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Introduction

1. The present report identifies, pursuant to lerdd of the United Nations Compensation
Commission’s (the “Commission”) Provisional Rules €laims Procedure (S/AC.26/1992/10) (the
“Rules”), recommended corrections in the variowsnst categories since the “Thirtieth report of the
Executive Secretary pursuant to article 41 of treviBional Rules for Claims Procedure”
(S/AC.26/2005/11) (the “thirtieth article 41 regrtChapter | of this report contains recommended
corrections concerning claims in categories “A”)‘@hd “D”. Chapter Il provides information
concerning requests by claimants for correctiorapjaroved awards under article 41 of the Rules,
including a report of the secretariat’s review &etmine whether or not these requests warrardracti
under article 41. Annexes | to Il to this repoontain tables showing the aggregate correcteddsyar
by country and by instalment, based on the recondaténs contained herein. Annex IV contains
tables showing the secretariat’s review of requiestsorrections to claims in categories “D”, “Eficé
“F" undertaken since the thirtieth article 41 repannd annex V contains a cumulative table of aticl
41 corrections to claim awards up to the fifty-Bisession of the Governing Council.

. RECOMMENDED CORRECTIONS CONCERNING CLAIMS IN CAGORIES “A”, “C”
AND “D”

A. Category “A” corrections

2. Recommendations for corrections to category ¢lims comprise the following kinds of
corrections: duplicate claims and higher to lowaoants.

1. Duplicate claims

3. The Commission received information from the &ownent of Sri Lanka that three claims,
which it had submitted in category “A”, were duplies of other claims awarded compensation in
category “A”. Following a review of these clainiiie secretariat confirms that the claims are, @, fa
duplicates and should not have been awarded commfi@ms In addition, the secretariat identified a
list of other potential duplicate category “A” alas from Sri Lanka and provided the list to the
Government seeking its views on the matter. Tloessariat received confirmation from the
Government of Sri Lanka that 220 of these catet@tyclaims are, in fact, duplicates and should not
have been awarded compensation. In making thiirowtion, the Government of Sri Lanka returned
to the Compensation Fund the full amount of therdw&sued for all 223 duplicate claims.

4, Accordingly, as set forth in table 1 belowsirecommended that the awards for these claims
be corrected. Table 1 identifies the country comee, the instalments to be adjusted, the number of
claims affected, and the net effect of the adjustse

Table 1. Category “A” corrections: duplicate claim
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Country Instalment Number of claims Amount of net effect
affected (USD)
Second 12 (48,000.00)
Third 8 (30,500.00
Sri Lanka Fourth 72 (279,000.00)
Fifth 86 (344,000.00
Sixth 45 (180,000.00
Total 223 (881,500.00
2. Higher to lower amounts
5. Decision 21 (S/AC.26/Dec.21 (1994)) of the Govireg Council states that “any claimant who

has selected a higher amount in category ‘A’ (U8®@,0r US$8,000) and has also filed a category
‘B’, ‘C’ or ‘D’ claim will be deemed to have selead the corresponding lower amount under category
‘A, As a result of further information receiveidom the Government of Pakistan, two claims
submitted by the Government of Pakistan have baemtified as having been filed for a higher
amount in category “A” by claimants who had aldediclaims in another claim category. Therefore,
the awards for these category “A” claims shoulddmiiced to the amounts appropriate to the proper
status of the claims. When notifying the Commisdiwat these claims should have been awarded the
lower amount, the Government of Pakistan returngtié Compensation Fund the excess amount
previously awarded in respect of these claims.

6. Accordingly, as set forth in table 2 belowsirecommended that the awards for these claims
be corrected. Table 2 identifies the country comee, the instalments to be adjusted, the number of
claims affected, and the net effect of the adjustme

Table 2. _Category “A” corrections: higher to loveenounts
Countr Instalment Number of claims Amount of net effect
~ounty EE— affected (USD)
_ Fifth 1 (1,500.00)
Pakistan .
Sixth 1 (1,500.00)
Total 2 (3,000.00)
3. Summary
7. In summary, the recommended corrections in caye\" concern 225 claims submitted by

two Governments resulting in a net decrease indfa¢ amount awarded of USD 884,500. The
recommendations with respect to the second, tfurdth, fifth and sixth instalments of category “A”
claims, by country and by instalment, are provittethbles 1 to 6 of annex | to this report.
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B. Category “C” corrections

8. Recommendations for corrections to categoryci@ims concern regular category “C”

claims, the late-filed category “A” and category’‘€aims and the category “C” Palestinian “late
claims”. They arise from confirmed duplicate clajndiscrepancies between the electronic and paper
claim formats, reinstatement of claims previoudgnitified as duplicates and an error that occurred
during the data entry of a currency code.

1. Duplicate claims

9. The Commission received information from the &ownent of Kuwait that a claim, which it
had submitted in category “C”, was potentially dogiive of another claim awarded compensation in
category “C”. Following a review of these claintse secretariat confirms that the “C4-MV”
component of the claim is, in fact, a duplicate #rat the claimant should not have been awarded
compensation in the amount of USD 27,681.66 farltes. When notifying the Commission of this
duplicate claim, the Government of Kuwait returnedhe Compensation Fund the full amount of the
award issued for the “C4-MV” component of the claim

10. Accordingly, as set forth in table 3 belowisitecommended that the award be corrected.
Table 3 identifies the country concerned, the ingat to be adjusted, the number of claims affected
and the net effect of the adjustment.

Table 3. Category “C” correction: duplicate claims

Country Instalment Number of claims affected  Amount of net effect
USsD
Kuwait Seventh 1 (27,681.66)
Total 1 (27,681.66)

2. Discrepancies between the electronic and pdaen formats

11. The secretariat continued to review requestsdirections submitted by Governments within
the final deadline of 31 December 2002 that wadgehe Governing Council for category “C”
claims in the regular claims programme. For thegiens, the electronic information in the database
was compared to the paper claim forms submittethéylaimants. This comparison and review
determined that for 66 claims submitted by the Gowent of Egypt data had been entered into the
database incorrectly.

