
peace and security operations. This does flot mean that Canada bas to bring a full
complement of equipment and personnel.

Dewitt concluded by stressing the need to move away fromn ad hocery to renew and
ezibance the Canadian military on a realistic assessment of what kind of roles we can offer for Our
own national defence as well as the international security community that will make a difference.

4.2. Comment and Discussion

Claire Turenne Sjolançler (Université d'Ottawa) asked whose values and interests are
considercd when addressing security issues. She also drow attention to the effects of
tisecuritising" issues which have been categorised as Iow politkcs in the past. The appropriate
actor to address IiWi politics issues, including security, continues t0 be the state. Therefore, "new
security issues" are addressed truhtraditional state-based responses and disartlcùlated from
their broader context (L.e., economios, development; etc.). The state centred responses to security
threats reinforce the spacial iiisidc and outside. Turenne Sjolander also considered the space
within whkch foreign poliçy is made and asked who the legitimate actors were within that space.
For instance, 'while globalisation may be perceived as a security threat by some (i.e., t0
livelihood, gen4er and other rgt), thr are deployed f0 secure the inestate system. This
points f0 at least one apparent gap i the interests and values between state-based poliey malcers
and citizen-based protesters over globalisation.

Several points were made during the discussion, including:

* Canada's global m ssinad reach bas been related in a large part to atesi wh

other '"like-idd t countries.

* There is a need to niove away from' lsu-pcfic foreign policy to a more coherent
approach. This shift would haeresource implications, since lssues cfic fôreign policy
is less expesve.


