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… [W]e do not see anything in Article 4.1 to suggest that market access concessions 

and commitments made as a result of the Uruguay Round negotiations on agriculture 
can be inconsistent with the provisions of Article XIII of the GATT 1994. There is 
nothing in Articles 4.1 or 4.2, or in any other article of the Agreement on Agriculture, 
that deals specifically with the allocation of tariff quotas on agricultural products. If 
the negotiators had intended to permit Members to act inconsistently with Article XIII 

of the GATT 1994, they would have said so explicitly."3 

3. In EC – Export Subsidies on Sugar, the EC argued that the terms of a footnote to the EC 
Schedule excluded certain exports from the scope of the EC reduction commitments. The Appellate 
Body disagreed, and found arguendo that the commitment in question was inconsistent with 
Articles 3.3 and 9.1 of the Agreement on Agriculture. The Appellate Body then examined and 
rejected a further EC argument that this claimed commitment limiting subsidization could prevail 

over the provisions of the Agreement on Agriculture:  

"[W]e find no provision under the Agreement on Agriculture 
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