12. As a result of the data entry errors, of thelééns referred to above, 44 had been erroneously
identified as duplicate claims and one claim, ftiak the award had been nil, should have been
identified as a duplicate. With respect to theagmnmg 21 claims, incorrect recommendations were
made but their status remains unchanged. It refiti® recommended that these 66 claims be
corrected as set forth below. It should be nobad, in most cases, several corrections are
recommended for a single claim.
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13. Of the total number of claims recommended &oraxtion, it is recommended that 44 claims
be reinstated, and that one claim be confirmeddglcate.
14. Five corrections relate to awards of compeasdtr departure losses (“C1-Money”). In all

cases, the “C1-Money” losses that had been claim#te paper claim files had not been entered in
their corresponding electronic claims.

15. Six further corrections relate to awards of pensation for mental pain and anguish resulting
from forced hiding (“C1-MPA”). In all cases, thember of forced hiding days that had been claimed
in the paper claim files had been incorrectly exdén their corresponding electronic claims.

16. Thirteen further corrections relate to awardsomnpensation for personal property losses
(“C4-CPHO"). In all 13 cases, the “C4” losses thatl been claimed in the paper claim files had not
been entered in their corresponding electronierdai

17. Two further corrections relate to awards of pensation for motor vehicle losses (“C4-
MV™). In both cases, the “C4-MV” losses that hagteh claimed in the paper claim files had not been
entered in their corresponding electronic claims.

18. Twenty-three further corrections relate to alsasf compensation for loss of income (“C6-
Salary”). In all cases, the prior monthly salaagadeither had not been entered in the databaszdor
been entered incorrectly.

19. Two further corrections relate to awards of pensation for individual business losses (“C8-
Business”). In both cases, the losses claimeldeampaper claim files had not been entered in the
corresponding electronic claims.

20. In all of the above cases, the errors affettiecdbutcome for the respective claimants and it is,
therefore, recommended that the errors be corrected

21. Summaries of the category “C” Panel’'s apprawnethodologies relevant to losses for which a
correction is recommended are found in the “Repod recommendations of the Panel of
Commissioners concerning the seventh instalmemddfidual claims for damages up to US$100,000
(category ‘C’ claims)” (S/AC.26/1999/11), as follew(a) paragraphs 84 to 93 for “C1-Money” losses;
(b) paragraphs 105 to 110 for “C1-MPA” losses;gajagraphs 178 to 199 for “C4-CPHO” personal
property losses; (d) paragraphs 200 to 221 for NOA-losses; (e) paragraphs 249 to 282 for “C6-
Salary” losses; and (f) paragraphs 327 to 368 @8-Business” losses.

22. Accordingly, as set forth in table 4 belowisitecommended that 66 claims be corrected.
Table 4 identifies the country concerned, the ingtats to be adjusted, the number of claims aftecte
and the net effect of the adjustments.

Table 4. Category “C” corrections: discrepanciesmMeen electronic and paper claim formats




S/AC.26/2005/12

Page 6
Country Instalment Number of claims Amount of net effect
affected (USD)

Fourth 1 53,342.8%
Egypt Sixth 57 226,316.0%

Seventh 8 35,673.7L

Total 66 315,332.61
3. Error.in the data entry of a currency code

23. During the processing of category “C” Palestinliate claims, the secretariat discovered that,

during the data entry of particular loss itemsgmeneous currency code had been entered into the
Commission’s database (the code “KES” (Kenyanisijjlhad been entered instead of the correct
code "KWD” (Kuwaiti dinar)). A search was condutte the Commission’s database to determine
whether other claims had been affected by a sirdééa entry error. It was determined that, as a
result of the data entry errors, incorrect reconuag¢ions were made in respect of two late claims
submitted by Palestine and one late claim submiiye8ri Lanka.

24. Accordingly, as set forth in table 5 belowisitecommended that the awards for three claims
be corrected. Table 5 identifies the submittintities concerned, the instalments to be adjusted, t
number of claims affected, and the net effect efdtjustments.

Table 5. Category “C” corrections arising from dadentry error

Country or submitting Instalment Number of claims Amount of net effect
entity affected (USD)
Sri Lanka Late-filed category “A” 1 392.14
and category “C” claims
Third Palestinian late 1 1,418.12
) claims
Palestine
Fourth Palestinian late 1 3,588.02
claims
Total 3 5,398.28

4. Summary

25. In summary, the recommended corrections relatesvard amounts in category “C” concern
70 claims submitted by four submitting entitiesuféag in a net increase of the total amount awdrde
of USD 293,049.23. Of these, the total amount de@ifor 69 claims was increased by USD
320,730.89 and the total amount awarded for orimahas decreased by USD 27,681.66. The
recommendations with respect to the fourth, sixith seventh instalments of regular category “C”
claims, the late-filed category “A” and category’“€aims, and the third and fourth instalments of
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category “C” Palestinian late claims, by countrysabmitting entity and by instalment, are provided
in tables 1 to 7 of annex Il to this report.

C. Cateqory “D” corrections

26. The claims in this section for which correctidrave been recommended have been broken
down according to the claimant Governments thafqard the article 41 request for correction.

1. France

27. Following an inquiry from the Government of kea, the secretariat reviewed a claim that
was included in the “Report and recommendationsentigdthe ‘D2’ Panel of Commissioners
concerning part two of the eighth instalment ofiwalial claims for damages above USD 100,000
(category ‘D’ claims)” (S/AC.26/2001/25) (“part twad the eighth instalment report”), which
recommendations were approved by the Governing €bimrdecision 141 (S/AC.26/Dec.141
(2001)).

