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Introduction 

1. On 17 January 2019, the Applicant, a Senior Reviser at the P-5 level, step 7, 

filed an application on the merits in which he contests the decision to terminate his 

permanent appointment on the ground of unsatisfactory service.  

2. The following day (18 January 2019), the Applicant filed a motion for interim 

measures under art. 10.2 of the Dispute Tribunal’s Statute and art. 14 of its Rules of 

Procedure in which he requested the suspension of the contested decision. 

3. Upon the instruction of the Tribunal, on 21 January 2019, the Respondent 

filed a response to the motion for interim measures.  

4. By Order No. 16 (NY/2019) dated 22 January 2019, the Tribunal rejected the 

motion for interim measures. 

5. On 18 February 2019, the Respondent duly filed his reply in which he submits 

that the application is not receivable as it is premature because it was filed before the 

Applicant had received the response to his request for management evaluation. 

Otherwise, the application was, in any event, without merits.  

6. By Order No. 39 (NY/2019) dated 20 February 2019, the Tribunal ordered the 

Applicant to file his comments on the receivability of the application in response to 

the submissions thereon in the reply by 27 February 2019, noting that the Tribunal 

will thereafter proceed to determine this issue before considering the merits of the 

case.  



  Case No. UNDT/NY/2019/001 

  Order No. 41 (NY/2019) 

 

Page 3 of 3 

7. By motion for time extension dated 21 February 2019, the Applicant 

requested a two-week extension to respond to Order No. 39 (NY/2019), indicating 

that, 

… Owing to the fact that the person who has been privately 

assisting me to draft my legal papers is currently indisposed, I should 

like to request two week extension of time to reply to the 

Respondent’s submission. 

… I pray that the Dispute Tribunal would kindly favour my 

request because I am entirely dependent on the person who has been 

assisting me.  

IT IS ORDERED THAT: 

8. The Applicant’s request for extension of time is granted;  

9. By 4:00 p.m. on Wednesday, 13 March 2019, the Applicant is to file his 

comments on the receivability of the application in response to the submissions 

thereon in the reply. The Tribunal will thereafter proceed to determine this issue 

before considering the merits of the case.  

 

 

 

 

(Signed) 

 

Judge Alexander W. Hunter, Jr. 

 

Dated this 25th day of February 2019 


