W GATT/WTO #3435 AL H|

A E

GATT( ) 22 23 ,
(WTO) ( WTO ) 2
( WTO ) GATT/WTO ,
GATT/WTO )
GATT/WTO ,
, ( ,GATT
) 2 2 2 2
L,GATT ,
1995 1 1 WTO , WTO
GATT/ WTO , “
, ] (NAFTA)
"2 WTO

1 Ernst— Ulrich Petersmann: T'he Disp ute Settlement Sytem of the World Trade Organization and the Evolution of T he
GATT Dispute Settlement System Since 1948, Common Marker law Review 1994.P.1157.
2 David S. Huntington: Settling Dispute under T he North American Free Trade A greement, H arvard International law

Journal,1993. 2 ,P.407.



®F AR %19 5% 3 H(KF 110 #)
WTO “WTO
(the covered agreements) } , [ ]
"( 3 2 )
— SR E i AR A B
GATT , 10 , 22
23 , 22
1 n7 ; 23
“ ” GATT ,
> > , 23 R
GATT , , ,
2 ? WTO
GATT , s
WTO ,
GATT 22 ,
“1. s
2. . 1
1. » ’
,GATT 22 , “
2 22 2 1955 GATT ,
“ " 1979
( ) 1994 WTO 5
3 WT O 1 1 WTO
(GATS) (T rips) (T rims)
( 4)

. 54.



W GATT/WTO #4544

4 BISD 14S/18.
5 BISD 9S/18

” ( 1 )
) ,
oS ) ;
3 GATT
DSB(
, GATT :
4
! GATT
6 “
5 22 23
, 23 2
, 23
( . 23 1
)
” ( [ ” )
23 2 ) :
22
1960 ,GATT
23 1 ”
23 1 2
“ , GATT
” s 22
WTO ,

, 1966 4
GATT
22
)s
23
1

WTO

. 55.



EER %19 £5 3 (LK F 110 #)

7 ) : .10 20 ;
, 60 (5 4 ) s

1966
GATT , GATT ,

1] ” GATT ,

GATT

B ?

GATT/WTO
GATT , ,

B B



W GATT/WTO fRk %% 44|

—BFEBENEY

,GATT 23 )

Nullification or Impairment (

"), : “ S

( b 9 o
C) B
) GATT
, , ““GATT
' 7 ” 8
, , 6
GATT “ " 3, (1) , (2)
, ( 3) 113 ” 13 ” ;
" 3, (4 , (5)
,(6) " ", “ )
GATT , 23 ,

6  Meinhard Hilf, Settlement of Disp utes in International E conomic Or ganiz ation: Comp arative A naly sis and P rop os—
als for Strenthening the GATT Disputes Settlement Procedure, Ernst — Ulrich Petersmann. M. Hilf edited, T he
New Round of Multilateral Trade N egatiations- (1991) P. 288—289.

7 , 1996 7 2

8  P.Precatore . W.J. Davey and A.F. Lowenfeld:H andbook of GATT Dispute Seitlement.(1992).P.21

57



EER %19 £5 3 (LK F 110 #)

“ 11, 200 90%,
” n u’ 200 8% ,
“(0)
,GATT
“ ” , , GATT
23 ; (C)
() (Non- Violation Complaints)
23 1 (b) , ,
, GATT ,
GATT " , GATT
GATT , GATT
(b) b ”

(nullified) , ,
, 100 2

> GATT , ,

“ ” 23

, GATT

. 1950 ¢ "0 ,

( n n)7 ( ) 1947
GATT 1 ,
, 1949 ,
25% ,

9 GATT/C.P.4/39
. 58



B GATT/WT O # sk 435 AL

) GATT , ,
1952 .
” GATT e ”’ “
’ " GATT
' K ) " . GATT
’ 1990~ " 19 (QOilseeds Case)
By . ,
n ) GATT ,
’ ‘ "(equity law jurisdiction) 12
’ “nullification”
WTO , 23 1(b) i p
26 , , ’
:(1) ,
(2 “ ( ) " ’
23 , w " ’ (3 .
()
, 23 “ " “
GATT , ’
GATT ’ ‘ "(prima facie)
10 BISD 37S/86—132
11 UN Doc EPCT/A/PV. 6. (1947)P. 6. .J-Jackson: The World Trade and The Law ¢ GATT(1969).p.
170
12 1 , 1171



GATT

1979

,» WTO

U.S- - Taxes on Petroleum and Certain I'mp orted Substances. BISD 34s/136.

