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CHAPTER 1

South African Sociology in Context

Abstract South African sociology has several distinctive features. It has
developed a strand of its own, transforming from the colonial and apart-
heid periods. Under different phases in its history—colonial, apartheid
and democratic—sociology in the country passes through exacting times.
The political conditions are antagonistic towards an integrated sociology
in the apartheid period. Some support the separatist apartheid regime
while others oppose it. Some sociologists are in the forefront of promot-
ing apartheid policies with the support of the discipline. There are con-
trasting views on the state of sociology in the three clearly marked phases.
Different forms of sociology co-exist in South Africa over these years. This
chapter presents some of the characteristic features of South African soci-
ology that are examined in the book.

Keywords South Africa ® Sociology ® Apartheid ® History

Globally, sociology has passed through challenging times and continues
to do so. Sociologists often ask questions about its existence and survival,
in both its structural and intellectual aspects (Abbott 2000). Some have
been sceptical, predicting a dim future for sociology (Stinchcombe 1994).
Others have thought that sociology will not lose its relevance at all, but
rather that it is capable of making a greater impact than other social sci-
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ence disciplines are currently having on society (Turner 2006). The dis-
cipline is surviving nevertheless. This is so even when market forces sway
and determine the purposes, functions and raison d’étre of universities and
other centres of knowledge production where sociology has a home. In
many societies, sociologists have survived against the forces of privatiza-
tion and the commodification of knowledge (Burawoy 2011).

Sociology remains very much alive although the pressures facing it
come from different directions, often from unexpected quarters. The lack
of supportive patronage from political leaders and policy-makers works
against the discipline. Structural changes in academia and curricula add
to the current woes of sociology. Evidence from several countries where
sociology exists is not easy to reject.!

Africa is yet to appear prominently on the international sociological
scene. This is more so for South Africa. The presence of African sociol-
ogy, and its South African form, in particular, has not been adequate to
create the impression that sociology exists on the continent. This certainly
appears to be the case when the research publications carried in promi-
nent sociological journals are taken into account. Only three articles about
Africa appeared in two distinguished sociology journals between 1990 and
2005.% Debates on African sociology, despite its potential for the discipline
globally, eluded scholarly contemplation for a very much longer period
of time. This is a missed opportunity, not only for African sociology, but
specifically for sociology in South Africa. However, it has now turned the
corner and matters are moving towards change. Sociology in Africa has
entered the global stage.

As ayoung and dynamic democracy, South Africa is a prominent country
on the continent. It is striving to revive from its troubled past of colonial-
ism and apartheid.? The legacy of its past is intertwined with its sociology.
South Africa can claim to have a strand of its own sociology and has a
shared identity among the community of thousands of sociologists in the
world. It was South Africa that led other African countries in introducing
sociology to the universities.* It is credited with being the strongest sociol-
ogy in the global South, following only India and Brazil, and of leading on
the African continent® (Alexander and Uys 2002; Burawoy 2009).

Differing in key respects from sociology in other countries, South
African sociology possesses its own characteristic features. However, its
subjects and topics are not totally dissimilar to other societies. They are
manifest in its abundance of social issues and phenomena, and is evident in
the rainbow?® of sociologists and their approaches to study. Spread across
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nine provinces in an area of 1,219,090 km?, it is the home to 54.96 mil-
lion people (RSA 2015) of different ethnic and racial backgrounds.”

Like any society, South Africa has good reasons for having a sociology
of its own. South Africa went through a devastating past, a past that tore
apart its social fabric. Its past fragmented the society and gave rise to prob-
lems of varying magnitudes that were presented to sociologists to address.
Sociology thus came into being in the early years of the twentieth century.
Any examination of the discipline in South Africa unavoidably has to be
related to the society’s past (Schutte 2007).

Sociology in South Africa formed and developed with some salient char-
acteristics (Pavlich 2014). It evolved from the racial differentiation and
linguistic separation which continued to influence the nature of sociology
and the sociological research produced in the country. Like the society,
South African sociology was also highly racialized (Hendricks 2006) and
divided. The division was obvious in the methodological preferences and
the types of sociologies pursued and practised in universities and research
institutes. The main sources of the division were language (Afrikaans and
English) and the varying resources. The historically white universities
(HWUs) were long favoured while historically black universities (HBUs)
were disadvantaged.

