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EDITORIAL NOTE

This is the first issue of what we hope will be a useful and informative journal, with a major contribution
to make to the development of the sociological literature in New Zealand.

The editors would like to take this opportunity to thank those who subscribed in advance for their vote
of confidence in the enterprise. We would also like to thank Tessa Brown for the cover design, as well as
the Editorial Board for their support.

We take this opportunity to invite your participation by:

(a) considering us as an outlet for your work;

(b) putting your name foreward as being willing to act as referee for papers submitted to us; and

(c) putting your name foreward as being willing to review books for us.

If you are interested in refereeing or reviewing, send us details of qualifications, present employment and
the areas of interest within which you would be willing to referee or review.

Dick Harker ' Chris Wilkes
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The State of New Zealand Sociology:
some preliminary observations

Charles Crothers and Chris Gribben

Department of Sociology, University of Auckland

This is a revised version of a paper presented at the New Zealand Sociological Association Conference in
Hamilton in November, 1985. We would like to thank several commentators at the session at which this
paper was offered and also the referee and editors, for useful suggestions about improving the paper.

INTRODUCTION

This paper attempts to extend the beginnings of a systematic and empirically-based picture of the development
of sociology in New Zealand, using a cross-disciplinary frame of reference. This paper is intended not only
as a reflexive analysis of our own situation, but also as a basis for discussion and action. However, we have
some ambivalence about this study as a contribution to the somewhat alarming build-up of the 'sociology
of New Zealand sociology' (see references in Robb and Crothers, 1985) - or as Franklin has more acidly
termed it, the New Zealand penchant for a 'sociology of no sociology!' (Franklin, 1978)

We start with an updating and reworking of material originally studied for the doctoral research of the senior

author on the social organisation of social research in New Zealand (Crothers, 1979) and also to update
and extend material more directly focused on sociology in New Zealand written with Professor Robb (Robb

and Crothers, 1985).

We attempt to begin to answer three general questions about the'state of the art' o f New Zealand sociology:
- what is its current knowledge-base?

- what is its current person-power?
- what is its current share of research resources?

Answers to these questions will be partly historical, and partly presented in comparison with other social
science disciplines in New Zealand. However, international comparisons are not attempted. The study con-
cludes with some general reflections.

The analysis is broadly organised around a conception of social sciences as involving a'knowledge-production
system' (Crothers, 1979). thus, 'the product' - contributions to the stock of social knowledge - is seen
as the output, from a complex system of social research structures and resources, which are at least partially
dedicated to this purpose, and influenced by a wider societal environment.

As in any'production system', the 'product' can be explained to a COI1Siderable degree by the social organisation
of the 'production system', and the wider 'social environment' within which it is set. In describing social
research output as a product, it is important to conceptualize its key characteristics - the total volume,
Physical form, substantive content, theoretical orientation, empirical base, degree of policy-relevance and
the political/moral implications that it carries. But, it is not enough to merely measure different aspects
of the social research output, but to try also to grasp conceptually some of the major axes which bind together
particular types of the social research output: the paradigms within which each is embedded (if these can
be clearly identified) or the extent to which each is orientated towards building up a'local' or'cosmopolitan'
stock of knowledge.
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The quantity and type of social knowledge output is affected by the internal social organisation of the produc-
tion system - the units into which it is divided, the internal relations within these, and the relations between
different units. Again, this process requires examination of a range of details about the size of units, resources
available to them, and characteristics of the staff peopling the units. As well as these'surface' features, there
should also be consideration of the deep structure of its organisation, such as social relations of an exploitative
nature.

The wider social environment has a wide range of influences in the operation o f any social knowledge produc-
tion system. It provides a structure of opportunities and constraints in the carrying out of any social research,
especially in the providing or withholding of resources (which might include not just finance, but also accessi-
bility to research-sites, provision of official state social bookkeeping data, publishing outlets, and legal con-
straints o f libel). The wider social environment also includes the users of social research output; for example
the extent to which policy-makers, intellectuals or other audiences draw on social research material. It may
well be that something of an 'exchange' relationship between the'social research system' and the wider environ-
ment needs also to be examined at deeper levels: for example, social research work may well be seen to be
but a manifestation of particular ideological frameworks, or the functional role of much social research
in legitimating the status quo might be recognised.

Such a theoretical task of understanding the development and limitations of a body of social knowledge
of a society is immense, although useful theoretical resources for this task can be derived from the sociology
of knowledge (ag. Habermas, 1972); the sociology of sociology (e.g. Gouldner, 1970; Barnes, 1982) and
the sociology of science (eg. Crane, 1972; Rose and Rose, 1976). However, it is not the task at hand to review
this material. Having identified the range of theoretical material that might be drawn upon in analyzing
the New Zealand situation, we now turn to the task of building a more descriptive account of sociology
in New Zealand.

