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UNAT Held or UNDT Pronouncements

Ms. Reilly filed an application for correction. UNAT found that her application was in
substance both an application for correction and revision. UNAT dismissed the
application. UNAT held that the corrections sought were of no material relevance to
the outcome and reasoning of the judgment. With respect to one correction sought,
UNAT noted that the Secretary-General conceded that he had furnished the Appeals
Tribunal with incorrect information - Ms. Reilly was on special leave with pay for four
rather than six days in October 2019. UNAT, however, found that that was not a
decisive fact, as it had no impact on the outcome of the case or the reasoning in it,
and as such it did not warrant a correction or revision of judgment. UNAT also
dismissed Ms. Reilly's request to include three additional paragraphs which she
believed would give a fuller reflection of her submissions on grounds that Article 11
of the UNAT Statute does not contemplate the correction or revision of a judgment
to include more elaborate legal arguments.

Decision Contested or Judgment/Order Appealed

By Judgment No. UNDT/2020/097, the UNDT dismissed Ms. Reilly’s application which
challenged “the procedure by which her request for protection from retaliation was
processed, the failure to protect her from retaliation and the failure to follow up on
Ethics Office recommendations subsequent to her request for protection from
retaliation”. Ms. Reilly filed an appeal and by Judgment No. 2021-UNAT-1079, UNAT
dismissed the appeal.

Legal Principle(s)

A fact which is not decisive as it has no impact on the outcome of the case or the
reasoning in it does not warrant a correction or revision of the Judgment. Article 11
of the Statute of the UNAT does not contemplate the correction or revision of a
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judgment to include more elaborate legal arguments.
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Outcome Extra Text

UNAT dismissed the application.
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