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Investment Law: The First 50 Years of ICSID (Kluwer Law International 2015), 699.
¢ Lisa M Bohmer, ‘Finality in ICSID Arbitration Revisited” (2016) 31(1) ICSID Rev—FILJ

236, 237.
WY



e ST 5,1 55 53 g 3l sl v 5l Ao ot g Ao aalicd

oplo sy 5 oygls Al b cusgpiin g oyalo oy cunlad e Jols sbsl ool 0gde
156 By ctel g a8 2l Jo 4 jls o3l ) Sy el el ey oge
2 o9Mle a8k S o 18T 0 p3lo 4l oo Cuenl p Laid 45 505 (lose Lol Wi o
O 025 3 (e gl W)l dsgr 0 BB o 0 Blail 4 eloin! sl b)) S
> 4 Cons (I a oy I —5b WS (5 y9ls 15 o] Cusg o g gy cuslad
5l b i (o)l (gyald Ll Yo )58 1 gy Cuenl jl Cus gy e Gon o)l
S e I alep 3 85 Iy | o s aed 93 e o b glaiids]
oges @le (Jd (o 2 9 )l B (g 2l S L) dgs S g (o0 ga S ased
o bb o)l 3l 350 poes &) pudin el b malllan s & (cages d23g | | 2 ikas
95 haid & 0ol (sl 45 Sloj cun! (pols sy 5l 5L 45 298 obranje b Jlo caly
sk 22)d 55 5 Ul el (slgime 2 1l A58 oo Slio |y 3y pgas 4L g0 g S e
Doy Sy syt B ]

S5 S bl LT a8 el ol uios ol iy c0d ol Ll 4y colie b
(Sl )l plojlw Jainios com Cudbge 5y 1) sl (59l P ) iy
O L ogd (b)) 4SS

L) Srdisnoin Cebl (K gn pei) 4 Colis b &S ] ol Buios (Lol 45 3
B &y 93> &g s lainaed ) gjle Sl dw e ) & ST gl P11 5L
dalp S o Cusgptio Gt g ol ()i lo s (55 g (radT ) (ygranillS
Sgh ] caxlad |y Jlassy son 4895w o] (cud)) e &b )8 45 ¢ Jolde 45 0)S
sy o iy plin ygsslsiS Clal b g 3l clilie

el eSSl 3 Pl Jlal plas oy 4 Sl A 5> oy ol 0 il 6
9355 maalss gy |y 2emSel 3 Sl (61, 90 S gjl 3,818 el iy ol 3 8l

v David D Caron, ‘Reputation and Reality in the ICSID Annulment Process: Understanding

the Distinction between Annulment and Appeal’ (1992) 7(1) ICSID Rev—FILJ 21, 24.
ACaron, p.27.



e ST 5,1 55 53 g 3l sl v 5l Ao ot g Ao aalicd

gl T g2 bl S5 4 03V il o 69l Jllsl oS> pgso LY 4 g
S solcallns b g J> gy el sblie it 31 S glsis 5l 5 Mol
pogdhe sl odd ggton (63503 (lyis po b Hlainaog (il 455 )0 9 03 2rkae (el
ety 2l M > osd ) (sl 31 K03 6olemns (35l (sl (sl (392 (onld e
bl o 0ybbbre 4y (00 o B Lol s ladd O yao g A Canl iy ja g
@@ b Sl lagld jlaino JBgjle bl (KsSe 5 Y )50 g W
cale gip > e cnl 2 o) pelaidl Sle )bos plojle Jain s Ci (s Cuibye
Sgpd SV g sl oAl ) Sl Jlaing o8 i Sl g5 ol sy S

53,5 (o ) Sl )l Glojls &y pelslyy Aol S5 557 58 s dlox]

KVWWLV) B I LN g YR

55 Sl gamndlsiS 5 48 0l ()] (g sl g5l e 3 o)1 Sl
3390 sy <6 )35 13 dbeld (g Jllal oS j90n0 b Syl Gl b el
sl (o> pllas cpl oSS 53 () cn e Cald 5 g olil

o slo gy b el s (s 52202 olan S oo & ol 53 LS
o8 )3 b by ol Aot 4y bgypo w38 Coglis )10 d52g Sglis 93 555 gl
b JS5 1 baalio g0 5 5 48 o o S sl ) (gl sl 00 a8 g2 0
b 5l (S0 48 (63590 3 Lol sles oo pladl y6She (ol oMol g yusis ] 55 (o lal
Py degie (S o llo gye Sl b S oo ik |y (opgh sy Jd cnlgs >
WS o oMl 1y el op3e b By o 33,5 o 55 sl 53 coygh o)l oMy Sls ]
03,5 o (950 Canlo )0 d)lg Hlain aoxd &S <l Cpl 3 Sk sl gy pod glas
PR o Jo ] (S5 sladlpl oy 8393000 3 By Sl (sla St ) o5 Jls
Gl joga s 2 e 5S dieS gla el jle o gleal a5 0l Salgs 0y s o daldl
St o NS 5 50 ul (gl i Jllad g i o S gl (e 385 SuSis

