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The digitalisation programme was conceived in order to preserve 

important older United Nations documents, facilitate future 

availability and usability of valued documents, reduce the carbon 

print, and contribute to environmental improvement. 

On 26 September 2018, th Applicant received a notification that her 

contract was not to be extended beyond its expiry date, effective 31 

October 2018.  

The reasons given in the e-
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(b) Alternatively, the Administration should place the Applicant on any 

available vacant post without proceeding through a competitive selection 

process 

 

Even if the Administration were to establish that her G-4 post was lawfully 

being abolished then, pursuant to Staff Rules 9.6(e) and 9.6(f), if the 

necessities of service require that appointments of staff members be 

terminated as a result of the abolition of a post, staff members holding fixed-

term appointments shall be retained by preference to staff members with a 

lower level of protection (such as temporary appointments). 

 

In the case of Evans Order No. 281 (NY/2017), the Tribunal observed the 

following: 

 

The Tribunal underlines that a staff member's post may only 
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appropriate, in the special circumstances of the present case, to order 

the suspension of the implementation of the contested decisions 

pending the final determination of the present application for 

suspension of action. 
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to the date the decision would be implemented. In light of 

the foregoing, we do not find that the urgency was self-created. 

… 

46. It follows from the above that the UNDT’s decision to order 

a preliminary suspension of five days pending its consideration of 

the suspension request under Article 13 of the UNDT Rules was 

properly based on Articles 19 and 36 of the UNDT Rules. We find that 

the UNDT did not exceed its jurisdiction in rendering the impugned 

Order. The interlocutory appeal is therefore not receivable. 

12. The Tribunal is of the view that, in accordance with the Appeals Tribunal’s 

jurisprudence in 
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for the Tribunal to consider the application for suspension of action and therefore the 

implementation is imminent.  

14. Regarding the second and the third conditions, the Tribunal notes that,
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