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CHAPTER VII 	 282. 

ETHNIC LOCATION AND URBAN ECOLOGICAL STRUCTURE 

Introduction 

Both from a theoretical and an applied point of view the 

location and distribution of ethnic minority groups in Western cities 

must rank as a major field of investigation in urban social geography. 

The extent and significance of ethnic differentiation of residential 

areas is a subject of continuing interest. Recent studies of Melbourne 

(Jones, 1967), Oxford (Collison, 1967), London (Davison, 1963; Glass, 

1960) Birmingham (Rex and Moore, 1967) Toronto (Richmond, 1967; Marston, 

1969), Honolulu (Sakumoto, 1968), Auckland (Curson, 1970a, 1970b, 1970c, 

1970d), and United States cities (Lieberson, 1963; Taeuber and Taeuber, 

1966, Ward, 1968, 1969, 1970), together with the more general surveys of 

non-European immigration (Peach, 1966, 1968; Rose et al, 1969) all 

substantiate the fact that ethnicity operates as an important factor in 

the residential sorting of urban residents in a wide variety of cultural 

contexts. 

The experience of most of these overseas studies clearly 

demonstrates the propensity for newly arrived immigrant groups to 

settle in and around the central or inner areas of the city. These 

residential areas provide the focal point for ethnic minority group • 

location and function as a filter for their eventual assimilation into 

the wider urban society. The establishment of ethnic minorities in 

these areas has for some time been closely associated with the blighting 

effects of commercial and light industrial encroachment. Allied to this, 

the uncertainty of future developments, the general obsolescense and 

physical decay of property and the out-migration of considerable numbers 

of the residential population brought about a situation whereby property 

became something of a financial liability for landlords. To a large 

extent such property became largely unsaleable either as an investment 

or as a home. Hence, low-income new arrivals to the city found little 

difficulty in infiltrating such areas and settling in large numbers. The 
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general age and physical deterioration of homes in this area and their 

overall lack of basic facilities has been assumed to encourage social 

disorganisation and social deviancy amongst the newcomers. Residential 

obsolescense, age, the encroachment of non-residential land-uses and 

the influx of visible migrants were seen to imply not only poor housing 

conditions but also pathological social conditions. 

It is useful to view the immigration of ethnic minority groups 

into the city within the framework of the various ecological explanations 

of urban social groups. The location and patterning of the socio-

economic characteristics of residential areas has been studied for a 

number of years by sociologists, economists, geographers and others. 

The general descriptive models of location known as concentric, sectoral  

and multiple nuclei have all been well scrutinised in the literature 

(see for example, Murdie, 1969: 12-17). To a large extent, the movement 

and location of ethnic minority groups has been built into the zonal 

theory of urban residential classes. In the Burgess concentric model, 

immigration was seen as an important facet of the gradual but constant 

process of residential invasion and succession across the various zonal 

boundaries. Migrants initially located in segregated communities in the 

older housing areas close to the city centre, in the zone-of-transition 

and in the ethnic belt which represented one of the few divergencies 

from the concentric zonation. Each new visible migrant group negotiated 

for the most favourable point of entry to the city and for groups with 

an alien culture and low socio-economic status, the natural point of 

entry tended to be in or near the centre of the city, normally in the 

transitional zone - rooming house area. From this point, subsequent 

population movement although influenced by the physical configuration 

and arterial routeway pattern of the city, largely took the form of 

successive waves of invasion and succession of surrounding zones until 

ultimately desegregation was at its maximum in the outer suburbs. 

Burgess saw this movement basically in terms of four mechanistic 

processes; namely, (1) invasion, often beginning as a gradual 

infiltration and later quickening in pace, which in turn produced (2) a 
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reaction  or adjustment phase among the original inhabitants of the 

community; (3) a further influx of newcomers which caused a dislodgement 

of many of the original occupants forcing them to relocate to other 

parts of the city, and finally, (4) a climactic  phase, a modus vivendi 

between established residents and newcomers producing a new stability 

or ethnic equilibrium (Burgess, 1928: 112). Most statements of ethnic 

minority location and mobility, therefore, draw their inspiration from 

Burgess's early statement as well as from Colby's later discussion of 

the centripetal and centrifugal forces operating within the city (Colby, 

1933). Also associated with urban ecological concepts is the process of 

segregation, that is, "the expression of a strong tendency for a spatial 

organisation of urban social groups in terms of homogeneous units" 

(Jones, 1970: 200) in this case identified by ethnic characteristics. 

The establishment of ethnic 'colonies' in the inner parts of 

the central city would therefore appear to be an essential part of the 

initial establishment of any immigrant population in an urban area. 

Ward has recently shown that significantly large ethnic colonies establish-

ed in the North American Atlantic seaboard cities as early as the 1880s 

(Ward, 1968). With the redistribution cq population toward the urban 

periphery and the outward shift of many of the former inner city 

dwellers many central city areas took on a distinctive ethnic character. 

In most cases, however, this dispersal phase also affected the immigrant 

groups and many moved to outer suburban locations. 

Where an individual chooses to locate himself within the urban 

area is to a large extent a function of his socio-economic status, stage 

in the life cycle, place of employment, personal taste as well as 

involuntary segregation factors acting upon him. The operation or 

interaction of these factors serves to produce a strongly segmented 

pattern of urban residence. The existence and persistence of an ethnic 

area as a spatially defined social community in many cities can in part 

be explained within the framework of the social assignment of space. 

Once a piece of territory becomes identified as the particular stamping 

ground of a certain group of peaple (usually differentiated by ethnic, 
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racial and/or national variables), the area acquires a social 

evaluation as a particular ethnic space. Any intrusion upon this space 

or any attempt to alter the existing socio-ethnic balance therein may 

evoke a response akin to that exhibited by the lower animal forms. 

Stea has defined this behaviour in the following terms, 

	 we have reason to believe that territorial behaviour, 
the desire both to possess and occupy portions of space, is as 
pervasive among men as among their animal forbears" and 
when space is held collectively by men, their behaviour regarding 
it greatly resembles the behaviour of animals defending their 
individual territories. Hostility is overt and socialized 
individual patterns of aggression in men are collectively released". 

(Stea, 1965: 13). 

Suttles has investigated this concept of territoriality with 

respect to the various ethnic groups inhabiting the Addams area of 

Chicago. Introducing the concept of ordered segmentation, Suttles saw 

the Addams area as something resembling "an irregular lattice-work from 

which a person's behaviour and appearance can be gauged, interpreted, 

and reacted to depending upon the section to which he belongs" (Suttles 

1968: 15). Negroes, Italians, Puerto Ricans and Mexicans each formed a 

distinctive socio-spatial unit and competed for social and physical space 

within the boundaries of the area as a whole. Recently, Morrill drawing 

upon ecological theory and the diffusion models of Hagerstrand has 

described the spread of ghetto space in Seattle as a spatial diffusion 

process in which Negro migrants gradually infiltrate surrounding zones 

of least resistance. From an original entry point block by block 

replacement of European households by Negroes takes place. In this 

process the immigrant Negro is seen as the active agent. The role of 

residential propinquity was important to the expansion process which was 

reduced to active Negro migrants displacing passive white residents. 

Maintenance of the segregated ghetto system is brought about by the 

operation of at least four separate and interacting forces: prejudice 

of whites against minority groups, discrimination in the housing market, 

legal and administrative barriers and various economic forces (Morrill, 

1965: 339-61). 

In a later paper, Rose (Rose, 1970: 1-17) has questioned the 

suitability of diffusion models as the best means of describing the 
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spread and expansion of the ghetto. Rose, following the adjustment 

hypothesis put forward by Carlsson (Carlsson, 1966: 149-150) postulates 

that the spread of the Negro ghetto is rather a function of white 

adjustment to a perceived outside threat. Rose maintains that if the 

diffusion hypothesis is accepted then it implies that each city system 

operates as a closed system and since this is demonstratably not the 

case, the adjustment hypothesis is much more appealing. 

Discussion of the spatial expansion of ethnic areas within 

the city brings us to consider two important mechanisms involved in the 

diffusion process. Firstly the concept of 'filtering and neighbourhood 

change' and secondly the 'tipping-point mechanism'. Filtering is seen 

as an indirect process for satisfying the demand for lower-income 

housing. The traditional definition of this process was given by 

Ratcliff over 20 years ago, 

"This process (filtering) 	 is described most simply 
as the changing of occupancy as the housing that is 
occupied by one income group becomes available to the 
next lower income group as a result of decline in market 
price, i.e., in sales price or rent value" (Ratcliff, 1949: 321-322). 

The process may, therefore, be envisaged as a sequential movement of 

families through the inner -city area which brings about an increasing 

deterioration in housing quality particularly if the sequence proceeds 

through several changes in ownership. Figure VII.1 illustrates this 

sequential movement. In the first instance the minority group (MG1) 

occupy houses vacated by the white group (WG) who have moved further out 

in response to a variety of social and economic factors as well as in 

response to redevelopment and the increasing encroachment of central 

non-residential land-uses. The minority group increases in size due to 

natural increase and kinship linkages, until a threshold level is reached 

(the 'tipping-point') when the minority group's presence exceeds the 

white group's tolerance level and large scale out-migration begins. 

Finally, new arrivals (including other minority groups) begin to 

displaeenmembers of the longer settled minority groups who may invade 

the next residential zone or join in the general suburban movement. The 

process thus continues through several stages and a series of ripple-like 

movements extend outwards over a period of time as minority members invade 
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adjacent inner suburban areas and are in turn succeeded by newer 

arrivals. As the cycle runs its length housing in the inner city 

changes from owner-occupied to tenant-occupied at the same time 

undergoing considerable decline in quality. 

In recent years a major development in the study and 

delimitation of urban sub-areas was social area analysis (see Shevky 

and Williams, 1949; Shevky and Bell, 1955). These and later workers 

posited that urban differentiation could be understood by utilising 

three broad constructs which could be used to differentiate a 

population into distinct groupings. These three constructs were 

selected to represent the complexity of urban social structure*. Social  

rank representing socio-economic status (derived from variables 

measuring occupation, education and rent); urbanisation representing 

family status (derived from fertility data); and segregation (derived 

from ethnic variables). Ethnicity was therefore seen as one of the 

basic social dimensions of urban differentiation. Despite considerable 

criticism in recent years (see Hawley and Duncan, 1957: 337-345; 

Van Ardsol et al, 1961: 26-32; Udry, 1964: 403-417) many workers have 

applied the methodology of social area analysis to a number of cities 

(see Anderson and Egeland, 1961; McElrath, 1962; Herbert, 1967). From 

such studies has developed the conviction that ethnicity in Western 

cities is distributed in a multiple-nuclei or 'groupings' fashion (see 

Murdie, 1969: 7, Berry and Rees, 1969: )f59) largely determined by the 

operation of kinship linkages, ties of sentiment and traditional loyalty 

and segregative factors. 

In the light of the criticisms of social area analysis recent 

studies have largely avoided such a priori measures and tended to 

concentrate on more sophisticated statistical methods such as factor 

analysis (Murdie, 1969, Berry and Rees, 1969; Timms, 1970). This 

development gave rise to a school of 'factorial ecology' which concerned 

itself in applying factor analytical techniques to urban ecological 

data*. Many of these studies have isolated an ethnic dimension factor 

* See also Chapter V. 
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in studies of urban social structure although in some cases this 

factor has not been replicated in cities outside the U.S.A. (see 

Abu-Lughod, 1969: 203). 

THE PATTERN OF COOK ISLAND SETTLEMENT IN NEW ZEALAND 

The growing number of Polynesian Pacific Islanders in New 

Zealand has often been commented upon, but until recently the full social 

and economic implications of this migration have not been appreciated. 

In part this is due to the fact that although Polynesian migration to 

New Zealand is not a new phenomena it is only in recent years that it 

has attained fairly major proportions. As a result, Pacific Islanders 

now form a significant social and economic minority in many North Island 

towns and cities. 

The migration of Cook Islanders to New Zealand did not achieve 

any considerable proportions until the early 1960s. Until 1936 the New 

Zealand Census carried no record of Island-born. Prior to this date 

there was probably a small Island community in New Zealand, specifically 

in the Auckland urban area. Ever since New Zealand assumed authority 

over the Cook Islands in 1901, the Islanders as New Zealand citizens 

technically possessed the right to emigrate to New Zealand. Relatively 

few seem to have grasped the opportunity, however, and until the 1940s 

the numbers permanently leaving the Islands rarely exceeded 10-20 per 

annum (see Figure VI.1). Those who did emigrate usually did so for a 

specific purpose, administrative, educational or medical. When Cook 

Islanders were separately recorded in the 1936 New Zealand Census only 

103 were enumerated. By 1945 this number had increased to 354 the 

majority of whom were resident within Auckland and Wellington. Many 

of these were young women who had migrated in response to a demand for 

domestic and factory workers during the last years of the war. In the 

1950s the pace of migration quickened and by mid-decade more than 

2,300 Islanders were resident in New Zealand. The real expansion of 

numbers came, however, in the last few years of the 1950s and in the 

first years of the new decade. By 1961 there were in excess of 4,400 



290. 

Cook Islanders in New Zealand and five years later almost 9,000. 

Throughout the whole period the main areas of migration have 

remained the Auckland urban area and to a somewhat lesser degree 

Wellington and the smaller urban centres of the Auckland and Wellington 

provinces. In many respects there was an economic factor involved in 

this pattern of settlement. One of the most important causes of 

migration has always been the high wages in low status occupations into 

which a majority of these migrants have moved, partly because of their 

comparatively low level of educational and occupational attainment and 

partly through a social desire to work in close proximity to other 

Islanders. Cook Islanders, therefore, have tended to follow a fairly 

narrow range of unskilled occupations - labourers in freezing works, 

wool store workers, agricultural labourers, forestry workers, public 

transport employees, unskilled and semi-skilled factory workers, 

domestics and clothing machinists. Entry into these occupations tended 

to encourage concentration of settlement, whether urban or rural. For 

example, employment in the freezing works, wool stores and fruit and 

vegetable canneries of Napier and Hastings, the forestry works at Kawerau, 

Tokoroa and Murupara and the board mills at Whakatane proved attractive 

to many migrants. In the major urban areas too, settlement tended to 

concentrate in particular locations. In both Auckland and Wellington 

there was a considerable residential concentration of Cook Islanders in 

the inner city areas. In Auckland in 1966, for example, there were 

almost 2,000 Cook Islanders living in the inner city area in a total 

population of just over 49,000 (Unpub. Stats. Dept. of Statistics, 22 

March 1966). A somewhat similar pattern prevailed in Wellington although 

on a much more minor scale. In each case there was a considerable 

cluster of Islanders in areas contiguous to the main city centre such as 

Newton, Arch Hill, Freeman's Bay and Ponsonby in Auckl6.nd and Newtown and 

Mt. Victoria West in Wellington. For the rest, Cook Islanders never 

settled in any appreciable numbers in the higher grade inner suburbs but 

rather tended to move to the lower grade industrial and state housing 

areas on the fringe of the city. 
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Beyond the two main urban areas of the North Island, the 

distribution of Cook Islanders like Polynesians in general is largely 

confined to the towns and small urban centres of the Bay of Plenty, 

Hawkes Bay, the South Auckland area as well as the south of the 

Wellington province (Figure VII.2). 

Cook Islanders in Auckland 

Since the Second World War and more particularly since the 

mid 1950s there has been an increasing movement of Polynesians to 

Auckland. They include Maoris from the towns and rural areas of the 

North Island and Pacific Islanders from the formerly New Zealand 

administered Islands to the near north as well as numbers of Tongans, 

Fijians and Tahitians. This 'new Polynesian migration' has been focused 

to a large extent on Auckland mainly on account of the city's expanding 

employment opportunities and its importance as the major port of entry. 

This influx of Polynesians Since the early 1950s has made Auckland 

numerically the principal Polynesian city in the world. The upsurge in 

Polynesian migration to Auckland is best illustrated by comparison with 

figures for 1956 when the population of the Auckland urban area was 

381,063 of whom 11,361 were indigeneous Maoris and 4,720 Pacific Islanders 

(Dept. of Statistics, 1959). By 1966, the population of the urban area 

had increased to 548,293 and the Maori and Islander populations to 33,926 

and 16,057 respectively (Dept. of Statistics, 1969). Between 1956 and 

1966 Pacific Islanders in Auckland, therefore, increased their numbers 

by 240 percent at an annual average rate of increase of 13 percent. In 

the same period the proportion of Island Polynesians in the Auckland 

population increased from just over one percent to about three percent. 

This rapid growth in the number of Polynesians, particularly in the 1960s, 

was brought about by a combination of heavy migration from Polynesia 

supplemented by high natural rates of increase in New Zealand. 

Ever since Islanders began migrating to New Zealand their main 

destination points have been the Auckland Urban Area and to a lesser 
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extent other urban centres of the Auckland and Wellington Provinces. 

With the exception of Maoris, a far larger proportion of each of New 

Zealand's Island minority groups are located in Auckland than is the 

case for Europeans (see Table 7.1). Significantly, there has also been 

a noticeable growth in the proportions of each group living in Auckland 

since 1956. 

Politically these Island migrants are of considerable 

significance for they have migrated from territories which are in close 

proximity to New Zealand and with which New Zealand has had or continues 

to have some form of colonial relationship. Socially these Polynesians 

are of considerable importance because of the problems they have left 

behind them and which they present in terms of their acceptance and 

integration within the wider New Zealand community. For instance, 

aspects of housing, social and economic integration, crime, family life, 

attitudes towards kinsfolk back in the Islands and new motivations and 

expectations are all of vital concern. Despite the fact that most 

migrants are bilingual and speak English in addition to an Island dialect 

and despite the rapid growth of their numbers in parts of Auckland, most 

European Aucklanders remain largely ignorant of their presence and 

continue to have little contact with the newcomers. In addition, most 

migrants have come from a socio-economic peasant background markedly 

different from the highly differentiated industrial and urban society 

of New Zealand. Faced with this transition and often confronted by a 

thinly veiled hostility to their presence many migrants have been forced 

back onto the resources of theib own group. Each Polynesian group, 

therefore, tends to form a separate close-knit subcommunity or 

'cultural cell' and during the first years of settlement contacts outside 

the primary groups are largely superficial and casual. 

The Pattern of Polynesian Change in Auckland 1956-1966  

In the decade 1956-1966 Auckland experienced a noticeable 

influx of migrant Polynesians. Virtually all parts of the city 



TABLE 7.1  

POLYNESIAN GROUPS RESIDENT IN AUCKLAND URBAN AREA 1956-66 

No. Auckland 

1956 	1966 

No. New Zealand 

1956 	1966 

% in Auckland 

1956 	1966 

Europeans 361,454 491,085 2,036,287 2,426,352 17.93 20.22 

Maori 11,361 33,926 137,151 201,159 8.29 16.85 

Cook Islanders 1,088 4,391 2,320 8,883 46.9 50.7 

Samoans 2,288 7,538 3,740 11,842 61.18 63.5 

Niue ans 615 2,376 848 2,846 72.52 83.3 

Tongans 583 969 1,043 1,389 55.9 69.6 

Other Polynesians 146 783 278 1,531 52.5 51.2 

Total Island 
Polynesians 4,720 16,057 8,103 26,27 1 58.3 61 

Source: NZ Census of Population and Dwellings, vol. 7, Race, 1956 
and 1966 

294. 
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participated in this growth although inner city divisions experienced 

a much greater influx than did outer suburban areas. Figure VII.3 

illustrates this point by means of a scattergram in which the percentage 

Polynesian in 1956 is plotted against that for 1966. Seven census 

tracts stand out as having experienced a considerable influx of 

Polynesians. 

Figure VII.4 attempts a more general classification of 

Auckland census divisions by the type and nature of Polynesian change 

in the decade 1956-1966. 

This scheme draws primarily on that developed by the Taeubers 

and applied by them to 20 cities in the United States (Taeuber and 

Taeuber, 1965: Table 24). 

(1) All divisions in which Polynesians comprised 20 percent or more 

of the population in 1966 were termed Established Polynesian Areas. 

The four inner city divisions of Freemans Bay, Arch Hill, Newton and 

Eden Terrace fell within this category*. These four areas may in fact 

become more Polynesian as the process of succession from an earlier 

stage of being more European progresses. 

(2) All census divisions in which the percentage of Polynesians in the 

total population increased over the decade were termed Consolidation 

tracts. Since consolidation could usually be achieved in a variety of 

ways it is useful to further subdivide this category into four broad 

groups according to the net changes in their Polynesian and European 

populations. 

(i) In Succession divisions the Polynesian population numbered 

100 or more in 1956 and increased significantly between 1956 and 

1966. Such an increase was accompanied by a decline in the 

numbers of Europeans. 

(ii) In Invasion divisions the European population again decreased 

while the Polynesian component of the population increased from 

fewer than 100 persons in 1956 to significantly more than 100 in 

1966. At the same time there was a noticeable increase in the 

percentage Polynesian. 

* See Appendix A for the location of Auckland census divisions. 
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(iii) In Growing  divisions the Polynesian population increased 

more rapidly than the European population; the European 

population was, however, generally stable or growing very slowly 

over the decade. 

(iv) In Declining  divisions the Polynesian population, although 

stable or declining in numbers, decreased less rapidly than did 

the European population over the decade. 

(3) Census divisions in which the percentage Polynesian actually 

decreased over the period 1956-1966 were classified as Displacement  

tracts. Only two divisions fall within this category; Epsom South, 

where a European population increase was accompanied by a decrease in 

both the numbers of Polynesians and in the proportion Polynesian, and 

Auckland Central where a decrease occurred in the numbers of both 

Polynesians and Europeans although the latter group's population 

decreased at a much faster rate. For the purposes of this classification 

the former type of change was termed Pure Displacement  and the latter 

Declining Displacement. 

(4) Finally, those areas where Polynesians formed an insignificant 

proportion of the total population (where their numbers were less than 

50-60) were termed Non-Polynesian Areas.  These may be further 

subdivided into Growing  areas where the European population increased 

over the decade, and Declining  areas, where there was a decline in the 

number of Europeans. 

Destinations in Auckland 

Cook Islanders arriving in Auckland prior to 1960 tended 

almost exclusively to take up residence in the inner city area, the oldest 

residential area immediately contiguous to the Central Business District 

(Table 7.2). In the data assembled from the Auckland ocial survey* 

almost 87 percent of pre-1960 arrivals had destinations within the inner 

city while only a very small proportion settled in the inner or outer 

* See Appendix A for details of this survey. 
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TABLE 7.2 

FIRST DESTINATION OF COOK ISLANDERS 

ARRIVING IN AUCKLAND 

	

Arrivals Prior to 1960 	Arrivals after 1960  

i 
Male 	Female 	Total 	Male 	Female 	Total 

Inner City 	32 	28 	60 	23 	25 	48 
Inner Suburbs 	4 	1 	5 	4 	4 	8 

Outer Suburbs 	3 	1 	4 	7 	7 	14 

Totals 	39 	30 	69 	34 	36 	70 

Source: Auckland Migrant Survey 

TABLE 7.3 

FIRST ADDRESS IN AUCKLAND 

Census Tract Male Female Total 

Parnell 17 15 32 

Freemans Bay 9 12 21 

Ponsonby 10 5 15 
Grey Lynn 6 5 11 
Arch Hill 5 4 9 
Newton 4 1 5 
Auckland Central 5 3 8 

Eden Terrace 1 2 3 
Kingsland 0 2 2 

Mt. Eden North 2 0 2 

Source: Auckland Migrant Survey 
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suburbs*. Since 1960, however, Islanders have shown a much stronger 

desire to settle in outer suburban areas, particularly in the Otara 

housing estate. Of arrivals in Auckland after 1960, 20 percent moved 

to the outer suburbs and the proportion settling in the inner city 

although still very high had fallen considerably when compared with 

the earlier period. The Auckland survey revealed Parnell to be the 

most important area for transitional Cook Islanders in that almost 

one-quarter of all respondents indicated that their first address in 

Auckland had been within this census division. Freemans Bay and to a 

lesser extent Ponsonby formed secondary nodes of attraction (see Table 

7.3). It would appear, therefore, that Cook Island settlement in the 

inner city illustrates a sequential pattern. To trace this movement 

three groups of census divisions were aggregated, each group forming 

a particular zone within the centre of the city. The first zone 

comprises the divisions of Parnell, Auckland Central, Grafton, Newton 

and Freemans Bay; the second zone, Ponsonby, Grey Lynn, Arch Hill and 

Eden Terrace; while the third zone, Kingsland and Mt. Eden North. 

Initially, many Cook Islanders settled in the first zone, particularly 

Parnell and Auckland Central and then infiltrated the second and third 

zones over a period of time. Concentration in zone one had probably 

reached its peak by the late 1950s while in zone two the population is 

still increasing at a rapid rate. In zone three Cook Island 

infiltration began in the mid 1960s. Despite the appearance of a 

sequential pattern of settlement, Parnell and Freemans Bay have 

continued to attract new arrivals and serve as immediate reception 

areas. 

The recent rise of the outer suburbs as an important primary 

destination point is related particularly to the changing distribution 

of Cook Islanders in Auckland. There is now evidence to suggest that 

Maoris and some Polynesians do not necessarily reside in the inner city 

for a period following their arrival in Auckland but move directly to 

* See Appendix A for a definition of the terms: inner city, inner 
suburbs and outer suburbs. 
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outer suburban locations (see Francis, 1969: 46-48; and Whitelaw, 1971: 

70-71). Some variation would appear to exist, however, in the choice 

of destination between different Polynesian groups, depending upon the 

relative distribution of the established members of each community. 

Samoans and Tongans, for example, have tended to move from the inner 

city to the outer suburbs at a much more significant rate than either 

Cook Islanders or Niueans a greater proportion of whom have remained in 

the inner city area. For these groups, therefore, the traditional 

staging role of the inner city is declining. With the marked increase 

of Island families in the outer suburbs many new urban arrivals now 

make use of kin in this area in much the same way as those in the inner 

city. One further point should be made. There is some evidence to 

suggest that the type of migrant settling in the outer suburbs differs 

from those settling in the inner city. Certainly the evidence assembled 

by Pool and Rowland indicates that the inner city receives most of the 

young unmarried migrants, while the outer suburbs attract mainly migrant 

families (see Pool, 1961: 63; Rowland, 1971). 

Population Distribution 1966  

For many years Cook Islanders have lived within the older inner-

most sections of the city. Since the early 1950s this area has been 

experiencing a process of invasion and succession of various ethnic 

minorities with a related displacement of the original European 

population. At the same time this area has undergone a considerable 

conversion of single-family dwellings to flats and apartment buildings 

along with an increase in non-residential land-uses. Continued migration 

into this area since the early 1950s has led to the rapid growth of a 

sizeable Polynesian community in the heart of the city. By 1966, 13 

percent of the total population of the inner city area was of Island 

Polynesian origin (four percent were Cook Islanders) and in the four 

census divisions of Freemans Bay, Newton, Eden Terrace and Arch Hill, 

more than 20 percent of all residents were immigrant Polynesians (see 
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Figure VII.5). Cook Islanders have participated in this post-war 

Polynesian migration and, although they do not form more than six percent 

of the population of any census subdivision, they nevertheless play an 

important role in differentiating some inner city areas. 

As Figure VII.6 illustrates, most Cook Islanders are to be 

found in the broad residential area which extends along the depressions 

of Freemans Bay, Ponsonby, Grey Lynn and Newton Gulley. The pattern 

expressed is of a roughly semi-circular belt surrounding the inner core 

of the city. The belt is about two miles wide, but is not continuous. 

Of considerable significance is the large cluster of Islanders in the 

inner-most Western suburbs with a subsidiary wedge along the major 

artery transecting Parnell. Much of this inner city area is a zone of 

mixed land uses, commercial, light industry and wholesale warehousing, 

of residential obsolescense and the physical decay of older buildings. 

Very few new residential properties have been constructed in the last 

25 years and many houses have either been demolished or replaced by 

multi-level apartment blocks or light manufacturing concerns. Here, 

amidst steep and narrow streets, flanked by small timeworn wooden iron-

roofed houses with their dingy and unpainted exteriors, are to be found 

some of the highest densities of Islander's homes. 

In contrast to the inner city area, a large number of Cook 

Islanders have moved to the recently developed estates of cheap housing, 

particularly in the east and south of the Urban Area. This area extends 

from West Tamaki, through Otahuhu to Mangere and the Otara housing estate 

in Manukau City in the south. Many Islanders have settled here to be 

near industrial employment in the nearby Penrose-Westfield-Mt. Wellington-

Glen Innes industrial area and/or to take advantage of the large state 

housing estate of Otara. In 1966 there were probably as many as 600 

Cook Islanders living in this estate alone. Howick and Pakuranga are the 

only parts of South Auckland where there are few Cook Islanders, high 

land values and long commuting distances being the factors mainly 

responsible for their absence. 
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Fig. VII.6 Distribution Cook Islanders 1966. 
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In contrast to the inner city and parts of the outer suburbs, 

the inner suburbs have to a large extent been by-passed by Cook Islanders. 

The high cost of housing and built-up nature of much of this area has 

placed it beyond the resources of most Islanders and the problem of 

raising a loan for the purchase of a previously occupied house has been 

an additional obstacle to Cook Island settlement. Cook Islanders could 

capitalise on their family benefit so as to purchase a home but it was 

not until 1969 that it was possible to utilise this money to purchase a 

previously occupied house. Consequently, it was much easier for Islanders 

to purchase a home in the newer outer suburbs. Cook Islanders had, 

however, by the 1960s, begun to establish in the mature tramway suburbs  

of Mt. Eden and Sandringham (Mt. Albert)*. In Mt. Eden the general aging 

of the European population together with the growth of flats and 

apartments consequent on residential deterioration has seen the establish-

ment of some Cook Island families. Outside these areas there is a small 

scattering of Islander's houses along the southern and southwestern 

fringes of the Auckland isthmus. Most of these areas correspond with 

pockets of older housing, State housing areas or newly-established 

industrial areas such as at Rosebank and Avondale South. 

Quantitative studies of ethnic concentration and segregation 

have normally been concerned with at least three problems: the actual 

spatial patterning of the various ethnic minority groups; the extent to 

which there exists varying degrees of residential segregation or 

concentration of particular groups from that of the natiVe European 

population; and the extent to which the patterns of residential concentra-

tion between particular groups are similar or dissimilar. The first 

question can be answered simply by calculating for each census tract 

the percentage of its population accounted for by a particular ethnic 

group, ranking and mapping the results according to degree of 

significance and then describing the resultant areal pattern. Much the 

* The Tramway suburbs refer to those suburbs initially developed in 
the years of the horse-tram (1884-1901) and built-up during the 
early years of the electric tram (1902-1930s). For a further 
discussion see Bloomfield, 1967 and Curson, 1967. 
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same result may be achieved by using a simple index of residential  

concentration  for all census divisions and mapping the results*. For 

the purposes of comparison, data is also included for the other two 

major Polynesian groups in Auckland, Samoans and Niueans (see Figures 

VII.7 and VII.8). When the index is mapped by census division a number 

of significant points emerge. 

