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Bonus Pay: the Cassation Decision

Description

By Dagnachew Tesfaye, Managing Partner at DMLF
Introduction

The Federal Supreme Court Cassation Division on Cassations File Number 241752 on July 03,2023
rendered a binding decision on the issue of when a bonus will be paid even after the employment
contract of an employee is terminated. The case has been between the applicant Ato Melaku Kasaw
Alemuversus respondent Ethiopian Electric Power. The case was first brought by the current applicant
in the-Federal First Instance Court as a plaintiff. Then still the applicant appealed to the Federal High
Court. Finally the-applicant filed an application to the Federal Supreme Court Cassation Division. The
argument in each level of the.court and;the final judgment of the Cassation Division shall be looked into
in brief.

Federal First Instance Court

The applicant argued in the FFIC that the applicant has worked for the respondent since 1988 in
different positions. The applicanta€™s employment was terminated on August 7,2022-due-to
retirement. The applicant claimed that the applicant has to be paid in cash accumulated annual leave
from 2011-2020 of 462 days. Moreover the respondent has paid a bonus for the budget year
2021/2022(2014EC) of one month and half month salary to those employees of the organization. The
applicant argued that the applicant has served for the full year of the budget year of 2021/2022 but the
respondent refused to disperse and pay the bonus payment to the applicant. Hence the respondent be
ordered to pay the bonus pay even if the applicanta€™s employment is terminated having served and
contributed to the profitability of the respondent that led to the payment of bonus.

The respondent on the other hand argued that annual leave of 462 days is barred by a period of
limitation of two years as per Article 79(4) of the Labor Proclamation 1156/2019. The respondent further
argued that the accumulated annual leave claim is barred by 6 month period of limitation as per Article
163(3). Regarding bonus, eligible employees according to the internal directive on bonus payments of
the respondent goes to employees that are still working in the organization and their employment is not
terminated. The employment contract of the applicant has been terminated. Thus the respondent
argued this will inhibit the payment of bonus to the applicant. On the other hand, the respondent
mentioned an argument on penalty stating the fact that there are no legitimate delayed payments to the
applicant. As a result the request for three months salary for delay is unjustified.

The Federal First Instance Court gave a decree stating that the unused annual leave cannot be
postponed for more than two years. Hence the request of the unused and accumulated annual leave by
the applicant is barred by 2 years period of limitation as per Article 79 of the Labour Proclamation No
1156/2019.

On the merit of the case, exhausting the hearing of the arguments of the partties, the court rendered a
judgment on the bonus payment claim. The court ruled that the employera€™s directive state bonus
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payment is for employees working in the employer and whose employment is not terminated. The
employment contract of the applicant is terminated due to retirement. Thus the court ruled that the
applicant is not entitled to bonus payment.

Federal High Court

The applicant lodged an appeal to the Federal High Court. The appellate court affirmed the ruling of the
lower court and dismissed the appeal of the applicant.

Federal Supreme Court Cassation Division

The applicant filed an application to the cassation division. The content of the application is as follows:
the right to get unused annual leave materialize when the employment contract is terminated; the
applicant filed a claim of accumulated annual leave within 6 months from the date of termination; the
labour proclamation forbids annual leave not to be postponed for more than 2 years; however the law
doesna€™t state.the consequences of postponement for more than two years; the annual leave has
been postponed due to the employer; hence the 462 days of accumulated annual leave should be
considered in light of Article’1845 and be paid to the applicant. Regarding bonus payment, the applicant
argued that he has contributed for the profitability of the respondent for the full year bonus has been
paid. When bonus is paid, the applicant should have-been entitled to get the bonus payment even if the
employment is terminated. On C/F/No 20869, the applicant argued, the cassation division gave an
interpretation that the bonus payment should be paid to an employee who has-contributed to the
profitability of an organization even when the employee left the job. Thus the 2021/2022(2014 E.C)
bonus payment has to be paid to the applicant together with penalty for delay of payment.

The cassation division accepted the issue of bonus for further look. Hence the respondent was ordered
to respond and the applicant as well gave a reply.

The respondenta€™s response briefly is as follows: bonus has to be paid based on agreement of
employer and employee and bonus is not obligatory claim as stated in C/F/No 64758; as per
September 7/2022 directive of the organization, bonus for the year of 2021/2022(2014E.C) is paid for
an employee who is still working and his employment is not terminated. The employment contract of the
employee is terminated before the enactment of this directive. For the mere fact that the employee
served on the budget year doesna€™t justify the payment of bonus. The employer has not delayed any
justified payment of the employee. As a result, the penalty request is unacceptable. Therefore the lower
courtsd€™ decisions need to be confirmed.

The applicant gave a reply on April 11,2023. The applicant reaffirmed the argument presented on the
application.

The cassation division examined the case. The issue to be resolved is whether a rejection of bonus
payment of the 2014 E.C year due to the fact that the employeed€™s employment contract is
terminated due to retirement is appropriate or not?

