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Introduction 

1. The A44lican1 is a Co//unica1ion and Advocac5 Assis1an1 a1 1he ,-6 level 

7i1h 1he Regional Office for Cen1ral Africa of 1he Office of 1he Uni1ed Na1ions .igh 

Co//issioner for .u/an Righ1s 89O.C.R-CARO:; in Yaoundé, Ca/eroon. .e 

served under a fi<ed-1er/ a44oin1/en1 89-TA:;, 7hich 7as ad/inis1ered b5 1he 

Uni1ed Na1ions Develo4/en1 Progra//e 89UNDP:;. 

3. On 36 Ma5 3=3>, 1he A44lican1 filed an a44lica1ion challenging 1he 

Res4onden1?s decision 1o re@ec1 his reAues1 for /edi
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 -ollo7ing a revie7 of 1he /edical infor/a1ion sub/i11ed b5 

Dr. Abega, D.MOS. de1er/ined 1ha1 5our /edical condi1ion did 

no1 cons1i1u1e an acu1e life-1hrea1ening /edical e/ergenc5. 

Accordingl5, 5our /edical condi1ion did no1 fulfill 1he cri1eria under 

I4Jaragra4h C of 1he Polic5 for /edical evacua1ion 1ravel. You have 

no1 4roduced an5 evidence de/ons1ra1ing 1ha1 D.MOS.?s /edical 

de1er/ina1ion is incorrec1. 

 D.MOS. did su44or1 /edical 1rea1/en1 for 5ou in 

Morocco for 1he 4ur4ose of 1he Medical Insurance Plan 8MIP; for 

UNDP s1aff /e/bers. In accordance 7i1h Sec1ion >.1 of 1he MIP, 

/edical 1rea1/en1 in neighbouring coun1ries 87i1hou1 /edical 

evacua1ion; /a5 be 4er/i11ed, 7i1h MIP clai/s rei/bursed a1 ac1ual 

cos1. Trans4or1a1ion cos1s and DSA are no1 covered under 1he MIP. 

Af1er considering 1he care reAuired for 5our /edical condi1ion and 

an assess/en1 of 1he local facili1ies in Yaoundé, D.MOS. /ade a 

clinical de1er/ina1ion 1ha1 1rea1/en1 in Morocco 7as 7arran1ed. As 

a conseAuence, 5our clai/s 1o Cigna for rei/burse/en1 for 1he cos1 

of /edical 1rea1/en1 in Morocco 7ere 1o be rei/bursed a1 ac1ual 

cos1, ra1her 1han 1he 4revailing reasonable and cus1o/ar5 cos1s for 

such 1rea1/en1 in Yaoundé. 

16. On 36 Ma5 3=3>, 1he A44lican1 filed 1he a44lica1ion 1ha1 is 1he sub@ec1 of 1his 

@udg/en1. 

Consideration 

16. .aving revie7ed 1he a44lica1ion, 1he Tribunal considers 1ha1 1he 4ri/ar5 

issue 1o be de1er/ined is i1s receivabili15. The issue of receivabili15 is one 7hich in 
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give 1he A44lican1 1he benefi1 of 1he doub1 and consider 1he > Nove/ber 3=33 

reAues1 for /anage/en1 evalua1ion 1o be 1he o4era1ive one, i1 is far af1er 1he 

deadline and, of course, 1he 3B Januar5 3=3> reAues1 1ha1 A44lican1 clai/s 7as 1he 

o4era1ive one is even /ore ou1 of 1i/e. 

3C. The Tribunal has no @urisdic1ion 1o de1er/ine 1his a44lica1ion on 1he /eri1s 

as i1 challenges a decision 1ha1 7as no1 sub/i11ed for /anage/en1 evalua1ion in a 

1i/el5 /anner. 

36. The Tribunal?s de1er/ina1ion, in 1he circu/s1ances, is 1ha1 1he a44lica1ion 7as 

filed 7i1hou1 being 4receded b5 a 1i/el5 reAues1 for /anage/en1 evalua1ion. 

36. The a44lica1ion is 1herefore no1 receivable ratione materiae 8see Egglesfield 

3=1C-UNAT-C=3;. 

3B. The Tribunal has also considered 1he /eri1s of 1he A44lican1?s sub/issions 

in res4ec1 of 1he 4ro4rie15 of 1he i/4ugned decision. The A44lican1 incurred 

e<4enses 1ha1 7ere clearl5 co//unica1ed 1o hi/ as unau1horised 4rior 1o his 1ravel. 

There is no1hing on 1he record 1o sho7 1ha1 1he decision 7as 1ain1ed, i/4ro4erl5 

/ade or o1her7ise unla7ful. In o1her 7ords, even if 1he a44lica1ion had been found 

1o be receivable, i1 7ould have failed on 1he /eri1s. 

Conclusion 

3D. In vie7 of 1he foregoing, 1he Tribunal DECIDES 1o dis/iss 1he a44lica1ion. 

(Signed) 

Judge Sean Wallace 

Da1ed 1his 33nd da5 of A4ril 3=3C 

En1ered in 1he Regis1er on 1his 33nd da5 of A4ril 3=3C 

(Signed) 

René M. Vargas M., Officer-in-Charge, Nairobi 


