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ABSTRACT: 

World Trade Organization (WTO) as the only world trade organization. The principle of 

justice in international trade is not done as it should because there are still many cases of 

fraud from various kinds of state backgrounds, thus it is necessary to hold retaliation as a 

form of corrective justice in international trade law, which aims to rebalance trade. This 

studyaims to analyze the regulation of WTO international trade law based on the principle of 

justice, and analyze the fulfillment of the justice principle in implementing international 

trade retaliation which based on the provision of Article 22 Dispute Settlement 

Understanding (DSU). The type of study conducted was juridical-normative through the 

statute approach, case approach, historical approach, comparative approach and conceptual 

approach. Retaliation as a dispute resolution mechanism in the WTO did not work according 

to its objectives as specified in Article 3.3 of DSU. Based on the analysis,the legal regulation 

applied the first principle of justice to procedural aspects in each structure of the WTO, 

meanwhile the second principle of justice was applied to the substantial aspects from the 

implementation of international trade. In some cases, the fulfillment of the justice principle 

was fulfilled only in the retaliation conducted by Developed Countries and Developed 

Countries. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Justice is an important thing in human life because it contains universal moral 

values which are the basic rights and needs of people throughout the world 

(Puspitasari&Firdauzy, 2019). Justice is a guidelines that used to stop war and 

schism(Gottfried & Trager, 2016). In order to actualize a justice, several 

principles of justice are formed which later become an agreement among 

various elements of society. The principle of justice is always applied in any 

fields of human life activities that want a justice, including one of them within 

free trade activity.  

 

Free trade is a trade policy whose regulation is reciprocal and mutually 

advantageous. Trade in various countries is regulated in the form of a law 

(Hwang et al., 2018). In order to realize the implementation of free trade that 

runs well, smoothly and mutually advantageous, the World Trade 

Organization (WTO) was formed as the only world trade organization which 

has responsibility to remove trade barriers, both tariff and non-tariff barriers, 

and reduce the discrimination in international trade 

relationship(Hoekman&Mavroidis, 2007; Latifah, 2015). 

 

WTO provides various ways and efforts to resolve the conflict or dispute in 

international trade (Ariadi et al., 2019). As for example by consultation or 

negotiation, but if the negotiation of the compensation determination cannot 

be agreed within 20 days, the winning country can request authorization from 

the DSB (Dispute Settlement Body) to suspend concession and other 

obligations in the covered agreement or better known as retaliation. The main 

objective of Article 22 DSU (Dispute Settlement Understanding) regulation is 

to make violating countries comply with the implementation of 

recommendation and decision which issued by DSB (Fukunaga, 2006). In 

addition, retaliation also aims to enable the harmed country to carry out 

recovery by balancing DSU, it also appears that the objective of retaliation is 

not to punish the guilty country, but rather to rebalance trade concession. 

 

However, in reality retaliation does not work properly. International 

institution generally does not apply sanction that contradicts to the objective 

of the institution itself. A lot of the problems regarding international trade 

cause its own conflicts (Carranza, 2003). For example, the World Health 

Organization does not allow the member countries to spread the virus to other 

member countries. Likewise, the World Intellectual Property Organization 

does not oppose the acts of hijacking by the hijacking itself. Thus, the 

implementation of retaliation to support free trade practices is an odd thing. 

 

For the consequences which caused by the implementation of retaliation, in 

this study the author will study further about the fulfillment of the justice 
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principle in the retaliation policy which regulated in Article 22 of DSU 

relating to the objective of retaliation to rebalance trade. This principle of 

justice needs to be applied to anticipate the loss resulting from retaliation 

(Thorbecke, 2006). This study aims to analyze the regulation of WTO 

international trade law based on the principle of justice, and analyze the 

fulfillment of the justice principle in the implementation of international trade 

retaliation which based on the provision of Article 22 Dispute Settlement 

Understanding (DSU). 

