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I. INTRODUCTION

1.1 On 4 June 1998, the European Communities requested consultations with the

United States pursuant to Article 4 of the Understanding on Rules and Procedures

Governing the Settlement of Disputes (hereinafter the "DSU"), Article XXIII of the

General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 1994 (hereinafter the "GATT 1994") and

Article 17.3 of the Agreement on Implementation of Article VI of the General

Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 1994 (hereinafter the "Anti-Dumping Agreement")
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