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The Predicament and Solution of WTO Multilateral Trade System
—Starting from USTR’s Appellate Body Report

LIU Yong KE Huanyi

Abstract: Under the continuous obstruction of the United States, the members of the World
Trade Organization WTO could not reach a consensus on the successor of the Appellate Body
members for a long time, which eventually led to the complete cessation of the work of the
appellate body due to the lack of a quorum on December 10 2019. The US trade representative's
report on the Appellate Body reflects that the deliberate obstruction of the United States is only the
superficial reason for the suspension of the appellate body, while the institutional problems and
institutional deficiencies of the WTO are the deep-seated factors leading to the suspension of the
appellate body, such as the shrinking law making function of the WTO, the inadequacy of both
substantive and procedural rules, and the unclear positioning of the dispute settlement procedure .
Therefore, WTO should repair its law making function appropriately, speed up the adoption of
legislative interpretation, reform the working procedures of the panel of experts and the appellate
body, appropriately limit their right of review, establish a reasonable boundary between member
driven and rule oriented, and promote the implementation of the multilateral negotiation mechanism.
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