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Hearing 

11. Given that the present case was remanded by the Appeals Tribunal 

specifically for this Tribunal to consider the OAIS investigation file, which has 

now been submitted by the Respondent, and that the Tribunal is sufficiently 

informed by the submissions filed by the parties in 

Case No. UNDT/GVA/2015/005 and in the present one, the Tribunal does not 

find it necessary to hold a hearing to adjudicate the case, and will hereby decide 
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c. In addition to the above, the Applicant did not discharge the burden of 

proving that she suffered any damage from the contested decision; and 

d. Consequently, the Respondent asks for the application to be rejected. 

Consideration 

22. The Appeals Tribunal found in its Judgment Nielsen 2016-UNAT-649 that 

the Dispute Tribunal did not exercise sufficient judicial scrutiny in concluding 

that the Applicant’s complaint against Mrs. A. was time-barred as it did not 
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has been closed does not suspend the time limit to submit further formal 

complaints. 
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Conclusion 

37. 