(1) All three Polynesian groups are noticeably under-represented in the 

northern and eastern marine suburbs (East Coast Bays, Mission Bay, 

St. Heliers, Kohimarama, Glendowie, Howick) as well as in the oldest 

upper grade areas of Remuera and Epsom. In these areas, high land 

values, social grade and the general age and build-up nature of settlement. 

conspire against any significant establishment of a Polynesian element. 

(2) Polynesians are heavily concentrated in the residential areas 

immediately contiguous to the city centre as well as in a broad belt 

of residential development which extends along the depressions of 

Freemans Bay, Ponsonby and Grey Lynn. 

(3) Significant concentrations of Polynesians are also to be found in 

the eastern and southern sectors of the urban area, particularly in West 

Tamaki, Mt. Wellington, Otahuhu and Manukau City. These areas have 

developed mainly since the mid 1950s, at a time when Polynesians have 

been increasing most rapidly. The concentration of Islanders is most 

marked where there are large numbers of State houses. The proximity of 

cheap housing and industrial centres makes these areas a practical 

proposition as a place of residence. 

With regards the particular groups themselves, Samoans (after 

Maoris, the largest Polynesian minority group in Auckland), although 

present in all divisions, are significantly concentrated in only 20 

(an index of more than 1.0 on Figure VII.8). Within the seven inner 

city divisions (Freemans Bay, Ponsonby, Grey Lynn, Kingsland, Arch Hill, 

Newton, Eden Terrace) this concentration is from four to nine times the 

* See Appendix A for a discussion of this index. 
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urban average. Outside this area, Samoans have diffused more generally 

than other Polynesian groups and major concentrations occur in the 

west and south-west of the urban area extending in a broad belt from 

Mt. Eden through Sandringham, Halsey-Waikowai, Avondale North, to 

Kelston and Henderson. In the south, Samoans are concentrated in 

Onehunga and Mangere and in the Otara subdivision of Manukau City. 

Cook Islanders, the next largest group after Samoans in 

Auckland, are equally concentrated in the inner city area and yet are 

noticeably absent from some of the western divisions where Samoans are 

present (for example, Avondale North, Halsey-Waikowai, Kelston West and 

Sandringham (Mt. Albert)). Cook Islanders are also much more heavily 

represented in the three inner eastern divisions of Parnell, Grafton 

and Newmarket (Figure VII.?). They have also established in large 

numbers in the southeastern and southern sectors of Auckland, especially 

Mt. Wellington, Otahuhu and the Mangere-Otara area of Manukau City. 

Finally, Niueans are the most residentially concentrated 

Polynesian group in Auckland, with more than one-quarter of their total 

population in the three inner city divisions of Freemans Bay, Arch Hill 

and Eden Terrace. Here they record the highest concentration indices 

of any Polynesian group. Like Cook Islanders, Niueans are also found 

in considerable numbers in Parnell, Grafton, Mt. Eden and Manukau City 

in the south (Figure VII.9). 

Three general patterns of ethnic concentration can therefore 

be distinguished in Auckland. The first and most marked is the inner 

city area consisting of the subdivisions of Freemans Bay, Ponsonby, 

Grey Lynn, Arch Hill, Kingsland, Eden Terrace and Newton. This area 

includ6s::.Auck1and's zone of transition  and the inner blue collar  

residential area extending westwards from the waterfront along the 

depressions of Freemans Bay, Ponsonby, Grey Lynn and Newton Gulley. 

Cook Islanders and other Polynesian groups are heavily concentrated in 

this area. 
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The second pattern to emerge shows a concentration of 

Islanders in the blue collar  sector of the eastern isthmus and South 

Auckland. This extends from West Tamaki, through Otahuhu to Manukau 

City in the south. These areas have attracted Cook Islanders to them 

not only because of their nearness to industrial employment centres or 

because of the nature of their housing, but also because social linkages 

and the customary hospitality extended to new arrivals have acted as an 

important factor in population attraction. 

Finally, Samoans and to a lesser extent Cook Islanders, have 

begun to become established in larger numbers in some of the older 

mature inner suburbs. 

RESIDENTIAL CONCENTRATION AND SEGREGATION 

Perhaps one of the most striking features of Polynesian groups 

in Auckland is the apparent concentration of their residences in 

particular areas of the city. While nowhere does this approximate the 

highly segregated situation of many North American cities, there are 

nevertheless areas within Auckland which over the last ten years have 

become progressively more and more Polynesian in their ethnic character. 

A number of recent studies have shown that ethnic minority groups within 

the city vary considerably in the degree of their residential 

concentration and in their segregation from each other (see Collison, 1967; 

Lancaster Jones, 1967; Leiberson, 1963; Taeuber and Taeuber, 1965; Timms, 

1969). Most of these studies concerned themselves to some extent with 

the problems of measuring and comparing the distributional similarity of 

two populations. While a wide range of indexes have been put forward, 

the most valuable and widely accepted have been derived from the 

Lorenz-curve. Among these, the index of dissimilarity  has perhaps widest 

acceptance, and more recently, a derivative of this index called the 

index of segregation*. 

Polynesians in general and Cook Islanders in particular in 

* See Appendix A for a brief discussion of the index of dissimilarity 
and segregation. 
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Auckland appear to conform to the general pattern of results of the 

above studies. All groups vary considerably in their degree of residential 

concentration and in their segregation from the remainder of Auckland's 

population as well as from one another. Lorenz concentration curves can 

be constructed to illustrate the degree of residential uneveness or 

concentration in the areal distribution of Cook Islanders and other 

Polynesian groups in Auckland (Figure VII.10). A comparison of these 

curves graphically illustrates to what extent the Cook Island population's 

pattern of distribution is similar or dissimilar to that of the rest of 

Auckland's population. If the distribution of a particular group from 

the rest of the population was completely uneven, for example, each census 

division was either 100 percent Cook Island or 100 percent all other 

ethnic groups, then the curve would follow the X axis to 100.00 percent 

and then rise vertically along the line X. 100. If the distribution of 

Cook Islanders was perfectly even and every division had an equal 

percentage of this group the concentration curve would follow the diagonal 

X . Y. For a distribution intermediate between these two extremes, the 

greater the deviation of the curve from the diagonal the greater the 

degree of concentration. The concentration curves in Figure VII.10a 

show, for example, that among the most concentrated Polynesian group in 

Auckland (Niueans) half their number lived in areas which contained only 

6.68 percent of the rest of Auckland's population. In the case of Cook 

Islanders 46 percent of their total numbers lived in areas of the city 

which housed only 9.25 percent of the rest of Auckland's population. 

Similar values may be read off the graph for the other Polynesian groups. 

If the Cook Island curve is converted to an index of dissimilarity* we 

can say that for the Cook Island population to have a distribution 

equivalent to that of the rest of the city's population, then 43.5 percent 

of their number would have to change their present place of residence. 

Comparable figures for the other groups are: Niueans 50 percent, 

Samoans 38.2 percent, Tongans 34.1 percent, Other Polynesians 41 percent 

and Maoris 32.25 percent. 

See Appendix A. 
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The index of dissimilarity may also be utilised to show the 

degree of residential separation between Cook Islanders and other 

Polynesian groups as well as between Cook Islanders and Europeans. 

Table 7.4 gives the indexes of dissimilarity and segregation for the 

various Polynesian groups in Auckland. The index of dissimilarity 

merely indicates the percentage of one population that would have to 

redistribute itself in order to approximate the same percentage 

distribution by census division as another population. Thus complete 

dissimilarity (that is, complete segregation between two groups) would 

yield a maximum value of 100 while complete similarity would yield the 

minimum value of O. In a case where there were no residential 

concentration or segregation between two groups, there would be the same 

percentage of each group's total city population in each census tract. 

The index is not without its problems as it takes into account only 

the differences in the proportions of two groups in each census division. 

Thus two groups may, in fact, have a similar proportion of their total 

population in a census division, yet within the division itself be 

completely segregated from each other; for example, Parnell which is 

composed of an eastern section of quality housing on elevated sites 

with harbourside views and a western portion of small, tightly-packed, 

decaying, pre-1914 houses inhabited by a cosmopolitan population of 

Pacific Islanders, Maoris and Asians. Such a spatial clustering does 

not show up in the index. The index of segregation indicates the degree 

of residential dissimilarity between any particular sub-group and the 

remainder of the population. From Table 7.4 it is apparent that Niueans, 

with an index of 50.1, are residentially the most segregated group in 

Auckland. Cook Islanders and Other Polynesians follow with indexes of 

43.25 and 40.9 respectively. With respect to the index of dissimilarity 

it is evident that the degree of separation in area of residence for 

Europeans in Auckland is lowest with Maoris (index 31.2) and only 

marginally higher with Tongans (31.8), Other Polynesians (36.3) and 

Samoans (36.7). There is an increase to 42.3 in the index with Cook 



TABLE 7.4 

INDEXES OF DISSIMILARITY AND SEGREGATION 1966  

Dissimilarity 	Segregation 

Cook 
Island- 
ers 

Niueans Tongans Other 
Poly- 
nesians 

Maoris Euro- 
peans 

Samoans 	16.407 25.41 29.529 20.365 31.961 36.797 38.25 

Cook Islanders 20.209 32.398 23.26 32.201 42.35 43.25 

Niueans 37.238 28.335 40.759 49.639 50.102 

Tongans 28.354 35.668 31.872 34.15 

Other 
Polynesians 38.691 36.378 40.9 

Maoris 31.202 31.65 

Source: Calculated from N.Z. Census of Population and Dwellings, 
Vol. 7, Race, 1966. 

315. 
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Islanders and a further rise to 49.6 with Niueans. Within the 

Polynesian group, the greatest degree of residential separation occurs 

between Niueans and Tongans (37.238), and Cook Islanders and Tongans 

(32.398). It is noteworthy that all Pacific Island groups have a 

considerable degree of residential dissimilarity with the indigenous 

Maori although in this respect the Cook Island population records one 

of the lowest rates. 

Other studies of ethnic minority groups suggest that variations 

in the degree of residential concentration and spatial distance between 

two populations is an important index and determinant of social distance 

and differential assimilation (see for example, Collison, 1967; Lancaster 

Jones, 1967; Leiberson, 1963). In so far as particular patterns of 

location and concentration are a function of the differences between 

ethnic groups, these patterns will, in part, spell out the nature of 

the groups so organised. Some years ago, Park noted that "social 

relations were frequently correlated with spatial relations" and that 

"physical distances frequently were also indexes of social distances" 

(Park, 1952: 177). If this is the case here, it would appear that social 

distance is least between Cook Islanders and Samoans, Cook Islanders 

and Niueans and is only slightly greater between Samoans and Other 

Polynesians, Cook Islanders and Other Polynesians. Fieldwork carried 

out by the author in Auckland and the Cook Islands would seem to support 

such a contention. A striking feature is that there exists little or 

no group unity among migrants even from the same Island group and that 

most Polynesians tend to disregard their common geographical origins. 

Rather bonds are forged at the village or Island level and such ties 

are much more important and spontaneous than any national link. In 

1965, for example, of the 891 Cook Islanders who arrived in New Zealand, 

slightly more than 70 percent originated from the three main Islands of 

Rarotonga, Aitutaki and Mangaia. Yet 22 villages on these Islands 

contributed persons to the migration stream and most migrants placed 

village loyalty and ties above any Island or Cook Island identification 
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(Dept. of Customs, Rarotonga). 

Not only are Polynesians fragmented into a number of small and 

discrete cellular groups in Auckland, but there often exists considerable 

antipathy between the various groups as well as between Polynesians and 

the indigenous Maori. In general terms, all Polynesians tend to look 

down on the Maori, who in turn regards them all as somewhat primitive and 

unsophisticated often referring to them by the derogatory epithet of 

'coconuts'. Moreover, the Rarotongan, though well able to comprehend 

spoken Maori, normally disdainsany understanding of it. A recent survey 

carried out in Auckland showed that most Cook Islanders regarded the 

Maori as an undesirable marriage partner (Curson, 1970a: 192). Within 

Auckland, the Samoan is often regarded by other Island groups as 

stand-offish and aloof, while the Niuean is treated with grudging respect 

because of his fierce and volatile temperament. 

The Inner City Community 

Apparent from the maps and earlier discussion is the importance 

of the seven central city census districts in the distribution of not only 

Cook Islanders but all Polynesian groups in Auckland. There has always 

been a tendency in Auckland for Polynesian groups to congregate in 

central city areas, and such a tendency wouldlend support to the zonal 

theory of city structure. This clustering arose as a result of what 

might be called positive factors - recency of arrival, low socio-economic 

status, poor housing status and a desire to live close to fellow 

Islanders. Cook Islanders as one of the most recent arrivals on the 

Auckland scene are at the back of the housing queue, and also at the 

back of the queue to move to a more desired suburban residential location. 

The central part of Auckland is in the process of being abandoned by 

many lower middle class and better off artisans who with the aid of 

credit facilities, State housing and increased mobility are moving to 

suburban locations. Their deserted houses have passed to a very mixed 

population consisting in the main of new arrivals to the city, pensioners, 

students as well as those in search of some degree of anonymity. All 
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this has resulted in a disparate collection of people: young newly-weds, 

old age pensioners, night watchman, students, newly-arrived Islanders 

as well as various personel attached to State and municipal organizations. 

This area is the home of people who have been least selective in their 

choice of residential environment and who are numbered among Auckland's 

most disadvantaged groups. With the exception of a small group of long-

established residents, many Europeans move to this area for much the 

same reasons as Cook Island migrants. They do not qualify for entry into 

the private housing ownership market nor do they come within the 

provisions of the State Housing Act. In addition, their low income 

status places them well down the ladder in obtaining more desirable  

housing elsewhere. The availability of temporary accommodation either 

with established Cook Islanders or in one of the relatively large number 

of purchasable or rentable homes vacated by Europeans, has acted as an 

important magnet for attracting many migrants. Proximity to work places 

and the social and entertainment facilities of the inner city also lure 

many Polynesians to this area. 

The general poverty of urban Cook Islanders is often cited as 

being a determinant of their residential concentration in the poorer 

inner residential districts of the city. Insofar as any low income 

group will become residentially segregated from those of higher incomes, 

this would appear true. Yet economic factors cannot completely account 

for more than a small part of the residential concentration of Cook 

Islanders in Auckland. Of considerable importance is the fact that their 

concentration is socially determined and socially perpetuated. Social 

linkages with established families bring many migrants to this part of 

Auckland and most new arrivals express a concern to live either with or 

in close proximity to friends or relatives on arrival. Since many of 

these new arrivals owe their presence in Auckland to the sponsorship and 

financial generosity of their urban-based kin it is more than natural 

that they should seek accommodation and help from them on arrival. Such 

a pattern is sustained by the cumulative nature of migration. In many 

cases life in this area is a transitional one only, a period of waiting 
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and familarisation before a suburban move can be made. 

Seeing that Cook Islanders and other Polynesians have been 

a significant element in this central area for over 10 years, it is not 

surprising to find aspects of their culture in evidence in the everyday 

life. Contacts in the pubs, shops and churches are sufficiently 

Polynesian to make immigrants feel socially at home. Along some of 

the older shopping streets, especially Ponsonby Road, Karangahape Road 

and Great North Road at Arch Hill, there are many signs of Polynesian 

life and culture. Shops are full of Island foodstuffs - taro, kumara, 

yam, green bananas and coconuts. Bright and colourful clothing reflects 

the demand for fashionable wearing apparel. Often advertisements are 

printed in Rarotongan or Samoan. Nearly all the pubs in the area are 

an important focus for many Cook Island men who, whether married or not, 

meet in the evenings or on Saturday afternoons to drink beer together 

and discuss Island news. The drinking school is an important 

institution which they have brought with them from the Islands. Not 

far away are the churches which provide a place of worship and a social 

meeting ground for the community as a whole. There is evidence of a 

kind of community life in the streets, shops, churches and pubs of this 

area. A Polynesian can, therefore, if he so wishes, live fairly easily 

in the colony, but in this free and easy atmosphere there is also the 

possibility of gradually making more European contacts, if only by 

talking to Europeans in the many pubs. 

Residential Mobility within Auckland  

A number of factors seem to have determined the intra-urban 

distribution and movement of Cook Islanders within Auckland. These 

include the recency of their arrival on the New Zealand scene, the 

socio-economic background of the migrants, their relatively low 

purchasing power and their high dependency ratios not to mention an 

often thinly disguised prejudice shown by sections of the host community. 

All these factors-and others have combined to restrict the Cook Islander's 

freedom of choice in finding a suitable home of his own. Cook Island 
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migration is not something that ends when the migrant arrives in New 

Zealand but is a continuing process. Once in Auckland Islanders may 

move once or many times within the city as they change their employment, 

seek more suitable accommodation or relocate to be closer to relatives 

or friends. Some remain in Auckland for only a short period and 

thereafter move to other parts of New Zealand or return to their home 

community in the Islands. There is also a group of highly mobile 

individuals who move at random from house to house and from job to job 

within the inner city area as the occasion demands. This intra-urban 

migration principally takes the form of movement in and around the inner-

city as well as a centrifugal movement from the inner-city to the outer 

suburbs. As has already been indicated most statements of urban ethnic 

minority group location have been built into the Burgess concentric 

zonal rationale of urban land-use (Burgess, 1928). Recently arrived 

visible migrants were said to locate in segregated homogeneous 

communities in the inner transitional areas of the city and from this 

point subsequent population movements, although conditioned by the 

physical configuration and arterial routeways of the city, largely 

conformed to the concentric zone rationale. Migrants in aggregate and 

as individuals moved centrifugally in a series of successive waves of 

invasion and succession of areas further out so that ultimately 

desegregation occurred at its maximum in the outer suburbs. The major 

modification to this concept has been the 'leapfrogging' notion, that 

is, a movement across zones so as to allow direct access to the outer 

suburban areas. Whereas Cook Islanders seem to move more often than 

Europeans in Auckland, the lengths of these moves are normally much 

shorter. A sample of Cook Island movers in 1968-69 exemplifies the 

pattern of intra-urban mobility of Island home seekers. Most households 

in the sample had experienced at least three moves (18 households had 

experienced four or more moves) and the average time spent at the first 

residential location was two years 11 months. Dissatisfaction with 

present living conditions was the most common reason given for movement 

of all households (see Table 7.5). Most of these people moved because 



TABLE 7.5 

REASONS FOR INTRA-URBAN MOVES 

Reasons Frequencies 
% 

4 

5•33 
20.0 

Cheaper rent 

House too old/in bad repair 

House too small/overcrowded 

3 
4 

15 

Married and set up own household 6 8.0 

To own house 11 14.66 

Moved to live with relatives 5 6.66 

Moved to live with friends 3 4 

State Advances House Otara 8 10.65 

Closer to/or changed job 6 8.0 

Evicted 1 1.33 

Living in same location 8 8.0 

From outside Auckland 5 6.66 

Total 	 75 

Source: Auckland Survey 1967/69 
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of overcrowding, high rents or dilapidated dwelling structures. A 

desire for home ownership was virtually the only positive reason given 

for wanting to move and was mentioned by 14 percent of the sample. 

Social solidarity and kin linkages also played a part in determining 

the moves of some households. The customary hospitality extended by 

kinsfolk to recent arrivals meant that some people moved to be with or 

near relatives or friends. Life cycle considerations also figure as 

a factor in intra-urban mobility since the advent of marriage and 

family establishment often necessitated manrIslanders to strike out 

on their own behalf and often with the aid of child benefit capitalisation 

seek home ownership. Proximity to place of work as a reason for movement 

seems to carry little weight with Cook Islanders although job location 

seemed to be of much more significance in determining initial location 

in Auckland rather than influencing subsequent moves. In addition to 

these reasons, the State Advances Corporation relocated seven households 

from Freeman's Bay to the Otara housing estate in South Auckland and 

one family independently negotiated a State house in the same area. 

Within the inner-city the migrant population is, therefore, 

of a dual character. On the one hand there exists a fairly long-

established element and, on the other, afloating disparate group of 

newly-arrived migrants, unmarried or by virtue of leaving their families 

behind in the Cook Islands, temporarily free from family responsibilities. 

This latter group consists in the main of relatives and friends of the 

permanently established families. Both groups exhibit considerable 

residential mobility, especially during the first few years of residence 

and newcomers are continually arriving to join them. Hence the inner-

city's Cook Island population is a mobile and constantly shifting one. 

On the one hand newcomers enter rented accommodation with friends or 

relatives and then with the continued passage of time, marriage and a 

more stable economic status attempt to obtain housing for themselves 

either within the inner-city or in other areas of the city. To this 

extent the inner-city community functions as a receiving area for new 

migrants, a place where newcomers are welcomed and may remain for a 

period of acculturation to urban life. Here amidst the community of 
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relatives and friends, assisted financially and socially, the newcomer 

is indoctrinated into the unfamiliar ways of the urban milieu. Moreover, 

within this informal sub-system the migrant often gains access to various 

organizations such as churches, welfare agencies, sporting bodies as 

well as receiving information on the employment market. On the other 

hand, there exists a significant group of Island families and 

individuals who have been resident within this central area for some 

years and who regard themselves as permanently settled. Many of these 

families had moved around within the inner-area of the city over the 

years as the situation demanded it. Most were prepared to move in order 

to obtain better or more suitable accommodation, or to own their house 

rather than rent it. Significantly, however, a great number of the moves 

experienced by this group had taken place within the confines of the 

inner city. To a large extent this situation is due to the fact that 

until recently Cook Islanders received relatively little housing 

assistance from the State. Maoris in Auckland under the provisions of 

the Maori Housing Act had been entitled to special housing assistance 

from 1935, however, it was not until 1969 with the passage of the Maori 

Purposes Act 1969 that Cook Islanders, Niueans and Tokelaun Islanders 

were extended the same sort of assistance. As a result, Cook Island 

diffusion to new State housing estates was until very recently of a 

very restrained nature. In addition to this, prior to 1969 it was 

impossible to capitalise on the child benefit scheme with the aim of 

purchasing a previously occupied dwelling. In consequence it was common 

to find many Cook Islanders occupying high rental dwellings in inner-city 

areas. Francis has suggested that since the early 1950s Auckland has 

experienced a wavelike succession of Polynesian groups who passed through 

the inner-city and later diffused to outer areas (Francis, 1 969: 46). 

And according to Whitelaw, Maoris began vacating the most central parts 

of the city at the time when Islanders first made their appearance in 

appreciable numbers (Whitelaw, 1971: 66). Whitelaw also observed that 

invasion and succession seemed to be arrested by a belt of intermediate 

and higher status residential suburbs necessitating in many cases a 



TABLE 7.6 

LAST RESIDENTIAL MOVE OF COOK ISLAND HOUSEHOLDS 

Within Inner City 

Inner City to Inner Suburbs 

Inner City to Outer Suburbs 

Within Inner Suburbs 

No. 

21 

4 

26 

1 

28.0 

5.33 

34.66 

.1.33 

Inner Suburbs to Inner City 2 2.66 

Inner Suburbs to Outer Suburbs 2 2.66 

Within Outer Suburbs 3 4.0 

Outside Auckland to Inner City 4 5.33 

Outside Auckland to Outer Suburbs 3 4.0 

Same location 9 12.0 

Total 75 

Source: Auckland Survey 
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'leapfrogging' effect from the inner city to the outer suburbs. Data 

from the 1968-69 sample supports such claims in that about 40 percent 

chose to move beyond the confines of the inner city and most of these 

avoided the inner suburbs and located in the southeast residential 

subdivisions of the Urban Area (Table 7.6). Residential mobility 

within the inner city accounted for a high proportion of the remainder 

and internal sorting of this nature accounted for almost one-third of 

all moves in 1968-69. 

Distributional Changes 1956-66  

Notwithstanding these intra-city moves there has been since 

the mid 1950s a considerable change in the overall distribution of Cook 

Islanders in Auckland. In 1956 the greatest concentration of Pacific 

Island Polynesians including Cook Islanders, was to be found in and 

around the central core of the city. In this year slightly more than 

58 percent of all Islanders were resident within this inner city area 

and in the case of Cook Islanders, Samoans and Niueans the proportion 

was somewhat higher (see Table 7.7). Since 1956, however, there has 

been a definite suburban movement as Cook Islanders have diffused from 

this area to the outer suburbs, avoiding in many cases the intermediate 

and higher status inner suburbs. A part of this movement has been the 

establishment of many Cook Islanders and other Island groups in the new 

State housing estate at Otara within Manukau City. Such a movement has 

seen the growth of a sizeable Island community in the South Auckland 

area and by 1966 there were probably in excess of 2,000 Islanders living 

within Otara alone. The shift of many industrial concerns to areas such 

as Mt. Wellington, Otahuhu and Penrose also undoubtedly encouraged many 

Cook Islanders to relocate to adjacent residential areas. By 1966 the 

proportion of Cook Islanders resident in the inner city had fallen to 

44.7 percent and of Other Island groups even lower (Table 7.7). A 

comparison of Tables 7.4 and 7.8 indicates that changes in the 

distributional pattern of Cook Islanders in the decade after 1956 



TABLE 7.7 

CHANGES IN THE INTRA-URBAN DISTRIBUTION OF POLYNESIANS 

1956 - 1966 

Percent of Population Resident in 
1956 	 1966 

Inner 	Inner 	Outer 	Inner 	Inner 	Outer 
City 	Suburbs Suburbs City 	Suburbs Suburbs 

Samoans 60.0 22.3 17.7 36.8 17.2 46.0 

Cook 
Islanders 60.5 22.5 16.9 44.7 11.9 43.4 

Niueans 73.7 12.5 13.8 52.8 13.1 34.1 

Tongans 42.1 23.2 34.6 27.1 25.8 47.3 

Other 
Polynesians 51.4 28.1 20.5 37.8 13.7 48.5 

Total 
58.4 20.9 20.5 40.7 15.4 44.5 

Polynesians 

Source: Department of Statistics, no date and 1969. 
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TABLE 7.8 

INDEXES OF DISSIMILARITY AND SEGREGATION 1956 

Dissimilarity Segregation 

Cook 
Island- 
ers 

Niueans Tongans Other 
Poly- 
nesians 

Maoris Euro- 
peans 

Samoans 	40.698 44.02 30.017 42.053 44.592 40.246 39.166 

Cook Islanders 25.625 39.609 41.362 36.32 46.122 45.669 

Niueans 45.778 47.585 47.395 61.073 59.654 

Tongans 46.778 33.013 34.733 32.766 

Other 
Polynesians 46.363 48.109 47.18 

Maoris 33.72 32.194 

Source: Calculated from N.Z. Census of Population and Dwellings, 
vol. 7, Race, 1956. 
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produced a related decline in residential dissimilarity indexes. In 

almost every case dissimilarity indexes between Cook Islanders and other 

ethnic groups in Auckland were considerably lower in 1966 than ten years 

previous. In some cases the index had declined very significantly. 

Most spectacular was the case of Cook Islanders and Samoans where the 

index dropped from 40.7 in 1956 to only 16.4 ten years later suggesting 

that whereas these two groups were residentially segregated from each 

other in 1956, by 1966 they-possessed a much more similar distributional 

pattern. On the other hand, residential dissimilarity betwen Cook 

Islanders and Maoris and between Cook Islanders and Europeans has 

remained at a fairly high level. Despite declining residential 

dissimilarity, the degree of residential segregation of Cook Islanders 

from the rest of Auckland's population has remained high over the last 

decade indicating that Cook Islanders have remained exclusively 

concentrated in only a handful of the city's census tracts. The two 

most segregated Polynesian groups in 1956 and 1966, Niueans and Cook 

Islanders, were significantly enough the two groups with the highest 

proportion of their population in the inner city area (see Tables 7.4 

and 7.8). 
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DEMOGRAPHIC STRUCTURE 

DEMOGRAPHIC STRUCTURE OF MIGRANTS TO AUCKLAND 

Migration to Auckland has always mostly involved young 

unmarried adults, normally in the youthful working ages with a predomin-

ance of males over females. There are indications that the composition 

of Cook Island immigrants to Auckland has changed since the mid 1950s. 

Prior to 1960 the migration stream consisted predominantly of young 

unmarried male adults with relatively few children under 15 years of 

age. Since this date, however, the proportion of females and young 

children has steadily increased, suggesting the increased migration of 

family groups. Between 1957 and 1959, for example, children under nine 

years of age formed 14 percent, and females 41 percent of all arrivals 

in Auckland, whereas in 1965 the relevant proportions were 25 percent and 

46 percent respectively (Files Customs Dept. Rarotonga). At the same 

time the proportion of young males aged between 15 and 29 years declined. 

Between 1957 and 1959 these age groups accounted for over 30 percent of 

Auckland migrants whereas by 1965 the figure had fallen to 22 percent. 

The age-sex structure of 1965 arrivals is in many ways typical of a 

migratory population consolidating its position by a process of chain 

migration and selective kin attraction. Of the 557 arrivals in this 

year, 303 or 54 percent were aged between 15 and 39 years with the bulk 

falling in the 15-24 year age brackets. In all age groups was there a 

marked surplus of males over females while young Children accounted for 

more than 30 percent of all arrivals (see Appendix B). A comparison of 

the demographic structure of arrivals in Auckland with arrivals to other 

parts of New Zealand reveals a number of interesting points (see Figure 

VIII.1). In the first place Auckland would seem to be attracting 

relatively more Cook Island females than the rest of New Zealand. This 

is particularly true in the case of females born on Rarotonga and in the 

Northern Atolls. In 1965 almost 82 percent of all Rarotongan-born females 

and 87 percent of Northern Atoll born females who arrived in New Zealand 

settled in Auckland (Table 8.1). More than 68 percent of all Cook Island 



TABLE 8.1  

PROPORTION OF TOTAL COOK ISLAND  

ARRIVALS IN NEW ZEALAND SETTLING 

IN AUCKLAND 1965 (%s) 

Rarotonga 

Place of Birth 

Total Southern 
Group 

Northern 
Atolls 

Infants (0-4 years) 69.46 65.85 84.o 70.75 

Children (0-15 years) 71.0 58.5 80.5 68.75 

Total Males 63.75 51.6 90.0 60.25 

Total Females 81.75 50.3 87.0 68.5 

Young Adults (15-24 years) 7o:4 51.4 100.0 62.3 

Young Male Adults (15-29 years) 60.3 45.75 88.0 55.15 

Adults (15-39 years) 70.75 48.6 96.2 61.0 

Total Arrivals 71.1 51.0 78.0 65.6 

Source: Customs Department, Rarotonga. 
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females settled in Auckland whereas only 60 percent of all males did 

so. Hence females comprised some 44 percent of the total arrivals in 

Auckland compared with 34 percent of all arrivals outside Auckland. 

