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Feasibility of establishing a sinp;le administrative tribuna] 

Note by the Secretary-General 

lo By its decision 34/438 of 17 December 1979, the General Assembly requested the 
Secretary~-General and his colleagues in the Administrative Committee on Co--ordinat ;oe 
'to pursue a progressive harmonization and further development of the statutes 5 ruhos 
and practices of the Administrative Tribunal of the International I"abour Organisation 
and of the United Nations Administrative Tribunal, with a view to strengthening the 
common system and with the aim of establishing a sine;le tribunal, and requested the 
Secretary~-General to report on the subject to the General Assembly at its thirty-­
sixth session. 

2 o Following the decision of the General Assembly, the International Labcy,n· 
Office 5 after informing its Governing Body, 1/ sought the viei·'S of the other 
intergovernmental organizations that had submitted to the jurisdiction of the ILC 
Administrative Tribunal, with respect to the main divergences bet<reen the statutes 
of the two Tribunals and the broad lines alonr:; which harmonization might h(' sousht. 
A survey of the views of the responding organizations on the issues on vhich their 
opinion 1vas sought and of their additional suggestions was submitted to the 
Programme, Financial and Administrative Committee of the Governing Body at its 
February-March 1981 session 5._/ and was also communicated to the United Nations. In 
addition, the Governing Body heard the vievs of the ILO Staff Union, Hitll vhich the 
Administration held further consul tat ions, while the ILO AdJninistrati ve 'rri bunaJ 
which had been formally seized of the question of harmonization of its rules of 
court, of which it is the master - also expressed its opinion on the issues raised 
in connexion with the above~mentioned consul·~ations. 

!/ ILO Document GB.2l3/PFA/9(14. 

~ ILO Document GB.215/PFA/l5/l7. 
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). l'Ieamrhile, t:lc Office of Legal Affairs of the United Nations had also 
undertaken a cf the questions raised by the General Assembly's decision, but 
from the point. of v:ievr of the United Nations and its Administrative Tribunal. After 
the first ILO paper had been issued to its Governing Body, consultations were 
conducted betvreen the legal offices of the United Nations and ILO. After the second 
ILO paper harl been issued, it was also taken into account in preparing a set of 
nroposals for subrrlission by the Secretary--General to the various interested parties" 
-i-lhi~h included the staff of the Organization itself (to be consulted through the 
Staff-Hanagement Co-ordination Committee); the two specialized agencies that have 
submitted to the jurisdiction of the United Nations Administrative Tribunal for all 
staff disputes~ ]._/!!__/the ll other intergovernmental organizations that have 
submittc·cl to its Jurisdiction for the purpose of disputes relating to decisions of 
the United Nations Joint Staff Pension Board; i/ the Pension Board itself; the 
International Labour Ol'fice; and the judges of the two Tribunals. 

4. As the above--mentioned consultations have not yet been completed, the 
Secretary--General does not consider it opportune to submit a substantive report 
on the subject to the General Assembly. An additional consideration is the fact 
that; the International Court of Justice has now, for the first time, received a 
rerpest for au advisory opinion in respect of a judgemen-t of the United Nations 
Administrative Tribunal, 2__/ formulated by the Committee on Applications for Review 
of l\clministrative 'rribunal Judgements at the request of a Member State; as this 
method of revievrinr; administrative tribunal judgements is one of the important 
issuc::s to be considered in the harmonization of the statutes of the hTO cor;illlon 
system Tribunals, and as the Court, in a previous advisory opinion, had specifically 
reserved its position in respect of requests for review originated by a Member 
State, §__/ it 1-rould seem inappronriate to advance any proposals in respect of this 
procedure at this time, 

5. The Secretary--General therefore suggests that this question be taken up again, 
vithin the context of thE, corresponding agenda item, at a future session of the 
General Assembly. 

]_/ The International Civil Aviation Organization and the Inter~Governmental 
J!::critime Consultative Orq;anization. 

'!::__/ 'l'hese organizations, in turn, may consider that they must consult their 
respective staff organizations. 

'_?) A/ AC. 86/25, nara. 15. 

6/ Application for Review of Judgement No. 158 of the United Nations 
AdminTstrative Tribuna:C., Advisory On inion, I. C .J. Reports 1973, n. 166, at 
p. 178, para. ~l. 




