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JUDGE MARTHA HALFELD, PRESIDING.

1. Mr. Jonathan Lynn, a staff member
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. The shortcomings identified in the report were discussed with high-level
delegations from the UN organizations that attended the 85th meeting of the ICSC in
Vienna in July 2017. Taking Into account the appeals,
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9. On 10 February 2020, the Secretary-General of the WMO filed his answer to the

appeal. The case was registered as Case No. 2019-1325.s
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14. Mr. Lynn requests rescission of the Secretary-General of the WMO’s decision to

implement the ICSC decision regarding the revised
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18. Nevertheless, the ILOAT jurisprudence has had the consequence of WMO staff
members being paid less than their colleagues in other Geneva based United Nations
organisations, hampering the ability of WMO to attract and retain the right talent.
Therefore, the principle of equal pay for equal work may represent a sound reason for the
Appeals Tribunal to adopt the ruling of the ILOAT.

19. The Secretary-General of the WMO reiterates his request that the case be remanded
to the UNDT for a new judgment. On the merits, he requests confirmation of whether

the administrative decision is
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through the first instance process effective at the time and should not be sent back for a

reconsideration by the same process.”

23. The Appeals Tribunal will therefore decide on this preliminary issue to determine

whether the case shall be remanded and, if so, whether the remand should be to the UNDT.

24. At the time when the appeal was filed, owing to the 2017 agreement between
the United Nations and the WMO then in force, Article 2(10) of the Statute of the

Appeals Tribunal applied. It reads as follows:

The Appeals Tribunal shall be co

8of12 !



THE UNITED NATIONS APPEALS TRIBUNAL

Judgment No. 2020-UNAT-1039
|

findings. It is intended that the neutral first instance process will result in a decision based
on a record that can be the subject of a possible appeal. Appeals before the Appeals Tribunal
are appeals on the record.”®

26. In that case, as in the present one, the first instance utilized by the WMO was
the JAB/WMO. According to WMO Staff Rule 1111.3(n), after consideration of the appeals
in both the cases of Rolli and the present one, the JAB/WMO adopted and submitted
reports to the Secretary-General of the WMO.
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report, maintaining the implementation of the ICSC decision. Nevertheless, the JAB/WMO'’s

report may provide a written record of events and some finding; however, the report is not a
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32. The Appeals Tribunal remands the case to the UNDT for adjudication, as a result of
the agreement between the United Nations and the WMO on the extension of the jurisdiction
of the UNDT and Appeals Tribunal to the WMO, signed on 20 January 2020 and effective the

same date.

Original and Authoritative Version: English

Dated this 26" day of June 2020.

(Signed) (Signed) (Signed)
Judge Halfeld, Presiding Judge Knierim Judge Sandhu
Bournemouth, United Kingdom Hamburg, Germany Vancouver, Canada

Entered in the Register on this 14t day of August 2020

United
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