THE SOCIOLOGICAL PRODUCT

The results of sociological thinking and research can take a variety of forms - books, articles, other scholarly
published material, research reports, theses, other printed forms of diffusion, presentations, consultations,
speeches, talks etc. Part of this product is delivered within the confines of universities or related institutions
and is concerned with teaching. A description of the teaching production of Sociology in New Zealand is
reasonably approximated by the teaching programmes outlined in university calendars and departmental

handbooks, and has been commented on in more depth circa 1970 (Timms and Zubrzycki, 1971) and circa

1983 (Crothers, 1985). It will not, then, be commented on, although teaching material is one of the bases
on which research may be developed.

The non-teaching ('research') production is rather more difficult to track down. In principle, it should be
possible to identify the population of New Zealand sociologists, assemble their lists of publications and
other activities, and use this to describe the stock of social knowledge produced by New Zealand sociologists.
However, in practise, this would be a rather more difficult task. Moreover, the stock of (sociological) social
knowledge on New Zealand society may bear only a limited relation to that produced by New Zealand sociolo-
gists (inasmuch as New Zealand sociologists produce other than social knowledge on New Zealand, while
non-New Zealand and/or non-sociologists may produce New Zealand social knowledge). In terms of the
diagram below (Figure 1) this paper is concerned with cells 1 and 2 rather than 1 and 3 (although it will
not prove easy to separate these out neatly).
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Figure 1: Production and Producer Combinations

Product

Producer New Zealand Social non-New Zealand

knowledge social knowledge

New Zealand Sociologists 1 3·

non-New Zealand and/or non Sociologists 2 4

This partial and preliminary study of the stock of New Zealand sociological knowledge is concerned: (1)
to measure its various characteristics - size, type, subject-matter, empirical base etc; and (2) to trace changes
over time. A third task: to analyse internal structure (degree of inter-connectivity etc., preferably using the
standard tools deployed by citations analysts, (see Edge, 1979) is not attempted here.

Unfortunately, this portion of the study departs from the multiple disciplinary coverage of the remainder

of this article, by concentrating only on sociology. This limitation is because of the practical difficulties

in tracking the content of the production of those from other disciplines (however, see Crothers, 1979 for
Education and Geography, and Crothers, 1975, for Political Science).

The beginning for this study is the New Zealand material included in Australia and New Zealand Journal
of Sociology over the period 1965-1985 - a period of 20 years. This should be a fairly obvious starting
point for this study, since the journal is the o fficial publication o f the Sociological Association o f Australia
and New Zealand and has been the sole scholarly journal outlet devoted to local sociological material over
the last two decades. (The advent of New Zealand Sociology in 1986 will be the first main extension of
local, and purely sociological publishing opportunities.)

This study is a byproduct of a project, carried out under the now defunct PEP employment scheme by Chris
Gribben, to prepare a computerised bibliographic data-base of backdated sociological material for inclusion in
SOSRIS.

The volumes have been divided into four periods (five year periods apart from the first) - 1965-70, 1971-75,
1976-80, 1981-85. Material covered in the study includes all articles, comments, communications and research
notes either on New Zealand or written by someone domiciled in New Zealand. Information collated in-
cludes: -

- length of article (short - up to 3 pages, medium - 4 to 9 pages, and long - 10 pages or longer);
- the institution(s) of the author(s);
- the disciplinary background(s) of the author(s);
- the subject-matter covered;
- the empirical research base (if any) or type of article content.
(See Appendix for detail about coding decisions).
Over the two decades some 97 items with a New Zealand connection were published in Australia and New
Zealand Journal of Sociology. This volume of publication might be usefully compared to an estimate of
the number of scoiologists in New Zealand universities - some 500 person-years (see subsequent section).
After a slow start in the first half-decade (1966-70), New Zealand publications peaked in the 1976-80 period.
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Approximately one-third o f the items fell into each of the short, medium or long categories. The proportions
have shifted markedly over the four time-periods. This can be explained partly by an apparent trend in the
internal development of New Zealand (and Australian) Sociology, partly by the changing publication policy
of the Australia and New Zealand Journal of Sociology, and perhaps most importantly by a complex dynamic
interplay between the two. In 1972 a highly visible change in editorial policy replaced a laisse-faire approach
with a strongly interventionist approach in which articles on present symposium issues were actively solicited.
This clearly had a marked effect on the number of items actually published, and it seems that once this
break-through was achieved, a relatively high level of publication was then established. (This effect applies,
too, to Australian contributions although this is not investigated here). However, within the higher production
period, there has been a marked shift in the'size' of the contributions. Alongside the increasing size of contri-
butions has been a gradual relaxation in the publication policy of the Australia and New Zealand Journal
of Sociology as successive editors have used less interventionist approaches. 1

Examination of the disciplinary background o f authors reveals a surprising finding: a bare majority o f items
are authored by members of sociology departments. Further, the proportion is lower in the more recent periods.
The departmental backgrounds of other contributors include:-

- Education

- Politics

- Geography

- Psychology
- Economics

- Medical Science

The institutional background of authors falls into 3 broad groupings by level of contribution:-

- high (Victoria)

- moderate (Auckland and Canterbury)

- low (Waikato, Massey and Otago).

