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* This WTO Case Review is the 13th in our annual series on substantive 

international trade adjudications issued by the Appellate Body of the World Trade 

Organization.  Each Review explains and comments on Appellate Body reports adopted by 

the WTO Dispute Settlement Body during the preceding calendar year (January 1st through 

December 31st), excluding decisions on compliance with recommendations contained in 

previously adopted reports.  Our preceding Reviews are: 

 

●  WTO Case Review 2011, 29 ARIZ. J. INT’L & COMP. L. 287-476 (2012). 

●  WTO Case Review 2010, 28 ARIZ. J. INT’L & COMP. L. 239-360 (2011). 

● WTO Case Review 2009, 27 ARIZ. J. INT’L & COMP. L. 83-190 (2010). 

● WTO Case Review 2008, 26 ARIZ. J. INT’L & COMP. L. 113-228 (2009). 

● WTO Case Review 2007, 25 ARIZ. J. INT’L & COMP. L. 75-155 (2008). 

● WTO Case Review 2006, 24 ARIZ. J. INT’L & COMP. L. 299-387 (2007). 

●  WTO Case Review 2005, 23 ARIZ. J. INT’L & COMP. L. 107-345 (2006). 

●  WTO Case Review 2004, 22 ARIZ. J. INT’L & COMP. L. 99-249 (2005). 

●  WTO Case Review 2003, 21 ARIZ. J. INT’L & COMP. L. 317-439 (2004). 

●  WTO Case Review 2002, 20 ARIZ. J. INT’L & COMP. L. 143-289 (2003). 

● WTO Case Review 2001, 19 ARIZ. J. INT’L & COMP. L. 457-642 (2002). 

● WTO Case Review 2000, 18 ARIZ. J. INT’L & COMP. L. 1-101 (2001). 

 

We are grateful to the editors and staff of the Arizona Journal of International 

and Comparative Law for their excellent editorial assistance and continuing support of our 

work. 

 The WTO reports we discuss are available on the WTO website, at 

www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/find_dispu_cases_e.htm.  The texts of the WTO 

agreements we discuss also are available on the WTO website, at 

www.wto.org/english/docs_e/legal_e/legal_e.htm, and are published in a variety of sources, 

including RAJ BHALA, INTERNATIONAL TRADE LAW: INTERDISCIPLINARY THEORY AND 

PRACTICE – DOCUMENTS SUPPLEMENT (3d ed. 2008).  We endeavor to minimize footnotes 

and, toward that end, provide citations to indicate sources from which various portions of 

our discussion are drawn. 
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Economics (1985); A.B., Duke (1984).  Marshall Scholar (1984-86).  Member, Council on 

Foreign Relations, Royal Society for Asian Affairs, All India Law Teachers’ Congress and 

Fellowship of Catholic Scholars.  Author of the monograph TRADE, DEVELOPMENT, AND 

SOCIAL JUSTICE (2003), textbook INTERNATIONAL TRADE LAW: INTERDISCIPLINARY THEORY 

AND PRACTICE (3d ed. 2008) (4th ed. forthcoming), reference DICTIONARY OF 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE LAW (2d ed. 2012), textbook UNDERSTANDING ISLAMIC LAW 

(SHARĪ‘A) (2011), and treatise MODERN GATT LAW (2d ed. 2013) (two volumes).  The 

discussion of the cases herein will appear in modified form in the 2nd edition of MODERN 

GATT LAW. 
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