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Carleton University Fall 2006

Department of Political Science

PSCI 3607A

North American Defence Policy
Friday 8:35 a.m. - 11:25 a.m., 413 Southam Hall

Instructor: Philippe Lagassé E-mail: plagasse@rogers.com

Office: C663 Loeb                         Office Hours: Friday 11:30-12:30

Phone: (613) 520-2600 x2771

I. Course Description 

Canada and the United States have jointly defended the North American continent since

the Second W orld W ar. An unequal partnership, the continental security relationship

between the two neighbours has nonetheless served Canadian and American interests

alike. W orking through bilateral organizations such as the Permanent Joint Board on

Defence (PJBD) and North American Aerospace Defence Command (NORAD), both

countries defended the United States’ strategic nuclear forces during the Cold W ar,

thereby deterring an attack from the Soviet Union. More recently, in the five years since

the events of 11 September 2001, Canada and the United States have deepened their

continental security and defence relationship with an expansion of the NORAD mandate

and the implementation of novel security measures at the Canada-United States border.

In spite of the unprecedented cooperation Canada and the United States have pursued

in the joint defence of North America, however, there are factors that have constrained

and limited the degree of bilateral continental security cooperation between the two

states. Among these limiting factors are sovereignty concerns, differing worldviews,

domestic politics, and certain conflicting interests. 

The aim of this course is to examine the development and formulation of North American

defence policy from both Canadian and American perspectives. It will also place North

American defence policy within a larger international security context.  The first part of

the course will focus on the evolution of continental defence relations from the beginning

of the Second W orld W ar to the end of the Cold W ar. In the second half of the semester,

the course will examine contemporary North American security policy developments and

debates. The objective of this course is to provide students with an understanding of the

major themes, developments, and controversies involved in the Canada-United States

continental security and defence relationship.        

II. Course Requirements

Class Participation   5%

Mid-term Exam 25% (October 20, 2006)

Analytical Essay 30% (December 1, 2006)

Final Exam 40% (To be scheduled during formal exam period, Dec. 6 – 22, 2006)
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Class participation: Toward the end of each lecture, thirty to forty-five minutes of class

time will be devoted to questions and discussion. Students’ participation will be graded

based on their involvement in these question and discussion sessions. Attendance will

also count towards the class participation mark.   

Midterm Exam: The midterm exam will test students’ understanding of the material

discussed during the first five weeks of the semester. Students will be given ninety

minutes to complete a set of identifications, two short-answer questions, and one essay.

The midterm exam will be held in class on 20 October 2006.  

Analytical Essay: For this assignment students are required to examine a historical or

contemporary issue related to North American defence policy. Students will be graded

on the depth, balance, and clarity of their analysis. Students are also expected to consult

sources beyond those found on the syllabus, endeavour to write with proper grammar,

and follow accepted citation and stylistic standards. Those in doubt about these

standards should consult Kate L. Turabian, A Manual for Writers of Term Papers,

Theses, and Dissertation (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1993). Finally, the

essays must be 12-15 pages in length and be printed in twelve point Times New Roman

font, with one-inch margins all around. The analytical essay is due on 1 December

2006. 

Final Exam: The final exam will test students’ understanding of the material covered

during the entire semester. Students will be given three hours to complete a set of

identifications, three short-answer questions, and two essays. The final exam will be

held during the formal examination period (December 6 – 22, 2006). 

III. Course Materials

A single text has been ordered for this course: Elinor Sloan, Security and Defence in the

Terrorist Era (Montreal: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 2005). It is available at the

bookstore. All other assigned readings will either be on reserve or available online. 

Materials covered in the required readings (marked with an asterisk) will be on the

midterm and final exam. Recommend readings (no asterisk) are provided for those

students’ who seek to broaden their knowledge. Students are expected to read the

required texts before attending lectures. Please note, however, that the midterm and

final exam will also cover material not addressed in the readings. In order to reduce the

reading load, critical portions of the course material will only be presented as part of the

lectures.     

IV. Other Guidelines

· Papers sent by fax or email to the Department of Political Science or the

instructor will not be accepted.  

· It is not acceptable to hand in the same assignment for two or more

courses.
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· To obtain credit in this course, students must meet all of the course

requirements.  Failure to complete all of the requirements will result in a

failing grade for the course. 

· Late papers will be downgraded one letter-grade category per day. For

example, a B+ paper, one day late, will receive a B. 

