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National Sovereignty and International Rules: The Evolution of US
Attitude towards WTO Dispute Settlement Mechanism

TU Xinquan' SHI Xiaojing'
( 1. University of International Business and Economics Beijing 100029 China)

Abstract: Since its establishment the dispute settlement mechanism has been highly praised and has be—
come an important guarantee of the WTO rules system. The United States obstructs the selection of judges in
the appellate body confronts the mechanism with a serious crisis and intends to break the power equilibri-
um in the established mechanism. With an exploration into the history of the dispute settlement mechanism
the paper examines the balance of rights and finds that the US has completely changed its attitude towards
the dispute settlement mechanism and that it acts as the constructer and destroyer of the dispute settlement
mechanism at the same time. The paper proposes that three factors have led to the change of the real de-
mands of the US namely the US’s adherence to the concept of sovereignty the increase of constraints im—
posed by the dispute settlement mechanism and the change of the situation both at home and abroad.
Therefore the US hopes to get rid of the institutional shackles and safeguard the sovereignty and interests of
the country by destroying the dispute settlement mechanism.

Key words: dispute settlement mechanism; power equilibrium; sovereignty concept; historical contrast
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