This book is concerned with sociology in South Africa, its past and
present. It traces the history of sociology in distinctive phases. The his-
tory of sociology is a main field of enquiry in social science research
(Maia 2014). It focuses on the questions asked and the answers given
(Lyon 2015). Sociology is deeply rooted in its historical moorings pre-
cisely because the discipline was created by its founders to study historical
changes (Lachmann 2013). Why is this history important? The concerns
and methods of historical sociology can serve to invigorate the broader
discipline of sociology as a discipline of social change (Lachmann 2013).
In looking into the history of sociology and its contemporary state, this
book generates more questions than answers, but this is to be expected.
Such questions are pertinent and are part of the process of achieving a
better understanding.

Historical sociology employs a range of perspectives, either stressing
the linearity of time and the progressive order of history or attempting to
study it non-linearly and in the uneven stages of history (Lundborg 2016).
In this book a clear linearity of time and order is stressed, covering three
marked phases: the colonial, apartheid and democratic. As in other social
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realities, both colonialism and apartheid have embedded their perspectives
and structures in knowledge production (Schutte 2007).

As to why we should undertake such an exercise, Fanning and Hess
(2015) in their study of Irish sociology cloquently state the need for his-
torical understanding. They maintain that an understanding of the pluralist
disciplinary history is unavoidable for those who study and practice soci-
ology. The issues and contemporary debates on South African sociology,
as Mapadimeng (2009) remarks, help understand not only the historical
evolution but also the nature and challenges sociology faces in the society.
This book therefore presents sociology in South Africa and the historical
paths it has traversed in the past 100 years. The intention is not to analyse
the works of individual sociologists but to gather the collective and cohe-
sive works of sociologists, past and present. They have all contributed to
South African sociology in various ways. It is their teaching and research
that made South African sociology develop through the first two phases
and enter the current democratic phase. Whether South African sociology,
in these phases, has declined, stagnated or grown is pertinent and needs to
be considered with the support of evidence. The evidence presented here
is gathered from several sources. The writings of scholars that include both
South Africans and non-South Africans, reports, records and figures are
indispensable in this analysis. More importantly, new empirical evidence
has been relied on, drawing from the bibliometric records of the publica-
tions of scholars during all three phases.

South African sociology emerged and gained acceptance in response to
nationalist sentiments. South Africa had episodes that were strong enough
to evoke and disturb the very structure of the society and sociology is
intertwined with the nature of the society in which it is embedded. South
Africa had clearly marked transitional periods in its political history. This
makes it necessary to select the distinctive phases on the basis of the his-
torical phases the society went through and sociology grew, adapted or
transformed according to these transitional phases. Thus different sociolo-
gies developed in the colonial period, apartheid times and in the demo-
cratic era.

Sociology in South Africa has, for the last few years, been a centre of
attention from both within the country and in the community of sociolo-
gists outside the borders. It has become the epicentre of sustained debate
and deliberations on a range of issues. The debates cover historiogra-
phy, the shifts in practice, methodological forays and the foci of socio-
logical research (Mapadimeng 2012). South African sociology is varied
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and complex, in its institutional, organizational and theoretical features
(Groenewald 1991). This book seeks to capture these features and the
trajectories of South African sociology.

There are two contrasting views on the existence of sociology in South
Africa that have survived under trying political conditions. One relates to
its decline over its clearly distinguishable periods while the other relates to
its revival in the contemporary South African society. South African soci-
ology experienced decline, stagnation and growth, but not in an orderly
fashion. For instance, since 1990 it has undergone several changes includ-
ing a battering from the state regulation, from the deterioration of condi-
tions in universities and the rise of contract sociology (Burawoy 2009).
It is not unique to South African sociology alone. Sociology all over the
world had stints of these, due to the effects of similar or dissimilar causes.
There were crises, as reported from many parts of the world (Abreu 2003;
Connell 2015; Deflem 2013; Masson 2012; Miguel and Moyer 1979;
Mukherjee 1977; Osipov and Rutkevich 1978; Patel 2011; Turner 2012;
Yazawa 2014).

How can one decide that a discipline is strong and doing well?
Potentially, a set of measures can be used as a yardstick. The acceptance of
the discipline at university level in terms of the number of students, num-
ber of academics and researchers, and the quantity and quality of research
outputs are the major ones in this measurement. These are relative and
can be measured only in relative terms, not in comparison to that of other
contexts. The material presented in this book relates to the genesis, chal-
lenges, development and growth /decline of sociology in South Africa.

