I WTOIZ# [+ Hamicus curiae
—BREBEHBEAADRIE—
NP JHEE)

[ZL®HIZ

BE, HE W EMEIZI Y Tamicus curiae D B ASFREIZ 22 > TUv 5, amicus curiae &
&, JERITEHY FH LSO = F DT E REA R T 26 E L2 X4, m—~<]kIC
EEZ LD, 9HRICEE CRASN T L atrya—sEICIER L2, 93— v 58k
Fiti ok CIEBIge AT e by o 72, amicus curiael, U@V I NEEDOK] ZEL, FlfE
BAfRD & HME AN, BERE. FUASEDS . HHIFTOFF Al 245 3% E DEFEIC K > Tamicus curiae
& 72 . amicus (curiae) brief (7 I W AFHRE) 2T LHO0THL, 7 INAEREN
RSN D DIE, < DOEEIE. HEr. BN, BURZREEORERENRTH L™,
amicus curiae & FFiA~DH =F SN & BRI, EESH LB TR TH 3 CICERM B O
W EREENEEHANCZ O R H D, Lov L, BIEORBEERICHEZR D O1E, 19804E(%
DI —1 y SANMERHFNCB T E=FNO0ERE (BH) OZHENLTHY ., 0%
Z OE)E TN AFERHIFT « NHEZBSITIR U, BUE TR E hE MRS S WTOH
SRR TFig 5 2 < D EIRSH AL TR IV TERD 5 0 Tisim STV 52, 80ELL
R%. amicus curiae23 22U R L L7=D1X, NGO GEBUNFIAR) OFE L% ERS Ky 4 LBt Fii
IR XD 72O DOHIE, L0 IRWVELEN S ITEFMBER & U TRESRIEZ ST & 72 [FHES
BR~DONGOBM DB L BB S 7= bTh D, £ LTI ORIEZME LT, AHEMES
BRI 2 EERERIC L Y B ST 2 ERRRENEZNLTHD, bbAA, Th
(2t U CEBBIR A2 EE B & 2D & EEOROHEHIZ . NGOD 5\ & E[F
ZHUDICRER S BRI vz,

[EBEAR 75 20 B DIy LR FHELZ OV CIE, 19904ERIC A - TETWTOT, ZDRKICHE
mEMETHRE Lz, £ 2 TR TIL, &EREMEIZIS T Hamicus curiaex 75 2 5 B
DR EFGD 1212, WTOM FHRI:T-He(Z 3V Tamicus curiae DRIEEN £ D X 9 72 TR
BUE L WTONR ED X D IZxL Lz, £ L CEDORBEAMINER L E D S,

72k, WTOWEIZI YV Tamicus curiaez ED X S ITHET ATV TT A « T K
DENSRIEE 700 | 20024E B E o7~ [ R— BT V= o4& CIIEERHEHL
ST, BUEE TO & Z AIKREOHEE R & & EE O R #22 LTl 215 T e

«1 HESERARERE [FoRERIL] (1991) 48 HZ IR,
=2 (ERDOREAEIZ-DOUVCIX, Dinah Shelton, "The Particiaption of Nongovernmental Organizations in International
Judicial Proceedings," American Journal of International Law, Vol.88 (1994), pp.611ff.
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VNS, ARFETCIE. amicus curiaelZ B9 A BRI IEN W 72T, hERES (OSRL) K
N ERENZOMBEIZED X IR L TE-NICESEZ LY THZ LT 5,

. BEORIE—/INERERIZLDTIHNAZREOZESHE

1. RE-TES#

amicus curiae® AN WTOM PR TR BN THO TIRE SN0, RE—-—=v
Fif] M Tholo, ZOFMETIE, KED Y I T ALRGED T2 8 Ofig Nl RATE 73 A
ST272DIT, NGO L/IWEERIIT I W ABRENRH SN TR (KT 58 <‘:b‘
I DIINEBREPRFTOMGE LT HLENIERTH D) OREIENME 72607‘:*50

ZDORICOWTNEERIT, R THE (DSU) 135 1HO 5/ EERIT, Y &
PR DD D AEASUTFIARI 6 LT U &L OB E 0B S o4k %‘r%ﬁﬁﬁ“é (seek)
WREZAET D) LOREEZRHBHL, BHSNEEAENNEEROEFE L TRV E O
ThHUE, NCOOEREAZHTERNE L, NEESNERAERMNZ (25

