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attempted previously to bring to notice and to have st
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is no dispute as to the material facts of the case and the party is entitled to judgment as a matter 

of law”.  The UNDT relied on Article 9 in summarily dismissing Mr. Salon’s proceedings 

concluding that there had been neither an administrative decision of his complaints about his 

treatment, nor a request by him for management evaluation of such a decision. 

Appeal 

10. On 14 June 2023, Mr. Salon filed an appeal against the impugned Judgment with the 

United Nations Appeals Tribunal (UNAT or Appeals Tribunal).  On 14 August 2023, the 

Secretary-General filed his answer, submitting, among other things, that Mr. Salon had 

included documents in the appeal which, contrary to Article 2(5) of the UNAT Statute, were 

not properly before the Appeals Tr01 Tw 0.5l64(ope)-12.P1c.y 
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dissatisfied with the result of this, a timeous application against the decision, these issues may 

be for consideration by the UNDT at first instance.  In these circumstances we address only the 

impugned Judgment. 
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contends that this evidence was ignored by the UNDT 
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The Secretary-General’s Answer 

27. The Secretary-General submits that the UNDT correctly held that Mr. Salon’s 
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was not included in his submissions before the UNDT. 

34. The Secretary-General submits that even if one were to construe Mr. Salon’s  

complaint of 27 June 2022 as constituting a formal complaint under ST/SGB/2008/5 or 

ST/SGB/2019/8, he still did not follow the established procedures set forth therein, which refer 

to Chapter XI of the Staff Rules. 

35. The Secretary-General submits that the UNDT did not make a formal finding that  

Mr. Salon did not identify a contested administrative decision, and thus his arguments on this 

point cannot undermine the correctness of its Judgment. 

36. The Secretary-General submits that there is no basis to grant any of the  

remedies requested because the UNDT correctly rejected the application as not receivable  

ratione materiae.  The Secretary-General notes that the UNAT is not empowered to impose 

disciplinary measures.  Moreover, there is no basis for an award of compensation given that there 

has been no illegality on the part of the Administration. 

37. The Secretary-General submits 





THE UNITED NATIONS APPEALS TRIBUNAL 
 

Judgment No. 2024-UNAT-1432 

 

10 



THE UNITED NATIONS APPEALS TRIBUNAL 
 

Judgment No. 2024-UNAT-1432 

 

11 of 13  

also the separate ground of appeal seeking to challenge the UNDT’s conclusion that Mr. Salon did 

not establish the making of an administrative decision which, assuming a lawful reference to 

management evaluation, would have given the UNDT jurisdiction to examine the merits of  

Mr. Salon’s claims.  

50. Given the sequence of events outlined at the start of this Judgment, we can detect no 

error 
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