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Order No. 289 (2017) 

1. On 30 June 2016, the United Nations Appeals Tribunal (Appeals Tribunal) issued 

Judgment No. 2016-UNAT-684 (Ademagic et al.) (2016 Judgment) in the cases of  

246 current or former staff members (Ademagic et al. litigants) of the International 

Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY) vs. the Secretary-General of the 

United Nations.  In the 2016 Judgment, the Appeals Tribunal partially affirmed the 

judgment of the United Nations Dispute Tribunal (UNDT) No. 2015/115  

(UNDT Judgment), in so far as it remanded the matter to the ASG/OHRM “for 

retroactive individualised consideration” of the Ademagic et al. litigants’ suitability for 

conversion of their appointments to permanent ones, as mandated by ST/SGB/2009/10.  

The Appeals Tribunal required that this reconsideration exercise take place within  

90 days from the publication of the 2016 Judgment, i.e., by 22 November 2016. 

2. On 15 November 2016, each of the Ademagic et al. litigants received a letter from  

Mr. Victor Kisob, Officer-in-Charge of the Office of Human Resources Management 

(OHRM) informing whether they would be granted a conversion to a permanent 

appointment.  The majority of the litigants were denied conversion. 

3. On 12 January 2017, the Ademagic et al. litigants submitted a request for 

management evaluation challenging their denials of conversion.  Included in their 

request were personal statements supporting their respective allegations that relevant 

data relied upon in the contested decisions was inaccurate or not taken into account. 
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4. 
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Administration had not complied with the 2016 Judgment’s deadline.  He submits that 

granting the Motion is not the appropriate recourse in the present context and that he is 

willing to forego management evaluation should any of the Movants want to challenge 

their  decisions once issued. 
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