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if any, from the President).

ol el Wz HEo] 301 28 A 43te] USTRO| EHZAE & § 3
£ HIEE LY #Hi(statutory standards)S F 7HAZ2 & & Ut

A5, USTRE 484 dAG vFY R HES F#E7] Hskd
HEZAE HE & Ythe Aolrth(retaliate to protect the rights or benefits
of US. under any trade agreement). | & $3ta} USTRS 1)54F B A
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9%, USTRel o1@ 301 = #a7h Bl d #stiEvl 9802 oo
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1) A, 19889 19 229 "F Gui5EY3](US. Cigarette Export Association)
= o) ByPo] njFe) Ea4el RIS F3 AFHTD FRFEAM FUMNE A
54t wAld S22k EAEALS adinte dge 13 AArHLeslie
A. Glick, Guide to United States Customs and Trade Laws after the Customs
Modernization Act, 2nd edition, Kluwer Law International, 1997, p.156).



WTO il Tl A o] £E| iEik 301 k2 AR 839

USTRE] AMFdo| FAHA] ¥ Av HHEY ok - BUR - #H1T0| “%f&’ﬁ%%
& EREAY ofd —¥EA Y, B AE3iL(unjustifiable), KBS &
woll S FAY ol & #ilfRste 72 §oldh

thet Yo 22 Afas ER Y FF HR7F s A S USTRE o9
Mo HEREE FAA ¥=F wAHIH Joh A7IM TESH(unjusti-
fiable)' ¥ - BUR - BT W59 AU A& LAY —&3A] ek
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=3 v|x2tel] FES o] &F AUA EFo] o]FoR = A AT
Faute)] 3 - H A BEFE AFSAATE o] vFe B 2
FAY o] & Adste Aolgtn AHn ok @A USTRS “FeE$
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2} Section 301(d)(4) of Trade Act of 1974, as amended.
3) Leslie A. Glick, op. cit, p.157.

4) Section 301(d}{1) of Trade Act of 1974, as amended(emphasis added) ¥ Leslie
A. Glick, op. cit.,, p.156.

5 dlzid], 1988 19 xef FuiAdA gAad Fde A9 USTRS 39
AAIE BAG) TFe HByoz Asly 198610 Avir]|E 209 1A%
2abe AFH27)EE deddod, dx¥e iy 59 2¥ude] Ao v
= gHjgFo] o] Foix| ] gt ulFFu+E P33 (US. Cigarette Export A-
ssociation)®] HYA7F AEFH F 3012 2ALE AASHA H A (Leslie A, Glick,
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&%, o] 43} o] USTRe| FH0o2 HEZXE Fote 45 REHEES
FHE(form of retaliation)= USTRY #Eolch &y 301 2739 #H HE
o] AL WMEHIES B(amount of retaliation) 18 AE T Mu|Xd
tfated Batg fifolu #liRol A-gsle FTolojof dtH, A= BIH T
#ao] AAE F7t Hojof 4O
a8y g9 ZA$ USTRY 974 271 8F5HA ¢+t &, USTR
< HEZAE FA ¥gr 23T ¢ F do.

A5, WT02 #As) A7 o] A& B (panel Bui)Y ©& T4
Aol AR BAsAAR AN ()92 BEo] viZe A E FAFA
adtte Ao YE AL, i)vF olde] FAZJHAYL &FHA A

v 230l e 3%

5, USTROl th&# 22 AHHS 8¢ Aot F )33 871 v
o] SBEEEREF(US. trade agreement rights)® 93371 Hste wH&E2AT
ZAE AsAY, i)ALEAE sﬂ]x]o]-ﬂb} TE 2o B4 ha Heto]
U A g
ol 5

\

re AR Astel BlEH WHE AQAAY, i)VE2Y FEAA
Zel 4o U@ 7y F439 aﬂaoﬂ zuv& A% Solth

A, AR ARAR AAAAY FIR S0 AT X w A

B2 AZSE Aol BAFAAW MES RS2 BAD A

UA, 58g F9l 012 ZAY olod vsted vFFA JuRE F
3

oA, 301 2 2|7} W29 ¢hEo] AZE s 2T A S Folth

fr

(L) &Boll 2sto] FHEHEO| FoiE HAR(FHEM 30145)

USTRe| 301 29 g #EE Fst=u W&o #Astd HEHI(discre-
tionary)gl RES & ¢ YE A$E M@l & - BUK - BTl TEHsAY
(unreasonable) =& b8 A (discriminatory)e] L, ®|Z2] B4 &S FAU
HiEste 298 ondch 22U A4d BHEMGERSE ZAIAAIS B

op. cit, p.156).

6) 19 US.C. 2411(a)(3) ¥ Julia Christine Bliss, “The Amendments to Section 301:
Overview and Suggested Strategies for Foreign Response”, Law and Policy in
International Business, Vol.20, No.3, 1989, p.515.
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ZA 7t o|FojHo} ke A4S A Z dEH FH BRI de
+E 283A oy .
o714 ‘B 2] & (unreasonable)’ o] g 801 °“’~l Wy We oulz 4
I givh AAE 19743 B A 301 & (d) (3) (A)ol <JsHH AES Bk - K
BT vFe FAPY g E A -r]‘?l'OV']"]' old] R3dte AL of
YAl 2 2)e] Aol FARES IR TP% 7% TAHES Aoz fA4stxn gl

301 £ (dAAME =3 =9 X7t BelF71e] FALRSER F2H(E
A E Aol old ¢ 2T JF9 Yo EFUY RoE 1FA @
b WA USTRE w59 @] sl E334AY 895 +9 ==
Ago] Exstn BHEFT7Y BALASFEES 22T o 2R IR @
Oxn A3 4% EREAE HE 4 doh FH, Z5I820 (discriminatory)
&, Bk e BT MY 5o Adste n=y AE, Auls B £
o dia) W=t =5 J&d=x dFMFN)E BEste Ao T8

BFERLAIS fwtetAl 2 BTEA AEET £ Z50Y \/ITH BEs
o] Si& 7% USTRE 301 oA #HEd ‘€ APstn 7t A (all ap-
propriate and feasible action)'E& #3}=E Q3P Fo 2N FKEH HERE Fdo
ata ot

B
il
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(3) MERBEWEBRE S Mt @@

USTRe| 959 B3 FG#AYd dia] ofd JFejo] BEZXE HE
libE USTRY #EolAw ot & 3712 FE8h0

O 538349 %3] (trade agreement concessions)& A=A, A3, F& F
A& 4 94, '

s

7) Section 301(d)(3)(c)(i)(ii) of Trade Act of 1974, as amended % Leslie A.
Glick, op. cit., p.157.

8) Section 301(d)(5) of the Trade Act of 1974, as amended ¥ Leslie A. Glick, op.
cit, p.158.

9) 019} ol appropriate and feasible act10n°]\’4‘“ F4& AP eEH USTRS

Z2AE FHs=y e PR f=uE 2R3 £ JdE S 23 Ao AR

'301 z (b)e] &7t dlscretxonary?JOHE E7atn FA g9 HgEE X E
Hate 2ol FH4FHE AAsted Af¥oE FYA AR de B§
USTRo] &32d @8] dis] =X& HsloF gk AAZE AAH(Julia Chris-
tine Bliss, op. cit., p.516).

10) 19 U.S.C. §2411(c)(1){A), (B), (c) as amended.
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@ & ¥EY F4dx BFs1 USTRe] sty #dde 7% §
St Y ZEC ds] BAREH T 7] FYAT 2XE AY £ e
ﬂ%*ﬂﬂl*q] dalMe 35 & 02 g9 AdS Mg F Ao

Q@ ETFFIHYE AANAY BAgs] Hsto =33 F5Y e ¥
Z(a bmdmg agreement)< AT <+ Urh

@ 33 BEF3FF9BYo] GSP § vz S AN Z2aRye AFP LS
FEANIA Zote BS USTRS B3 Szl o3 FAANR+E 2
3 - A AL F Ue AL URAAG st F712 Fof g} 2

¢H, Aul29] ZF USTRS 99 7|23 349 3012 A4 B3
2 HEY HAE B7sty FF Ee AFY 224 Ay s
o dFEHE AFAFRY HIZAXCEAW 7t A7t B8 )Y E5S
B3 AY 71 24¢ A 4 ok ay 2@ 2A = 01 4
29 T USTRY FAZRAIY o]Fd A7t e AFEQ AAd o
AtER o2 A4 F gk B%, USTRS Q4 T FAFHY &
& BE Mulxd BHMe FUFAFT £ 7 FRATZAE FHl
MBI e ol RIRMERT AT JYE AFHok At

g, o] Ael 301 & X9 BAsY 53] FLF L BREZXXJ} BUF
7t &l EEHNEQ HR(on a nondiscriminatory basis)2 2 #dtei v A
F EE AAFT) BEZAY dide] He =59 P9 #Ho] =1k
o fele FAglel ojFojAh A TEE 301 & A e HES ME 9
B EoR - BT BBNTEE TERtn oW FEolv MulaREdz A

11) 1988 Yol RE 729 %A F(quantitative restrictions) R.ohE # A A4
T A 589 HxE —r"\‘_l"°i 2 FAsYh 19 US.C. §2411(c)(5)
(as amended) ¥ Julia Christine Bliss, op. cit, p.b516. 18y} 1994“1 URAACA
E o8 7H"é?5}°1 _RAHMPRY BE BzAe AT Aol VB FQABEA
Bos ‘BRI E SHFGEER 7—1‘79‘6}%‘4 °] 2 g 7117@—'47\]“ REZAE FHE
dejAM BE 73—?—°ﬂ A 9] *r'*"]'a SAStE AAY oA = U7 qEo] ol

1 @R FHATEAE é’é?‘} Agolgt thggt #gAgE

-"r‘-/}i SI=E oie Aot #AMe {7} obd JE YA

3 A% USTRLS #A9 FH4E 5o 5 A& thA)

7:1 stojof 3o, h¥ER, “FEERMMBALE”, 1996, pp.bl7~

411

12) ZtH, UR BiTe: S %6}04 o AmY: 3017, dieke, B, Vol
199512, p.111.

