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For reasons not pertinent here, on 31 January 2018, the investigation was re-open
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13. The Appeals Tribunal also held that, contrary to Mr. Mohammad'’s contentions, the

witnesses’ testimonies in his favour were taken into consideration by the UNRWA DT.5

14. The Appeals Tribunal finally held that there was clear and convincing evidence of serious
misconduct and that the sanction imposed was not absurd, arbitrary, or tainted by extraneous
reasons or bias. To this effect, the Appeals Tribunal recalled that some degree of deference must

be given to the factual findings by the UNRWA DT as the court of first instance.®
Procedure before the Appeals Tribunal

15. On 22 October 2022, Mr. Mohammad filed an application for revision of the UNAT

Judgment, to which the Commissioner-General responded on 2 December 2022.
Submissions
Mr. Mohammad’s Application

16. Mr. Mohammad requests “the [UNAT] Judgment [...] be quashed or suspended and the
entire case resubmitted to the UNRWA Dispute Tribunal [...] [o]r [...] [be] squash[ed] [...] and
order [his] reinstatement”. Mr. Mohammad also requests that the Appeals Tribunal order the
payment of “[m]aterial compensation [...] from 9 November 2018 to date, in addition to
compensation for psychological and moral damage caused to [his] reputation and [his] family

socially and psychologically”.

17. With respect to the UNAT Judgment, Mr. Mohammad submits that the Appeals Tribunal’'s

considerations for dismissing his appeal are “marred by error, ambiguity and deficient reasoning”.

18. Mr. Mohammad submits that in January 2018, he was cleared of all allegations of SEA and
was supposed to be reinstated.”

19. Mr. Mohammad contends that the Appeals Tribunal failed to take into consideration that
the testimonies of Student B and his mother were tainted by contradictions on

“substantive matters”.

5 lbid., para. 53.
6 Ibid., paras. 52-56.
7 E-mail of 19 January 2018 concerning Mr. Mohammad’s return to work.
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20. Mr. Mohammad further submits that the Appeals Tribunal erred by rel

50f9






THE UNITED NATIONS APPEALS TRIBUNAL

Judgment No. 2023-UNAT-1352

32. Mr. Mohammad’s application for revision of the UNAT Judgment does not comply with
any of these requirements. Indeed, there is no fact discovered after the issuance of the UNAT
Judgment, which was unknown to the Appeals Tribunal and to Mr. Mohammad. Rather, his
submissions basically repeat or add to the same arguments of Mr. Mohammad regarding the

vtis
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Judgment

38. Mr. Mohammad’s application for revision is dismissed.

Original and Authoritative Version: English

Decision dated this 30t day of June 2023 in New York, United States.

(Signed) (Signed) (Signed)

Judge Halfeld, Presiding Judge Sandhu Judge Raikos

Judgment published and entered into the Register on this 10" day of July 2023 in
New York, United States.

(Signed)

Juliet Johnson, Registrar
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