In the second place Auckland seems to be attracting a greater proportion 

of young infants. In 1965 approximately 71 percent of immigrant 

children aged under four years settled in Auckland. Finally, Auckland 

is receiving a smaller proportion of young working age males than other 

areas. In 1965 males aged between 15 and 29 years formed only 21 

percent of all arrivals to Auckland compared with a figure of 32 percent 

to areas outside Auckland. Only in the case of Northern-Atoll born 

males was there any exclusive movement to Auckland. For the rest 

between 45 and 60 percent settled in Auckland. Figure VIII.1 illustrates 

the age-sex structure of migrants to Auckland and to areas outside 

Auckland in 1965. 

The Auckland Community in 1 968-69  

The age-sex structure oftheGookIsland sample in Auckland is 

what might be expected in a population built up by recent migration. 

Figure VIII.2 shows the population to be youthful in form with almost 

52 percent aged under 15 years of age including 34 percent under nine 

years. Outside these youthful age groups there is a noticeable 

concentration of persons in the middle adult age groups (35-44 years) 

and a noticeable deficit in the young adult age brackets (20-34 years). 

The presence of elderly dependents (old parents and relatives) explains 

the small surplus of persons in the 50 plus age groups. The fact that 

this is overall a well balanced community in terms of sex composition 

is also significant but should not disguise the fact that females 

outnumber males in the youthful adult age groups (20-34 years). The 

youthfulness of the Auckland population can be attributed to the high 

fertility amongst migrants together with the influx of young families 

from the Islands. The 1968/69 age-sex structure also suggests that the 

Cook Island community has begun to age since the heavy immigration of 

the early 1960s. The large number of children found in the late infant 
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and early teen age groups together with the large number of adults aged 

between 35 and 44 years suggests that there has been a slackening in the 

overall rate of immigration in recent years. The pyramid shown in 

Figure VIII.2c is a noticeably older structure than was the case in 

1961 (see Curson, 1970c: 181). 

The age-sex structure for Auckland tends to obscure some of 

the more important intra-city variations. An analysis of the age-sex 

structure of the inner city and outer suburbs (Figure VIII.2) shows that 

the young immigrating age groups (20-34) were most heavily represented 

in the inner city. Thus Auckland's Cook Island population can be roughly 

divided into two sections: the newer immigrant groups of the inner city 

area and the slightly older family groups in the outer suburban areas. 

In other words, the inner city area is acting to some degree, as a 

reception centre for young Cook Islanders entering the city and as these 

people become married they tend to move out to the outer suburbs. At 

the same time, however, there does exist a long settled permanent family 

group resident in the inner city. 

The age-sex structure for the outer suburbs presents a 

distinctive wasted pyramid marked by a very large number of children in 

the 5-14 age bracket with a related surplus of adults in the 35-44 year 

bracket. Most significantly there is a very noticeable deficit of young 

adults in the 20-34 age brackets. There are also relatively few older 

persons aged over 50 years. Such a structure provides evidence of the 

nature of residence within the city. Most young people without family 

responsibilities tend to congregate in the inner city. The age-sex 

structures also indicate that young people begin their family life in the 

inner city and after a short period of residence move to the outer 

suburbs. Variations in demographic structure therefore demonstrate the 

importance of life cycle events in influencing the choice of residential 

location. 

Cook Island Fertility 

In view of their age structure it is not surprising that the 
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rate of natural increase is high among Cook Islanders in Auckland for the 

greater part of the migrants are within the reproductive age groups. 

Without vital statistics, it is usual to estimate fertility by the 

relative numbers of children within a given age bracket to the number 

of women in the fertile age groups. In this way it is possible to 

calculate child/women ratios, relating the number of children who are 

under five or 10 years to the number of (married) women aged between 

15 and 44 years. In recent years, however, some Cook Island families 

have adopted the practice of sending their young children home to 

grandparents in the Cook Islands. The number of children under ten 

years returning to the Cook Islands in 1965 was, for example, 84 (64 

from Auckland) of which 55 were under five years of age (44 from Auckland), 

(Dept. of Customs, Rarotonga). Adding these children into our fertility 

analysis, that is, making a maximum assumption, would increase the 

child/women ratios by about 40 percent. As it is, child/women ratios 

are very high (Table 8.2). The assumption that the Cook Islanders 

residing in the outer suburbs are more likely to be settled family 

groups at a slightly more advanced stage of the family cycle can be 

substantiated by the higher dependency ratio in the outer suburbs and 

by the higher fertility ratios (Ratio B Table 8.2) in that area. The 

normal child/women ratio (Ratio C) shows fertility to be 25 percent higher 

in the inner city but when a ratio including under 10 year olds is 

employed the outer suburbs rate is 20 percent higher than that of the 

inner city. The high inner city fertility ratio indicates that family 

establishment is begun in this area and after a few years families migrate 

to outer suburban locations. It is important to view immigrant fertility 

patterns in relation to what might be expected on the basis of 

performance in the Cook Islands. In 1966 the Rarotongan child-married 

women ratio was 2,089.2 while the total Cook Island rate was an even 

greater 2,212.9 (Cook Islands Census 1966, 1968). Even accounting for 

those young children sent back by the Auckland community to their kin in 

the Islands, the Auckland rate is still 47 percent below that of 

Rarotonga. In the light of this, the achieved fertility of immigrants 



TABLE 8.2 

COOK ISLAND FERTILITY INDICES, AUCKLAND 1966 

Total Inner City Outer Suburbs 

Child/woman ratio
1 

1131.5 857.1 1015.1 

(Ratio A) 

Child/woman ratio 2  2473.6 3071.4 2727.2 

(Ratio B) 

Child/woman ratio 3  754.4 521.8 650.5 
(Ratio C) 

Dependency ratio
4 	

1022.4 
	

1436.1 	1202.5 

1. Number of children under 5 years as proportion of married females 
15-44 years x 1,000 

2. Number of children under 10 years as proportion of married females 
15-44 years x 1,000 

3. Number of children under 5 years as proportion of total females 
1544 years x 1,000 

4. Number of dependents (0-15, 60+) as proportion of adults 15-60 x 
1,000 

Source: Auckland Social Survey. 
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in Auckland is lower than might have been expected. If we further 

examine the pattern of marriages, we find that a higher proportion of 

Cook Island females are married in Auckland than is the case in their 

home communities. In 1966 only 52 percent of women aged over 15 years 

were married in the Cook Islands whereas the Auckland sample indicated 

a figure of 62 percent (Cook Islands Census 1966 and Auckland sample). 

Given this higher figure exposed to the risk of child bearing it is 

surprising that Auckland women have a lower fertility performance than 

those in the home community. 

Household Composition 

In the 75 households visited 527 people live or an average of 

7.0267 (SD 2.9347) per household. The number of children under the age 

of 15 averages 3.626 and adults over 15 years 3.332. Some households 

contain as many as 10 children under 15 years. The number of adults per 

household ranges from one to eight. More than three adults were to be 

found in 41 percent of cases. Although it is possible to argue that the 

number of adults is related to the need to maximise household earning 

capacity a more common explanation is that adult kinsfolk are absorbed 

into the urban Island household as a matter of course. An effort was 

made to distinguish the number of families in each household. If we 

assume a 'family' to be a nuclear arrangement of husband and wife with 

or without children then 70.6 percent of all households contain one 

family, 21.3 percent two and one household has three. In approximately 

6.6 percent of the cases none of the people in the household form a 

nuclear family. In addition to those forming nuclear families, there 

were 89 additional adults distributed throughout the household at an 

average of 1.1867 per household (SD 2.1). Just over 58 percent of 

households have no adults outside the nuclear family living in them, 12 

percent have one such adult, while 28 percent have more than one 

additional adult. Thirty-one households, therefore, contain adults 

additional to the nuclear family and the mean number of such adults was 

found to be 2.87. The most common additional members to be accommodated 
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were normally feeding children* (present in 18 cases) followed by 

brothers or sisters children (16 cases), old parents (12 cases) and a 

brother and/or sister (11 cases). The composition of households offers 

an interesting commentary on migration,, It has already been noticed that 

a large proportion of migrants move to Auckland in response to the 

invitation of friends or relatives. Such a pattern is borne out by the 

number of households supporting additional members. 

Households in the outer suburbs are significantly larger than 

those in the inner city due mainly to the larger number of children under 

the age of 15 years. Table 8.3 examines the composition of households 

by the number of persons in particular age groups. The most striking 

feature of this Table is the comparatively high proportion of children 

under 15 found in the outer suburbs and the fact that children under 

four years constitute a more significant proportion of inner city 

households. Such a finding supports the contention that Islanders marry 

and establish a family in the inner city only to move at a later date to 

an outer suburban location. 

The major reasons why the average Cook Island household size 

is larger than that of the total Auckland population are demographic 

and social. In part it stems from the higher fertility among the recent 

immigrants and also in part from the more youthful age structure. Since 

Cook Island households are predominantly young there exist very few 

households where children have grown up and left home. The 'empty nest' 

stage of urban development which accounts for a high proportion of inner 

city European households is many years away for most Cook Islanders. 

In addition to these demographic factors, Cook Island households are 

further enlarged by the arrival of kinsfolk and friends expecting 

shelter and hospitality. As a result of these various features, the 

average size of a Cook Island household in Auckland is almost double 

that of the total urban population (see Table 8.3). Differences between 

the inner and outer parts of the city are also instructive. In the 

* That is, adopted children or children raised on behalf of a relative 
or close friend. 



TABLE 8.3 

HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION 

MEAN NUMBER PER HOUSEHOLD 

Mean Number per Household 

Age Category Inner City Outer Suburbs Total 

Children Under 4 years 1.00 0.75 0.893 

Children Under 10 years 2.186 2.66 2.4 

Children Under 15 years 3.00 4.47 3.626 

Adults 15-60 3.116 3.212 3.16 

Married women 15-44 0.833 0.875 0.88 

Unmarried women 15-44 0.465 0.562 0.506 

Total 6.41 7.843 7.0267 

Source: Auckland Social Survey 
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population at large it is normal for the average household size to be 

smaller in the inner parts of the city because it houses a higher 

proportion of young unmarried and elderly people. In short, young 

unmarried persons choose to live centrally, and to move to the suburbs 

with the onset of family status. As already mentioned such does not 

appear to be the case for Cook Islanders. Only 10 percent of Cook 

Island households have no children and these households are exclusively 

concentrated in the inner city area.*
1 

Comparable figures -„for migrant 

groups in English cities run as high as 62 percent (see Table 8.4). 

Not only is there a higher propensity for Cook Island households to 

contain children than overseas groups but the average number of children 

in these families is also larger. Compared with 3 children under the age 

of 15 years in each Cook Island family, there are between 2.3 and 2.43 

children in the main ethnic migrant groups in London and Birmingham 

and only 1.85 in each English family. The possible explanation for 

this differential is that coloured immigrant groups in Britain have 

adapted more to the norm of the control population and perhaps adopted 

contraceptive methods. 

The Ethnic Structure of the Auckland Community  

Analysis of the birthplace of household heads in the Auckland 

sample as well of all arrivals in Auckland in 1965 indicates that a large 

proportion of migrants were born on the three major Southern Islands of 

Rarotonga, Aitutaki and Mangaia. Seventy-two percent of all household 

heads and 70.6 percent of all arrivals in 1965 can be so classified. 

All in all migrants from the five Southern Islands of the Cooks Group 

accounted for almost 83 percent of the Auckland community (almost half 

coming from Rarotonga alone), whereas the seven scattered atolls of the 

Northern Group only contributed 12 percent* 2 The survey also suggests 

that Rarotongans are of much more significance in the outer suburbs 

18.1 percent of Cook Island Households in the inner city have no 
children. 

The remaining five percent of the Auckland community were born in 
French Polynesia, Western Samoa, New Zealand or elsewhere. 



TABLE 8.4 

COMPARISON OF FAMILY STRUCTURE IN AUCKLAND, 

LONDON AND BIRMINGHAM 1966 

Percent Households 
without Children 

Average Number 
of Children 

Cook Islanders* 18.1 3.00 

West Indians*
1 

36.0 2.43 

Indians* 1 
50.0 2.35 

Pakistanis* 1  62.0 2.3 

Irish*
1 

46.o 2.52 

English* 1  69.0 1.85 

Inner City 

* 1  Rose, et al, 1969: 117. 

Source: N.Z. Population Census, 1966. 

34 1. 
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than in the inner city area which houses considerably more Islanders 

from the smaller and more remote Islands. The overall comparison 

between the inner city and outer suburbs for Rarotongans, other Southern-

born and Northern Atoll-born indicates a difference significant at the 

.01 level (see Table 8.5). 

The Auckland Urban Area remains for most Cook Island immigrants 

the principal destination point in New Zealand. As Tables 8.1 and 8.6 

indicate, Rarotongans and Islanders from the four far-flung northern 

atolls of Pukapuka, Manihiki, Penrhyn and Rakahanga are among the most 

concentrated of all groups moving to New Zealand settling almost 

exclusively in the Auckland area. Islanders from Aitutaki and Mangaia 

by contrast, have dispersed much more readily throughout the North Island 

of New Zealand and remain the most mobile of all Cook Island groups 

working and moving in groups. Their migration to New Zealand still 

remains largely a movement of young working age adults and their 

distribution is greatly influenced by the location of jobs. Large 

numbers have been attracted to the forestry and allied industries of 

the Bay of Plenty as well as to the farms and towns of Taranaki and the 

Hawkes Bay. Many have settled in the small forestry towns of this area 

and in 1965 more than 57 percent of all Aitutakians and 20 percent of 

Mangaians settled in the two towns of Tokoroa and Whakatane. Aitutakians 

have been moving to Tokoroa for well over ten years and the town boasts 

its own form of chain migration as family groups are brought out to 

settle. By 1966 there was a community of approximately 600 Cook Islanders 

in Tokoroa, the majority from the Islands of Aitutaki and Mangaia. 

Practically all are employed by New Zealand Forest Products as drivers, 

sawyers, timber graders and paper mill employees. Many live in small 

single roomed huts which serve as single men's quarters. After Auckland, 

the Wellington-Hutt area formed the principal destination area for most 

groups (excluding Aitutakians and Mangaians) particularly for Islanders 

from Mauke, Atiu and Mitiaro (see Table 8.6). 



TABLE 8.5 

BIRTHPLACE HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD 

Inner City Outer Suburbs 

No. 

Total 

No. No. 

Rarotonga 16 37. 2  20 62.5 36 48 

Aitutaki 7 16.25 4 12.5 11 14.7 

Atiu 3 9.375 3 4.0 

Mangaia 6 13.95 1 3.12 7 9.33 

Mauke 3 6.975 2 6.25 5 6.76 

Manihiki 2 4.65 - 2 2.67 

Pukapuka 2 4.65 - 2 2.67 

Penrhyn 1 2.32 - 1 1.33 

Rakahanga 3 6.975 _ 3 4.0 

Palmerston - 1 3.12 1 1.33 

New Zealand 1 2.32 - 1 1.33 

Other 2 4.65 1 3.12 3. 4.0 

Total 43 32 75 

Chi-square calculation 	X2 df 

Inner City vs Outer Suburbs* 	12.09 	3 	.01 

calculated for Rarotongan-born, other Southern-born and Northern 
Atoll born. 

343. 

Source: Auckland Social Survey. 



TABLE 8.6  

DESTINATION OF COOK ISLAND MIGRANTS TO NEW ZEALAND 1965 

Hawkes 	Central 	Taranaki/ 
Birthplace 	Auckland Hamilton Whakatane Rotorua Tokoroa of Plenty Gisborne Hastings 	Wellington- North 	 Other Bay

Bay Rural North 	Manawatu Auckland 	 Hutt 
Island 	Towns 
Rural 

South Total 
Is- 
land 

Rarotonga 2 241 2 1 10 9 1 5 5 53 4 6 339 

Aitutaki 3 89 6 21 1 5-:1 1 1 15 4 1 193 

Mangaia 1 64 1 3 3 18 1 4 4 5 2 106 

Mauke 25 1 1 1 1 14 2 45 

Atiu ' 3 31 1 1 1 1 1 1 12 1 53 

Pukapuka 22 1 1 6 30 

Manihiki 24 3 1 28 

Rakahanga 8 1 1 2 12 

Penrhyn 1 32 1 3 1 5 43 

Palmerston 12 2 14 

Mitiaro 1 4 1 5 , 11 

New Zealand 4 2 1 2 1 10 

Manuae - Other 1 1 1 3 1 7 

Total 12 557 11 25 17 87 2 5 14 11 2 120 10 14 891 

Source: 	Dept. of Customs, Rarotonga \.),1 
-P- 
-P-
. 
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Changing Racial Composition 

A significant feature of Cook Island settlement in New 

Zealand since the end of World War II has been its changing racial 

composition. Continued migration was until 1956 responsible for the 

growing number of full-blood Islanders in the population. Between 

1936 and 1956 the proportion of Islanders of mixed parentage actually 

declined from almost 50 percent in 1936 to approximately 25 percent 

dome 20 years later. In the five years after 1956, however, mixed-blood 

Islanders increased their numbers at a rate in excess of that of full-

blood migrants. Possibly this was due to the slight fall in migration 

rates in the 1957-58 period together with a rise in local intermarriage 

rates. Whatever the reason, after 1961 the rapid influx of full-blood 

migrants reversed the previous trend (Table 8.7). 

Figure VIII.3 illustrates changes in the age structure of the 

two racial components since 1945. The following general points can be 

made. 

1. Full-bloods. In 1945 the full blood Cook Island population was 

marked by an extremely adult age structure with 83 percent aged between 

16 and 50 years and seven percent over 50 years. Since this date there 

has taken place a progressive increase in the proportion of children 

until in 1966 almost 37 percent of the population were aged under 16 

years. At the same time there was a fall in the proportion of adults 

from 83 percent to 57 percent. Associated with these two trends was a 

decline in the proportion of elderly persons in the population between 

1945 and 1956 with only a slight increase after 1956. 

2. Mixed-bloods. Since 1945 the mixed-blood population has progressively 

increased its youthful age structure. In the 21 years after 1945 the 

proportion of adults in the population fell by some 26 percent. The 

fact that the mixed-blood population was by the 1960s an extremely 

youthful one is not without its sociological significance. In 1966, 

1,842 or almost 76 percent of this population was aged under 16 years 

compared with 2,300 or only 37 percent of the full-blood population. 

Such a figure suggests that intermarriage had by the 1960s assumed 

considerable proportions for the Cook Island community. Certainly Cook 



TABLE 8.7  

CHANGING RACIAL COMPOSITION OF COOK  

ISLAND POPULATION IN NEW ZEALAND 1936-1966 

Census Year 

Male 

Full-Blood 

Female Total Male 

Mixed-Blood 

Female Total 

1936 34 19 53 28 22 50 

1945 102 120 222 46 86 132 

1951 * * * * * * 

1956 832 822 1654 312 354 666 

1961 1600 1451 3051 705 743 1448 

1966 3313 2927 6240 1213 1210 2423 

* No data available 

Source: New Zealand Population Censuses 1936-1966. 
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Islanders have always intermarried freely with Europeans in the Cook 

Islands despite the often active disapproval of the chiefly hierarchy 

and European missionaries. Such marriages continue today as freely as 

before and without let or hindrance on either side. In Auckland, 

especially after 1956, considerable intermarriage took place between 

migrants and other local groups. Hooper assembles data to show that in 

the 1953-57 period there were in fact more inter-racial than there were 

intra-ethnic marriages for Cook Islanders in Auckland. Of 133 marriages, 

85 involved a Cook Islander with a non-Cook Islander, normally a New 

Zealand-born or immigrant European, although intermarriage with Maoris 

was also significant (Hooper, 1961: 175). Most of these unions involved 

a European husband taking an Island wife as was the case in the Cook 

Islands. Such women often tended to be lost to their community by virtue 

of being more closely tied to the home and children in outer suburban 

residential areas. 

Changes in the Sex-ratio  

Figure V.II 10b illustrates the changes that have taken place 

in the sex-ratio of Islanders resident in Auckland and New Zealand since 

the 1930s. In 1936 the Auckland community, (particularly the mixed-blood 

sector), was very much a male dominated society. After 1940 there was, 

however, a significant influx of young females to Auckland which served 

to lower the masculinity of the population to the point where by 1945 

there were only 82 males for every 100 femalest. After 1945 a steady 

influx of full-blood males had by 1961 pushed the ratio up to 113.5. 

Between 1961 and 1966 there was a slight decline in the masculinity rate 

as more females moved to the city to join their husbands. From 1951 

there was, therefore, a gradual movement towards a parity of the sexes 

for the mixed-blood population. By comparison with Auckland, the New 

Zealand sex ratio consistently exhibited a much higher masculinity rate 

until 1956, reflecting the large number of young males moving to rural 

* For the mixed-blood population the sex ratio was an extremely low 
29.8 in 1945 (N.Z. Census 1945, 1949. Vol.7). 
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locations in the North Island. 

Sex-ratio by Age 1956-1966  

Figure VII.10c allows a more detailed analysis of sex ratios 

between 1956 and 1966 by five year age group. The following points 

deserve note. 

(i) The 1956 Population.  With reference to the full-blood population 

two points of interest emerge when considering this graph. Firstly, 

the dominance of females in the 16-29 year age brackets and secondly, 

the very large numbers of males in all age groups over 40 years. The 

first point may be explained by reference to the large number of young 

working age females who arrived in New Zealand between 1945 and 1956 

either as sponsored migrants or as individuals who came in search of 

employment. The large numbers of males in the middle and older adult 

age groups represent the remnants of the heavily male dominated 

migration of the pre-1940 period. 

The sex composition of the mixed-blood population for this 

year is more difficillt to explain. There was a slight excess of females 

in the 20-34 age groups while males were more significantly concentrated 

in the 50 and over age groups. 

(ii) The 1966 Population.  As far as the full-blood population is 

concerned there was an excess of males in all age groups between 20 and 

70 years giving an overall surplus of more than 400 males in the New 

Zealand community. Males were particularly concentrated in three age 

groups, the 21-24 year bracket and the two middle adult age brackets of 

40-44 and 50-54 years. In the latter case the ratio was 187.5. The 

dominance of males in these two age groups represents the remnants of 

the male dominated migration of the early and mid 1950s. With respect 

to the mixed-blood population males slightly outnumbered females in 

the 25-29 and 35-44 age brackets whereas females formed a more significant 

proportion of the age groups over 45 years. 
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Duration of Residence  

The 1968/69 Auckland survey revealed that 75.7 percent of all 

adult Islanders had been resident in Auckland for less than 14 years, 

indicating that the main period of immigration has been since the mid 

1950s, and only a very small percentage had arrived in the city prior to 

the war (Table 8.8). The survey also disclosed the considerable influx 

of Islanders that has taken place since the early 1960s. On the basis 

of these figures the average length of time male Islanders had been in 

Auckland was 10.68 years (SD 7.1688) while females had been resident 

for 10.231 years (SD 8.1447) (Table 8.9). A pattern of settlement 

seems to be emerging in that those who have been in the city longer 

tend to be living in the outer suburban area. The average length of 

stay for the whole sample was 10.459 years (SD 7.655), that for the 

inner city 8.52 (SD 5.75 years) and for the outer suburbs 10.65 years 

(SD 6.81). The difference between the inner and outer means is a highly 

significant one. 

Occupational Structure  

One of the main pull factors stimulating migration to New 

Zealand is the opportunity for employment in a diversified and large-

scale economy. The degree to which Cook Islanders adapt themselves to 

their new environment is influenced not only by the labour situation, 

the opportunities and the reception which they find on the New Zealand 

labour market but also by the migrant's own socio-economic background, 

skills, experience, expectations and adaptability. There seems little 

doubt that the majority of Cook Island migrants who have entered New 

Zealand since the 1950s, have been above the Cook Island average in 

terms of economic skills, initiative and desire for self-improvement. 

They are nevertheless hampered by a poor educational background and 

a lack of specialised vocational training or modern industrial experience. 

During the 1950s and 1960s the New Zealand employer, faced by a shortage 

of unskilled labour adopted a utilitarian approach and welcomed the 



Female  

Mean 	SD 

Male 

Mean 	SD 

Male 

Mean 	SD 

Fe  ale 

Mean 
	

SD 

10.688 I 7.165 10.231 t 8.145 11.282 8.566 7 .201 10.537 
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TABLE 8.8 

DURATION OF RESIDENCE IN AUCKLAND 1 968/69 

(96s) 

New Zealand* 	Auckland* 	New Zealand 
1966 Census 

Male Female Male Female Male 

Less 1 year 4.16 1.56 8.33 3.13 10.55 

1 - 4 13.9 12.5 13.9 14.05 33.4 

5 - 9 25.0 28.1 23.6 31.3 26.46 

lo - 14 32.0 32.8 29.2 28.1 14.5 

15 - 19 12.5 12.5 13.9 10.93 7.33 

20 - 24 9.73 9.37 9.73 9.37? 

25 + 2.78 3.13 1.39 
) 

3.13) 
 4.58 

* 	Auckland Sample. 

TABLE 8.9 

Female  

9.05 

31.9 

23.7 

16.56 

10.01 

7.15 

LENGTH OF RESIDENCE  (YEARS)* 

Auckland 	 New Zealand 

* Auckland Sample 

Source: Auckland Survey and 1966 Population Census. 
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influx of a relatively large unskilled Polynesian labour force. 

Consequently, Islanders experienced little hostility to non-white 

labour and integrated reasonably smoothly into the New Zealand economic 

framework. 

Within the urban labour market Cook Islanders quickly acquired 

a reputation for being reliable and capable workers with a willingness 

to work overtime and shift hours. Consequently, some city firms 

consciously built up large groups of Cook Island employees. The 

principle of job recruitment is in many ways the same as exists for 

residential groups. As vacancies occur those already employed will 

introduce kin or acquaintances to fill these positions. Some firms 

have rationalised this situation and attempted to build up gangs  of 

Cook Island workers for production line work or heavy labouring jobs. 

In some cases employers pre-paid fares for recruited labourers from 

the Islands. 

The 1968 Auckland survey records the numbers of Islanders 

employed in seven major employment groups (Table 8.10). By far the 

largest proportion of males were to be found in the manufacturing 

sector, (particularly in food manufacturing, wood and non-metal 

industries), with a smaller concentration in transport/communications 

and construction work. These three sectors of the economy account for 

more than 90 percent of all employed males in Auckland. Cook Island 

females are predominantly concentrated in the manufacturing and servicer 

sectors of the Auckland economy. Most of these women are employed as 

machinists or cutters in clothing factories or as domestics (kitchen-

maids, waitresses, wardsmaids) in hospitals. In the early and late 

1950s employment of this type proved very attractive for many single 

Cook Island women. Not only could they utilise skills or experience 

gained in Rarotonga but they could also live and work as members of a 

coherent community as in many cases accommodation was provided with the 

job. In 1966 a slightly higher proportion of Cook Island females were 

in the labour force, 23 percent compared with 21 percent for the total 

New Zealand female population (Auckland survey and Unpublished census 
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TABLE 8.10 

EMPLOYMENT BY INDUSTRY GROUPS 

AUCKLAND SAMPLE 1968  

Inner City Outer Suburbs Total 

Male Female Male Female Male Female 

Manufacturing 34 10 3 1  18 65 28 

Construction 6 o 3 o 9 0 

Electricity/Gas/Water 
Services 

1 0 0 0 1 0 

Transport/Communication 12 o 7 o 19 o 

Commerce 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Services 2 14 o 9 2 23 

Armed Forces 0 0 1 0 1 0 

Not adequately described 1 0 0 0 1 0 

Total actively engaged 56 25 42 27 98 52 

Not actively engaged 14 35 8 18 22 53 

Total 70 60 50 45 120 105 

Source: 	Auckland Social Survey 

TABLE 8.11  

LABOUR FORCE PARTICIPATION RATE  

Inner City 	Outer Suburbs 	Total 

Male Female 	Male Female 	Male Female 

LFP Rate 8o 41.6 84 60 81.65 49.5 

Percent not active 20 58.4 16 40 18 -135 51.5 

Proportion of Adult population over 15 years actively engaged in the 
economy 

Source: Auckland Social Survey 
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figures). This reflects the low proportion of older women in the 

population together with the larger numbers of married and single 

females who work in the clothing industry or as domestic help. The 

labour force participation rate* was 81.65 percent for males and 

49.5 percent for females. Females had a much higher participation rate 

in the outer suburbs than in the inner city (Table 8.11). 

Previous experience has also enabled a few men to find 

employment as seamen on New Zealand coastal vessels. The majority of 

men in the Cook Islands are engaged in planting of subsistence or cash 

crops many often in combination with some other non-agricultural 

activity. In 1966 barely two-fifths of all males were engaged full-time 

in agricultural activities. In Auckland, by contrast, most Cook Islanders 

are employed in the unskilled labouring sector of the economy, normally 

in jobs marked by a high labour turnover. The limited skills which 

Islanders can offer to the urban labour market can be observed in 

Table 8.12. Well over 80 percent of the present male labour force are 

employed in manual work requiring no special qualifications and with 

few opportunities for further advancement. The distinction between the 

inner city and outer suburbs is further demonstrated by the fact that a 

larger proportion of males in the outer suburbs are employed as factory 

hands and factory labourers than is the case in the inner area. This 

trend is even more marked for females who have taken opportunity of 

many nearby garment factories. On the other hand the number of females 

employed as domestics is considerably higher in the inner city area 

reflecting the continued attachment of Cook Island females for work in 

the Public Hospital. Most evident, however, is the distinction between 

the numbers of adult dependents (unemployed and retired adults) in the 

inner city and outer areas. The.survey revealed that almost 17 percent 

of inner city adults fell within this class compared with only 11 

percent in the outer area. This undoubtedly reflects the large number 

of new arrivals and elderly dependents who are still largely concentrated 

* That is, the proportion of the population actively engaged in the 
economy. 