 

RESEARCH METHODS 

The type of the study used was juridical-normative research type. This study 

method was carried out by researching a legal problem based on theories, 

principles and legal rules that was applicable and relevant to the topic being 

written (Peter, 2006; Riadi, 2013). This study used a statute approach, an 

approach using legislation and regulation, by examining all the issues based 

on the legal regulation namely the applicable international law related to this 

writing (Pannen et al., 2019). The study used Understanding on Rules and 

Procedures Governing the Settlement of Disputes or commonly known as 

Dispute Settlement Understanding (DSU) and The Marrakesh Agreement 

Establishing the World Trade Organization (WTO Agreement) as the basis 

for problem solving. 

 

The conceptual approach was an approach that moves from the views and 

doctrines that develop in legal studies(Cassarino, 2004). In this paper, the 

author used the conceptual approach to examine the concept of retaliation and 

the concept of justice in order to build a legal argumentation in solving the 

issues encountered. Case approach was an approach that was carried out by 

examining the cases relating to the issues encountered and have become court 

decision and had permanent legal force (Peck & Theodore, 2012). 

 

The author used a case approach because this study aimed to see the 

fulfillment of the justice principle for the implementation of retaliation as an 

effort to resolve international trade disputes. Legal Sources: Agreement on 

Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPS), Annex 1C 

WTO Agreement 1994, General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT), 

Understanding on Rules and Procedures Governing the Settlement of 

Disputes (Dispute Settlement Understanding), Annex 2 WTO Agreement 

1994, The Marrakesh Agreement Establishing the World Trade Organization 

(WTO Agreement) of 15 April 1994, World Trade Organization Decision in 

DS27 case: European Communities - Regime for the Importation, Sale and 

Distribution of Bananas Case 2008. 

 

RESULT AND DISCUSSIONS 

Justice According to Experts and Its Implementation in International Trade 

Law 
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In the theory of justice developed by Plato in Anam, (2015), he believed that 

the ideal country was a country based on justice. Justice according to Plato 

focused on harmony or conformity. Harmony meant that the citizens life in 

harmony and in line with the objective of the state, by living their life well 

according to God’s will and social position of each person. 

 

The justice that put forward by Plato could be found in the WTO free trade 

system. This could be seen from the adjustment of function to each country in 

accordance with its capabilities in carrying out free trade. Without the 

adjustment of the function, countries could not fulfill their needs because 

basically every country was unable to fulfill its own needs without assistance 

from other countries (Bottoms &Tankebe, 2012). It was because each country 

had different resources. 

 

In contrast to Plato who emphasized his theory of justice in harmony or 

conformity, Aristotle in Nasution, (2014) emphasized his theory of justice in 

balance or proportion. Broadly speaking, Aristotle's justice theory was based 

on the principle of equality, which meant that justice happened when the 

same things were treated equally and things that were not the same were 

treated unequally. 

 

In developing his theory of justice, John Rawls was influenced by several 

political thoughts. First, was a political tradition of liberalism. Liberalism was 

a doctrine of normative political morality, which was a set of moral 

arguments about the justification of political action and institutions. 

Liberalism required society to be arranged neutrally and fair without referring 

to the value and belief of each group. Society could be well arranged if 

society was regulated based on the basic moral principle, namely justice 

(Rawls, 2009). 

 

In conclusion, justice was the principle of equalizing a treatment regardless of 

any conditions. The treatment towards fellow being without regard to 

differences. 

 

The subject of justice according to the Expert and its Implementation in 

International Trade Law 

For Rawls, the main subject of justice was the basic structure of society, or 

rather the way the main social institutions distributed fundamental rights and 

obligation, and determined the division of the profit from a social 

cooperation. The main social institution referred to by Rawls was institutions 

related to politics, law, and economics (Rawls, 2009). 

 

Country practices as subject of justice for international trade law must be 

limited by moral limitation(Aqimuddin, 2012). The moral limitation which 

meant was a structural equity (structural equity), which was about how a 
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trading system distributed the benefit and burden arising from the trade to 

different countries with different classes. 

 

The principle of justice according to John Rawls and its Implementation in 

International Trade Law 

According to John Rawls, the principle of justice needed to be applied to 

regulate the method of distributing the rights and obligation, benefit and 

burden of community social cooperation result was carried out by the main 

social institutions fairly. The principle of justice could only be effective if it 

was accepted by everyone. To reach mutual agreement on the principle of 

justice, then society needed to position themselves in the position of origin 

equity(Rawls, 2009). 

