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JUDGE KATHARINE MARY SAVAGE, PRESIDING. 

1. Ms. Mirjam Briel (Ms. Briel) has filed an appeal of a Decision dated 7 July 2023 (impugned 

Decision) rendered by the Standing Committee of the United Nations Joint Staff Pension Board 

(the Board).1 

2. In the impugned Decision, the Standing Committee of the Board dismissed Ms. Briel’s 

application challenging a decision (the contested 
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residual settlement, amounting to USD 80,077.81, to his estate in accordance with Article 38 

of the Fund’s Regulations. 

8. In February 2021, the executor of Mr. Potgieter’s estate contacted the Fund and 

provided a copy of Mr. Potgieter’s Last Will and Testament (Will) and a copy of the 

Designation, Change, or Revocation of Beneficiary (Beneficiary Designation), in which Mr. 

Potgieter allocated 10 percent of his estate to his “life partner”, Ms. Briel. 

9. On 31 August 2022, Ms. Briel wrote to the Fund, providing an Order from the High 

Court of South Africa dated 7 June 2022, which declared that she and Mr. Potgieter “were, at 

the time of [his] death, partners in a permanent life partnership, with the same or similar 

characteristics as marriage”.  She then requested a widow’s benefit under Article 34 of the 

Fund’s Regulations. 

10.

https://www.saflii.org/za/cases/ZACC/2021/51.html
https://www.saflii.org/za/cases/ZACC/2021/51.html


THE UNITED NATIONS APPEALS TRIBUNAL  
 

Judgment No. 2024-UNAT-1480 

 

4 of 11  

Impugned Decision 
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18. On 11 December 2023, the Fund submitted a response to Ms. Briel’s appeal.  

Submissions 

Ms. Briel’s Appeal 

19. Ms. Briel has filed neither an appeal form nor an appeal brief with the Appeals Tribunal. 

Instead, she resubmitted the documents she had previously prepared for the Standing 

Committee of the Board.  In those documents, she requested that the Standing Committee of 

the Board “review [the contested] decision and recognize [her] as Mr. Potgieter’s widow and to 

accept the hard copy Beneficiary Document or acknowledge the Last Will and Testament of 

Mr. Potgieter as his Beneficiary distribution wishes”.   

20. In the documents submitted, Ms. Briel argued that she was Mr. Potgieter’s common-

law wife and that at the time of his death, a permanent life partnership “with the intention to 

marry” existed between them.  She further relied on the 2016 Guidelines to Determine 

Eligibility for Spousal Benefits under Articles 34 and 35 of the Fund’s Regulations (2016 

Guidelines) which provides that the Fund will recognize “union/registered partnerships 

lawfully entered into and legally recognized by the competent authority of the location where 

the status was established as long as the union confers similar legal effects as marriage, 

specifically including pension rights”.3  She explained that Mr. Potgieter had not updated his 

Pens.A/2 Form to include her as a beneficiary due to his ill health and certain emotional issues.  

In addition, she contended that Mr. Potgieter had not obtained adequate counseling or Human 

Resources assistance to help him revise the necessary documents, including those under the 

Fund’s Rules. 

21. In support of her contentions, Ms. Briel submitted an order of the High Court of South 

Africa dated 7 June 2022 in which it was declared that in her ex parte application brought to 

that Court, it was declared that she and Mr. Potgieter were at the time of his death partners in 

a permanent life partnership, with the same or similar characteristics as a marriage. 

22. Since his estate had not yet been wound up, Ms. Briel contended that the amount of 

USD 80,077.81 remained available for refund.  Ms. Briel therefore sought that the impugned 

 
3 2016 Guidelines, para. 4.  
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shall be competent to hear and pass judgement on an appeal of a decision of the 

Standing Committee acting on behalf of the United Nations Joint Staff Pension Board, 
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Fund may accept a different personal status than the one reported to the employer, provided 

that status is consistent with the Regulations insofar as it is a recognized registered partnership 

or equivalent union and has been entered into before a competent authority under whicpetent 

N

provided 
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produced an order of the High Court of South Africa, which was granted a year and a half after 

his death in an application which she did not serve on Mr. Potgieter’s other beneficiaries or the 

executor of his estate, does not alter this conclusion. 

37. It follows that the Standing Committee of the Board cannot be faulted for finding that, 

at the time of Mr. Potgieter’s death, a permanent life partnership between him and Ms. Briel 

was not recognized by the Fund for the purposes of Article 34 of the Fund’s Regulations or the 

2016 Guidelines when Mr. Potgieter had not reported Ms. Briel as his spouse to the Fund, 

contrary to the requirements of Section B of the Fund’s Rules.  

38. It follows that, having regard to the material placed before us, Ms. Briel has not shown 

that the Standing Committee of the Board failed to observe its regulations or guidelines.  For 

these reasons, the appeal cannot succeed and the impugned Decision must be affirmed, with 

the result that Ms. Briel is not entitled to payment of a widow’s benefit by the Fund.  

  




