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REPORT FROM THE FIRST ANNUAL AcADEMIc RoIJNDTABLE:
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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 from across
Canada who are involved inforeign policy teaching, graduate students in theforeign pohicyfield,
along wt/ officiais from the Department of Foreign Affairs and International Trade and the
Canadian International Development Agency. As this was thefirst roundtable, a general topic was
proposed& the situation offoreignpolicy teaching and research in Canada. Thefollowing report is
from a day-long discussion.

SUMfflRY OFPRESENTA TIONS

SCmnadian Centre for Foreign Policy
melcomed ail the the rouu4table and
tart the discussions the relationship
(L.e, Foreign Affairs and International





One problem. underscored by the report was DFAIT and CIDA's catcring to a certain limited
academic dlientele. It was also reconimended that there be more opportunities to do researh within
government, and more collaborative projects between academia and government.

SYNOPSIS 0F DISCUSSIONS

Much of the day's discussion revolved around foreign policy research capacity, with the link
often being macle between research and teaching. A brief debate arose concerning the goals of
foreign policy teaching. Some were proponients 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 i specific areas such as NOOs, government, academia or the private
sector. Some participants remarked that the Canadian university systemn is i crisis, and small
departments bave to make tough choices as to what they will teach, at the samne time beiug pressured
to createjob-market-ready graduates.

cipants noted the lack of French textbooks and readers for students.
French language textbook or reader should be developed to meet an
icophone foreign policy community. Either more support should be given
such a textbook, or as a stopgap alternative, a translation be done of an
.A common. effort between English and French soholars coiild also be





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 i Canada bas paid off.

Participants also criticised the SDF programme as a barrier to developing foreign policy
research capacity. 'Me 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
flic variety of perspectives possible on foreign policy issues. The defence and security orientation
of SDF fimded research also limits foreign policy teaching capacity by limiting the number of
foreigxi-policy-specific course offerings at flie undergraduate and graduate levels.

flie preponderance of SDF funding also encourages graduate students to specialise in defence
related areas, and not in foreign policy research. Furtiiermore, SDF directly fimds undergraduate
students through scholarships, a mechanism which does not exist in flic foreign policy field.
Moreover, DND absorbs many of these students into its ranks once they have graduated, further
icreasing the incentive to pursue defence related research. Paradoxically, at thec beginning; of their

studios, more students exhbit an intercst in foreigu policy reseac dm ain defence oriented research,
yet the funding structures channel them into flhc latter. At flic present time there are no foreign policy
sciiolarihips available to graduate students, a situation which should be rectified.

ze of SDF funding leads to limitcd perspectives from which foréign policy
cd. Non-traditional perspectives should be taken into account such as
id in general a diversity of approaches should be taught. Furtiiermorc,
ýcamined from disciplines outside of Political Science, sucli as Geography
;,gested that academics should not be pressured by policy driven funding.
,yse foreign policy, flot to make it.

problem of under funding, or fwiding from one source, participants
,oies of attracton are needed to encourage the devclopment of foreign
ng capacity in Canada. For example, increased linkages could b. macle





Canadian based association. There was also support for increased funding for networking amongst
foreign policy scliolars.

Participants proposed that the links between academios and goverfiment could be
strengthened. For example, the speakers programme from DFAIT could be more broadly publicised,
and DFAIT could give professors more advanced notice when offening speakers to, universities. More
informai 'brown bag' meetings between DFAIT personnel and academics could be encouraged. In
addition, academics should be allowed to observe during international negotiations, and flot 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 flot 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.

Reconwndations té increaseforeign policy teaching capacity in Canada

tidations coming out of the discussions were that:

'us programme to SDF, specifically supporting foreign policy research and
examined, which strikes a balance between fundamental and policy-driven

rogramme, scholarships in foreign policy research be made available to graduate

iguage foreign policy textbook, reader or tanslation of an existing English
.book be immediately supported;

i equivalent of the International Studies Association be crcated. or alternative
suPported to increase support for foreiga policy academics and students, and to
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t From Presentatons and Discussions: Foreign Policy Trends in the U.S. Roundtable. CCFPD
obal Conflict and Coopemation, University of California at San Diego, California, United
l.

te fron Presentations and Discussions: The Washington D.C. Roundtable on Trends in U.S.
) and the Woodrow Wilson Centre, Washington DC. April 2, 2001.

ts from Brief Presentations and Discussions: Foreign Policy Trends in the U.S. Roundtable.
j of Alberta, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada. April 12, 2001.

ts from Presentations and Discussions: The Toronto Roundtable on the Bush Administadon's
mges and Implications for Canada. CCFPD and the Munk Centre, University of Toronto,
ida. May 18, 2001.

US Foreign Policy. CCFPD and Saint Mary's University, Halifax, N.S.. June 15, 2001.

m Illcit 1Tade of Small Arms in Ail Its Aspects: Briefing and Discussion. Wendy Cukier,
trol. December 19,-2000.

mort on Smali Arms, Light Weapons (SALW) and Non-State Actors. CCFPD and Centre for
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Canadian PlinMs, Canadian Values. Canadian Business for Social Responsibility. May 2000.

Law
Canadlan Council on International Law 29' Annual Conférence - Policy Options Paper. Kimi Canter et ai.December 2000.

AiflIca
Sumniary Report from the Roundtable on Good (3overnance and Africa. CCFPD. October 25, 2W 1.
Reblrth of thec Somali State: Policy Options and Programme Opportunities for Canada. Partersip Africa-Canadsa,Som-Can Institute for Researchi & Development. November 3-4, 2000.

Sudan Civil Society Symposium. Sudan lnter-Ageiicy Refereno. Grfoup. lune 5-6, 2000

Report froua the Ottawa Nigeria Rouadtable. CCFPD. Mardi 20, 2000.

Azla-Pac(ft
Repoit fi the Roundtabe: <ood (Jovenauc and the Philippines. CCFpD. Mardi 16, 200 1.

D«=MdifldOp andi Challengs te Uni(Y- RapOet On the Indomerna Roundtablc 20O1. Centre for Dialogue, Simon
Fraser University. April 19-21, 200 1.

Domocraoy and Identlty Conflicts in Asia Idmnhliýn the lsues for Canada andi Multilateral Institutions. UniverstyOf T«OntO.yOek UnlversitY Joinit Centre for Mia Pacific Studies. Marci 200 1.

Report frOua the )Xoeh Korea RoUndtabe CCFPD.'lanuary 22, 200 1.
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Roundtabi. on Noelhcm Foreign Policy: Feedback and Lookc AJicad CCFpD. Februiy 5, 2001.

ForeIpn PefIcResearch
Gcodered Discourses, Ocndered Practicos: Foaninists (R.) Write Canadian Foreign Policy. Claires Turenne Sjolanclor,University of Ottawa; Hcather Smith, Univeruity of Northern British Columbia; Deborah Sticustra, Univcrsity ofWzmipeg. May and JuIy 2000.

VisitMI"WC&zp gceafor more reports and other publications.





k~ ~ 4k k

k '~k

kV<4~  ~ v Y k
4k <~k kk~ k k

kk k

kk~k k

kkkkv tk k v
kk kkk k k

kk ~k
4

k kk

k~k~4k~ <k

k k

<k

<k
<k k k

k~k k

k k

k< k

k k

k k k k

<k k k> k

k k k

<k <k



EOM .Il- A

3 503 1. 042453 2

DOCS
CA1 EA752 99R25 ENG
Academic Roundtable (st : 1999
Ottawa, Ont.)
Report from the First Annual
Academic Roundtable teaching in
foreign policy.
17012056

: *
*A

A*

* *