X0 g VF Jaw AYAY (allse &



e ST 5,1 55 53 g 3l sl v 5l Ao ot g Ao aalicd

2920 Jlainaog w5 sy Jlal sl ple ol cpl Jg 0 plo phlicelo
ol 035le 3l oo
SonSyl 3 Ul (g1, j9u0 ;5500 2,515,
2l polasl gl Jlarl g Jain 108 s 4 (Y 5 0+ Slga) (pgrndlyiS worty yie
Vel Sl oyl dw 4 0plo ) 0 e Sl elulepl
(0 53k) o)yl Camlgd )3 S ygu 5 (]
H0Y B3ke) gl o laingaos Cnlgs )3 5 S50 s3lkag) £58y e 3 (0
(0 3L (el (o plel o pel ey p5Y Slos D939 g 3 (2
LY 3l ayee din b <SG (S b OY B3l oo |y s SO1 3 (6l Jlasl s 1530
Bl
Wl ot Sy (S8 Gyguo 4y 050l Y
WMo zgp cSiye o5l m sl odd gyl 395 cun Do 1 KT gl 4y o5l Y
Aol o
il o dlud S5 yo o5l gLzl jI (G
5l ond a5 ol 45,5 L 0asls (S, 1 a5 sy ¥
sl a2l It (slive o0 (cou 5l 0y0le 5Ty 48 (63,150 43 0
83lo &S Caw | oyl 038 0 Sygo Sy cpl el 45113 g parao jl a8 olacald 5l (S
SR T SRORE (P I L PN py e P Ry P - IVRE S ROMINESEY

S99 grilsS sl Mallige (oS koy o EMB] | g > > (s2al, L5 yhas ¢ sapizs )+
DAY o o bylass YR biane oF 5,90 ¢ oMol 5gi> g A daliliad €]
Pl aos Sl glie Ul el ) (ol Jaiagaos Slea 5 3550 T (ol ainaos S il el S5 LS W
& o lg3 5 6 ylomns G &S y2 3,8 o plomil 0ol (ol &y Connns Mol Loy 5 (S50 oSloxs 55 &S ]
bolid (S sk sl (o 9 Jool S plgie 4350 (ol 3 1) Some (Sais g (2lss lainies 3>
Sluably S o &S ol byl ys cov bib oS Wl e Uil gyl ) plgd ainos iSisly omilssS wled e
(Fr oo IYAY (al)) Wb oo BT Sl wansl w2y Glyx 50 okile pgiSe
\ultra petita.
yCSID Convention, art 52(1).



e ST 5,1 55 53 g 3l sl v 5l Ao ot g Ao aalicd

Bls5 350 OY 3L 31 818 Mol )] ade Jlwygisy (53 slged 1 pgd (s
osad ) st deS lasl Sl gles] wisis ;9085 )5 aneS clas] don
2o b 5 33 550 cnl (9l alyd Jlal g i il ple 8> S & s
gl Jlal 1213 o gl o 392 00,5 STl e e )3 JgBogr 008 ol )8
9 saa S deS slacl diby bl )3 plool (e g Sloge (Sl s S50 2018
Vel 03,5 sl (oS )0y ol bicels b
2 bl pine JY5 olwlisd gy 385 (g)kee Jlainao 5 Jlal (e glis 25
elolis Jbd 4 S 31 oo ] e Olus 4 jgledsls gids wans OF 53l ol
4 Kl ges LS e 1 B> )3 9 390 Jlaihod parde b e pe Bei> (JS Jo—ol
wile (Fgi> o slapllas oo ) yainuod B3gaoe Ay Hainaod Al 38 iy
Pl 38,5 ogad 5 Con yogad 3 oyl o ie il Ciglite Jlwe ;500
SN g A8 g > Sl pie Jitaws Lsmd Sl g ol il 42 25 b e
9l )55 (Sl ol s oo @) Ml (Soi> slapllas o3 55 oS
Toshe slady 5 a5 098 atunils (pl 5l (8L dn Sl 3 Jlaiod &S g pie By
oot LS od W dedl Cou cpl S0 alod 5 Lo (g)els My (gl Lasd AY Bole ,
22 Sl sy 31 2] Sl pae s 4y it o5 B8 (395 e yiwd )3 48 9oy
2 gk a el pogde b oo (bl con cnl il (g L ol ol il slise

wWivendi Universal v Argentina.
y&€ompan™’a de Aguas del Aconquija SA and Vivendi Universal SA v Argentine Republic,

ICSID Case No ARB/97/3, Decision on the Argentine Republic’s Request for Annulment of
the Award Rendered on 20 August 2007 (10 August 2010) (Vivendi Il) para 247(i).
y&Caron, Op. cit, p.23.

nibid.
vibid, p.25.
yRome Statute of the International Criminal Court (opened for signature 17 July 1998, entered

into force 1 July 2002) arts 34, 39, 81-5.
Y-Vivendi Il (n 13) para 247(i); EDF International SA, SAUR International SA and Leon

Participaciones Argentinas SA v Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No ARB/03/23, Decision (5
February 2016) (EDF) para 67.
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yKlo“ckner v Cameroon.
v Klo“ckner Industrie-Anlagen GmbH and others v United Republic of Cameroon and

Socie’te” Camerounaise des Engrais, ICSID Case No ARB/81/2, Decision on Annulment (3
May 1985) (Klo"ckner) 3.
y'Sempra v Argentina.

fSempra Energy International v Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No ARB/02/16, Decision

on the Argentine Republic’s Request for a Continued Stay of Enforcement of the Award (Rule
54 of the ICSID Avrbitration Rules) (5 March 2009) para 76.

dHussein Nuaman Soufraki v United Arab Emirates, ICSID Case No ARB/02/7, Decision of
the ad Hoc Committee on the Application for Annulment of Mr. Soufraki (5 June 2007)
(Soufraki) para 22.

#Updated Background Paper, para 73.
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