UNITED NATIONS DISPUTE TRIBUNAL
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Consideration

8.  Having reviewed the application and its supporting documents, the Tribunal
considers that the issue at stake in the case at hand is the receivability of the present

application.

9. Inthis respect, the Tribunal recalls the expectations of the General Assembly
in resolutions 66/237 (Administration of justice at the United Nations), adopted on
24 December 2011, and 67/241 (Administration of justice at the United Nations),
adopted on 24 December 2012, that effective measures be adopted to deal with

manifestly inadmissible applications (see
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12. Inits Judgment disposing of the first application, this Tribunal stated that:

11. In her application, the Applicant indicates that she is a former
staff member who was last separated from service in 2018, and that
she contests the Administrationds non-selection decision of
14 June 2021.

12. In this respect, the Tribunal recalls that art. 3.1(b) of its
Statute allows a former staff member to file an application under art.
2.1 concerning, # f a ., an administrative decision fithat is alleged
to be in non-compfiance with the terms of appointment or the
contract of employmento or fiimposing a disciplinary measureo. It
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