 V. Course Schedule 

1) Introduction to the course, 8 Sept. 2006

2) Basic themes and Historical Overview, 15 Sept. 2006

*Amos A. Jordan, William J. Taylor, and Michael J. Mazarr, American National Security (Baltimore: Johns

Hopkins University Press, 1999), chapter 4 [Reserve]

 *Nils Orvik, “Canadian Security and Defence Against Help,” International Perspectives

(May/June 1983)

[Reserve]

*Joel Sokolsky, “The Bilateral Defence Relationship with the United States,” in David B.

Dewitt and David Leyton-Brown, eds. Canada’s International Security Policy (Scarborough:

Prentice Hall Canada Inc., 1995) [Reserve]

Ron Purver, “The Arctic in Canadian Security Policy, 1945 to Present,” in Dewitt and Leyton-

Brown, eds. Canada’s International Security Policy 

John Kirton, “A Renewed Opportunity: The Role of Space in Canadian Security Policy,” in

Dewitt and Leyton-Brown, eds. Canada’s International Security Policy

3) Second W orld W ar to NORAD (1939-1958), 22 Sept. 2006

*James Eayrs, In Defence of Canada: Peacemaking and Deterrence (Toronto: University of Toronto Press,

1972), chapter 6 and document 1 [Reserve]

*Joseph T. Jockel, No Boundaries Upstairs (Vancouver: University of British Columbia Press, 1987),

chapters 4-5 [Reserve]

4) The Intercontinental Ballistic Missile Era (1958-1989), 29 Sept. 2006

*Andrew Richter, “Strategic theoretical parasitism reconsidered: Canadian thinking on nuclear weapons

and strategy, 1950-63,” International Journal 55 (Summer 2000) [Reserve]

*Joseph T. Jockel and Joel J. Sokolsky, “Canada’s Cold War Nuclear Experience,” in David Haglund, ed.

Pondering NATO’s Nuclear Options (Kingston: Queen’s Quarterly Press, 1999) [Reserve]

*Douglas Murray, “NORAD and U.S. Nuclear Operations,” in Joel Sokolsky and Joseph T.

Jockel, Fifty Years of Canada-United States Defense Cooperation (Lewiston: Edwin Mellen Press,

1992) [Reserve]

John Andersen, “Canada and the Modernization of North American Air Defense,” in David Haglund and

Joel Sokolsky, eds. The U.S.-Canada Security Relationship: The Politics, Strategy and Technology of

Defense (Boulder: Westview Press, 1989) 
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*********** 6 Oct. 2006 NO CLASS ***********************

5) Post-Cold W ar Era, 13 Oct. 2006

*Elinor Sloan, Security and Defence in the Terrorist Era (Montreal: McGill-Queen’s University Press,

2005), chapter 3

*Andrew Godefroy, “Is the Sky Falling? Canada’s Defence Space Programme at the Crossroads,”

Canadian Military Journal (Summer 2000)

http://www.journal.forces.gc.ca/engraph/Vol1/no2/pdf/51-58_e.pdf

*James Fergusson, “Not home alone: Canada and ballistic missile defence,” International Journal 56

(Autumn 2001) [Reserve]

*David Haglund, “Yesterday’s issue? National missile defence, Canada and the allies,” International

Journal 56 (Autumn 2001) [Reserve]

Jean Daudelin, “Bubbling Up, Trickling Down, Seeping Out: The Transformation of Canadian Foreign

Policy,” David Carment, Fen Hampson, Norman Hillmer, eds. Canada Among Nations 2004: Setting

Priorities Straight (Montreal: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 2005) 

6) Mid-Term Exam and introduction to the second half, 20 Oct. 2006

*Sloan, Security and Defence, chapters 4-5

7) New threats, Old worries, Ambiguous Strategies, 27 Oct. 2006

*Sloan, Security and Defence, chapter 2

*United States, National Security Strategy (Washington, 2002)

http://www.whitehouse.gov/nsc/nss.pdf

*United States, Homeland Security Strategy (Washington, 2002)

http://www.whitehouse.gov/homeland/book/index.html

*Canada, Securing an Open Society: Canada’s National Security Policy (Ottawa, 2004)

http://www.pco-bcp.gc.ca/docs/Publications/NatSecurnat/natsecurnat_e.pdf

Michel Fortmann and David G. Haglund, “Canada and the Issue of Homeland Security: Does the Kingston

Dispensation Still Hold?” Canadian Military Journal (Spring 2002)

http://www.journal.forces.gc.ca/engraph/Vol3/no1/pdf/17-22_e.pdf

8) Initial reactions to the Asymmetric Security Environment, 3 Nov. 2006

*Daniel Schwanen, “After Sept 11: Interoperability with the US, Not Convergence.” Policy Options

