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UNAT Held or UNDT Pronouncements

The Tribunal considered that despite the Applicant’s characterization of the
contested decision as a “written reprimand” in his request for management
evaluation and in his application, there was never a reprimand issued by an
authorized official and, thus, there was no administrative decision to contest. The
Tribunal, therefore, found that the application was not receivable ratione materiae.
The Tribunal also noted that since the record related to the investigation of a
complaint made against the Applicant was deleted from the Misconduct Tracking
System (“MTS”), the Applicant’s claim in this respect became moot. The Tribunal
further notes that the factual background provided in its decision did not reveal any
material or information concerning the Applicant requiring protection. Consequently,
the Tribunal found no grounds warranting anonymization and rejected the
Applicant’s motion in this regard.

Decision Contested or Judgment/Order Appealed

The Applicant contests the decision to issue him a written reprimand

Legal Principle(s)

N/A

Outcome
Dismissed as not receivable

Full judgment
Full judgment

https://www.un.org/internaljustice/oaj/sites/default/files/documents/undt-2019-179.pdf
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