TABLE 8.12 

OCCUPATIONAL DISTRIBUTION AUCKLAND ADULTS  

Inner City Outer Suburbs 

Male 

Total 

Male Female Male Female Female 

Factory Hand 14 4 14 9 28 13 

Labourer 11 - 11 - 22 - 

Machinist 4 6 - 10 4 16 

Freezing Worker 14 10 - 24 - 

Domestic - 12 - 5 - 17 

Prof./Clerical - 3 - 3 - 6 

Tradesman 6 4 - 10 - 

Driver 6 - 2 - 8 - 

Housewife - 27 - 14 - 41 

Other - - 2 - 2 - 

Unemployed 9 4 3 3 12 7 

Retired 5 4 4 1 9 5 

Total 70 60 50 45 120 105 

Source: Auckland Social Survey. 
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in the inner city area. 

As mentioned above, a significant proportion of Cook Island 

women are employed as machinists and cutters in clothing factories 

where they can employ some of their previous experience gained in 

Rarotongan factories. In most cases, however, whether the migrants have 

been school teachers, nurses or planters counts very little when they 

arrive in Auckland as they mostly choose to seek unskilled labouring 

positions. Table 8.13 gives details of the 31 adults who possessed 

some form of occupational or industrial skill on arrival in Auckland in 

1965. Of the three males in the sample who trained as primary school 

teachers in Rarotonga, one was working as a general labourer in the 

central telephone exchange, one as a carpenter's assistant and one as 

a leading hand in a wood turning factory. Of the four females who had 

taught school in the Islands, one was now working as a machinist in a . 

hat factory, one worked on the production line of a food factory and two 

were housewives. Much the same applies to all others with some form of 

pre-urban occupational experience. The fact that most choose manual 

labour is in part related to the fact that on arrival in New Zealand 

most migrants possess little or no capital and are often in debt to 

relatives for fares and assistance. Labouring or semi-skilled jobs 

are attractive for they offer immediate high wages and overtime rates 

with no period of reduced income during a training period. Furthermore, 

the migrant who desires employment with a lower income but of a higher 

prestige nature may be forced to spend much of his working life outside 

the company of relatives and friends amongst strangers who speak a 

different language and who have unfamiliar ways. If he works as a 

labourer he is assured of the security of group and kin relations and of 

contacts which are sufficiently Polynesian to offer material and social 

satisfaction. 

The number of jobs held by currently employed migrants since 

their arrival in New Zealand ranges from one to 10. Although the range 

is large the mean number of .jobs is only 2.45 (SD 1.913) for males and 

most had been in their present job for at least five years (mean 5.907 



TABLE 8.13 

MIGRANTS TO AUCKLAND WITH SPECIALISED OR TRADE TRAINING 

TRAINING OR SKILL PRIOR MALE FEMALE TOTAL 
TO EMIGRATION 

1 - 1 Theological Training 

Boat Crew 3 - 3 

School Teacher 3 4 7 

Clerk 1 - 1 

Typist - 1 1 

Clothing Machinist/cutter - 7 7 

Tradesman 4 - 4 

Driver 1 - 1 

Nurse or Nurse's Aid 1 2 3 

Agricultural Inspector 1 - 1 

Domestic Help - 2 2 

Total 15 16 31 

Source: Auckland Social Survey. 
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years, SD 5.0818). 

Cook Island workers, both males and females, have lower median 

incomes than the total Auckland population. The median income of 

Cook Island males and females in the Auckland sample was $1,983 and 

$ 1 , 1 57 respectively. The corresponding figures for the total urban 

population at the 1966 census were $2,302 for males and $1,264 for 

females (calculated from unpublished census results, Dept. of Statistics, 

1966). Consequently, the income of Cook Islanders sets them below the 

average for the urban area and their economic inequality is further 

aggravated by their high dependency ratios and the number of additional 

members often present in their households. One way of meeting this 

problem has been their willingness to work long and out of the ordinary 

hours. It is more usual, however, for a household to have a larger than 

normal number of persons actively engaged in the workforce. The 

Auckland survey showed that the average number of persons working in each 

household was 1.9867 (SD 1.0893) with a range of one to six, while the 

number of wives and daughters working was also high (mean of 0.666, 

SD 0.754). More often than not pre-school children were left in the 

care of older children, elderly parents or other kinsfolk. The large 

number of persons working in a household inflates the total weekly 

income to a mean of $66.72 (SD 33.364) with a range from $18 to $179. 

The average male weekly income was $38.147 (SD 14,842) while females 

earned a mean income of $22.266 (SD 12.213). Although the average 

household income seems fairly high it must be seen in relation to the 

large number of mouths to be fed in each household. The survey also 

revealed that a greater proportion of households in the outer area 

possessed two or more wage earners in the household than those in the 

inner area. Such a finding conflicts with McCreary's survey of a few 

years ago when he remarked on the high proportion of outer households 

which possessed only one wage earner (see McCreary, 1965)*. 

Such a finding is explicable in terms of the ageing of the outer suburban 
community and the rise in the number of tennagers seeking jobs. It is 
also related to the increased rise of suburban areas as a point of 
attraction for recently-arrived kinsfolk and the enlargement of many 
households by the arrival of relatives and friends. 
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Expenditure on food absorbed the largest slice of a household's 

weekly income averaging $17.46 (SD 7.09) with a range from $5 to $40. 

Total weekly expenditure averaged $50.7 (SD 12.751) although this 

figure does not take into account the frequent remittance of money to 

kinsfolk back in the Islands which averaged approximately $15 a month 

varying according to the demand for assistance. 

The Dimensions of the Auckland Community  

Undoubtedly the basic social division in the Auckland community 

is the distinction that exists between the inner city and the outer 

suburban communities (see Table 8.14). The former is comprised to a 

large extent of recent arrivals to the city, many unmarried or 

temporarily divorced from family considerations by virtue of leaving 

their wives and children back in the Islands. Most of these migrants 

are living in their first or second residential address in many cases 

with longer established relatives or friends. Children present in this 

area have normally accompanied their parents from the Islands and the 

number born in New Zealand is small. Overall the community is a youthful 

one, made up primarily of young working -age adults in some cases with 

pre-school children. Most young males are either unemployed or in 

their first job and are generally earning a weekly wage below the Cook 

Island urban average. Few females are working compared to those in the 

outer suburbs and the total household income is subsequently lower. 

Many migrants are living in rented accommodation often paying weekly 

rents in excess of the inner city average. Weekly expenditure on food-

stuffs is low suggesting that many households are in receipt of 

foodstuffs from the home village. 

By comparison with the inner city, the outer suburban 

community is an area of older family establishment with a greater number 

of children between the ages of 5 and 14 years the majority of whom have 

been born in New Zealand. Most of these Cook Islanders have been 

resident in New Zealand for a longer period than their inner city 

compatriots having previously lived in the inner city before moving to 

an outer suburban location. Many adults have had previous jobs experience 



TABLE 8.14 

SIGNIFICANT CORRELATIONS WITH INNER CITY AND OUTER SUBURBS VARIABLES 

Variable Inner City Outer Suburbs 

r P r P 

Length of residence (Males) - .3555 .01 .3995 .001 

Length of residence (Females) -.4259 .001 ;3374 .01 

More than 1 residential address - .4263 .001 .3724 .01 

Single adults .3030 .01 -.3465 .01 

More 1 job since arrival (Males) .3028 .01 .3556 .01 

Time in present job (Males) - .3727 .01 .3609 .01 

Children born in N.Z. -.4522 -.001 .4440 .001 

No. children at school -.3741 .01 .3906 .001 

Weekly income (Males) -.5618 .001 .6157 .001 

Total household income (weekly) -.3563 .01 .3267 .01 

Expenditure on food (weekly) -.3698 .01 .3404 .01 

Machine operatives (Males) -.3418 .01 .3714 .01 

Process workers (Males) -.2259 NS .2578 .05 

Education level (Males) -.1857 NS .2593 .05 

Education level (Females) -.3658 .01 .3435 .01 

Seventh-Day Aventist -.3418 .01 .3714 .01 

Source: Auckland Social Survey 
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before moving to this area where they have taken jobs as machine 

operators and process workers in local factories. Their more secure 

employment status and the fact that more females are in the workforce 

is reflected in a higher income structure. 



CHAPTER IX 	 362. 

SOCIAL PROBLEMS AND ADJUSTMENT  

Problems of Adjustment 

In this section we shall address ourselves to the 

problems faced by Cook Islanders in adjusting to their new urban 

environment. We shall attempt to discern how far this adaption 

has been determined by the migrant's own socio-economic background 

and how far by the attitudes of the host society. Much of the 

research about ethnic:minority group relations with the majority 

group has been couched within a general imigrant-host framework in 

which the minority group is seen as adapting its status and norms 

so as to more closely approximate that of the host society. Such 

a theoretical framework presumes a unitary and largely static and 

homogeneous host society and also implies that the immigrant group 

would move directly from their own traditional culture to the new 

urban one. In the first place it is misleading to view the host 

society as a homogeneous group. Many years ago the Chicago School 

of Urban Sociology stressed the fact that urban society was composed 

of a mosaic of overlapping, interconnected and often contradictory 

systems of social relations, of groups with differing life styles 

often arranged in some form of status heirarchy. Secondly, models 

of one-way change  where the migrant on entering the town abandons 

his traditional roles and norms altogether in favour of a new urban 

set of values would seem to be inappropriate in the Cook Island 

situation. Of more significance here would seem to be the altern-

ation models  of Mayer which suggest that it is possible for an 

ethnic newcomer to switch from one set of action patterns to another 

as the occasion demands. As Mayer writes, "A man can easily begin 

to practice town ways  for the benefit of his friends in East London 

yet shed them for the benefit of his more orthodox-minded friends 

at home...." (Mayer, 1961: 289-290). This involves the principle 

of situational selection  to explain how a man may switch from one 

form of behaviour to another according to the nature and structure 

of the particular situation in which he finds himself at any given 
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time. 

Two major points are relevant to this discussion. 

Firstly, the type of society with which most Cook Islanders first 

come into contact is that of a subgroup which does not conform to 

the values of middle class New Zealanders. This inner city sub-

group is composed of various disadvantaged groups, notably new 

arrivals and the city's social rejects. Many of these individuals 

and families are educationally, economically, and socially somewhat 

below the urban average. It is this disparate group of people, 

transients, pensioners, older blue-collar workers, night watchmen, 

students, Chinese, Indians, Maoris, alcoholics, prostitutes and 

the like which Cook Islanders most come into contact with during 

their first few years in Auckland. Many of these people have much 

in common with Cook Island migrants. They have often little prior 

experience of urban living, they are disadvantaged in the quest for 

desired housing, and they occupy the lower socio-economic strata and 

the most depressed housing in the urban area. 

The second point to emerge, is that Cook Islanders can not 

be seen simply as moving from one culture to another. Many in fact 

retain elements of their traditional culture for most of their life. 

In this respect the migrant does not change his culture but parti-

cipates in both traditional and urban social systems. Traditional 

values and institutions are combined with urban values and 

institutions to provide a store from which the migrant can draw 

according to the nature of the particular situation. At particular 

times, elements of the kinship system are activated while on other 

occasions people may interact according to accepted urban norms. 

Although this section will be primarily concerned with the 

response of a minority group, it must be remembered that there is 

constant interchange between the minority and the majority group on 

a variety of levels and that this two-way relationship involves a 

measure of adaption and acceptance on both sides. Finally, it must 

be stated that the process of assimilation or adjustment proceeds 
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at a different pace for particular individuals and subgroups within 

the Cook Island population. 

Any assessment of the problems faced by Cook Islanders 

in Auckland and their adaption to or selection from New Zealand 

urban values must be made within the following broad framework; 

(1) If it is accepted that assimilation is an attenuation of the 

differences between the migrant and the host population (or a sub-

group of the host population), then it is a process which is 

seldom completed in less than a generation and many Islanders have 

not been resident in New Zealand for this period of time. (2) The 

attitudes of sections or subgroups of the host society may not be 

favourable to the unqualified acceptance of Polynesian migrants. 

(3) Most of the migrants come from a socio-economic background 

considerably different from that existing in New Zealand cities. 

(4) Many migrants will not shed their traditional values and 

attitudes but will continue to exist within the principle of 

situational selection. (5) That there are potent forces within 

the Island community to assist in the retention and continued 

existence of aspects of the traditional life. (6) Assimilation is 

a multi-faceted phenomenon and proceeds not in some uniform and 

steady manner but rather as an erratic differentiated process. 

To a certain extent the concept of an immigrant-host 

relationship has become blurred in a situation where migrants share 

a common language, religion and citizenship with the host society 

as well as a fairly high level of intermarriage with that society. 

In addition to this, the lack of any general antipathy towards 

immigrant Cook Islanders is attributable mainly to the fact that 

Cook Islanders (and other Polynesian groups) have not been present 

long enough or in great enough numbers to be perceived as an 

economic threat to employment or as a social threat to living 

standards. More importantly perhaps, the highly concentrated 

nature of their residences in the city, especially in the first 

years of settlement, meant that the majority of Aucklanders had 
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not come into physical or social contact with the new arrivals. 

Hence, the host society at large has only had a short time and limited 

experience upon which to develop hard and fast concepts of prejudice 

and discrimination. This is in no way an attempt to deny the 

existence of extra-legal discrimination and prejudice against non-

Europeans. Such has been a matter of common observance as well as 

academic discussion (see particularly, Ausubel, 1958 and 1960). 

The attitudes held by the host society, particularly in this case 

the inner city subgroup, have been a contributory factor in ensur- 

ing the concentration of Polynesians in particular parts of the city. 

But there are also other contributing factors. These are the 

general operation of the housing market and the class competition 

for desired housing, as well as the desire to live near to persons 

of the same cultural background and traditions as a means of 

preserving traditional cultural patterns and preferred modes of 

interaction. Finally, the residential segregation of Cook Islanders 

in Auckland is not completely unrelated to the residential segre-

gation of social groups. Cook Islanders ontthe average score much 

lower on the socio-economic scale than do Europeans and this fact 

alone would produce some degree of residential segregation. 

Attitudes to Polynesians in Inner Auckland: The Incidence of  
Prejudice  

One of the key problems in urban sociology is the study 

of race relations and social distance. In most societies, 

individuals and groups maintain a certain distance with regards 

strangers, irrespective if they are differentiated by language, 

religion, nationality or race. As Santayama has said, the English-

man "is relieved if only natives will remain natives and strangers 

strangers, and at a comfortable distance from himself" (Santayama, 

1922:32). The incidence of prejudice by New Zealanders against non-

Europeans has been documented only at the macro-level (See Ausubel, 

1958 and 1960). In general terms, public attitudes to migrants from 

the Pacific Islands have been far from favourable. Concentration 
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of settlement in the inner parts of Auckland gave rise to publicity 

over sub-standard housing conditions, poor health and pathological 

social conditions. Let us now consider the relations between the 

indigenous Auckland population and the migrant Cook Islander. If 

we accept that there is a dominant value system in Auckland to 

which most members of the society subscribe, then those who stand 

outside that value system pose a potential threat. Minority groups 

such as ethnic minorities therefore fall into the category of 

deviant groups in many respects. To the extent that the Cook 

Islander's way of life, skin colour, dress etc. differ from accepted 

modes in society, they are differentiated because of it. This is 

not to say that cultural and socio-economic differences do not 

exist in Auckland society but these differences, for example 

European immigrant-locallyborn New Zealander, rich-poor, profess-

ional-unskilled etc. are recognised and familiar. Very different 

feelings may animate when Aucklanders are confronted by migrants 

differentiated on the basis of race, language and cultural back-

ground. With this in mind a sample. of inner city European residents 

were approached regarding their attitudes towards the establishment 

of Cook Islanders in their area. A random sample of 80 households 

was selected from streets where Cook Islanders were known to be 

living. 

There are certain obvious weaknesses in the sample. In 

the first case, the sample was small: 80 for an inner city non-

Cook Island population of approximately 42,000 persons. Secondly, 

the selection of the sample may neglect large sections of the inner 

city population who harbour weaker-than-average prejudice against 

newcomers. On the same basis it could be argued that people living 

near Polynesians tend to be more prejudiced than those in non-

Polynesian areas. Thirdly, the sample did not take into account 

the attitudes of non-Polynesians living outside the inner-city area. 

The survey of attitudes was built around eight short 

questions; the responses to which are given in Table 9.1. In 
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I. 

II. 

TABLE 9.1 

AUCKLAND SURVEY 

46 

34 

68 

Frequency % 

57.5 

42.5 

85 

ATTITUDES TO POLYNESIANS - INNER 

If you had a choice would 
you live next door to a 
Polynesian? 

Do you think that Poly- 
nesians should be allowed 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

to occupy state houses? No 12 15 

III. Do you think landlords 
should let rooms/flats to 

Yes 59 73.25 

Polynesians? No 21 26.25 

IV. Do you think the majority Equal 34 42.5 
of Polynesians are Equal, Inferior 45 56.25 
Superior or Inferior to you? Superior 1 1.25 

V. Would you have a Polynesian Yes 22 17.5 
as a regular friend? No 36 45 

VI. Would you allow a Poly- 
nesian to marry your son 

Yes 44 55 

or daughter? No 58  72.5 

VII. Do you think that Poly- Mainly 
nesians are responsible for 
the housing and social 

responsible 
Partly 

35 43.7 

conditions of your neighbour- responsible 19 23.78 
hood? Depends 16 20.0 

Not 
responsible 6 7.5 
Don't know 4 5.0 

VIII. Suppose there are two workers, Polynesian 47 58.7 
one Polynesian and one Euro- European 10 12.5 
pean who do exactly the same 
work. 	If one and only one was 

Don't Know 23 28.75 

to be declared redundant which 
one should it be? 

(n = 80) 

Source: Attitude Survey 
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addition, it was decided to identify each respondent on a 

tolerance-prejudice scale. This scale was devised on the basis 

of the eight key attitude questions where an unfavourable response 

to Cook Islanders could be expressed. On the basis of scores 

obtained on this scale, respondents were divided into four broad 

attitudinal groups: 

Tolerant:  those respondents who recorded two or less hostile 

replies on the eight questions. 

Tolerant-inclined:  those respondents who gave three or four 

hostile replies on the key questions. 

Prejudice-inclined:  those who gave five or six hostile 

replies on the key questions: 

Prejudiced:  those who gave seven or eight hostile replies 

on the key questions:, 

The outcome of the analysis based on these scores divided 

inner...Auckland as shown in Table 9.2. In brief, in those parts of 

inner Auckland which have large numbers of Cook Island residents 

and have large numbers of Cook Island children in the schools, 30 

percent of all non-Island adults interviewed expressed no views of 

hostility to the Polynesian immigrants while an additional 21.25 

percent seemed strongly disposed in the same direction. At the 

other end of the extreme, a little over 11 percent of all adults 

expressed views strongly antipathetic to the newcomers while an-

other 37.5 percent, although strongly inclined to prejudice were 

prepared to make some exceptions in many cases towards the tolerance 

end of the continuum. Within the sample a number of interesting 

points emerged. Firstly, women seemed a little more inclined 

towards tolerance than men. Secondly, the incidence of prejudice 

was found to be highest among people aged 45 to 54 years and lowest 

among the youthful adult age groups. Thirdly, as between the 

various occupational groups, the highest incidence of prejudiced 

response was found among the self-employed and pensioner sectors 

while the lowest levels of prejudice occurred in the professional, 



TABLE 9.2  

ATTITUDE SCORES INNER AUCKLAND 

Male 

(Yos) 

Female Total 

Tolerant 30 30 30 

Tolerant-inclined 18 26.6 21.25 

Prejudice-inclined 40 33.3 37.5 

Prejudiced 12 10 11.25 

Source: 	Attitude Survey 1969 

369. 
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student and unskilled occupations. Finally, the incidence of 

prejudice scores was highest among owner-occupiers and only slight-

ly lower among tenants or private landlords. 

The Individual Results  

The results of the responses to each of the eight 

questions will now be discussed. Firstly, the three questions (I, 

II and III) relating to preferred location and access to housing. 

On these three questions the proportion of hostile responses were 

low (Table 9.1). In questions II and III more than 70 percent of 

respondents believed that Cook Islanders should be afforded at least 

equal access to housing facilities in the inner city, although in 

response to question I four out of 10 persons would prefer not to 

live next door to a Polynesian. • The reasons for this became 

evident from the responses to question IV. Just over half the 

sample regarded Polynesians as being inferior to them while only 

one person considered Cook Islanders to be definitely superior to 

Europeans. The reasons advanced for this inferiority are recorded 

in Table 9.3. The most commonly advanced reasons were that Cook 

Islanders occupied dirty, shoddy and rundown houses, filled these 

houses with a large number of their relatives and friends and that 

their social and cultural values were different and inferior. 

Question VII further investigated the local perception of the 

Polyneians impact on housing and social values in the inner city. 

More than 43 percent believed Islanders to be mainly responsible 

for the depressed housing and social conditions of the area in 

which they lived and a further 24 percent intimated that they were 

at least partly responsible. Only 7.5 percent believed these 

conditions to be independent of the settlement of Polynesian 

migrants. There seems little doubt that Auckland people blame 

Polynesians much more than is justified. 

With respect to the choice of friends (Question V) 55 

percent of all respondents were agreeably inclined towards accepting 
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a Cook Islander as a regular friend although almost three-

quarters of the sample were adamant about the undesirability of 

having a Cook Islander as a son or daughter-in-law. In the words 

of Park, "Everyone, it seems, is capable of getting on with every-

one else, provided each preserves his proper distance" (Park, 

1950: 257). 

Finally, respondents were asked to state who should be 

declared redundant given the conditions of Question VIII. The 

percentage of 'prejudiced' replies given here (58.7 percent) is 

not low and does in some way provide evidence of job security 

anxiety among the European group. 

As far as comparisons are possible, it would seem that 

there is a low level of extreme colour prejudice in the inner 

Auckland area. Very few people came out with vehement anti-Poly-

nesian remarks, even when prompted. The 11 percent prejudice rate 

bears comparison with Abram's recent study of five inner London 

boroughs (Rose, 1969: 53).  On the other hand, whereas Abram found 

only 17 percent of his respondents fell into the prejudice-inclined 

category more than twice this amount did so in Auckland. 

It would seem that while any strong colour prejudice is 

lacking in Auckland, a slightly prejudicial attitude towards Poly-

nesians does seem to be part of the value system of inner city 

dwellers. In some ways this is because the physical differences 

between Polynesians and Europeans are too obvious not to be noticed 

by all. This conclusion seems true despite the failure of the 

survey to find any marked correlation between prejudice and selected 

demographic variables. Further, a large proportion of people, 

whether tolerant or prejudice-inclined, still levelled the old 

grievances of housing and social decay at the newcomers. 

HOUSING 

Once in Auckland, Cook Islanders rarely look for accommo-

dation through the normal channels. More often than not they prefer 



TABLE 9.3 

REASONS FOR REGARDING ISLANDERS AS INFERIOR 

% No. 

Live in dirty, rundown housing 14 31.1 

Live in overcrowded conditions 10 22.2 

Lack of personal cleanliness and hygiene 6 13.3 

General cultural differences 11 24.4 

Lack of education 3 6.6 

Other reasons 1 2.2 

Total in survey 45 

372. 

Source: Attitude Survey 
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to rely on kinsfolk to assist them by providing hospitality and 

accommodation. At least two theories have been advanced to explain 

the housing situation in which visible migrant groups find them-

selves. Rex maintains that discrimination is largely responsible 

for the highly segregated communities in which such migrants find 

themselves (Rex and Moore, 1967). Others, notably Davies and 

Taylor, have pointed to the economic facts of life and the operation 

of the housing market which may compel newly arrived migrants to 

settle in the inner transitional zones of the city and that it is 

the particular physical and social patterns of these areas which 

determines the continuation of such settlement patterns rather than 

discrimination as such (Davies and Taylor, 1970). In the Auckland 

case both theories have some relevance. Despite the fact that 

Islanders have only been resident in Auckland for a short period of 

time and that the majority of European New Zealanders have had 

little experience of contact with the newcomers, evidence of prejudice 

and discrimination was found to exist. In the late 1950s Hooper 

records a large proportion of inner city landlords who were not 

willing to accept Cook Islanders as tenants (Hooper, 1961: 151). 

While it is dangerous to draw wide conclusions from Hooper's survey 

the author's own survey of attitudes towards Cook Islanders in inner 

Auckland seems to suggest that many Cook Islanders experienced an 

initial discriminatory shock when they came into contact with Euro-

pean landlords. To a certain extent such an experience taught many 

immigrants to avoid white landlords and rely on tenancies in Poly-

nesian households and house purchase in areas of low cost housing. 

Such houses were usually in areas where the market was depressed and 

vendors were prepared to sell to non-white purchasers. High cost 

factors largely prevented Cook Islandspurchasers from seeking to buy 

in the high status inner suburbs. 

In many parts of the inner city, concern was expressed 

among sectors of the local European population that the arrival of 

Polynesians in a street or neighbourhood would deflate property 

values as well as bring about more general moral and social decay. 



TABLE 9.4 

POSSESSION OF BASIC FACILITIES 

Percentage Households Without Inner City 

(%s ) 

Outer Suburbs Total 

Hot water 32.6 2.94 20 

Refrigerator 20.9 0 12 

Washing Maching 46.5 0 26.7 

Radio 11.6 17.6 14.66 

Television 20.9 2.94 13.33 

Separate kitchen 4.65 0 2.67 

Separate bathroom 13.95 o 8.0 

Bath or shower 11.6 2.94 8.0 

Hand basin 26.65 5.89 18.65 

Inside Toilet 62.8 5 9 89 38.75 

Flush Toilet 6.97 o 4.0 

Motor Vehicle 76.75 79.4 80.0 

Cooking with gas 37.3 2.94 22.66 

Source: Auckland Housing Survey 
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Many of the original European inner city dwellers viewed the 

immigration of Cook Islanders and other Polynesians as inherently 

bad and subsequently thought in terms of selling their property and 

moving away. Local feeling against the influx of Polynesian migrants 

was instrumental in bringing about a series of municipal enquiries 

into their living conditions and reputed overcrowding in parts of 

Freemans Bay in 1957. Although these enquiries largely vindicated 

Islanders of the charges levelled against them they nevertheless 

served to give indication of the public attitude towards the Poly-

nesian settlement*. 

Cook Islanders have, therefore, occupied some of Auckland's 

oldest and most deteriorated housing in areas of generally low 

social grade. As can be seen from Table 9.4, many Cook Island homes 

are not adequately provided with domestic and sanitary equipment. 

The major deficiency in domestic equipment is that 20 percent of 

all dwellings are without piped hot water, while the absence of an 

inside toilet in 38 percent'of households and a handbasin in 18 

percent constitute the main weakness in sanitary equipment. In 

addition, eight percent of the houses possessed no separate bathroom, 

four percent no flush toilet and three percent no separate kitchen. 

A washing machine was the most common domestic amenity missing from 

Cook Island households, as indeed it is from European houses, yet 

only 12 percent of the households were without a refrigerator and 

only 13 percent without a television receiver. The survey high-

lighted the difference between Cook Island housing in the inner city 

and the outer suburbs. In the latter case homes were much newer, 

in better states of repair and much better provided with basic 

domestic and sanitary equipment. 

Exterior Assessment 

The majority of houses occupied by Cook Islanders were 

* Considerable publicity was given to Islander's housing, health and 
sanitary conditions in the Auckland newspapers in the period April 
1956 to March 1957. 



TABLE 9.5  

CONDITION OF DWELLING 

(%s) 

Inner City Outer Suburbs Total 

Good 39.5 90.6 61.3 

Needs minor repairs 20.9 6.25 14.65 

Needs major repairs 27.9 3.1 17.32 

Poor 11.7 0 6.7 

Source: Auckland Housing Survey 

TABLE 9.6  

HOUSING TENURE 

(%s) 

Inner City Outer Suburbs Total 

Privately-owned 53.5 56.3 54.6 

Rented 44.2 15.6 32.0 

State-Rental 2.33 28.1 13.33 

376. 

Source: Auckland Housing Survey 
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constructed of weatherboarding with corrugated iron roofing 

(although roofing tiles were of considerable importance in the 

newer housing estates in the outer suburbs). A few homes in the 

older outer suburbs were built of a variety of materials such as 

fibrolite sheets and a combination of brick and wood materials. 

With regards the overall condition of dwellings, 61 

percent were rated as being in good condition while an additional 

14 percent required only repairs of a minor nature (See Table 9.5). 

Almost one-quarter of all homes, however, were in poor condition 

or at best in need of fairly major repairs. Such a situation was 

mainly the_lot of Cook Island dwellings in the inner city where 

almost 40 percent fell within these two categories. 

Housing Tenure  

Table 9.6. details the three major categories of tenure 

found in the sample. As a generalised rule, newcomers within any 

society will experience some hardship in competing under unregulated 

conditions for those social facilities which are in short supply. 

The housing market in Auckland provides a good working example of 

this rule. New arrivals in the city, be they Polynesian or European, 

are at something of a distinct disadvantage in the competition for 

preferred housing. Most recent arrivals are not eligible for 

assistance from the State and their low income status places them 

well down in the housing queue. As a result, a high proportion of 

Cook Islanders are squeezed out of the arena of preferred housing 

into other alternatives, usually rented accommodation or the 

purchase of property in more depressed areas. Thus in Auckland, 

45 percent of all Cook Islanders were renting accommodation in 

1966 compared with a figure of 27.8 percent for the total population*. 

In the inner city the comparable figures are 46.5 percent and 48.6 

percent respectively (Table 9.7). The high degree of privately- 

* The Auckland Sample revealed a slightly higher figure of Cook 
Islanders renting in 1968 than did the 1966 Census material. 
See Table 9.6. 



TABLE 9.7  

POSSESSION OF BASIC FACILITIES 

INNER CITY HOUSING (%s without basic facilities) 

Total 
Population 	Total Urban 
Inner City* 	Area* 

Cook 
Islander 
Inner City 

Hot water system 20.6* 1  6.4 32.6 

Refrigerator 18.28 6.5 20.9 

Washing Maching 42.3 16.5 46.5 

Bath 11.21 3.2 11.6 

Flush Toilet 10.1 4.6 6.97 

Radio 20.8 10.0 11.6 

Television 47.9 30.5 20.9 

Proportion Renting 48.6 27.8 6.41 

Average Number of Inhabitants 3.45 3.54 6.41 

Average Number of Rooms 6.302 

* 1966 Census (Preliminary Returns) 

* 1 
1961 Census figure. 1966 Preliminary Census returns indicate a 
figure of only 2.59% as being without a hot water system in the 
inner city. 