28. As a result of its review, the secretariat ddtet a clerical error was made in the processing
of the claim that warrants correction under artitleof the Rules. Specifically, the secretariat, i
valuing the claimant’s D6 (loss of income) claimgarrectly treated it as a duplicate of the claitizan
C6 (salary loss) claim, resulting in an erroneagiction of the amount of compensation awarded to
the claimant. The secretariat’s review of the aoents provided in support of this claim indicated
that the claimant’s D6 claim was complementanatad not a duplicate of, his C6 claim, and therefore
the deduction initially performed by the secretianas incorrect.

29. As a result of this clerical error, the Pared hecommended no compensation for the
claimant’s D6 losses. The secretariat revieweditbh@nd concluded that the correct amount of
compensation recommended for the D6 losses shawig een USD 13,022.85.

2. Jordan

30. Following an inquiry from the Government ofdam, the secretariat reviewed a claim that
was included in part two of the eighth instalmesgart.

31. As a result of its review, the secretariat ddtet a clerical error was made in the processing
of the claim that warrants correction under artitleof the Rules. Specifically, the secretarideth

to present to the Panel the particular facts otthien, as evidenced by the documents in the claim
file. The secretariat’'s review of the documenvted in support of this claim indicated that the
claimant’s D6 (loss of income) claim was a dupkcat his C6 (salary loss) claim, and that a
deduction of the claim amount awarded to the clainar his C6 claim should have been performed
by the secretariat when reviewing the D6 claim.eDwua clerical error, this deduction was never
made.
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32. As a result of this clerical error, the Pared hecommended USD 39,578.00 for the
claimant’s D6 losses. The secretariat reviewedita@and concluded that the correct amount of
compensation recommended for the D6 losses shawig een USD 14,266.58.

33. Following another inquiry from the Governmehflordan, the secretariat reviewed a claim
that was included in the “Report and recommendatinade by the ‘D2’ Panel of Commissioners
concerning part one of the eighteenth instalmemadividual claims for damages above USD 100,000
(category ‘D’ claims)” (S/AC.26/2003/18), which momendations were approved by the Governing
Council in decision 199 (S/AC.26/Dec.199 (2003)).

34. As a result of its review, the secretariat ddtet a clerical error was made in the processing
of the claim that warrants correction under arttleof the Rules. Specifically, at the time of the
initial review, the Panel had recommended compe@rsat the amount of USD 7,785.47 for the real
property component of the claimant’s claim for D8/fndividual business) losses. However,
subsequent to the Panel’s initial finding, therlavas transferred from the sixteenth instalment of
category “D” claims to part one of the eighteemtst@lment. During the process of being transferred
the secretariat entered an incorrect amount i#t@base resulting in a nil award for this componen
of the D8/D9 claim.

35. As a result of this clerical error, the Paread hecommended compensation in the amount of
USD 164,541.12or the claimant’'s D8/D9 losses. The secretagaiawed the file and concluded that
the correct amount of compensation recommendeth&D8/D9 losses should have been USD
172,326.59.

3. Kuwait

36. Following an inquiry from the Government of Kaity the secretariat reviewed a claim that
was included in the “Report and recommendationsentgcthe ‘D2’ Panel of Commissioners
concerning the tenth instalment of individual claifar damages above USD 100,000 (category ‘D’
claims)” (S/AC.26/2002/1), which recommendationsevapproved by the Governing Council in
decision 146 (S/AC.26/Dec.146 (2002)).

37. As a result of its review, the secretariat ddlet a clerical error was made in the processing
of the claim that warrants correction under artitleof the Rules. Specifically, the secretariat, i
valuing the tangible property component of themkat’'s claim for D8/D9 (individual business)
losses, entered an incorrect amount in the valuatiorksheet for the claim.

38. As a result of this clerical error, the Pared hecommended USD 46,910.00 for the
claimant’s D8/D9 losses. The secretariat reviethedile and concluded that the evidence provided
by the claimant in support of this claim item iratied that the correct value of the claimant’s Issse
was USD 46,930.76. Accordingly, the claimant sbddwdve been awarded compensation in this
amount.
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39. Following another inquiry from the GovernmehKoawait and as a result of information
provided by the secretariat, the “D1” Panel of Cdssioners reviewed a claim that was included in
the “Report and recommendations made by the ‘DhePaf Commissioners concerning the eleventh
instalment of individual claims for damages abo&DUJ100,000 (category ‘D’ claims)”
(S/AC.26/2002/2), which recommendations were apgildwy the Governing Council in decision 147
(S/AC.26/Dec.147 (2002)).

40. As a result of its review, the Panel conclutted a clerical error was made in the processing
of the claim that warrants correction under artitleof the Rules. Specifically, the secretariat, i
valuing the claimant’s claim for D4 (motor vehicle¥ses, entered an incorrect amount in the
valuation worksheet for the claim.

41. As a result of this clerical error, the Pared hecommended USD 3,561.00 for the claimant’s
D4 losses. The secretariat reviewed the file amttladed that the correct amount of compensation
recommended for the D4 losses should have been13$94.80.

42. Following a further inquiry from the Governmeftuwait, the “D1” Panel of
Commissioners reviewed a claim that was includdatié'Report and recommendations made by the
‘D1’ Panel of Commissioners concerning the thirteeénstalment of individual claims for damages
above USD 100,000 (category ‘D’ claims)” (S/AC.2802/20), which recommendations were
approved by the Governing Council in decision 188\C.26/Dec.165 (2002)).

43. The claim was filed by a claimant who allegesligtained losses in respect of four real
properties that he jointly owned with his businpagner. The claimant and his partner filed sdpara
identical D7 (real property) claims in terms ofdes sustained and amounts claimed. The D7 claims
were for estimated repairs as well as anticipatetat income from commercial property units that
were under construction at the time of Iraq’s in@asnd occupation of Kuwait. Both claimants
acknowledged their respective 50 per cent inteiagdtse four properties and each claimant claimed
only for his 50 per cent share of the asserteceks3Fhey submitted similar documents in support of
their alleged losses. The claim filed by the ckait's partner was reviewed by the Panel and indude
in the “Report and recommendations made by the Bxkiel of Commissioners concerning part two
of the fourth instalment of individual claims foamtages above USD 100,000 (category ‘D’ claims)”
(S/AC.26/2000/11).