13) AMGE, “mi=e 1974 FHEE301 5 oW BEMRG, Bk, BB,
1997.12, p23 2 ZA+H), HiiRE(1995.12), p.11l.
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o]t} 14 ol g} o}-&3 #kit HIEHE (export targeting)ol W& USTRe| ZA
7lsa WA B ZEAMA LEE 77 A HUFY oldFE
ukod 3loj o g} 19

go rir ¥

(@) B2 miTol thSh &R, HES BE ¥ BT

USTRE B2z 9| olgd] thste] ZAE 77t Jlon, Td 9Fo] #
B EE HES BE239A4 olgstn YA ¥dn RFeA € 2§ USTRE
g2 i3 2x7 Yag A& AAstelof Frhe B BEZAI} H o4
ARA GAY REZAE AT 4Fo] o] o3 EAA &= 2+ USTR
& I3 EH (Federal Register)o] 2283 93d NAEAE & & §F 24
g FaAY FA3taiol @k

njAato 2 e YA Ee HEzAC Jitd dYgE Te THAIY
QE7} F 237 A&Eolol gy 8FE A &g AfdE 01z 4
g A 2AE 4d o AFHog FRAG 2T 277 UA HR
USTRE % 878 ¢e A% 28 ALY AA7tel %8 AA37] A
% z2A9 azs vlZAAC BF %S HAES o} A

2. Eikey HE

(1) BTl BAA
302 9] ¢lsb® USTRY 301 & ZAle 4 2E #FRHRE (interested

14) A 19853 049 169 2atde AFy D Abdoll th gk & QlA ol
fstdd USTRe| #zol A5stdch zAA% dgde =2ebde divjy&d s
ARE 7tetATtE AYL GEIQEH, F AAFE 2Ede 2 IR
SFEFS TolAE To] XU B3 olE FFTE AFH AgdAE oM
A #AZ Qo 301 2ol 9A EZXE WA Sk wEbA, 301 2 AR
o2 x2% 27Ha country-targeted for Section 301 investigations)®] & QA

wEZAGANA A7 AES AYAI7] Q8o ALHoE Hdtn BE

2 e R34 Frtstodor drh(Lesile A, Glick, op. cit, p.159).

15) 19 US.C. §2411(c)(6), export targetinge SA71gelt Aol SAF= }F

oA HU} AAHPL REE Yst7] A& R 2AE u @019 USC.
§ 2411 (DBHE) ¥ AR, HiEHE, p.23)

16) 19 US.C. §2416(b).

17) Leslie A. Glick, op. cit, p.160.
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persons)®7} 301 2 2E& gAsw a2 ZAE ZIAT A YA (petition)E
USTRe AZgozx AAET USTRS HUME A4 F 4659 odd
T 394E Al BEMMBMEE AFPstedor gt ojd 301 = EALE
ANEA G712 ARG ASoe FLAAA 2 ol FE FTA o do. ¥
olvgt ZAAlE USTRY HAo 27 zhA 2o (self-initiation) & FHA =
J}Esgtul o]l 8 7 $olx= REMRFIFARMIZE R € (private sector advisory com-
mittee)$} g7} o] FojA Fo sHEsi)9

28U USTRS LAY 8¥o] e A% =& A A A$E =
st 301 & stellM 275 Aoz AAE 945 - AA - B R
ZALE AAIE Aol UE R E HEMNSE ZFY ¢ Ut O Eehd
USTRS HZpMKMES 248 4+ e HEHS devD

o317t USTRE ZALE AAS72 AAdAY B ZALE AAEHA] @27]
2 AR 7ALE 4stn a3 ZAFE WY olfi(reason for deter-
mination)2t ¥ 99 SRl ES BIMER Fndto]ol Frt.2)

chu

Q) BE ¥ #HE2 RE

303 2N e BIAHELY #FEd Hdstd AT EIF FHRYEAE
A8 9% B Eizk(international procedures)® WEE 8738t Urh
Z USTRE =AY /MAE 24T B BF BAEAC gt FaF7tet
5% (consultations) & EiHsladol @t USTRS Wikl BLd FEF 712
gustd 4L AFsta AN et 0L T T LS AN
olth gt 28 Algte] WTOS & @fthEe A4ddeln, § &
AN A Poszte] 289 £& YYMAF 1508 He & F HA =Yst
= 97tx) A AER X< A$, USTRS o9 s|AE 9t A&3A & ¥
Ao At Qv ARHIY BFEFHREK(formal dispute settlement under

4>

18) MIZMGEEE SU2193 B2, A0 o JUAUE, FIFAE FEUR, 222
01z 2Ho] 3] YFL wE RE AF L 9L HALOR AEHE A
=9 ygaht, o|Eo} ZtA] ¥ wl$ B3Ik Section 301(d)9) B Leslie A.
Glick, op. cit., pl58.

19) 22} tiRge AL ols|BARS FLh ste] A ALt

20) KM%, Wi, p.l2; Jagdish Bhagwati, The World Trading System at Risk,
Princeton University Press, 1991, pp.130~131.

21) 15 CFR. §2006. 3.
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the trade agreement)d] W& HE#HS EiFslodor ot USTRS 9 ¥ £H
H2 BAE Fo\gol M LAY JE HHE RIDBFEAEALIAER
B AR 2 &g Ftofof 2

301 2ol USTRe] =9 ¥ -3 A - #8o] 301 =9 FRIEREn-
fairness criteria)® TR e ¥ i AL dtojof & AR
(time limits)?}, #Y IFHL A% oud f#E/ HaAAF st (what
action, if any, should be taken)& A dtolof & HAES WAt AUt ol 2
g e 302 29 FEE AWk 8ol ¢ EEHET Bl Y BF
B9 %S B HELY SFMREiRe) BR 2Astdor @0

USTRel 93 &S] HhEfife g3 Zo] A MAk(the nature of
the investigation)o] wa} ch2t},

D GATT/WTO 29 @mtpes Bde A%de ZAVIAIYZ5E 187
9 we [ EEBE LY HFMRGRL KTE E25E 304 oWl F we
e

Q@ BEEHED THol e Afde ZAIAIGEEEH 129 ou(wetA
D ASLuET @9 A$ol 301 2 A7} A&eA 2 Hoh.

Q@ AAAFE H"Lfl oYL= Ao e AFlE USTRO]
TRIPsE T &3 @@HEs ool sivtn 238 2 5o dstd 2AHAA
2% 671900 USTRY AR skssojof gk v AAALR
o] B39 Bl gl AL 2X7FL AH YIRS Fort AdHE A
2909 FxuldM dAE 4 dthmay QALY FHE B A
9 301 2 ZAbe] ALHT} A& Zxd #F Aol WX,

USTRE 23l 23 < 7] Aol o] AR 840] e B+ THAE
T8 JAANY NHE AFeoiol s UNRE FEALIN2NEH A
7.9 wolo} 3tr} T RS (expeditious action)7t LI A fole G
AR Ud T A3 5 99 84E o|Psajof gt £F USTRS #iE
2 HAgoey HAT 5 e v AAd WG G Bt ITCY AAE
23 & Yk

22) Jagdish Bhagwat, op. cit, p.131 2 A5 el, “EEe) AmMBEER", EXARA,
1996.6, p.146.

