophe Maur ed., Preferential Trade Agreement Pol-
icies for Development: A Handbook, The World Bank, 2010, p. 476.

(35) PTAs fEAL BLHA S e Wl 5 WTO DSM R R 07 A LA T £ AR K# 4 PTAs I T &
RO ER CERA T ACEERPRELEL DD IHARIEE R PTAs WP HARIE, —BEFT HS
— RSB R S AN —Fh . LA NAFTA 2005 K58 4 FHE  BiZAZENSF U NFCEREAE
14 Ui DR B SO U O AT 8 T L SR AE DX 0 R T A DX — [l B, 5340, R AR PTAs #LE PTAs ML A &
T HBEFE PTAs 1) DSM Wit . 846 —4 PTAs #l5E i X PTAs XFEXR E#ER T WTO H 5, U4
FKril WTO DSM B, Thid., at 476 —478,
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P 2013 £ % 6 M

PTAs 5§ WTO DSM B 4 5 i SEAUMI A, MIZ-S % WTO DSM B4 SR 3“0 1EH ,
Mifd WTO DSM B | 35 F [ .

HE 9 AR LB W, BRI Z PTAs KB I B8 12 M i 4 5 & F WTO
DSM Hfig e .2 PTAs fl WTO DSM BRERUD A AH Y WO E S . EER LT ZARITZ
W BT A 2 — MR 2 AR AE PTAs, Jois Wfa , PTAs X F WTO DSM 77 7£“ 43 3t " 1k
MBS —E R E LT WTO DSM F F 252 &

zY 1995—2010 S EFRENEFIERURBENER B0

5 T 3 oR BB RN
L P WA KT R | WEZEA PTA K g WA | HEZEH PTA B
G iR — | X8 G — | W
¥ = . 4 HER .
A BB | HAW BV BB | HAW
1995 22 25 1 4 12 12 0 0
1996 42 50 3 6 19 24 1 4.2
1997 47 47 2 4.3 20 20 1 5
1998 43 43 3 7 15 15 1 6.7
1999 31 35 4 11.4 17 17 1 5.9
2000 30 30 7 23.3 11 11 3 27.3
2001 27 36 12 33.3 11 20 7 35
2002 34 34 7 20.6 23 23 5 21.7
2003 28 28 9 32.1 16 16 4 25
2004 20 20 5 25 9 9 1 11.1
2005 12 12 6 50 5 5 1 20
2006 18 18 6 33.3 13 13 4 30.8
2007 15 15 5 33.3 7 7 4 57.1
2008 17 17 4 23.5 10 10 4 40
2009 16 16 2 12.5
2010 17 17 6 37.5
& it 419 443 82 18.5 188 202 37 18.3

LR BR PTAs X T WTO DSM 9“4 i " 4E F 4 PT As ik 233 5 HAth B 72 X5 WTO
DSM WY H R = A5, PTAs BI7F7E 7] BBk /N WTO DSM A9 “ 4 3 I, M1 52 i e A1
%, Prusa fl Teh BB ML T PTAs 4% 5 5 H g 5 22 18] F2 AT 45 4 o 50 U6 /0 1) 52 b
FRCFR ., PTAs 76 RUMAS IR 2 77 4 — Fh G40 1 2500 T 57 5 03 R 58 5 5% 75 1 2 i
PTAs BT 46 5K 75 X5 PTAs BB 4B ST B ME, B N =k B SR & 88 H A, PTAs 1E
BRI ) AR 4 v A5 R R Y RV L AT xR PT As B85y B S it B0 1 & (HR AR B SO

(367 See World Trade Report 2011, Part II, E: The multilateral trading system and PTAs, p. 177, a-
vailable at http://www.wto.org/english/res_e/booksp_e/anrep_e/world_trade_reportl1l_e,pdf.
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“ERIMHRTABEARE

W ELA RERE RIS, BY B2, PTAs 84K B0 T WTO 5 E 2 i 4
Ui, NI T WTO DSM“ i I 7, 45 1 2 WTO DSM i F I 3T [
8 ®

TEAH Y — BB ] N, WTO DSM W R FH 36 76 F . 20 Br s iz b B 4 09 I R AR A a5
B XA TR ATARSE % WTO DSM 8958 {7 L B 3 ] ik w3t 5 40 1R 45 B 25 .