However, these figures do not necessarily reflect the contributions of the Sociology Depoartments in these
institutions. Several universities have contributed at a reasonably consistent rate over time, the divergences
from stability are Auckland (with an increasing output) and Victoria (with a marked decrease).

Almost two/thirds of items have some empirical base, with some considerable, but declining, use of'survey'
work, but also a wide range of census, 'other official statistics' and other data (mainly assembled for a particu-
lar project), but very few participant observation studies.

Again, in terms of subject-matter, there is much variety - but a concentration on several fairly 'standard'
subject-areas. More detailed examination is needed in order to reveal any pattern.

Beyond the local material in the Australia and New Zealand Journal of Sociology, there is a scatter of New
Zealand material published in other journal publications - in Nexus, American Journal of Sociology, British
Journal of Sociology, and a few other British or North American journals. Few New Zealand sociologists

1 Sifting out the causal effect of the 'natural' development trajectory of Australasian Sociology, from the causal effect of publication
policy is cleary difficult: perhaps it is enough to suggest that each mirrored tile other, and to signal the topic for further investigation.
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Table 1: New Zealand-related Items in Australia and New Zealand Journal of Sociology, 1965-1985·

1965-70 1971-75 1976-80 1981-85 Total

Number of Items 4 26 43 24 97

I,ength of Items
Short 25% 61% 40% 9010 37%
Medium 25% 23% 47% 39% 38%

Long 50% 15% 12070 52% 25%

University/Location of Author(s) (1)
Auckland - 25% 11070 15% 32% 18%

Waikato 0 15% 2% 5% 6%

Massey 0 7% 5010 6%

Victoria 25% 26070 37% 14% 28%

Canterbury 500/0 15% 20% 18% 19%

Otago 0 4% 5070 9% 5070

Other N.Z. 0 15% 5% 9% 9070

Outside N.Z. 0 27% 10% 25% 8%

Discipline of Author(s) (1)

Sociology 100% 62070 49% 42(to 51%

Other 0% 38% 51% 58% 49%

Data Base of Items

'Comment' 0 38% 25070 24% 27%

Theoretical 0 12% 8% 10% 9010

'Survey' 75% 1990 20% 19% 22%

Census 25070 7% 10% 14% 11 !4

Other Statistics 0 12% 20% 5% 13 cio

Participant Observation 0 70% 3% 5% 4%

Other 0 4% 15% 24% 13%

Subject Areas of Items (2)

'Theory' 0 4% 15% 14070 11%
0 7(]to 15% 5% 9070

Social Class 75% 70/0 8% 5% 9%

Urban 50% 14% 18% 9070 15%

Deviance
15% 14% 11%

Minority groups
18%

0 4010

Industrial
9% 8%

0 4 3% 5070
Educational 0 14% 8%

0 4% 5% · 18% 7%
Attitudes

21% 3% 5% 80700Sociology itself
Other 25% 25% 13% 5% 15%

Notes: (1) May be more than number of items because of multiple authorship.
(2) Some items are counted in more than one category.

Rounding errors may apply. First Period is 6 years; remainder, 5 year periods.
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appear to write for other New Zealand Social Science Journals, with the exception of The NZ Population
Review, Sites and now the Womens Studies Journal. The size of this somewhat elusive literature is probably
no more than three dozen items over this period.

However, there has also been a small stable of New Zealand Sociology books, in particular many edited
collections. For example, the 1985 New Zealand Official Yearbook lists in its publications section, especially
under 'Social Science and Public Administration' the following books:-

Ageing New Zealanders R.A. Barker et.al. (eds.) Department of Health, 1982.

The Smith Women R. Barrington and A. Gray, Reed, 1981.
Rich and Poor in New Zealand D. Bedggood, Allen and Unwin, 1980.
Health and Health Care in New Zealand R Davis, Longman Paul, 1981.
Social Policy and the Welfare State in New Zealand B. Easton, Allen and Unwin, 1980.

Families in New Zealand Society R Koopman-Boyden (ed.) Methuen, 1978.
The Jones Men A. Gray, Reed, 1983.
Shades of Deviance M. Hill, et.al. (eds.), Dunmore Press.

Issues in Equity Judith Davey and R Koopman-Boyden, New Zealand Planning Council, 1983.
The Other New Zealanders D. McGill, Mallinson Rendel, 1982.