 

In that position, no one knew his place, the position or social status in society, 

no one knew his wealth, intelligence, and strength. Thus, the selection of the 

justice principles was conducted with the situation without knowledge. This 

was to ensure that no one wasbenefited or harmed in the process of 

determining the principle of justice. 

 

In his theory of justice, namely Justice as Fairness, Rawls, (2009) divided the 

principle of justice into two, namely: The first principle of justice, the 

Principle of the Equal Freedom for Everyone (Principle of Greatest Equal 

Liberty). This principle required equal rights for everyone to obtain the basic 

freedoms. The basic freedom which meant by John Rawls were the freedoms 

as referred to in the rule of law concept, including: 

a) Freedom of politics (the right to elect and be elected to occupy political 

position); 

b) Freedom of speech and association; 

c) Freedom of belief and freedom of association; 

d) Freedom of maintaining property rights (personal); 

e) Freedom from arbitrary arrest. 

Here Rawls was not talking about the general theory of freedom, but rather 

how the principle of justice could guarantee the fulfillment of basic freedoms 

for everyone. The freedom referred to here was a freedom which was 

understood as a system of certain public rules that defined the rights and 

obligation. The freedom relationship of everyone was limited by legal 

limitation. 

 

Below was a description about the implementation of two justice principles in 

international trade law which related to the procedural and substantive 

fulfillment of justice. In general, substantive justice was a justice that related 

to material law. It meant that substantive justice was achieved by fulfilling the 

legal rights that have been regulated according to the law. While, procedural 

justice was a justice that related to formal law, namely the legal rights of the 

parties in the process of enforcing material justice (Syamsudin, 2014). In 
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international trade law,fair procedurally meant that each country was seen as 

countries that have equal standing and equal voices in the implementation of 

international trade. Meanwhile, fair substantially was meant that international 

trade law must be able to fulfill the substantive rights of WTO member 

countries as the implementers of WTO international trade policies. 

 

Relationship of Justice with Law 

There was a reciprocal relationship between the law and justice. In the sense 

that, the law was actually created from the values of justice that had already 

existed in people's life and the law as an instrument in achieving that justice 

(Wantu, 2012). This meant that the values of justice existed before the 

existence of the law. However, can the law that did not realize justice still be 

called a law? 

 

The law could not be abolished the status as a law if it did not bring about 

justice. Because, it needed to know that justice was not the only legal 

objective, but there were also other legal objectives such as legal certainty. If 

the law did not realize the justice but realized a legal certainty, then this was 

known as what was called the antinomy of the law and the law did not lose its 

status as law (Syamsudin, 2014). 

 

In several theories of justice that exist, some experts such as Stammler, 

Radbruch and Kelsen in Nasution, (2014) emphasized the objective of the law 

simply and solely was justice. This was stated by Gustav Radbruch, as he 

stated that: "Estautemjus a justitia, sicut a matresua ergo 

priusfuitjustitiaquam jus". Thus, the law that realized the justice was 

absolutely necessary in nation and state life. Without the law, human life 

became disorganized and humans lost the possibility to develop humanely. 

 

The law must create a situation of peace. To create that situation, the law 

considered interests carefully and created a balance among those interests 

(Zamroni, 2018). That objective could be achieved if the law as much as 

possible provideda fair regulation, namely a regulation in which there were 

interests that were protected equally, thus as many people as possible got 

what became their part. Therefore, law was needed to bring about justice so 

as to create a situation of peace. 

 

Trade Remedy in the WTO Dispute Resolution System 

The objective of the WTO dispute resolution system was to rebalance trade 

concession (rebalancing trade concession) that was harmed by violating 

country action. In resolving WTO disputes, violating country was required to 

comply with the recommendation and decision which issued by the Dispute 

Settlement Body (DSB). 
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Based on the provision of Article 21 of DSU, there was an obligation for 

violating country to comply with the DSB recommendation and decision 

within a certain period of time (Prasudhi, 2016). However, under certain 

conditions, some countries found it difficult to implement DSB decision 

because the implementation of DSB decision would also be at risk of adverse 

national interests. Therefore, the decision making process in resolving WTO 

disputes must balance the interests of the parties. Moreover, political and 

economic pressures could influence the decisions of violating country in 

implementing DSB decision, which eventually would harm the complainant 

country. This was where the procedural justice must play a role so that the 

resulting decision did not harm any of the dispute parties. 