(seek) | FAULE LN, £ TRVWELE, BEAELRME L TRRXARMEFTE 501
VHELBEREOHRTELE NS> DTH D,

UL, ERRFEERITZO/NEESOHMEZE LT, 3720bb, EFR135kI22V T, NGO
WCERELY THEFET D (seek) | ZEHEFLRWI EH/NEESOEEIIBE L, £/
ZEESNEF L TV RVWERETH-TH, TNE/NEEEIDNZHT L0 E > TEBTE
T L7z NEES B OE REEFE NS ORISR & /J\éa/*\ﬁiu‘:d) WZxF LT,
EHREL, PNEEEOEENZHOLMETRNWE Lz, NEERICLDTIHAZERED
FRESOARMLZ DSULIRIZE Z 2035 b Z D5 1¢%fﬁ&>7‘_0)1%6 BRI DRIE, 7S
DREt TR A ED HDSU THEE 3 BEtFie) (IIEBRAICITHE STy,

*3 ZORDOBIECOWTIE, IR — TWTO Sy Gk T o IR & B )
http.//www.r|et|.go.Jp/Jp/pubI|cat|ons/dp/081002 pdf, pp.17-23 & ; Thomas A. Zimmermann, "The DSU Review
(1998-2004)," in Dencho Georgiev and Kim Van der Borght ed., Reform an Development of the WTO Dispute
Settlement System (2006) , pp.pp.454-455, 461-462.% H,,

=4 United States- Import Prohibition of Certain Shrimp and Shrimp Products, DS58/R;DS58/AB/R (adopted on
November 6, 1998)

5 NGOODOEREMBEIZOWTIL, Gabrielle Marceau and Matthew Stilwell, "Practical Suggestions for Amicus
Curiae Briefs before WTO Adjudicating Bodies," Journal of International Economic Law, Vol4(2001),
pp-155ff.;Duncan B. Hollis, "Private actors in Public International Law: Amicus Curiae and the Case for the Retention of
State Sovereignty," Boston College International and Comparative Law Review, Vol.25(2002), pp,235ff; Petros C.
Mavroidis, "Amicus Curiae Briefs Before the WTO," http://centers.law.nyu.edu/jeanmonnet/papers/01/010201.rtf;
Henry S. Gao, "Amicus Curiae in WTO Dispute Settlement,"
http://www.hrichina.org/public/PDFs/CRF.1.2006/CRF-2006-1_Amicus.pdf 24,
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2. EC=7ARR rEH—-FZDEDOER

CRE—=vFh) %13, DRE—RESHEN) FI2h 0T I 2B REFEN R
i, ﬁ:ﬁﬁ%&<¢§axiﬁﬁbti>L#L [EC—7 AR hEHfE] 8Tl
HNZEDINGON B DT I AZREOZIHIIKXT L, £ O8RS ﬂ&m%%;%@bto

[EC—7 AR M) TIEETA4EOT I W AZRRENRE S, SIS FEIC
BEREZFES L TEREZRDZ, ECIZZD 5 HOUHIZOWT, HHOERLEIZHRM LT
ML, 5, B FZXIETRTOEREOCAI T 2RO, Tt LT, 3 d, ECE
REICGHAAENCEAFEIYFEERAEZEL LT, LER> TYFEEREZEOMDOEH /7 &
ARG 2 ST L, ZNLDAOT I HABREIZONTIE, EIZHBEZREITIC
ZHE LW EYHEEI R T,

INEERDOARZHOBE N T X ORI DD EEZ L85 D08, TDOH%RDIELT
DL —ISMFNEEROAL LG THE EOBER L TUIW DA, DRE—= vFf)
EREREENRLIEL DI, DMEEEVSEBICZHEOREIEZHMLTNND, TLT, Y
FEEREBICHRMHENTORWRN.OT I 7 AZEREN, ZIUT EHEBETITRVAZRL
nTng (EziE, TEC—F¥uaAf 7HEf) ™) ,

