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8. Following the Secretary-General’s budget proposal to the General 

Assembly, MONUSCO issued Information Circulars to its entire staff on 6 and 9 

March 2015, 14 April 2015, and 20 April 2015, with regard to the proposed 

budget, the establishment of a Comparative Review Panel (CRP), and the review 

criteria. 

9. Under the proposed new structure for the Mission, which was approved by 

the General Assembly, the military force in Bukavu was to be reduced by one 

battalion and Kinshasa would no longer be an operational base. As a result, LA 

posts in Kinshasa and Bukavu were abolished. This meant that a budgetary 

reduction of 80 LA posts in the 2015/2016 budget cycle for MONUSCO was 

done. 

10. The Applicant, who was an LA in Bukavu, was affected by the abolition. 

A memorandum from the MONUSCO Director of Mission Support (DMS) 

informed him of this development. He was also informed through a memorandum 

from the Chief Civilian Personnel Officer (CCPO), Ms. Xaba-Motsa. 

11. 
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themselves does not alter the Organization’s obligations under paragraph 

3.7 of ST/AI/2013/4.  

e. Moreover, the decision to essentially convert the Applicant’s fixed-

term appointment to an IC contract, administered by UNOPS, was taken 

while the Applicant was still a staff member of the United Nations 

Secretariat and thus ST/AI/2013/4 applies to the Applicant.  

The non-renewal of the Applicant’s fixed-





  Case No. UNDT/NBI/2015/167 

  Judgment No. UNDT/2016/174 

 

Page 7 of 12 

b. Pursuant to art. 2.1(a) of its Statute, the Dispute Tribunal lacks 

jurisdiction to review the matter of the abolition of the post the Applicant 

encumbered and the recommendation of the Secretary-General to the 

General Assembly that led to the abolition of the post. These claims are 

not receivable and should be rejected. 

c. The only reviewable administrative decision before the Dispute 
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representatives had an opportunity to respond by engaging in discussions 

with the National Staff Union representatives under the UNOPS 

contractual modality. 

The Respondent did not violate any provisions of ST/AI/2013/4.  

n. The Applicant’s claim that the Organization violated section 3.7(b) 
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of his post by a decision of the General Assembly which by itself is akin to a 

country’s constitution, the higher norm, and the supreme organ of the 

Organization. 

20. By the same token, a decision of the General Assembly is binding on the 

Secretary-General who has a duty to implement it. The Applicant lacks the 

capacity to challenge the non-renewal of his appointment in so far as it is properly 






