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3. On 8 June 2020, the Secretary-General filed an appeal against the judgment of 

the UNDT.  t for 

non-disclosure of the documents to the Secretary-General. 
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4. Given the Respondent’s request for confidentiality, the motions will be 

considered on an ex parte basis without referring them to the Secretary-General for a 

response.  For reasons that will appear, there is no prejudice to the Secretary-General in 

following this approach.  

5. The first document which the Respondent seeks admission (Annex 1 of his 

motion for additional evidence - in Arabic which is translated in Annex 3) contains 

financial information that has come to lighk/BYBYBcm07RSBg 
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unexamined hearsay of limited relevance which may not be taken into consideration in 

reaching any decision on the relevant issues of the appeal.  

9. The third document (Annex 2 of the motion for additional evidence) is a recent 

bank statement reflecting that the Respondent is in financial difficulty after the  

non-renewal of his appointment.  He does not request confidentiality in relation to this 

document.  However, this evidence too is of little relevance to whether the UNDT erred 

in its decision on the unlawfulness of the non-renewal of the Respondent’s appointment.  

In so far as he may want to rely on the document to argue for increased compensation,  

the Respondent ought to have presented that evidence to the UNDT.  There are no 

exceptional circumstances justifying the admission of this document into the record at 

this stage or for opening an additional line of factual enquiry that should properly have 

been done in the UNDT proceedings. 

10. 


