ERA 2010 – The wash up for Sociology
The recent release of ERA results was a disappointing outcome for the discipline of Sociology as a whole. Sociology (code 1608) received an average national rating of 2.4 out of 5. The benchmark set by the ARC was 3 - so to put it bluntly, we failed. It is clearly necessary to act strategically, politically and effectively so we are not hammered again in the next round in 2012. It is unlikely that Sociology will make the list of Australian research funding priorities if we only manage to scrape in a 2.4 average. Take a glance at the national averages for the sciences and you will see that for many of their 4 digit code national averages are around 4 – apparently they have no trouble ranking themselves and their colleagues as ‘above’ or ‘well above world standard’, the social sciences sit in stark contrast with none achieving a 3 average ranking. Why might this be the case? The social science disciplines are large which makes it more difficult to score a higher average (the denominator is too large); there is disagreement among ourselves about what constitutes quality in terms of publications. Moreover, our publication outlets are spread across disciplines – we publish in public health, education and multi-disciplinary journals perhaps spreading ourselves too thinly. It may also be possible that when we act as peer assessors we assess our colleagues too critically and harshly.
TASA has begun the process of developing a submission to raise the rankings of several Sociology journals and we are keen to lobby for better outcomes. The public consultation process has now opened and submissions by individuals are the first part of the process. I strongly encourage you to register and participate and nominate TASA as a peak body.
The ERA reports did also point to the health of our discipline. Sociology is substantial – we are present at nearly every university 34/38 institutions assessed in the ERA! With 466 FTE staff members we were the largest social science discipline assessed. We were not too shabby with pumping out publications (3,537) and generating research income ($51,843,433) either. As we could have predicted, the Sandstones did relatively well while the Regional Universities struggled. Congratulations to colleagues at UQ for gaining a 5 and colleagues at ANU, UniMelb, UNSW and UTAS for gaining a 4! And commiserations to those who didn’t do well.

We now want to open a discussion on the website and in NEXUS about the ERA and what it means for us as a diverse discipline and how we can best act collectively in the future – don’t be shy to submit your opinion.
Jo Lindsay  
