
Summer 2000  ● Canadian Military Journal 1

Canadian Military Journal / Revue militaire canadienne is the official professional journal of the Canadian Forces and the Department of National
Defence. It is published quarterly under authority of the Minister of National Defence.  Opinions expressed or implied in this publication are those
of the author, and do not necessarily represent the views of the Department of National Defence, the Canadian Forces, Canadian Military
Journal, or any agency of the Government of Canada. Crown copyright is retained.  Articles may be reproduced with permission of the Editor
and provid on condition that appropriate credit is given to Canadian Military Journal. Each issue of the Journal is published simultaneously in
print and electronic versions; it is available on the Internet at www.journal.dnd.ca.

C O N T E N T S

Cover
Canadian Tanks Manoevering
by William Ogilvie.
Candaian War Museum 13268

3

5

13

25

41

51

59

63

71

85

93

00

00

00

00

ISSN 1492-465X

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR
POLICY

NORAD AND NATIONAL MISSLE DEFENCE:
A PERSPECTIVE OF THE DEPUTY COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF

Lieutenant-General George Macdonald

CANADA AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY OPERATIONS:
THE SEARCH FOR POLICY RATIONALES

Louis A. Delvoie

FORCE FOR CHANGE OR AGENT OF MALEVOLENCE?
THE EFFECT OF THE ACCESS TO INFORMATION ACT IN DND

Lieutenant-Colonel Brett Boudreau

SPACE

THINKING THE UNTHINKABLE:
ON REVOLUTION, OUTER SPACE AND CANADIAN POLICY

Dr. James Fergusson

IS THE SKY FALLING? 
CANADA’S DEFENCE SPACE PROGRAMME AT THE CROSSROADS

Captain Andrew Godfroy

OPERATIONS

STANAVFORLANT UNDER CANADIAN COMMAND
Rear-Admiral David Morse and Lieutenant-Commander Douglas Thomas

REVOLUTION IN MILITARY AFFAIRS

EXPERIMENTATION AND INNOVATION
IN THE CANADIAN FORCES

Dr. Scott Robertson

HISTORY

A ‘MERE RUSTLE OF LEAVES’: CANADIAN STRATEGY AND 
THE 1970 FLQ CRISIS

Dr. Sean Maloney

WHAT THE MAINGUY REPORT NEVER TOLD US: THE TRADITION
OF ‘MUTINY’ IN THE ROYAL CANADIAN NAVY BEFORE 1949

Lieutenant-Commander Richard Gimblett

THE PEN BEFORE THE SWORD:
THINKING ABOUT ‘MECHANIZATION’ BETWEEN THE WARS

Major Jamie Hammond

VIEWS AND OPINIONS

RUSSIAN’S NEW MILITARY DOCTRINE
Patrick Armstrong

COLUMNS

CANADIAN WAR MUSEUM: THE HOUSE THAT JACK BUILT
Dean F. Oliver, Ph.D. 

COMMENTARY
Martin Shadwick

BOOK REVIEWS



CANADIAN

JOURNAL
MILITARY

Editor
John Marteinson

Assistant  Editor
Dr. Guy Monette

Publicat ion Manager
Monica Bland

Production
Canadian Forces Training Materiel Production Centre

Product ion Manager:  Sandi Howell

Graphic  Design:  Michael Bodnar

Text  Edi tors :
Karine Beaudette

Jonathan Côté
Julie Linge

Stéphanie Morin
Jocelyne Sayak

Editorial  Board
Lieutenant-Colonel David Bashow

Major Claude Bellerose
Lieutenant-Colonel Peter Bradley

Captain Andrew Godefroy
Captain John Grodzinski

Lieutenant-Commander Greg Hannah
Professor Michael Hennessy

Lieutenant-Colonel Bernd Horn
Professor Hamish Ion

Major David Last
Professor Brian McKercher

Lieutenant-Colonel John Moyer
Chief Warrant Officer J. Perry

Professor Joel Sokolsky
Colonel Randall Wakelam

Lieutenant-Commander Ian Wood
Commander Deborah Wilson

Lieutenant-Colonel Don Young

How to Contact  Us
Canadian Military Journal / 
Revue militaire canadienne

Royal Military College of Canada
PO Box 17000, Station Forces

Kingston, Ontario K7K 7B4
Editor: (613) 541-6000 Extn 6148

Assistant Editor (613) 541-6000 Extn 6496
Fax: (613) 541-6866

E-mail: mail@journal.dnd.ca

Editorial  Advisory Board

Chair man
Brigadier-General E. Gosden

Members
Dr. J.A. Barrett, Dean of Continuing Studies, RMC

Dr. John Barrett, representing ADM (Pol)
Dr. Serge Bernier, Director History and Heritage

