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REPORT FROM THE FIRST ANNUAL ACADEMIC ROUNDTABLE:
TEACHING IN FOREIGN POLICY

May 7, 1999
Ottawa

The Canadian Centre for Foreign Policy Development organised and hosted the First Annual
Academic Roundtable in Ottawa on May 7, 1999. Participants included academics Jrom across
Canada who are involved in foreign policy teaching, graduate students in the Joreign policy field,
along with officials from the Department of Foreign Affairs and International Trade and the
Canadian International Development Agency. As this was the first roundtable, a general topic was
proposed: the situation of foreign policy teaching and research in Canada. The Jollowing report is
Jrom a day-long discussion.

SUMMARY OF PRESENTATIONS

The co-chairs, Steven Lee (Executive Director of the Canadian Centre for Foreign Policy
Development) and John English (University of Waterloo) welcomed all the the roundtable and
opened the discussion by signalling an open agenda. To start the discussions the relationship
between foreign policy teaching and government deparments (i.e, Foreign Affairs and International
Trade, National Defence, and CIDA) was suggested as a topic.

In the afternoon, Fen Hampson presented an overview of the CCFPD occasional paper: The
State of Canada’s Foreign Policy Research Capacity (NPSIA, Carleton University 1996). The paper
outlines strengths in foreign policy research capacity to be: migration and population issues,
international security, and Asia-Pacific. These areas of expertise were mainly concentrated in the
University system and not in the ‘think tanks.” The weaknesses included: human rights and civil

society, the ‘new emerging foreign policy agenda,” communications and technology, the United
States, and Europe.

Professor Hampson suggested the main issues raised in the paper to be used as a basis for
discussion. The report cited a lack of informal links between policy makers and the academic
community, a lack of research centres situated in small or medium-size cities, the presence of
research fragmentation between researchers inside and outside of Quebec (more pronounced in the
functional areas than in the regional), and generally a pessimistic outlook for the future
improvement of foreign policy research capacity.

The report outlined some of the ways in which foreign policy research capacity could be
increased in Canada. Aside from requests for increased funding, certain creative solutions were
proposed. These included increased use of networking between institutions (universities, government
and NGO’s), especially in the ‘emerging’ areas of foreign policy.
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One problem underscored by the report was DFAIT and CIDA’s catering to a certain limited
academic clientele. It was also recommended that there be more opportunities to do research within
government, and more collaborative projects between academia and government.

SYNOPSIS OF DISCUSSIONS

Much of the day’s discussion revolved around foreign policy research capacity, with the link
often being made between research and teaching. A brief debate arose concerning the goals of
foreign policy teaching. Some were proponents of a liberal education where the goal is to produce
individuals with sound analytical reasoning abilities, whereas others saw the need to produce
graduates capable of working in specific areas such as NGOs, government, academia or the private
sector. Some participants remarked that the Canadian university system is in crisis, and small
departments have to make tough choices as to what they will teach, at the same time being pressured
to create job-market-ready graduates.

Francophone participants noted the lack of French textbooks and readers for students.
Participants suggested a French language textbook or reader should be developed to meet an
immediate need in the Francophone foreign policy community. Either more support should be given
to young scholars to write such a textbook, or as a stopgap alternative, a translation be done of an
existing standard textbook. A common effort between English and French scholars cotild also be
encouraged to create a bilingual foreign policy reader.

The question of funding orientation also arose in the course of discussions. Two major
potential sources of foreign policy research funding, the Social Science and Humanities Research
Council (SSHRC) and DND were seen to direct foreign policy research in certain, not necessarily
desirable, directions. This issue stimulated the debate over curiosity driven versus policy relevant
research: should the latter take precedence over the former? To whom should the policy be relevant?

Should policy be only generated for DFAIT, DND and CIDA, or are there other actors that we
should be considering?