Sources: Auckland Housing Survey; 1961 and 1966 Population Censuses 
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owned dwellings is perhaps surprising particularly when we consider 

the areas in which Cook Islanders are concentrated and the 

relatively short time they have been in Auckland. In both the inner 

city and the outer suburbs more than half of all houses are owner-

occupied. The question of how the immigrant manages to pay for his 

house and his knowledge of his legal and other commitments has 

already been investigated by McCreary (McCreary, 1965: 19-23) and 

need not unduly concern us here. Suffice it merely to say that the 

financial strain imposed by mortgage repayments often necessitates 

the sharing of repayment costs. In some cases an owner may even 

charge rent to other kin within the house to help defray repayment 

expenses (See Hooper, 1961:158). The outer suburbs are also 

important for the large number of Islanders living in State houses 

in the Otara estate. 

Inner City Housing  

In general terms, houses in the inner area were structur-

ally much poorer than those in the outer suburbs and in addition 

were often without the basic domestic amenities. Financially houses 

are much cheaper to purchase in the inner city, however, interest 

rates and rents are higher and repayment periods usually shorter 

than is the case elsewhere in the urban area. Many Cook Islanders 

along with other Polynesians are living within apartment and 

boarding houses. Most of these are old single or double-storeyed 

wooden buildings in varying states of repair in areas such as 

Freemans Bay, Grey Lynn, Arch Hill, Newton and Parnell. Many were 

once the elegant townhouses of the upper and upper-middle classes 

at the turn of the century. In recent years they have either become 

abandoned by their original owners and/or subdivided and let as 

furnished or unfurnished rooms. Boarding houses provide little 

privacy and the bare minimum of facilities for their occupants. 

Cooking and toilet facilities are shared and in some cases a 

communal lounge provides an area for social activities. Individuals 
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use the communal cooking facilities which normally consist of 

electricity points, several gas stoves, cupboards and at least one 

sink while hot water if available is provided by a gas caliphont. 

Meals although prepared in the communal kitchen are normally eaten 

in a room which serves as a dining living and bedroom. It is 

normal for these rooms to be occupied by recently arrived migrants 

who may pay up to $15 a week. In some cases these boarding houses 

are owned by Polynesians, the majority, however, are owned by absentee 

European landlords. Cook Islanders follow a policy of consciously 

filling these boarding houses with their kinsfolk. When a room 

falls vacant, a resident Islander will attempt to save it for 

another Cook Islander. By this manner relatives from the same 

village or Island may continue to live together and more significant-

ly several households may become bound together by ties of kinship, 

common activities and common background. The women of the building 

are thrown together in everyday activities such as shopping, care 

of young children and in the preparation of food. Despite this 

co-operation, rarely are meals eaten other than in the family room 

and each household budgets and purchases its own provisions on a 

separate basis. The men of the building may work together, drink 

beer together and often seek each other's company for recreational 

purposes. 

As well as boarding houses, there also exist a number of 

smaller houses which have been converted into two or three small 

flats. Some of these are owned by Cook Islanders who in an effort 

to meet aosts have rented out part of their house to other Islanders. 

The majority, however, like the boarding houses, are owned by 

absentee landlords. One room usually serves as a kitchen, dining 

room and bedroom, while toilet facilities are shared with other 

occupants. 

Approximately 45 percent of Cook Islanders are living in 

the inner city in some of Auckland's oldest and most deteriorated 

housing. As much as 40 percent of the housing occupied by Cook 



TABLE 9.8  

AGE OF DWELLINGS OCCUPIED BY COOK ISLANDERS  

Years 	Inner City 	Outer Suburbs 	Total 

0 - 

6-12 

13-20 

5 	- 

- 

- 

4 

21 

3 

4 

21 

3 

21-4o 2 1 3 

41.-6o 20 1 21 

60+ 21 2 23 

Mean Age 	67.8 	13.33 	41.12 

Source: Auckland Housing Survey 
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Islanders requires major repairs while another 20 percent requires 

more than normal maintenance (See Table 9.5). The survey also 

showed the average age of housing occupied by Cook Islanders here 

to be 67.8 years and almost 20 percent were in excess of this 

figure (Table 9.8). The overall state of these houses, their age 

and lack of basic facilities place Cook Islanders amongst Auckland's 

most disadvantaged groups. Thirty-two percent of the surveyed 

households possessed no hot water system, almost 63 percent no 

inside toilet and seven percent no flush toilet. There was no 

separate kitchen in five percent, no bathroom in 14 percent while 

26 percent and 11 percent had no handbasin and separate shower 

respectively. A washing machine was present in just over half the 

houses yet almost eight out of ten households possessed a refriger-

ator and a television receiver (See Table 9.7). Figure IX.I 

illustrates a simplified F-group analysis of variables from the 

inner city housing correlation matrix. An F-group is simply those 

groups of variables which are considered to be functionally related 

to each other (See Haggett, 1965: 284-285). The housing variables 

have been separated to form three clusters of F-groups. These are, 

an age and materials group (Variables 1, 26, 28, 31, 35, 52, 61); 

a facilities possession group (Variables 37, 38, 39, 40, 42, 46, 49, 

50, 51) and a link with the home village group (Variables 62, 64)*. 

Within such a grouping it is possible to differentiate intra-group 

bonding or links from inter-group bonds. The first F-group (age 

and materials) is linked to the facilities cluster by a connecting 

variable (36 : poor housing condition) as well as by three signifi-

cant negative correlation bonds. Further analysis highlights the 

following information about Cook Island houses in the inner city. 

The independent variable (inner city) shows the highest correlation 

with the outer suburbs (r 	-.8947 < .001) and age of housing 

* See Appendix B for a note on these variables. 
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(r = .8731 p -<.001) followed by good condition (r = -.6296 

p < .001) roofing iron (r = .5796 p < .001) outside toilet 

(r = .5717 p. .001) house in need of repair (r = .5340 p < .001). 

Other significant correlations are given in Appendix B. From these 

figures a picture of Cook Island housing emerges. Most homes are 

over 41 years old (many in excess of 60 years) built largely of 

weatherboard walls with corrugated iron roofing. The majority are 

in need of repair (r = .5340 p-‹ .001) or of very poor standard 

requiring at least substantial repair work (r - .2306 p < 4,1). 

Many are rented (r = .2669 p •s" .05) and the weekly rent is higher 

than the urban average. As previously mentioned, many are without 

the basic domestic and sanitary facilities, few possess a washing 

machine (r = -.5202 p < .001), hot water (r = -.4144 p < .001), a 

refrigerator (r = -.3186 p 	T.V. (r = -.2591 p ( .05), while 

outside toilets are very common (r = .5717 p-c .001). The average 

number of rooms is small (r = -.4656 p < .001) and few households 

grow food crops (r = -.3758 p <.001). 

Two major points emerge from this analysis. Firstly, 

given the relative recency of their arrival and their limited 

financial resources, Cook Islanders can not be held responsible 

for the material condition of the houses they have been forced to 

occupy. If anything they seem to make the most of a poor situation. 

Secondly, it cannot be assumed that the ethnic variable is the 

determining or even a contributory factor in the depressed and 

ill-equipped housing. There is no shortage, of studies to illustrate 

the fact that ethnic minority groups are concentrated in areas of 

housing stress. Most studies concerned with measures of ethnic 

segregation have measured the change in population necessary in a 

given sub-area to make the proportion of the ethnic group equal to 

the proportion for the urban area, as a whole. Such indices are, 

therefore, based on a normal population distribution and rarely is 

it the case that the spatial distribution of a population is even 

or normal. The housing market segregates the population on the 
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basis of a number of variables. Houses are built by and large in 

concentrations of varying age and prices: the wealthy are segre-

gated from the poor and in Auckland State tenants are often 

segregated from other tenures. Age and family variables are also 

unevenly distributed, so are new arrivals from long-term residents 

and so on. To demonstrate that there is ethnic concentration 

requires some means of holding constant for other variables. Are 

Cook Islanders (and other Polynesian groups) when compared with 

some normal native population group, matched for socio-economic 

status, skills, demographic structure and length of residence, 

abnormally  distributed? Only when this question is answered can 

we proceed to establish whether this abnormality  is voluntary or 

the result of discriminatory measures. On the census material 

available it would appear that those groups resident in the inner 

city are occupying houses which are not as structurally sound, 

comfortable, secure or well equipped physically or socially as 

those enjoyed by most Aucklanders. Table 9.7 illustrates this 

point by comparing Islander's homes in the inner area with the 

inner area population as a whole as well as with the total urban 

area. Such figures indicate that the inner area is considerably 

less favoured than the whole city. In some cases Cook Islanders 

are slightly worse off than others in the inner city but by and 

large suffer the same deprivations as the other residents of this 

area. In addition, Cook Islanders have filled their homes with 

more than the average number of occupants. In 1966 the average 

number of occupants in a Cook Island household in the inner area 

was 6.41 compared with an inner city average of 3.45 and an urban 

average of 3.54. 

The Role of the Church  

In many migrant situations the church often plays an 

important role in assisting newcomers during the early stages of 

settlement. At that time of loneliness, anxiety, frustration and 
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inability to cope with new institutions and problems, migrants, 

particularly those from simple backgrounds, often turn to the church 

for support. In the case of Cook Islanders, the Pacific Islander's 

Congregational church in Auckland has long maintained an intimate 

connection with the Islands through the medium of the London 

Missionary Society, the institution responsible for the initial 

conversion of the Cook Islands and to which 70 percent of the popu-

lation still profess allegiance. In many cases, the Congregational 

church and to a lesser extent the Roman Catholic church, are regarded 

by Islanders in Auckland as their main welfare and guidance agencies. 

McCreary's survey of Polynesians in Auckland showed that a large 

proportion of all Islanders would turn to the church for assistance 

if faced with some problem or other (Table 9.9). The church, 

therefore, functions not only in the religious and social sphere but 

also as a mediator and interpreter of everyday affairs. This important 

role is recognised by the New Zealand Government who regularly 

subsidise church activities. 

The Congregational church conducts services in Rarotonga 

every Sunday at Newton as well as at Otara and these services 

regularly attract between 100 to 150 people. Church-going for many 

Cook Islanders remains an important weekly activity although it is 

probable that for most, religion has by now become more of a 

customary and social observance, an emotional refuge during times 

of anxiety and not a deeply felt practical guide to living. 

The regular Sunday service and its aftermath serves as a 

social gathering as well as a religious one and people often remain 

in the street outside the church to gossip and to exchange the 

latest news from the Islands. In this way, the church serves as 

the community's main meeting place. In addition to the normal 

religious services, other religious institutions such as Sunday 

School, Boys' Brigade and Woments Fellowship command a regular 

following from the community. The reactions of the local Cook 

Island community to the church is in many ways conditioned by the 

individual minister concerned. 	The Congregational church 



TABLE 9.9  

PERSON CONSULTED IF IN DIFFICULTIES OVER 

Enough money 
Acc.OmniOdatIOri ......to 	live 	on 

(%s) 

If In 
If spouse 
left home 

If in 
Trouble 
with Police 

If Difficulty over 
social security 
benefits and taxes 

No one 	3.4 	4.34 0.53 6.45 1.8 2.02 

Relatives/Friend 	27.5 	42.9 12.4 17.35 13.9 14.63 

Minister of Church 	19.57 	12.7 3.49 13.85 21.5 16.95 

Social Worker 	8.26 	9.95 2.32 5.075 3.386 19.89 

Lawyer/Accountant 17.55 	5.5 Bank/Land Agent 
0.423 13.95 40.75 12.15 

Doctor/Hospital 	0.021 	0,105 75.0 0.105 0.105 0.43. 

Don't Know 	14.38 	15.4 2.45 15.43 12.25 18.32 

Other 	 6.975 	8.675 2.75 3.48 2.64 9.94 

Not Stated 	2.22 	3.06 1.27 24.4 3.59 4.75 

Source: 	McCreary Survey Calculated from Tables 20, 21, 23, 	25, 26 and 27. 
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is fortunate in that the present incumbent previously spent 

thirteen years as a minister in the Cook Islands. 

In many ways the Congregational church follows a policy 

of insulation_ by fostering established customs and a feeling of 

group consciousness, all of which serve g to cushion Islanders 

against the everyday rigours of a European society. To this end, 

it provides them with a place where their own language is spoken 

and where they can meet and discuss news and problems according to 

traditional Polynesian norms. Whether or not this will ultimately 

lead to assimilation into the wider Auckland community remains to 

be seen. In the meantime, however, it seems more designed to 

foster a cultural dualism where Islander and European retain their 

separate identities even though they may live and work in close 

association. 

SOCIAL INTEGRATION 

Table 9.10 illustrates that more than one fifth of all 

migrants do not find New Zealand conditions as they had been led 

to believe. In some cases first contact comes as a considerable 

shock. Most of these adults experienced an initial difficulty 

in finding suitable accommodation, many after a short period of 

living with relatives (Table 9.11). Few, however, experienced any 

difficulty in obtaining employment. Almost 18 percent felt nostalgia 

for village life and said that they missed seeing all their relatives. 

A large proportion were concerned with land problems and the 

possibility that they might abdicate their right to family land in 

the Islands. The complexity of urban life and the difficulties 

faced in comprehending everyday economic, legal, welfare and tax 

transactions produced anxiety in 10 percent of respondents. An 

additional five percent found working hours and routines too rigid 

and formalised for their tastes. Finally, a small group of adults 

expressed anxiety at the pressures placed upon family life by 

strong forces on their children to conform to local norms. 



Total % 

34 14.72 

55 23.8 

18 7.8 

36 15.58 

16 6.925 

7 3.03 

9 3.9 
18 7.8 

7 3.03 

25 10.82 

6 2.6 

TABLE 9.10 
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INFORMATION ABOUT NEW ZEALAND  

CONDITIONS (AUCKLAND ADULTS)  

(1) 	(2) 	(3) 

No 

Yes 	Relatives/Friends 	Yes 

Yes 	Relatives/Friends 	No 

Yes 	Local Island Sources 	Yes 

Yes 	Local Island Sources 	No 

Yes 	N.Z. Employer 	Yes 

Yes 	N.Z. Employer 	No 

Yes 	Contact with previous migrant Yes 

Yes 	Contact with previous migrant No 

Not Applicable* 

Not Stated 

No Response 	 19 

Total 	 231 

(1) Did you have any previous information about N.Z. conditions 
prior to emigration? 

(2) What was your informational source? 

(3) Did you find things as you had been told? 

includes persons who accompanied spouse and whose prime 
informational source was that person 

Source: Auckland Social Survey. 
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TABLE 9.11  

MAIN PROBLEMS OF AUCKLAND LIFE, AUCKLAND ADULTS 

Number 

Difficulty in Finding Suitable Accommodation 	40  32.5 

Difficulty in Finding Suitable Employment 	10 	8.13 

Climate 	 16 	13.0 

Miss Island Life, Home Village, Kinsfolk 	13 	10.58 

Concerned over Land Rights in the Islands 

Complexity of Urban Life 

9 

12 

7.31 

9.76 

Problems with Majority Group 4 3.25 

Children too much Freedom 8 6.5 

Life too Formalised and Rigid 6 4,87 

Other 5 4.06 

Total 123 

Source: Auckland Social Survey. 
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McCreary's 1965 survey has shown that a large proportion 

of Polynesians in Auckland would turn inwards to their own group if 

faced with one problem or another (See Table 9.9). Roughly between 

12 and 43 percent of all Islanders in his survey would fall back 

on the resources of their kin group or friends for assistance and 

help if faced by a particular problem while an almost equally high 

proportion viewed the church as their most appropriate welfare 

agency. At first sight the large proportion turning to relatives 

and friends for aid and assistance would seem unusual for New 

Zealand conditions. These figures can, however, be compared with 

a social survey of Hamilton which revealed that when faced with a 

personal problem in the family, 50 percent would first turn to 

friends and relatives and an additional 25 percent to church 

authorities (Table 9.12). Islanders, in fact refer less to 

relatives except when money problems were involved. One significant 

factor emerging from Table 9.9 is the large proportion of Islanders 

who do not know to whom they would turn in time of crisis. 

Excluding the matter of ill-health, approximately 15 percent of all 

Polynesians in McCreary's survey gave a "don't know" response. The 

questions to which the highest proportion replied "don't know" were 

those relating to Social Security benefits and taxes. 

There seems little doubt that in Auckland adjustment 

problems are considerable. The general demands of a more complex 

environment and the strong external pressure to change, quite 

clear3:y are felt by Cook Island children and their parents as 

threatening the social basis of group life and may cause consider-

able anxiety. The person who has lived in a remote Island village 

on a basic subsistence economy of gardening sometimes supplemented 

by some casual wage labour earning no more than $40 a year, who 

finds himself in receipt of $40 a week but with high living costs 

has a demanding personal adjustment to make. In addition, modern 

urban society with its high standards of material welfare and 

physical health and its depersonalisation of human relations and 



TABLE 9.12 

PERSON CONSULTED IF FACED WITH PROBLEM OF PERSONAL 

UNHAPPINESS IN THE FAMILY (HAMILTON SURVEY)  

% 
Friends and relatives 	 50 

Neighbours 	 2 

Church 	 25 

Doctor 	 8 

Government Welfare Worker 	 1 

Other Welfare Worker 	 1 

Other and no one 	 13 

Source: Vandenberg, McCreary and Chapman, 1965: Table 45 

392. 
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psychological isolation of the individual is considerably different 

from the traditional Island genre de vie where the social position 

and responsibilities of the individual are very clearly and 

consistently defined. The latter situation may be characterised 

by poorer health conditions, malnutrition and limited opportunity 

for social and economic advancement, yet it offers a higher degree 

of psychological satisfaction and emotional security to its members. 

Faced with this transition it is somewhat surprising that on the 

surface migrants seem to have adjusted with a minimum of personal 

disorganisation. Closer examination, however, suggests that all is 

not as it immediately seems. In many migrant households anxiety 

and insecurity are present and differential rates of assimilation 

within the household may cause considerable disruption and ultimately 

bring about ruptures in the fabric of the urban household. 

In this respect, Anderson's findings in comparing the 

personality structure of Aitutaki children with New Zealand children 

are quite revealing. He found the Aitutaki children to show a well 

defined character structure which may be defined in the following 

terms: 

1. "The ihtellectual level of the children is low. 
2. The children appear to be emotionally constricted, not 

broad and expansive in their approach to the world, but flat and 
withdrawing. 

3. Imagination is almost completely lacking. The children 
are matter-of-fact in their responses to the world and their 
imagination when used, is reproductive rather than creative. 

4. Anxiety is present, together with basic insecurity and 
these two facets of the emotional life largely represent the 
responses to a failure to control emotional-impulsive responses. 

5. There is little apparent desire to see the world whole, 
but rather a directing of tendencies and interest onto the small 
details of the world together with a high degree of formalisation 
about life which suggests that the culture provides all the major 
answers to life and the individual need concern himself in his 
decisions only about minor details. 

6. Individuality is not stressed and there is no social 
approval for the person who thinks up original and novel ways of 
doing things. Novelties may be borrowed as fashions, but the 
culture itself is not interested in the development of the new 
social, aesthetic, economic or other patterns of behaviour or 
institutional organisations. 

7. The personality structure seems to be fixed and rigid 
rather than plastic and modifiable. The record suggests that 
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there will be no ready assimilation of new patterns of behaviour 
and change to new ways will be resisted rather than welcomed" 
(Anderson, reported in Beaglehole, 1957: 232-233). 

A common source of anxiety and feelings of insecurity 

springs from the Cook Island custom of adopting nephews, neices 

or grandchildren. In the ordered atmosphere of the village it is 

common practice for the young children of relatives to be accepted 

into the household unit on the same basis as biological children 

and no social or emotional problems emerge. In the Auckland 

environment, however, this close-knit kinship group is often 

lacking and expressions of disturbances among the children who are 

not living with the natural parents may result. In addition to 

this, some problems may arise from the complexities of assimilation. 

The disregard for the notion of personal property and the prevailing 

sexual mores often cause many young Islanders considerable anxiety. 

More significantly, however, the differential rates of assimilation 

of parents and children are injurious to the stability of the 

family unit; parents', values tend to be rejected and young 

children often tend to take emotional refuge in identification with 

various deviant groups such as the "bodgies" or the notorious "King 

Cobra" or "Baby Cobra" groups of a few years ago. Trlin has already 

drawn attention to the strikingly high conviction rate among some 

Polynesian groups in New Zealand in the period between 1951 and 

1963 (See Trlin, 1968). Cook Islanders would seem to share in this 

high crime rate and an analysis of male convictions in 1966 by type 

of offence discloses some striking results (Table 9.13). For 

'offences against the person,' particularly assault, Polynesian 

groups rank well 'above the native-born population. For assault 

offences, Niueans, Samoans and Cook Island males have conviction 

rates of two to three times that of Maoris. For 'offences against 

property Polynesian groups have rates in excess of those of native-

born Europeans but below those of the Maori population. Finally, 

Niueans and Cook Islanders have much higher conviction rates for 

vagrancy and drunkeness than the native-born sector of the 



TABLE 9.13 

CONVICTIONS PER 1,000 MALES AGED OVER 15 YEARS BY 

BIRTHPLACE AND TYPE OF OFFENCE 1965  
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.Z. 	.(Maoris) 2.51 11.82 39.43 14.4 13.88 10.1 9.96 100.25 

est Samoa 3.25 26.0 15.6 10.05 24.0 17.2 5.35 100.15 

iue 1.17 37.4 5,85 17.$ 52.5 24.5 4.68 143.5 

ook Islands 6.9 19.06 16.22 4.06 35.62 12.55 5.27 100.2 

Iji 0 12.55 23.0 6.26 27.2 12.55 7.3 161.0 
, 

ndia 0 0 2.76 0 1.72 1.03 0 5.5 

hina 0 0.27 0.27 0 0.545 0.27 10.8 11.15 

Source: Justice Dept. Statistics, 1966. 
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population. From these figures Polynesians, despite their apparent 

respect for property compared with Maoris could appear as the least 

desirable and most poorly adjusted type of migrant. Within this, 

Cook Islanders have conviction rates for vagrancy and drunkeness, 

assault, burglary and offensive behaviour far in excess of the 

native-born rates. It is interesting to note from this Table that 

Chinese and Indian-born migrants rank lowest for all but one of 

the offences listed. The total male conviction rate for Pacific 

Island groups in 1966 varied from 100.15 for Samoans to 161 for 

Fijians with all Polynesian groups (including Maoris) falling 

between 100 and 143. The conviction rate for Europeans was on the 

other hand only 17.5. 

The causes of such a high crime rate among Cook Islanders 

(and other Polynesians) have been touched on above. In sum, there 

would seem to be three basic and interrelated causes for the high 

crime rate. Firstly, frustration, anxiety and deviant behaviour 

arising from social and economic deprivations. The majority of 

Cook Islanders have a lower income structure and are living in areas 

of housing stress in houses which are low in the possession of 

facilities. 

Secondly, the conflict between the traditional value system 

and new urban values and institutions. The movement of many 

Islanders from small isolated village communities where everyday 

life was subject to a well ordered value system of rights and 

obligations to an alien and often hostile urban environment with 

rigorous and complex laws may cause considerable personality stress 

and disorientation. 

Finally, personality disjunction has been singled out by 

some authors as being one of the main causes of deviant behaviourc, 

and crime among ethnic minority and disadvantaged groups (see Warner 

and Srole, 1943). 

To briefly sum up. In most cases the background of Cook 

Islanders is educationally impoverished and the educational 
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aspirations of both children and their parents is low. Migrants 

and their children are exposed to the sub-cultural values of the 

indigenous population. Many of the children show evidence of 

being unsettled because of the high incidence of broken homes, 

physically sub-standard dwellings, overcrowded homes and cases of 

both parents working. In addition, many adults are often confused 

by the economic changes confronting them. Cook Islanders to a 

certain extent remain indifferent to the accumulation of wealth 

and any status it might bring and there is little desire for 

thrifty saving for the future and money is spent as it is earned. 

Finally, problems are engendered by conflict between the values 

held by parents and those held by their children. 

Retention of Cultural Values and Differential Urban Adaption  

In an effort to shed some light on the process of 

assimilation and the social problems facing Cook Islanders in 

Auckland a survey was held in conjunction with the demographic 

and household survey previously mentioned. Nine simple variables 

of assimilation were selected: the remittance of money back to the 

home Island, the receipt of foodstuffs from the village community, 

the type of domestic foodstuffs, whether food crops are cultivated 

for home use, whether or not a visit has been made to the home 

village, the use of English in the home, marriage and friend 

preferences as well as main leisure activities. These were then 

applied to a sample of 326 Cook Islanders drawn from the inner and 

outer areas of the Auckland Urban Area (See Table 9.14)*. From 

this survey it was hoped to reveal the strength of relationship 

with the home Island and what stage the acculturation process had 

reached. Within the sample the responses of 'parents' were 

distinguished from 'teenagers' in the same household (i.e. persons 

between the age of ten and eighteen years) and from the category 

* See Appendix A for details of this survey; 
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of 'other adults' (unmarried or divorced persons in the household 

over the age of eighteen years). 

One of the major problems to emerge would seem to be the 

language handicap in that the large proportion of Cook Island 

adults still speak little or no English in the privacy of their own 

homes. This is particularly marked for Islanders resident in the 

inner city area where only 15.4 percent of the parent group and 24.5 

percent of the 'other adults' category spoke English exclusively. A 

much larger proportion of both groups spoke a combination of English 

and an Island dialect. Almost half of all adults, however, still 

spoke only their native tongue. In comparison-with this inner area 

a much larger proportion of adults in the outer suburbs spoke English. 

By contrast, a very much larger proportion of young people spoke only 

English at home and the differential between the inner and outer parts 

of the city is quite marked. The chi-square results of language 

preference (Table 9.15) demonstrate a significant difference not only 

between adult groups and teenagers but also between adults groups in 

the inner city and adult groups in the outer suburbs. Thus both the 

independent variables have an effect. As well as the retention of 

their indigenous language many households included within their diet 

a considerable proportion of Island foodstuffs. The majority of 

these items such as taro, kumara, green bananas, coconuts and mangoes, 

could be purchased from local stores but a considerable proportion 

arrived directly from Rarotonga. In almost 40 percent of all inner 

city households and in 25 percent of those in the outer suburbs, 

Island foodstuffs formed the nucleus of nearly every meal and in only 

21 of the total 75 households did European foodstuffs figure 

exclusively. Approximately 39 percent of households in both zones 

of the city were recorded as combining local and Island foodstuffa, 

although in many cases tinned meats, fish, tea, sugar and flour 

were the predominant local items. 

The majority of Cook Island households in Auckland have 
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TABLE 9.14 

SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS OF COOK ISLANDERS IN AUCKLAND,  

1968/69 (%s)  

Households Parent Group Other Adults 	Teenagers 

Remittance of Money/ 

Inner Outer 	Inner Outer 	Inner Outer 	Inner Outer 
City 	Suburbs City Suburbs City Suburbs City Suburbs 

Food to Islands 72.1 59.4 
Frequency of Remit-
tance: 
Each month or less 41.8 9.38 
1-4 months 44.2 25.0 
5-8 months 13.9 15.6 
)8 months 0 50.0 

Receipt orFdodstaft;37.2  53.15 
Frequency of 
Receipt: 
Each month or less 62.75 	6.25 
1-4 months 	11.7 	12.5 
5-8 months 	18.6 	31.2 
>8 months 	6.95 50.0 

Food Crops Grown 	27.9 	85.65 
Mainstay of Diet  
Mainly Island Food 39.5 	25.0 
Mainly European 
food 	20.9 	37.5 
Combination of two 39.5 	37.5 

Revisited Home Village 20.5 41.5 13.3 13.5 
Preferred language 
in the Home: 
Mainly Island 
Dialect 43.6 21.4 53.3 21.1 20.5 10.07 
Mainly English 15.4 35.7 24.46 52.6 46.15 60.75 
Combination of two 41.0 42.8 22.4 26.3 33.3 28.6 

Preferred Friends 
Cook Islander 71.7 64.3 57.7 34.2 28.2 28.6 
Other Polynesian 7.7 7.15 13.3 10.5 17.9 5.35 
Maori 6.42 71.5 4.45 10.5 12.8 10.7 
European 14.1 21.4 24.4 44.7 41.0 55.2 

Marriage Preference 
Someone from same 
Island, Village 41.0 38.6 17.9 10.72 
Other Cook Islander 20.5 18.6 12.8 16.01 
Other Polynesian 5.3 2.85 10.25 8.93 
Maori 0 8.57 5.13 17.8 
European 33.3 31.4 53.8 46.4 

Main Leisure Activity 
-Domeatic/visiting 38.5 44.3 20.0 29.7 15.4 21.4 
Sport 10.25 7.15 4.45 10.8 48.6 46.4 
Dancing 16.65 8.57 15.55 13.5 12.8 10.7 
Films 5.12 11.42 15.55 13.5 15.4 14.26 
Dr inking 17.95 17.15 22.2 16.2 2.57 3.57 
Church 6.4 7 - 5 6.67 10.8 5.13 7.14 
Other 1.28 2.86 0 5.375 0 0 
None recorded 1.28 1.43 15.55 2.7 0 0 

Source: Auckland Social Survey 
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maintained strong links with their kinsfolk in the Islands, and to 

this respect the Island community in Auckland can be seen as a 

simple extension of the Cook Island's social system. Such a 

relation6hip is sustained by a steady flow of letters, presents, 

foodstuffs and money order remittances back to the Islands and by 

the large amount of Island foodstuffs which regularly arrives in 

Auckland. The survey gave some indication as to the strength and 

importance of this relationship with the home Island. Two-thirds 

of all households regularly remitted money back to the Islands us-

ually to parents or close kin, and 44 percent of all households 

received foodstuffs in return. The regularity of these transactions 

(dependent always on regular shipping and air services), serves to 

bind migrants closely to their kin at home. The significance and 

the frequency of these interchanges for households in the inner and 

outer areas of Auckland is shown in Table 9.15. Significantly, a 

higher proportion of inner city households remitted money back to the 

Islands than did outer suburban households. In addition to this, the 

inner city community maintained a much more frequent connection with 

their village kinsfolk. Forty—two percent of inner city households 

were remitting money at least once a month compared with only 9.4 

percent in the outer suburbs. Such a situation is related to the 

demographic structure of the migrants. The comparison between the 

inner city and the outer suburban households with regards the 

frequency of remitting to the Islands is significant at the required 

level of .001 (See Table 9.15). 

