the ‘existence of aggression in the -1 ght of all the circum=
stanceswsurrounding a particular-cise, A definition of
aggression would call for assessing the blame concomi tantly

be vital for the maintenance of international peace, A defi-
nition might, where immediate action were necessary and
actually fortheoming, result in the competent organ of the
United Nations treating in a precipitate manner the question
of who was the aggressor and might even result in a wrong
determination of the question. In some cases it may not even
be politic to attempt to determine who is the aggressor while
tempers are still hot. While, of course, aggression ought
not to go unchastised, determining who is the aggressor ought
not to impede the United Nations in maintaining internationail
Peace ang security. 1In this age,when a spread of hostilities
Would threaten the whole world with catastrophe, the all-

There are other objections; of course; which apply
in varying degrees to the various definitions, Most defini-
Ons seem in their turn to use terms which would be required
%o be defined themselves. Since it is impossible to cover
811 cases in an énumerative or mixed type of definition,

*umerated, In similar vein, such a definition would be
$@pable, in some instances, of being used to support a plea of
Jnatification where a particular act might not be comprehended
n the four corners of the definition, and so could con=
:‘1Vably encourage rather than discourage a state bent on
.hgll'essio o A general definition, on the other hand, would
ely to do no more than duplicate existing provisions

€reement on whether and how aggression should be defined,
o t also, for reasons already suggested, that a defi-
OppeOR might well hamper rather than assist the competent
De of the United Nations in preserving or restoring the
In the circumstances it seems to my delegation that
discussion of this question == for the time being,
ate -~ should be set aside, I am mindful that some
ons do consider that it would adversely affect the
y -8 of the Committee and the General Assembly to do no more
Postpone the consideration of the question for several
* I wonder if we are not more likely to bring discredit
Organization by continuously spending effort, time
‘“nﬂy on a project which, given present circumstances,
TS on a1l the evidence to be unlikely to be successful,

My delegation can see no utility in referring the
ol back to yet another special committee, We also

der that we should not complicate the good work of the
tional Law Commission by again referring the question




