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Compliance Analysis of China’ s Agricultural
Product Price Support Policy

YANG Rongzhen SHI Xiaojing

Abstract: Agriculture is an important basic industry for the country’ s economic construction and
development. Trade in agricultural product is also a frequent area of international trade disputes. This
paper focuses on the case brought by the United States against China for domestic market price support
of agricultural products( DS511) . On the basis of introducing the basic outline of the case this paper
sorts out and reviews the main points of contention of both sides and the ruling of the expert group then
analyzes and summarizes the processing of expiration measures and the calculation of market price sup—
port level. The treatment of expired measures includes two aspects: whether the measures are expired or
not and whether the expert group should decide on the expired measures. The calculation of market
price support level includes detailed judgment and definition criteria for several key variables( applied
administration price fixed external reference price quantity of production eligible to receive the applied
administered price etc. ) that affect the calculation results. Finally based on the experience and lessons
learned in this case some countermeasures and suggestions are put forward for China to deal with rele—
vant disputes and formulate agricultural policies in the future.
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