In the course of any one year the total amount of money 

remitted from Auckland to the Islands is probably in excess of 

$170,000. The average monthly amount of money remitted by 

families in the Auckland sample was $14.94 (S.D. $9.29). Many 

Islanders continue to remit substantial amounts of money and food- 

stuffs over a considerable period of time. Nikao, T., for example, 

a married man with five children came to Auckland in 1962 and after 

a series of jobs finally settled into employment with an inner city 
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TABLE 9.15  

CHI-SQUARE RESULTS FOR TABLE 9.14 

1. Language Preference 	 X
2 	

df 

(a) Inner city parents vs. outer suburbs 
parents 	 15.33 	2 	.001 

(b) Inner city other adults vs. outer 
suburbs other adults 	12.21 	2 	.01 

(c) Inner city teenagers vs. outer suburbs 
teenagers 	 2.65 	2 	NS 

(d) Inner city total adults vs. inner city 
teenagers 	 15.22 	2 	.001 

(e) Outer suburbs total adults vs. outer 
suburbs teenagers 	 13.4 	3 	.01 

2. Frequency of remittances 

(a) Inner city households vs. outer suburbs 
households 	 21.08 	3 	.001 

3. Receipt of Foodstuffs: Frequency 

(a) Inner city households vs. outer suburbs 
households 	 83.98 	3 	.001 

4. Marriage Preferences  

(a) Inner city parents vs. outer suburbs 
parents 	 0.65 	4 	NS 

(b) Inner city teenagers vs. outer suburbs 
teenagers 	 6.35 	4  NS 

(c) Inner city parents vs. inner city teen- 
agers 	 12.52 	4 	.02 

(d) Total parents vs. total teenagers 	34.12 	4  .001 

5. Friendship Preferences  

(a) Inner city parents vs outer suburbs 
parents 	 1.52 	3 	NS 

(b) Inner city other adults vs. outer 
suburbs other adults 	6.52 	3 	NS 

(c) Inner city teenagers vs. outer suburbs 
teenagers 	 4.76 	3 	NS 

(d) Inner city total adults vs. inner city 
teenagers 	 21.44 	3 	.001 

(e) Outer suburbs total adults vs. outer 
suburbs teenagers 	 13.4 	3 	.01 

(f) Total adults vs. teenagers 	34.72  3  .001 

6. Leisure Activities  

(a) Inner city total adults vs. outer suburbs 
total adults 	 3.9 	6 	NS 

(b) Inner city teenagers vs. outer suburbs 
teenagers 	 0.75 	5 	NS 

7. Mainstay of Diet  

(a) Inner city households vs. outer suburbs 
households 

8. Church Membership 

3.11 	2 	NS 

    

(a) Inner city vs. outer suburbs 
	5.19 	3 	NS 
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mattress factory. During his six years stay in Auckland Nikao 

regularly earned between $34 and $39 a week with overtime. Within 

three years of his arrival he had sent back $500 to assist his 

parents repair and enlarge their house on Rarotonga. In addition, 

for the last two years he has regularly remitted $10 fortnightly to 

his mother and $3 to his sister and approximately once every two ships 

a parcel of rice, sugar, flour, canned meats, biscuits and clothing 

material to the value of about $15. Not all Cook Islanders make 

such regular remittances but rather send back money only for special 

occasions or if specifically requested to do so. An obligation to 

contribute money or kind at particular life-cycle rites or kinfolk's 

ceremonials is widely felt in the Auckland community. Special 

occasions often necessitate especial efforts on the part of migrants 

and to this end close kin constitute a corporate group which may 

mobilise at certain times for social and economic co-operation. 

Often a very widely scattered kin network will be activated to meet 

the demands of particular occasions. For example, when the son of 

well-known Aitutaki family on Rarotonga attainabdhis 21st birthday 

many people both in the Islands and New Zealand contributed to the 

celebration. Obligations of this nature affect all members of the 

community, including those married to non-Cook Islanders, although 

it is normally close relatives who bear the real brunt of such 

undertakings. Figure IX.2 illustrates a simplified diagram of the 

relationships of all those people contributing to this particular 

birthday celebration. The collection of money in New Zealand was 

organised by L who publicised the event by word of mouth and by 

letter to relatives outside Auckland. Two brothers of X at present 

working in Tokoroa sent their contributions to Auckland as did a 

sister working on a farm in the Manawatu. Both close and distant 

kin contributed including three individuals on Rarotonglwho 

participated because of ties of close friendship with X. Further 

inputs of assistance and presents are detailed below in Figure 

IX.2. A certain amount of prestige is involved in such undertakings 
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Fig. IX.2 Web of Interrelationships - Birthday Celebrants. 
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and migrants receive repayment from the esteem which accrues to 

those who play the game according to the rules and conform to the 

expected norms. Part of this is the realisation that if one's own 

situation changes it may be necessary to call upon the assistance 

of the kin group. 

Sentimental ties also serve to bind migrants closely to 

their Island kin. Photographs and copies of the Island newspaper 

are scrutinized with intense interest and frequently passed from 

hand to hand in the community. Among the older migrants there is 

frequently a nostalgia for the Islands, Island personalities and 

the home environment. Almost one-quarter of all adults had in 

fact returned to their home Island for a short visit, either to 

see relatives or for purely sentimental reasons (Table 9.14). 

Among the younger generation, there are less of such feelings, and 

full employment, high wages and the excitements or urban life 

persuade the majority of the advantages of staying in New Zealand. 

The preference of a marriage partner from within the 

same ethnic group is a distinctive behavioural trend of non-

European immigrant groups, especially during the first few years 

of settlement. In this survey the question was put to both parent 

and teenage groups, although to the latter in the modified form 

of Whom would you prefer to marry if given a choice?' The older 

group produced the expected response in that approximately 60 

percent preferred their son or daughter to marry another Cook 

Islander, the majority with a preference for someone from the 

same village or Island as themselves. Only 32 percent preferred 

a European as a son or daughter-in-law while other racial groups 

did not figure very prominently. No marked distinction was 

evident between the two zones of the city although Maoris seemed 

to score more prominently as a potential marriage partner in the 

outer suburbs. 

In contrast to their parents, the majority of young people 
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would prefer a European marriage partner and a very much reduced 

percentage indicated interest in a person with the same back-

ground as themselves. (The difference between the marriage 

preferences of the Parent-group and the Teenage-Group was sig-

nificant at the .001 level). Again there would appear to be a 

correlation between length of residence, suburban living and the 

rising acceptance of a Maori as a marriage partner. To the question 

'If you could choose your friends from any group, whom would you 

choose?' more than 60 percent of all adults preferred to choose 

people with the same background as themselves, preferably from 

the same Island and in many cases specified a preference for 

someone with whom they had a social relationship. This preference 

was stronger among adults in the inner city, especially among the 

parent group and again there would seem to be a relationship 

between the length of time in Auckland, suburban location and a 

growing preference for extra-group contacts. In contrast, the 

teenage group showed very strongly the influence of the school 

environment and mass media and consequently evinced a much greater 

preference for the European and Maori group than did their elders 

(significant at the .001 level). Yet even here, 28 percent still 

preferred their friends to come from people whose origin and 

background were very similar to their own. 

Within Auckland, Cook Islanders tend to engage in largely 

the same type of leisure activities as European Aucklanders. The 

'drinking school', as in the Cook Islands, plays an important part 

in the weekly activity of male adults although usually only for 

workmates o kinsfolk. The cinema and dance hall, much patronised 

on Rarotonga,also take heavy toll of the leisure hours of many 

young persons. Sport, participating and watching, accounts for a 

very high proportion of the younger generations' recreational time, 

much as it does for youthful Europeans. Finally, the large 

proportion of individuals who recorded their main leisure activity 
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as domestic "visiting" is indicative of the close relationship 

and interaction between urban families. 

Among other things this survey showed that migrant 

children assimilate at a much faster rate than their parents or 

other adult groups. Chi-square calculations for adults versus 

teenagers on the three attitudinal dimensions of language, 

marriage and friendship preferences demonstrate a significant 

difference in response (significant at the .001 level for marriage 

and friendship preferences and at .01 for language preference, 

See Table 9.15). Just as importantly, however, the survey also 

indicated that the majority of Cook Islanders still retain a 

strong sense of group solidarity and that their behaviour is 

still in many ways influenced by traditional considerations. In 

this respect, kinship linkages still primarily determine their 

relationships and activities within the urban environment and in 

many cases they are orientated as much to the home village 

community as they are to the new urban location. It is possible, 

therefore, to see the Cook Island community in Auckland as a 

modified extension of the traditional Island society as well as a 

half-way house somewhere between the traditional and urban poles. 

A more fruitful approach, however, lies in the principle of 

situational selection. Such an approach accepts that a man even 

while actually living in Auckland can still alternate between two 

basic modes of behaviour. He can switch from one action pattern 

to another, from t/;ibal to urban, as the particular situation 

demands. Here as Mayer puts it we have a situation where an 

individual may be alternatively urban in some situations and tribal 

in others (Mayer, 1962: 580). Within Auckland, traditional kinship 

networks remain active and may be mobilised for particular life 

ceremonials and functions such as birth, marriage, sickness and 

death. On arrival in Auckland a migrant has the choice of 

activating and developing his kin network. Although such a network 

is neither a residential nor an economic unit it is nevertheless of 
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considerable social importance in: that it may provide a system of 

social insurance as well as offer considerable practical assistance 

in everyday affairs. An immigrant who is without a recognised 

'kinship' is isolated socially and has no sense of 'belonging'. 

From the point of view of the Auckland community as a whole, the 

interlocking nature of the various kinship groups forms an important 

integrating and regulating mechanism providing lines of communication 

between migrants from widely scattered areas. In addition, it gives 

the Auckland community an underlying orderliness and overall form 

as well as ensuring that new arrivals are easily absorbed into the 

urban community. Migrants can, therefore, if they so desire, en-

capsulate themselves in something approximating the traditional 

system while on the other hand others may choose to begin to change 

by slowly adopting new urban ways. The element of personal choice 

remains of considerable significance. 

One of the major problems associated with a consideration 

of the assimilation of Cook Islanders in Auckland is the fact that 

the Island community is not a socially and culturally unified 

group but rather is split into a number of cellular subgroups. In 

part this can be explained by historical factors and in part by the 

strong regard Islanders maintain for their village community. The 

15 Islands of the Cook Group were never politically unified in pre-

European times although some did in fact extend their influence over 

weaker neighbours from time to time. Even the Island of Rarotonga 

was not unified but was a loose confederacy of three sub-tribes 

(See Gilson, 1952: 14). Despite the political confederation 

established during the New Zealand period of administration and 

the dominance of the Rarotongan language, most of the Outer Islands 

vigorously retained aspects of their traditional culture. As 

Belshaw and Stace remarked in 1955, "It is a fiction to regard the 

Cook Islands as a social, economic and political entity. There is 

very little conception of a Cook Island society to which the people 
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of the separate Islands belong" (Belshaw and Stace, 1955:10). In 

many respects these divisions are reproduced in the Auckland 

community where they are to some extent expressed in physical and 

social terms. Spatial and social differentiation on the basis of - 

place of origin and cultural background is not absolute, however, 

and there is no apparent tendency for groups from a particular 

village or Island to settle in particular areas of the city. Seg-

mentation of this order might have developed had it not been for 

the action of various social and economic factors such as the 

housing market, prejudice, the churches and other institutions in 

breaking down such a formalised pattern. But the fact remains that 

a Cook Islander remains someone from a particular village or Island 

and people speak freely of a household in Auckland as being a 

1 Takuvaine-house' or an 'Arorangi-house' and kinship ties often see 

people from the same village or Island working together. 

Relations Within the Community  

The cohesiveness of the extended family strongly persists 

in Auckland. One indication is the prevalence of the extended 

family household. The average Cook Island household numbers just 

over seven persons. Household composition is, however, fluid as 

various relatives come and go, the duration of their stays being 

largely dependent upon their reasons for visiting. On the 75 

households contacted in Auckland, 31 had at least one extended 

family member living in the home. While all categories of kinsfolk 

were encountered, the more prominent were aged parents or unmarried 

or married siblings of one or both spouses. Temporary residents 

often are nephews or nieces or other relatives who may stay for a 

short period before seeking alternative accommodation or returning 

to the Islands. Younger relatives frequently come from Rarotonga 

to stay with married siblings, aunts, uncles, cousins or close 

friends. 

Aside from the sheer quantity of relatives, the frequency 
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of contact between relatives within and without Auckland was strik-

ing. Mention has already been made of the strong relationship 

that persists between urban Islanders and their kinsfolk back in 

the Islands. To further illustrate this point the Island contacts 

of an inner city household were investigated. Like many inner 

city families this household comprised an extended family structure 

incorporating an elderly parent, brother, sister-in-law and family, 

and nephew within the nuclear family group. In total the family 

comprised 12 members. Relations with kinsfolk in the Islands are 

illustrated in Figure IX.3. The range and volume of these trans-

actions was considerable. E and F regularly remitted money, 

clothing and food parcels to their parents in Rarotonga (C/D). 

They also sent occasional parcels to E's brother and family (V/W) 

in Aitutaki. In return E/F received Island foodstuffs at least 

five times a year. E was also contributing to the cost of the 

education of X his brother's child in Rarotonga. E had also helped 

bring out his sister's eldest child and was at present providing 

accommodation and finance for the boy's secondary education. CD 

regularly sent cases of oranges, bananas, taro and coconuts to E 

in return for this assistance. A few years previous, E/F had sent 

a quantity of nails, timber and paint to A, his father's elderly 

brother now living in retirement on Aitutaki. On F's side of the 

marriage, regular contact was maintained with her mother FX in 

Aitutaki and a sister F2 in Rarotonga. 

With-respect to contacts within New Zealand, relationships 

with friends and kinsfolk may be broken down into two groups: (a) 

intra-Auckland contacts, and (b) Auckland - New Zealand contacts. 

Aside from the sheer quantity of relatives, the frequency of 

contact between relatives within Auckland was striking. Within 

the city most Cook Islanders interacted frequently with other 

urban relatives. Most stated that they customarily see siblings 

more than once a week. The majority also reported that they 

visited aunts, uncles, nephews, nieces and some of their cousins 

at least once a week. There is also a distinct correlation 
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between attendance at church services and frequency of interaction 

with relatives. Many of the relatives that frequently interacted 

attended the same church as the respondent. The Pacific Island's 

Congregational church in Newton and Otara offers a variety of 

activities throughout the week, providing an arena for social 

interaction and shared activities. Figure IX..4 details a slightly 

simplified view of everyday contacts for the household mentioned 

above. E's family frequently visited his brother's family (L/M) 

who lived in a State house at Otara. Visiting was at least once 

a week, normally on Saturday afternoon. Recently, C, E and his 

wife (new arrivals from the Islands) had accompanied them on one 

such visit. From these visits E's children, particularly K, had 

developed a fairly close relationship with their cousins. E and 

F also saw two Aitutaki friends, a and n, regularly at church and 

occasionally visited them at their home. Within the household, E, 

F, G and E worked, and on-the-job contacts provided another 

dimension of social interaction with other Cook Islanders as well 

as providing a context within which new friendships could be 

formed. E was particularly friendly with workmates, a, b and c, 

(all Cook Islanders) while E had also developed a close friendship 

with a. E regularly met with a and b in a local hotel as well as 

a regular drinking date on Saturday mornings. F who worked as a 

domestic in the Public Hospital laundry, was friendly with four 

young single girls from Aitutaki. G, E's eldest son, was the only 

one to have formed a friendly attachment with non-Cook Islanders. 

He worked in a local bakery and was friendly with a European and 

Maori of the same age. In addition, he frequently interacted with 

j by virtue of playing for a Cook Island rugby team. Outside the 

adult group, the children's contacts although largely restricted 

to school contacts and relative-visiting, were more diffuse. 

Schoolmates were high on the list of most frequent contacts, while 

sport's team contacts also figured prominently. 0, presently at 

secondary school, was the only one of the household to have 
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developed solely European contacts. 

Many households contacted in Auckland reported that they 

had relatives living in areas outside Auckland yet most stated 

that reciprocal visiting with these relatives occurred infrequently, 

unless a family crisis or special occasion necessitated such a 

visit. The sample household largely supported this point. E heard 

infrequently from his brother Z working for Forest Products Ltd. 

in Tokoroa. Three months previous, Z had finished repaying a loan 

to E for his passage from Aitutaki. Once a year Z journeyed up to 

Auckland to spend his annual holidays with his brother's family. 

Another brother Q and family at present resident in Wellington, 

kept infrequently in contact, normally by letter. Rather stronger 

contact was, however, maintained between F and his younger sister 

F4 presently working as a domestic on a Hawkes Bay farm. F4 had 

recently visited F for a two week vacation. 

Even with the great amount of interaction between relatives 

many Islanders stated that they see friends with more frequency than 

they see kinsfolk. It is no coincidence that the most mentioned 

use of leisure time was "visiting" (see Table 9.14). The life-

style of the urban Cook Island family is a highly social one. Most 

of the Cook Islander's kinship ties can be considered affective as 

they are relationships that provide not only emotional support but 

also practical assistance in times of need. 



a
 

o
 

z
 

a
 

En
 

H
 

0
 

Z
 

Ci
) 

C
 



CONCLUSIONS 

A number of major themes dominate the demographic and social 

history of Rarotonga and the Cook Islands: Nineteenth Century 

depopulation; labour recruiting and indenture; rapid population growth 

since the 1920s; Makatea labour recruitment; rural-urban migration to 

Rarotonga and more recently emigration to New Zealand. The first of 

these has now passed into history and the Island scene has now come 

to be dominated by the rapid spurt of population growth, growing 

urbanisation on Rarotonga and increased emigration to New Zealand. The 

years since 1911 are remarkable for the rapid decline in mortality rates 

and a largely unaltered high fertility pattern. Up until 1918 population 

growth on Rarotonga was almost solely due to the immigration of Outer 

Islanders and it was not until this date that natural increase became 

the most potent factor in the Island's population growth. By the beginning 

of the 1920s mortality rates were 50 percent lower than what they had been 

in the previous decade and thereafter mortality declined sharply to its 

present low level. At the same time and particularly in the years after 

1945, Outer Island migrants began to settle on Rarotonga in large numbers. 

Prior to this date many migrants had moved to Rarotonga to engage in 

labour contracts elsewhere in the Pacific or for a short period of 

temporary employment. After 1945 and particularly in the years between 

1956 and 1966, increasing numbers of Outer Islanders were settling 

permanently on the Island. The majority of these migrants settled within 

the Avarua area which by 1966 had grown to approximately 5,500 inhabitants. 

Cook Islanders had also been involved in a substantial movement of labour 

to Makatea between 1942 and 1955 and this labour recruitment must be seen 

as a highly significant factor in encouraging not only the establishment 

of many migrants in Avarua but also in stimulating emigration to New 

Zealand. In 1966 almost 47 percent of Avarua's population were migrants, 

the majority from the other Islands in the Cook Group. Chapter III has 

indicated, however, that a much greater proportion could lay claim to 

'migrant' status by virtue of their parent's birthplace. 

The migration of Outer Islanders to Avarua has produced a 

conspicuous settlement pattern especially among Northern migrants who 
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have often tended to cluster together either by preference or of 

necessity into a number of well-defined localities within the town. 

On the whole Outer Islanders have been absorbed reasonably well into 

Rarotongan society. Intermarriage between migrants and local groups 

is common and represents one way in which newcomers are absorbed into 

the local land-owning groups. The concentration of Outer Islanders 

in particular areas of the town has seen the genesis of a housing 

problem with overcrowding, substandard housing, lack of basic facilities 

and often depressed social and health conditions. Such problems are in 

part the product of an insecure land tenure system and in part the 

product of the minimal wage structure and uncertain employment situation 

prevailing on Rarotonga. The influx of post-war migrants has seen a 

growth in the practice of squatting and the erection of temporary 

dwellings constructed of makeshift materials. In 1966 just over one 

fifth of the town's housing could be classified as poor or very poor, 

the majority without basic sanitary and household facilities. Considerable 

variation existed in respect of most housing variables not only between 

the different ethnic groups but also between the different parts of the 

town. Some groups are better placed than others. Europeans and 

Rarotongans, for example, seem the most advantageously placed in that 

they possessed the smallest number of persons per room, the most favourable 

per capita floor space index and the largest mean number of rooms. 

The merging of a number of contiguous village settlements into 

an urban entity has been accompanied by a number of significant social, 

economic and demographic changes. Urbanisation has produced a gradual 

movement away from the traditional extended family to a nuclear unit. 

It has also produced a steady shift away from cultivating the land to an 

almost total dependence upon a wage economy. To a large extent such a 

transition reflects the changing value system of the community and the 

perceived prestige of European white-collar occupations. It is also 

seen in the adoption of Western housing forms and building materials. 

Avarua would appear to be cumulatively dimensioned by a 

traditional way of life factor, urban economic and socio-economic 

dimensions, ethnicity, demographic features, an established residential 

factor and a subsistence agricultural factor. Thus the town's social 
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geography still contains many traditional elements and functional 

differentiation of land-use has been slow to emerge. As well, and 

consistent with the concept of a town 'in transition' from traditional 

to modern, a number of urban economic and socio-economic factors have 

made their appearance. The demographic factor is one which places 

young children and a high fertility pattern against young adults. Town 

and Island society are still at too earlier a stage in the demographic 

transition for fertility differentials by occupation or social class to 

have emerged. Overall l ethnicity remains a dominant differentiating 

factor of town life. The survey revealed that the ethnic differential 

was significant in terms of household size, fertility and illegitimacy 

patterns and housing type and quality. Within the town many Northern 

and Southern migrants seek the hospitality and company of fellow Islanders. 

To this extent ethnic considerations override the element of residential 

choice based on status and prestige considerations. The ethnic factor 

has also been responsible for the development of enclaves of depressed 

housing. The processes involved in the creation of these areas have not 

been ones of orderly choice but rather ones of kinship attraction and the 

illegal occupation of unused or unoccupied land. Overseas experience 

suggests that with the passage of time these 'squatter settlements' may 

progress to a more 'respectable' residential and legal status within the 

urban area and the development of an 'occupation rights' tenure suggests 

that much the same will happen in Avarua. In terms of the factor-

developmental models advanced by Timms, (Timms, 1971) Avarua combines 

elements of the Colonial city with features of the Transitional or 

Industrialising city. 

The movement of Islanders to New Zealand that has taken place 

since the mid 1940s, although only the latest of a series of population 

movements embraced by Islanders since European conta0,is today the most 

significant social and economic phenomenon affecting Island and town 

society. Since 1945 more than 16,000 Islanders have left the Islands 

for New Zealand, representing a net loss to the Islands of more than 

5,000 persons. The major upsurge in this emigration has occurred since 
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1961 reflecting the expansion of transport facilities and the activity 

of the large Cook Island community in New Zealand. 

The decision to move to New Zealand would appear to be a 

life cycle decision faced by many Islanders at some stage especially if 

they have relatives already living in that country. The determinants of 

such a move lie in the interplay between an individual's aspirations 

and ambitions, age and status, exposure to information and stimulus from 

New Zealand-based kin, level of satisfaction with the present environment, 

migrational background and experience as well as with particular 

Administrative practices and transport factors. There is some evidence 

to suggest that decisions are often postponed and uncertainty and 

anxiety partly reduced by the imitation of successful moves already made 

by kinsfolk. To this end the Cook Island community in New Zealand forms 

an informational network from whence most intending migrants draw their 

knowledge of New Zealand conditions. The importance of prior labour on 

Makatea as a loosening factor has already been stressed. Emigration was 

found to be highly selective of those with prior migrational experience. 

Migration to New Zealand is normally carried out within the context of 

the extended kinship system and the presence of kinsfolk already in 

New Zealand must be seen as the major dislodging factor. Today the 

migration has progressed through the early pioneer-single male stage to 

a stage of delayed family migration. 

The experience of many United States and British cities 

indicates that the central or inner-city area provides the focal point 

for newly-arrived migrants providing cheap and relatively easily obtained 

housing and generally easing their adjustment to a new and different way 

of life. Cook Islanders in Auckland have experienced a similar pattern 

of settlement. Chapter VII has illustrated their residential concentration 

in inner city areas and the degree of residential dissimilarity from 

Auckland's other ethnic groups. The inner city area which includes 

Auckland's zone of transition and the low grade residential areas 

immediately to the west, houses large numbers of Cook Islanders. Since 
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the mid 1950s continued migration of Cook Islanders and other 

Polynesians into this area has seen the establishment of a sizeable 

Polynesian community. Originally, many migrants settled here because 

it was one of the few areas where they were able to rent houses easily 

and high rents could be offset by sharing accommodation. After a short 

period such considerations were reinforced by kinship and community ties. 

Most new arrivals preferred to live either with or in close proximity to 

friends and relatives. To a large extent residential concentration of 

this type enabled the preservation of traditional cultural values and 

preferred modes of existence. In recent years Cook Islanders have 

experienced a move to outer suburban residential areas and with the 

assistance of the State Housing Commission a large community of Islanders 

has settled in Otara and nearby areas. Today one of the major 

differentiating features of Auckland's Cook Island population is that 

between the inner city and the outer suburban communities. The former 

is largely comprised of recent arrivals in the city, many unmarried or 

temporarily separated from their families, who seek accommodation with 

settled kinsfolk. Physically, housing in this area is structurally poor 

and often ill-equipped with the basic domestic and sanitary facilities. 

Many Islanders are either in their first job or dependent upon relatives 

while the incidence of social deviancy and adjustment problems would 

appear to be high. To a large extent this inner city community functions 

as a 'receiving area' or 'transitional area' where newcomers surrounded 

by their kinsfolk may become familiar with the new way of life. The outer 

suburban community by contrast, consists primarily of a much longer 

established group, many married with young children and teenagers many 

of whom had been born in New Zealand. Many of these families had 

previously spent time in the inner city before migrating to this area. 

Most males were employed in nearby factories and the number of females 

working was proportionally much higher than in the inner city. 

Within Auckland the extended family persists as the key social 

unit and is indicative of the very important role played by the family 

and kinship network. The Cook Island community acts as a clearing house 
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for information concerning housing, employment, welfare agencies and 

other aspects of Auckland life. Family and kinship linkages are a very 

significant factor in attracting migrants to Auckland, in finding 

accommodation and in placing job applicants. The many Cook Islands 

'gangs' working in wool stores, freezing works and factories and the 

systematic filling of boarding house rooms with relatives or fellow 

villagers attest to the viability and activity of kinship links as the 

key socialisation agency. Family and kinship relationships are also 

extremely important in times of family ceremonial or crisis. Although 

kinship networks are not a residential or an economic unit they 

nevertheless form a system of social and economic security which helps 

cushion Islanders against everyday contingencies. Kinship linkages 

also primarily determine the social relationships and interaction within 

the city as well as providing a means of contact with Rarotongan and 

village kin. From the point of view of the Auckland community as a whole 

the interlocking nature of the various kinship groups forms an important 

integrating and regulating mechanism providing lines of communication 

between migrants from widely scattered areas. In this way it gives to 

the Auckland community a sense of form and orderliness. The frequency 

of contact with relatives, whether in Auckland, elsewhere in New Zealand 

or back in the Islands is in many ways one of the most striking things 

to emerge. The opportunity to activate and utilise one's kinship network 

was open to all Islanders and this system provided an important reference 

point with the rest of the community. Mention must also be made of the 

role of the church in providing an important welfare and guidance agency 

to which many Islanders, especially in first few years of settlement, 

ultimately turn. The church provides a focal point for community life 

in that it unites large numbers of people for religious and social 

activities. 

The majority of Cook Islanders both in Avarua and Auckland have 

maintained strong links with their kinsfolk in their home village. Such 

a relationship is sustained by the steady urban-rural flow of remittances, 

foodstuffs and other goods and the counterflow of Island migrants and 

foodstuffs. The total amount of money remitted annually from Islanders 
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in Auckland to their kinsfolk has been estimated at being in excess of 

$170,000 making this a very significant feature of the Cook Island's 

scene. In addition, the very strong preference shown for communicating 

in their native dialect, for Island food stuffs and for interaction and 

marriage with fellow Islanders indicates the strong orientation toward 

traditional ways. 

Cook Islanders as recent newcomers to Auckland have encountered 

a number of problems. Initially they came into contact with a subgroup 

of the Auckland society many of whom were present in the inner parts of 

Auckland for much the same reasons as Cook Islanders. There seems little 

doubt that Islanders experienced some initial discriminatory shock when 

they first came into contact with Auckland landlords and this fact and 

their low income status squeezed them out of the arena of preferred 

housing into other alternatives. Consequently, most Cook Islanders in 

the inner city occupy areas of housing stress in areas of low social 

grade. Yet it cannot simply be assumed that the ethnic variable is the 

determining or even a contributary factor in this depressed and poorly 

equipped housing. When Cook Islanders are compared with some native 

population group matched for length of residence, socio-economic status, 

occupational skills, demographic and family structure then the apparent 

differential in Cook Island and European living conditions quickly 

disappears. As well Cook Islanders can not be held responsible for the 

condition of the houses they have been forced to occupy. If anything 

• they appear to make the best of a rather poor situation. 

Life in town and city has its problems and often proves 

unsettling and puzzling for many Islanders. Village life has ill-prepared 

them for the highly differentiated impersonal life of the urban area. 

The everyday complexities of urban economic, legal and welfare 

transactions, work routines, and the general rush and bustle of the city 

often prove disconcerting for many migrants. On the aggregate level the 

cohesive all-embracing nature of the kinship and family system smooths 

the way for new migrants. Nevertheless there is considerable evidence 
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to suggest that the urban environment and the stresses resulting from 

the pressures for social and economic change may produce a large degree 

of frustration, anxiety, social deviancy and medical disorder. Both in 

Avarua and Auckland many social problems were produced by differential 

assimilation within the household. As might be expected, older people 

exhibited a much greater orientation and sympathy towards the retention 

of traditional values whereas teenagers and young adults particularly 

those born in New Zealand, showed a much greater preference for urban 

life. Such an attitudinal split in many urban households often 

produced emotional anxiety and physical clashes between parents and their 

children particularly in households where adopted children were living. 

The demands of a more complex and wider society and strong external 

pressure to change are clearly felt by many young Cook Islanders and 

their parents as threatening the social cohesiveness of family and group 

life. 

Cook Islanders in Auckland and Avarua continue to live within 

a number of frames of reference. At least 'three worlds' seem important - 

traditional village - urban Avarua - urban Auckland. In town these 

three loyalties are interwoven and tend to reinforce each other. It is 

possible for an Islander to switch from one 'world' or action pattern 

to another according to the nature of a particular situation. Some may 

prefer to encapsulate themselves in the traditional world but rarely can 

they totally ignore the existence of the others. There is also evidence 

to suggest that many younger people show a much greater preference for 

things urban. 

