Organisation internationale du Travail International Labour Organization
Tribunal administratif Administrative Tribunal

110th Session Judgment No. 2987

THE ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,

Considering the third complaint filed by Mr J. R. 8gainst the
World Health Organization (WHO) on 19 June 2009,iclhis an
application for review of Judgment 2786;

Considering Article 1l, paragraph 5, of the Statafehe Tribunal
and Article 7 of its Rules;

Having examined the written submissions;

CONSIDERATIONS

1. The complainant applies for review of the Tribugal’
Judgment 2786 delivered on 4 February 2009. Hemslathat,
since the last two extensions of his contract godris separation from
service were for five years, based on past pradteewvould have
obtained another five-year extension from 1 Jul§2® 30 June 2008.
He submits that the Tribunal failed to take thitoimccount in its
award of material damages and seeks compensatiothéoinjury
resulting from not having been reinstated for ke years.



Judgment No. 2987

2. He also submits that the Tribunal did not give asom
for its finding that reinstatement would not be gtigal in the
circumstances. In view of the fact that he wasfaohd guilty of any
misconduct and considering his advanced age, theplainant asks
the Tribunal, on humanitarian grounds, to reconsidedecision not to
reinstate him.

3. Lastly, the complainant claims that in awarding tsothe
Tribunal failed to take into account the fact thatincurred significant
legal and other costs in the course of a lengtldycamplex litigation.
He maintains that the amount of the award is ndtei@ping with the
Tribunal’s normal scale of costs for this type ofgeedings.

4. It is well established that the Tribunal's judgnsemtay be
reviewed only in exceptional circumstances and loa grounds of
“failure to take account of particular facts, a taken finding of fact
that involves no exercise of judgment, omissionule on a claim and
the discovery of some new facts which the complaingas unable
to invoke in time in the [earlier] proceedings” éséudgment 1952,
under 3).

5. Although the complainant frames his request folien@vin
terms of a failure to take into account certainidabe refers to no facts
that were overlooked by the Tribunal. In effeck tequest is based on
his disagreement with the outcome. It follows tiat application must
be dismissed in accordance with the summary praeegpiovided for
in Article 7 of the Rules of the Tribunal.

DECISION

For the above reasons,
The application is dismissed.

In witness of this judgment, adopted on 5 Noven#@t0, Ms Mary
G. Gaudron, President of the Tribunal, Mr Seydou\Bae-President,
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and Ms Dolores M. Hansen, Judge, sign below, ad, doatherine
Comtet, Registrar.

Delivered in public in Geneva on 2 February 2011.

Mary G. Gaudron
Seydou Ba
Dolores M. Hansen
Catherine Comtet