23) 15 CFR. §2006.3.
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(3) B AT

USTRL 305 %o wet #EE 712 RET G2 5EH 304 ool 301
Zo] 93 #EES Algstodol gt} byt USTRS O A9A =& AdzA
ol AL FUAge tErt d71E 23 A S, QUSTRe #AAs=H
9)o]A] AA Aol A (substantial progress)e] o] Fo|x i vk A3 AM,
T nl2e g wE #EAY AL st Arirt dagAY uEA A
H e ALl 180Y oludlAM A71% 4 ok v AAALA Bobe]
APaugzol Rl Qe ASdE 5HF B¥o] EAste 4 fol Fao
3099 233t A8 F glen, o] A= 0EE =AY F Ut

M. 301 4 33 58 LR} ks

nze EAMS AxHoz B o 01 2E wdWET ¥ AR e
So} gobm B & gid o @ o4t muiAZel tstd 1tz

3ol
2 gere ZRW ohy wF WNEA £7) YRtk old Pl TS F2
& ol g 2w 30129 A0 datel W% aGH) FRAYAZ

zke] apo])Eo| %] fiolgtm & & Utk oldtdlA & wl=el 301 2o s}
o Z2oARoz AZER e B st 1 =A% HEEL Al B
718 3D

1. fRiBRS TR FE

301 29| W3 vR2ASL g6 01%, £7 301 %, 281 ¥4 01%
7} % 9l=o Ay g RExI2ZAN F£UT B3] AF BAY
Aoy o2 iR OE BEAS

24) Section 304(bX1)(B), (C).
o5) B oM Fo AAE F2 Uk 0LR'E FAeE nAFHoY, AMY T
301 2’9 ‘~HA4 301 2’9 ALdE dFHEGR .
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Mastel)& 3] 717 o] &8 S0} o]t wijel F4E 3tx o F, 29
ot AR ojA 301 2ol @E RE2A7} AFHEe AFAAE Holk
1do] AelE: Ro| BEo|n, o] 73t & nFe BAV He FARHLE Al
A7) gsted A 2ARY A2 HH#HE ANde HolA P1xE 2% B
Ag YL BEsy] 98 Ao opd AZAAY MRS A FEF
7le] ARZAE 23 E o 2 2E7} Yivhe Aovd

o] 9ol % 301 2& AA e v PR FAEEY X FAE2 301
27} m2e odte] HaEE ARNE Fod Bet ol MAAN P 2
22ZAAS BEy] 9% B #4(combination) 22X IR FEE
A2 5 RE 3934 d4e 2o =5 WAz do E e A
ARS e 27 olatd 301 2= BAHog dA e FrtEe] frAlsta 3
= FHSL wANG Ao, gwt gE 2159 A%d e o] YH™
301 2o o n|FHRe 2Ayt AhHoz TR o] Rold Rojgte A
o|t}.2n

g 22749 Age BE 939 guieEEe] nFAAAM A=
Ty A 28 ASol 301 2o o7 ZALe HEZX|7} o] FoiA o7}
Dol Ho|A nladel HrE adz AFse =AES BA g0 53
30127} Q1dste WAL 19709 & nl=e] Aol L3t A v5e FA
227} AR o Az BPozn AAH HARYsL FAHANUD H
ol7] wWo| RABEHERY FHolgte F =AE AT dx &
qth o]t BmEdte 301 2 HRAEL N9 FYAAE V|EHoE &
 71q, ZHlo) 9% AT BExe BRI wRHE AXNGAA A
2o ot Wi G A grim FHIch 53| 19803 £
o)A PR GA] BdLA @ gAY FB st 47 el
' Ae Azsa g

L

26) Greg Mastel, American Trade Laws dfter Uruguay Round, M.E. Sharpe, Inc,
1996, p52. 301 2o B FLAHE F BRIFHFY - dH FAF - F9AA
o) guraclolgt= A3 1o U HEL BEME FE ALIAHS.

27) Harry L. Freeman, “A Slam Dunlel] -How Section 301 Could Survive under the New
World Trade Organization-", The International Economy, March/April 1934, p.44.

08) Sifak, “WTO Athe) ifiht: 301Ee) W@ APy, LML, A2BV 13, #

AR IRIBCERTZREE, 1998, 1/2 935, p.68.

s - LA, “EB 59 301 29 i, HERR 2 FR EWHSTE, AITISE, W

PpsomECT R YeBE, 1997, 11/12 A, pAT.
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T@ 4 ARG v Po) theel ANHASL WFe) FASA AAR

gane] Agolr] WEd v e 2RAY U9 A=A
Qe AAE Fole ¥ xFslok Brke 3 AAsa Uk

2. B —HESR

kAl s ol 301 27} (FHEEH BEBETFEolgE v A £3) =4
o gAte] Bl 2We 47 01 2 B8 99 301X YA B —HER
(aggressive unilateralism)®] fffEolgte Holth. o3 @ ¥ #L 7Hete wAs
2 301%E 2 ouHg PF T GATT/WTO ¥ANZAAAE FAste
ANe D 23 Ytk oS¢ F3o] 95W WS USTRe Lt 3012 2 7
301 2o A 2AE Wd AAste ARE AR AT AEBEA 9
2R} S AN AT HETHES AF@AIA - KkB#lZ —F
fiol gt Aeolth

Qul 30] 2 & 2UEE B USTRY 9 F& 2|7} o] Fol Ao} 3t
= A% re ARH 2A LHd e B¥E I FEEsE o
U doM 2R guFdate vdg W1d & goke ot & AA

TEs

o= USTRel WTO @A IN FAHA %& HHBEGSPY FAFT 5)°]
g, %7 BaY 2orEd FRHEEEAAY Tx ZAAEALY 37
£)E e nEel TAH YBFdel sase 4o Bt 21 9
o E@ 301 &9 BE2AE 939 TAD B BE S BEAL o
© gEo Al 2o W A A & Yoke WANE 2 3F8) B
oI A4Hel A 4 AT T o F Hdel dhate) WEE WV

30) olo] Tat FFL ol PAR o)A 1984d T - BAYH AR FA A7V E R
omz oAl 1984d A AW 9¥ BAY =4S oA ¥a ¥ A w3t
Carl Sovernlov, “Super 301 : Gone But Not Forgotten”, Journal of World Trade,
Vol.26, No.3, June 1992, pp.131~132e = 2 & FAE& ki A
g8 49 30129 A$E TAH i AQHY S oS A B
ok 2, F 2o 93w USTRe] wid =4 FHRHEINE o13le) A&H
) oo $MHATAPFPC)IE thAl o3lo AFsloF 317, o 53
ooz A A e Wit pkES) USTR) 9t —FHIHe= o) FojP o
2 MREA7} o] R0 A Brie FHo|ch EF o] W REXA o) 35
a7t 53 gle FAFEn #d gRo) F@s ofw AFolu A ) 2
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%A A7IE 2 Yt

nfagl e AEd 79 AAdA 301 o] g v#HAY dFe F 2 &L
e 2mE ZAMSHA e A videln ion FAdch oo BE Y2
olgstwl oheF 2ot “301 2E TEFH UAL FAEANAAR 9FS
z7] g8t T©UHUT} A uZe UREAH AN ERs27dE F4st
7] 98kl 301 238te] 2K & Y 7] % (time lines for action)E °]&3tA.
ZAsHe ule} Zo]l URFAE olgsy] g AHAF A 301 24X 9 7]
747 SHtime limits)2 TAZE RAEASAAA G S8 A7) 93t
B& e 301 ZAME WTO @RS e 301 & Aple] A% o
20| Azt FIEAHAAAE Sl HES=S 27n ok B 5ol
SRRl d (dispute settlement paneDe] P1=9 dB3AE tE A2AHE
SAHE AL, dEFS a22d Ady FPTE |22 3o BEZA 9 3
AHE ARY & UAES AR Ueh"2 o) e ntade] Fo] AFPHLR
FAlBLEo] 301 2 AAREL 301 2o} A3t B —HER S FriEclte
WG 2o i gulE olslREe] gteg B vk ot FET A4
ARAE 2% EFHEd 2ot AvFA g Al AV A A ¥
301 29 A4 2R/ LPITGE L AFsm Utk UREA ojdde T4
2, My, a8ln AAQAELS T oey FHELS AL I
E Yo EntAcz A=A gtk &, A 1099dz7 ol @ Eokel A
A2 GATTE Edt9 #1248 4 17 d&e ool 301 2 AVANAE
o GATTE HoluA &2 £d& 2 Fitd A

adY WTO 88 & $AE, Mula, 28a AHEFE Eoprt &zt #
s T ol AN KM HEd A% HFBREES 2A FAINS o
g 301 2 AAASE Fo2E 3012 BAAYY 357t dAR FHE
AeiAdxtel 1D 2H o] o] FoAWA AR RoZ A3} U
ol Ba| ol % 301 2 ALUAF| WTO AT ofUAY £ &
Ao AR AR WTO 8RN A g&oz2) Arle BAYE A4E
% 9tk 2R ets uis} go] AGFe F8 mdFE] ofF WTO FHA= 0]

|

pgd EAE b5yl @Bl 012 B8 £3301 2L FAH YYFI A
Moz ul3oxx glek
32) Greg. Mastel, op. cit, p.53.