Participants criticised SSHRC for being pressured from Industry Canada and consequently
focussed on applied research. The representative from SSHRC reconfirmed her organisation’s
commitment to fundamental research, although there is a tendency in their contributions toward
applied social research. She suggested that perhaps foreign policy researchers should identify key
thematic areas and regions, such as immigration or the Far East, which respond to the needs of policy
makers. The system of academic peer evaluation was seen as a barrier to effective foreign policy
research, and other methods of evaluating academics should be considered such as their ‘value-

added’ contributions to foreign policy teaching. An alternative to the peer evaluation system could
be directed funding.

Participants suggested that the DND’s Security and Defence Forum (SDF) strikes a healthy
balance between curiosity driven and policy relevant research. This programme (presently 8.5m over
five years; see annex), having been in existence in various forms since 1967, has built an impressive
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capacity for defence and security related research in Canada. Clearly, the investment that DND has
made to develop security and defence research and teaching capacity in Canada has paid off.

Participants also criticised the SDF programme as a barrier to developing foreign policy
research capacity. The SDF programme, to a large extent, determines the direction of foreign policy
research in Canada. It also caters to a regular clientele of institutions and academics, thus limiting
the variety of perspectives possible on foreign policy issues. The defence and security orientation
of SDF funded research also limits foreign policy teaching capacity by limiting the number of
foreign-policy-specific course offerings at the undergraduate and graduate levels.

The preponderance of SDF funding also encourages graduate students to specialise in defence
related areas, and not in foreign policy research. Furthermore, SDF directly funds undergraduate
students through scholarships, a mechanism which does not exist in the foreign policy field.
Moreover, DND absorbs many of these students into its ranks once they have graduated, further
increasing the incentive to pursue defence related research. Paradoxically, at the beginning of their
studies, more students exhibit an interest in foreign policy research than in defence oriented research,
yet the funding structures channel them into the latter. At the present time there are no foreign policy
scholarships available to graduate students, a situation which should be rectified.

This preponderance of SDF funding leads to limited perspectives from which foréign policy
is examined and developed. Non-traditional perspectives should be taken into account such as
gender, critical theory, and in general a diversity of approaches should be taught. Furthermore,
foreign policy should be examined from disciplines outside of Political Science, such as Geography
or History. It was also suggested that academics should not be pressured by policy driven funding.
Their role is rather to analyse foreign policy, not to make it.

~ In addressing the problem of under funding, or funding from one source, participants
suggested that different poles of attraction are needed to encourage the development of foreign
policy research and teaching capacity in Canada. For example, increased linkages could be made
with international organisations such as the United Nations, or the Organisation of American States.
Funding could also be solicited from the private sector, where increasingly, foreign policy
knowledge is needed. Also, the implications of foreign policy increasingly extend beyond the
exclusive purview of the state, therefore researchers and students should look more towards non-state
actors such as the provinces or non-governmental organisations for potential partnerships.

The lack of a foreign policy network also seemed to reduce foreign policy research and
teaching capacity in Canada. One participant noted that twenty years ago, the foreign policy
community was better integrated than today, therefore a relancement of this community building
effort would be desirable. It was noted that the Canadian Political Science Association is losing its
relevance for foreign policy scholars, with more and more Canadian academics attending the
International Studies Association meetings held in the United States. This weakens the international
relations network in Canada. Some suggested that Canadian equivalent of the International Studies
Association be created as it is hard to publish without the support of a foreign policy relevant
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- Canadian based association. There was also support for increased funding for networking amongst
foreign policy scholars.

Participants proposed that the links between academics and government could be
strengthened. For example, the speakers programme from DFAIT could be more broadly publicised,
and DFAIT could give professors more advanced notice when offering speakers to universities. More
informal ‘brown bag’ meetings between DFAIT personnel and academics could be encouraged. In
addition, academics should be allowed to observe during international negotiations, and not only be
called upon as expert participants. Participants also noted the Léger, Cadieu and Robertson
scholarships available to academics to do research at DFAIT were not always being used. Electronic
communications could also be used to greater advantage to create a community of foreign policy
researchers, students, teachers and professionals in Canada.