BISD 35/224

%19 5% 3 H(KF 110 #)

23

1963 “ " ,
, 23 ;
GATT ,
, 1979 e
, 1987 * » 13
X : (GATT) 3 2
)
(rebufted) , )
(irrefutable) vl

GATT 1955
(GATT) 2

“T he Superfund Case”
rebute  refute



W GATT/WTO #4544

1. ;
2. , ;
3 ( )
(ruling),
GATT " GATT
? GATT (
"(Panel) , (
( ) 113 ”
23 2 , 13 ”
, (recommendation)

” 2 s s “ ”
GATT 1979 !
1955 GATT s 23

“ " (restitution in kind) ?
» 16
1979 s
GATT R

16 Trondheim Case. BISD 39s/400.
17 1, 1

1992

. 61-



1989 “

”
- (a)
”
”
”
”

18  BISD 36S/93
19

. 62

” 18

GATT

B

" (reparation by equivalent)

3 2
1] b 19
1969
2,
®
5 (h)
33 ’H

%19 5% 3 H(KF 110 #)

1966
“GATT
WTO 22 1
23
" 23 2
, 60 ”
60 0

GATT



23

2

W GATT/WTO #4544

GATT )

GATT )

? 2

, (law of the jungle)

B

n 20

1952

2 2 2

K (ag gressive unitateralism) ,

301 ",

“ ” “

, GATT/WTO

= bl RN R4 E

GATT “
23 GATT
, GATT 25
: 23 2 ?
,GATT 30 :
, GATT i
, 100

20 UN Doc EPCT/A/PV/6(1947), p. 4.



1954 5
(Panel on Complaints)

B

23

"(conciliator)

"B GATT

1953 25
( 2) “

GATT

n 21

23

GATT

1959

GATT

%19 5% 3 H(KF 110 #)

, GATT
) GATT
“ " (judicialization) ,
36 , 1, “
) . )
’ 10 ’
22 * ”

), ,GATT *

GATT ,

) (D) ;

GATT
, GATT 24

21 J.Jackson: World Trade and the Law of GATT(1969),P.174.

22
23

64-

Keneth Dam: The GATT Law and Intenational Economic Orgnization(1970)

Minhard Hilf: Settlement of Disp utes in International Economic Organzation: A Comp arative A nalysis and Prop os—

als for Strenthening The GATT Disp urte Settlenient Proccdure. 6

, P.285.



GATT

tional judicial review)

1932 “

GATT

GATT

GATT *

GATT ,
60
GATT
:GATT ,
, Legalism (

GATT

"(power— oriented)

B

W GATT/WTO #4544

B

19

(contract)

B

“GATT

, GATT

,  GATT
GATT

GATT )

(interna-

B

25

GATT

24 Oliver Long: Law and Its Limitations inthe GATT Multialter al Trade System. (1985)
25 League of Nations Doc. No. C. 379.



%19 5% 3 H(KF 110 #)

A
()
26
, R 1973——1979
, GATT
,GATT 22
n 27
GATT , 13 ”
( “ ")
( ) 13 ”
72
. GATT . 1982
GATT ‘ "(Legal Office),
13 ( ) ”
,GATT >
26 legalist( S ")
27 [ 23], Meinhard Hilf

23

23

110

28 R.E.Hudec: GATT Dispute Settlement After T he T oky o Round: An Unfinished Business, Cornell I nter national law

Journal 2(1980)
66-



®GATT/WTO ik %35 HL#

GATT ,
1982 , ,
w29
,GATT (Codification)
1958 1966 1979 1982 1984 1989
1979 ,
1955 1958 , 23
GATT ; ) ;
1966 23 2 , ¥
(1) , GATT ;
(2) ; ;
(3) ) ;
(4) . 60 ) ;
(5) .3 .
31
1979 , s 13 ”
(1) ,
, 0 , i 5—20
3_5 " , ”
( 1)
(2) , ,
, “ GATT
, GATT ”
11( 14 ) 143 ” )
1977 DISC )
13 2 “ 2 2

29  Christopher Thomas: Litigation Process under GATT Dispute Settlement System— Lesson for WT O, Journal o
World Trade, 1996, P. 59.

