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Most of you are involved in the current practice of New Zealand's foreign policy
either as direct practitioners in politics or in departments, or as students of or
commentators on what is currently happening in our external relations. But the aim of
this conference in the fiftieth anniversary year of the Institute is to examine the
future direction of New Zealand Foreign Policy. To perceive direction we need perspect-
ive. The future will certainly develop from our past and we will reach it by the little
incremental steps we take each day in practice. But if we want to shape that future
rather than passively let it happen to us, we need to get some distance away from the
pressure of those day-to-day steps, give ourselves room to see the general directions,
the choices, challenges and opportunities open to us.

That's the point of my title. ©Not that I have developed a scenario for 2000 A.D.,
projected trends or forecast events fifteen years ahead, but that I want us to tramp up
into the hills for a while, leave behind the Common Market butter gquotas and the Anzus
Conferences, and scramble up the slopes until we come out onto some peak in Darien from

which we can look out over the sweep of history around these islands we now call New
Zealand.

From our usual perspective, from Lambton Quay and The Terrace, we tend to see our
foreign policy as being shaped by some basic imperatives - of geography, economics and
security. From our more distant peak we should see the prior factors which give impact
and direction to those imperatives - ourselves, our identity, our view of what we want
from the world and what it wants from us.

Remembering that, think back to that meeting in 1934 and the mind-set of the people
who joined Downie Stewart and Walter Nash. Perhaps Sir Guy Powles will be able to tell
us how New Zealand looked to those people. I suspect that geography and mind-set com-
bined made for a very strong feeling of remoteness, of being a long way from home, an
enclave of a very strong but distant culture, isolated and very dependent here at the
bottom of the South Pacific. We are still close enough to that time to understand that,
and to retain echoes of that concept of isolation and dependence locked into our mind-set
more firmly than the facts support.

We grew up with the influence of the Second World War very strong - its technology,
its military logistics, and its geopolitics. Our thinking on many issues still tends to
be influenced by that. We grew up with the cultural images of remoteness, of undiscover-
ed shores, of distance looking our way, provided by the first New Zealand poets and
writers and I suspect they are still quite strong in our mind-sets. The "we" I am
talking about - excluding our overseas visitors - when I loock around this room is still
very largely Eurocentric pakeha males over 40. There are a number of females but they
are definitely still in a minority. But what viewpoint do those in our society who are
not Eurocentric have on these problems? What reactions do our children have to the
things we say about international affairs? Let us try to think of the mind-set that
might be behind foreign policy at that meeting in the year 2000.

There will be a difference in identity, in background, and in approach to problems.
Images of "home" in their minds will owe more to Bottle Creek and Rongopai than to the
City of Westminster. They will have moved further from the 1934 perspective of us being
a long way from home, to the viewpoint of Europe being a long way from us. The differ-
ence will be significant. Although in most practical day-to-day matters of foreign
relations such as travel and trade we have made substantial adjustments, in particular
in the past 15 years; in less immediate and more conceptual matters, our mind-set still
retains more sense of distance and remoteness than is justified.

~_ The first determinant of direction in our foreign policy, therefore, will be our
ability to answer that memorable challenge at the end of Foreskin's Lament, "What are

you?". I expect the answer to that challenge will become firmer and more self-assured
over the next 15 years.

I do not think that means that New Zealanders will become more isolationist and
less interested in the rest of the world. Although, as Brian Talboys said, the general
population is not sufficiently interested in international affairs, the general run of
New Zealanders are very interested in what is going on outside New Zealand for very
fundamental reasons. We are still conscious of having come from somewhere else. New
Zeglanders do not have a set of legends, like the legends of the Chinese and the Greeks,
which make New Zealand the navel of the universe. It is not only Christchurch pakeha who






