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ORDER No. 509 (2023) 
 

1. On 28 December 2022, in Order No. 500, the United Nations Appeals Tribunal 

(UNAT or Appeals Tribunal) directed that, if the Appellant wished to have disclosed to 

him a number of documents in support of his appeal, he would need to seek these by 
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wishes to know and to disclose to a tribunal must be the subject of questioning of a witness 

or witnesses at a hearing and submission to the tribunal.  Put succinctly, the UNAT will 

not direct the creation of a document that did not exist at a material time in the exercise 

of its jurisdiction to ensure that relevant and admissible evidential material is available. 

5. It is convenient at this point to address Mr. Savadogo’s motion in relation to 2022-

1707.   This is a motion seeking to require the JAB to hear and determine proceedings that 

he has before it.  What documents the JAB admits or calls for is a matter for the JAB and 

not the UNAT, at least at this stage.  Mr. Savadogo may seek an order or direction for 

disclosure and/or production of documents from the JAB.  If either party is dissatisfied 

with the outcome of such an application, rights of appeal exist following the JAB’s 

substantive decision.  In these circumstances the UNAT declines to make the orders 

sought in relation to Case No. 2022-1707.  

6. Turning to the motion affecting Mr. Savadogo’s appeal under Case No. 2022-1664, 

this is governed by Article 10 of the Appeals Tribunal Rules of Procedure (Rules).  This 

provides materially that: 

 A party may seek to submit to the Appeals Tribunal, with an appeal or an answer, 

documentary evidence, including written testimony, in addition to that contained 

in the written record. In exceptional circumstances and where the Appeals 

Tribunal determines that the facts are likely to be established with such additional 

documentary evidence, it may receive the additional evidence from a party (…) 

provided that the Appeals Tribunal shall not receive additional written evidence if 

it was known to the party seeking to submit the evidence and should have been 

presented to the Dispute Tribunal.  

7. Although Mr. Savadogo is seeking to have directed the provision of documents to 

him, in effect the discovery or disclosure of documents, we infer that he will then seek to 

put these documents before us as a part of his case so that, ultimately, Article 10 of the 

Rules will apply.  We will treat the Motion accordingly. 

 

8. Mr. Savadogo’s challenges to the JAB’s decision address, in material parts, the 

Respondent’s decisions to terminate and then re-advertise the recruitment process, and 

to replace the listing of shortlisted candidates in
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9. 
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15. 