In terms of size, South African sociology is relatively small, certainly in
comparison to it in many other countries such as India.® Ditferent kinds
of sociology prevailed in South Africa, each typical of its particular histori-
cal period. These were labelled following Burawoy’s (2009) classification
of critical, policy, public and professional sociologies. This classification is
based on two key components: audience and knowledge (Burawoy 2004 ).
The audience is differentiated into academic and extra-academic, while
knowledge is instrumental and reflexive. These interdependent types of
sociology emerge as a result of the combination of audience and knowl-
edge. Professional sociology develops an abstract body of knowledge that
is accountable to the community of peers; public sociology is dialogic and
relevant to some public; policy sociology calls for concrete knowledge and
accountable to its clients; and critical sociology is built on both foun-
dational knowledge and on a moral vision accountable to a community
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of intellectuals (Burawoy 2004). Although these kinds were not equally
distributed there were general trends under this classification. Following
these, the chronological emergence of the different kinds of sociology
can be elucidated, at least in some prominent departments in the country
where research in sociology was taken seriously. These forms of sociology
were largely influenced by the unique sociopolitical and economic realities
of the respective periods.

Sociology in the country was disconnected from the rest of the world
for a long spell of time. The political ideology of apartheid led to the
international community of scholars disassociating themselves from their
South African counterparts. Sociologists were affected by this ‘closed-
off” period and academic boycott for a longer stint. Some parallels can be
drawn from other countries. Sociology in Finland had similar intellectual
isolation from the international academic community in the 1940s, during
and after the Second World War (Allardt 1977). Indian sociology had a
similar long history. Indian sociology had a colonial heritage and the colo-
nial influence on the discipline continued for some time, even after India
obtained political independence in 1947. The structural and institutional
forces within India shaped the discipline and its development (Welz 2009)
in later years.

Inherent challenges have to be overcome in any study that endeavours
to synthesize the past and contemporary history of a discipline. This is true
when an examination of the contribution of an individual discipline to the
literature is carried out. Hare and Savage (1979) caution that it is not
easy to mark the South African sociological literature from that of other
social science literature. As they correctly note, a decisive demarcation of
sociological literature from other social science disciplines is problematic.

Sociologists do not invariably produce knowledge that can be classi-
fied rigidly as purely sociological. They may fall under other branches of
the social sciences. Scholars in other disciplines also engage in researching
sociologically relevant topics. It is important to know what sociological
literature has been generated in the country, not only by sociologists alone
but also by those in allied social science disciplines. When an analysis of
the publications of scholars is undertaken it is hard to segregate the works
of sociologists from that of non-sociologists. If the affiliation details are
known then it is possible, but this may not be the case all the time. A
safer way is to include the publications of the sociological topics that have
added value to the sociological literature. The difficult task of isolating
may be circumvented. One way to get around the problem is to focus on
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the South African sociological material produced by both South African
and non-South African sociologists and social scientists. The experiment
in this book takes this approach—analysing the sociological material, both
in terms of bibliometric records and content, that is available in key data-
bases and papers published in prominent national and international sociol-
ogy journals and stored in databases like the Web of Science (WoS).

However, the methodological problem is not over yet. Any study of
sociology and sociological knowledge is bound to be incomplete when
some sociologists are excluded for political reasons, and when they are
divided into two camps. Such an eventuality would cause the outlets of
publication for sociologists to be controlled and closed for some. This has,
as the first issue of the journal of Association for Sociology in Southern
Africa (ASSA) stated, removed the work of an active community of soci-
ologists from the academic and public eye (South African Sociological
Review 1988).

Using scientometric methods in mapping the course of growth of dis-
ciplines is common in science. Despite limitations regarding the exten-
siveness of coverage, scientometric methods remain the most widely and
successfully used tool to map the growth and decline of disciplines and
subjects. Analyses based on scientometric data are useful in measuring the
quality and visibility of research publications as well. Governments, uni-
versities, ranking institutions and funding agencies alike make use of this
method for their assessment of a discipline and its research productivity.
Sociology is subjected to this type of assessment (Phelan 2000). Some
(Collyer 2014; Farrell et al. 2012) have used the content of publications
to study certain branches of sociology.’