 

If within a specified period of time the violating country did not implement 

the DSB decision, then the complainant country could negotiate the 

compensation or repatriate the losing country in accordance with the Article 

22 of DSU. The provision of Article 22 of DSU emphasized that every action 

carried out in accordance with this article must be able to make the violating 

country comply with the DSB recommendation and decision. In other words, 

the actions which regulated in Article 22 were basically intended to make the 

losing country complied with WTO rules (to induce violating country to 

comply with WTO rules) (Schwartz & Sykes, 2002). 

 

To overcome all the problems of international trade, compensation and 

retaliation was usually applied, the desired final result was the abolition of the 

violation by the violators. Compensation and retaliation was conducted solely 

to achieve removal of violation by violating parties. 

 

Compensation 

Compensation was a refund act that was often related to the pecuniary 

concept. Compensation in the international trade system was in the form of 

profit (concession/ commitment) provided by the violating country to the 

complainant country in accordance with the amount that could cover the loss 

value of trade profit(nullification or impairment). Nullification or impairment 

was considered as a loss arising as a result of the failure of the contracting 

party in carrying out its obligation, the implementation of trade policies that 

contradicted or not to WTO rules, or as a result of certain other situations. 

 

Retaliation 

The next trade remedy action that became the focus of Article 22 was 

suspension of concession or other obligations or more commonly referred to 

as retaliation (Palupi, 2013). This action was the latest action that could be 

taken if the party in the dispute failed in determining the agreed amount of 

compensation. Before carrying out retaliation, the important thing that must 

be carried out was find out the number of nullification or impairment caused. 

This was important because in carrying out a retaliation, the level of the 
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retaliation implementation must be equivalent to the number of nullification 

or impairment that arose as mandated in the provision of Article 22.4 of DSU 

that: "The level of the suspension of concessions or other obligations 

authorized by the DSB shall be equivalent to the level of nullification or 

impairment". 

 

Implementation of Retaliation to Achieve Corrective Justice in 

International Trade Law 

The existence of corrective justice in international trade law played an 

important role to ensure that the implementation of international trade relation 

taken place fairly. Fair international trade as referred to in the Agreement 

Establishing the World Trade Organization, was a trade that was reciprocal 

and mutually advantageous (Syamsudin, 2014). If a trade relationship harmed 

one of parties, retaliation could be applied for the aim of rebalance trade and 

induce compliance in order to achieve fair international trade. 

 

Based on the previous description, it was known that retaliation was one of 

the WTO dispute resolution mechanisms. Therefore, retaliation also played a 

role as a form of corrective justice in international trade law. That role was 

seen in its aim to rebalance trade concession. 

 

The retaliation must be carried out fairly, both procedurally and substantially. 

Fair procedurally meant that retaliation must be carried out transparently and 

see the countries which involved in the dispute as countries that had equal 

standing and equal voices (McAdams, 2006). Meanwhile, fair substantially 

mean that retaliation must succeed in balancing the balance of trade 

concessions in order to create reciprocal and mutually beneficial trade. By 

fulfilling these values of justice, it could be said that corrective justice existed 

in international trade law. 

 

Retaliation as a form of corrective justice could be done through four 

schemes, namely was carries out between developed country vs. developed 

country, developed country vs. developing country, developing country vs. 

developed country, and developing country vs. developing country. By 

referring to the four schemes, the author would analyze whether retaliation as 

corrective justice in international trade law could rebalance trade concession 

mandated by Article 3 (3) DSU in order to realize fair international trade. 

 

1. Developed Countries vs. Developed Countries (EU vs. US) 

The US and the EU reached an agreement to resolve the dispute in 2001 and 

the US decided to stop its retaliation of the EU since 1999 (Lailah, n.d.). 