The urbanisation experience of Cook Islanders provides a 

valuable example of a non-Western traditional people in the process of 

adapting to the demands of colonial and metropolitan urban life. A major 

factor contributing to this adaption is their retention of traditional 

cultural values. 
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APPENDIX A 

DATA GATHERING DEVICES AND DEFINITIONS USED IN THE STUDY 

I. THE RAROTONGAN SURVEYS  

1. The Avaruan Housing and Social Survey: 

Between November 1965 and March 1966 a detailed housing survey and 
brief social survey of the Avarua town area was carried out. This 
involved a census of 551 dwellings in the area from the Pue tapere  
boundary in the east to the western boundary of the Atupa tapere  in the 
west. The boundaries of the town were chosen quite arbitrarily as no 
officially demarcated town boundary exists. The town limits selected 
roughly correspond to the built-up area as it existed in 1965-66.  With 
the assistance of officers of the Public Health Department and the 
Medical officer of Health all households within this area were visited. 
The research design required that the household head (or wife in his 
absence) be interviewed. No refusals were encountered. The housing 
schedule is illustrated below (see Schedule A). 

2. The Three Village Social Survey: 

In 1967 a detailed social survey was undertaken of all households 
in the urban villages of Takuvaine, Tutakimoa and Avatiu-Atupa. A 
total of 389 households were visited. In each case the household head 
was interviewed via the medium of interpreters supplied by the Public 
Health Department. A copy of the interview schedule is appendaged 
below (see Schedule B). 

3. The Rarotongan Emigrant Survey: 

In December 1965 a sample of intending emigrants to New Zealand 
were interviewed. From a list of all applicants for exit permits at 
12/12/65 a 25 percent random sample was drawn. 129 respondents were 
selected and interviewed. 

4. The Avarua Employment Survey: 

With the assistance of the staff section of the Cook Islands 
Administration and all private employing agencies in the town a complete 
list of all urban employees was assembled. From this list a 20% random 
sample was drawn. The employment list also provided a sub-universe of 
65 Europeans working in the town. 

5. The Avarua Migrant Survey: 

82 households were randomly drawn from a list of all households in 
Pu4, Tutakimoa and Upper Takuvaine. If the household selected was not 
a migrant household or had no migrant links (e.g. through wife, parents, 
grandparents) then it was discarded and another household selected. With 
the assistance of interpreters supplied by the Rarotongan Health 
Department all householdr. heads were interviewed (see Schedule B). 
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6. 	Land-use and Housing Surveys-Avarua: 

During late 1965 and early 1966 a detailed land-use and buildings 
survey of Avarua was conducted by the author. Base maps were prepared 
from old aerial surveys of the town together with cadastral maps held 
by the Survey Department. 

II. THE AUCKLAND SURVEYS  

	

1. 	The Auckland Social Survey: 

The results of the Auckland research are to a large extent based 
on interviews with a sample of Islanders. In 1966 there were according 
to census figures 4,391 Cook Islanders resident within the Auckland 
Urban Area. As complete a list as possible of houses occupied by Cook 
Islanders in Auckland was compiled from the files of the Pacific 
Islanders Congregational Church, the Catholic Church, the Cook Island's 
Association and Department of Island Territories. Such a compilation 
revealed a total of 574 dwellings. From this a random sample of 13 
percent was drawn. Seventy-five houses were selected in the sample and 
household schedules were completed for all of them. The research design 
required that all adults and teenagers over the age of 10 be interviewed. 
In the achieved sample of 75 households lived 326 persons over the age 
of 10 years. Also living in the households were 201 Islanderscunder the 
age of 10. In all, then, 527 people lived in the households of the 
achieved sample. This number approximates 13 percent of the Cook 
Island population in Auckland in 1966. Although the sample is 
proportionately a very moderate one it is obviously only one of many 
samples which could have been drawn from the population. No sample 
survey can give precise results, in the sense that one is confident the 
sample value describes exactly the population from which it is drawn. 
The probability that the population figure falls within a particular 
range can be assessed (the Standard Error). The extent of this range 
is determined by the number of cases. 

In this survey a series of different groups of units are chiefly 
used. Seventy-five households, 326 individuals, 250 adults. The 
following table demonstrates the range around 13 percent for the three 
types of sampling units. Expressed in a meaningful (if slightly 
imprecise) way, there are 95 chances out of 100 that the true population 
figure falls in the range. 

Sample Unit 	Number 	Range at 95% level  
of Confidence for 13% 

Houses 	 75 	+ 7.74 

Adults 	 250 	+ 4.25 

Individuals 	527 	+ 2.93 _ 

Variation in numbers and the percentage alter the range. For 
instance, 45 percent of all houses in the sample are rented. It can be 
estimated from this figure that there are 95 chances in 100 that between 
33.5 percent and 56.5 percent of houses in the population are rented. 

Similarly, averages (or means) calculated for sample variables have 
a range within which it can be assumed, at different degrees of probability, 
the true mean lies. This is calculated by use of the standard deviation. 
For example, the average household income in the sample is $66.72 
(SD $33.36). If can be estimated that there are 95 chances in 100 that 
the average household income in the population lies between $59.02 and 
$74.42. 
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This range has seldom been calculated in this study but the reader 
should be aware that the 'standard error' is a recognised factor in all 
sample research. 

The standard deviation (SD) has been included with most means in 
this thesis because it indicates the spread of the variable. The 
middle 68% of the distribution lies between the mean plus and minus 
1 SD. The larger the standard deviation the wider is the spread, a 
small standard deviation suggesting that the respondents are bunched 
around a mean. For example, in the inner city area of Auckland the 
mean number of occupants per household is 8.52 (SD 5.75), and for the 
outer suburbs 10.65 (SD 6.81). The comparison suggests not only larger 
households in the outer area but a comparison of the standard deviations 
suggest a greater variety of household sizes in the outer than in the 
inner area. 

The interview schedule used in the Auckland survey is appendaged 
below (see Schedule C). 

2. The Attitude Survey - Inner Auckland: 

For the survey of non-Polynesian attitudes to the establishment of 
Cook Islanders 80 households were randomly selected from streets in 
which Cook Islanders were known to be living. An effort was made to 
select houses which abutted directly onto dwellings occupied by Cook 
Islanders. Householders were interviewed by the author. 

3. Migrant Survey: 

From the emigration files of the Customs Department Rarotonga, 
139 names were drawn of persons who had emigrated to Auckland in the 
1964-65 period. These persons were then interviewed in Auckland during 
1967. 



HOUSING  

Type of dwellina 

Closed European 

Open European 

Kikau 

Temporary Closed 

Temporary Open 

Number of additional structures 
What used for? 

Toilet 

Handbasi own 

Radio 0 

shared 
number 	 

Ei own,sole use 

shared 
number 

shared 
number 
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10: 

12: 

16: 

11 : 

13: 

15: 
14: 

1 7: 
18: 

8: 

4: 
5: 

9: 

2: 

7: 

3: 

6: 

Material of Construction 

Roof iron 

kikau 

other 

Floor earth 

wood 

Walls 

E. 

conorpte 0 

hard:: ard0 

kikau 

concrote 

other 

wood 

limestone, 

iron 

22: 
23 : 

20: 
21: 

24: 
25: 

19 : 

26: 
27: 
28: 
29: 

li 
32 : 
33: 
34: 

other 

Electricit- 

Water Supply 

Piped water in house 

Piped water outside hous4-1 

	

distance 	 

own/shared 

No piped water 

	

Source of water 	 

Drainage System  

Septic tank 

Soak pit 

Other 

ci 
yards 

Size of dwelling 

Number of sq.ft.occupied flocr space 

Number of rooms, excl.kitchen&bathroomED 

Number of beds ci 
Age of dwelling 

Before 1900 

1900-1914 

1915-1929 

1930-1945 

1946-1961 

Post 1962 

Condition of 

Very good 

Good 

Satisfactory 

Poor 

Very Poor 

Sanitation  

Flush toilet 

Pit latrine 

Pail latrine 

Other 

Cooking facilities 

Kerosene stove 0 

Stove 

	

[I] 	 
FacilitiPs  

	

El own,sole use 	Inside 

	

0 shared 	Outside 

	

number 	 

Shower rlown,soie  use 

Inside 

Outside 

Inside 

Outside 

• 

Wood stove 
Umu   
Primus 

Electric 

Other 

Washing 

Bath 

Inside 

Outside 	 

 E:1 

42: 140 	14 1 : 

	

35: 	 

	

Lair 	137: 	138: 	139: 



— 
y,177. 	 AGE; 	SEX: 	•ARITAL ST.1T1JS: 	RACE: 	RELIGIPU:  

AGE PLACE OF BIRTH 

Village Island 

PLACE OF 
UPBRINGING 

Village Island 

.PRESET PLACE OF 
RESIDENCE 

Village 	Island 
OCCUPATION WEEKLY 

INCOME 
List places lived in (not just visited) 

 4 
Length of 	Reason for moving . 5 

T. You Ilace 	Time 	there 
7 

-Tr--  Your father 
Your mother 
Your wife/ 

husband 
11 Your brothers 

& sisters 
1) M/F 

12 
IT 
14 2) M/F 
15 3) M/F 
16 tr- -  

5 	M/F. lu 
ri- 

41 M/F 
6 	11/F 
7 	M/F 

20 8) M/F 
71----  

9) M/F 
How long have you lived at present addresc 

22 
Z3--- Your children 

1) M/F 
_-______ 

2) M/F 24  Why did y:," 7: t, ::.,.,..ua? 
25 . 	3) N/F 
26 ' 4) M/F 27 
ar — 
.9 

5 	M/F Have you travelled overseas? 	YES/NO 

If YES, state 	:here to, for how long, and 
for what reason 

6 	M/F 
M/F 

1 8 	1.1/F 11 
9) M/F t 10) M/F 

33 Others in house-- 
hold: speci'y 
1)M/F 

4-  

6 2)14/F *ow many of your brothers and sisters 	or 
children) have travelled overseas? ___ 3)1.1/F 

Li 4)M/F 
5)14/F Where to. 

0 
Reasons? 

; 
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Did subject go to school? YES/NO 

If YES, where?   

What level did he reach? 

Did he live away from home village 
during period of education? YES/NO. 

If YES, for how many years? 	 

Did subject's father go to school? YES/NO 

mr-  What levc1 did he reach? 
How far have subject's children reached 
with their education? (Marl: * if still 
at school) 

Residence (tick appropriato 

Living permanently in Avarua Ei 

Boarding in town, returning re larly 
to home village 

(If boarding, frequency of visits home 

Other ED 	  
Name of place considered as "home 
village" 	  

Very Good, Satisfactory Poor 

	„,.■•■■•, 

• 
What do ycu thin!: about conditions hercl? 

In what ways could they be improved? 

What do you think about conditions in Avarua? 

Roads 

Electricity 

Water 

Housing 

Jobs available 

Amusements 

Other, state 

Are conditions here bettor than those in 
your home village? 	  

State form of land tenure 

bgn of Wo!7::: 	Place of 'Jerk 	Wares 	Tinn 
LengthOI 

Length of time in current job 
Hours WOrk3d wa':.:17 • 

Links with Village & Attitudes towards Town 	, 

(e )annually (f)other 

Why do you visit "home village"?' 

How often do village relatives vi.eet :Triur household? 

N

weecly (b)fortnIghtly (c)monthly (d)quarterly 	1 

—; do they visit you? 	 1 

How often do.you'visit "home village"? 

When do you intend to return and live in the village? 

• - . 	. 

. 	• 



WAGE CONSUIVTION  

	

Total weekly cash income 	  

Amounts spent weekly on: 

	

Food *   

Clothing- 

	

Cinema 	  

	

Dance 	 

	

Drinking 	 

	

Cigarettes 	 

	

Cash to kin 	  

Specify to whom 	  

How often? 

Church 

How much spent yearly on children's 

education? 

During the last year what large items have 
you bought from store? 

ITEM 	COST  

Do you . grow any of your own food? 	YES/NO 

all 	YES/NO 

more than.half 	YES/NO 

less than half 	YES/NO 

Is any food.sent tO you from other relatives? YES/NO 

From where? 	  

How much do you save? 	  

What will you do with your savings? 	 

Do you receive any money from New Zealand? YES/NO 

How often? 	  

How much? 

From whom? a
 TI
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Have you a Savings Bank account? 	 

Do you grow any food crops? YES/NO 

If YES, what? 	  

Do you receive any food sent from islands? 

IF YES, how often 
	YES/NO 

what foods 

Have you been back to Cook Islands?YES/NO 

If YES, when? 

why? 

for how long? 	 

I 
; 1 

I 

I . 1 
I; 

RECREATIONAL/SOCIAL  
Do you belong to a church in Auckland_ 

What denomination? 

Belong to any sport's team? YES/NO 

Social clubs? YES/NO 

If YES, what? 	  

Husband" Wife. 

How long did you go 
to school? 

What grade were you In when 
you left school? 

Did you train for 
any job before 

coming to N.Z.? 

D
 a
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LOCATION No. 	 t Number in wage employment 	 
Age 	 belt 	 i.: Number at school 

Place of Birth: 	.Husband 1 Wife 	I! Number of children born in NZ 	 .. 
Vil'age 	 .. , Number unemployed 

IsLini 	; !• Do you, or doss head own house? - 
Length of Resider^e it. N.Z.   '; If NO, what is weekly rent? 	 

I 

Number of-lobs since 
• arro.giArs #.2.1 

.! 

• 
•• 

Why did you change jobs?  I. 
I. 	e 	, 

" How traveI,to.eork? 
' 

IBC=  • 
Total income last week? 
Aucuctipent on: 

Food 	 
Clothing 

!I 

t, r.z.? 

stay la Akd? 

Prior to tuat 

Prior to tuat 

Why did you move? 

Did you first ML.442 tc Avarua? 

Which district? 

With relatives or  

Did you work in arlrua? 

What job? 

how did you finatce ybut trip 
to N.Z.? 

Did. you come aloe? 

If alone 
When did your fEmlly c:rive? 

in AucLiand 

Where cid you 1:v, immediately' 
prior to this addrise? 

Why did y( . 1 cte 

How did you coLle 

Do you intend to 

If not, where do you-..ntend 
to go? 

For what rca....)-? 

IYES/NO 

ANM-PM-R0 

TES/NO 

AMW.PM-RO :; 

How long held this job? 

Job immediately prior 
to that? 

: Prior to this? 

	

Transport to work 	 

Cinema/Dances 	 

Drinking 

Cigarettes 	 

	

Do you send money back , 	• 	1 

to the Islands? 	Yes/NO ES/N04 YES/NO  

Approx. how much? 

How often? 

For what reason? 

OCCUPATION  

Present Job 

Husband. Wife . .Children.  

• I  

I 

i 
: 



Means of Transport  HOUSING Location of residence 

HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE  

Total number adults 	  

Total number children 	  

Number of families 	  

Additional Member 

Brother/Sister 
(e4 family) 

Old Parents 

Nephew 

Young in-laws 

Not related 

DEMOGRAPHIC STRUCTURE  

Car 

Bicycle 

Other 

Foot 

YES/NO 

YES/NO 

YES/NO 

YES/NO 

Male Female 

	

0-4 	 
5-9 

	

10-14 	 

	

15-19 	 
20-24 

	

25-29 	 

	

30-34 	 

	

35-39 	 

	

40-44 	 

	

45-49 	 

	

50-54 	 
55-59_ 

	

60-64 	 

	

65-69 	 

	

70-74 	 
75+ 

Age of house 	 

Materials of construction-roof 

walls 

Condition 	 

Provision of Amenities  

Number of rooms 	 

	 Number of bedrooms 	 

 1 
 Kitchen  

Bathroom  

  Running water YES/NO 

Hot water YES/NO 

Electricity YES/NO 

	 Gas 	 YES/NO 

Kerosene 	YES/NO 

Stove 	YES/NO 

Refrigerator 	YES/NO 

Radio 	YES/NO 

T.V. 	 YES/NO 

Washing Machine 	YES/NO 

Sanitation  

W.C. 	YES/NO 	Inside 
Outside 

Other 	YES/NO 	Inside 
Outside 

Other 

0 
a r
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B
0S
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BOUNDARIES OF THE TOWN OF AVARUA 

In general terms the five traditional village settlements 
of Tupapa-Maraerenga, Pue-Matavera, Tutakimoa, Takuvaine and 
Avatiu-Ruatonga used in the 1966 census count are taken as comprising 
the town of Avarua (see Figure I.1). In some cases in this study 
the village of Nikao is also included as well. For much of the more 
detailed analysis of housing, household and demographic structure in 
Part II a finer division of these villages is utilised. In this case 
Avarua is composed of the following village or sub-village areas: 
Tupapa, Maraerenga, Lower Takuvaine, Upper Takuvaine, Tutakimoa, 
Ruatonga, Avatiu, Atupa to which in some cases the village of Nikao 
is added. The broad boundaries of these areas are shown in Figure 
V.1. 
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AUCKLAND URBAN 
AREA 

1961 
CENSUS STATISTICAL SUBDIVISIONS 

AUCKLAND CITY 

04 FITEEPAANS BAY 
06 AUCKLAND CENT 
06 NEWTON 
07 GRAFTON 
06 AvONDALE SIN 
CO AVONDALE NTH. 
10 POSEBANK 
II wATERVIEW 
12 PT CHEVALIER 
13 wESTPAERE 
14 HERNE BAY 
15 PONSONey 
US GREY LYNN 
I,  ARCH HILL 
16 EDEN TERRACE 
IN EPSON,  NORTH 
20 EPSOM SOUTH 
21 PARNELL 
22 REPAuERA NTH. 
23 REPAUERA 5TH 
24 MEADOWBANK 
25 ORAKE, 
26 MISSION BAY 
27 KOHIM•Rama 
28 ST. HELIERS 
29 GLENDOvNE 
30 WEST TAMAKi 

OTHER BOROUGHS 

31 EAST COAST BAYS 
32 TAKAPuNA 
33 O(VONPORT 

NORTHCOTE 
35 BIRKENHEAD 
36 HENDERSON 
37 GLEN EDEN 
38 NEW LYNN 
39 NEWMARKET 

MT ALBERT BOROUGH 

40 KINGSLAND 
Al mORNINGSIDE 
42 SANDRINGHAM 
43 MT ALBERT CENT 
44 SPRINGFIELD-

OWAIRAK A 

MT EDEN BOROUGH 
45 PAT EDEN NORTH 
48 PAT EDEN CENT 
47 PAT EDEN SOUTH 
MT ROSKILL BOROUGH 
48 THREE KINGS 
49 ROYAL OAK 
50 HILLSBOROUGH 
51 SANDRINGHAM 

52 NALSEY-WAIKOWH41 

53 ONEHUNGA BOROUGH 
54 ONE TREE HILL BOR. 
55 ELLERSLIE BOROUGH 
56 PAT WELLINGTON BOO 
57 HOwICK BOROUGH 
56 OTAHUHU BOROUGH 
59 PAPATOETOE BOR 
60 mANUREwa BOROUGH 
61 PAPAKuRA BOROUGH 

WAITEmATA COuNTy1PAR1) 

62 KELSTON WEST C T 
63 TITiPANG1 CT 
TM GREEN BAY C T 
65 GLENFIELD 
66 OTHER COUNTY TEAR 

mANUKAU COUNTY (PART) 
67 BUCKLANDS AND 

EASTERN BEACHES CT. 
68 PAKURANGA C T 
69 mANGERE BRIDGE CT. 
70 MANGERS EAST CT 
71 OTHER COUNTY TERR 
72 FRANKLIN COUNTY (PART) 

- BOROUGH BOUNDARY 
AREAS BEYOND URBAN 

	 AREA 

1 	0 	I 	2 	3 
tals■I=INNmi 

SCALE OF MILES 

433. 

DEFINITIONS OF INNER CITY, INNER AND OUTER SUBURBS  

The inner city zone  is taken to be the 12 census divisions 
of Auckland Central, Freeman Bay, Ponsonby, Grey Lynn, Arch Hill, 
Kingsland, Mt. Eden North, Eden Terrace, Newton, Grafton, 
Newmarket and Parnell. The inner suburban zone  comprises Herne 
Bay, Westmere, Pt Chevalier, Waterview, Mt Albert (minus 
Kingsland), Mt Eden (minus Mt Eden North), Three Kings, Royal 
Oak, Epsom North and South, Remuera North and South, One Tree 
Hill, Ellerslie, Onehunga, Meadowbank, Orakei, Mission Bay, 
Kohimarama, St Heliers and Devonport. The outer suburban area  
comprises all remaining census tracts within the urban boundary. 
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INDICES OF RESIDENTIAL CONCENTRATION, RESIDENTIAL 
DISSIMILARITY AND SEGREGATION  

1. The formula for the index of residential concentration  is 

• 	OP 
CI =-- AD 

where 0 is the observed population of an ethnic group in census tract 
n; P the total population of the urban area; A the total population 
of the ethnic group in the urban area And D the total population of 
census tract n. 

An index of 1 would indicate that the minority group was 
represented in the census tract in the same proportion as for the 
whole urban area. An index of greater than 1 would indicate concentration 
in some degree, for example, an index of 4 would indicate that the 
particular group was concentrated in the tract of 4 times the proportion 
of the urban area. Conversely, an index of 0.5 would mean that there 
were half the number required for an even distribution. 

2. The index of residential dissimilarity  is simply the percentage 
of one population which would have to change its present residential 
location in order to match the distribution of another. The formula 
for the index of dissimilarity  is 

1/2 E(Xi-Yi) 

where X is the percentage distribution of a particular group over tracts 
and Y the percentage distribution of another group (or all other groups) 
over tracts. Negative values are ignored in the calculation. 

3. The formula for the index of segregation  is the same as that 
for the index of dissimilarity except that Y relates to the total 
population less X. 

For a further discussion of the indices of dissimilarity and 
segregation see Collison, 1967; Duncan and Duncan, 1955 and Taueber 
and Taueber, 1965. 
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APPENDIX B 

STATISTICAL TABLES  

NINETEENTH CENTURY ESTIMATES OF POPULATION 

Rarotonga 

Year Source 

82 

Estimated Population 

6000-7000 

2205* (4350+) 

3300 

3000 

2800 

2344 

2400 

1856 

1936 

2000 

1800 

2454 

2207 

2060 

1823-33 

1840 

1843 

1845 

1848 

1854 

1864 

1867 

1872 

1881 

1889 

1895 

1901 

1902 

Williams, 	1846: 	16 

*Buzacott, 	1840; W. Gill, 	1841 
(Avarua and Arorangi only) 

+ McArthur, 1967: 

W. Gill, 	1856: 72 

McArthur, 	1967: 	183 

Pittman, 1848 

Buzacott, 1854-6 

Beaglehole, 	1957: 45 

Chalmers, 	1867 in Lovett,1903: 

W.W. Gill, 	1872 

McArthur, 	1967: 	183 

Beaglehole, 1957: 129 

Census 

Census 

Census 

Early Estimates of Population 

Avarua 

1183 1840 Buzacott, 1840 

920 1846 Boston Daily Whig 

735 1854 Buzacott, 	1854b 

1102 1895 Census 
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VITAL STATISTICS  

Births 

AITUTAKI 1886-1899 

Natural Increase Deaths Marriages 

1886 4o 42 18 -2 

1887 33 61 17 -28 

1888 35 46 7 -11 

1889 28 41 6 -13 

1890 33 52 20 -19 

1891 21 33 8 -12 

1892 31 28 14 3 

1893 36 31 16 5 

1894 29 18 27 11 

1895 24 32 6 -8 

1896 27 23 18 4 

1897 27 27 13 o 

1898 33 35 17 -2 

1899 24 30 7 -6 

Source: NZPP A3, 1901: 	25. 
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RECRUITMENT OF COOK ISLAND LABOUR 

FOR MAKATEA 1942-1955 

Date of 
Dept. 

Atiu Mangaia Mauke Mitiaro Rarotonga Total Deaths 

28.12.43 85 85 1 

19.11.43 60 42 20 122 

19. 	3.44 2 2 1 152 157 1 

15.12.44 110 71 20 201 

11. 	4.45 168 168 2 

1. 	6.46 71 25 158 254 1 

6. 	6.47 139 139 

10. 	9.47 65 60 25 63 213 

3. 	7.48 138 138 3 
19. 	1.49 30 82 50 25 59 246 

25. 8.49 49 52 14 115 230 

2.11.49 60 20 80 

12. 9.50 43 43 

23. 9.50 48. 48 

29. 	6.51 6.3 63 4 

6. 3.52 54 54 

15. 	3.52 17 8 48 73 

31. 	3.52 23 28 8 59 1 

5. 9.52 11 11 

20.10.52 62 62 

8. 4.53 47 47 
2 

21. 	4.53 52 52 

4. 5.53 52 52 

3.11.53 30 30 

19.11.53 47 47 

11. 	5.54 16 12 60 88 

22. 5.54 19 28 46 93 
23. 	2.55 51 51 1 

Totals 326 450 424 158 1548 2906 26 

Source: Compiled from files of Resident Commissioner, 
Collector of Customs and Registrar of Courts, Rarotonga. 
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REPATRIATION OF COOK ISLAND  

LABOUR FROM MAKATEA 1944-1955 

Date of 
Arrival 

Atiu Mangaia 

Island Returned to 

Rarotonga Total Mauke Mitiaro 

16.2.41+ 3 2 1 85 91 

28.11.44 57 39 15 111 

7. 4.45 140 140 

23.12.45 104 67 21 3 195 

8. 5.46 171 171 

20. 6.46 11 11 

29. 5.47 2 2 150 154 

lo. 	8.47 72 25 97 

16. 	6.48 135 135 

29.10.48 64 58 26 58 206 

1. 	8.49 30 8o 52 25 202 389 

11. 	9.50 104 104 

21. 	9.50 50 51 13 2 116 

4. 	3.52 86 86 

15. 	3.52 4o 12 36 88 

3. 9.52 65 65 

7. 4.53 97 97 

19. 4.53 38 35 11 84 

3.11.53 68 68 

1. 	5.54 31 139 170 

28. 8.54 40 32 72 

16. 	8.55 31 86 117 

Totals 315 388 378 149 1537 2767 

The difference in the number of departures and returnees is accounted 
for as follows:- 

(a) No. of labourers still in Makatea at 16.8.55 	91 

(b) No. of deaths 1942-1955 	 26 

(c) Estimated no. of labourers granted permission to remain 
in the Society Islands, plus deserters 	22 

(d) Total Repatriated 	 2767 

(e) Grand Total 	 2906 



M 

1 91 1 

F 

1916 

M 	F 

1921 

M 	F 

1926 

N 	F 

1936 

M 	F 

1945 

M 	F 

1951 

M 	F 

1956 

M 	F 

m 1961 F  

0 -4 148 154 162 165 208 253 285 306 387 330 412 427 469 459 570 591 797 838 
5- 9 154 134 160 167 216 201 234 266 361 321 441 405 387 414 531 502 596 612 
10-14 123 85 153 134 217 171 207 189 300 276 386 352 470 385 442 443 555 506 
15-19 174 116 135 132 172 142 194 167 227 250 266 269 357 306 532 431 535 544 
20-24 148 109 122 124 164 150 179 143 250 236 227 205 243 207 410 285 434 369 
25-29 148 126 205 154 154 114 164 138 219 169 178 190 205 172 250 211 339 276 
30-34 125 101 137 93 140 112 119 100 147 131 167 148 150 170 212 156 241 204 
35-39 97 75 117 94 122 87 135 112 144 130 130 117 152 132 175 175 205 164 
40-44 96 59 100 91 100 75 113 75 97 98 111 96 149 99 179 153 178 161 
45-49 52 35 73 51 83 69 77 57 131 84 114 105 89 95 133 107 167 136 
50-54 56 47 59 46 57 49 48 42 97 67 91 87 96 87 108 102 122 116 
55-59 49 28 47 15 44 36 19 23 48 40 88 51 71 45 81 84 93 86 
50-64 34 35 29 22 38 33 38 34 43 38 70 56 69 61 63 65 81 74 
65-69 35 12 18 8 24 11 19 6 22 26 24 24 35 31 57 54 59 44 
70 + 15 20 25 9 25 14 17 11 33 32 30 40 41 54 62 48 68 
Totals 1454 1166 1545 1308 1768 1579 1969 1762 2526 2292 2735 2572 2983 2720 3805 3407 4470 74 6  206 
Unspe- 3 5 3 1 4 2 121 93 15 4 
cified 

m 19667  

984 959 

787 831 

603 635 

599 565 

366 457 

336 298 

282 2 35 

226 193 

209 170 

171 1 39 
145 134 

103 86 

76 	61 

87 	75 

7  5 3047 :924 

CHANGES IN AGE-SEX STRUCTURE 

RAROTONGA 1911-1966 

Note: The 1911-1951 figures refer only to Cook Islanders. The 1956-1966 figures include other groups as well. 

Source: Cook Island Census material 1911-1966 



AVARUA HOUSING SURVEY 

SUMMARY OF DATA 

Village and Sub-Village  Areas 
Tupapa Marae- 

renga 
Lower 
Taku- 
vaine 

Upper 
Taku- 
vaine 

Atupa 'Tutak- 
imoa 

Rua- 
tonga 

Avatiu Total 
Avarua 

No.11/holds 97 63 81 66 30 84 59 71 551 

Birthplace 
H/holdHed 

European 6 1 14 1 4 16 1 3 36 

Rarotonga 42 19 37 15 9 8 26 21 177 

Aitutaki 11 9 7 1 2 9 3 1 43 

Atiu 12 11 12 11 2 1 6 10 65 

Mangaia 1 9 li 8 2 6 14 7 51 

Mauke 5 2 14 12 2 7 1 1 34 

Mitiaro 1 - 1 7 2 - - 3 14 

Pukapuka 13 - - - 1 3 - 2 19 

Penrhyn 2 1 - 1 - 6 1 - 11 

Palmerston 1 1 - - - 4 - 2 6 

Rakahanga - - - - - 7 - - 7 

French 
Polynesia - 2 - 2 - 1 2 1 8 

Samoa - - 2 - - - - - 2 

Other - - 6 2 - 1 - - 9 

No Data 1 3 5 1 5 1 3 13 32 

Type of 
Owe 

 
European 58 42 48 25 20 4o 26 32 291 

Kikau 26 13 16 20 2 4 14 18 113 

Temporary 
closed 13 8 17 21 8 38 19 21 145 

Temporary 
open - - _ - _ 3 _ _ 3 
Mean size . 
sq.ft. 597.63 594.83 607.21 521.41 493.57 467.19 534.02 469.87 540.26 

Mean no. 
of rooms 4.588 4.603 4.531 3.5 3.8 3.595 4.119 3.408 5.054 

Mean no. 
of beds 6.021 6.539 7.531 6.969 5.267 4.94 5.356 5.352 6.053 

Separate 
kitchen 
inside 44 25 27 15 10 28 22 25 196 

Separate 
kitchen 
outside 

lzg_af 

26 27 32 19 14 15 22 13 168 

DwellinK 

Prior 1900 - 1 2 - - - - 1 4 

1900-1914 - - 4 - - 3 - 1 8 
1915-1929 11 8 6 1 - 2 2 3 33 
1930 - 1945 10 11 9 6 - 5 10 2 53 
1946-1961 42 33 43 39 11 34 31 21 254 
Post 	1962314 10 17 20 19 40 16 43 199 



Tupapa Marae- 
renga 

Lower 
Taku- 
vaine 

Upper 
Takuv- 
sine 

Atupa Tutak- 
imoa 

Rua- 
tonga 

Avatiu Total 
Avarua 

Condition 
of dwell. 