In South Africa too there have been attempts to study the history of
sociological research, analysing the publication records drawn from prom-
inent sociology journals (Basson and Prozesky 2015; Sooryamoorthy
2015; van Staden and Visser 1991). There have also been critiques of these
analyses (Botes et al. 1991; Groenewald 1991) adding value to the under-
standing. Van Staden and Visser (1991) considered the publications in the
prominent journal of the times, the South African Journal of Socioloyy, for
a ten-year period between 1980 and 1989. They examined the research
contributions of theoretical versus empirical, the issues of sampling in
research, cross-cultural research and the statistical procedures employed
in the research reported in the journal. Sooryamoorthy (2015) provided
a scientometric analysis of the papers published in the official journal(s) of
the association of South African sociologists for the post-apartheid period.
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Basson and Prozesky (2015) mapped the methodological trends in South
African sociological literature, examining the papers published during
1990-2009.

Universities in South Africa now lay stress on the production and dis-
semination of African knowledge. The mission statements of many uni-
versities in the country underline the importance of Africanization in
knowledge production and its use in teaching and research. How far have
these values and directions influenced South African sociology? Local
sociologists, by and large, conduct research in their own immediate sur-
roundings and on subjects around them. The knowledge thus produced
is South African. Quite often, this production of sociological knowledge
uses the tools—theories, for instance—that are not African, but custom-
ized for African situations and contexts. This constrains the Africanization
programme in the discipline of sociology. The indigenization of sociology
has a long way to go in South Africa. In the book we explore this aspect
of sociology.

Sociology and sociologists assumed a decisive role both in support-
ing and opposing the separatist ideology of apartheid. This gave rise to
two competitive strands of sociology—apartheid and anti-apartheid soci-
ologies. Rivalry prevailed even among academics within sociology depart-
ments on the methodological leanings they followed, leading to career
setbacks (Jubber 2006). The proponents of apartheid philosophy used
the discipline to rationalize and build an apartheid state. A group of them,
led by sociologists like Hendrik Verwoerd and Geoftrey Cronjé applied
sociology and sociological concepts to substantiate the racial supremacy
and separatist development pursued under apartheid.!® The sociologi-
cal perspectives held by the advocates of apartheid aided in driving the
bureaucratic and policy-focused programmes of the apartheid administra-
tion (Pavlich 2014). Sociology served well for their social re-engineering
purposes to build up the theoretical basis for a segregated racial society.
Sociological knowledge produced back then was functional for the mainte-
nance of the existing power relations which has been achieved by the frag-
mentation of reality, concealment of the real relations of production, and
the reification of ideological categories (Human 1984). A more alarming
situation is when sociologists give up scientific activities and explanations
for positions in the state, and in foundations, councils and committees
(Human 1984). Was there a sociology to oppose these divisive trends or
one that ran parallel to these to continue with the neutral and objective
standing of sociology? While the ardent proponents used sociology and its
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scientific tools to crystallize the foundation of apartheid rule, the actions
of sociologists in the other camp were indiscernible.

As noted earlier, the material on which this book is based is drawn
from two major sources. The first consists of all available and accessible
material that dealt with any historical and contemporary aspects of South
African sociology. Some of it goes as far back as 1903. Reports, govern-
ment gazettes, documents and proceedings of conferences fall under this
category. The second source is an extensive and intensive scientometric
analysis of the research publications of South African and non-South
African sociologists (and social scientists) accessed from a number of soci-
ology or social science journals and databases. This includes the publica-
tion records preserved in the WoS database, from all the available years
since 1968-2015.

WoS is one of the most widely used databases for scientometric analysis.!!
The WoS database accessed was the Core Collection of the Social Sciences
Citation (SSC) Index. It had a total of 26,118 articles (1968-2015) in all
languages (as many South African sociologists published in Afrikaans as
well) grouped under various subject categories of the social sciences. From
these records, sociology publications were extracted for further analysis.
The database does not allow for detailed statistical analysis beyond the
groupings under countries of authors, language, year, organization and
research areas of publications. More useful information can be gleaned
only if each publication record is downloaded individually and processed.
In view of the large size of these records, all publication records for a few
sampled years were captured. Thus we have records for the years of 1970,
1975, 1980, 1985, 1990, 1995, 2000, 2005, 2010 and 2015. The start-
ing year of 1970 was chosen as there were not many publications between
1968 and 1970. Once the data was captured it was processed to enter
them into a software programme. Analysis of this data followed the three
timelines of colonial, apartheid and democratic periods and is presented
in respective chapters.

