
 
 
 

http://researchcommons.waikato.ac.nz/ 
 
 

Research Commons at the University of Waikato 
 
Copyright Statement: 

The digital copy of this thesis is protected by the Copyright Act 1994 (New Zealand). 

The thesis may be consulted by you, provided you comply with the provisions of the 

Act and the following conditions of use:  

 Any use you make of these documents or images must be for research or private 

study purposes only, and you may not make them available to any other person.  

 Authors control the copyright of their thesis. You will recognise the author’s right 

to be identified as the author of the thesis, and due acknowledgement will be 

made to the author where appropriate.  

 You will obtain the author’s permission before publishing any material from the 
thesis.  

 

http://researchcommons.waikato.ac.nz/


:I:NDZP.iiliDENT N.iTION 0. C<lUiwC£N1 ALLY7 

A Dissertation Submitted in Partial ~lli.filment 

of .equir ,ents for the Degree of Bachelor of Philosophy 

in Politics at the University of laikato, ~'Uhilton, N. Z. 

C. J . Murray . 

Feb . 1973 . 



Title page 

Contents 

Introduction 

Chapter 1 

Chapter 2 

Chapter 3 

Chapter 4 

Chapter 5 

C apter 6 

Chapter 7 

Chapter 8 

Conclusion 

Bibliography 

First Steps - The Canberra Pact 

New Pacific i'ocus - zu 

ii 

i 

ii 

1 

3 

11 

Following Our Major Allies Into sia - E O 22 

Continuing British Influence - Zillf 31 

rhe Price of Dependence - ~ ten e Invol ven,ent 35 

eassessing , • .l . Involvement in sia 40 

Determinants of Change - -\. 'furning Point For • Z? 49 

lternatives to Alliance 55 

66 

68 



INTRODUCTION 

Ne'1 Zealand is a small nation of predominantly Anglo-Saxon culture 

situated in a corner of the earth far istant from the land of its 

cultural forbears. Despite its distance from the centres of power during 

its relatively short life, New Zealand has been associated with the two 

greatest powers in the world in the past century and a half - first 

Britain, and during the latter half of the 20th century with the United 

tates of America. ':iith this strong association has gone the reflected 

glory of power and prestige that a great nation enjoys . New Zealanders 

have in the past felt that Britaints glory was their own, and justifiably 

so, as t1ey had contributed o th economically and with military manpower 

to t. e maintenance of that power. 

In recent years, New Zealand has had to fa e tLe 1ard fact that 

Britain is no longer the power that she was. She can now only be classed 

1. 

as a mi dle- range power along with several others . And although rev 

Zealand continues to be associated with one of the worl ts two greatest 

powers at this time, the United States, the indications are that she also 

faces a diminishing relative power combined with a reluctance or inability 

to effectively use the power that she enjoys to maintain her position . 

New Zealand' s emotional and cultural ties with America have never been 

as strong as with Britain - --in fact there has probably always been a 

resi ue of anti- t-Unerican feeling which arises largely out of the America.nst 

boastfulness of their wealth, power and right to rule . (lJ 

Furthermore the right to demand protection from aggressors that we 

always felt we could claim from Britain, has never been transferred to 

America . For one thing, we have never contributed to the defence of 

America. as we have to the efence of Brita.in; neither have we contributed 

economically through the production of meat an dairy produce for America. 



as we have for Britain. Any claim we make on the United States must 

therefore be on the basis of common interests and on the basis of 

reciprocity. 

Faced with a rapidly changing world an the facts of a diminishe 

expectation of automatic protection in the event of overt aggression 

1rew Zealan nas had to reassess its position, although to a large extent 

it might be said that she has merely replaced a ''mother" with a "big 

brother". New Zealand has largely failed to make as independent a stand 

as circtunstances might have permitted, although many woul argue that, 

for a nation as small as ve are, an independent stance is not possible 

2. 

for practical reasons of defence, and our outlook will always be determined 

by the outlooks of the larger nations about us. 

The aim of this issertat ion then will be to outline the development 

of Nm Zealandts relationship with Britain and America, focusing chi fly 

on the post-war period, and looking particularly at the defensive alliances 

in which she has participated with them, and th reasons for these alliances 

In the light of the world situation as it stands today, and as it appears 

to be moving in the forseeable future , we will then discuss the 

alternatives to these alliances and the feasibility of the o tions open 

to us . Can New Zealand forge the in ependent path that some hope for, 

or must she continue to toe the line with one of the big powers? It is 

hope that the following discussion will at least highlight the reasons 

why New Zealand hitherto has preferr ed the latter alternative , but also 

examine the feasibility of adopting the former. 

