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4. On 29 August 2022, the Secretary-General filed his response.  The Secretary-General 

submits that the relief requested does not meet the requirements of Article 9(4) of the 

UNAT Statute and that Mr. Amani has not shown any likelihood of irreparable harm.  The 

Secretary-General requests UNAT to dismiss the Motion.  Alternatively, should the UNAT 

decide to grant the Motion, the Secretary-General requests an opportunity to file 

a submission. 

5. Article 9(4) of the Statute provides that “[a]t any time during the proceedings, the 

Appeals Tribunal may order an interim measure to provide temporary relief to either 

party to prevent irreparable harm and to maintain consistency with the judgement of 

the Dispute Tribunal”. 

6. As set out in the law, in order for an interim measure to be granted,  
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otherwise applicable.  The UNDT further found that Mr. Amani’s due process rights had 

been respected and that the sanction imposed was proportionate to the offence. 

9. After having carefully examined the motion, I find that Mr. Amani’s Motion for 

interim measures does not seek to provide temporary relief to him as it presupposes a 

thorough and full assessment of his appeal.  Nor does his Motion intend to maintain 

consistency with the UNDT Judgment, as the latter disposed of the case against  

Mr. Amani’s interests. 

10. Therefore, the Motion must fail.  Mr. Amani’s issues raised in his appeal shall be 

determined in the collegiate form prescribed by Article 10 of the Appeals Tribunal Statute. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Mr. Amani’s “Motion for Interim Measures” pending 


