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THE WTO DISPUTE SETTLEMENT REPORTS

The Dispute Settlement Reports of the World Trade Organization (the "WTO")
include panel and Appellate Body reports, as well as arbitration awards, in dis-
putes concerning the rights and obligations of WTO Members under the provi-
sions of the Marrakesh Agreement Establishing the World Trade Organization.
The Dispute Settlement Reports are available in English. Volumes comprising
one or more complete cases contain a cumulative list of published disputes. The
cumulative list for cases that cover more than one volume is to be found in the
first volume for that case.
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