44, Upon its review of the request for correctithre secretariat concluded that technical errors
may have been made in the processing of the clathpeesented the request to the Panel for its
consideration at its March 2005 meeting. The Panetluded that clerical and computational errors
were made in the processing of the thirteenth limgat claim that warrant correction under article 4
of the Rules. Specifically, the secretariat, whaluing the thirteenth instalment claim, had appla
incorrect depreciation rate to the evidence pravidesupport of the claim for one of the four
properties and an incorrect assessment score tvittence provided in support of two of the
properties. In addition, the secretariat had faiteidentify the previous decision of the Panel
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concerning the identical claim for the four propestin the related D7 claim submitted by the
claimant’s partner in respect of which the correethodology had been applied.

45, As a result of these clerical and computatienadrs, in its initial review of the claim, the
Panel had recommended compensation in the amow$bf304,971.17 for the claimant’'s D7 losses.
The Panel requested that the secretariat revadueldim and concluded that, in the light of thewabo
and in the light of the revised valuation, the eotramount of compensation recommended for the
claimant’s D7 claim for the four properties shobkl/e been USD 1,261,914.32.

46. Following a further inquiry from the GovernmeftKuwait, the secretariat reviewed a claim
that was included in the “Report and recommendatinade by the ‘D2’ Panel of Commissioners
concerning part one of the sixteenth instalmemaividual claims for damages above USD 100,000
(category ‘D’ claims)” (S/AC.26/2003/9), which reomendations were approved by the Governing
Council in decision 188 (S/AC.26/Dec.188 (2003)).

47. As a result of its review, the secretariat ddtet a clerical error was made in the processing
of the claim that warrants correction under artitleof the Rules. Specifically, the secretariat, i
valuing the claimant’s claim for D4 (personal prapglosses, entered an incorrect amount in the
valuation worksheet for the claim.

48. As a result of this clerical error, the Pared hecommended USD 111,800.14 for the
claimant’s D4 losses. The secretariat revieweditbh@nd concluded that the evidence provided by
the claimant in support of this claim item indighteat the correct value of the claimant’s lossas w
USD 112,241.62. Accordingly, the claimant showddbeen awarded compensation in this amount.

49. Following a further inquiry from the GovernmertKuwait and as a result of information
provided by the secretariat, the “D1” Panel of Cdssioners reviewed a claim that was included in
the “Report and recommendations made by the ‘DhePaf Commissioners concerning part one of
the seventeenth instalment of individual claimsdfamages above USD 100,000 (category ‘D’
claims)” (S/AC.26/2003/17), which recommendatioresevapproved by the Governing Council in
decision 198 (S/AC.26/Dec.198 (2003)).

50. As a result of its review, the Panel conclutied a clerical error was made in the processing
of the claim that warrants correction under artitleof the Rules. Specifically, the secretariat ha
failed to bring to the attention of the Panel thkevant documents that showed the claimant’s
ownership of the property that was the subjectasfdiaim for D7 (real property) losses. On theidas
of the evidence provided by the claimant, the lIssompensable under the category “D”
methodology for D7 losses.

51. As a result of this clerical error, the Parad hecommended a nil award for the claimant’'s D7
losses. The Panel reviewed the file and concltidaidthe correct amount of compensation
recommended for the D7 losses should have been463338.41.

4. Summary
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52. Accordingly, as set forth in table 6 belowisitecommended that the awards for these claims
be corrected. Table 6 identifies the countriexceomed, the instalments to be adjusted, the nuofber
claims affected, and the net effect of the adjustse

Table 6. _Category “D” corrections

Country Instalment Number of claims Amount of net effect
affected (USD)
France Eighth, part two 1 13,022.85
Jordan Eighth, part two 1 (25,311.42)
Eighteenth, part one 1 7,785.47
Tenth 1 20.76
Kuwait Eleventh 1 9,933.80
Thirteenth 1 956,943.1H
Sixteenth, part one 1 441.48
Seventeenth, part one 1 46,388(41
Total 8 1,009,224.5(
53. In summary, the recommended corrections irgeaye’D” concern eight claims submitted by

three Governments resulting in a net increaseefdtal amount awarded of USD 1,009,224.50. Of
these, the total amount awarded for seven clainssingaeased by USD 1,034,535.92 and the total
amount awarded to one claim was decreased by USE12%2. The recommendations with respect
to part two of the eighth, the tenth, the elevetiih,thirteenth, part one of the sixteenth, paet oh
seventeenth and part one of the eighteenth instanod “D” claims, by country and by instalment,
are provided in tables 1 to 8 of annex Ill to tt@port.

II. REQUESTS BY CLAIMANTS FOR ARTICLE 41 CORRECTION

54. During the period under review, the secretaoatinued its review of requests from
Governments and international organizations foremions to claims in categories “D” “E” and “F”,
submitted under article 41 of the Rules. The retpuand the Executive Secretary’s conclusions with
respect to those requests are outlined below.

A. Category “D” claims

55. During the period under review, the secretaeatewed a total of 290 requests from 11
Governments for corrections to claims in categd®y. “The requests and their submitting entities are
set forth in table 1 of annex IV to this reportauhg carefully reviewed all aspects of the regsiest
the Executive Secretary has concluded that no ctwreof the relevant Governing Council decisions
is necessary and that no action pursuant to adiclef the Rules is warranted with regard to the
claims in question.
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B. Cateqgory “E” claims

56. During the period under review, the secretaeaiewed a total of 226 requests from three
Governments for corrections to claims in categd@y. “The requests and the submitting entities are
set forth in table 2 of annex IV to this reportauihg carefully reviewed all aspects of the reggiest
the Executive Secretary has concluded that no ciwreof the relevant Governing Council decisions
is necessary and that no action pursuant to adiclef the Rules is warranted with regard to the
claims in question.

