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amounting to $3,113.52 per year at age 65, would be lost if his separation date was  

31 December 2020, as he was two months short of the five-year vesting period required by the 

Fund’s Regulations.  

6. Mr. Almasri requests that the Appeals Tribunal “recognize his UNJSPF contributions 

as active contributions” to ensure the rightful completion of the five-year vesting period.  

Alternatively, he requests that the Appeals Tribunal order the transfer of the full value of his 

retirement benefits based on a completed five-year vesting period, in accordance with the 

Fund’s Regulations.  

7. Mr. Almasri further submits that, in paragraph 34 of the UNAT Judgment, his 

statements in the meeting minute should not have been misinterpreted as evidence against 

him.  Instead, the minute should be regarded as a complaint against Mr. Almasri’s supervisor 

for a lack of 
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11. The Secretary-General submits that Mr. Almasri failed to demonstrate any new, 

decisive facts that were unknown to him or to the UNAT at the time the UNAT Judgment was 

rendered.  The Secretary-General argues that the benefits for which Mr. Almasri would have 

been eligible are set forth in the Fund’s Regulations, which are publicly available on the 

UNJSPF’s website.  He further contends that Mr. Almasri could have easily accessed the 

website and consulted the “For Clients” section for information regarding his entitlements 

under the Fund’s Regulations or used other available avenues to seek the clarity he needed at 

any time.  Therefore, the estimated amounts are not facts that were unknown to him or the 

Appeals Tribunal when the UNAT Judgment was rendered.  

12. Because Mr. Almasri’s assertions fail to meet the requirements of Article 11 of the 

Statute, the Secretary-General requests that the UNAT dismiss the application in its entirety. 

Consideration  

13. We start with the requirements set out in both Article 11(1) of the Statute 
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have also presented this fact, including with supporting evidence, to the UNDT and thereafter 

the Appeals Tribunal.  As the Secretary-General has pointed out, multiple avenues were 

available through the UNJSPF for staff members to ascertain the various consequences of the 

remedies sought.  It was Mr. Almasri’s “negligence”—in the sense that he could have taken 

steps but failed or neglected to do so—that brought about his factual ignorance. 

16. Further, Mr. Almasri only provided two estimated pension calculations obtained from 

the UNJSPF at his request, dated 13 November 2023, indicating that he would not be eligible 

for a pension if the separation date was 30 December 2020, but would be eligible if it were  

30 June 2021.  In these circumstances, Mr. Almasri could have sought and provided the 

evidence he now wishes us to consider but failed to do so in 2023. 

17. Nor can it be said that the knowledge of this fact at the time of the UNAT Judgment 

would have been decisive of the case in the sense that we would necessarily have granted an 

enhanced remedy to secure the pension entitlements Mr. Almasri now seeks.  Given that he 

sought six months’ net base pay, and that it is very unusual to award a remedy greater than 

what a staff member requests in such situations, it cannot be concluded confidently that this 

additional factual information would have persuaded the Appeals Tribunal to increase the 

remedy to achieve the desired result Mr. Almasri now seeks. 

18. Since none of the three mandatory criteria summarised above has been met, as would 

be necessary for the applicant to succeed, Mr. Almasri’s application for revision must fail.   

  



THE UNITED NATIONS APPEALS TRIBUNAL  
 

Judgment No. 2024-UNAT-1478 

 

6 of 6  

Judgment 

19.  Mr. Almasri’s application for revision of Judgment No. 2023-UNAT-1377 is dismissed.   
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