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Parties’ Submissions 

Ms. Oummih’s Motion for Interim Relief 

7. Ms. Oummih asks that the Appeals Tribunal find the portion of the UNDT Judgment 

ordering the OAJ Executive Director to take action on Ms. Oummih’s complaint against the 

OSLA Chief to be immediately executable unless a stay of that portion is sought and granted.  She 

further seeks “any other Order which would preserve [her] right … to have an investigation of her 

complaint conducted without delay and in accordance with ST/SGB/2008/5, including a referral 

of her complaint to [the Office of Internal Oversight Services (OIOS)] for a prompt investigation”. 

8. Ms. Oummih contends that it is more likely than not that only the granting of the interim 

measure requested, i.e., the immediate enforcement of the part of the UNDT Judgment ordering 

a new investigation in accordance with ST/SGB/2008/5, can prevent irreparable harm.  The 

remedy ordered by the UNDT will no longer be an effective remedy by the time the UNDT 

Judgment is confirmed on appeal.   

9. The Secretary-General was not granted a stay of proceedings and it is therefore contempt 

of court for the Secretary-General not to execute the portion of the UNDT Judgment ordering a 

new investigation in accordance with ST/SGB/2008/5. 

10. Two of Ms. Oummih’s other cases before the UNDT have been indefinitely postponed on 

the ground that the UNDT found that the outcome of the investigation would bear on its decision 

whether the non-renewal of her appointment was a retaliatory act.  

The Secretary-General’s Observations 

11. While purportedly seeking interim relief under Article 9(4) of the Statute of the  
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succeed on appeal; such harm would be cured by the remedy deemed appropriate by the 

Appeals Tribunal. 

20. Finally, the Appeals Tribunal finds no merit in Ms. Oummih’s claim that the Secretary-

General’s failure to execute the UNDT order constitutes contempt of court.    Article 7(5) of the 

Statute of the Appeals Tribunal unambiguously provides that the filing of an appeal suspends the 

execution of the contested judgment.  The execution of the UNDT Judgment is therefore lawfully 

suspended and Ms. Oummih’s allegations of contempt and bad faith on the part of the Secretary-

General have no merit. 

Order 


