
administration of justice” standard) both decide to take adjudicatory jurisdiction over a
particular dispute?

This work explores key questions in the context of prevailing discussions about the
expanding activities, authority, and influence of IOs. The interest in this topic is borne
out by the International Law Commission’s decision at its 73rd session in 2022, to include
the “settlement of international disputes to which international organisations are parties”
as part of its programme. Gulati’s book could be a useful resource for the Commission’s
work and scholars studying DRMs and the responsibility of IOs going forward.
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The WTO Dispute Settlement System: How, Why and Where? is a ponderous tome, but a pleasant
read. On the basis of his experience and knowledge in the field, the world-renowned
World Trade Organization (WTO) lawyer, Petros Mavroidis, has produced a comprehensive
review of the contributions of the WTO dispute settlement system over the past
twenty-five years. The work attempts to raise awareness of the costs associated with
retreating from the liberal world order and the WTO adjudication system. Relying on
“numbers”, Mavroidis presents an objective and verifiable account of the WTO dispute
settlement mechanism, and an argument for its preservation.

Following a brief introduction, the treatise comprises twelve chapters. Chapter 1 pre-
sents the context and limits of the work in three concentric circles, with the WTO adju-
dication being the inner circle; the WTO the middle; and the world order the outer.
According to Mavroidis, the crisis of the WTO dispute settlement mechanism is not self-
contained but situated within a wider WTO crisis and the recent retreat from liberal world
order. An effective WTO dispute settlement mechanism is the necessary, but insufficient,
condition for resolving the WTO crisis in general. Chapter 2 introduces the salient feature
of the WTO dispute settlement mechanism and presents how disputes are to be resolved
before the WTO. Chapters 3 through 10 proceed to examine the track record of the WTO
dispute settlement, providing objective numbers and figures with a view to demonstrating
“what disputes were resolved, who resolved them, and how were they resolved” (p. xxviii).
Based on these data, Mavroidis, in Chapter 11, looks at the aggregate number of disputes,
the implementation of adverse rulings, the unilateral withdrawal of measures found to be
WTO-inconsistent, and mutually agreed agreements between parties to provide an over-
view of the accomplishments of the WTO dispute settlement mechanism to date. In
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Chapter 12, Mavroidis then advances his proposals on how to revamp the existing WTO
dispute settlement mechanism given its applaudable accomplishments.

In advancing his proposal to preserve the WTO dispute settlement mechanism,
Mavroidis assumes that the collective will of the membership is aimed at resisting popu-
lism and de-politicizing the adjudication process – the cornerstone of the WTO dispute
settlement mechanism. This assumption, and his confidence, may be contestable in
view of the diversity of the WTO membership, in particular in contrast to the General
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade era. The capacity of the GATT regime to de-politicize
trade disputes largely lies in the political and economic homogeneity of the membership,
but this is not the case for the WTO. Also, as WTO rules become more intrusive and the
global economy more integrated, depoliticizing trade disputes seems more challenging
than ever. This need not necessarily lead to pessimism or doom, but it is the new reality
we face and cannot be neglected when considering the future of the WTO dispute settle-
ment mechanism.
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Can, and how will coastal states’ domestic laws and policies catch up with the principles of
modern international fisheries law before the settling in of irreversible environmental,
economic, and social degradation of the national fisheries industry? Should this be
achieved within each state, and can meaningful regional cooperation on the conservation
and management of transboundary fisheries then also be realized to ensure sustainable
use? Dr Arif’s critical reflection on three prominent and contemporary principles of fish-
eries management (conditional maximum sustainable yield (Chapter 2); the precautionary
principle (Chapter 3); and ecosystem-based fisheries management (Chapter 4), including
their incomplete reflection in Bangladesh’s laws, policies, and institutions (Chapters 5–6),
is a fine piece of stimulating scholarship which juxtaposes the idealism of general princi-
ples with the realism of full and effective domestic implementation or lack thereof. The
strength of the early chapters is evident in previous versions being published in respected
journals, while the latter, Chapters 5–8, are novel to this book, further building on their
foundations. A commendable “way forward” (pp. 175–7) is charted, although other read-
ers sharing a dose of British pessimism may wonder how the scale of proposals can be
brought to fruition and sustained.
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