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of' the Geneva Confcrenco under Article 42 that its activitics
had beon hindered in this case, .

T The position with regard to the implomentation ol

the Commissionts Peccommendations by the Government of tho

Republie of Viet-Nam during tho period undor reviecw and the

rosition with regard to the recommendations pending implemen-
tation at the time orf the Seventh Interim Report (vide para-
graph 23_of the Seventh Interim Report) remaihed unchangod,
18, With reference to paragraph 30 of the Seventh Intorim
Report, the Commission, during the period under review, for-
Wardoed for comments to the High Command of the P,A.V.N, 316
Potitions from QUYNH LUU Distriect in North Vict-Nam attracting
- the residual categorios of Article 1 (d), referred to in para-
&raph 22 of the Fourth Interim Roport, and 669 petitions in
- Which it was allcgod that the petitioners who had applied ror
”  Dermits to go to the South wore not given any permits but Tfrom
| Which it waw not clear whether the applications had boon mado

§f~b°f0re or alfter July 20, 1955, The comments of the High Com-

£ Mend ape awvaited. The romaining potitions mado miscellaneous

‘llegations agalnst one Party or tho othor and did not attract

8ny DProvisions of the Agrecoment,
. The Commission was not able to depioy Mobile Team 110
lavestigato complaints under Article 14(d), roferred to in
8graph 29 of the Seventh Interim Report, as the Governmcent
tho Republic of Viet-Nam did not glve its concurrence,

There was no progross during the poriod under reviow
Aing tho scttlement of rcsidual cases under Article 1(a)
BG4 111 paragraph 27 of tha Sevasth Thterie Report,