Dr. Douglas Bland, Queen’s University
Dr. John Cowan, Principal RMC

Colonel Deborah Davis, CFC
Colonel R.M. Gervais, representing DG Log

Dr. Ronald Haycock, Dean of Arts RMC
Dr. Michael Hennessy, RMC

Professor A.J. Hyatt, Univ. of Western Ontario
Captain(N) S. King, representing DCDS

Professor Albert Legault, Université Laval
Brigadier-General M. Lessard, representing CLS

Commodore I.D. Mack, representing CMS
Dr. B. McKercher, Chairman War Studies RMC
Brigadier-General (ret’d) D. Macnamara, CFC

Professor Danford Middlemiss, Dalhousie University
Dr. Ingar Moen, representing CRAD

Dr. Dean Oliver, Canadian War Museum
Commander B.M. Power, representing VCDS

Robert Quinn, representing DGPA
Captain(N) W.A. Reed, representing JAG
Colonel R.M. Williams, representing CAS

EDITOR’S NOTE

The staff at Canadian Military Journal would like to thank the many individuals who provided feedback on the first issue, and wholeheartedly encour-
age our readers to express their views about the relevance and content of the articles that appear. Some of the comments received are published in this
issue as “Letters to the Editor”. We also especially want to hear about what subjects you think the Journal ought to be covering in future editions.

We continue to encourage the submission of manuscripts on topics of relevance to the Canadian Forces, but would like to stress that not all submis-
sions need to be in the form of ‘major’ articles. Shorter pieces, especially those that express a viewpoint, are most welcome. And, we will be delight-
ed to get letters to the editor that can be published.

We extend our apology to readers who may have had difficulty contacting the Journal at our advertised e-mail address. The technical gremlins have
now been tamed, and the e-mail address is now working properly. We invite readers to communicate with us by that means. 

Some 6,500 print copies of the Journal are being distributed within the Canadian Forces and the Department of National Defence.  Our distribution
list includes what we hope is a sufficient, if small, number of copies for all units and headquarters, but we recognize that the list may need refinement.
Please help us to do that refinement: let us know if your unit/section did not get copies, or if the number received was inadequate.
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LETTERS to the EDITOR
THE BROADER ASPECTS OF HUMAN
SECURITY

Mr. Paul Heinbecker’s article on human security is
a lucid and cohesive treatment of the concept, but it
fails to address the framework of stability which is
essential for it to be successful. In most cases, the
framework is built and maintained by combat-capable
armed forces.  Since that point is not treated in the arti-
cle, it is suspected that altruism may be overshadowing
realism. As well, Mr. Heinbecker seems to put the cart
before the horse. Unless aggression is blocked or
reversed – and peace enforced by conventional military
operations – human security programmes cannot be
applied successfully. This point has been driven home
against a backdrop of horrors stretching from the
Balkans, through Rwanda, to Sierra Leone. 

It is debatable whether dangers to civilians in the
midst of war have increased in the modern era.
Genocide and slaughter have occurred since time imme-
morial. The difference today is that population densities
are much higher and modern communications allow the
graphic details to be displayed widely and in real time
to a Western population that is newly sensitive to abus-
es of human rights.

In this vein, it is also questionable the degree to
which Canadians are or have been more charitable than
others in the realm of international relations. Until the
middle of the 20th century, Canada went to war in sup-
port of the  Empire because it served the interests of
Canada’s security and prosperity to do so. For Korea
and the Cold War, Canada was demonstrating, through
collective defence within the United Nations and NATO,
its choice in favour of democracy and free markets over
dictatorship and communism. During the same period,
peacekeeping was an adjunct to this choice, and also
served national interests. However, peacekeeping was a
peripheral activity for Canada and its allies in the West.
Generally, it was the neutral and non-aligned nations
that were in the forefront of those embracing peace-
keeping as a pillar of their foreign policies.

One cannot help but wonder how human security
came into prominence in Canada and elsewhere. Did it
grow from the ‘common security’ concept proposed by
the peace movement component of the international
‘left’ starting in the mid-1980s? It is significant that
since the end of the Cold War, many so-called peace
groups seem to have re-invented themselves as Non-
Government Organizations (NGOs). While most NGOs
pursue laudable objectives, others clearly seek to cir-
cumvent national governments and pursue their own
agendas under the banner of humanitarianism. 

In the end, as for most cases of progress in human
affairs, there is a need for balance. Signs have emerged
recently that this may be occurring between  proponents
of human security and of military forces.  Earlier this
year, several NGOs teamed with the Conference of
Defence Associations to endorse the need for higher
spending on defence in Canada in support of human
security goals. One hopes this trend will continue.