Recommendations to increase foreign policy teaching capacity in Canada

The main recommendations coming out of the discussions were that:

. a homologous programme to SDF, specifically supporting foreign policy research and
teaching, be examined, which strikes a balance between fundamental and pol/icy-driven
research;

. within this programme, scholarships in foreign policy research be made available to graduate
students; -

E a French language foreign policy textbook, reader or translation of an existing English

language textbook be immediately supported;

. the Canadian equivalent of the International Studies Association be created or alternative
networks be supported to increase support for foreign policy academics and students, and to
increasing contacts between foreign policy makers, practitioners and theoreticians;

“ researchers be allowed to observe during international negotiations and;

. low-cost, creative ways be explored to strengthen the foreign policy teaching and research
community across Canada. '
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SELECTED CCFPD REPORTS FROM 2000-2002

Terrorism
Report from the Roundtable: The New Face of Terrorism. CCFPD. October 26, 2001.

Summary Report from the Roundtable: The Impact of September 11 on International Relations and Canada’s
Foreign Policy. CCFPD. November 27, 2001.

New Diplomacy
Report from the Conference on New Dxplomacy The Development of International Law. CCFPD. April 5-7, 2001.

The New Diplomacy: The Global Compact and United Nations Institutions. CCFPD. July 14-15, 2000.

Report from the Conference on “New Diplomacy’: The United Nations, Like-minded Countries and Non-
Governmental Organizations. CCFPD. September 28, 1999.

Report from the Roundtable on Just War and Genocide. CCFPD. December 8-9, 2000.
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Report from the Ottawa Roundtable for the International Commission on Intervention and State Soverelgnty
(ICISS). CCFPD. January 15, 2001.

Conflict Prevention and Peacebullding

Summary Report from the Roundtable on Afghamstan Govemance Scenarios and Canadian Policy Optlons '
CCFPD. October 12, 2001.

Nile Watecs Manageineat and Links to Conflict Mmgement and Food Security in the Hom of Africa. Tag El
Khazin, Subsahara Center. July 3,2001. .

Report from the Roundtable: Judges and Peace Operations. CCFPD. March 9, 2001.

Renewing Partnerships for the Prevention of Armed Conflict: Options to Enhance Rapid Deployment and Initiate a
UN Standing Emergency Capability. Peter Langille, Global Human Security Ideas and Initiatives. Fall 2000.

Report from the Roundtable on Expert Deployment to International Peace Operations. CCFPD. September 12,
2000.

Canadian Peacebuilding in the Middle East: Case Study of the Canada Fund in Isracl/Palestine and Jordz;n. Tami
Amanda Jacoby, University of Manitoba. Fall 2000.

Les enterprises canadiennes et la consolidation de la paix. Jean-Francois Rioux, Francisco-José Valiente, and
Christian Geiser, Université du Québec a Montréal. Le 31 octobre 2000.

New Directions in US Foreign Policy
Report from the Denver Roundtable: New Directions in U.S. Foreign Policy. CCFPD. November 2, 2001.
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Summary of Key Point From Presentations and Discussions: Foreign Policy Trends in the U.S. Roundtable. CCFPD
and the Institute on Global Conflict and Cooperation, University of California at San Diego, California, United
States. March 20, 2001.

Summary of Key Points from Presentations and Discussions: The Washington D.C. Roundtable on Trends in U.S.
Foreign Policy. CCFPD and the Woodrow Wilson Centre, Washington DC. April 2, 2001.

Summary of Key Points from Brief Presentations and Discussions: Foreign Policy Trends in the U.S. Roundtable.
CCFPD and University of Alberta, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada. April 12, 2001.

Summary of Key Points from Presentations and Discussions: The Toronto Roundtable on the Bush Administration’s
Foreign Policy - Challenges and Implications for Canada. CCFPD and the Munk Centre, University of Toronto,
Toronto, Ontario, Canada. May 18, 2001. : :
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Nuclear Weapons and Small Arms
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NATO-Nuclear Weapons Roundtable Report. CCFPD. August 24-25, 2000.
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Examen des récentes initiatives gouvernementales et d'ONG concernant les armes légéres et évaluation de leur
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Globalization and Firearms: A Public Health Perspective. Wendy Cukier et al. Fall 2000.

