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27 “Congress has enacted legislation to deal with the conflict presented here. It has authorized the United States
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implemented, the extent of implementation. See19 U.S.C. 883533(f), 3538 (2000); see also19 U.S.C. 83533(g)
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WTO ruling).” United States Court of Appeals, Federal Circuit. CORUS STAAL BV and Corus Steel USA Inc.,
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