However, even though the retaliation was finally stopped by the US in 2001, 

but by several EU companies were carried out the increasing tariffs since 

April 19, 1999 to June 30, 2001. 
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Based on this description, it appeared that there was an unfair situation for 

business actors as the object of retaliation. Moreover, those who experienced 

the loss due to retaliation were entrepreneurs who did not have a direct 

relation to the banana trading activity. The retaliation through an increase in 

trade tariffs resulted in their trading profit also decreasing. In fact, one of the 

objectives of the WTO Agreement was to increase trade profit for business 

actors from member countries. 

 

However, it should be recalled that the role of retaliation as a mechanism for 

dispute resolution was as corrective justice. It meant that retaliation must 

bring about trade remedy thus the trade returned to being fair. In this case, it 

appeared that the retaliation which carried out by the US has succeeded in 

making the EU complied with the DSB decision and this was in line with the 

objective of retaliation for induce compliance. With EU compliance, it could 

be said that retaliation has succeeded in rebalancing the trade concession in 

accordance with the objective of other retaliation was to rebalance trade 

concession. Thus, the role of retaliation as a form of corrective justice in 

international trade law has been run on a retaliation scheme between 

developed country vs. developed country. 

 

Injustice that experienced by business actors must be judged as an injustice 

arising from non-compliance to the country and not injustice that arose due to 

retaliation. The loss that experienced by these business actors was a risk that 

must be bearedin order to rebalance trade due to the country's non-compliance 

with the WTO rules. In addition, the loss that experienced by EU business 

actors, it turned out to have only a small impact on the EU economy. Thus, it 

could be said that substantial justice was also not disrupted in this case. 

 

2. Developed Country vs. Developing Country (Canada vs. Brazil) 

Based on the description of the case, in 2000, Canada was granted permission 

by the DSB to retaliate in the Textile & Clothing and License Procedure trade 

sector to reach a value of C$344.2 million per year. The retaliation could be 

carried out by suspending tariff concession up to 100% on some imported 

goods from Brazil (Ambarita, 2018). 

 

Although in the end, this retaliation was not enforced by Canada, but if this 

retaliation was enforced it would result in an increase in the price of each 

piece of clothing that was imported from Brazil on the Canadian market. This 

of course would cause the loss to Brazilian exporters which would ultimately 

lead to a decrease in the level of trade welfare for Brazilian exporters and 

producers. 

 

The implication of collecting very high import tariffs on developing country 

products would also increase the price of developing country export products. 

The increase in the price of developing country export products meant that 
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consumers in developed country would prefer to buy substitute goods from 

other exporting countries that sold at lower prices. This would very harm the 

developing country, moreover competition between fellow exporters from 

developing country was stronger because developing countries often exported 

similar products. Besides to harming Brazil as a retaliated party, it turned out 

that the implementation of the retaliation would also harm Canada as the 

party that retaliated. Canada considered that the implementation of retaliation 

in Brazil would not be effective. 

 

From this point of view, it could be said that retaliation did not bring about 

the justice to the subject or the object of retaliation. Justice on the subject was 

not achieved because the two countries were not benefited from retaliation, 

while justice on the object was not achieved because retaliation would reduce 

the level of welfare of business actors as individuals with an increase in tariffs 

that hampered the trade. In the end, no substantial justice which was achieved 

from the implementation of retaliation itself, because the retaliation has failed 

to improve living standards and expand trade activity. This case also showed 

that the objective of retaliation for rebalance trade concession and induce 

compliance was not achieved. Thus, the retaliation regulation in article 22.2 

of DSU as a form of corrective justice did not work. 

 

3. Developing Country vs. Developed Country (Antigua and Barbuda vs. US) 

These conditions indicated that there was an imbalance of position between 

Antigua Barbuda and the US in resolving disputes using retaliation which 

then resulted in the non-fulfillment of justice towards the subject of 

retaliation. Justice towards the subject of retaliation, in this case was the 

country, was not fulfilled because Antigua could not exercise its right to 

retaliate due to its weaker position compared to the US as a developed 

country. Using retaliation or not, both provided difficulty for Antigua to make 

the US comply with the DSB decision. Thus, it appeared that the retaliation 

that should have been given to provide protection for the winning country was 

apparently not enjoyed by Antigua Barbuda because of its position as a 

developing country which was weaker than developed country. This meant 

that Antigua has lost its rights to obtain trade remedy from the US’s non-

compliance (Cooper, 2008). 

