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will normally undertake an oral hearing as provided for in disciplinary cases under
Article 16 of [the Dispute Tribunal’s] Rules of Procedure, but the Tribunal may decide
not to (re)hear witnesses or gather additional evidence” (in line herewith, see also
Mansour 2020-UNAT-1036, paras. 41, in which the Appeals Tribunal stated that
before a first instance tribunal “the usual expectation is that there will be an in-person
hearing, even if not of evidence, then at which a party or that party’s representative has
an opportunity to make submissions and answer questions from the Tribunal arising

from their submissions™).

9. In the present case, for the Tribunal to allow Mr. KR and the Applicant to
testify, the Applicant must specify, with a certain degree of certainty and specificity,
what relevant and disputed facts the proposed testimonies are to establish. In this
regard, the Tribunal emphasizes that simply having these proposed witnesses restate
their statements to Ol1OS would be a waste of valuable judicial resources. Instead, the
Applicant should explicitly point to a factual mistake or omission in the contested
decision, which the relevant testimony corroborates, and then show how this mistake
or omission would render the decision unlawful. Also, should the Respondent
subsequently agree to the Applicant’s new factual assertion(s), the Tribunal is not to

rehear the
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