Lieutenant-General (ret’d) Charles Belzile
Chairman, Conference of Defence Associations

ON ETHICS IN THE CANADIAN FORCES

It is high time for the leadership of the Canadian
Forces to stop debating ethics and actually practice what
for years has been set out in law, policies and orders. The
attempt by some to claim that debate on this issue is
healthy for the CF seems only to be a means of avoiding
what is required by law: doing their duty honestly.
Anyone who can state that there is a ‘relative rarity of
incidents of ethical failure’ in the Canadian military is
just fooling himself/herself. The Office of the
Ombudsman has been flooded with complaints of ‘ethical
failure’ on the part of authorities within the CF and DND.

Much has been made about the ‘crisis in leadership’
within the CF over the past number of years, which in
part is surely due to the lack of ethical standards being
honestly applied. Some have gone to the extent of blam-
ing society in general, unification of the Forces, politi-
cal interference, and even bureaucratization for the eth-
ical shortcomings within the Forces. I would venture to
say that the ethical/leadership problems have arisen,
however,  because of avoidance of individual responsi-
bility and accountability. Perhaps it is time to take spe-
cial note of what is said about ‘Responsibility’ in the
Canadian Forces’ own Statement of Defence Ethics: “We
perform our tasks with competence, diligence and dedi-
cation. We are accountable for and accept the conse-
quences of our decisions and actions. We place the wel-
fare of others ahead of our own personal interests.”

I believe that the sad state of morale within today’s
CF can be traced to the lack of honest application of
existing laws, policies and orders. Even the  CDS has
stated that the Forces do not need more regulations, but
application of existing regulations. He reminded mem-
bers of the Forces to read QR&Os, which set out what is
required of commissioned officers, as well as the enlist-
ed ranks. When the CDS has to do this, it should be
obvious that standards of conduct and behaviour have
deteriorated. Every individual that elects to wear the
Canadian uniform must be prepared to do his/her duty.



That requires the ethical fortitude to do the right thing,
and not simply please one’s superior. Everything – from
trust in the leadership to everyday morale – is affected
by ethics. And let us not forget the public trust that is
required if the CF is to get the political support it des-
perately needs.

Until the leadership of the CF honestly practises the
ethical standards that the Canadian Forces itself sets out
there will be continued mistrust in the leadership as well
as public doubt about the Forces. Blaming others is an
exercise in futility. The time is long past due for each
and every individual within the Canadian Forces to hon-
estly fulfill his/her obligations.

N. Brian Pringle
Petty Officer 2nd Class (ret’d)

North Bay ON

BLOOD ON THE HILLS: 
A REBUTTAL TO A REVIEW 

The first sentence of Brereton Greenhous’ review of
my recent book Blood on the Hills:  The Canadian Army
in the Korean War [Vol. 1 No. 1] establishes the tone for
the search-and-destroy mission that follows. Greenhous
ignores almost every major issue of command, doctrine,
operations, equipment, and tactics that I raise in my
book, which is a primary source-based study of 269
pages. He does discuss one of those issues, but in doing
so shows how flippant his review is. 

The issue, central to Blood in the Hills, is that the
political decision by the White House to hold the line in
central Korea while ceasefire talks were held at
Panmunjon put every UN soldier on that line at a seri-
ous tactical disadvantage. It forced those soldiers to
fight a defensive war for which they were not prepared.
It led the UN Command to shelve its superior firepower,
and complete dominance of the skies, to fight a night
war of patrolling. That decision was one of the very few
made in the whole war that was essentially ‘strategic’. I
showed how that decision had a direct impact on the
Canadian soldier and his war effort.

Some Korean War chroniclers who have made
essentially the same case I did, are Mark Clark in From
the Danube to the Yalu, Matthew B. Ridgway in The War
in Korea, David Rees in Korea: The Limited War,
Robert Leckie in Conflict: The History of the Korean
War and D. Clayton James in Refighting the Last War:
Command and Crisis in Korea, 1950-1953. 

None of us should have bothered; the argument, accord-
ing to Greenhous, is “totally ridiculous.” Greenhous is,

of course, famous for pronunciamentos, but this one
suggests either that he is unaware of the literature, or
that he considers such discussions worthy only of con-
tempt.

Which brings me to my central point.  We would not
have seen the likes of such a frivolous review in
Canadian Defence Quarterly.  Not even in Esprit de
Corps. What, then, is the purpose of this new profes-
sional military journal and its book reviews?

David J. Bercuson
University of Calgary
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