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for 1*.iolating the sovereignty of any of the parties, partic,:l.:riy as
the respect for sovereignty mentioned in the Agreement must be balanced
agaiii :31. the AgrcemenL's equally important provisions for freec:ora of
movement.

The Ca.-iadian position, hoxever, is that the nature of the dutics
being performed by ICCS officers in this case is irrelevant iand that the
Parties to the l:,reement were bou.zd to treat the~ as diplc . .atic agents
under :urticle 12 "crhile carrying out their tasks". The Car.adi.an Got•errr-
ment, in agreeing to take part in the Ccr.ntifssio:i, specifiçall~• informPd
Oz., Parties, includ-ng the F :.û, that "~xith resçect to Article 12 o f
tl .e Protocol conce:ning the International Co=zissicr. of Control and
,; nper•rision, Canada will regard its nationals serving on the International
û_mm.ission to be at all tir..es carrying out their tasks durinF theÿ
6Fmice in Viet-Nam with the International Commssicn". Article 29 of
the 1961 Vi e.7na Convention on Diplomatic Relations, i:aich is the inter-
national ca~.^►unity's generally accepted position on the subject, says
"The person of a diplomatic agent shall be involable . He shall not be
liable to any foini of arrest or detention . The receiving state shall
treat him with due respect and s~zll take all appropriate steps to
prevent any attack on his perscn, freedom or di gnity" . Consscr-;~;ntl,y, the
Party to the Agreement cor.cerned had an obligation to ta}:e all necessar~•
rpas•,lrea to rP1ease the ICCS personnel concerned as soon as it was
assured that they were, in fact, ICCS parse:inel. This the rlG ,.,an!..eJU,V
failed to do and accordingly is in violation of Article 18 of the Agree-
ment and Articlcs 10 and 12 of the Protocol concerning the International
Co=ission of Control and S.tpervision .
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