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@ Tidewater v. Venezuela,Decision on Annulment(December 27,2016),para.117~119;loannis Kardassopoulos v. Georgia(ICSID Case
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(@ Venezuela Holdings v. Venezuela,Decision on Revision(June 12, 2015),para.3.1.4;Victor Pey Casado v. Chile,Decision on
Revision(November 18,2009),para.23;Tidewater v. Venezuela,Decision on Application for Revision(July 7,2015),para.23~26.
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(@ Venezuela Holdings v. Venezuela,Decision on Revision(June 12,2015),para.3.1.3;Tidewater v. Venezuela,Decision on
Application for Revision(July 7,2015),para.23~26;Victor Pey Casado v. Chile,Decision on Revision (November 18,2009),
para.l4.

@ Schreuer,Christoph H.The ICSID Convention:A Commentary[M].Cambridge:Cambridge University Press,200:879.

@ Broches,Aron.Observations on the Finality of ICSID Awards[J].ICSID Review,1991,6(2).

@ Application for Revision and Interpretation of the Judgment of 24 February 1982 in the Case concerning the Continental Shelf
(Tunisia/Libyan Arab Jamahiriya)(Tunisia v.Libyan Arab Jamahiriya),Judgment of 10 December 1985,para.8;Application
for Revision of the Judgment of 11 July 1996 in the Case concerning Application of the Convention on the Prevention and
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide(Bosnia and Herzegovina v. Yugoslavia),Preliminary Objections(Yugoslavia v. Bosnia and
Herzegovina),Judgment of 3 February 2003,para.15.
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(@ Paulsson,Jan.Jurisdiction and Admissibility.in Aksen,Gerald,Briner,Robert.Global Reflections on International Law,Commerce
and Dispute Resolution:Liber Amicorum in Honour of Robert Briner[M].Paris:International Chamber of Commerce,2005:
601~617;Heiskanen,Veijo,Ménage a trois?Jurisdiction,Admissibility and Competence in Investment Treaty Arbitration[J].
ICSID Review,2014,29(1).CMS Gas Transmission Company v. Argentine Republic,ICSID Case No ARB/01/8,Decision of the
Tribunal on Objections to Jurisdiction(17 July 2003),para.41;Burlington Resources Inc.v. Republic of Ecuador,ICSID Case No
ARB/08/5, Decision on Jurisdiction(2 June 2010),para.340.

@ Fontanelli,Filippo.Jurisdiction and Admissibility in Investment Arbitration:The Practice and the Theory[M].Leiden;Boston:
Brill,2018:99~170.

® O0il Platforms(Islamic Republic of Iran v. United States of America),Judgment,I.C.J.Reports 2003,para.29.

@ Amerasinghe,Chittharanjan F.International Arbitral Jurisdiction[M].Leiden:Brill 2011:192.

(5 Waste Management,Inc v. United Mexican States,ICSID Case No.ARB(AF)/98/2,Award(2 June 2000)Dissenting Opinion of
Keith Highet,para.58;Abaclat and Others v. Argentine Republic,ICSID Case No.ARB/07/5(formerly Giovanna a Beccara and
Others v. The Argentine Republic),Dissenting Opinion to Decision on Jurisdiction and Admissibility(August 4,2011),para.247.

©® Shany,Yuval.Jurisdiction and Admissibility: In the Oxford Handbook of International Adjudication[M].Oxford:Oxford
University Press,2014:787.

(@ Nucup,Neil B.The Janus Face of Preliminary Objections:Are Jurisdiction and Admissibility Distinguishable?[J].U.Asia&Pacific
Law Journal,2019,(2).
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Analysis of the Nature and Role of Admissibility Issue Relating to the Revision
of Awards under ICSID Convention

LI Simin

Abstract: Revision of arbitration is a post—award remedy provided for in ICSID convention, which allows
awards to be substantially revised. Up to now, all applications for the revision to which the tribunal has made its
decision, have been dismissed for inadmissibility, without starting the merits stage. In the context of international
investment arbitration, existing studies focus on the issue of admissibility mainly in arbitration procedure rather
than in revision procedure. According to existing cases, admissibility in revision procedure is different from that in
arbitration procedure, while similar to the issue of claims manifestly without legal merit, for both of two involving
review of the merits. However, the factors and standard tribunals adopted for the judgment of admissibility in
revision procedure result in in—depth overlap between admissibility stage and the subsequent merits stage, making
admissibility in revision a filter of applications which cannot assure successful revision, rather than that of frivolous
application.

Keywords: revision of awards; admissibility; the merits; decisively affect; ICSID Convention
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