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' Appellate Body Report, United States — Measures Relating to Zeroing and Sunset Reviews,
WT/DS322/AB/R, adopted 23 January 2007.

2 Appellate Body Report, United States — Continued Existence and Application of Zeroing
Methodology, WT/DS350/AB/R , adopted 19 February 20009.

¥ U.S. Reaches Agreement With EU, Japan On Zeroing Arbitration Process, INSIDE U.S. TRADE, 12
September 2011.
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® Roger P. Alford, Reflections on US-Zeroing: A Study in Judicial Overreaching by the WTO Appellate
Body, 45 CoLUM. J. TRANSNAT’L L. 196, 210 (2006).

® Id. at 215-216.
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8 WTO, Negotiating Group on Rules, Communication from the Chairman, TN/RL/W/254 , 21 April
2011.
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19 For Appellate Body Candidates, USTR Prioritized Willingness To Dissent, INSIDE U.S. TRADE, 9
September 2011.
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