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Audit Opinion 

 

The Board issued an unqualified opinion for the financial period ended 30 June 2014.  

 

The Administration has thus successfully completed the transition of the peacekeeping 

accounts from UNSAS to IPSAS framework and the Board commends their efforts in this 

regard. The Board considers that besides the milestones achieved, the administration is 

now faced with the challenge of improving systems, strengthening internal control and 

improving decision making process and financial management if it is to deepen the 

achieved results and realize the full potential of the benefits of the IPSAS-based financial 

statements for peacekeeping operations as a whole. 

 

Key Findings in the Long Form Report 

 

The Board recognizes the positive efforts made by the Administration to address the 

Board’s concerns and to enhance financial control and management. While acknowledging 

the progress achieved by the Administration, the Board noted continuing deficiencies in 

some business processes such as asset management, procurement of equipment and 

services, management of air transportation, implementation of the Global Field Support 

Strategy and in the use of ICT resources in peacekeeping.  

 

Asset management 

 

There were continuing deficiencies in asset management with delays in write-off of assets 

valued at $12.2 million in 11 field missions and delay in disposal of already written off 

assets valued at $22.8 million in 12 field missions. The total value of the assets that were 

not used for periods exceeding six months since their entry into stock in four field missions 

amounted to $55.23 million while items valued at $3.17 million could not be located 

during physical verification in four field missions. 

 

Procurement and contracting 

 

There was considerable scope for greater transparency as well as improving efficiencies in 

the procurement and contracting processes that could result in both savings as well as 

quicker provision of equipment and services required by the field missions. The Board 

noted instances of inconsistent application of the provisions of the Procurement Manual 

relating to obtaining security instruments that have both commercial implications for the 

vendors and impacting the ability of the Organization to protect its interests in the event of 

the vendor’s non-performance. The Board also noted that the recommendations of the 

Headquarters’ Committee on Contracts (HCC) and the Local Committee on Contracts 

(LCC) were not given due importance. These Committees were established under the 

United Nations Financial Regulations and Rules and their role and function are defined in 

the UN Procurement Manual. The primary purpose of these committees is to provide 

external scrutiny of procurement actions to promote transparency, accountability and 

adherence to the extant rules and regulations. The Board noted instances of contract 

extensions and amendment to a contract being made without reference to or adhering to the 

explicit recommendations of the LCC and HCC.  
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The hallmark of a good procurement process is fairness, integrity, transparency, 

impartiality, best value for money and compliance with the stipulated rules - and this 

becomes all the more important for an Organization that deals with a huge volume of 

procurement of both equipment and services from a range of suppliers in varied 

environments. In light of the audit findings despite the existing provisions in the 

Procurement Manual, the Board has recommended a review of the current arrangements 

and the provisions in the Manual to bring in more specificity so as to ensure consistent 

application of the provisions to protect the interests of the Organization and to strengthen 

the role of the committees to be able to function as an effective internal control mechanism 

and ensure best value for money, accountability and transparency in procurement 

decisions.  

 

Air transportation  

 

While the Administration has initiated steps to improve utilization of air resources, the 

under-utilization of flight hours across missions increased from 13 per cent in the previous 

year to 20 per cent during 2013/14. The Board noted wide variations in the cost of flight 

operations for the same kind of aircraft operating under similar circumstances. Further, the 

Strategic Air Operations Centre of the UN Global Service Centre in Brindisi could not 

achieve its objective of identifying economies and efficiencies in flight operations. 

 

Global Field Support Strategy 

While considerable progress has been achieved, the implementation of the Global Field 

Support Strategy has not progressed according to schedule and it is unlikely that all 

activities planned for completion by the end of June 2015 will be concluded. The 

Administration informed the Board that implementation of initiatives such as supply chain 

management, expansion of shared services and development of a business analytics 

framework will occur beyond June 2015. Hence, the progress of implementation of the 

GFSS needs to be escalated with a revised and realistic implementation plan together with 

a clear benefits realization plan which should be regularly reviewed by management.  

 

Travel Management 
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enforcement of the policy that has financial implications in terms of unnecessarily inflating 

expenditure incurred on travel.  

 

ICT resources in peacekeeping 

 

The Board conducted an audit of the ICT resources at the peacekeeping headquarters, the 

UN Global Service Center, the Regional Service Center at Entebbe and six field missions 

namely, UNMISS, UNAMID, MINUSMA, UNISFA, UNIFIL and MONUSCO. The 

Board’s review of ICT expenditures found the following: 

 

▪ wide variations between budgetary allocations and expenditure across the six 

missions and the Regional Service Centre in Entebbe;  
 

▪ undue emphasis on considerations like the dominant position of a firm or product in 

the market and continuity and inter-operability while renewing existing standards 

or changing standards rather than undertaking a cost-benefit analysis with 

competing firms, products and services as envisaged under the financial regulations 

and rules;  
 

▪ the lack of evaluation of the cost of change or migration and 


