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Introduction 

1. By an application filed on 23 January 2012, the Applicant contests the 

decision whereby the start date of his first appointment with the United Nations 

Logistics Base (“UNLB”) in Brindisi was set at 7 October 2002, which resulted in 

a break in service between this appointment and his previous appointment with 

the United Nations Mission of Support in East Timor (“UNMISET”), which had 

ended on 30 September 2002. 

2. He seeks rescission of the contested decision, as well as compensation for 

the material and moral damage suffered. 

Facts 

3. 
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back then). UNLB brought [the  Applicant] on board according to 

the date he arrived, including approved travel time. 

Although it was clearly the intention of UNLB to have [the 

Applicant] arrive without a break-in-service, due to a chain of 

events, including [the Applicant] losing his tickets and delays in 

the visa submission and approval, the arrival date got pushed back. 

Therefore, in view that the standard text of offers indicates that a 

condition of appointment is the possession of the required visa, it 

appears that UNLB decided to on-board [the Applicant] for his 

new appointment, based on the date when he actually arrived with 

his visa. 

We also note that the TA indicates an allowance for a two-day 

stopover to obtain the visa which is already beyond the customary 

standards of travel. The appointment for the visa should have been 

made well in advance to departure and two days actually exceeds 

the normal one day required for a visa appointment. This travel 
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system, cannot be waived under Article 8(3) of the Statute of the 

Dispute Tribunal (UNDT Statute), due to a specific prohibition in 

this respect contained in Article 8(3). (Ajdini et al.  

2011-UNAT-108; see also Costa 2010-UNAT-036, Trajanovska 

2010-UNAT-074, Barned 2011-UNAT-169, Muratore 2012-

UNAT-191) 

29. Furthermore, article 8.4 of the Tribunal’s Statute provides that: 

Notwithstanding paragraph 3 of the present article, an application 

shall not be receivable if it is filed more than three years after the 

applicant’s receipt of the contested administrative decision. 

30. It results from the foregoing that the application is time-barred and must 

be rejected as irreceivable. 

Conclusion 

31. In view of the foregoing, the Tribunal DECIDES: 

The application is rejected. 

 

 

 

(Signed) 

 

Judge Thomas Laker 

 

Dated this 29
th

 day of June 2012 

 

 

Entered in the Register on this 29
th

 day of June 2012 

 

(Signed) 

 

René M. Vargas M., Registrar, Geneva 

 

 

 

 