The problem with the WoS database is that all publications of South
African sociologists, mainly those in the initial years, might not have been
stored in it. This situation has changed in the recent years when more and
more South African journals were listed in this database. One option to
counteract this problem in analysis and to have a representative data is to
use the publications in prominent sociological and social science journals
themselves. Note that academic publishing varies from country to coun-
try on the specific development of sociology (Morato 2006). A highly
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developed sociology in a country therefore will have a substantial amount
of publications. This is a tedious task of collecting data but unavoidable
for a study like this. Important journals have thus been selected for this
purpose in which sociologists preferred to publish their research. They
are Humanitas, Social Dynamics, South African Journal of Sociology, South
African Sociological Review, South African Review of Sociology (previously
Society in Transition), Transformation: Critical Perspectives on Southern
Africa and Development Southern Africa. In the same way as the WoS data
had been treated, the variables taken from the publications of these jour-
nals were keyed into a data management programme. One more dataset
was used for the analysis. It is the A bibliggraphy of the South African soci-
ology, which compiled all sociological publications for a particular period.
From this source, the details of the publication records were gathered and
processed for analysis referring to the colonial period.

The book is organized into six chapters. Chapter 2 is concerned with
sociology during the colonial period, from 1900 to 1943. Sociology in the
apartheid period (1948-1993) is elaborated upon in Chap. 3. Chapter
4 focuses on sociology in the new democratic South Africa. This chap-
ter encapsulates the distinguishing features of sociology since 1994 when
South Africa became a democracy. In all these four chapters the focus is
on both sociology as a teaching discipline and the sociological research
conducted in the specific and respective periods of analysis. Chapter 5
discusses contemporary sociological research in the country. Chapter 6
relies on the conclusions drawn from the experience of South African soci-
ology and expands them onto a broader canvas. This is to keep the case
of South African sociology in perspective and to understand its relevance
for sociology.

NOTES

1. Sociology in Australia did not flourish under the long years of the conser-
vative government of John Howard (1996-2007), or British sociology
under Margaret Thatcher (1979-1990) (Turner 2012). The development
of sociology in Spain was impaired by dictatorships (Miguel and Moyer
1979). American sociology struggled with the changes in the degree struc-
tures that caused a decline in the degrees in the humanities and the social
sciences (Turner 2012).

2. This refers to the journals, the American Sociological Review and the
American Journal of Sociology (Dodoo and Beisel 2005).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-40325-0_3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-40325-0_4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-40325-0_5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-40325-0_6

10.

11.

SOUTH AFRICAN SOCIOLOGY IN CONTEXT 11

. Apartheid as a political ideology propagated and rationalized the principles

of separateness on the basis of race. The National Party used this ideology
to come to power in 1948. Through several legislations, affecting all walks
of life of the population, this separateness between races was reinforced in
the society which made South Africa a sharply divided society along racial
lines. The years of struggle ensued thereafter, often in violent forms, and
the opposition to apartheid by the international community culminated in
South Africa becoming a democracy in 1994.

. In many African countries sociology made its presence only after their

independence from colonial powers. The first department of sociology in
another African country, for example, was established in Ghana only in
1951 (Chachage 2004).

. Nigeria has the largest number of sociologists (Burawoy 2009). The num-

ber does not always show the strength.

. To borrow the term from Archbishop Desmond Tutu who first

called South Africa as a rainbow nation, referring to its varied ethnic
population.

. According to the 2015 mid-year figures South Africa has a population of

Africans (80.5%), coloureds (8.8%), whites (8.3%) and Indians/Asians
(2.5%) (RSA 2015).

. The Indian Sociological Society lists 3900 plus life members (http://www.

insoso.org/membership.html, accessed 28 December 2015). As of
December 2015, the South African Sociological Association (SASA) had a
membership of 178 members (http://www.sasaonline.org.za/ accessed
on 28 December 2015). The membership also includes members who are
not sociologists.

. Farrell et al. (2012) used a few journals that published papers on

family sociology during 1993-2011. Collyer’s (2014) study is a quantita-
tive analysis of selected sociology journals published between 1990
and 2011.