Borders .
Perspectives on the Borderless World: Issues for Canada. Heather Nicol gnd Ian Townsend-Gault. Fall 2000.

Technology - ke
Privacy, Sovereignty and Technology Roundtable Report. Marketa Geislerova, Canadian Centre for Foreign Policy
Development. March 23, 2001.

Children’s Rights
Children and Violent Conflict: Meeting the Challenge of Diversity. Erin Baines, Dalhousie University; Barry
Burciul, University of Toronto. Summer 2000.

Business and Labour
Canadian Corporate Contributions to Democratic Development and Citizen Participation in Developing Countries:

Recommendations on Identifying and Supporting Corporate Efforts through Canadian Foreign Policy. Darin
Rovere, Centre for Innovation in Corporate Responsibility. September 26, 2000.
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Canadian Firms, Canadian Values. Canadian Business for Social Responsibility. May 2000.

Law

Canadian Council on International Law 29* Annual Conference - Policy Options Paper. Kim Carter et. al.
December 2000.

. Africa
Summary Report from the Roundtable on Good Governance and Africa. CCFPD. October 25, 2001.

Rebirth of the Somali State: Policy Options and Programme Opportunities for Canada. Partnership Africa-Canada,
Som-Can Institute for Research & Development. November 3-4, 2000.

Sudan Civil Society Symposium. Sudan Inter-Agency. Reference Group. June 5-6, 2000
Report from the Ottawa Nigeria Roundtable. CCFPD. March 20, 2000.

Asia-Pacific
Report from the Roundtable: Good Governance and the Philippines. CCFPD. March 16, 2001.

Decentralization and Challenges to Unity: Report on the Indonesia Roundtable 2001. Centre for Dialogue, Simon
Fraser University. April 19-21, 2001. :

Democracy and Idehﬁty Conflicts in Asia: Identifying the Issues for Canada and Multilateral Institutions. University
of Toronto-York University Joint Centre for Asia Pacific Studies, March 2001. e

Report from the North Korea Roundtable. CCFPD. January 22, 2001. - /

Report from the Burma and Drugs Roundtable. CCFPD. May 15, 2000.

Europe : : . :
Report from the Roundtable Living Together: Sharing the Canadian Experience. Marketa Geislerova, Canadian
Centre for Foreign Policy Development. March 28-30, 2001 (Banff, Alberta) and June 15-17, 2001 (Larnaca,
Cyprus). ‘ '

Report on Cyprus: Lmng Together in the New Century Roundtable. CCDPE. February 14, 2000.

Americas :
"Workshop chort; Canadian Media Coverage of the Americas. FOCAL. March 2, 2001

Canada, Indigenous Peoples and the Hemisphere Roundtable Report. CCFPD. March 23, 2000.
Canadian Voices: The Americas. CCFPD. Fall 2001.
Threats to Democracy in America. Max Cameron, FOCAL. March 3-4, 2000.

Report from the Roundtable on Canada-Cuba Relations. CCFPD. January 18, 2000.

Culture

Commerce international et diversité culturelle: a la recherche d’un difficile équilibre. Ivan Bernier, Université Laval
and Dave Atkinson. 2000,






Circumpolar Issues
Roundtable on Northern Foreign Policy: Feedback and Look Ahead. CCFPD. February 5, 2001.

Foreign Policy Research

Gendered Discourses, Gendered Practices: Feminists (Re)Write Canadian Foreign Policy. Claire Turenne Sjolander
University of Ottawa; Heather Smith, University of Northern British Columbia; Deborah Stienstra, University of ,
Winnipeg. May and July 2000. '

Visit www.cfp-pec.ge.ca for more reports and other publications.
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