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INTRODUCTION 1.

New Zealand is a small nation of predominantly Anglo-Saxon culture
situated in a corner of the earth far distant 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
States of America. With 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 Britaint's glory was their own, and justifiably
so, as they had contributed both economically and with military manpower

to the maintenance of that power.

In recent years, New Zealand has had to face the hard fact that
Britain is no longer the power that she was. She can now only be classed

as a middle-range power along with several others. And although New
Zealand continues to be associated with one of the world!s 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 pogition.

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
residue of anti-American feeling which arises largely out of the Americanst
boastfulness of their wealth, power and right to rule. (1)

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 defence of Britain; neither have we contributed

economically through the production of meat and 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 and the facts of a diminished

expectation of automatic protection in the event of overt aggression

New Zealand has 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 circumstances might have permitted, although many would argue that,

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

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 dissertation then will be to outline the development
of New Zealand's relationship with Britain and America, focusing chiefly

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

in which she has participated with them, and the 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

altefnatives to these alliances and the feasibility of the options open
to us. Can New Zealand forge the independent path that some hope for,

or must she continue to toe the line with one of the big powers? It is
hoped that the following discussion will at least highlight the reasons
why New Zealand hitherto has preferred the latter alternative, but also

examine the feasibility of adopting the former,

1. See W. H. Oliver: "The Story of New Zealand"

(London, Faber & Faber, 1960} p 207.



CHAPTER 1

FIRST STEPS -~ THE CANBERRA PACT

The Second World War 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 British Naval Base
at Singapore in 1942 and the acknowledged inability of Britain to come to

New Zealand's defence in the Pacific brought their vulnerability to the

minds of New Zealanders with full force.
Prior to the war, New Zealand's foreign relations were considered

to be identical to Britaint's and indeed any moves toward an independent
stance were frowned upon. Angus Ross (1) quotes several commentators

who note that New Zealanders always put their Imperial rather than their
nationa{ status first. For example, Philip Nichols, seconded from the
Foreign Office to the Prime Ministert's Department in Wellington in 1928-30,
in writing to Percy Koppel in the Foreign Office, mentioned that he could
find no counterpart to the rampant spirit of nationalism he had encountered
in Australia because, although intensely proud and fond of their own
country, "New Zealanders think of New Zealand primarily as one of the
countries which together make up the British Empire and only secondly

as the autonomous community known as New Zealand and there is absolutely

no demand for the outward trappings of autonomy”., (2)
The official attitude of New Zealand toward Dominion Status in the

years immediately after World War I was that the Dominions had not
acquired for either international or constitutional purposes any form of
independent status, although they were treated as independent for the
special purpose of the League of Nations. Massey, in discussing the

League of Nations, stated that he had never liked the arrangement which

was made in connection with the League of Nations. "There was one






























































































































































































66.
CONCLUSION

In this dissertation, New Zealand's relationship with Britain and
America, 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 which would, on balance,seem to offer the best chances
of keeping New Zealand out of future wars and at the same time offer a
satisfying role for New Zealand in world affairs.

while neutrality, however credible, could never absolutely guarantee
New Zealandt!s security it must also be recognised that the American
alliance does not and cannot absolutely guarantee our security either.”
Neutrality would 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 S.E. Asia has been undertaken both 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 Zealand's chances of remaining out of
future wars would, at the same time, by doing away with the concern for
remaining in Americats good books, enable New Zealand to exercise a truly
independent voice in intermational 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 America, 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 stumbling block to any attempts to adopt




67.
such a stance. Without strong leadership New Zealand would be unlikely

to make the move. Even with strong leadership, the hurdles of increased
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 -
while 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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