I. ERBIZLKBT7IHRERZEOZHEEH

1. XEB-IEEH

ERRBIZHDTT I W ABRENRH S NOE, NEES EFREE RE— = e
Tholz, ZOFEHETIE, 3DODNGOT N—TNEDT I AERAEINKEE REOIRM
FE (Exhibit) & LTiEHENTE (209 H 1 70— 7 OERLEFISGT ST EREICH
BB SN . IR LT b= T SOBRSGREEL, B SN 7NGOE RED
X, NEMRE) RO NEMIR) OH%21T5 V) ERZEOEH (DSUL7.6) K UE
Ei IF ERRER R A fRICEE T & 95 Bk ZE FReHAl (Working procedures for appellate

review) 21.1°0Z 19 A% L EiE U TR SCER S OZ I ST LT,
FHUTH LT EMEL. NCOOERENYFHOBEREFIIGEND L E, ZO—EOH

*6 United States — Imposition of Countervailing Duties on Certain Hot-Rolled Lead and Bismuth Carbon Steel Products
Originating in the United Kingdom (US — Lead and Bismuth 11) , DS138/R;DS138/AB/R

*7 Marceau and Stilwell, op.cit., pp.160-161.2 &,

*g European Communities — Measures Affecting Asbestos and Products Containing Asbestos, Complainant: Canada

DS135/R;DS135/AB/R
*9 United States — Continued Existence and Application of Zeroing Methodology, DS294/R;DS294/AB/R

*10 21.1 (1) The appellant shall, - - -file with the Secretariat a written submission prepared in accordance with paragraph
2and ---.(2) Awritten submission referred to in paragraph 1 shall (a) - - -;.and (b) set out
(i) a precise statement of the grounds for the appeal, including the specific allegations of errors in the issues of law
covered in the panel report and legal interpretations developed by the panel, and the legal arguments in support
thereof; (ii) « - « (i) - - -
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FiNEZThHA ) LUHEEEREOFRIZLHM L CZR L, OB, YEE
DERBIZRM SNZT IV ABERBILYFEEREZEO L LT EREIZBWTZHE
NAHZ LTl

2. KE—$ - EXATRAEMIEH

CRE—8) « 2~ AT EM) 1BV T, EMETII L TYHEEOE R EICHA
SHTWZRUVWNLO T I 7 A B REORY W SRk LT,

ZOHFEMETIE, EREFHROBRICKED 2 SOERMEN EHREICT I AT RELE
H L, ZHUcst U CHSHIIOECS 2 BURAE & £9R L C2 A FIE T % K[E & %z L7z, EC
OFEIF, DSULIFKIE EMREICHEH ST, E18KITEELOHIMM 2B S IZRE L T
BRZ D OLOTH > TEMER Lovben ERRFEICIFHIY £ 3, £7-DSUS ERZEF
FEHRANZIZ T S A ABRECZOWTOREIZRNEVNS LD ThH T,

ERRFIE, BRI ET IV ABREESHETE 5 LT H8EF RV, e ikikd
HREB RV ERR 2D 9 2 TDSULT. 9ZRIT, ERENTHIRAIZ BT 5 A0
MERRZ © DL L, ERRZEIT, ZOFFBABIUMEICESE, Thhvbid Lk FRicks
WTHEITH Y . 2 OFHE L bIObIRNET HIEREZE L, BT _XENE I nE ik
ET DIERMERE o) &t L7z, DSU17.951%. [ EMEESIL. MF ki o
BEROFEERE L WHO L, mitFeaER L, MEEICEHRE L TENT 5, | EHE
T 5, T EOFERRICAN L T, EfRZET, BREICHT 2B REHEEL L OOIIWTO
INERENCR i, ZOMOMKIIIREKEE 727, 72 ERERZHETIH S LADRD
EIRRTT I W AEREOENMREZ R LI, o, ZOFMETH, ERZITRH I
TINABRELZZEH LR )oT,

INEBEODOT I AZREZ IOV TIEDSUL65:% 2 LRl E L TAEA X S
7o, DSUL6SRIE BRI ST, ZUskhin T 28ENDSUIZ S £7- BfkZETF
BEHANC S 2 edlz, INERS L IEROBLENL T I W AR REOTOHBFEIC/R D |
FLRI EHE 2 AR R BIERR 2 1E 251k L7z,

ZOHIWHTE D% LS &Mk, [EC—A U HEM) T, BRET, TIVAERE
DA OHWIE, TEIMFONY (fair) . B (prompt) 72>2hRa97e (effective) fi#
R A RLUE| #5&% L. 7 I W ABREOZ ORI E B4 E 72k, #R
13 ERZ O IEZR BB OFERIZH D Z & E2R LT,

