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that the nominated place of his birth was also different to that subsequently recorded in other 
documents.  Later UNRWA documentation in relation to his employment (including records 
sent to Mr. Abu Rabei himself) recorded his date of birth as 30 September 1958 and this was 
not objected to or otherwise commented on by him at those times.  Mr. Abu Rabei asserts 
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9. Next, he says that there is no reference to his date of birth in respect of his promotion 
from the position of teacher to that of assistant head teacher.  That, too, may well be correct. 

10. Third, he says that the earliest document (in Arabic language) on his personnel file 
supplied by him to the Agency was ignored by the UNRWA DT.  We accept that official 
documents appearing to show 1959 as the year of his birth are not referred to in the  
UNRWA DT’s Judgment. 

11. 
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vexatious.  Costs of USD 250 are sought from Mr. Abu Rabei, against a cost to the Agency of 
having the UNAT decide this case of USD 9,600.  

Considerations 

22. We begin by making the observation that it is nowhere suggested that the issues in this 
case have arisen as a result of confusion or other relationships between the Gregorian and 
Arabic calendars which ascribe different numeric chronological dates to the same events.  We 
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the clock with respect to statutory timelines; rather time starts to run from the date on which 
the original decision was made”.  This principle has also been stated in such earlier judgments 
as Kazazi.
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the UNRWA DT to have not proceeded to consider the merits of his claim, although it did so.  
Put another way, even if the UNRWA DT had held a full hearing in person on the merits of his 
claims, this would have made no difference to the result. 

29. There is one aspect of the case on which we wish to comment for the assistance of 
UNRWA and its staff.  The following are general observations, not made in reliance on the facts 
of this case but rather in response to a statement of principle espoused by UNRWA and 

apparently endorsed by the UNRWA DT.  We understand and accept the administrative 
convenience and efficacy of adhering strictly to a date of birth  (or any other material detail 
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member of the UNRWA staff, but haviSC q 7fg served iSC q 7f a sefiSC q 7or afd respofsiSC q 7ble role for mafy years.  
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Judgment 

34. Mr. Abu Rabei’s appeal and the Commissioner-General’s claim for costs are both 
dismissed.  Judgment No. UNRWA/DT/2020/007 is hereby affirmed.   
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