C. Cateqgory “F” claims

57. During the period under review, the secretagatewed one request from one Government
for corrections to two claims in category “F”. Trexjuest and the submitting entity are set forth in
table 3 of annex IV to this report. Having carbfueviewed all aspects of the request, the Exeeulti
Secretary has concluded that no correction ofdglevant Governing Council decisions is necessary
and that no action pursuant to article 41 of theRis warranted with regard to the claims in goest

D. Pending requests for correction

58. In addition, during the period under revieve Hecretariat received two requests for article 41
corrections with respect to claims in category f@m the Government of Sudan and UNDP New
York. The secretariat’s review of the specificmia in question remains ongoing. Details concernin
these requests, and the Executive Secretary’s maenwhations to the Governing Council with respect
thereto will be contained in upcoming article 4fhaes to the Governing Council.



Annex |

S/AC.26/200
Page 13

RECOMMENDED CORRECTIONS CONCERNING CATEGORY “A” CUNMS

1. Based on the recommended corrections reportpdragraphs 2 to 7 of this report, syphe
category “A” claims aggregate corrected awardsnisyalment, per country, are as follows:

5/12

Table 1. Second instalment category “A” claims eotions
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Sri Lanka 77,198,500.00 77,150,500.00 (48,000.00)
Table 2. Third instalment category “A” claims catiens
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Sri Lanka 52,358,500.00 52,328,000,00 (30,500{00)
Table 3. Fourth instalment category “A” claims emtions
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Sri Lanka 69,769,500.00 69,490,500.00 (279,000.D0)
Table 4. Fifth instalment category “A” claims cartiens
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Pakistan 23,062,500.00 23,061,000{00 (1,500,00)
Sri Lanka 69,710,500.00 69,366,500.00 (344,000.00)
able 5. Sixth instalment category “A” claims catiens
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Pakistan 46,421,500.00 46,420,000/00 (1,500(00)
Sri Lanka 35,579,000.00 35,399,000.00 (180,000(00)

2. Based on the above corrections, the reviseg@gtéA” claim total recommended awards by
instalment are as follows:
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Table 6. _Recommended corrected total awards feqgoay “A” claims
Instalment Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Second 642,028,500.00 641,980,500.00 (48,000.p0)
Third 532,061,500.04 532,031,000.00 (30,500.p0)
Fourth 732,708,500.00 732,429,500.00 (279,000.00)
Fifth 773,104,000.0C 772,758,500.00 (345,500.00)
Sixth 316,929,000.04 316,747,500.00 (181,500.00)
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RECOMMENDED CORRECTIONS CONCERNING CATEGORY “C” CILMWS

1.

Based on the recommended corrections reportpdragraphs 8 to 25 of this report, sypha

aggregate corrected awards for category “C” cldisngstalment, per country or submitting entity,

are as follows:

5/12

Table 1. Fourth instalment category “C” claims egtions
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Egypt 124,975,193.71 125,028,536.56 53,342.85
Table 2. Sixth instalment category “C” claims cotrens
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Egypt 99,768,068.30Q 99,994,384.35 226,316/05
Table 3. Seventh instalment category “C” claimgections
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Egypt 231,668,132.74 231,703,806.43 35,673.71
Kuwait 789,216,458.99 789,188,777.833 (27,681.66)
Table 4. Late-filed category “A” and category “dains instalment corrections
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Sri Lanka 232,217.03 232,609.17 392.14
Table 5. Third instalment category “C” Palestiniate claims corrections
Submitting entity Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Palestine 28,967,507.74 28,968,925.86 1,418/12
Table 6. Fourth instalment category “C” Palestinge claims corrections
Submitting entity Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Palestine 70,091,413.17 70,095,001.19 3,588)02
2. Based on the above corrections, the revisegogtéC” claims total recommended awards by

instalment are as follows:
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Table 7. _Recommended corrected total awards fegoay “C” claims
Instalment Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Fourth 654,954,029.26 655,007,372. 53,342,85
Sixth 770,615,370.94 770,841,686. 226,316.05
Seventh 1,936,396,182.03 1,936,404,174. 7,992.05
Late-filed category “A”
and category “C” claims 7,752,162.04 7,752,554.1 392.14
Third Palestinian late
claims 28,967,507.74 28,968,925.9 1,418/12
Fourth Palestinian late
claims 70,091,413.17 70,095,001.1 3,588/02
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RECOMMENDED CORRECTIONS CONCERNING CATEGORY “D” CUNS

1.

Based on the recommended corrections reportpdragraphs 26 to 53 of this report, supina

aggregate corrected awards for category “D” cldipninstalment, per country, are as follows:

Table 1. Part two of the eighth instalment cated®yclaims corrections
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
France 0.00 13,022.85 13,022.85
Jordan 399,302.00 373,990.58 (25,311.42)
Table 2. Tenth instalment category “D” claims coti@ns
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Kuwait 281,561,472.1% 281,561,492.91 20{76
Table 3. Eleventh instalment category “D” claimsreotions
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Kuwait 119,003,582.54 119,013,516.34 9,933.80
Table 4. Thirteenth instalment category “D” claiomgrections
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Kuwait 135,846,426.69 136,803,369.84 956,943.15
Table 5. Part one of the sixteenth instalment eatetD” claims corrections
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Kuwait 66,142,701.19 66,143,142.67 44148
Table 6. Part one of the seventeenth instalmergoay “D” claims corrections
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Kuwait 93,829,178.17 93,875,566.58 46,388/41
Table 7. Part one of the eighteenth instalmenigoate‘D” claims corrections
Country Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)
Jordan 11,001,626.36 11,009,411,83 7,785.47
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2. Based on the above corrections, the revisedjogtéD” claim total recommended awards by
instalment are as follows:

Table 8. Recommended corrected total awards fegoay “D” claims

Instalment Previous total award Corrected total award Amount of net effect
(USD) (USD) (USD)

