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There is the sharp distinction betl,een the rationale for granting diplornatic

status based on functionai necessit,v and the practice of personal advantages

sought and gained through diplomatic immunit-r,. These practices of abuse are

contraq.,'nith the uplifting of the said rationale. \,\,,hiie manY countries have

both signeei and ratified the Vir:nna Convention on Diplornatic Reiations o1'

i96i (YCDR), which is seen as an incorporation oj: tire customarv interna-

tionai iarr.s on the subiect, there ar6: some grav areas which have beeri contin-

uoush,abusive. The i.mmunitr- granted tor the ciiplomatic mission and lbr the

dipiomatic bag has been the most abuse<i in the contemporarv practices. Using

a comparative method by anall,sing the lalvs and pi'a;tices of Sri Lanka, India

and South Africa this research endeavours to lind ihe paradox of the iaw and

practices. While reforms from isolating abusive countries to creating funds to

compensate the victims have been suggested, at the practical level none of these

solutions have workeci and some have not even been tried out. While there are

instances of abuse, no countrv has ever doubted the importance of the VCDR

on the subject and many attempt to reduce the instances of abuse of diplomat-

ic immunities. The VCDR being a treaq'based international legal instrument

needs refbrm to rernove the paradoxical phenomena created by state practices

and creating of a separate insurance fund has been the most talked about re-

form in ceasing diplomatic abuse.
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