The Cassation Division first stated the facts of the case. Then the cassation division looked into
different cassation bench interpretation on Article 53(2)(c) of the Labour Proclamation on bonus. The
cassation decisions were C/F/No 20669, 101825 and 202839.
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The conclusion reached by the cassastion division is that if there is no precondition for disbursement of
bonus by a directive or collective agreement, the employee is entitled to get bonus payment even when
the employment is terminated. However when there are clear preconditions for payment of onus in
collective agreement or work rules or directives of the employer, the employer may not be obliged to
pay bonus to an employee who doesna€™t meet those requirements.

Though after termination of employment of the applicant, the respondent has enacted a directive on
September 7,2022 stating the fact that 2021/2022(2014E.C) year bonus shall be paid to employees
whose employment is not terminated and still working in the organization. The applicant does not meet
the conditions for payment of bonus as the applicanta€™s employment is terminated and no longer
serving the organization. Therefore, the cassation ruled that the respondent is not obliged to pay bonus
to the applicant as the latter does not meet the condition of the directive of the organization that entitles
payment of bonus.

The/cassation division further ruled regarding the 462 unused annual leave. The Labour Proclamation
Article 79(4) prohibits the postponement of annual leave for more than 2 years, and as such the
applicanta€™s claimis/unacceptable. To sum up, the cassation bench confirmed the lower courta€™s
decsion.

Conclusion

The request for the payment of bonus by an employee depends upon meeting-pre-conditions provided
by the employer in the form of collective agreements, directives or work rules. In the absence of any
pre-condition, even an employee whose employment is terminated could seek the payment of bonus
given the employee had been working for the profitability of the organization that resulted in bonus
payment. However, when there are conditions for example that bonus shall be paid to employees who
still work in the organization and their employment is not terminated, those employees whose
employment is terminated cannot request for the payment of bonus.

Regarding unused annual leave, see the issue in the article dealt here.

For any employment related issues, you may send your inquiry to info@dmethiolayers.com

. The Legal Effect of Conditional Wills and Predeceased
Beneficiaries under Ethiopian Law: Analysis of
Cassation Volume 28 Case No. 217114

By Esayas Kefyalew Associate at DMR Law Firm AbstractThis article examines the legal
implications of conditional wills in Ethiopian succession law, with particular focus on the
consequences arising when a testamentary beneficiary predeceases the testator. By
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analyzing the recent Cassation volume 28 Case No. 217114, the study highlights the
principles governing conditional dispositions and thea€|

April 13, 2026

Property Tax Proclamation No. 1365/2025: Legal
Analysis and Practical Implications

By Esayas Kefyalew, Associate at DMR Law Firm 1. Introduction The Property Tax
Proclamation No. 1365/2025 represents a significant development in Ethiopiad€™s fiscal
and urban-governance framework. It introduces a modern property taxation system
designed to replace fragmented and outdated approaches to taxing urban land and
buildings. As Ethiopian. cities continue to expand rapidly, thea€;
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From Holiday to Harvest: Navigating Ethiopiaa€™s
New Performance Based Investment Incentive
Regulation

By Sinishaw Hailu, Associate at DMR Law Firm Ethiopia has announced a landmark
investment incentive regulation that signals a transformative departure from the previous
framework, Investment Incentive Regulation No. 517/2022. While the earlier regime
relied heavily on broad tax holidays and duty-free imports, the new law, regulation no
586/2026 introduces a more nuanced, category-based systema€,

March 29, 2026

Key Legal and Business Implications of National Bank
of Ethiopia Directive No. FXD/04/2026
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By DMR Law FirmThe National Bank of Ethiopia (NBE) has issued Directive No.
FXD/04/2026, effective February 12, 2026, introducing sweeping reforms to the
countrya€™s foreign exchange (FX) regime. These amendments represent one of the
most significant liberalization efforts in recent years and create substantial opportunities
for businesses, investors, exporters, financial institutions, and individuals engaged ina€;
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Ethiopia Issues New Federal Public Procurement and
Property Administration Proclamation (Proclamation
No.1333/2024)

By DMR Law Firm On 9 September. 2024, Ethiopia enacted Proclamation No. 1333/2024
a€" the Federal Public Procurement and Property Administration Proclamation, published
in the Federal Negarit Gazette No. 66. The new law repeals andreplaces the former
Proclamation No. 649/2009, introducing significant reforms aimed at addressing-long-
standing gaps in public procurement and property administration a€;

February 1, 2026

Ethiopia Issues New Directive on Investment
Commission Services Fees

By DMR Law Firm The Ethiopian Investment Board has issued Directive No. 1053/2025
on Fee Rates Payable for Services Provided by the Ethiopian Investment Commission
(EIC). The Directive introduces a comprehensive and updated schedule of official fees
applicable to investors operating in Ethiopia, including those within Special Economic
Zones (SEZs) and Free Trade Zones. Ita€|
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