*11 European Communities — Trade Description of Sardines, DS231/R;DS231/AB/R

_46_



3. EC—7ARX +EH

(1) EHOMm=E

EREICBT DT I N ABREORNDBBURHIC K E REBICHRR LT-023, [EC—
TARZ N ThDH, ZoFFETIE, ERFICIBEO T I AR AENEIT b
72T, ERRZIE, FHRRIL6 (1) ZARBLUZ§ 2 TARIRICIE L2 OB T (EE
ZH) ZEDT I ABRFISHL LTz, FheHAIL6 (D ITRO L I ITED D,

In the interests of fairness and orderly procedure in the conduct of an appeal, where aprocedural
question arises that is not covered by these Rules, a division may adopt an appropriate procedure
for the purposes of that appeal only, provided that it is not inconsistent with the DSU, the other
covered agreements and these Rules. Where such a procedure is adopted, the division shall
immediately notify the parties to the dispute, participants, third parties and third participants as
well as the other Members of the Appellate Body.

BINFREL, 7 I ABRZFORBBIROCENZRD, EORMEL T H DIZDON
THEET L, EXRETER T I W ABREL T 5L O (leave) 2525 L0 9 HD
Th ol

Z OBINFREHE 25 T, EkZEE, HARERTNSRE ST I W A REICHS
WTITBMTRe & L TRIEE ICIRE Lz, £0%., HANCHE> TIT@ERA g S, 9
Hllidzw ERENZIY . TO®REOILEZHFEE L CTT N TARZHEE L,

(2) EBMFHEICET HitH

FRRZED BN Tz filES 2 EWTOMMR EF THHAE LV . ZOFHED DI —iK
HESNENTZ,

—HEHLE S CILKEBIFUAMI T T EREOREZICH L2 (B ARBUFIEL BRZEIC
XU CHBEERE TS 57-) "2, JLHoEEIX, BINTROHIEN, EREOHERZ B X
LHHDIEEN) T ETHD, BTS2 & OBEMFHOHIEIT TG (1) 28z T
%, QEMFROHIEMEILT B FROMHRAET. @B Tl M EOHERNZEE %
EETDHEND 3AUTTEHNTE D, I HITMA T, 7$%WIDSUL3S 1 HA (15
LOEN EOBE) EHEL, FREGENMFERICEL OUNESNEET L2 L &5
DHTNDN, EREOHERD NERZRRE) & BERR) OBRFHIROND Z &M D,
DSU135c & [7 UEEIC L » T EMREBICT I W ABREBZHNRDOND Z LTt
EZoNDT L, P YEETRWWTONMBEEIZ DWW TS “ESNE 35729
TSR VEERE TR L2 T U2 b BRZEBMED D OSINNERD HILRWNT S 0D
53 NGOEDFRIZHOWTT I 7 AE RER M AR OUE, WTOMYE & H~TNGO

=12 General Council, MINUTES OF MEETING, 22 November 2000, WT/GC/M/60
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FOMEBIZRD LEZLND ZENET b,

7 I ARREEHFLYEE LS OMBEOH N L DT o RZONTIE, TEC—A
UUHFEMEBR) TEryal EBREBICT IVABREAREHB LI, MEETHS T
LINEEETHEN LB LIS A TR, NGODT I A RE L FEIHbN D
EENTHRFE L, FRICE-EBNE LEGAOEREICOV T, IEEIRZHE S
NAHERZ BN, FREBRETT IVAZREL L TEREEIN-HAICITZHENS
AL <, ZEOEEILL -1 X 5 EREOHENRDD ENWH 2 ETh D,

fm. BEHIOBEIX, ERENRT IVABRAEFELZHL S 5 LT 52 LA, DSUFD
WTO E ERRZFIZE 2 5TV D HEROREBUZ S 725 LW 9 RUTH D T EBmnDd,
WTOM R TRl 31T 57 I W ABEREORY N HOWTIE, YVITTA TR
BN ERNZ RN 8 > TDSUICHIEIL T E 2o 7o E WV O D e )y CTHIEL L
770

