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6. Both parties appealed and on 27 June 2014, the Appeals Tribunal issued Judgment  

No. 2014-UNAT-436.  The Appeals Tribunal found that “termination [was ] not disproportionate 

to the offence taking into account that Mr. Wa lden’s recruitment, in the first instance, was 

predicated on the existence of a degree subsequently established to be without merit and which 

never would have qualified him for selection by the Organization”. 1  Accordingly, the  

Appeals Tribunal vacated the UNRWA DT Judgment.   

Submissions 

Mr. Walden’s Application 

7. The two-pronged test applied by the Office of Human Resources Management which had 

advised the Agency regarding academic/professional 
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was not due to the negligence of the applicant; and that the facts identified would have been 

decisive in reaching the decision.2 

17. The Appeals Tribunal has consistently held that “any application which, in fact, seeks a 

review of a final judgment rendered by the Appeals Tribunal can, irrespective of its title, only 

succeed if it fulfils the strict and exceptional criteria established by Article 11 of the Statute  

of the Appeals Tribunal”. 3 

18. The request filed by Mr. Walden does not fulfil the statutory requirements and 

constitutes, in fact, a disguised attempt to re-open the case. 

19. The supposedly unknown facts that Mr. Walden contends warrant a revision of judgment 

relate to arguments and conclusions contained in the written Judgment.  Mr. Walden disagrees 

with the Judgment and basically submits a second appeal, a remedy which is not available to  

the parties once this Tribunal has issued a final judgment.  His application is not receivable. 

Judgment 

20. The application for revision is dismissed. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
2 Maghari v. Commissioner-General of the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine 
Refugees, Judgment No. 2013-UNAT-392, para. 15, citing Macharia v. Secretary-General of the 
United Nations, Judgment No. 2011-UNAT-128, para. 7.  See also Gakumba v. Secretary-General of 
the United Nations, Judgment No. 2014-UNAT-492, para. 11.   
3 Gakumba, ibid., para. 13, citing Beaudry v. Secretary-General of the United Nations, Judgment  
No. 2011-UNAT-129, para. 16. 
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Dated this 30th day of October 2015 in New York, United States. 
 

 
(Signed) 

 
Judge Weinberg de Roca, 

Presiding 

 
(Signed) 

 
Judge Simón 

 
(Signed) 

 
Judge Faherty  

 
 
 
Entered in the Register on this 18th day of December 2015 in New York, United States. 
 

 
(Signed) 

 
Weicheng Lin, Registrar 

 

 