850 TRHEHHRE 134 (2000. 2), 4R HELEE

obd Agl2 o} glon uAdAEY BHY Z8E sleold F& HRE
EARAEC] WITO @A 9 9 ol ol glch ojgid ¢ v oe A
go] o7} glo] Yt e g PFAY ol d EFHFAE &Yook §
e 43 AstA Btke Aotk 23y AF 301F AAAEL FARGE
AR & 301 20 A BEZIE FTFE s b F3 }.TL ?\lq'
=W (Harry L. Freeman) ©}]3A AFe FE& AL &t
301 29| Efyolyt {rfHo] oiste] Bk £93 A9 stn ),l‘?}. g, o
WTO Aol 95t thEojzln Y& FollA £ AT AF =9
01 25 A7 HHES WTOd| A7|se Bz o gsleld Adlv], te
oz WTO B 28t SAstA AR g EokilA 4] &
Ag A w3 dFez BYREZXE AT + e T4 (option)2 =
o]43d Aojgte Aot 2y Zejgt dA] WTO Aol bdF+ #IE(WTO's
purview)E 433 oiuid wWol BdE A& AZdn Yd 2w Y TS
2ol WTO & Weo] &3t Fobdl thal 301 28 ALstnA dohd 3
ShdF7ke WTO A&8tA A&E ZAol#, ol tHsH WTOE #ARG
AN Azetn 43 AARNE A € F& weln Uk
o]zt L viady Zegte] 301 £ W AAE Tt— A2 Ao
g FE gloy, 301 29 gWFdd) Wdd duse = Hi:% 2y A}
BA e o223 ZAE AR EFHA 4L xR I
Ao 2E Zall(William R. Cline), 234 (Anne Krueger), 8tL9E](Jag-
dish Bhagwati), L&} 3 ®¥)o]o}=(Thomas Bayyard) ¥ ¥ & o E(Kimberly A.
Elliot)e] @FolA & & glek3 53] vlastele 29 HABAM 301 29
dubzol 2 of$ MEHYA ®Hstn vk F, vlFe] dEo2 I HAZ
(time schedules)e] et BAREAYE Nz AT o2Ry JE
2 ol BolUE ArE £EM EEALNE PR FAATeH F24 9
S 8 2 2yl kB —FERE 9AE uRE Fdov, 22 dso o
A BN xR 2RE A5t 208 2Ygdde Aot
% o]e} o] wFo] Tzt FAH L FEA FSo2N WA He

_VH.

33) Harry L, Freeman, op. cit, p4i.
34) o159 RAAQ UL B - LA, fiBE, pa7 A2
35) Jagdish Bhagwati, op. cit, pp.54~57.
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24 o3 o] AAs Yot

Ax AE Brlo oAz BFE FFse ol ©dE FUITMstate-
nations)9te] #AIE §AF QoM AZol #HFE #iK(orderly proce-
dures) 9t #:9 #HAl(rule of law)E EFdke A& AgAste Aotk 18
U g2 27150 23S 43R RS gASE ol WE o B+
£ 9l ®ut ol ko] HUlE AAAA %<& %% Robert Hudec ZF7}
wale EE(LE IR Gustified disobedience)ol & & Arhe Aolth. o
L ALo|= o|& u} flEH FEATB (creative illegality)® 3714 He A
ojtt. Z g AMAINZ 9T EBEE 2 FBAol AR oF e Rl
3 e JleA gn od 2HE gAstan & A HE T

i
t
r.?‘.b
¥
au)

NEx 2TAA AT L durd shsAdel AXNA €5

S5, 0|8 o] & ZrtaRe Yo H5HF(trade concessions)E
o]z} Y A% 30129 AEL HE 2rte AR Ao 4@ g =7t
zEy nZoE REE ASAYE HHoz I 8T8 VHFAIA 2
Aot &, AL HYAA ZUFE FFALD F Y& HeAo] EolAh
22 USTRe] 301 2 BEL 58 93A%9 Awe EEHHNY FH(non-

discriminatory fashion)2.2 o]#0] A AYE AF 7z fov} Hiie &
k= o] £Bo) 9sld 9g F F£x e Zojth USTRE &394 &
Je nzy zHBEL AAHoz EFA ] ANz APEHUEA
oo Wrie AAE FA gt 2HBFS st A5 EH L2 FAH
259 £2% Z7A71Ed ok BHEstA R 3012 AEAATEL =9
577t g AFHA Fo] FaZ7tAY shAdA7t FHE A
oroke ALrth A49d Z71eE g8lg shsAel Ade A& 2 ¢ 1
og AQe BE FAZo] EiAhy Bl (political realities)2 ANFLER o
229 RN HatE HoA gAHo Athe Aotk

AR, A2 AsE dAZ F8aAY DEAA FHLFHE °|E W7l
9l3te] e AgEtE AL EFERIRAIAM REMS KHE(ethos of fairness)
2 XA =9, 22A B AS BRI (open markets)& FAH7] Af =
Aolth, A W7t 301 2= At Ehi(altruistic reasons) A7 Ay
Aolals AEo] gle 7HEE itz =(dAd UR §4& AR
st @Ee AbgsE AT o)), "lFo] HWEEZL I 7Hbenign
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dictator)'d] A& dof Erts L wolzgy] ofh F, vlFo| A
2o e AET F3AA FHE Fid BAS HANIRTE(EE 3
AzsE: AR ulBAF E@EhEe g Az EHE Wl 2
o HERE J8ste AL FE7t obgd & fvke Aotk B (institution)2}
AL 2H 29 = (benign dictatorship)e] ¥d& vl o2 FYse e Ao
ol olg TE AT wEL B TN VFFY7 I %S e
oA AARAL Fa)ste AHpractitioners of realpolitic)E o] £%3te ¥t
9 o] WS =2z HEEH VL Rojn ke AAME AA 2&
4 Ut

Ha9EE ol AH e AEL AAGAN 3R 4T £U 30
zt 23 248 Az Jdon, 48 AAHMegR oj¢ 2 £
49 8A REE ol dotn FAIAH.

fr

o=

3. EHEmEe FUENR

301 Zo) g —EHY P TE FHEZAH wAEAEL 2ol #iEd W
& Higel BEES AL HEHP(trade war)S FRAIA e
AL 7Bzan Utk oj5e £ ulFe IWAA 2N FHEIRS HHE
%o vl e £ HREHAAHNS ngosy nTo AHE A AL
2 ¥y 712e REwYe nWE A7 Boke oM 23 B HRE
AAgEE Rl optn FHdta Urth¥

gt ol@ @ Ao el vhade BEZAJL ojFol A S nAd
Fo] AHEBYL e d7} ARS Adn AE IR0 FEA Y R
ol o] &2 37MAE A9stn th AA, e FHEAE HAs)
et G4 S o AL B 27 Folof Hl24 BEAHE 7I8HA
U Az B2z #As e Aotk B, AH oz 30129 HEE
EARAS A 98 o ELAES e SuA L e A
W a2 Qlste akEzbel A7|zie] AR BBy ojo] diY JHEY WF
o zstAE gethe Rojch AA, 301 &l AR MM 7} o] FojH

O

3p) o] & AL Carl Sovernlov, op. cit, p.130 F=E.
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ololM 1 22 tAe] ML AFdA o] FoiA 7] o] A 1929'd #F
FH% (Great Depression) A1t Z& HHEHPL A& & ke Aot

ol e mlade Fo] ojx A dest vtz S EE
4R oz w23 5T AN 4L A + de F7F A9 8§
gEe ¢ zels B9 3012 AANAEY 458 FA iyt 912 Aol
th A= ula9ElE B2 301 2 HBEAEY =AE T EE 4 F
SEFZ/IQY EAAME T LF AdHoln @A AAE A
AR ST 2 B3 29E Fxda ddn B AH)

AR, 301 2o JAF HEZAE EEZANE 2YTo2N oJHA vIF
g UREAY ARE olgste o A& 7ML & gon, Bl AT
ANE TBANZ 4 Atk 24, AAAALYE FAE R FEALYS FiA
Aogy A7Aoze BYFFY HANE AL & Atk AA, &, B,
et %, Beld 5 F8 ALI7IE0] UFY $WFORA B It v
=9 gtr A S ARl Utk HelA olE FrtayH Mg Eded
Pa7t ok A, AAEHQA SN & o FAAY T HERAY AH
7} w2 Auat o] Asste AFHE /A A "tk Holt®

4. FREZ S R W

REZ S ojdnte @i A RHEREEEE Hste Aol 301
zo| AAAA A7 g1 Yok, ofd) Wt X MEBEELS DERS
o #®M7} BAACcz HHIH BEEAC WF ARE =Ho2AM IR
BREe) RHESHEY T Boeite 24E W ZEsA Avisd
ghth. =, 301 & FFY HHEH Tt REY RN =A= k3 3l
TSR 41 Ao B3Y F oy I7td wt FHRM, <BVEAH
Vel de 2 fERRE, AN TEE AT k8, FHAEE o] A2 g2
e A ZAST glon, A% HEAWHKFRES ANFo2N TATA

37) olate] e ARy, "3 3014k HEWERL FF ORI, T KM@
W, U IR, B 30 &, 19944, pp8~9E U&F.

