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1. On 20 December 2016, the Applicant filed a “Motion for Correction of 

Judgment” in Case No. UNDT/NY/2016/073 requesting that the Dispute Tribunal 

modify para. 13 of the Dispute Tribunal’s Order on Suspension of Action, Order No. 

276 (NY/2016), of 16 December 2016 (“the Order”). As the aforesaid Order disposed 

of Case No. UNDT/NY/2016/073, a closed file, the Applicant’s motion was 

registered as Case No. UNDT/NY/2017/003. 
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2. Prior to the instant motion, the Applicant filed two requests for suspension of 

action: the first on 15 June 2016, and the second on 9 December 2016. Both requests 

sought suspension, pending management evaluation, of the selection for the post of 

Chief, Information Management Systems Service (D-1 level) in the United Nations 

Joint Staff Pension Fund (“UNJSPF”) (“the Post”).  

3. 
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7. Four days later, on 20 December 2016, the Registry of the Appeals Tribunal 

published 	��
�� 2016-UNAT-709, the judgment in the Secretary-General’s appeal 

of Order No. 147 (NY/2016), issued on 1 July 2016.  

8. 
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for interpretation shall be sent to the other party, who shall have 30 

days to submit comments on the application. The Dispute Tribunal 

will decide whether to admit the application for interpretation and, if it 

does so, shall issue its interpretation. 
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Clerical or arithmetical mistakes, or errors arising from any 

accidental slip or omission, may at any time be corrected by the 

Dispute Tribunal, either on its own initiative or on the application by 

any of the parties on a prescribed form. 
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15. The Applicant has submitted the instant motion by way of the form for a 

“Motion for Correction of Judgment” (UNDT/F.8E rev. 1 July 2011). It is noted that 

the prescribed form refers to “judgments” and not “orders”. This r
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the Statute of the United Nations Appeals Tribunal. In the absence of 

such appeal they shall be executable following the expiry of the time 

provided for appeal in the statute of the Appeals Tribunal. Case 
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have any legal effect when the management evaluation was issued, the issuance of the 

management evaluation rendering Order No. 147 and the appeal moot. Para. 13 of 

Order No. 276 (NY/2016), whether as issued or corrected as proposed, does not 

impact the outcome of Order No. 276 (NY/2016) or the Dispute Tribunal’s reasoning 

therein. The Tribunal accordingly does not find that para. 13 relates to a “decisive 

fact” and therefore does not find that a revision of the Order issued four days prior to 

the Appeals Tribunal’s judgment is warranted. 
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30. In all the above circumstances, the motion for correction is rejected.  

 

 

 

((�)���) 

 

Judge Ebrahim-Carstens 

 

Dated this 16
th 

day of March 2017 

 

 

Entered in the Register on this 16
th

 day of March 2017 

 

((�)���) 

 

Hafida Lahiouel, Registrar, New York 

 


