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JUDGE DEBORAH THOMAS-FELIX, PRESIDING. 

1. The United Nations Appeals Tribunal (Appeals Tribun
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(1) GS 62 and no 22, both effective 1 June 2013, payable only to staff 

recruited on or after one November 2014.  [R]evised net salaries reflect 

downward adjustment of (-) 13.4 per cent for GGSS and (-) 19.4 per cent 

for NNOO.  

(2) [A]mend [] one to GS 61 and no 21, effective 1 July 2012, payable to 

eligible staff already on board prior to one November 2014, the 

amendments are issued to reflect revised allowances.  
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receivability may be adjudicated proprio motu and without serving the application on  

the Respondent for a reply, the UNDT decided by way of summary judgment that the 

applications were not receivable ratione materiae. 

Submissions 

Prasad et al.’s Appeals 

7. 
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Appellants suffered due to the implementation of the decision.  The Appellants also ask  
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manifest abuse of process on behalf of the Secretary-General.  The Appellants’ requests  
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17. What occurred before the Dispute Tribunal is not contested:  the staff members 

submitted written requests for an extension of time to file an application; the  

Dispute Tribunal did not address the staff members’ requests for an extension of time;  

the Dispute Tribunal converted sua sponte the requests for an extension of time  

into “incomplete” applications; and the Dispute Tribunal summarily adjudged their  

applications not receivable.   

18. As the language of the statutory scheme shows, a request for an extension of  

time to file an application is not the same document as an application.  The requests  
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