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Introduction 

1. 
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Case management discussion of 26 November 2013 

9. Counsel for the Applicants attended the case management discussion in person. 

Counsel for the Respondent appeared by telephone. 

10. Counsel for the Applicants stated that five of the six applicants had been placed 

against regular budget posts. Counsel for the Applicants stated, however, that all of 

the Applicants, bar one, nevertheless intended to proceed with their claims as they 

wished to claim pecuniary and non-pecuniary damages. 

11. Counsel for the applicants further stated that one of the Applicants wished to 

withdraw his case. The Tribunal advised Counsel for the Applicants that, in this event, 

a notice of final and full withdrawal, including on the merits, should be filed by the said 

Applicant. This would be an appropriate cost saving procedure and would, of course, be 

without prejudice to the claims of the remaining Applicants. 

12. At the conclusion of the case management discussion, the parties were directed 

to discuss any outstanding matters and agree on dates for a hearing on the merits. 

Joint submission of 26 November 2013 

13. On 26 November 2013, following the case management discussion, the parties 

filed a joint submission requesting the hearing to be rescheduled to the latter half of 

January 2014, preferably any three days in the week of 27–31 January 2014 or, 

alternatively, 22–24 January 2014. The parties further filed an agreed order of 

appearance of witnesses. 

Hearing on the merits set for 29–31 January 2014 

14. By Order No. 324 (NY/2013), dated 29 November 2013, the Tribunal set these 

cases for a hearing on the merits on 29–31 January 2014. The parties were directed, in 

the event they decide to resolve these cases informally, to advise the Tribunal 

accordingly in good time prior to the scheduled hearing on the merits in order to avoid 
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unnecessary expenditure of the Tribunal’s resources. Further, the Tribunal ordered that 

should any of the Applicants decide not to proceed further with the application, they 
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18. Once a matter has been determined, a party should not be able to re-litigate 

the same issue. An issue, broadly speaking, is a matter of fact or question of law in 

a dispute between two or more parties wh
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