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Introduction

1. By application for suspension of action filed on 17 December 2017, the 

Applicant requests the Tribunal to suspend the decision of the same day 
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e. Implementation of the contested decision would cause irreparable 

damage; and

f. The case is of particular urgency.

5. The Applicant noted in her application that she did not request management 

evaluation. It results from the above provisions that the Tribunal is not competent 

to suspend an administrative decision before a request for management evaluation 

has been filed. This is without prejudice to the Applicant filing a new request for 

suspension of action once she has filed a request for management evaluation.

Conclusion

6. In view of the foregoing, the application for suspension of action is rejected.

(Signed)
Judge Rowan Downing

Dated this 18th day of December 2017

Entered in the Register on this 18th day of December 2017
(Signed)
René M. Vargas M., Registrar, Geneva
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