
2010-UNAT-056, Shakir

UNAT Held or UNDT Pronouncements

UNAT concurred with UNDT that the case was time-barred and not receivable. UNAT
noted that, while the Appellant referred to an accident that prevented her from filing
on time, she did not mention this to UNDT and raised it for the first time before
UNAT. UNAT held that, while Article 2. 5 of the UNAT Statute allows it to admit
further evidence in exceptional circumstances, it would not admit evidence that was
known to the party and could have been presented to UNDT. UNAT dismissed the
appeal and affirmed the UNDT judgment.

Decision Contested or Judgment/Order Appealed

UNDT judgment: The Applicant contested the non-renewal of her appointment. UNDT
held that her application was time-barred and rejected it. UNDT found no
exceptional circumstances within the meaning of former Staff Rule 111. 2(f) that
would justify a waiver of the time limit.

Legal Principle(s)

UNAT will not admit additional evidence that was known to the party and could have,
with due diligence, been presented to UNDT.

Outcome
Appeal dismissed on merits

Full judgment
Full judgment

https://www.un.org/internaljustice/oaj/en/judgment/2010-unat-056
https://www.un.org/internaljustice/oaj/sites/default/files/documents/2010-unat-056.pdf
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