Eighth, part two 32,843,165.17 32,830,876(60 (12788
Tenth 281,561,472.15 281,561,492,91 20.76
Eleventh 172,377,669.19 172,387,602|99 9,933.80
Thirteenth 150,100,482.74 151,057,425|89 956,948.15
Sixteenth, part one 81,331,513.17 81,331,954.65 4841
Seventeenth, part one 111,894,432.92 111,940,821.33 46,388.41
Eighteenth, part one 83,823,300.71 83,831,086.18 8547
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1. As reported in paragraph 55 of this report, aughie secretariat has continued its review of
requests from Governments for corrections to clamtategory “D” submitted under article 41 of the

Rules. The requests reviewed by country, dateaquiest and instalment are as follows:

Table 1. _Category “D” requests for correction reee
Country Date of request Number of Instalment Governing
claims Council decision
Canada 29 May 2002 1 Second, part two 59
Egypt 10 September 2002 1 Twelfth, part one 155
Egypt 27 December 2004 1 Nineteenth, part twp 221
Egypt 28 February 2005 1 Eighteenth, part three 228
India 19 May 2003 1 Fifteenth, part one 175
India 5 November 2003 1 Fifteenth, part one 175
India 12 January 2004 1 Twelfth, part two 181
India 14 January 2004 1 Twelfth, part two 181
India 2 March 2004 1 Fifteenth, part one 175
India 2 September 2004 1 Fourth, part one 81
Italy 12 March 2001 1 Seventh 111
Italy 31 October 2002 1 Seventh 111
Jordan 13 June 2002 2 Eighth, partone |125
Jordan 13 June 2002 1 Eighth, part two 141
Jordan 3 October 2002 1 Sixteenth, part two 214
Jordan 5 May 2003 1 Twelfth, part two 181
Jordan 8 June 2003 1 Twelfth, part two 181
Jordan 21 August 2003 1 Sixteenth, part one 188
Jordan 9 March 2004 1 Seventeenth, partgne 198
Jordan 18 May 2004 1 Seventeenth, parttwo 215
Jordan 13 September 2004 1 Sixteenth, part twq 214
Jordan 27 September 2004 1 Eighteenth, part two 220
Jordan 28 September 2004 1 Nineteenth, part two 1 22
Jordan 10 October 2004 1 Seventeenth, parttwo 215
Jordan 1 December 2004 1 Eighteenth, part two 220
Jordan 28 December 2004 1 Eighteenth, part two 220
Jordan 19 January 2005 1 Eleventh 147
Jordan 27 January 2005 1 Nineteenth, part thf@29
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Country Date of request Number of Instalment Governing
claims Council decision

Jordan 1 February 2005 1 Eighteenth, part three| 228
Kuwait 8 June 2002 1 Tenth 146
Kuwait 14 December 2002 1 Third 68
Kuwait 27 January 2003 1 Tenth 146
Kuwait 27 January 2003 1 Twelfth, part one 155
Kuwait 27 January 2003 1 Thirteenth 165
Kuwait 4 June 2003 1 Twelfth, part two 181
Kuwait 29 December 2003 3 Fourth, part one 81
Kuwait 29 December 2003 1 Sixth 110
Kuwait 29 December 2003 1 Eighth, part two 141
Kuwait 29 December 2003 2 Eleventh 147
Kuwait 29 December 2003 5 Twelfth, part two 181
Kuwait 29 December 2003 2 Thirteenth 165
Kuwait 29 December 2003 2 Fourteenth, part ong 66 1
Kuwait 29 December 2003 1 Fourteenth, part twp 86 1
Kuwait 29 December 2003 8 Fifteenth, part one 517
Kuwait 29 December 2003 7 Fifteenth, part two 718
Kuwait 29 December 2003 6 Sixteenth, partone| 8 18
Kuwait 29 December 2003 3 Seventeenth, part qri®8
Kuwait 29 December 2003 1 Eighteenth, partone 9 19
Kuwait 31 December 2003 1 Fifteenth, part one 517
Kuwait 17 March 2004 14 Seventeenth, part ong98
Kuwait 17 March 2004 11 Eighteenth, part one 199
Kuwait 17 March 2004 26 Nineteenth, part one 208
Kuwait 23 June 2004 18 Sixteenth, part two 214
Kuwait 23 June 2004 24 Seventeenth, parttivo 215
Kuwait 23 June 2004 15 Nineteenth, part one 208
Kuwait 11 September 2004 Twelfth, part one 155
Kuwait 11 September 2004 Sixteenth, part two| 14 2
Kuwait 11 September 2004 Seventeenth, part tva15
Kuwait 4 January 2005 1 Sixteenth, part two 214
Kuwait 4 January 2005 28 Eighteenth, part two 220
Kuwait 4 January 2005 1 Nineteenth, part one 208
Kuwait 4 January 2005 43 Nineteenth, part twp 1 22
Pakistan 19 September 2002, 1 Eighth, part two 141
Pakistan 22 October 2002 1 Eighth, part one 125
Syrian Arab Republic 29 December 2003 1 Twelftrt two 181
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Country Date of request Number of Instalment Governing
claims Council decision
Syrian Arab Republic 29 December 2003 1 Fouttegrart two 186
United Kingdom 19 January 2005 1 Eighteenth, {haete | 228
United States 30 December 2003 1 Fifth 97
United States 20 January 2004 1 Fourth, pat on 81
Yemen 30 June 2004 1 Nineteenth, part one 208
Yemen 2 February 2005 14 Nineteenth, parttwp 1 22
Total 290

2. As reported in paragraph 56 of this report, aughie secretariat has continued its review of
requests from Governments for corrections to clamtategory “E” submitted under article 41 of the
Rules. The requests reviewed by country, dateaquiest and instalment are as follows:

Table 2. Category “E” requests for correction rexed

Country Date of request | Number of | Subcategory Instalment Governing
claims Council decision

