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Introduction 

1. By an application filed on 23 March 2020, the Applicant requests 
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post would remain unchanged and further clarified that, while his duty station 

remained East Jerusalem, his work station was Ramallah. She indicated that there 

were no plans to change this situation. On the same day, 25 July 2018, the then-

Special Representative also emailed the Applicant, reiterating that the Applicant was 

to continue performing his functions in Ramallah.2 

7. On 18 September 2018, the Applicant received a letter from Mr. Valent 

notifying him of the outcome of a restructuring process. The letter confirmed that he 

would retain his current position and that his terms of appointment would remain 

unchanged. In that letter, the Applicant was requested to convey his formal 

acceptance of a detailed job description outlining the post information, key functions 

and responsibilities, and the organizational context for the position to the Human 

Resources Unit by 21 September 2018. On 19 September 2018, the Applicant 

responded to the email, indicating his acceptance of post 4476 and attaching the ‘No-
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Assistance (OSLA) or approach the Judge in his matter directly through his legal 

counsel.10 

14. On 16 December 2019, the Applicant attended a staff meeting with Ms. 
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Applicant’s submissions 

Unlawfulness 

18. The reasons provided by the Administration to justify the non-renewal of his 

appointment are not supported by the facts. In his 20 December 2019 communication, 

Mr. Al Hammal specifically indicated that the abolishment of the Applicant’s post 

had been proposed in view of the need to review all office functions across 

Programme and operations in order to finalize the office re-alignment process. Mr. Al 

Hammal suggested that there were substantial financial limitations currently faced by 

the office due to the low delivery and the associated cuts within the Administrative 

budget for 2020. 

19. The two reasons put forward by Mr. Al Hammal are entirely fallacious, 

misleading and untruthful.  

 a. The post encumbered by the 
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identified Mr. Al Hammal as being the main official behind the non-
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32. The Applicant’s claim that Mr. Al Hammal has acted in bad faith is 

unfounded. To the contrary, Mr. Al Hammal went out of his way to try to secure a 

termination indemnity for the Applicant, over and above his legal entitlement. There 

is no basis, and no evidence, for a claim of bad faith. 

Urgency 

33. The urgency is self-created. The Applicant was informed of the impugned 

decision, to extend his appointment for only three months, on 17 December 2019. 

Three days later, on 20 December 2019, he was notified in writing that his position 

would be abolished. On 24 January 2020, the Applicant was again formally informed 

that his fixed-term appointment was coming to an end. Even after that, the Applicant 

waited almost two months to appeal the decision which he now claims is urgent. 
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applicant to show that there is a triable issue before the court.17 

Whether the decision is prima facie unlawful 

37. T
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Conclusion 

43. In conclusion, the application is granted. 

 

 

(Signed) 

Judge 


