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determined based on the entry of duty (“EOD”) date of the continuous fixed-term 
appointment with UNRWA”.1  

8. By e-mail to the C/FHP dated 15 March 2017, the Applicant also questioned why he 
had not been informed that another staff member had been transferred to the post he had 
requested.  The C/FHP forwarded this e-mail to the Head, Field Human Resources Office 
(H/FHRO) on the same day.  

9. On 15 March 2017, the Applicant sought management review of the decision not to 
transfer him to the post of Clerk “B” in the North Lebanon Area.  In this request, he stated 
that he had five dependents, that his house in Nahr al-Bared Camp had been destroyed, and 
that, as his duty station was considerably distant to his residence, he incurred additional 
expenses of more than USD 200 per month for rent, transportation etc.  

10. By e-mail dated 16 March 2017, the H/FHRO responded to the Applicant that, in the 

case of a transfer, only the transferred staff member is informed about his or her new 
conditions of service.  

11. By letter dated 1 May 2017, the Director of UNRWA Affairs, Lebanon (DUA/L) 
affirmed the impugned de
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being 1 August 2014 while the Applicant’of 
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Submissions 

The Commissioner General’s Appeal 

16. The Commissioner-General submits that the UNRWA Dispute Tribunal erred on a 
question of law and fact r
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26. In the Appeals Tribunal Judgment at paragraphs 34 and 35, the Appeals Tribunal 
addressed briefly whether the Applicant presented humanitarian grounds with his  
request, stating:3 

In the present case, the Appeals Tribunal holds that the UNRWA DT did not give 
careful and fair consideration to Mr. Orabi’s above mentioned argument that a  
staff member with less compelling humanitarian reasons had been transferred to the 
post in question witho
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35. Therefore, the UNRWA DT correctly concluded that relevant matters (personal and 
humanitarian reasons of the candidates which we have found above were before the Agency) 
had been ignored in the exercise of the Commissioner-General’s discretion.  As such, the 
Agency clearly failed to fulfil its obligation to balance the relevant conflicting interests arising 
from the hu
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Judgment 

37. We dismiss the appeal and affirm the UNWRA DT’s Judgment  
No. UNRWA/DT/2019/070. 


