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1 thIt long been a commonplace to con-
jugkrast the practitioner, who deals in facts,
ie with the theoretician given to flights of
indfancy.] In the field of foreign policy, the
ipeculations of academics specializing in
bjegnternational relations have been greeted
by diplomats with either tolerant or irri-
fated kcepticism. I am referring here to
bfficials of the Department of External
a].gjs either on foreign assignment or
ing out foreign policy at their head-

Ts in the national capital. )
st Similarly, the average academic has
men\fongﬂ considered his foreign-service coun-
f ’ b crat enmeshed in dip-
ongferpart as a bureau enm dip
th omatli; correspondence, incapable of rising
tisAbove (daily events to conceive new poli-
«crefies ory at best, acting intuitively without
cuANY tr}le awareness of the laws of reality.
g;his mutual distrust, often tinged with
. ntenipt, has long characterized, in Can-
.'-,rhet}da elsewhere, the very limited rela-

',;Eions existing between the two groups.

" All this has begun to change, however,
ea As Geoffrey Pearson pointed out in the last
SkeSSue f International Perspectives (No-
- G.frembe -December 1973). In the United
;lto".tatesj many academics have contributed
:_.ingfmce Ehe Sixties, not always happily, to
4 he ela‘boration of foreign policy. In Can-
‘ maﬁda,_the practice was initiated some time

:Ce
n

at .
?_ untﬁﬁalrs Department to spend a year at
Jivé lecteg universities.. More than a year
ﬁShEo’ this innovation was paralleled by the

:;;ls. .mploj}ment, for one year at a time, of a

g & emb%r of the academic community in the

i v]epartment’s Policy Analysis Group in
ttawd. .

of & ]
G144, 4§ a matter of fact, the scepticism of
Con?lplomats about the work of academics was

gelyl justified. The study of interna-
onal relations liad long remained the pre-
rve of historians, who concentrated on
lected events of the past and ‘whose
alyses were of little value in formulating

nt foreign policy. Between the two
ars, st udies in international relations had

n,'a‘part from that, the work of jurists
ho were seeking ways to promote peace

go of] sending officers of the External

Jvocating scientific approach
r diplomats and academics

through the negotiated settlement of con-
flicts. After the Second World War, some
academics attempted to describe the web
of international relations in a realistic way.
This period was marked by the publication
of Politics Among Nations by Hans Mor-
genthau and numerous other comprehen-
sive works on international relations.

A new approach
Beginning in the Sixties, however, many
academics endeavoured to improve on
these first great frescoes, now considered
traditional. The scientists’ hour was at
hand: Important work was done in clari-
fying the assumptions already advanced,
often brilliantly, by traditional authors, as
a result of which these hypotheses could
be properly tested. Instead of continuing
to attribute phenomena to the vague
causes suggested by intuition, variables
were introduced and assessed as accurately
as possible, and the reformulated hypo-
theses were then checked.

A number of books and articles pub-
lished during the past decade bear witness
to the initial results of this scientific ap-

proach. The articles appeared mostly in

The Journal of Conflict Resolution, Peace
Research and Peace Research Society
Papers, but some were published in other
periodicals, either of the traditional type,
like World Politics, or covering the whole
range of political science, such as the
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