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1. Since the issuance. of doclBllRnt A/~ :re'p'1'~ng the replies of Goverrunents

containing or referring to cOlll!llents relating to _ report of the Special Committee

on the Question of Defining AasressiOn, the SecretarY-General has received the .

reply of the Government of Argltntina, which is :r~oduced below.

2. The Secretary-General has also received a COI!II/lUllication from the Government of

Burma, dated 4 September 1954, stetillg that it had no comments to offer on the

~oresaid report.

11. Comments by the Governmant 'of Argentina

Note Verbale dIrtied 26 August 1954
from the Permanent Delegation of

pgentina

LOriginal: Spanis!y

The permanent Delegation of the Argentine Republic to the United. Nations

presents its compliments to the Secretariat of the United Nations and has the

honour to refer to letter No. LEG 46oh/02(1) ~f '2'Dec~mbe~1953 on the \luestion

of defining aggression.

The Argentine Government has stud:l,eq. tha Spactal. Committee I sreport and. the .

draft definitions submitted by various delegations. Although it.regards these

as a praiseworthy effort to solve a very difficUlt problem, it does not believe

that they will lead to a satisfactory solution.

Therefore, consistently With the stand it has taken on previous occasions. . .
&Od, more particularly, 'with the position adopted by its delegations in the

Sixth Committee during the seventh session of the General Assembly, the Argentine

Republic still considers it inadvisable to attempt to encompass. within a

definition a legal aituation that is in the process of development. Any definition

adopted shoUld be sufficiently broad to include not only the classical concept

of ~aggr~ssion1:lm-·G'ther·f01"lD9' also i -and:"P81"t1euJ:arl,,·.4ndireet forms" I>ucll.-as
~~ . , .' .

economic and ideolOgical aggression, i)1 which arms are not employed.,
- . . . -
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