1. ee ,l. H. Oliver: "The Story of New Zealand" 

(Lon on, Faber & aber, 19601 p 2 7. 



3. 

CHAPT•n. 1 

THE CANBk RA PACT 

he Se con 1'/orld var was a period during which New Zealand for a time 

was forced to recognise the fact that it was a Pacific nation, and not just 

an offshoot of Britain. In particular the fall of the Bri~ish Nav 1 Base 

at .:iingapore in 1942 an the acknowlc ged inability of Britain to come to 

Nev Zealan 's cf ence in the Pacific brought t!1eir vulnerability to the 

minds of New Zealanders wit1 full force . 

Prior to the war, New Zealand's foreign relations vere considered 

to be identical to Britaints and in eed any moves toward an independent 

stance were frowne upon . Angu Ross (1) quotes several conunentators 

,1ho note that New Zealanders always put their Imperial rather than their 

national status first . For example, Philip ichols, se onde from the 

Foreign Office to the Prime Hinisterts Department in .ellington in 1928-30, 

in vrit-ing to Percy Koppel in th Foreign Office, mentione that 11.e could 

find no counter1 art to the rampant spirit of nationalism !le had encountere 

in AUstrali:i ecaus , all. tl}ough intensely pro'.l 1.n f on of t..tieir ow1 

count ry, n·ew :ealanders think of Ne,.r Zealand primarily as one o the 

countries vhich together make up the ritish , pire and only ccondly 

as the autonomous conununity known as New Zealan an there is absolutely 

no deman ' for the outward trappings of autonomy" . (2) 

r ... e official attitude of Ne,: Zealan toward Dominion tatus in t e 

years immediately after llorld : ar I was that tl e DoIPinions ha not 

acquire or either international or constitutional urposes any form o 

in ependent status, although they were treated as independent for the 

sp cial purpose of the League of Nations. Massey, in discussing the 

League of Nati ons, stated that he ha never l iked the arrangement which 

was r.iade in connection with the League of N,tions . "There ,as one 
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CONCLU ION 

In this dissertation, New Zealand's relationship with Britain and 

erica, and the demands that have been made upon New Zealand in return 

for protection have been discussed, and it has been argued that this 

relationship is at the present time undergoing a profound change, 

deriving largely from the development of a complex multi- polar world 

system. It has been argued that, in light of the possibility of .American 

protection becoming less certain as time goes on New Zealand might , by 

grasping the opportunity which favourable circumstances provide , adopt 

a neutral stance vhich would, on balance,seem to offer the best chances 

of keeping New Zealand out of future vars and at the same time offer a 

satisfying role for New Zealand in world affairs . 

fuile neutrality, however credible , could never absolutely guarantee 

New Zealand's security it must also be recognised that the c'\merican 

alliance does not and cannot absolutely guarantee our security either. 

Neutrality vould however keep New Zealand from involvement in wars to a 

far greater extent than has our participation in alliances . New Zealand's 

military involvement in •• • sia has been undertaken botl because of our 

wish to secure American guarantees , and as a result of the policy of 

forward defence , but it must be seriously doubted whether in fact this 

policy has gained any long- lasting benefits or protection for New Zealand. 

Neutrality, while increasing New Zealandts chances of remaining out of 

future wars would, at the same tirae , by doing away with the concern for 

remaining in .America ' s good books , enable New Zealand to exercise a truly 

independent voi ce in international affairs , and make the sort of stand on 

behalf of small powers for which Peter Fraser became renowned . 

However, the complacency of New Zealanders , and the habits of dependency 

deriving from the long and close association with Britain and the more 

recent association with ·'unerica, coupled with an unwillingness to face 

up to the changes in our relationship with Britain, produce a force of 

inertia which would be a major stlllllbling block to any attempts to adopt 



such a stance . vithout strong leadership New ealand would be unlikely 

to make the move . r; en with strong leadership, t11e hurdles of 

defence expenditure , increased foreign affairs expenditure , and most of 

all the sense of being on our own, would be major obstacles to overcome 

It is certain, however, that a decision to cut ourselves loose from 

America would give New Zealand a sense of controlling its own destiny -

,~ile finding ourselves (because of circumstances beyond our control) 

at some future point in time.without the protection upon which we have 

depended, would be very damaging psychologically to New Zealand. 

Do we then, take control of our own destiny now, despite the costs 

that this would entail, or do we wait until force of circumstances has 

taken the luxury of choice away from us? Such is the sort of question 

that New Zealand's leaders should be facing up to today . 
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