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301

The Legal Analysis of America’s 301 Investigation and
China’s Countermeasures

LEI Yuging LIU Chao ZHENG Wei

Abstract: Currently, China and the US bilateral economic relationships are under an intensive
period. Taking advantage of the Section—301 trade investigation tool, the US accused that China’s
policy, rules or actions have caused serious damage to the US commerce. The 301 report asserted
that Chinese government has imposed the US enterprises to transfer technology, Chinese
technology license rules have led discrimination to the US enterprises, Chinese government orders
the their own enterprises to acquire the US advanced technology industry and steel US enterprises
trade secrets etc. Based on the 301 investigation report, the US further determined to punish China
by issuing millions of US dollars tariffs to the Chinese export products. In order to restrict the US
through the WTO multilateral rules and provide some useful suggestions, the article attempts to
analyze the illegality of the 301 investigation and discuss the international legal basis of China’s
countermeasure.

Keywords: China and the US Economic Relationship; the US 301 Investigation;
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