38) olel@ RAQ ZWFo] Uy R 53 £ 30129 A4 2 HE A
2 4JeHEolx BIeon, BAREY EYEAZ ZAAEANE HFE 5 W7
wj ol AEAol ZA Yrke HE& FES U
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2o BS WOANDTGE Aotk ol 2e AFEHHY REWMEES HUA
B mZo] AEESH FAEZSHA B¢ ZEM BES n e =2
Al BolA 2 Ut

Egze EAFMY EAYoz st AHE e Af JdHE T2
27}7} Escape Clausest 2 B3 A& st AL THERS HHH
= Ao 2YRAFYEN 71BHeE Agslel gt F, ol FAFET
WAl BAA - REA 22X 3L A 19453 ITOARANME 7733}
o mul opet ITOAY Ad % GATT 2229 2320 23 A3
12 ASNA % ZE olg FAFEY 71zE FAHEAA BHEd
HERRS BE e HE 2 ikl ¥ H#F(Understanding on Rules
and Procedures Governing the Settlement of Disputes)e|A ©& A2 - 7
AzEoen ol F&dts v ol WTORA A E 2402 AAE
WE 7agtozn GATT AAETDE 84 ggFoln FAT ASE vids
Aote #ME 22 Ut

a8 ARz HEede] He EIFFATYY THHAA s
301 29 ZATFE0] AHoz dAde Ro| oy, 2o me} & A%
3 gt & u2e 28 wdFEL nF 301 2 A7 ALERSRIT
o Ao AN 2EM ZHHELY FAFEE 2D A=A 2R
e Aorze A ol AT A$2 231 Aok 2y 301 2AA
FAERSETS 929 ToBao] EMEHEDS T—¥EAY T& BHEHE
o ostd Fed & g uTe 9L ARsAY TEFAY, TaESA
U enligel m el @mel fifel SAY fRse A4 ST
wabd njze] 28 FARESL 30129 Aurye HE2 FH9 GATT 23
2 T 7 olZe FAFHEAAY XE@F GAHAT FrRe FHE FRE
2 BRI B )=o) BEM(arbitrary) FFEelEtR vl detn gith

= 301 zo| olatd EARZrEY - B - BTl WS BIMHE —Bst
Hals TEstAY FAamstAY Zhleln vl=e &l Aol HAAY
etz 9lthn USTRel AgAez ARse 2% BEZAE AE 5 U=
2 FRsn Qe 38 TAFSE a0l AVAA LA - A Aol
ge F4L 3 ¢th9

373
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5. £EA BuATES A7 F

301 27} oJHste WAL M nAF uig go] TEALE 19708W =
ny 2o LAY FRANRA, A A BE A Tt F 2A
Hol 2w ARY & Yok 2P} AFAA ZAAFTEC 01 2E ¥
SuA AR e T O WS 0127 22 AW € e €L
A2Ax e AeHPNA PlF HiATHY HES IS BRERE G
Fas fEfe] g8 foe Holdh

22 pagAze odd WAL 012 B ohy ujFe e Tyl
WAME 28 Qo B 4 Ak 2v 2 FAME 7 2@ vlde] 3
297t H2Fe 01 2%  F o, o o= wegy, FAEA
W a3 Fedte 3372 5 UE 23AFARYA A FAR A
£ e ulde] A gl

© 19743 @kl 301 271 ==Y A 19603 FZulyE uF
3 E AARI SAERY AGYAE BRI £2FAHA A4 E Rejz 3
03 AdsA Hgen, oE ANz e Aol PP SAHA B
& A=Az YAEs] AUt 2 dfez nFose FHEAE A
37 98 o A HIER R (nstitutional advocate)< nh kgt
qAY B LI (TO)E nZEN L3 (USITO)Z, FESINEFSTRIE
N ZEAYEL(USTRIE AR FAld F 7139 B3 Hdste WA
NEae AFS A Adsidoh 301 2E =4 A= 37t oA Y
o] AL Qs AEAY PR B IFFE guistad stedl
ATk B 4 AU

olg} o] 98l7} EARA Bt AIHA AR AHactivist)] AEE 8
A 9wt BARoz o3umSe] Aae] AAFVE|Y AAAFE A

30) o] wate, BRIzl Reiguel £Eoly 1 kel AfE AdEor) £
A ARAE DRl M ML LK AZstel BHE KA mUTA]
g4 @r @ =, oAzt BAANel o 1 el AAsE @ B34 2w
goz AAY & gitkx ANGOo M 301 28 HIUED Tk KEFSREAI,
el TSR T WIERE - % Foumske) Wmm Apel o ER
=7 SAER 89-12, 1989.3, p.65.
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Fate o] H0S0] BAF AR 1o vigE F TP 4 2 diet
N7sA #E & §71 gEeld.
z IuHEe HRE st HATFUNEY A8 Ee 4FE o
Zo tHgAlg 2H|BF oste 259 FHE B gon, qAHoR
BE B3 SAEAG gHsiel 13 @4l W FRIAAT AAR AT
7219} 301 29 ALAHE B 2E vFdcdel 2AY SR Roe BA
glo] gFAIZe Aho] ojftke o|fE HEAHES Fal fton, 2 WA
E HALES) 7283 BHERS 28sd -3l dEdA 939 E
YA AU SHILEE ol &t HHEESAA 012 59 ¥¥WedL ¥
Batm o] 734 gon B & A%

BER A 2AHoz ERAAY ool Ade 2HEFH ¢
P} T ERNG0) AFH Ae AAFVEY 301 & FAZRA L7
s s ERte 4 U 44E 2o g

£

40) o]l WY E RAHMHE A3 HEAAD R BERA), == 5T AhELE
A ate WA A @ BAGH), S5 - 2F8 F A2d, 79 2 @ddH -
w2 ¥)oz AA BT u 301 2¢ BAY o|YPHe KEWSLE AMEHS
QA= Ao B F ok oed BIEFHF 7] oA FAHA 4
noka BEd AF(equity)} AF(fairness) A FAH 4L Lffvwezs 57
S ANAYA L AVANSE He gn)e 301 2F AR JvoE XA
Z 5 gk R FHAFFAL, HiRE(1980.3), p.14l.

41) 53, Uv 301 2R WA BAF FAZX 49 301 27 YHIE 19883 F
54 A4 3 BAd & 5 AU uhel o] Yol YEHL 1981 d
A5 RY @hES, HAEH, 283 2ANE & 8oz e AAAY
e s AN Ak 2y 2 o F 43N ol PRI EiEE
¥y SiPEBCE (activist trade policy)& 782 ¥erhe dldo]l AMAR 53] 4
Br)de nRe 92/)gse 2EATQRY af =) HEHRY. oD
Agold ZEF mEFe Werql oj@ut Ast= EfF(Gephart Amendment)©)
A7 2 ol PARE A2 PR A 7 0LZE F8E Futed AN
o). 2aY A4 ELQ AR A$E 1990d AALE FAREH AF-F4
Sao] Yre oA FAASA 49301 2o BEL FFoZ AAFL o F
AAsgen, FHFIE A B YRAE F3st7] st AL F3 301
ZZ 2aAAeD At 53 ok o F¢ Rl AH), 3w AJYY T
oo omAMoA $HEAF ouAE BYYE FUWAES B3 FT] A3
55 301 x| PYIEE olgaPrie wwE wgio E¥ 1998 dRE 19 A
2o fBe] 2do] Hx Hote] TAHe wAA = 1999 de g FH
301 28 28AzdE 8L w3 gt Thomas O. Bayard & Kimberly Ann
Eliot, Reciprocity and Retaliation in U.S. Trade Policy, Institute for
International Economics, September 1994, pp.13~16, pp.32~339) W& =
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V. WTO &FMkslE TN 301 # EREZ

1. WTO #S#amEe &5

Zz) 8k uieh 2ol UR @49 HA I GATT MEERHIEGATT dis-
pute resolution system)®| ##olgln £ 4 Uth4) & WTO/GATT 1994 A
oA E WTO7E B A #etd ZAHL ARBLEE 7/HAUAM WA
e 4lire T F UES St HES =UFAUTED o d B 2AEE
ol & ul WP HHE(DSB : Dispute Settlement Body)oll ]3] g5 o 4
E 7FE Z2AAY, A2 ANF 2 $F4E3EE 713 dd(panel) S A s
AL Zn Yot £ RS (Appellate Body)ol 4% & e Aol
A E o] et

T3 WTO/GATT 19940l = B, dd 2 Far|+9 23 & AHY
ol lolA 9ZAE BFiltimetables)S T2 Ut} 4t oz gt Apd
AdBnAe el Farl o] FoijxA Fe AL 9/MY ol WA A
o a7t ol E A$ 12702 Yol Ao Wizt WTOsjde 2
A& DSB7E Hid BN E Adeix ¥r2 2FEA de @ Adgdnt g
npa7b A 2 FFRERES] ES DSB7F HRAYA R 7176 e & TEEE
ZtA Ed

42) o)3le] 301 29 WTO MamksigEsl e A3 49& B& 28 #A Tho-
mas J. Schoenbaum, “The Theory of Contestable Markets in the International
Trade : A Rationale for Justifiable Unilateralism to Combat Restrictive Business
llractice?", }journal of World Trade, Vol. 30, No. 3, June 1996, pp.171~1799
& 191‘ %}}_z} .