For instance, the works like ‘» Tuiste vir die Nageslag (A Home for the
Future Generation), Afrika Sonder Asiant (Africa without the Asian),
Regverdige Rasse-apartheid (Justifiable Race Separation or Legitimate
Race Apartheid) and Voogdyskap en Apartheid (Guardianship and
Apartheid) by Geoffrey Cronjé in 1945, 1946, 1947 and 1948 respectively
contributed to the development of apartheid as a political programme
(Davenport 1977; Jubber 2007).

Some of those who have used it include Adams et al. (2005), Glanzel et al.
(1999), Jacobs (2006), Ma and Guan (2005), Narviez-Berthelemot et al.
(2002), Pouris (2003), Sooryamoorthy (2009a, b) and Wilson and
Markusova (2004).


http://www.insoso.org/membership.html
http://www.insoso.org/membership.html
http://www.sasaonline.org.za/
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CHAPTER 2

The Beginning: Sociology in Colonial Times

Abstract Sociology originally develops as a teaching discipline as part of
other disciplines during the colonial period. Sociology in the early years
does not have an independent existence. It serves disciplines like social
work. It is hard for sociology to develop as an independent discipline.
Towards the end of this period sociology becomes detached from other
departments and independent sociology departments are established at
universities. There are nascent attempts to produce a sociological litera-
ture. Research publications of sociologists begin to appear towards the
end of colonialism. The social situation after the Second World War pro-
vides the opportunity for sociologists to turn their attention to numer-
ous social problems. Sociologists are mainly concerned with race, poverty,
crime, delinquency and other social problems.

Keywords Colonial South Africa e History e Teaching e Research e
Sociology ® Poverty

South African sociology is now more than a century old. International
sociology has a similar 100-year-long history (Sorokin 2016). The genesis
of South African sociology coincided with a similar discipline trend in
many advanced countries, or even prior to them in some instances.! The
recorded history of sociology in South Africa goes as far back as 1903.
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This was when sociology first attracted the attention of scholars in the
country at the first annual congress of the South African Association for
the Advancement of Science (SAAAS) held at Cape Town (Jubber 2007).
A paper on sociology was read at this congress (Fremantle 1903).2 The
presenter, H.E.S. Fremantle, was not a sociologist but a professor of phi-
losophy. Since then calls for the study of social problems and for the estab-
lishment of sociology at universities was a recurring theme at subsequent
congresses of the SAAAS (Jubber 2007). In a resolution passed in 1919,
SAAAS called for a systematic, ethnographic, philological, anthropologi-
cal and sociological study of the nation’s indigenous people (Groenewald
1984, cited in Jubber 1983: 51).2

This chapter deals with sociology in the colonial period, between 1900
and 1947. It has two main aspects: Firstly, sociology was a teaching dis-
cipline in the universities, where it started as part of other cognate disci-
plines. Secondly, sociological research was produced by sociologists and
other social scientists during this period.

THE EARLY YEARS: SOCIOLOGY IN THE COLONIAL PERIOD,
1900-1947

Despite the long history of sociology in South Africa, not much effort was
made to apply this knowledge in the early years (Groenewald 1989). The
accounts were more descriptive than analytical. Starting in the 1920s, sev-
eral colleges in South Africa began to offer sociology as a subject of study.
The University of South Africa (UNISA), as an examining institute, had
been the first institution to teach a course in sociology in 1918 (Alexander
et al. 2006; Cilliers 1984; Jubber 2007). Inspired by the appeal and sup-
port of the SAAAS, UNISA taught courses in ethnographically based soci-
ology (Jubber 1983).

However, sociology did not have an independent existence. Sociology
departments in universities were part of other departments, most notably
social work. It was offered along with other social sciences and was allied to
many other disciplines. In the 1920s, courses in sociology at undergradu-
ate level were taught in universities under the auspices of disciplines such
as anthropology, philosophy and social work (Cilliers 1984).* From the
1920s onwards, sociology at the University of Pretoria (UP) functioned
in a joint department of sociology and social work. In 1932 Stellenbosch
University created its combined department of sociology and social work
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(Miller 1993). At the University of Witwatersrand a joint department of
sociology and social administration came into being in 1937.

