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Introduction 

1. By application filed on 10 November 2014, and, upon the Registry’s 
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6. In September 2013, an SPA Panel was convened. The R
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13. On 10 December 2014, the Respondent filed a motion for leave to file a 

reply limited to receivability, and to have the issue of receivability determined as 

a preliminary matter. 

14. By Order No. 192 (GVA/2014) of 11 December 2014, the Tribunal offered 

the Applicant the possibility to file a response on the Respondent’s motion, which 

she did on 15 December 2014. 

15. Pursuant to Order No. 193 (GVA/2014) of 17 December 2014, the 

Respondent filed a reply limited to receivability on 31 December 2014. 

16. By Order No. 6 (GVA/2015) of 8 January 2015, the Tribunal ordered that 

the parties file reasoned objections, if any, to a judgment on receivability being 

issued on the papers. None of the parties filed any objections thereto. 

Parties’ submissions on receivability 

17. The Applicant’s principal contentions are: 

a. She received the first written communication from the Chief, HRS, 

expressing her opinion on the matter of the SPA on 18 June 2014; 

b. Prior to that, the discussion had been an on-going dialogue between 

her 
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18. 
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an administrative decision has to be based on objective elements which both 

parties can determine with accuracy (Rosana 2012-UNAT-273) hence any 

subjective considerations by the Applicant are irrelevant; the Applicant 

conceded—in a communication to the Registrar, ICTY, of 

4 November 2014—that she received the decision of the SPA to the GS-6 

level in October 2013; 

g. A staff member who decides to resort to negotiations with the 

Organization does not absolve him or her from the o
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to the Respondent, said decision was notified to the Applicant, more precisely, on 

14 October 2013. This was not contested by the Applicant. 

25. Even assuming that any prior notification by HRS to the Applicant was not 

a final decision, there can be no doubt that the decision by the Registrar, ICTY, of 

27 September 2013, notified to the Applicant on 14 October 2013, was so. 

Accordingly, the 60-day deadline started to run as from the date of said 

notification. 

26. Therefore, and in view of the above-referenced jurisprudence, any 

subsequent communication from the Chief, HRS, was only a confirmative 

decision which did and could not reset the statutory time limits. It follows that by 

filing the request for management evaluation only on 23 June 2014, the present 

application has to be rejected, as irreceivable ratione materiae (see Egglesfield 

2014-UNAT-402).  

Conclusion 

27. In view of the foregoing, the Tribunal DECIDES: 

The application is rejected. 

(Signed) 

Judge Thomas Laker 

Dated this 18
th

 day of February 2015 

Entered in the Register on this 18
th

 day of February 2015 

(Signed) 

René M. Vargas M., Registrar, Geneva 

 


