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"A humane world where people can live in security and dignity, free from poverty
and despair, la stili a dream for many but should be enjoyed by aIl. In such a
world, every individual would be guaranteed freedom from fear and freedom from
want, with an equal opportunity to develop fully their human potential.

Building human security is essential to achieving this goal. In essence, human
security means freedom from pervasive threats to people's rights, their safety or
even their lives. Human security has become both a new measure of global
security and a new agenda for global action."'

Canadian foreign policy increasingly appears to be driven by these moral pronouncements,
heralding a brave new world of peace and security for ail. Foreign Affairs Minister Lloyd
Axworthy's rhetorical obsessions with human security, soft power, and capacity building suggest
a new, more inclusive and people-focussed foreign policy. International crusades, from the ban
on anti-personnel landmines to the creation of an International Criminal Court, from a campaign
against the transfer of small arms to the protection of children, are at the heart of this new, more
humane, foreign policy agenda.

But who constitutes the "human" in this more humane agenda? Axworthy's dlaims to
motherhood and apple pie notwithstanding, the human security agenda and ail that is related to
it continues to be defined by (mostîy masculinist) state constructs. This research collection
seeks to deconstruct the gendered nature of discourse on and about Canadian foreign policy. In
so doing, it asks the fundamental question of what constitutes foreign policy as policy. What
makes foreign policy T different" from other policy spheres? How do definitions of what is
deemed to be foreign poIicy-relevant keep gender / women out of analyses? Why should
feminists bother with the study of Canadian foreign policy at aIl, given its inherently statist and
institutionalist biases?

With these questions as a backdrop, round table participants met twioe -- in Winnipeg in May
2000, and in Quebec City in July, 2000. The goal of the roundtable was to discuss how to