Teaching sociology as an independent discipline at universities began
only during the 1930s (Cilliers 1984). While UP started offering
courses in sociology in the late 1920s, it established a separate depart-
ment of sociology only in 1931 (Pollak 1968, cited in Jubber 1983:
52). Eventually departments of sociology were established at other uni-
versities—Stellenbosch in 1932, Cape Town in 1934, Witwatersrand in
1937, Potchefstroom in 1937, Natal in 1937 and Orange Free State in
1939 (Jubber 2007). Slightly later, sociology was offered as an indepen-
dent discipline at the universities of Stellenbosch, Pretoria, Cape Town,
Witwatersrand, Potchefstroom, Natal and Orange Free State (Cilliers
1984).

Sociology in South Africa did not begin with sociologists who were
trained to teach sociology or conduct sociological research. As noted
earlier, the first scientific paper on sociology was presented by a non-
sociologist. At that time many who were hired to teach sociology had
other disciplinary backgrounds and training. They came from disciplines
such as psychology, economics and education, and were leading sociology
in the departments of sociology at universities.® When the first courses in
sociology were offered at UNISA, lecturers were social anthropologists
(Jubber 1983). However, this tendency was not unique to South Africa.®

In colonial times, sociology served social work rather than itself. There
was a great demand for social workers in the aftermath of the Second
World War and the accompanying social needs of South African society.
The contents of sociology courses focused mainly on social problems and
social issues. The curricula adopted for the courses in sociology were influ-
enced by other disciplines and subjects. Social work, welfare matters and
practical issues and problems shaped sociology courses at that time (Jubber
1983). At the University of Cape Town, the first course of sociology was
‘primitive sociology’ which covered aspects of social morphology, family
and kinship, social functions, mythology, animism and totemism (Jubber
1983). Sociology departments trained social workers, which served the
interests of sociology as it received acceptance for its utilitarian value.

Nevertheless, since its inception in the colonial period, sociology gained
recognition for the sociological research conducted at several universities
and institutions. Even before sociology was taught at universities, the
importance of sociological research was appreciated. In 1911, M..S. Evans
published a sociological study, Black and White in South East Africa: A
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study in sociology (Ally et al. 2003). Some other sociological works during
the period appeared: The colour problem of South Africa (1910; C. Philips),
The Blackman’s place in South Africa (19225 P. Nielsen), Education and
the poor white (1932; E.G. Malherbe) and The Bantu in the city (1938;
R.E. Philips). Early in 1918, SAAAS, which was responsible for commis-
sioning social research, called for an anthropological or sociological study
of native populations in the country (Ally et al. 2003).

At university level, the production of sociological research remained
moderate in the colonial period. After the Second World War, the inter-
ests in seeking new approaches to study developmental and social recon-
struction issues became important (Cilliers 1984). The constitution of
the Social and Economic Planning Council (SEPC) was a landmark at
this point. In its later years, SEPC produced a series of reports on the
socioeconomic standards of various sections of people in the country
(Cilliers 1984). At the behest of the SEPC, regional-centred studies
were carried out at universities, which involved sociologists (Cilliers
1984). The National Institute for Personnel Research (NIPR), founded
in 1946, was initially part of the Council for Scientific and Industrial
Research (CSIR) and functioned under research divisions to conduct
research in the area of occupational psychology, with much of it fall-
ing under industrial psychology (Hare and Savage 1979). The involve-
ment of students in these research studies at the University of Natal,
Stellenbosch University and the University of Cape Town drew students
to sociology (Cilliers 1984).

The state remained as the major funder for social science research dur-
ing the colonial period. Two institutions were formed to support social
science research: A Research Grant Board in 1918 and the National
Bureau of Educational and Social Research in 1929 (Welsh 1981).
Funding for research which flowed from these sources was insufficient
for social science research, and this limited it at universities. Referring to
the official reports for the three consecutive years from 1938 to 1940,
Welsh (1981) confirms this state of social research in universities. The
main reason attributed to the poor emphasis on research was the shortage
of staff, limited research funding and the inadequate infrastructure such
as well-equipped libraries (Welsh 1981). Nationally, there were no major
outlets such as journals for social scientists and sociologists, to publish
their research. All sociology journals that are analysed in the following
chapters appeared only in the 1970s or thereafter. No publication during
the colonial period was stored in the extensive database of the Web of
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Science (WoS). Professional associations that could unify and advance the
publication op