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7. On 12 October 2022, the HRA/DOS informed the Applicant that she was waiting 

for confirmation whether the “Arts Program fee” is an admissible fee under sec. 3.2 of 

ST/AI/2018/1/Rev.1/Amend.1. 

8. On 9 November 2022, the Applicant received two paym
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18. The representative from the Coordinating Committee of International Staff 

Unions and Associations of the United Nations System (“C
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23. As the Appeals Tribunal has observed, “[a]lthough not themselves determining 

the matters now in dispute, the recommendations nevertheless assist in interpreting the 

very general words and phrases of General Assembly resol
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eviscerated it” and resulted in the exclusion of thousands of dollars in mandatory fees 

charged by the university in order to enrol the Applicant’s son. In its request for 

comments on the amendment when it was proposed, the Administration gave two 

reasons for the amendment, one being that it “provides clarification”. However, what 

clarity exists in a provision that says “enrolment-related fees” may (and presumably, 

may not) include enrolment fees? 

37. The Administration also said that “the purpose of this amendment is to align the 

language of the administrative instruction with the language of the resolution on 

education grant approved by the General Assembly”. This cannot be true since the 

language in the original AI and the revised AI tracked the General Assembly resolution 

nearly verbatim and thus aligned precisely with the resolution. 

38. Indeed, it is obvious that if the General Assembly had meant to limit admissible 

expenses to only application and admission-related fees,
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54. Regarding moral harm for stress, anxiety, and depression, the Applicant recounts 

that the contested decision occurred at a time when she was undergoing a variety of 

very serious stressors which were unrelated to the contested decision. Having reviewed 

the entire record, the Tribunal finds that she has failed to establish an adequate nexus 

between the contested decision and her alleged damages to be awarded damages for 

moral harm. 

Conclusion 

55. In view of the foregoing, the Tribunal DECIDES: 

a. To rescind the decisions to: 

i. Recover USD1,364.52 from the Applicant’s 2021-2022 EG 

advance; and 

ii. Exclude mandatory fees from the Applicant’s EG advance 

calculation for the 2022-2023 academic year. 

b. To order the Respondent to: 

i. Reimburse USD1,364.52 to the Applicant. This amount shall bear 

interest at the United States of America prime rate with effect from 

1 December 2022 until the date of issuance of this Judgment; 

ii. Recalculate the Applicant’s EG claims for the 2021-2022 and 

2022-2023 academic years to include in them the excluded fees, and to 

settle these EG claims accordingly. The difference between the EG amount 

that the Applicant received and the EG amount that she should have 

received shall bear interest at the United States of America prime rate with 

effect from 1 December 2022 until the date of issuance of this 

Judgment; and 
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