(November 2001)

http://www.irpp.org/po/archive/nov01/schwanen.pdf

*Philippe Lagassé, “Northern Command and the Evolution of Canada-United States Defence Relations,”

Canadian Military Journal (Spring 2003)

http://www.journal.forces.gc.ca/engraph/Vol4/no1/policy2_e.asp
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*Dwight Mason, “US-Canada Defence Relations: A View from Washington,” in David Carment, Fen

Hampson, Norman Hillmer, eds. Canada Among Nations 2003: Coping with the American Colossus (Don

Mills: Oxford University Press, 2003) [Reserve]

*Michael Byers, “Canadian armed forces under United States command,” International Journal 58 (Winter

2002-2003) [Reserve]

George Lindsey, “Potential contributions by the Canadian Armed Forces to the defence of North American

against terrorism,” International Journal 58 (Summer 2003) 

9) Missile Defence and Arctic Security, 10 Nov. 2006

*James Fergusson, “Shall We Dance? The Missile Defence Decision, NORAD Renewal, and

the Future of

Canada-US Defence Relations,” Canadian Military Journal (Summer 2005)

http://www.journal.forces.gc.ca/engraph/Vol6/no2/03-Inter2_e.asp

*Sloan, Security and Defence, chapter 6

*Franklin Griffiths, “The shipping news: Canada’s Arctic sovereignty not on thinning ice,” International

Journal 58 (Spring 2003) [Reserve]

*Robert Huebert, “The shipping news part II: How Canada’s Arctic sovereignty is on thinning

ice,” International Journal 58 (Summer 2003) [Reserve]

Philippe Lagassé, The SORT Debate: Implications for Canada (IRPP Working Paper, October 2003)

http://www.irpp.org/wp/archive/wp2003-01.pdf 

Philippe Lagassé, “La participation si nécessaire, mais pas forcément une participation: Le Canada et la défense

contre les missiles,” in André Donneur, ed. Le Canada, les États-Unis et le monde: La marge de manoeuvre

canadienne (Québec: Presses de l’Université Laval, 2005). [English version available upon request]

Joseph Jockel, Four US Military Commands: NorthCom, NORAD, SpaceCom, StratCom (IRPP Working

Paper, November 2003)

http://www.irpp.org/wp/archive/wp2003-03.pdf 

Andrea Charron, “The Northwest Passage: Is Canada’s sovereignty floating away?” International Journal

60 (Spring 2005) 

10) Border and Maritime Security, 17 Nov. 2006 

*Joel Sokolsky and Philippe Lagassé, “Suspenders and a Belt: Perimeter and Border Security in Canada-

United States Relations,” Canadian Foreign Policy 13 (2006) [Reserve]

*Peter Andreas, “The Mexicanization of the U.S.-Canada Border: Asymmetric Interdependence In A

Changing Security Context,” International Journal 60 (Spring 2005) [Reserve]

*Joel Sokolsky, Guarding the Continental Coasts: United States Maritime Homeland Security and

Canada

(Montreal: IRPP Policy Matters Vol. 6, no. 1, March 2005)

http://www.irpp.org/pm/archive/pmvol6no1.pdf

Reg Whitaker, “Securing the "Ontario-Vermont border": Myths and realities in post-9/11 Canadian-

American security relations,” International Journal 60 (Winter 2004-2005) [Reserve]

http://www.journal.forces.gc.ca/engraph/Vol6/no2/03-Inter2_e.asp
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11) Forward Security and the ‘Away Game’, 24 Nov. 2006

*Sloan, Security and Defence, chapter 7

*United States, National Security Strategy (Washington, 2006)

http://www.whitehouse.gov/nsc/nss/2006/nss2006.pdf

*Joseph T. Jockel and Joel Sokolsky, “A New Continental Consensus? The Bush Doctrine, the War on

Terrorism and the Future of US-Canada Security Relations,” in Andrew F. Cooper and Dane Rowlands,

eds. Canada Among Nations 2005: Split Images (Montreal: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 2005)

[Reserve]

*Robert Pape, Dying to Win: The Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism  (New York: Random House, 2005),

chapters 1-2 [Reserve]

