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Consideration 
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10. The Appeals Tribunal has held that “the Dispute Tribunal has the inherent 





  Case No. UNDT/NY/2021/013 

  
Judgment No. UNDT/2021/044 
 

 

Page 6 of 9 

to the United Nations of the Applicant’s home country
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25.  As remedy, however, the Applicant does not seek payment of a relocation grant 

but rather an update from the Organization on the way in which it intends to relocate 

her. 

26. The Respondent replies that it stands ready to travel the Applicant out of the 

duty station but points out that the Applicant is not entitled to receive a repatriation 

grant as she did not complete five years of continuing service on a fixed-term or 

continuing contract. She is however eligible to be paid the travel expenses to the place 

of recruitment under staff rule 7.1(a)(iv) and 7.1(b). 

27. The Respondent avers that these entitlements have not been paid to the 

Applicant because she has refused to complete the separation formalities and shown no 

intention to leave the duty station. 

28. The Applicant responds that the reason why the Applicant failed to complete 

the formalities for her repatriation is the continuous threat she would face if she were 
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38. Moreover, as the Applicant no longer enjoys privileges and immunities since 

her separation, there can be no decision from the Administration not to assert such 

privileges and immunities after that date. 

39. The application is therefore not receivable in this respect. 

Conclusion 

40. The application is dismissed in its entirety. 
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Judge Joelle Adda 

                                                                                   Dated this 28th 