& U

1. 1] K

WTOH iR FheiZ 35\ Camicus curiaeBENEE Z > 72 D1%, 7 I W AEREICET S
HIRAYZ2BLE S DSURCE OO BRI Fi7e < Kx /hEESIZE L TDSUL3S: 1 HA B 5
B E 72 b ThD, TINABEREOHNIOWT, WTONHERIZSL & L0, g
BEEMICLAENRWEE, IEEEN O EMENZ ORI A2 RE LT IE722 5720k
B2 o7, INEERIZONTE, RREHRE N LN TH WA, DSUL3S 1 HE
AU ZBATREVEZ BE L7y, BREOHAITENICKHET 28E b 72 <. 7 LkZE
OFRANHIEME AR U CHER R e S iz, MRZ 0 X9 Zakfisix it 2 Lo, =
AL, WTOM Gk Tofoe Damicus curiaefH & 13X ERAZOREE WD Z LIt o72, b
HAA, TEU-7 AR MR DR, EREFFRF RO X 5 Bl Fia et s,
TNEEREITERY TIWABRELZBRERIIZH LI L 20D, Himl320004F
DR FLELFERIT R,

2. AR

E#RZFRIZ I T Damicus curiae D RTE AU, RN EREORAIHIEMHE O TH 5,
EFRFIIDSUMNEE U TVWRWZ L ABLHICT S 0 AERELZZIT 5 & OIRAIH E A AT
REEEBEXI-LH>THD, LnL, b2 EREOHAIKEHIIDSUTEEIES WD Z &
EME—DHIFIETHHLDOTHA D, DSU3 R 2D [y GBI O &S K OEE 1T,

*13 European Communities — Trade Description of Sardines, DS231/R;DS231/AB/R
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KIGHE N TE O DR R OB T MR L OB 28N L. XU R I EIZE D D
FIROESZWST 22 LT TERY, | EOEXERBETIZH < BREIIWTOWRE
FEZOSNTHER U3, Thaiiz b2 Lix &y, TEC—T AR M) T
DT I HAFEREBOFNZOWTMEED SHEH Z RO = D148 > 72,

ERRFTIA G R A L CREEA ST LD, RIS ETTNERES L ITES T
TINABREEZZHLTORY, ZiUx, EHRECTHEHBICT I 0 A8 REZILOTRO
PCERSINTZLOIC, NEESOEEIE., BiFERZE0FEIFENEERTHO—>
ThY, EEREIZOWCUIYFEELIMIA AR IEHRIRAFET 2 FTRetEns @ (&
<IZNGODIEHRINENITIHRZT XD ZID L DORH L DIFEMOEFETH D) | IEHER
Th s EREOEEIE, Y FEEZGOWTOMEEDUA N OIERE S L MENNEES LY
HDINZ LIZRD DD TIERNEA D Dy, EREEE, BEREZRILCET EHED
DA =¥ F L > TERGRZ BT 22 b T& 5, £ EREOBRBHMICE LW
FFIR S 2D F T EREOMFBIITONDLL W 2577 I 1 AEREOZBILRES
HUELBHA I, fEiH. [EC—A U Hff] EREREENRLIZL I, TIHREL
T2 FRME I TAD FrULERS B O 1IE 72 BT~ D RIS 5N b L O TH Y, WTOH 4+
R FREDFITH EIUTIR T DT> TV D LR TE L 5,

3. REBEMBEADTEL

FRROMERRIIBEE R EMRICONTED L ) REME LODIEA H 0, EEWEMNET
T 2 O1%, FERHECHEMRN L7 I 0 2B RECHET IHEN 2P YFEMT
RMICET BN RWGAIC, 7 I AR RENRE SVYFEE O—J UIW 5 H3 32 #
T 25 CTh o, EMTEMBOGEIX. Bk & ITE > THEERE b HERTH
Thy, IEERIIRETRENIGICHDLEZEZXDHZENTED, DFEV, NGOENHD
TINABRENFHRGEN ERELVIZBAETE LY, LEBR- T, FCHES
THEIESNTOWRNNEY | FERBEFEICHLERG AR O B A HEIRIC L > TR
BEZHT L2 LITELIZ VO TERVYNEBEbS,

4. HFVEFHOESEDOMLE

B G 2 WIS REFRVBL DO B0 BT~ & TiER < AESEREOBIR b AN T
B ~ETH D LD DO, WTOM FIER Ti 2 & D ERE T FALEIC IV TT I 0
ZBRFREZEATRELZL 0D TRTH D, FEWTOMPIFRFREICENTHZOE
FOsEN DRE—T ) X [EC— AR MEME) T I W ABRENSZHERH SN T