Jordan 2 August 2004 1 E4 Cfgemcsiar'e‘;‘g?['appi”g 173
Kuwait 29 December 2008 3 E4 First 63
Kuwait 29 December 2008 6 E4 Second 77
Kuwait 29 December 2008 10 E4 Fourth 78
Kuwait 29 December 2008 6 E4 Fifth 92
Kuwait 29 December 2008 9 E4 Sixth 93
Kuwait 29 December 2008 17 E4 Seventh 94
Kuwait 29 December 2008 8 E4 Eighth 107
Kuwait 29 December 2008 3 E4 Ninth 129
Kuwait 29 December 2008 3 E4 Tenth 108
Kuwait 29 December 2008 4 E4 Eleventh 130
Kuwait 29 December 2008 7 E4 Twelfth 118
Kuwait 29 December 2008 16 E4 Fourteenth 138
Kuwait 29 December 2008 4 E4 Seventeenth 162
Kuwait 29 December 2008 7 E4 Nineteenth 149
Kuwait 29 December 2008 4 E4 Twenty-first 184
Kuwait 29 December 2008 2 E4 Twenty-second 169
Kuwait 29 December 2008 2 E4 Twenty-fourth 170
Kuwait 29 December 2008 28 E4 Twenty-fifth 203
Kuwait 29 December 2008 19 E4 Twenty-sixth 204
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Country Date of request | Number of | Subcategory Instalment Governing
claims Council decision
Kuwait 30 December 2008 5 E4 Second 77
Kuwait 30 December 2008 2 E4 Fourth 78
Kuwait 30 December 2008 3 E4 Sixth 93
Kuwait 30 December 2008 2 E4 Seventh 94
Kuwait 30 December 2008 1 E4 Eighth 107
Kuwait 30 December 2008 1 E4 Ninth 129
Kuwait 30 December 2008 1 E4 Tenth 108
Kuwait 30 December 2008 2 E4 Twelfth 118
Kuwait 30 December 2008 3 E4 Fourteenth 138
Kuwait 30 December 2008 1 E4 Seventeenth 162
Kuwait 30 December 2008 2 E4 Twenty-first 184
Kuwait 30 December 2008 7 E4 Twenty-second 169
Kuwait 30 December 2008 1 E4 Twenty-fourth 170
Kuwait 19 February 2004 1 E4 First 63
Kuwait 19 February 2004 1 E4 Fifth 92
Kuwait 14 March 2004 15 E4 Twenty-fifth 203
Kuwait 14 March 2004 18 E4 Twenty-sixth 204
Poland 4 June 2004 1 E2 Fourth 87
Total 226

3. As reported in paragraph 57 of this report, guiile secretariat has continued its review of

requests from Governments for corrections to claimtategory “F” submitted under article 41 of the

Rules. The requests reviewed by country, dateguest and instalment are as follows:

Table 3. _Category “F” requests for correction rexgd
Country Date of request | Number of | Subcategory Instalment Governing
claims Council decision
Kuwait 11 June 2005 2 F4 Fourth, part one 234
Total 2




Annex V

ARTICLE 41 CORRECTIONS TO CLAIMS AWARDS (UP TO THHFTY-SIXTH SESSION OF THE GOVERNING COUNCIL)

Category A Category B Category C Category D Category E Category F Total
Net Number of
Net Number|Net correctionNumber o Net correctionNumber o] Net corr ection Number Net Number Net Number o _ claims
Report | - rection fo ) ) : i correction : correction : _corrections for ¢ rrected in
catedo of claims for category | claims | for category| claims | for category |of claims for catedo of claims for cateqor claims | categories A, B, categories
9 corrected (USD) corrected|  (USD) corrected (USD) correcteqg 9 corrected 99 corrected C D EandF J
USD USD (USD A . B,.C,D.E
USD and F