Sean Maloney, “Afghanistan Four Years On: An Assessment,” Parameters (Autumn 2005)

http://www.carlisle.army.mil/usawc/Parameters/05autumn/maloney.htm

12) Recent Developments and Review, 1 Dec. 2006 

*Conservative Party of Canada, Stand Up for Canada (2005), page 45

http://www.conservative.ca/media/20060113-Platform.pdf

*Canada-United States NORAD Treaty Renewal, May 2006

http://www.treaty-accord.gc.ca/ViewTreaty.asp?Treaty_ID=105060

*Joseph Jockel and Joel Sokolsky, “Renewing NORAD –now if not forever,” ” Policy Options (July 2006)

http://www.irpp.org/po/archive/jul06/jockel.pdf 

Academic Accommodations

For Students with Disabilities: Students with disabilities requiring academic accommodations in

this course are encouraged to contact the Paul Menton Centre (PMC) for Students with

Disabilities (500 University Centre) to complete the necessary forms. After registering with the

PMC, make an appointment to meet with the instructor in order to discuss your needs at least two

weeks before the first in-class test or CUTV midterm exam . This will allow for sufficient time to

process your request. Please note the following deadlines for submitting completed forms to the

PMC for formally scheduled exam accommodations: November 6 , 2006 for fall and fall/winterth

term courses, and March 9 , 2007 for winter term courses.th

For Religious Observance: Students requesting accommodation for religious observances

should apply in writing to their instructor for alternate dates and/or means of satisfying academic

requirements. Such requests should be made during the first two weeks of class, or as soon as

possible after the need for accommodation is known to exist, but no later than two weeks before

the compulsory academic event. Accommodation is to be worked out directly and on an individual

basis between the student and the instructor(s) involved. Instructors will make accommodations in

a way that avoids academic disadvantage to the student. Instructors and students may contact an

Equity Services Advisor for assistance (www.carleton.ca/equity).

http://www.conservative.ca/media/20060113-Platform.pdf
http://www.treaty-accord.gc.ca/ViewTreaty.asp?Treaty_ID=105060
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For Pregnancy: Pregnant students requiring academic accommodations are encouraged to

contact an Equity Advisor in Equity Services to complete a letter of accommodation. Then, make

an appointment to discuss your needs with the instructor at least two weeks prior to the first

academic event in which it is anticipated the accommodation will be required.

Plagiarism: The Undergraduate Calendar defines plagiarism as: "to use and pass off as one's

own idea or product, work of another without expressly giving credit to another."  The Graduate

Calendar states that plagiarism has occurred when a student either:  (a) directly copies another's

work without acknowledgment; or (b) closely paraphrases the equivalent of a short paragraph or

more without acknowledgment; or (c) borrows, without acknowledgment, any ideas in a clear and

recognizable form in such a way as to present them as the student's own thought, where such

ideas, if they were the student's own would contribute to the merit of his or her own work. 

Instructors who suspect plagiarism are required to submit the paper and supporting

documentation to the Departmental Chair who will refer the case to the Dean.   It is not permitted

to hand in the same assignment to two or more courses. The Department's Style Guide is

available at:  www.carleton.ca/polisci/undergrad/styleguide.pdf

Oral Examination: At the discretion of the instructor, students may be required to pass a brief

oral examination on research papers and essays.

Submission and Return of Term Work: Papers must be handed directly to the instructor and will

not be date-stamped in the departmental office. Late assignments may be submitted to the drop

box in the corridor outside B640 Loeb. Assignments will be retrieved every business day at 4

p.m., stamped with that day's date, and then distributed to the instructor.  For essays not returned

in class please attach a stamped, self-addressed envelope if you wish to have your assignment

returned by mail.  Please note that assignments sent via fax or email will not be accepted. Final

exams are intended solely for the purpose of evaluation and will not be returned.

Approval of final grades: Standing in a course is determined by the course instructor subject to

the approval of the Faculty Dean. This means that grades submitted by an instructor may be

subject to revision. No grades are final until they have been approved by the Dean.

Course Requirements: Students must fulfill all course requirements in order to achieve a passing

grade.  Failure to hand in any assignment will result in a grade of F.  Failure to write the final exam

will result in a grade of ABS. FND (Failure B No Deferred) is assigned when a student's

performance is so poor during the term that they cannot pass the course even with 100% on the

final examination. In such cases, instructors may use this notation on the Final Grade Report to

indicate that a student has already failed the course due to inadequate term work and should not

be permitted access to a deferral of the examination. Deferred final exams are available ONLY if

the student is in good standing in the course.

Connect Email Accounts: The Department of Political Science strongly encourages students to

sign up for a campus email account. Important course and University information will be

distributed via the Connect email system. See http://connect.carleton.ca for instructions on how to

set up your account.
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