*14 B TR B OB 02T B FE O FFRER 0 Bt LV EERIAHIFI O 72 2> T %3 amicus curiae Z M+ 5
T oL L, Bk E TR TRy LEELCHRABIE O LB A<, Yasuhei Taniguchi, "Process and
Procedure in WTO Dispute Settlement," Cornell International Law Journal, Vol.42 (2009) , pp.18-19.
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WAHDIFRIZED ZEDFETH D, LU, G LBiggB ore OHHE & o Bl
HEWEZ ODOITERTR TIER < FERBESCHINEHR TH 2 2 & 2 WTOM g Fiic D
FATIIRLTWDDTIERWEA I D, NGOED T I A AFREL, —MRIICIXEED S
TR D IE 4L OBLEN S ROEND Z L b H DA, Z O OHMHIFEDOLFRIZ Y
7o DM AL EREEEA T 9 N & b D TIER <, SREFEDFHNERIZ L o T~ & 1L
TH A9, WTOM G FEIFEEI DO HIRTIZ Z D HA~DE RN 72 ODITLURE S HIRETHA ),
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Additional Procedure Adopted Under Rule 16(1) of the
Working Procedures for Appellate Review

1. Inthe interests of fairness and orderly procedure in the conduct of this appeal, the Division

hearing this appeal has decided to adopt, pursuant to Rule 16(1) of the Working Procedures for

Appellate Review, and after consultations with the parties and third parties to this dispute, the

following additional procedure for purposes of this appeal only.

2. Any person, whether natural or legal, other than a party or a third party to this dispute,

wishing to file a written brief with the Appellate Body, must apply for leave to file such a brief

from the Appellate Body by noon on Thursday, 16 November 2000.

3. An application for leave to file such a written brief shall:

(@)
(b)
(©)

(d)
(€)

()

(9)

be made in writing, be dated and signed by the applicant, and include the address and
other contact details of the applicant;

be in no case longer than three typed pages;

contain a description of the applicant, including a statement of the membership and
legal status of the applicant, the general objectives pursued by the applicant, the nature
of the activities of the applicant, and the sources of financing of the applicant;

specify the nature of the interest the applicant has in this appeal;

identify the specific issues of law covered in the Panel Report and legal interpretations
developed by the Panel that are the subject of this appeal, as set forth in the Notice of
Appeal (WT/DS135/8) dated 23 October 2000, which the applicant intends to address
in its written brief;

state why it would be desirable, in the interests of achieving a satisfactory settlement
of the matter at issue, in accordance with the rights and obligations of WTO Members
under the DSU and the other covered agreements, for the Appellate Body to grant the
applicant leave to file a written brief in this appeal; and indicate, in particular, in
what way the applicant will make a contribution to the resolution of this dispute that is
not likely to be repetitive of what has been already submitted by a party or third party
to this dispute; and

contain a statement disclosing whether the applicant has any relationship, direct or
indirect, with any party or any third party to this dispute, as well as whether it has, or
will, receive any assistance, financial or otherwise, from a party or a third party to this
dispute in the preparation of its application for leave or its written brief.
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4.  The Appellate Body will review and consider each application for leave to file a written brief

and will, without delay, render a decision whether to grant or deny such leave.

5. The grant of leave to file a brief by the Appellate Body does not imply that the Appellate

Body will address, in its Report, the legal arguments made in such a brief.

6.  Any person, other than a party or a third party to this dispute, granted leave to file a written
brief with the Appellate Body, must file its brief with the Appellate Body Secretariat by noon on
Monday, 27 November 2000.

7. A written brief filed with the Appellate Body by an applicant granted leave to file such a brief
shall:

(a) be dated and signed by the person filing the brief;

(b) be concise and in no case longer than 20 typed pages, including any appendices; and

(c) setout a precise statement, strictly limited to legal arguments, supporting the
applicant’s legal position on the issues of law or legal interpretations in the Panel
Report with respect to which the applicant has been granted leave to file a written
brief.

8.  Anapplicant granted leave shall, in addition to filing its written brief with the Appellate Body
Secretariat, also serve a copy of its brief on all the parties and third parties to the dispute by noon
on Monday, 27 November 2000.

9.  The parties and the third parties to this dispute will be given a full and adequate opportunity
by the Appellate Body to comment on and respond to any written brief filed with the Appellate
Body by an applicant granted leave under this procedure.
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