MEE WTO MHBMRREIEEE Pk e HAT kel T #H(Under-
standing on Rules and Procedures Governing the Settlement of Disputes)elA
FAHe vk GATT Secretariat, “The Results of the Uruguay Round of
Multilateral Trade Negotiations ~ The Legal Texts”, Genova, June 1994, Annex
2, ppd04~434. E3| 1 FMHEM(DSU : Dispute Settlement Understanding)'2
22232 ek weky olsteixE DSU'Z EAS7|2 @

44) DSU, A 2 =,

45) DSU, A 17 =,

46) d2]&Q AL #E 7S F 1BALAXN 432 ¢ Utk DSU, A 20 £.

43
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o3 Zwaa B u WTO BANZAAe H#Em #EH X (rule-
oriented approach)e 733 itk w&tA DSBY ARAZYFL sletAY
A Feho] ostd MH AF L AD T B e vf ¥tz &
4 ot WTO EAa A ate] had of® gigo] DSBYl 9std s
A Zole 28 92 L AEMQ HIMA(a reasonable time)o] & ARl w
o} gThan AFEMYQ EAMS DSBS B3 Y=Y 3ol oot 2AH
A A0 45 8 $5 Utk TF Fovt o FARNA d2 A5
F&go| Y& fhfi(arbitration)E ¢ R waA 8

ote) Hajo] mde Aol Wl e wE2yA ZE F e B
A £ FL Mk (suspension of concession)EEE Fdtn Aa2IH U=
J¢ BA52S AR dotd AL A €tk ol thA] F B3
A &0 AE MHEES Botd 22 & At AT ALFL FH
4L & glE ool E{kinullification)s) 11 & (impairment)® F
e LY 4 9 Y2 DSBERH A A e Aot

g 4% o Jolrt WTO ERsidAEsM F4EAE sldsts] #stod
—HHy H:E(unilateral action)® FA 31 Ytke FLS &9 A7 i
YYBIRRSEM(DSU: Dispute Settlement Understanding) #l 23 2& §74 fiuto]
AT AY Ao 2A dAo] WS A9 ATl —HW HES
AstA] Fevte Adolgtn B £ Utk & JAYZEL F3Y FA Ex 7
glo] =9} #sted DSUY )21 2 2L A 22 2o HAE AAE whetof 317
m Zo] DSBY %41 glol FHAANZAE HAsA ot ¥}

olgl gt WTO ¥AslAA oA —Hiy HES AT F sle A (scope)
P oluike] odBE njZe B2 g2 393 dFdA i F8F Aol
2 2 9t} o] Ao tisted = S Al 301 =l AT A E AA ¢
23 wats Zo] N2 HYAHY A& Holx 3o
Z 301 fioll Wshe] HAY FHE 7D AL GM FRFEAA AT
ue} o] WTO ZASNAATA GASZ ) s AA £4c] @253 ¥

WAy

\J

fr

47) DSU, A 21 = (3).

48) DSU, A 21 & (3)(a)b) B (o).
49) DSU, A 22 =.

50) DSU, Al 23 = (2)(a),(b).



WTO ##i Foll Ao B @tk 301 ke ARl &9

g A 78 g #EL T 5 UAEE AYHULNE BT RO B
o] Zo] 301 28 F&eTid ok Bud iy —HERE RS & 5ol
oot Aol b A 301 29 FHA L FAste A2 AA2e —HNY
B B35 (unilateral self-help)ol © @ BEEMERESS H#FAZE 2A FiH
sitta ARSHEME S glold RAe ohgtm B ks 301 &l <
Aste] — KW HES AT F d=ukd 43 EdE o3t Zo] 24 371
2 ALZ Yo 13 £ & Yub2

2. WTO #HEfRRpIEFoA 301 k] $i%H0 ERAX

(1) =B 301 ol HEsSte &4

(WTO/GATT 1994 &l #iE A¥s e 49)

Qo] ;A upe} go] SHEQ #: KE v BTl EHEHES HAde
AL olo] dA A YA, EE FE(unjustifiable)stz, W= @Gl Al
< =AY HiRstE A oE ol 24l FHEY 3014 (mandatory section 301)%3)
7t 2gHolxr], USTRES ¥ E4°] WTOHA e 3 & UA=RE A
Adte] ol gt}
slolslm ojn Bajo] WTO/GATT 1994 e $1dtst #¥d 7+ USTR

ozo] BzARARYo Ulstel WTOd| #FFds Ao H=A(FH
°2) 301 S HEFof I

a8 BA7F Sle AL WTO/GATT 1994 ™ 2ol @HHEN 75

g 9r BAAAEs LT B WTOo A2dH FAle Y

rlo

51) BN RE Lo [ Eol 28 E Oscar Schachter, International Law in The-
ory and Practice, Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, Dordrecht, 1991, pp.184~220;
Omar Yousif Elageb, The Legality of Non-Forcible Countermeasures in
International Law, Allen and Unwin, London, 1983 ; Elisabeth Zoller, Peacetime
Remedies : An Analysis of Countermeasures, Oxford University Press, Oxford,
1984 ; Yoshiro Matsui, “Countermeasures in the International Legal Order”, 37
Japanese Annual of Int'l Law 1, 1994, 223 Thomas J. Schoenbaum, op. cit.,
pp.170~171 5& #FZE

52) Thmas J. Schoenbaum, op. cit, pp.173~178.

53) Al 301 ol Al A e 30149 Yrkny fEel RS H ot olst ¥
7 Thomas J. Schoenbaum, op, cit., pp168~16991M = TFAH L2 A= I

54) 19 US.C. §2413(a).
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o 301 22 AANFE Ro] BEEHEY 45T Roue od4fda £ 4 i
301 29 W2 FERIE ZEEL o= AT WTOEA ds& W
£2 gutsigtid agjd AfdE pEn g2 I s by
—Hy RES PIAT 4 U MRS e A28 B3 gt 089 A=
= WTOS BSEREM(DSU) A 23 29 et Bonky £E MES A4
79 301 g0} A& —Hiy HEY BHS 213A g2 doe Rl

Z 301 THESY wHES A FAds Ba nFe 959 BE3FE T
Ao} AA = #Po] vt WTOS DSBel #&F&T FAlo AAAHL
2 301 62 BHT & 9o, o] W WTO7 vz fejsiA #2& Wd
AL (548 AS) u|FE DSUY dAs ] o] WTO FA ol F&3tAY
dTozRy MG BAS @] st YFE AZE F Ao Aot 9
g} Zro] WTO 87} 37 301 4% REHE FEsol F2 8t olfroll diste] 301
& THESL WTO B2 we 9339 HhEs B2 sy A%
Aolgtz FAst Ut

a8y 301 2= DSBEYE ##E57] Aolv Hd B LIMMERE #
o] Wx|7] Aoz ulFo] ¥ E PRI/ Aot —HWY HEE
g 4 Je2 s4stn Yoo wad @EY KOS ol —HK HEZ
o 2o BfgEkols —EehA| T $93) BEEHEBES idce oo v
olgl 3t A$7t wASA =W FF7te DSBERH nlFd] s E4E 3
28 F Jde TS FoA 4.

o8B A 23 2% ulZo] 301 2o JAF —HK HEE AT T e W
98 aA 224z HAAE F ot o)A Eobw i 301 kel T
e 7% u]Zo| DSBO B dstal FAAHQ wdH FHANE HT
AWM 7A) —HR HEE oty sAE %¢ Aoz BAd o7y THEN
301 f] Waw a8 A BEZXE e RS a7 g3 9
t}. = DSB #Ao] FHEM(negative)d 25 FHH MEHEZFE Hkes-
cape)7t 345 0] 9lon o W USTRe| 301 & AAE F2E & Ao

55) 19 US.C. §2411(a).

56) M&g ubel o] URAAC oAsd m@¥e& WTO/GATT ¥Ad st A
299 URAA §102(a), 108 stat, 4809.