A(6) panel

report (6,439,500.00) 2,575 - - - - - - - - - - (6,439,500.00) 2,575

B(2.2) pane

report - - (12,500.00 34 - - - - - - - - (12,500.00 37
B(3) panel

report - - 110,000.0 10° - - - - - - - - 110,000.00 10°
C(4) panel

report - - - - (1,922.00 49 - - - - - - (1,922.00 49
C(5) panel

report - - - - (77,190.00 6 - - - - - - (77,190.00 6
C(6) panel

report - - - - 72,685.0( 15 - - - - - - 72,685.0 15
D(5) panel

report - - - - - - (2,646.81 7 - - - - (2,646.81 7
D(7) panel

report - - - - - - (38,836.21 13 - - - - (38,836.21 13
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Category A Category B Category C Category D Category E Category F Total
Net Number of
Net Number|Net correctionNumber oi Net correctionNumber o] Net corr ection Number Net Number Net Number o _ claims
Report | rection fo ) ) : i correction : correction : _corrections for ¢ rrected in
catedo of claims for category | claims | for category| claims | for category |of claims for catedo of claims for cateqor claims | categories A, B, categories
9 corrected (USD) corrected|  (USD) corrected (USD) correcteqg 9 corrected 99 corrected C D EandF d
UsD USD (USD A, B,C,D,E
USD and F
D1 (9.1)
panel report - - - - - 103,532.16 4 - - - 103,532.16 4
Special D
panel report - - - - -l (13,283,441.51) 426 - - -l (13,283,441.51) 426
E3(10)
panel report - - - - - - - 325,850.00 - - 325,850.00 1
E4(3) panel
report - - - - - - - 536,513.00 - - 536,513.00 3
Article
41(1) report (5,500.00 10 - - - - - - - - (5,500.00 10
Article
41(2) report (49,000.00 16 - - - - - - - - (49,000.00 16
Article
41(3) report 1,500.00 4 - - - - - - - - 1,500.0( 4
Article
41(4) report (83,000.00 19 - - - - - - - - (83,000.00 19
Article
41(5) report (18,500.00 5 - - - - - - - - (18,500.00 5
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Category A Category B Category C Category D Category E Category F Total
Net Number of
R Net | \umber Net tionNumber of Net tionNumber of Net tion Numb Net 1 \umb Nt umb - claims
umber| Net correctionNumber of Net correctionNumber of Net corr ection Number umber umber o ;
Report | . rection fo X X : X correction : correction : _corrections for ¢ rected in
‘ of claims for category | claims | for category| claims | for category |of clalmsf ‘ of clalmsf ‘ claims | cateqories A. B teqori
category or category or category caleqgones A, B, ¢4 egories
correcteg (USD) corrected (USD) corrected (USD) corrected corrected corrected) ¢ p EandF
USD USD - (USD - A,B,C,D,B
USD and F
Article
41(6) report| 15,867,500.00 10,757 - - - - - - - - 15,867,500.00 10,757
Article
41(7) report| (6,975,500.00) 3,385 - - - - - - - - (6,975,500.00) 3,385
Article
41(8) report| (7,806,000.00) 4,385 - -| 70,613,604.05 23,282 - - - - 62,807,604.05 27,667
Article
41(9) report| (4,136,500.00) 1,062 - - 5,278,142.15 1,730 - - - - 1,141,642.15 2,792
Article
41(10)
report (1,446,000.00) 364 - - 3,168,018.90 467 - - - - 1,722,018.90 831
Article
41(11)
report (1,358,500.00) 370 - - - - - - - - (1,358,500.00) 370
Article
41(12)
report (112,000.00 26 - - 613,498.37 40 - - - - 501,498.37 66
Article
41(13)
report (55,500.00 40 - - (102,863.22 27 - - - - (158,363.22 67
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Category A Category B Category C Category D Category E Category F Total
Net Number of
R Net | \umber Net tionNumber of Net tionNumber of Net tion Numb Net 1 \umb Nt umb claims
umber| Net correctionNumber of Net correctionNumber of Net corr ection Number umber umber o ;
Report | . rection fo X X : X correction : correction : _corrections for ¢ rected in
‘ of claims for category| claims | for category| claims for category | of clalmsf ‘ of claims ; ‘ claims categories A, B ‘ .
category or category ~ | forcategory ~ ' categories
correcteg (USD) corrected (USD) corrected (USD) corrected corrected corrected) ¢ p EandF
USD USD - (USD - A,B,C,D,B
USD and F
Article
41(14)
report (8,000.00 31 - -/ 5,580,355.48 625 103,532.16 4 - - - - 5,675,887.64 660
Article
41(15)
report (10,500.00 19 - - - - (57.66 6|  (7,264.37 1 - - (17,822.03 26
Article
41(16)
report 142,000.0 73 - - 453,162.71 54 - - - - - - 595,162.71 127
Article
41(17)
report 707,500.0 446 - - 77,461.07 6 - - - - - - 784,961.07 452
Article
41(18)
report 119,500.00 77 - - - - - - (43,413 1 - - 76,087 78
Article
41(19)
report 154,000.00 55 - - 46,976.14 6 400,986.95 6 - - - - 601,963.09 67
Article
41(20)
report 3,739,500.00 1,896 - - 53,342.8% 1 - - - - - - 3,792,842.85 1,897
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Category A Category B Category C Category D Category E Category F Total
Net Number of
R Net | \umber Net tionNumber of Net tionNumber of Net tion Numb Net 1 \umb Nt umb claims
umber| Net correctionNumber of Net correctionNumber of Net corr ection Number umber umber o ;
Report | . rrection fo ) ) : i correction : correction : _corrections for ¢ rrected in
‘ of claims for category| claims | for category| claims for category | of clalmsf ‘ of claims ; ‘ claims categories A, B ; .
category or category ~ | forcategory ~ ' categories
corrected  (USD) corrected|  (USD) corrected (USD) correcteqg corrected corrected) ¢ p EandF
USD USD (USD A,B,C,D,B
USD and F
Article
41(21)
report 1,157,500 688 - - - - - - - - 1,157,500.00 688
Article
41(22)
report 4,419,000.00 2,730 - - - - - - - - 4,419,000.00 2,730
Article
41(23)
report 44,500.0( 20 - - 161,331.14 15 12,411.6 (48,653.00 - - 169,589.74 43
Article
41(24)
report (3,911,000 981 - - 78,646.7¢ 12 93,543.5¢ - - - (3,738,809.68) 996
Article
41(25)
report (11,958,000 3,002 - - 1,033,956.47 617 (9,788 - - -/ (10,933,831.53) 3620
Article
41(26)
report (176,500 47 - - (4,625.19 1 (35,854.67 - - - (216,979.86 49
Article
41(27)
report (21,500 19 - - (4,435.28 32 - - - - (25,935.28 51
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Category A Category B Category C Category D Category E Category F Total
Net Number of
R Net | \umber Net tionNumber of Net tionNumber of Net tion Numb Net 1 \umb Nt umb claims
umber| Net correctionNumber of Net correctionNumber of Net corr ection Number umber umber o ;
Report | . rection fo X X : X correction : correction : _corrections for ¢ rected in
‘ of claims for category | claims | for category| claims | for category |of clalmsf ‘ of clalmsf ‘ claims | cateqories A. B teqori
category or category or category caleqgones A, B, ¢4 egories
correcteg (USD) corrected (USD) corrected (USD) corrected corrected corrected) ¢ p EandF
USD USD - (USD - A,B,C,D,B
USD and F
Article
41(28)
report (17,000 10 - - (643,080.71 40 132,837.45 7 - - - (527,243.26 57
Article
41(29)
report (384,500 104 - - 2,431,846.73 342 65,197.89 8 - - - 2,112,544.62 454
Article
41(30)
report (106,000 56 - - (135,259.01 22 2,293477.06 6 1,227,025 1| (2,552,000 727,243.05 87
Total (18,726,000) 33,272 97,500.0(¢ 13| 88,693,652.41 27,389 (10,165,106.03) 493 1,990,057.63 14| (2,552,000 59,338,104.0F 61,183

& Number of consolidated claim submissions, as coené@y the panel report.

® Number of consolidated claim submissions, as cgenvén the panel report.
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