 

The failure to fulfill justice on the subject of retaliation led to the not fulfilling 

of substantial justice in the implementation of retaliation itself. The failure to 

fulfill substantial justice then caused the retaliation failed in achieving its 

objective to rebalance trade concession and induce compliance. In the end, 

corrective justice in the retaliation scheme by developing country towards 

developed country did not run as it should. 

4. Developing Country vs. Developing Country 

Until now, the retaliation schemes between developing countries and 

developing country have never happened. 
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CONCLUSION 

The principles of justice could be found in the theory of Justice as Fairness 

which owned by John Rawls , namely the Principle of Greatest Equal Liberty 

as The First Principle of Justice; The Difference Principle and the Principle of 

Fair Equality of Opportunity as the Second Principle of Justice. International 

trade law as a law, then the law must be fair as a condition and proof of its 

status as the law. The first principle of justice was applied to the procedural 

aspects of each WTO structure, while the second principle of justice was 

applied to the substantial aspects of the implementation of international trade. 

 

Based on an analysis of several cases, the fulfillment of the justice principle 

was fulfilled in the retaliation carried out by the Developed Country vs. 

Developed Country because in the end, retaliation as corrective justice was 

able to achieve its objective to rebalance trade concession and induce 

compliance. However, on the other hand, the implementation of retaliation by 

the Developed Country vs. Developing Country and Developing Country vs. 

Developed Country apparently did not fulfill the principle of justice because 

the retaliation was not able to create a trade balance (rebalance trade 

concession), which in the end the objective of induce compliance was also not 

achieved. Then, it indicated that retaliation as a dispute resolution mechanism 

in the WTO did not run as intended as specified in Article 3.3 of DSU. 

 

 

REFERENCES 

Ambarita, S. (2018). PerananKomiteAnti Dumping Indonesia (KADI) 

dalamPelaksanaan Tindakan Anti 

DumpingBerdasarkanPeraturanPemerintahNomor 34 Tahun 2011. 

Anam, M. H. (2015). BimbinganKonseling Islam Bagi Wanita 

KarirDenganTerapiRealitasDalamMenciptakanKeharmonisanRumah

Tangga Di DesaCangkrengKecamatanLentengKabupatenSumenep. 

UIN SunanAmpel Surabaya. 

Aqimuddin, E. A. (2012). Hukum 

internasionaldalamperspektiffilsafatkomunisme. Syiar Hukum, 14(2), 

94–105. 

Ariadi, S., Saud, M., & Ashfaq, A. (2019). Analyzing the Effect of 

Remittance Transfer on Socioeconomic Well-Being of Left-Behind 

Parents: a Study of Pakistan and Azad Jammu and Kashmir (AJK). 

Journal of International Migration and Integration, 20(3), 809–821. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12134-018-0632-7 

Bottoms, A., &Tankebe, J. (2012). Beyond procedural justice: A dialogic 

approach to legitimacy in criminal justice. J. Crim. L. & Criminology, 

102, 119. 

Carranza, M. E. (2003). Can Mercosur Survive? Domestic and International 

Constraints on Mercosur. Latin American Politics and Society, 45(2), 



THE PRINCIPLE OF JUSTICE TOWARD THE WTO RETALIATION BASED ON ARTICLE 22 OF DISPUTE  

SETTLEMENT UNDERSTANDING        PJAEE, 17 (4) (2020) 

        

 

2581 
 

67–103. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1548-2456.2003.tb00241.x 

Cassarino, J.-P. (2004). Theorising return migration: The conceptual approach 

to return migrants revisited. International Journal on Multicultural 

Societies (IJMS), 6(2), 253–279. 

Cooper, A. F. (2008). “Remote”in the Eastern Caribbean: The Antigua− US 

WTO Internet Gambling Case. 

Fukunaga, Y. (2006). Securing compliance through the WTO dispute 

settlement system: implementation of DSB recommendations. Journal 

of International Economic Law, 9(2), 383–426. 

