





Case No. UNDT/GVA/2010/019
(UNAT 1601) '

Judgment No. UNDT/2010/075

Translated from French .

from January 1995 oﬁwards. That request was refused on 8 and 9 August
2006.
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9. On-25 October 2006, the applicant's couhs;el_ asked the' Secretary-

General for administrative review of the decisions to refuse him access to
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2006, the applicant requested administrative review of those decisions.

10. By letter dated 17 January 2007 and received on 19 Febrﬁary 2007
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b. Neither JAB nor the Secretary-General examined the qucstion'.

whether his barring from VIC had infringed his rights;

c. The decision by the Director, Division for Management, UNOV, to

- deny him access to VIC constitutes an abuse of power;

d. Contrary to the respondent's contention, there was a legal
relatiqnship between the Administration and the applicant as a

- former staff member;

e. - - The parties did not raise the "question of competence. ratione
personae and ratione materiage before JAB, but JAB raised it in _

‘favour of the respondent;
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15.  The respondent’s contentions are:

‘a.  The scope of the application is defined by the request to the
Secretary-General for an administrative review, in which the
- applicant confined himself to contesting the decision to refuse his -

counsel access to his official status file and to other documents
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I Ne decician taken after the date on which the annlicant ceased
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