57) 19 US.C. §2411(a)(2XA).
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(2) FEH 301 &0l ZEsts BH

groll A mAg uiel o] SEY B, BOR Tv H1TO] AAESA Y un-
reasonable) E& ¥ A (discriminatory)o] &L vl %9 B4l AHIE FAY #l
Male A$'E REZAEZ FHetuue de sl USTRel #HERI(dis-
cretionary) MRS %3 glon, o]& &3] FEK 301 fk(discretionary sec-
tion 301)®ekx ok FHEH 301 EolA 531 AES B B Ee KT
2R (discriminatory)'©| e vl REARFE T REBFAE THS
= A%2 wsixut USTRY #HEH #EE BEEELY] Higd 3R &
v ASdE H& 2 & ok

301 HIFES S HEM 301Kk ML —HH HES FT & e @E
= Ae o HHH 014 AR €z BEn ot & §F £¥dMe
WTO/GATT 1994 thEdl B&9A 4 FAERSRITI el —Hky #iE
2 38 4 JE FES APo| FoiA ke Aot 53 YL ne AL
301 29} ‘TsEH e (market opportunities clause) 224 & 2% Wik
i (market access)ol g Aol 53] 7149 RFESRH RTH Al el =
AL AT 5 YE2 FLstn Ut 301 FFESS ol mpHEE
)3 pErgel #AF Abde] A¢ USTRe|l DSU Axrg s ¥4art gflo] 301
zo] 97 HFF F YT B3 Utk F wigEeEd o] Eie add 35
= BRHED MG E UA %7 b DSUS Al 23 271 A 45 A
otom uweld ERETHA dAsted EBA HE(self-help)7t FFETE
Aot 60 gFol® B7atE 301 THEESLS FHEM 301Kk EARTA
—HH%) MEHES HAsted oA FUF Aol USS dAsn Jioh

58) # L 301 #% A M) 301 E'S) ik HEAM nAFY v glen, o8t
7 Thomas J. Sheonbaum, op. cit, pp.169~1701 M= TRz HAHHRL F.
59) 19 US.C. §2411{d)(2)(BXD)(v).

60) URAA®S FTBUZEE(SAA  Statement of Administrative Action)d] 23t USTR
o o]}z AL T DSUY A 26z FAL ©& ul ki KiZFF(non-violation
complain)d A& HgozXN WTO 2ANAFN DSV 2428 + e AFd
(option)& Z31 vtz 7l&stn Aok FFERIFFARER(theory of non-violation
complaint)& ¥} & 39Fo] WTO/GATT 1994 ¥4 & Husx gstvizts &4
7b 5 gle 2A7 B A we 98 F dE Jdeld S Fas B &
HAUY T @Ae B3 g waHE 347t 9ts F&olth Thomas J. Shoen-
baum, op. cit, p.175 footnote 97.
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Z g nZo] HER 301 ke wE RERES S5 2 B Fd=2
Z2E WTO/GATT 1994 e R v HES vzt RERES &
Hdeod & doke Aot

thA] Latd, 9t ml o] W HEZX7 WTO/GATT 1994 #iikol 2
Boohy oj=e DSU| whel HREHES hF7] AT BPHREK (counter-
retaliatory dispute resolution proceeding)o] @FE 2N HEE & & I
tie= Rolt.

olglg Yy vtE siAsrb] 9T Wel B 301 = AAAEL F 7t
A ZAAQ dge n8¥ F Yz Bagios

AR, USTRe| ER&S A2 & HEHEESZA WTO/GATT 1994 RS
gurate HHE 71 £ e Aot o AlGe HEZA S YATL
BAEig 9utsln oke A a8la HERE v HEHES REd R
Hioletn BE Ao, a3y o8 A% B2 o2& HlRE A3
1847 (RBP : Restrictive Business Practices)ol #% A #gy T U589
el AdHo ke Aol

4, oL EAHAA AP FlIRE AEETI A& —FHK HEE EEL
371 9std USTRe] HERk#kAdel #HiFF(international law doctrine of
opposability)dll w2}t 301 2& HE¥ & Sivhe Heolt HMEERe F 7HA
2m0e AUz gk $4 —Fo] 993 2ehd FA Yo ot TR F
%o Algte] W E AT MEFMRE TN, 21 T HERRIT T KERT
(grey area)E §1°17] €13 M2 BEERES AT QoA AzdA &
glat THE AT F 5 YEE e Aolth e o9l o] BHER I
o Bk BRI Ak #{be fER(agent)ol® FEolEtn A4St

£ Aolthe

61) Ibid, pp.175~176.

62) Hgol ‘BEAHAlillegal) —Hy EEE RTE I7HE9 4] distd] dFH
(opposable)l A F glow 1 olfREE ed HEM HiEst B
Jl§E(international law rules)e & wA"Ec 2 $& o kEHi(international
shelf)ol #& 1945 EF 7 M A(Truman Proclamation of 1945)eith. & A&
A& WHY HEE NPt 1 %Y UNHB i BELks §3d BHE
Blfie) S}, Ibid, p.176, footnote No.99.

63) oleld olejrols A¥S APF FAYIAA Soji Yamamotos}t Shiny Murase
o] Ao FAL Fata FHEAUT. WS 257 Asto - HEE 37
A 8PS ZFojop sk 1 HHIKEE Hol= IV Bel a2 RE Ay,
HORNEEE o7y BEH 2 REne 240 FfiEe —FEor it}
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AZ 012 AANASES WTO 24882 A= gAY FFi(complaint)E
Fiso] A 71SAY ol sy S (bilateral forum)E ©] &8t o]
o % 7tx AFL 278 Urtol dvkn FFET olEL & FE ° Yobst
me ga) FA7h WTO/GATT 1944 ¥l #ASA dervhd HEHEE =
v M ESS SES Hem A DSU Al 26 2ol AR o] 8} IEERIRR
(non-violation complaint)® T {#RFFZ (situation complaint)®d-& F7 e
o ot FART) olAT FA WEL KRN AERITY FES MR
(existence and toleration of RBP)e] WTO/GATT #E22%H 2 + <
olo]e REs Tt X1 2 BHEAL WEItE Aonh

= mxaste] B AETS 28 RAo] ololof Ioh). i )HHMES fB5%
Mpckiate] <Jzrstojet %Th. Shinya Murase, “he Concept of Opposability and
Its Implications in International Laws” unpublished draft manuscript, 1995, pp.1
4~16 2 Thomas J. Schoenbaum, op. cit., p.176, footnote No. 98.
DSU2) Al 26 2o #REY IREHRBEAS B GATT A 232 1)l =24
=3 9y B A 9Asd WTO sde nE JAe s AF53 4y
B5 2ae waEE zAE H425e] 5 YA wa d& 5 gle HAYe F
a5 AL &4 Ao AEL YE & Uk o £FS JYFHoR =
A BAFAT FAS) FAED B =9 ool @ & k. ASAA Ik
strs gk (non-violation nullification)®} T#@ 3t} &2 379 GATT g B2
Aure] Herzo] olsted AAPrt Utk % Ammonium Sulphated] W@ 339
2232 I BISD 188 (1952); Sardines ol thd 5o ¢, 1st Supp. BISD
53 (1953); Dilseeds$t 18t #&eo] A+ Animal-Feed Proteins®] 713d= R A4
MREo A 2EF¥ EECCS HZ3F, 37 the Supp. BISD86 (1991) 5ol IRl
NERiAe A7 4FHe7] M E Q7o) i) F9 % (trade concession)
JF ZAax, i) G TARo] Fse BAHN dE AYEAEL EsA WM
7= 27t Hatod Aew i) B G Pl olFold o Abzol 3443 4
2z qum ZuEEy vl AAEASS FHatciol @k DSU A1 26 ] 9
g9 ole)d 371AE o2 e AMA Yx9 A7t €1 HHS Fas &
= aAAE AL 38 2AZ AN oFE gk 28U PARELS WH2E H
#(adjustment)ol] ¢18teioF @} Thomas J. Schoenbaum, op. cit, p.176, footnote 100.
Lemiine 9 GATT Al232 1 ()M fFrddz e v [ el ‘ojd o8
Mol A2 A3t GATT HEl wel 48 & e dde] FaAHAY H
pikRro] &4 WAl S Aol tid MEMRe 7L Atk DSUS A 26 2
A= AxZe] FaALE AT F Y AAY FEME AMNGFES LT
3 9tk BFy DSUS Ak sid Bzt Adso7] fNe HA2FE
Taher RE AR st Yestt, @¥ HIRE EEHIT (restrictive business
practice)ol 3 BUfFe] B#(governmental toleration)el Qe A EERFRS
@ Aelx HEARS ¥ AR EE F A HRL HPY AYA AL F
2 Qe 28U ARzA #AY Apdoly ARIF 2XE HHYRIL A& =
By AR7F 2XE oA Lo oyl EAt JERKERC HA
asiel e 2R vx Uride] ydolad HriRae] HEst
3 glt}. Ibid, p.176, footnote 101.