Gottfried, M. S., & Trager, R. F. (2016). A preference for war: How fairness 

and rhetoric influence leadership incentives in crises. International 

Studies Quarterly, 60(2), 243–257. https://doi.org/10.1093/isq/sqv025 

Hoekman, B. M., &Mavroidis, P. C. (2007). World Trade Organization 

(WTO): Law, Economics, and Politics. Routledge. 

Hwang, W., Cho, W., & Wiegand, K. (2018). Do Korean-Japanese Historical 

Disputes Generate Rally Effects? Journal of Asian Studies, 77(3), 

693–711. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0021911818000438 

Lailah, F. N. (n.d.). AnalisisKasusPengaduan Negara-Negara Anggota World 

Trade Organization (WTO) Terhadap Amerika Serikatkepada Dispute 

Settlement Body (DSB) WTO (1995-2018). FISIP UIN Jakarta. 

Latifah, E. (2015). EksistensiPrinsip-prinsipKeadilandalamSistem Hukum 

PerdaganganInternasional. Padjadjaran Journal of Law, 2(1). 

McAdams, D. P. (2006). The problem of narrative coherence. Journal of 

Constructivist Psychology, 19(2), 109–125. 

Nasution, B. J. (2014). Kajian 

FilosofistentangKonsepKeadilandariPemikiranKlasiksampaiPemikiran 

Modern. YustisiaJurnal Hukum, 3(2). 

Palupi, M. (2013). Pengaruhkeadilankompensasi, kebijakanrotasikaryawan 

dan komitmenafektif pada perilakuretaliasipnskantor “x” di 

Yogyakarta. JurnalRisetManajemen Dan Bisnis, 8(1), 15–24. 

Pannen, P., Wirakartakusumah, A., & Subhan, H. (2019). Autonomous higher 

education institutions in Indonesia: Challenges and potentials. In The 

Governance and Management of Universities in Asia: Global 

Influences and Local Responses (pp. 56–80). Taylor and Francis. 

https://www.scopus.com/inward/record.uri?eid=2-s2.0-

85068374279&partnerID=40&md5=381a8e50af43103c58994844b1d

c62cd 

Peck, J., & Theodore, N. (2012). Follow the policy: a distended case 

approach. Environment and Planning A, 44(1), 21–30. 

Peter, M. M. (2006). Penelitian Hukum. Jakarta: Kencana. 

Prasudhi, I. D. (2016). 

PenangananSengketaPerdaganganInternasionalMelaluiWto (World 

Trade Organization). 

Puspitasari, I., &Firdauzy, A. (2019). Characterizing consumer behavior in 

leveraging social media for e-patient and health-related activities. 



THE PRINCIPLE OF JUSTICE TOWARD THE WTO RETALIATION BASED ON ARTICLE 22 OF DISPUTE  

SETTLEMENT UNDERSTANDING        PJAEE, 17 (4) (2020) 

        

 

2582 
 

International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 

16(18). https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16183348 

Rawls, J. (2009). A theory of justice. Harvard university press. 

Riadi, M. E. (2013). Kedudukan Fatwa ditinjaudari Hukum Islam dan Hukum 

Positif (analisisyuridisnormatif). Ulumuddin, 7(1). 

Schwartz, W. F., & Sykes, A. O. (2002). The economic structure of 

renegotiation and dispute resolution in the World Trade Organization. 

The Journal of Legal Studies, 31(S1), S179–S204. 

Syamsudin, M. (2014). KeadilanProsedural Dan 

SubstantifDalamPutusanSengketa Tanah Magersari. JurnalYudisial, 

7(1), 18–33. 

Thorbecke, W. (2006). How would an appreciation of the Renminbi affect the 

US trade deficit with China? Topics in Macroeconomics, 6(3). 

Wantu, F. (2012). MewujudkanKepastian Hukum, Keadilan dan 

KemanfaatandalamPutusan Hakim di PeradilanPerdata. 

JurnalDinamika Hukum, 12(3), 479–489. 

Zamroni, M. (2018). Kewenangan Hakim MengadiliSengketaKontrak. Halu 

Oleo Law Review, 1(1), 105–123. 

 

 

 

 


