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11. Both Parties repJlied to the Commission byr the.

prei'cribed date. In their rirst replies both Parties

were generS.lly prepared to accept the resolutiori

altli»igh each made a number of' observations about t he.

contents and either gave their own interpretation 
of' what

the ResolutioZl vas intede to mean or made suggestions

for aiuendiflg the Resolutiol. The Commission did not

consider it desirable to alter the Resolution in any way

or to iriterpret its clauses in a mariner te suit either

one or the other Party. In accordance with this view

the. 'wo Parties were inX'ormed that the Reso1l1tion woUld

,tan as it was and they~ were reqtaesteâ agaiIi to accept

-te"*8eoltiofl ini its entirety as it stood . The Pathet

Lo rep11.4 on 31 Decewber, 1953 aocepting the Resol1tioll

lantto.9he Royal Government replied on 6 January, 1956,
aceeptn the Resolutiofl but again reiterated their

point of v iew regarding the interàâtation of the. differen

documents (TeRangoon Agreement and the. Minutes~ of 28
Octber 155) wii h ad been mepntioedin the Resolu.tiQfl'

TheComisson n rcit of' thesereplies of the two
Pariesautoried he iliaryComittee to meet the

repesetatvsof hetwo Paries and take turther actioni
toad i.mplm ing the Reso.uti.Ol

12',. On 10> Janu&ry', 1956, the. Xflitary Commttee
met the. two Parties and requ1ested tiie4 t submit hr
proposais duly marked on prpit ap hwn h
demarcatiQf line and the neutral] zones.

Ï3. Te mas receved from the. Pathet Lao tallie4
.wih te stins ake bythm in th Joint Minutes

of o'otpobe 1955 Te map rae-eve from the Royal
Govrnen eýfrèdfr heViws~ ex esd in the

ftun