The Fixed and the Fickle Hans Mol, Pilgrims Southern Press, 1982.
Who Makes Social Policy? New Zealand Planning Council, 1982.

New Zealand Population: Patterns of Change New Zealand Planning Council, 1984.
New Zealand, Sociological Perspectives R Spoonley et.al., Dunmore, 1982.
Johnsonville D. Pearson, Allen and Unwin, 1980.

Eclipse of Equality D. Pearson and D. Thorns, Allen and Unwin, 1983.
People Like Us Anthony Hass et.al., Asia Pacific Books, 1982.

Divorce in New Zealand R. Phillips, Auckland and Oxford University Presses, 1982.
The Population of New Zealand R.J.W. Neville and 1 O'Neill, Longman Paul, 1979.
Religion in New Zealand Society B. Colless and Peter Donovan, Dunmore, 1980.
Toil and n'ouble B. Roth and 1 Hammond, Methuen, 1981.
n'ade Unions in New Zealand B. Roth, Reed, 1974.

Social Welfare and New Zealand Society A.D. Trlin (ed.), Methuen, 1977.
Women in New Zealand Society R Bunkle and B. Hughes (eds.), Allen and Unwin, 1980.
The Family and the School in New Zealand Society R Ramsay, Pitman, 1975.
The Maori Population of New Zealand D. Pool, Auckland University Press, 1977.

More extensive listing from similar library sources might more closely round off this attempt to describe
major sociological contributions. It would certainly need to include Forster's Social Process in New Zealand,
Webb and Collette's New Zealand Society, Trlin and Thompson's Contemporary New Zealand, Pitt's Social
Class in New Zealand, and Wilkes and Shirley's In the Public Interest. Beyond this a more exhaustive catalogu-
ing would need to search out technical reports (all New Zealand Sociology departments have buried many
of their empirical studies in departmental series or ad hoc reports), theses (which may be in fact an under-
utilised cognitive backbone for New Zealand Sociology), a wide variety of important applied social research
reports from Goverment Departments and an even more fugitive category of New Zealand Sociological litera-
ture - conference papers. (New Zealand Sociology seems able to generate enough papers at many annual
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conferences to equal the published material for at least a half-decade, yet few of these papers are subsequently
published). It would be useful to extend the analysis conducted on Australia and New Zealand Journal of
Sociology items to these other items, however this has not yet been attempted, A qualitative content analysis
of the chapters of the Spoonley et.al. reader and its precursors might tell us very much about the content
of New Zealand Sociology.

Several points about the New Zealand social knowledge literature can be hazarded on the basis of the study
to date:

- the size of the published literature is fairly small;
- the literature is very loosely knit (apart from occasional bursts of comment and counter-comment)

and there is little evidence of cumulation;
- the literature is only tangentially based on empirical studies;
- the literature is often preoccupied with rehearsing overseas 'theory' and only generally concerned to

advance locally-sensitive versions of theory;
- many empirical studies are either small-scale and/or in response to policy needs, but in either case

underanalyzed and inadequately integrated into the wider New Zealand literature;
- the New Zealand official bookkeeping apparatus has seldom been drawn on for sociological purposes;
- the mounting of major theoretically-attuned but thorough empirical studies seems rare;
- many useful sociological contributions lie interred within theses, conference papers, technical reports etc

THE PERSONNEL OF NEW ZEALAND ACADEMIC SOCIOLOGY

The above description of the social research product of New Zealand sociology raises the question of attempt-
ing to describe the characteristics of those who produced the output. New Zealand sociologists are to be
found in several different settings:-

- University departments of Sociology;
- Other University departments, especially other social science disciplines;
- Social Research Units, especially in Government departments;
- Other intellectual and general occupations.
The extent of active involvement in the development and diffusion of New Zealand sociology will differ
amongst those in each of these categories, and more generally between these categories. There are three
main ways of tracing persons with some involvement and interest in sociology:
- University Calendars, or other lists of personnel - the New Zealand Sociological Association and

the Sociological Association of Australia and New Zealand (NZSA/SAANZ);
- Membership lists of the professional associations;
- Subsequent careers of Sociology graduates.

The first part of this section reports a study of academic sociologists drawn from University Calendars,
This academic focus is not to denigrate the importance of'applied sociologists' (cf. Couchman, 1984, Tait,
et.al., 1981), whose contribution needs also to be examined. Although some phantoms haunt the lists of
staff published in University calendars, in general they are a markedly accurate official listing of University
teaching staff in the social sciences, together with some of their key characteristics. The core information
provided in the 1985 Calendars is generally correct as at November, 1984 when they are published, and com-
prises department, rank, name, degrees and other'letters', and for some universities, date of first appointment.
From name, the gender can usually be determined, since there is a practise to publish the first names of
at least the female staff (there is a small degree of error in guessing gender from first name). From degrees,
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