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Oh previaus occa'sionso when, the definition'oltaggressjori has been -discssed In this Commttee* the CanadianDe1êgationbas voiced Its doubts concernîng the poàssibility ofgenierai agreement being reached on any one definition and itbas questioned the desirabî1±ty, in the present. international8tmospere at least, of'dIiin aggression.

In saying this 1 amn fuUly avare that a zajority of.deegtinshave in the past Iavoured defî1xning aggress4oQ. 1eeb aidly remInd this Comuxntteee hovever, of the long and'dta&i10d consideratîon which bas been giveXi this questionVltoutany reai progress, in this Comittee and e1sewhereàbengmdi the.dîectïon of any one defînition.0 This
-14haPY eperenc,, think,, points to the conclusion thatIt Probably is inot possîUb.e, at least in ixmediate circum'-etallesi to defiîpe aggressïon - possible, that is, in the

30Ieof drafting one .de±initi on vbi ch would be gener'al1yaOlePtbleto members of the organzatlon. In this connectioni.t-ýrOu1d seem be7ond question that any deftinition, to have anyý'ann2at all,would bave to be agz'eed to by the permanientr9eibrâof' the Becurity Council, and by at least a tV0o'tbirds
n1'CitY of the {Ienerai Asseml. Let us revîew the question

J-J ths lght,,

Mr,, Chairmaen., as vo ail 1cnow this question fii'atOaebe±'ore this Orgaxization In 1950 vhen it vas introduoedby th .S.R, The Generaj. Assembly t1hat year paused thequesionto the International Law Commission whIîçb deait withlt:r 1951 anid reported bac1k to the Ooner'al Assembly tsameearthat It could not avre on any one defî tion,,Th
tOf the International Law Comissîon was dcussed in~



decided unanîmously not to put them to a vote. The question
came before the Sixth Commttee for the third time la 1954à,and 17 more meetings vere given over to discussing-it.- Aaothe3'
special cominittee comprIsing 19 member states- îvas set up and
reguested to subm.lt a detailed report, followed by a draft
definition, to the Eleventh Session of the General Assembly.
This ComxnIttee had before it some 15 draft definitions or
suggestions but despIte the fa-ct ttiat the Assembly had re-
quested the Committee -and here I quote the Assembly resolu-
tion -- '"to subînIt a report followed by a definitionuo the
Committee decided not to vote on the draft definitionsbefore
it. Preswnably, this decision ar>ose because no one of the 15
suggestions set out In the armex of the Commîtteegs report va$
acceptable to a majority of the ComznIttee, At the Eleventh
Session the question vas postponed to the Twelfth Session.
Nov, for the fourth time, this Cominitteeis discussing the
question and bids fair to spend a large.portion of î its timeon th±s question0, The same pattern of cUisagreement Is deve-
lopîag as bas deve1oped on previous occasions in thisConittee and in the special conmittees,

Mr., Chairman, I realize that the tact of lengthyconsideration -- and both the Leagiae of Natîioxs and the UnitedNatiorns have Indeed given that to this question - does o
necessarUly 4î.d±cte that It is not possible to >de1fiae aggeo
sion, The developnent ef International. Law îs ncessarîXYt
slow pro cess, but if one examines the record of disagreemn
On th4s subJect, i1t Is ditticuit te avoid concludiing that asinigle defîinton cazot ba ev olved vbi 3,h would commianid ageneraj. aeetance in this Commtteea, I should 11k. to inerje ct here that udoubted3ly the studîes wbic hb ave been caMd
eut w411 b. a signifi cant contributîoni to inerntional le
lîteraturae. Bt Ivoder, X' ie have anot reached the stgeaivhich any fuwther studîes woigd ba purely repetitive? I do
niot In apnr sense wish to detract $rom the Zratîtude due te Othose ivho have conducted thesa studies, and In particu4arp
1 should 1llke te express Our speîa appreciatc>a to pz'ofes
R5'ing, the authez' of the report nov betore us, I do thnkhowever., as I have just suggested, that no turther usetulpurpoe caa b. served by pursuing this qustion turther, atlatfor the lime belng,
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the ternis aio those which had been pxrOposedwauld llnit thedîscretion of the-coznpetent Uriited Nations organs to deterniînethe' exiîstence-of aggressîon in-the lIght ofail~ the circum-stances.surrounding a particular case, A"deftiînaaggressj.On'would oeil for assessîng the blame cloon1jtantJywith decidîng upon the acti.oniîequîred to pr"eserve the peace.This zight encourage disagreement withj.n the campetent organOf the United Rations, thus delaYlng action Which mrlght ve1Jbe vital for the maintenne ai internatonal~ peaS ceA defi-.anitJo- mightj where Immediate action were necessary and 'actua]jy forthcomî4ng, result in the calnPetent organ oi theUnil~ted Nations treatîng in a Piecîpîtate mnarner the questionai ~Who was the.aggressar and. might even resuit, in a wrangdetemnatîo of the question0 ý In same cases it may not eveTibe p'oltlc ta attempt ta deter*mine who is the'aggressor whiLetenipers are stili hot,, Whîe, af course, aggr ssion ought'flot ta go unchastiseds determinj.ng Who is th gres outflot ta Impede the United Nations in maintaîning internationalPeace and security. In this age, when a spread ai hostilitiesWould threaten the Whole world w.tth catastrphe h lImportant first step îaý that the TJie Ntions, te al ttake quick.y effective action aimed at restoring the peace.1 think for the reasans zentianied that a definition aiaggressiOn znight hoîd dangers for achievîng this end. Thesear'e the Most Important objections in.the view ai My delegatianta the variaus derinitions ai aggression which have beenPi'Oposed,0

