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Executive Summary

Potentizl o The*information vacium” has-anly served to reinfurce their existing faars and cancems,
rnmunications Vb L . e

ommunicatic s Their views can be-shifted slightly more’ positively with infarmation about:

.appraach v » i g i

»  Concrete examples-of progress (focusing on wamen and childrgn)

» UM and NATO involvement

= Clarity arqund the need for security and. staiﬁilit\,{r in order to pravide aid and undsertaks
diplomacy (they do ganerally buy inlo this premise)

In generad, younger Canadians (aved 18 to 35), with someé excepeions (e.g. Saskatoon), tend to be
{esy supportive of the mission compared to older Cupadions, aged 36 and up. This appearsta be
linked fo a fess.informed perspeciive on world events in-gencral and Afghanistan in puartictlar,

s well oy dostronger.anfi-American siapce, compared.io those in the oider age tohors

Generally speaking, witl thé exéeéption as noted above, younger faeus group.parlicipants tended

‘to be'more strongly gppoded to Canada’s mvalvernent in Afghanistan, This generational effcet is

a result of a number of factors, including:

Stronger opposition 1o TS, international policies.and a sense that Canada is simply following.
it — Many young people were strongly apposed.io Canada’s involvément in Afghanistan
because il suggests an-alignment with U.S, foreign policy. Mureover, there is a belief expressed
by sotne young people that theAj'ghanistan- mission is an Amcriean-led initiative. As soch, théy
are concerned that Canadians aré fiot'in fontrol. This séhse thar Canadians are blindly following
.S, leadership ke region isa worry 1o the exlent that Canada is séen to become more
vialnerahle as a terroris| target. They are concemed ihat terrorist-groups will make little:
distinction bétween Canada and the United States, '

A concernt that Canadian Forces donrreally know what they re doing or whal enemy. they are:
fighting in Afgharnistan — This atiitude is based on-three distinet but mutaally reiniforcing
perceptions abeut the Canadian mission and aboul Afghanistan in general. This first is a lack of
confidence in the political leadership in general. ‘(Jh‘n\mﬁ}.-* issugs, young people express doubls
about the wisdom and judgement of government officials. This is reflective of the broader (ssus
al a lack of confidence in traditional institutions and authoritarian bodies which plays oul in their
perceptions regartﬂ'iiig-(?a;llada’s rale in Alghanistan. The second is a:getoral tendency to view
the military as an increasingly ourdated wistitution, h many respeets this attitude is sinply
reflective of the idealism of yuuth and the-desire for a world in which mi]{tat}' iritervention
becomes unnecessary. Finally, it is clear fiom conments made by matiy y:},mig‘peoplc infocus
groups that they lack a full understanding of the geography, history, cullure dnd politics of
Afghanistan. Their views are shaped by limited information and understanding which leads them
to'a very simplistic (and generally negative) view of.the situation.



