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Introduction

1. On 3 Decenber 2020, the Apptants filed anapgdication chalenging the
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b. In the present case, the Applicants havienstied arguments which
are specific to th®/MO s implementation of the ICSC Pay Cut Decisions by
its Secretary General. Thessues will obviously not be addressed by the
UNAT in the othe pending casesand

C. The Respondents request is without merind awould only
unnecessarily prolong thpresent proceedings, which have already been
unnecessarily delayed by WMO s failuetimely implement an independent

and impatrtial first instance

5. The Tribunal notes that the formal track of théernal jusice g/stem is
desgned as a twanstance syiem and thatthe Appeals Tibunal hasconsistently
affirmed the secalleddoctrineof stare decisis whereby the judgments of theppeals
Tribunal are binding for the Dispute Tribunal (see, for instarigbjnedion
2014UNAT-410, paras. 23 and 4

6. If the outcomeof the casescurrently pending before the Appeals Tribupal
namey Doedens et al. UNDT/2020/148,
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AppealsTribunals.While the Applicantsin the present case might have frantiegir
argumentsin a different and pethapsbroader, WMO-specfic manney the Tribunal

finds that the judgments of the Appeals Tribunaould, neverthelesshave a
dispositve effect on the present caaeall the casesconcern tle samebasicissue
Further, the Tibunal notes that the cases before the Appeals Tribunal are to be
consideredt its nat session from &o 19 March 2021.

9. Accordingly, f the Tribunal proceeztl with the pending prading in the
presentcase, thiscould lead to additionadelays due to possible appésg) of this
Tribunal s final determinatiofs) and a waste of valuableudicial resourcesFurther
detailed oBervations from the Applicant are therefore not necesdahys stage

10. The Responderd request for a stay of the procewfliis thaefore granted
until the Appeals Tribunal has issued its judgments with full written reasons in the

relevant cases

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

11. The Responderg request for a stay of the proceedingsgianted The
proceedings of the present case are suspeamuidhe Appeals Tribunal has issued
its judgments with full written reasons in the relevant aboemtionedcases

12. The Applicants request to file further detailecbbservations to the
Respondens reply is deni(e)4 (s)9vaes
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