Thiere are other abjections,, af course» which apply1 v'ary-ing degrees ta the variaus deiinitons,, Most derfi.itiOnls seeni in their turn ta use terms vhich wauld be requiredta be defined theniselves. Sinice it is Impossible ta caver&Icases in an enumerative or mi.xed type ar definitian^,th1eee w-ould always be a tendency for the campetent organs ait'le UInited Nations ta place less significance on acts notelÀerated<, la sÎilar VeIn, such a definitiîon wauld beeaPable, in saie, instanices, af being used ta, support a plea ar3 ltIfi cation w'here a particular act might not b. comprehended0ti the four corners ai the definitîan, and sa could con-Oeiably encourage rather than dis courage a state bent oneessin,0 A general definjitian, an the ather handi VouldIl.keiy ta do no mare than duplicate ezisting provisionsthe Charter,

To suin up, >frc Chaïrman, my delegationi subrnits thateecord ai the discussion ai the questtOn ai the definîtiont ggress1on testifies ta wide an>d seemingly irrecancilable688eement on wheti*r and how aggressîon shauld b. defined,4tibzît also, for reasans already suggested, that a defi-.ctg or2ght vell hamper rather than assist the competent
-%ce the United Nations In preserving or restoring the*t,' 11, the circunistances It seenis ta my delegation thatt ldiscussion of this question -- for the time beunL,#jýYrate,- should b. set aside,, 1 am mindful that someke &t10nsdo consider that it would adversely affect thebietgQio the Comttee anid the General Assembiy ta do no more&Qen onethe consideration ai the question for severalt a Wonder If v,- are not more lilcely ta bring dis creditMt4Oenîrlzation by continuously spendung effort, tuseb,-lyaon a prajeot which, given present 7îcustances,OflAe 0a1il the. evidence ta b. unlkely ta be sucoeasful,

%tIfY delegation can see no utility ini referring the.ý4jd11back to yet another speciai committe., W. aisothAt we ahould not -onmpU1cate the good vrork of theZl«'Or,"lLv Commission by again reierring the question



ta the Commssion. In Iact, as I have already said» ve can see
no use1fu1 purpose to be served by pursuing this question fur-
thert atleast for the time being. It.,has been suggested that
the que stion of deî±niîng aggression nhight be re:ferred ta a
Charter Review'Coriierene<, Since the terni sought to be del'inedis a terni used In the Charter, it would not seeni inappropriate
ta consider the .question of' de±'ining aggression Iný the context
of' the Charters at such a Conference,

While my delegation can see xio-present prospect ofr'each±ng a general agreement on one definitîi and wh±le,as I have saîd,, ve have reservatians caxicerriing the efec Ofthe de finition on the ±"uneti ans of~ the competent organs ofthe tlnîted Nations, we should, out aof consideratian for those
m embers who consider that a de±"in:tîon is desirableà be
prepared to consider a sultable recammendatian wbich would
bring this matter f orward, for recansideratian at a Charter
Review Conf eren ce.