W EREF AT T b Bz e R FR 240 . 5%, BR& i Rz R
JIT #f 1E B 4 BR 42 B — IR AR T WT O DSM 9“4 i Y87, 5] B4 52 5 4 it 1) S A R i ke X
BT AL BHIE T WTO 4¢3 fife e i) H8 200 % o BRI AE 23R4 Bl S WL A T 52 5 BE R B
Hhn, 528 WTO DSM 4 5 3ify 5 5 2047 4 35 7E AR A2 s Hk, WTO DSM 1 4 3l F , 42 150
Rl WTO DSM A B A7 15 1 22 6l B 1l 55 7 R 01 B S B R B 1), N2 A i WTO DSM At 38
FO B 4TS 28 PR 22 L 5 SO B I A i 3R 5 it 1 O G R HE— 2 2 AL TR 0 B WTO
DSM (| FH 3 5 ¢ J5 % J v ) 52 7 AR 24 1 1) ) R 4T3 1 WTO DSM J7 T B9 RE 1 £ 3%
B B 2 R) R T2 P IK AR AR R I (R A5 1E R R IR X B L3 A0 PTAs % WTO DSM Z MY
S 3 A U WL Y BB S BOE R | WTO DSM B9 F R 28 F RS H .

MR, R LA B GRS RE A4 T A A A O o] 1 B DX WTO DSM i 1| F 2%
TEF B, H 2R R — g . A 2 H I WAE TH R X — 4, 518 B % 3 2%t i
B IR B AR ST AR R AR BUAR TR . 244K, WTO DSM F FH 211 F B, 3 A BE & A Z L I 7E 1
HEE PR 5 & R ] B 52 5y A it il R R E] B B2 5 B R E R BT R HE Y EORE D HL O R A 4
WTO KA E®IBHNEE L, T WTO DSM F FH % F W09 407, S 7655 4 P15 500 A i
TR A S X AR L B9 58 3, S WTO S b i) B 2R 5 AR 49 T

FEFES S WTO DSM J5 [, JoiE & ) 5 R B 75 4 4 5 40 52 B0 IE B g kg 34, o
e 22 P WO 7% 3 & B B i 25 B A B R B AR JR) . B g R T A0l R B 1 A B R L AR T R I
WTO DSM W38 Y1 R EE 7 20 9F K A5 8 — A R A B BT i B, P E 72 WTO DSM i 5F £
T/ A 1 B v [ 7R RE ) FOPL R R 5 e AR GG . WTO DSM TE 45 Hh [ 3 2k Bk % 14 [R Bt
45 77 AR B B U6 HHRBONE ok T FE AT IR AR AU B L S 3 Oy B R, AT
7V R HBIN R ] WTO DSM Y R .

(REHB ENX)

(371 See Jagdish N. Bhagwati, “Regionalism vs, Multilateralism”, 15 The World Economy ,535— 556
(1992) ; Jagdish N, Bhagwati, “Regionalism and Multilateralism: An Overview”,in Jaime De Melo and Arvind
Panagariya ed., New Dimensions in Regional Integration, Cambridge University Press, 1993, pp. 22—50.

(38) See Bernard Hoekmanz, “Proposals for WTO Reform: A Synthesis and Assessment”, 20 Minnesota
Journal of International Law, 351—2356 (2011),

(39) See Wenhua Ji and Cui Huang, “China’s Experience in Dealing with WTO Dispute Settlement: A
Chinese Perspective”, 45 Journal of World Trade, 1 (2011); Chi Manjiao, Supra note 24,
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