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Notice: The format of this judgment has been modified for publication purposes in accordance
- with article 31 of the rules of procedure of the United Nations Dispute Tribunal,
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Introduction

1. In his appeal to the Joint Appeals Board (JAB), registered on 15
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of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees refusing to
promote him to a P-4 post during the 2007 annual promotion session
should be rescinded.

2. In its resolution 63/253, the General Assembly decided that all cases
pending before the Joint Appeals Board as at 1 July 2009 would be
transferred to the United Nations Dispute Tribunal.

Applicant’s submissions
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Appeals Board granted him an extension to 15 December 2008 of the
deadline for submitting it.

4. The information given to the Appointments, Promotions and Postings
Board (APPB) during the first session was incorrect, because it omitted his
five years with the Department of Peacekeeping Operations in category D
and E duty stations. His performance from January 2004 to June 2005 was
not mentioned and he was considered to be a staff member in between
assignments, whereas he had been working as Senior Regional
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United Nations and his experience in other functions were limited. Thus,

errors committed during the first promotion session. In addition, céntrary

to the applicant’s assertions, particularly during the hearing, the Board did -
. examine his case taking into account his sitnation as a telecommunications

specialist,

18. While the judge must rule on the correctness of the promotlon
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of staff. Consequently, the control exercised by the judge over the
appropriateness of the High Commissioner’s decision is limited to an
obvious error of evaluation. In this case the applicant, who limits himself
to affirming that his speciality does not require him to learn a language
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