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2 B EG - Article 17.6 of Antidumping Agreement: In examining the matter referred to in paragraph 5:

(i) in its assessment of the facts of the matter, the panel shall determine whether the
authorities’ establishment of the facts was proper and whether their evaluation of those facts
was unbiased and objective. If the establishment of the facts was proper and the
evaluation was unbiased and objective, even though the panel might have reached a
different conclusion, the evaluation shall not be overturned,;

(i) the panel shall interpret the relevant provisions of the Agreement in accordance with
customary rules of interpretation of public international law. Where the panel finds that a
relevant provision of the Agreement admits of more than one permissible interpretation, the
panel shall find the authorities’ measure to be in conformity with the Agreement if it rests
upon one of those permissible interpretations.
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SR EL ¢ ..., we consider that the task before us is to examine whether, on the basis of the
information before it, an unbiased and objective investigating authority evaluating that evidence could
have reached the conclusions it did.”

* Decision on Review of Article 17.6 of the Agreement on Implementation of Article VI of the General
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 1994: “... The standard of review in paragraph 6 of Article 17 of the
Agreement on Implementation of Article VI of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 1994 shall
be reviewed after a period of three years with a view to considering the question of whether it is
capable of general application.”



