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available on appeal. He further submits that the witness can only provide evidence in camera
to the UNAT, under its strict protection and without the representatives of the Secretary-
General for fear of reprisals against the witness who is a current OHCHR staff member. AAZ
argues that the witness’s fear is well-founded based on the OHCHR'’s previous conduct and
the possibility of reprisals against the witness satisfies the requirement of exceptional

circumstances.

5. AAZ also contends that OHCHR misrepresented his performance to the High
Commissioner in the Selection Memo, and eventually shortlisted and selected an ineligible
candidate. He adds that these points would have been sufficient to set aside the selection
decision, had the UNDT given proper consideration to one or any of them. AAZ argues that
he did not present the witness before the UNDT because the witness was afraid of suffering
reprisals within OHCHR, and AAZ’s case before the UNDT was strong enough without the

witness.

6. Mindful of the fact that an order regarding service of the Motion on the other party is
discretionary under Section I1.A.1 of our Practice Direction No. 1, bearing in mind that one of
the goals of the new system of administration of justice is rendering timely judgments,® and
considering the power vested in the Appeals Tribunal in procedural matters not covered in the
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that AAZ's Motion of 19 September 2024 requesting the
hearing of a key witness in camera is DENIED.

Original and Authoritative Version: English

Decision dated this 7t day of October 2024 (Signed)
in Buea, Cameroon. Judge Leslie F. Forbang,

Presiding

Order published and entered in the Register on this

(Signed)
7t day of October 2024 in New York, United States.

Juliet E. Johnson,
Registrar
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