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Request for Findings 

 

For the above stated reasons, Haito respectfully requests the Panel to: 

i. Find that the Panel has not validly established jurisdiction under Article 

3.10 DSU; 

ii. Find that, although the BOP import quota restrictions introduced by Haito 

are possibly inconsistent with Article XI GATT, these restrictions are 

justified under Articles XII and XVIII:B GATT and do not have to be 

eliminated within the CHIMEHA free-trade area pursuant to Article 

XXIV:8(b) GATT; 

iii. Find that the reduction of the TRQs on agricultural products provided for in 

Chapter I of the CHIMEHA FTA is consistent with Articles XIII:1 and 

XIII:2 GATT; 

iv. Find that, although the S&DT provisions of Chapter VI of the CHIMEHA 

FTA Haito are possibly inconsistent with Article I:1 GATT, these 

provisions are justified under paragraph 2(d) of the Enabling Clause; 

v. Find that the provisions of Chapter V of the CHIMEHA FTA providing zero 

import tariffs to listed green goods are consistent with Article I:1 GATT; 

vi. Find that the provisions of Chapter IV the CHIMEHA FTA on anti-

dumping are consistent with Article 9.2 Anti-dumping Agreement. 

vii. Find in subsidiary order that, if any of the contested measures are found to 

be inconsistent with WTO law, these measures are justified as part of the 

CHIMEHA free-trade area under paragraph 2(c) of the Enabling Clause; 

viii. Find in subsidiary order that, if any of the contested measures are found to 

be inconsistent with WTO law, these measures are justified as part of the 

CHIMEHA free-trade area under Article XXIV GATT. 
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