30  BISD 14S/18

31 WTO 3 12



EER %19 £5 3 (LK F 110 #)

(3) ‘ ,
” ( 3 ) 113 s
( 16 ) 1982 GATT

13 ” , “ GATT

1984 , .

GATT

1989 , “ ” , ,

1994 4 , WTO
, WTO , .

M. .GATT L& &35 1 2

, L,GATT
, WTO
GATT , — (
40% 49 ) L,GATT
WTO , GATT
, 1993 23 23
) 230 , ( 115 )
10 , 90% ,
, GATT L“GATT
88% , 80 81% 5
4 2 2
” 32 GATT

,GATT

32 Robert. E. Hudec: Enforcing International Trade L aw, the Evolution of the Modern GATT Legal System(1993).
P. 153



2

1989 12

“GATT
GATT
GATT

?

GATT

GATT90

W GATT/WTO #4544

, GATT
GATT

GATT

( DISC , )

90

GATT

» GATT

" (GATT/WTO)

B — AR ZALN, F IR ) R AT aER .

)

33 GATT Doc.C/171.C/RM/ov/ 1, p. 7.

34 1

35
36

Ernst— U lrich Petersm ann 1024

, 1989 230
, 1996 134

2

(Consensus)

GATT

GATT

33



A
200 , s 13 ” 13
” 13 ” s 80
(Pescatore) “ " “ "
. GATT GATT 20 (a) (b)
(d) ‘ " , ; 1989 AKZO
337 * 1969 31
3 “ K “(b)
" GATT ,
, 1990 ¢ " ¥ (Screwdriver Case) ,
1761/ 87 , >
F =, FU) 3 5 24 09 A Bk 5
, ?
, ?
” 40
GATT WTO , WTO 3 2
. 1 DSB ” R
DSB GATT
1984 “ K R GATT 3 (
4 5 13 ” s
( TI‘ ]In S) )
(1982, 1987, 1991) GATT
20 ( ) (b) 13 ” (g) 13
( ) ,
1991 ¢ e 1972 ¢
37 : 1993 2
38 BISD 36S/345 : 1996 s 174, 108
39 World Trade Materials Vol. 2. (1990)p. 5.
40 Lauterpacht T he Develop ment of Inter national Law by 1CJ(1982).Pp.
156.
41 World Trade Materials Vol.4,NO. 3(1992)

. 70-

%19 5% 3 H(KF 110 #)



W GATT/WTO #4544

1972 )
2750 1990 10 , 1991
( ) ,
’ ) :GATT 20
(b) * o GATT
GATT ,
GATT ,
s GATT “ ” 1990 “
” 23 1 (b) “ ” “
) , GATT
, ” . @ ;@
GATT . ; ®
1988 no4e , “ »
13 ” ( 13 ” ) s GATT
11 1 GATT :
" (restrictive business practice)
( ) ,
% =, A 8] ik F BIH 2R
“ " (power— oriented) “ " (rule— oriented)
GATT )
,GATT/WTO
' 13 ” 43 113 ”
) 1980 , p
, GATT ,

42 BISD 35S/116
43 World Trade Material. Vol. 3. NO. 1. (1991).

.71



RIHE %19 BF 3 H(KE 110 #)
GATT ,
B WTO WA KBS R
GATT ’
’ (
- ") , WTO
WTO
()
, “(WT 0)
GATT ,
WTO GATT 11 ”?
’ WTO 16 1 «
. WTO 1947 1947
B 1979 “ n “
WTO
! ’ ‘ 1947 22
,"WTo 7 GATT
»WTO GATT ’
()
WTO , " (DSB)
( compulsory jurisdiction, “ " }
” 44
” GATT £ ” ,
9 GATT [ ” ,
GATT 40 ’ ’
" 1972

37



RIHE %19 BF 3 H(KE 110 #)
GATT ,
B WTO WA KBS R
GATT ’
’ (
- ") , WTO
WTO
()
, “(WT 0)
GATT ,
WTO GATT 11 ”?
’ WTO 16 1 «
. WTO 1947 1947
B 1979 “ n “
WTO
! ’ ‘ 1947 22
,"WTo 7 GATT
»WTO GATT ’
()
WTO , " (DSB)
( compulsory jurisdiction, “ " }
” 44
” GATT £ ” ,
9 GATT [ ” ,
GATT 40 ’ ’
" 1972

37



