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JUDGE LESLIE F. FORBANG, PRESIDING. 

1. Mr. Mazin Ismail Sadieh contested a decision of the United Nations Relief and Works 

Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA or Agency) to cancel his invitation to an 

interview for the post of Camp and Community Services Officer (CCSO), Jordan Field Office (JFO) 
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8. On 17 February 2020, Mr. Sadieh submitted a Request for Decision Review (RDR) against 

the decision not to invite him to an interview for the posts of CCSO.6  Other candidates also 

complained about their outcomes of the written test.  As a result, the Agency decided to invite all 

shortlisted candidates to an interview. 

9. By e-mail dated 25 February 2021, Mr. Sadieh was invited to an interview to be held on  

10 March 2021.7 

10. By e-mail dated 9 March 2021, he was informed of the contested Decision.8  The first 

recruitment process proceeded and other 
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with the case efficiently and fairly.  Notably, in Guenfoudi, we denied a request for an oral 

hearing, explaining that:20 

(…) Mr. Guenfoudi has offered no additional evidence and argument beyond his 
pleadings before the UNDT.  Accordingly, we do not see that an oral hearing would 
“assist in the expeditious and fair disposal of the case”. 

33. Similarly, in Matadi  we denied the request for an oral hearing because we did “not find 

that an oral hearing would be of assistance”.21 

34. We find that holding an oral hearing in this matter would not assist in the expeditious 

and fair disposal of this case and deny the request. 

Receivability  of the appeal 

35. The appeal brief before us, translated from Arabic, is captioned: 
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UNAT Rules of Procedure requires that a brief accompanying the appeal form must explain 

“the legal basis of any of the five grounds of appeal” set out in Article 2(1) of the Statute.  

38. An appeal brief, therefore, must articulate the aspects in which the lower Tribunal acted 

in excess of its competence, failed to exercise its jurisdiction, or committed an error of fact or 

law or error in procedure.  In Madi ,22 we cautioned that an “Appellant is thus obliged to bring 

his appeal within the parameters of that framework by identifying the specific grounds of 

appeal”.  In the same vein, we explained further:23 

The appeals procedure is of a corrective nature and is therefore not an opportunity for 
a party to simply reargue his or her case.  A party cannot merely repeat on appeal 
arguments that did not succeed before the UNRWA DT.  More is required.  The 
appellant must demonstrate that the UNRWA DT has committed an error of fact or law 
warranting intervention by this Tribunal. 

39. As we have noted in Rahman ,24 the appellant must “identify, by citation to any 

provision in Article 2(1) of the Statute, the grounds for his appeal” of a Judgment on the merits, 
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