64

65

=

a
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(3) #El BRIEE RIEY F Uc BH
dA9 F 712 A$9%e B2l WTO/GATT 194 S #EAE RAA 9
mE7E A %L FHEol A ol FL de FAEE(Fuji Film)
3 #AG dBo) g o]A2EY =43 AH(Eastman Kodak Company)
of 93t 301 & &%l AZHALD AL E F e v F AL 49
AR KEEREH BT dal 48327 53 Fe =AR 8o
Aol AYPHAUG. T F AHE dEo] REJ2E Hi#S EFWe g
BAHS e FAFoEN GATT M2 439 ¢ukrgioz Ao A7€
FE ARD Agtoldith B2 A, outE giFE9] AREL WTO/GATT
Aol iR BdH glE By ohet WzErIPe] HlRey BTN
& B 7B o o] TRE Uk
olgjdt HEL mys B o ¢og USTRY RM FIFEBELES B
& AAEE HEmhy 301 ol QAAA £35S AZIEA 2 Aoln, 18
o gy nIo] —Hy HEHES AT & e YL HUd & F e
A

AYE 72 8 Aoz JdAdEg a3y 301 2 HAAER AAAES EF
31 FEE AL vE 301 28 W2 Ao} HilRA BT dAE U
7}e Adol 328 AYn Yotz sdetxs USTRS ‘HEHEY w=x
o}z & fifi(remedy problem) W&o HEMI HRE EHLLINA F=F

66) Fuji Film Al &2 Kodak Film Al&AL Boigel oM AREHHA Ay
oz 283 RN BRENEITIH Keiretsuel QA0 g sBEAS FHo] 78R
AFoltt, 5 AlHAAME () Fuji 98AF 98 U 8 =4S SA
ek ii) Fuji &ANE AMRQ R 9] FRAE AR A A (photo-processing  la-
boratories)®] 9L F-E EA s o} i )Fuji EAE 2| Wo] E(rebate) ot FH#
M (price—fixing) & 2L RS BTE St dEAAE AL&HoZ EA
o drh w)Fuji BEAIe] AEE nj2reo] 2§28 (Mitsui Group banks)® e F§
Aol ozt FaET gl g o] o AERE JdE9 SHFAUE T
e HARXT HKEB®(Japan Fair Trade Commission)E ¥¥3% HA Bl
ojate B2 ZA3Eln Yuhs FF5o) FHHUD. Kodak EAHZF HEM 301
Z(discretionary section 301)o] A3t olgid ARE TAJ Fe gl o
ald A 301 28 £33 FAYY ogelx oE WHeZA vF HEYXE
ol oA HALS ANE £ don WTOY JEERFRS A|7|8%== USTRe
HET 5 A7) Rt 2y 301 449 B Kodak® USTRe] +
AE st e 2 37HA Wy F o= @7 WS F7AY Ex 3
AR Y BFE F3E F v dojth 371K Wy 1 )WTO IERRFHR
S s AV, DHEAATRKRELEGZ BAEIEES BestAY, ii)dEe] 4§
wiFgRtEe] AvdAECdA Kodak HES FFIEFE UEFHIMITL:
Ministry of International Trade and Industry)e]l ZA& #HaA 3= Aol Fed
Reg. 35447(July 7, 1995) ¥ Thomas J. Scheonbaum, op. cit., p.177, footnote No. 104.
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WS Zolsiof Brke Aolth B8, 012 AAAEY Fd datd 22
272 g3y AaAAE u=e Qg WEHozYn AR Mg 3
& 790l Beled 301 27 BEHolok Brke Aelth. olsk P o5 wF
o] Aate AMZAE 2 AA7L Ao okl BAE WBHI A Feel
Bhe A27E Folof Bhe AT BEHL Ak

V. &%

n)2 249 A 301 2% A 19749 w30 FIEEES 2uEsH ¢4
Al BHEFF W& v 3EEH 5BKE A =E(diminished giant syn-
drome)o.2 st dyad ol FZEAES] FAE HH-LIEH 5 (free
and fair trade)el BHRF EEIL € & & —FH EFE(ustifiable unilateralism)
gE &4 EE WS 21 AFAA FL50 g

a8y 301 28 &4 T HignMe gEstn vaAsd qddIE
238 330 $HHY RHLEH FhelA AR FFo| FEt s
—h 3o frEeldte A, 181 301 29 BEEH HECIY #HiR HEE]
GATT/WTO WES 7] WEd A3 adddzed HHBFS FR
A % ke oA e vt wol sith 301 o gi@ v|B-L AY
N xR ge HREAEL 301 27F GATT/WTOZ} A &she uhe} 2o
FAERSS $iEF&Ro2ZA A=At AT BB ZE AT T
AEZ SO s dal AFEMY BEL e A7 Bdte A, LRER
g} vlAAANE 2 B¢ ERBEAY BEREEGE T S8 BisT%
7S] ot Jgg ol grie oM A&Hoz BT A Ao

oy egaolaee e 23 AAxv oA Fatdd AR LERE
ERE 2l HBE B Mo 2T B ohe REET SEHE AWt
2 e WTOWHES o180 A =ded, 53 HEERog Asioq EA
st SrERREEE RHFElY HIRFREY AN B o FEMES QRS
o] o]t} AA EoliYm & + ot

olg} o] ol WM HE AAY BEKES Mol Avtn e 25¢
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o] qgAstA HERKRS AAERS HEFEY B Bk $301E &
Aol olgA 8T AAste v=9 4AH ngddTe AFAA ol
23 BAAIL old + gtk ole =Y AS AFHoE BEBREHES BHR
o] HEHE AS BiE7E HOBITEN(self-executing treaty)o] ohebd B
RS BAER 8 21 dde A AU ¥ WTO AA &d F n=9
301 28 o9A EAS Ug RAQ7 ot AAFY M7 A ¥
7] WjZolh, 7y H2(1999d 129 22¢) €A uie o] wh £
7 BAste v=3 EAL X FH EUY #ik dis] WTO siido] “vl=x %
Ay A 301 27 WTO @4 ulsixle et ot 5o ofd 23}
AMZAE T e AHdd WT0Y F9& dolof It " AfE BH 2
2 93ld wa % u]Fo) 301 2 HAeAY 233 o 2B
A o] Reg AHa o] mAANFEY 3012 T YL v
AR Aoz Ho Az Ut

a8y FgAoz n@Ad B o v|F §4Y A 301 &2E oldFAe HEAS
FEA get A 4§ v 92 Aoz Bt BE n)Fo A B AN
F2 08 —ff 3014 B okvet 3 3014%, 2% 3014, ez §A
011 5 6% 24F0la A AMFEE 43 ALt o nHqy
YRS Buto] JiAA g1 glew, n|39 iFER - Boal Bt et of
E z2go] F4¥ F e /5L AU wAE # 4ok 3y n=9
UR g4< A3Hez nFa 37 d3td ¢34 & gAF=Io|dvs A
S 7ot ) 301 2 {52 WTO £8FafEete] EA L ERe st
71 Y8t e 2L T 7hA] H¥(criteria)oll ¥R S Fu VE 2 ElA
A2 g 3714 RiFH HFRoZ EHE FALE BT

AR, 301 2= FF EHHBFROZ o|£HA Fete BRo e A
ol ANt 2 WTO #HFRkm#(DSU)S 7Iete) WTO HETANA nl=¢]
HEFIS wissta 5R{Ls7] 9% 1HiEF B(negotiation tool) &2 o] &5o &
Aog Awdt vZY 301 2 LIEAEL &I USTRe|] DSUS BIRRH
o] wal JBE $3E o 301 27 A 9 anE AG F A
o2 B3 glth ol& st mFL DSU AL AASA EFaof St
ohgl goz Aol KFkste A$oE WTO WFHIEE(DSB)Y HES
dol= )zl o ¢ He FEx 34 w2 2 Aotk 2y v=E UR
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4N JLFEY BEBIEHE JFHZ vpiE UL BT o}
Yt A2ee 301 27 WTO g3 e ui=A] gette 24 & o8 W2
24 301 22 EB{t(internationalization) 3t ®lol= AFsActn & Uk

E, 301 £ 53] FHEM 01 ke I FEF ol T T8 ol =
€3 JoME & JHE EA E'?5}31 de ol & v} FWF L=(CR: Com-
petition Round)7} AR FA & 7 ¢ WA HER (contestable-market theory)
o oAzl ojfslo] A Aoz APHrt & WHEHARS EYLE2N T
2 g FA o9 IS st TR e UVIHY KR SFEEIT
of 2lste] WAAsE FAYZE AAH ‘*}Q Aoz Baf

2% XK
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