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92. It ivl3. be noted fromx the tables that:-
(a) both the Vietnam.ýesü FOOPlets Voluateers/n'PathetLao" and the ïranco-Laotian aides raîled tokeop to the schedule of release. Up to 1OthOctober, 1954 the V'ietnanieae Peoplets Volunteers/"Pathet Lao" aide had releaaed 350 prisoners ofvar and civil internees ifl8tead of 716 asproniiaed by them. Si-milarly, the Franoo-Laotîanaide Foleaaed 173 instead of 210 prIsoners ofwar and civil internees;

(b) each PaIcrty claimed that the other had a greaternumber of prisoners of war and civil interneesthan It actually adattted. This was Mostglaring ln the case of Laotiens Presumed to behold by the Vietnaznese Feoplefs Volunteers/"P~athet Lao" aide (sa Table II)» Sim.ilardiver,-oncies mnay also be noted in Table III;
(c> tho Franco-Laotian aide accused the VietniameaePeople's Volunteers/nPathet Lao" aide ofholding 703 Laotien civil internees. TheV'ietnainese People's Voluniteers/"?athet Lao"aide» on the other hand, denied biavIng heldany civil internees at any tiniet

93, The situation was rendered confused by the Prisro1
claims which the v'ranco-Laotiari aide forwiarded subsequent or LaO~.to the agreement of 27th Septeniber, 1954. The tiret one, Natiof>dated 21t S'.eptenuber, 1954 gave precise figures, aocordîngto each province, of the Laotiaen civil internes allegedta bc held by the Yietnainese People's Voluateers/ PathtLaoc" aide. 'But the total. number of' civil Internees (557)given in thia docunent was leas than thq±t (703) given byt he ?raz1oo-Laotiain side on Z3rd zeptcriber, 1954.rhis figuare was Increused to 758 on lgth ôctober, 1954 ina second document an,,d Cralîy to 900 as given iln a documentor ZOth Decemiber, 1954., The most sîgnificant rise vas Initho case o? the province of X.ieng Khouang where the F'ranco-Laotian figures wiont up froni 28 to 187. lha saIne documnejtof ZOth Deéember, 1954 brought Up the number o? Laotienprisonera of war to 999.

94. The Vietnamose POOPlets Volunxteera/nPathet Lao" PrisO11Orand Francoo..ùotian figures, 606 and 177 reapectivehy or WatXreadigthe French Uinprisoners or war and civil Civil 0
internees hoever 1emained the ame as before and no inter'battempt vas made by the latter ta claim the addltîonal cf e!IAFrench Union prisoners of war and Civil Internees offered Unil-by the former. As a possible explanation or this divergencetthe Franco-Laotian Delegation stated et the meeting o? theInternational Commission with the Joint Commission on 29thlSeptember, that during the war there were several mobilegroupa whlch came f rom South Vietnam, North Vietnam andCentral Vietnam whioh fought ln Laos and bast certain menwyho were talcen prisoners but Ivithin units which did notbelong to Laotian Forces. They added that that vasprobably the reason why the other Party vas handing overmore prisoners thazi the Fra-noo-Laotîan aide had olaime4,In tact, tovards the end o? September, 1954 the Frano-.Laotien Delegation had requested the Yietnamese People'sVolu.nteers/iiPathet Lao" Delegation to ha-ad over 400prisoners o? ivar who were captured In Laos but belonge.actually to the French Army in Vietnam.