Very good 15 8 13 15 10 15 9 11 96 

Good 26 15 17 5 9 22 10 18 122 

Needs 
Minor Rep-
airs 	38 31 38 32 5 22 27 19 212 

Needs Major 
Repairs 13 7 12 12 2 16 13 16 96 

Very Poor - 	'  2 1 1 14 9 - 7 24 

Mean no. 
of Occup. 8.856 8.635 9.247 9.364 7.233 7.964 8.085 7.986 8.5299 

Main Roof- 
i28-1.11212.1a 
Iron 67 48 64 41 27 68 47 52 414 

Kikan 

1 

29 14 16 20 2 7 11 18 117 

Wood - - 1 1 1 - 4 

Iron/Kikau 1 - 1 15 

Other - - - 

Main Floor 
TG7771737—  
Earth 12 13 8 6 1 3 12 10 72 

Wood 32 26 44 38 5 40 7 32 

Concrete 50 24 29 20 24 40 35 28 

Other/ 
Pebbles 3 12 

Main Mat 
T5.17.77---  
Weath.bds. 7 7 15 5 1 17 14 9 65 
Wood strips 10 2 5 1 1 2 4 5 30 

Pack.cases 13 11 8 13 2 15 4 16 82 

Limestone 15 11 10 - 1 4 2 43 
Conc.blcks.17 8 11 1 5 10 3 13 68 
Iron 6 5 2 3 1 7 3 5 32 

Kikau 1 - - 2 
Asbestos 
sheets 26 10 17 18 14 6 12 14 117 

Hard/bd 
sheets 27 18 35 29 8 37 31 21. 206 

Combination 
of various 25 9 23 14 2 11 6 14 

Dwellings 
with elect 56 31 31 26 15 36 27 26 248 
Dwellings 
with inside  
water 18 12 19 8 10 22 12 8 109 

Dwellings 
with water 
within 20x  74 44 56 50 14 48 36 57 379 
Dwell.with 
no water 2 1 2 1 20 



Pupa pa Marae-
renga 

Lower 
Taku- 
vaine 

Upper 
Taku- 
vaine 

Atupa Tutak-
imoa 

Rua - 
tonga 

Avatiu Total 
Avarua 

Dwell.with 
hot water 1 0 3 lo 5 5 4 6 60 

Dwell.with 
flush 
toilet 20 11 17 9 1 1 20 9 8 105 

Dwell.with 
pit 
latrine 76 51 65 55 1 5 59 51 59 431 

Main Means 
7,777a77-  
Wood stove - - - 1 - 2 - 3 
Kero stove 31 25 22 13 5 18 13 14 141 

elec.stove 7 1 1 1 6 6 3 1 26 

Primus 8 4 6 9 10 3 4 44 

umu 29 28 33 31 6 23 22 25 197 

Kero+Umu 13 3 8 3 11 14 6 2 60 

Primus+umu 8 2 6 5 - 10 8 15 54 
Kero+Primus- 2 - - 2 6 1z,  

Dwell.with 
Bath 7 4 8 2 3 6 2 2 34 

Dwell.with 
shower 86 57 79 51 27 8 1 50 67 504 
Dwell. 
sharing 
shower 17 2 3 6 36 17 19 96 
Dwell.with 
no toilet 2 2 6 
Dweel. with 
own toilet 87 58 72 59 22 75 41 (+9 463 
Dwell.shar- 
ing toilet '  10 5 3 3 6 23 11 14 81 

Dwell .with 
own h/basin51 28 34 29 14 29 41 24 250 

I 
Dwell.shar- 
ing h/basin 9 5 5 1 2 15 8 3 33 
No. loan 
houses' 12 7 6 8 3 3 7 10 56 

Mean per 
capita 
floor space67.4854 68.886 65.666 55.6845 68.235 58.661 66.0524 58.8377 63.395' 
Additional 
Structures 

Cook housel6 2 9 4 6 23 6 1 57 
Cook house 
+ eat.house 25 23 26 17 8 11 7 27 144 

eat.house 1 4 10 8 1 - 1 25 

sleep.house 

sleep. 	+ 
eat. 	house 

12 

- 

7 

1 

4 

1 

5 

5 

3 

1 

4 

1 

- 7 

1 

42 

1 0 
Storage 1 2 - - 1 3 3 2 12 

No. addit. 
structures 52 24 30 27 10 41 55 17 255 
. NeW hoLx;es Wilt with aid of G ovErnmit Hosing Li.Dces not include old hcuses renovated 	or 
additions to existing structures. 

Source: 'Avarua Housing Survey. 
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AVARUA HOUSING DATA BREAKDOWN BY ETHNIC GROUP 

OF  HOUSEHOLD HEAD AND VILLAGE AREA  

.-..-2.PS_U11 •Eui 

Tupapa Marae- 
renga 

Lower 
Takuv- 
aine 

Upper 
Takuv- 
sine 

Atupa Tutakl- 
moa 

Rua- 
tonga 

Avatiu Total 
Avarua 

Mean size 
dwelling 836.67 1600 756.25 1360 762.5 737.19 1100 690 806.11 

Mean no. 
rooms 6.83 14 5.75 9 7 5.94 9 5 6.5 

Mean no. 
occupants 4.17 16 9.75 13 4 4.37 4 4 5.42 

Mean room 
size 

persons 
per room 

122.44 

1.64 

114.29 

1.143 

131.52 

1.696 

151.11 

1.44 

108.93 

0.571 

124.16 

0.737 

122.22 

0.444 

138 

0.8 

124.02 

0.833 

pcp/space 200.8 100 77.56 104.62 190.63 168.5 275 175.5 148.82 

2.Rarotonla 

Size 644.48 662.89 634.27 565.67 586.33 388.12 634.42 483.81 602.56 

Rooms 5.17 5 4 .97 4.2 4 .33 3.37 5.31 3.667 4.75 

Occupants 9.17 9.31 3.81 9 8.22 8.12 8.42 9 8.87 

Room size 124.74 132.58 177.54 134.68 135.31 115 119.53 131.95 126.97 

pp room 0.564 1.863 1.772 2.143 1.897 2.41 1.59 2.45 1.87 

pcp/space 70.31 71.16 71.99 62.85 71.31 47.77 75.32 53.76 67.93 

3.Aitutaki 

Size 637.73 451 657.29 310 380 339.44 665 640 521.7 

Rooms 5.09 3 4.71 2 3.5 2.556 4.33 4 3.84 

Occupants 10 6.44 9.285 7 8 7.44 9.67 6 8.33 

Room size 125.27 150.33 139.42 155 108.57 132.83 153.46 160 135.9 

pp room 0.509 2.148 1.97 3.5 2.28 2.91 2.23 1.5 2.169 

pep/space 63.77 69.98 70.78 44.29 47 • 5 45.597 68.79 106.67 62.67 

4.Atiu 

Size 555.83 559.45 435 443.64 170 120 324.17 253.6 428.6c 

Rooms 3.92 4 2.92 2.364 1.5 1 2.33 1.8 2.89 

Occupants 8.75 9.27 9.58 10.91 6 6 7.167 6.2 8.55 

Room size 141.91 139.86 149.14 187.69 113.33 120 138.93 140.89 148.2 

pp room 0.448 2.318 3.286 4.269 4 6 3.07 3.44 2.96 

pcp/space 63.52 60.33 45.39 43.96 28.33 20 45.23 40.903 50.12 

5.Mangaia 

Size 385 468.33 626.25 422.5 420 305.83 440.64 391.43 432.7 

Rooms 3 3.667 4.75 2.875 3 2.5 3.143 2.71 3.18 

Occupants 7 8.89 8.75 8.37 7 6.67 8.07 8.28 8.12 

Room size 128.33 127.73 131.84 146.96 140 122.33 140.2 144.21 136.23 

pp room 0.428 2.424 1.842 2.91 2.33 2.667 2.57 3.05 2.556 

ncn/soace 55 52.69 71.57 50.45 60 45.87 54.59 47.24 53.31 

443. 



__ 

Tupapa Marae- 
renga 

Lower 
Takuv- 
aine 

Upper 
Takuv- 
aine 

Atupa Tutaki- 
moa 

Rua- 
tonga 

Avatiu Total 
Avarua 

6.Mauke 

Size 529 460.5 460 570.25 465 572.86 640 225 531 

Rooms 4.8 3.5 3 3.83 3.5 3.71 4 2 3.76 

Occupants 8.6 7 9.5 9.83 7.5 8 7 10 8.85 

Room size 110.21 131.57 153.33 148.76 132.86 154.23 160 112.5 141.05 

pp room 0.558 2 3.167 2.565 2.143 2.154 1.75 5 2.35 

pcp/space 61.51 65.786 48.42 57.99 62 71.61 91.43 22.5 59.98 

L14111212 
Size 180 360 480 537.5 528.33 468.57 

Rooms 1 1 2.71 3 . 2.57 

Occupants 6 13 11.43 8.5 8.667 10.143 

Room size 180 360 176.84 179.17 176.11 182.22 

pp room 0.167 13 4.21 2.83 2.89 3.94 

pcp/space 30 27.69 42 63.23 60.96 46.197 

8.Manihiki 

Size 442.08 200 380.33 665 443.05 

Rooms 2.385 2 4 4.5 2.84 

Occupants 9 9 6.67 8 8.53 

Room size 185.39 100 95.08 147.78 155.89 

pp room 0.265 4.5 1.67 1.778 3 

pcp/space 49.12 22.22 57.05 1.78 51.96 

9.Penrhyn 

Size 435 715 650 391.67 525 464.55 

Rooms 2 6 4 2.833 3 3.09 

Occupants 9 13 8 8.33 7 8.73 

Room size 217.5 119.17 162.5 138.24 175 150.29 

pp room 0.222 2.167 2 2.94 2.33 2.82 

pcp/space 48.33 55 81.25 47 75 53.23 

10.Palmer- 
ston 

Size 1150 1680 355 437.5 640.63 

Rooms 14 20 2.5 5 6.75 

Occupants 26 19 9.5 9 12.62 

Room size 82.143 84 142 87.5 94.91 

pp room 0.538 0.95 3.8 1.8 1.87 

pcp/space 44.23 88.421 37.37 48.61 50.74 
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Tupapa Marae- 
renga 

Lower 
Takuv- 
aine 

Upper 
Takuv- 
aine 

Atupa Tutaki- 
moa 

Rua- 
tonga 

Avatiu Total 
Avarua 

11.Raka- 
L1EUEE--- 
Size 463.57 463.57 

Rooms 3.14 3.14 

Occupants 15.71 15.71 

Room size 147.5 147.5 

pp room 5 5 

pcp/space 29.5 29.5 

12.French 
12211ntaia 
Size 447.5 717.5 600 560 560 576.25 

Rooms 2.5 5.5 2 3 4 3.5 

Occupants 10.5 9 11 	, 11.5 7 10 

Room size 179 130.45 300 186.67 140 164.64 

pp rooms 4.2 1.64 5.5 3.83 1.75 2.86 

pcp/space 42.62 79.72 54.55 48.69 80 57.62 

12412112.2 
Size 457.5 457.5 

Rooms 3 3 

Occupants 7.5 7.5 

Room size 152.5 152.5 

pp room 2.5 2.5 

pcp/space 61 61 

14.0ther 
1221.112PAi2E 
Size 432.5 690 175 381 

Rooms 3 6 1 2.8 

Occupants 7 12 7.5 8.2 

Room size 144.17 115 175 136.07 

pp room 2.33 2 7.5 2.93 

pcp/space 61.79 57.5 23.33 46.46 

15.Total 
(all groups) 

Size 597.63 594.83 607.21 521.41 493.57 467.19 534.02 469.87 540.76 

Rooms 4.587 4.603 4.53 3.5 3.8 3.59 4.12 3.41 4.05 

Occupants 8.85 8.63 9.25 9.36 7.23 7.96 8.08 7.98 8.53 

Room size 145.115 131.853 157.89 152.47 122.39 141.25 145.85 139.87 142.09 

pp room 0.51 2.08 2.042 2.674 2.16 3.22 2.16 2.34 2.575 

pcp/space 67.48 68.89 65.66 55.68 68.23 58.66 66.05 58.84 63.39 

4 45 . 



1+46. 

No. 

KEY TO VARIABLES IN FOLLOWING TABLES 

Variable No. Variable 

1 European 87 Pit latrine 

6 Mauke 88 Pail latrine 

7 Mitiaro 89 No toilet 

9 Manihiki 90 Other toilet 

10 Pukapuka 91 Not stated toilet 

21 Closed European house form 95 Primus stove 

22 Kikau house form 96 Umu 

23 Temporary closed house form 99 Primus and umu 

24 Temporary open house form 101 Not stated stove 

30 Additional sleeping house 103 No shower 

31 Additional sleeping and eating 104 
house 105 

Own shower, inside 

Own shower, outside 
34 Size of dwelling 107 Own shower, outside but shared 
35 Number of rooms 109 Shared shower, outside 
37 Separate inside kitchen 111 No toilet 
38 Separate outside kitchen 112 Own toilet, inside 
39 No separate kitchen 113 Own toilet, outside 
44 House built 1930-1945 115 Own toilet, shared outside 
45 House built 1946-1961 117 Shared toilet, outside 
55 Iron roof 119 Own handbasin, inside 
56 Kikau roof 124 Shared handbasin, outside 
57 Wood roof 126 Number of consumer appliances 

59 Other roof 

61 Earth floor 

62 Wood floor 

63 Concrete floor 

64 Pebble floor 

67 Weatherboard walls 

68 Wood strip walls 

69 Packing case walls 

72 Iron sheet walls 

75 Asbestos sheet walls 

76 Other material walls 

78 Electricity 

79 Inside piped water 

81 Piped water more than 20 yds 
away 

82 No water, use neighbours 

83 No water 

85 Hot water supply 

86 Flush Toilet 



EXTRACT FROM CORRELATION MATRIX 

AVARUA HOUSING SURVEY 

I. Correlation between Grade of Housing and 
other Variables: Total Avarua Area 

A. Variable 51: 	Poor housing needing Substantial Repairs 

No. Variable 

21 Closed European Style dwelling -.4380 

22 Kikau Style dwelling .2289 

23 Temporary closed Style dwelling .2688 

34 Size of dwelling -.3760 

35 Number of Rooms -.3116 

37 Separate kitchen inside -.3013 

39 No Separate kitchen .2616 

56 Kikau roofing .2501 

61 Earth floor .2620 

63 Concrete floor - .3996 

68 Wood strip walls .2061 

69 Packing case walls .3322 

75 Asbestos sheet walls - .2268 

78 Electricity -.3966 

79 Piped water inside -.2281 

86 Flush toilet -.2229 

87 Pit latrine .1960 

93 Kerosene stove -.2250 

96 Umu .2064 

104 Own shower, inside -.2003 

109 Shared shower, inside .2187 

112 Own toilet, inside -.2056 

117 Outside toilet, shared .2091 

119 Own handbasin, inside -.2825 

126 Number consumer appliances -.2825 

127 Loan house -.2111 

B. Variable 52: 	Very Poor housing 

21 	Closed European style -.2258 

23 Temporary closed dwelling .2157 

24 Temporary open dwelling .1050 

34 Size of dwelling - .2399 

35 Number of rooms -.1958 

36 Number of beds -.1174 

37 Separate inside kitchen -.1586 
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No. Variable 

39 No separate kitchen .2116  

61 Earth floor .1811  

63 Concrete floor -.2215 

69 Packing case walls .2106  

76 Other walls .2934 

82 Piped water more 30 yards away .2481 

83 No water .2609 

89 Waste disposal direct to river or sea .1998 

90 No toilet .2609 

96 Umu .1562  

103 No shower .1895 

109 Outside shower, shared .1988 

111 No toilet .3203 

117 Outside toilet, shared .2185  

126 Number Consumer appliances -.2158 

127 Loan house - .2975 
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II EXTRACTS FROM HOUSING CORRELATION MATRIX : VARIABLE 51  

POOR GRADE HOUSING, SELECTED VILLAGE AREAS  

Variable Tutakimou Lower 
Takuvaine 

Upper 
Takuvaine 

Ruatonga Tupapa Atupa 

1 -.2553 .05 

7 .2681 

9 .6948 .001 
21 -.4625 .001 - .4322 .001 - .368 1 .0 1 -.47 19 .001 -.4199 -.3780 .05 
23  ; .2910 .01 .4678 .001 .4213 .001 
22 .3697 

24 .2334 .05 

30 .2593 .05 
31 .2263 .05 

34 -.4383 .001 -.3823 .001 -.3121 .05 -.3719 .01 -.4174 
35 -.4146 .001 -.3557 .01 -.3308 .01 -.2956 .05 -.3 126 

37 -.3430 .01 -.2949 .01 -.2557 .05 -.3254 .05 -.3817 

44 .3975 .01 

45 -.3513 .05 

55 -.3186 .01 -.4136 -.3563 .05 

56 .4413 .4643 .01 

57 .2263 .05 .2681 .05 

59 .2631 .05 
61 .5348 .001 .27 93 
62 .2425 .05 .2867 .05 

63 -.3755 .001 -.4119 .001 -.3922 .01 -.3583 .01 -.4696 

64 .2263 .05 

67 -.2443 .05 

68 .4486 .6948 .001 
69 .4071 .001 •3592 .01 .2014 
72 .4629 .00 .2492 .05 

75 -.2686 .05 -.2889 
78 -.3588 .001 - .3284 .01 -.3801 .01 -.4062 .01 -.4505 
79 -.2889 .01 -.2309 .05 -.2686 .05 -.2278 
81 .3 4 79 .01 
82 .2138 
85 

86 -.2712 .05 - .2433 

87 .2494 .05 .2509 
88 .26 31 .05 
96 .2666 .05 

99 .2898 .01 .2425 

101 .2881 
103 .3742 .01 
104 -.2801 .05 .3242 .05 - .2042 

105 - .2 146 
107 .3186 .01 

109 -.4706 .001 .4486 
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III EXTRACTS FROM HOUSING CORRELATION 

MATRIX: VARIABLE 52 VERY POOR HOUSING, 

SELECTED VILLAGES 

V ari- 
Tutakimoa able 

Lower 
Takuvaine 

Upper 
Takuvaine Avatiu Atupa 

6 .2631 .05 

9 .2582 .05 

10 .4734 .01 

21 -.3303 .01 -.2996 .05 -.5547 .001 

23 .2265 .05 .2417 .05 .6504 .001 

34 -.3010 .01 -.3069 .01 . -.5703 .001 
35 -.3233 .01 -.3069 .01 -.4135 .05 

37 -.2449 .05 -.2438 .05 

38 -.3669 .05 

39 .3651 .01 .7110 .001 
45 .5155 .01 

57 .4734 .01 

61 .3481 .01 .3377 .01 .3601 .01 .2735 .05 .4734 .01 

62 .3508 .05 
63 -.3548 .01 -.3261 .01 -.5393 .01 

68 .2783 .05 

69 .2405 .05 .3377 .01 .2739 .05 .6814 .001 
72 .4734 .01 

75 -.3669 .05 

76 .3169 .01 .7016 .001 .4734 .01 

78 -.3000 .01 -.2572 .05 -.3922 .05 
81 .4905 .001 

82 .3133 .01 .4734 .01 

83 .5148 .001 

87 -.3922 .05 

89 .3614 .01 

90 .5230 .01 
91 .6814 .001 

95 .3481 .01 

96 .4486 .001 
101 .5230 .01 
103 .7027 .001 .3290 .01 .5230 .01 

107 .4883 .001 
109 .4094 .001 .3508 .05 
111 .3169 .01 .6814 .001 
113 -.3430 .05 

117 .2840 .05 .5701 .001 

126 -.2984 .01 -.2750 .05 -.5185 .01 

112 -.2801 .05 

113 -.3518 .01 

115 .3186 .01 

117 .3750 .01 .4425 .00 .4345 

119 -.3158 .01 -.2547 .05 -.2667 .05 -.3104 .05 

124 .3446 .01 

126 -.2986 .01 -.2318 .05 -.2734 .05 -.3261 .05 -.3246 
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EXTRACT CORRELATION MATRIX  

HOUSING AND SOCIAL SURVEY BY 

AVARUA VILLAGES 

European-style dwelling 

Kikau dwelling 

Temporary makeshift dwelling 

Rarotongan 

Head of Household 

European 
Southern 
Migrants 

Northern 
Migrants 

.5292 

.4755 

-.6835 

.4875 

-.5127 

-.0697 

- .0279 

.6535 

-.48o6 

- .2888 

-.2641 

.5591 
Persons per dwelling .1435 .5902 .1243 -.7806 

Size .5094 .1261 -.2953 .5694 

Number of rooms .5733 _1337 -.2543 .5131 

Mean per capita floor space .3561 -.1477 -.3396 .7697 
Numbei -- of-IS6ds .3242 .6520 -.2363 -.3488 
% dwellings built prior 1945 .4120 .4893 .0019 -.2969 

% dwellings built post 1962 -.3271 -.6906 .0513 .5024 

% with electricity .3229 -.1223 -.1330 .5438 

% with no inside water -.0248 .4579 .1106 -.9492 
% with no water -.5522 -.4013 -.0134 .2671 

% with flush toilet -.0559 -.3081 -.2579 .5939 
% with pit latrine .1864 .5105 .0876 -.7459 
% cooking with umu .0324 .6461 -.0429 -.8266 
% cooking with electricity or 

kerosene .0183 -.4893 -.1833 .9164 

% dwellings substandard -.5322 -.5082 .5567 -.2427 
% dwellings owned -.4272 .0972 -.0519 -.2551 

% dwellings rented -.1502 -.6126 -.0724 .8959 
% dwellings with hot water -.1701 -.1272 -.5130 .5252 

% Male -.2167 .4647 -.1391 .6204 
% Households 
(a) growing cash crops .3243 .7650 -.4146 -.4496 
(b) growing subsistence crops .2767 .4039 -.5232 -.5713 

Source: Housing and Social Survey 



AVARUA - BIRTHPLACE 1936-1966 1  

Birthplace 1936 1945 1951 1956 196 1 1966 

Rarotonga 1381 1554 1624 1877 2108 2655 

Aitutaki 134 80 178 230 266 336 

Mangaia 184 143 166 209 331 286 

Atiu 96 102 119 203 235 404 

Mauke 52 56 92 105 177 222 

Mitiaro 41 60 70 108 110 121 

Manuae - 1 2 4 6 8 

Manihiki 65 59 79 80 102 251 

Palmerston 19 24 30 39 33 58 

Pukapuka 16 28 47 54 55 104 

Nassau 1 1 2 - 3 5 

Rakahanga 30 18 25 58 86 138 

Penrhyn 46 18 28 61 117 195 

Samoa 6 5 2 1 - 7 

French Polynesia 93 64 35 57 65 54 

Niue 11 6 10 15 18 15 

New Zealand 5 16 27 * * 

Melanesia 8 3 4 - 4 - 

Source: Cook Island Censuses 1936-1966 

1 
Excludes Nikao 

452. 

* No breakdown available (excludes European and non-Pacific Islanders). 



CHANGING ETHNIC COMPOSITION OF 

AVARUA 1936-1966* 

% of Total Population 

Birthplace 1936 1945 1951 1956 1961 1966 

Rarotonga 63 69.4 63.6 56.5 52.5 51.5 

Aitutaki 6.1 3.5 6.9 6.9 6.6 6.51 

Mangaia 8.4 6.3 6.5 6.3 8.2 5.54 

Atiu 4.3 4•5 4.6 6.1 8.1 7.83 

Mauke 2.3 2.5 3.5 4.5 4.4 4.3 

Mitiaro 1.8 2.6 2.7 3.2 2.7 2.3 

Manihiki 2.9 2.6 3.1 2.4 2.5 4.87 

Rakahanga 1.3 0.8 0.98 1.7 2.1 2.6 

Penrhyn 2.09 0.8 1.1 1.8 2.9 3.8 

Palmerston 0.86 1.07 1.1 1.1 0.8 1.1 

Pukapuka 0.72 1.2 1.8 1.6 1.1 2.01 

French Polynesia 4.2 2.8 1.3 1.7 1.6 1.04 

Excludes Nikao 

453. 

Source: Cook Island Population Census 1936-1966 



AGE-SEX FIGURES - MAJOR ETHNIC 

GROUPS, RAROTONGA 1966  

Europeans* Rarotongans 
Southern 
Migrants 

Northern 
Migrants 

Other 
Pacific 

Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female 

1-4 12 14 822 819 69 49 36 35 5 3 

5-9 16 14 581 629 75 77 62 64 2 1 

10- 14 5 2 389 418 104 121 67 61 9 8 

15- 19 11 4 306 287 190 195 86 68 3 7 

20-24 23 20 129 203 168 179 44 55 7 3 

25-29 29 9 158 129 112 110 35 37 3 5 

30-34 36 17 130 115 94 55 19 32 6 9 

35-39 35 8 93 85 67 67 25 29 8 5 

40-44 32 11 104 76 65 51 13 28 3 6 

45-49 16 6 81 73 39 43 27 17 7 4 

50-54 25 5 66 55 42 45 16 18 7 9 

55-59 17 4 46 31 32 30 11 11 5 9 

60-64 13 6 27 24 25 20 8 6 6 7 

65-69 13 5 35 32 25 27 12 8 8 3 

70-74 2 22 14 14 13 3 5 4 5 

75-79 8 23 9 13 o 3 6 3 

80+ 

Total 287 125 2997 3013 1130 1095 465 477 90 87 

Source: *Immigration Records, Customs Dept. 1.1.66 
1966 Cook Islands Population Census. 

454. 
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BIRTHPLACE AVARUA VILLAGES 1966  

* Excludes Nikao 

Source: Cook Islands Census 1966 



456. 

CHANGING ETHNIC COMPONENT OF AVARUAN 

VILLAGES 1936-1966 

Villages 1936 1945 1951* 1956 1961 1966 

Pue-Matavera 

Rarotongan 143 188 210 253 278 370 

Southern Migrant 131 55 77 78 148 161 

Northern Migrant 20 31 49 60 71 134 

Other Pacific 10 11 14 14 5 9 

Metropolitan 5 6 2 29 34 48 

Tupapa-Maraerenga 

Rarotongan 338 358  347 405 429 594 

Southern Migrant 63 94 140 200 281 239 

Northern Migrant 3 9 6 34 70 86 

Other Pacific 28 17 6 7 20 19 

Metropolitan - 2 10 18 34 46 

Takuvaine 

Rarotongan 303 362 332 404 474 605 

Southern Migrant 141 135 215 251 346 396 

Northern Migrant 38 27 50 42 60 88 

Other Pacific 26 20 16 26 29 31 

Metropolitan - 2 12 28 26 64 

Tutakimoa 

Rarotongan 265 430 497 538 576 291 

Southern Migrant 89 118 146 278 304 139 

Northern Migrant 98 63 78 119 148 257 

Other Pacific 32 22 13 24 17 12 

Metropolitan - 6 4 73 87 64 

Avatiu 

Rarotongan 332 216 238 277 351 795 

Southern Migrant 105 40 49 97 136 442 

Northern Migrant 9 18 26 37 47 169 

Other Pacific 26 ? 8 8 23 28 

Metropolitan - 8 - 8 16 65 

Nikao 

Rarotongan 228 269 333 374 427 301 

Southern Migrant 66 69 94 180 279 110 

Northern Migrant 33 47 40 57 64 87 

Other Pacific 25 14 10 22 15 18 

Metropolitan 1 1 3 60 90 138 

* Indigeneous population 'only 

Note: Prior to the 1966 census the Tutakimoa figures include the village 
area of Ruatonga. In 1966 Ruatonga was combined with Avatiu. 

Source: Cook Island Censuses 1936-1966. 



CHANGES IN THE SEX RATIO* 

AVARUA AND RAROTONGA 1911-1966 

1911 

1916 

15-19 

Avarua 	Rarotonga 

66.65 

97.75 

20-24 

Avarua 	Rarotonga 

73.6 

101.5 

25-29 

Avarua 	Rarotonga 

85 

75.1 

30-34 

Avarua 	Rarotonga 

80.75 

69.3 

35-39 

Avarua 	Rarotonga 

77.35 
80.25 

All ages 

Avarua 	Rarotonga 

80.1 

84.6 

1921 82.55 91.48 74 80.05 155.1 86 

1926 86.1 79.98 84.15 84 128.5 89.5 

1936 94.75 110 94.4 77.15 89.15 90.25 94.5 90.7 

1945 * 2  91.6 * 2 * 1 * 2 * 1 * 2 * 2 
93.7 

1951 83.6 85.65 98.2 85.15 75.75 83.8 139.3 114.15 87.5 86.78 94 91.1 

1956 93.5 80.8 65.1 69.5 105.1 84.5 80.5• 73.5 95.15 loo 91.3 89.5 

1961 97.25 101.5 79.5 85 80.5 81.45 92.8 84.55 65.6 80 93.7 94 

1966 97.75 94.4 122.3 125 88.9 88.65 75.15 83.35 103.5 87.6 98.7 97.5 

* Number of females per 100 males 

* I  In 1945 the sex ratio was 95.7 for the 20-30 age group and 90.2 for the 30-39 age group. 

* 2  No data available. 

Source: Cook Island Census 1911-1966 



458. 

EXTRACT OF DATA FROM MIGRANT 

No. 

5 
11 

Mean SD 

SURVEY, AVARUA 

Birthplace Informant 

Rarotonga 

Aitutaki 

Atiu 6 

Mangaia 3 

Mauke 8 

Mitiaro 1 

Manihiki 8 

Pukapuka 9 

Penrhyn 6 

Palmerston 

Rakahanga 7 

French Polynesia 1 

Other 3 

Mean Age of Informant 44.47 

Sex of Informant: Male 38  

: Female 47 

Number in Household 821 10.012 4.972 

Number Males 456 5.561 2.8 

Number 0-4 137 1.67 1.7 

Number 15-55 392 4.78 2.67 

Number 55+ 50 0.61 0.852 

Number of Families 98 1.19 0.55 

Number of Additional Members 326 3.976 3.803 

Relationship of Additional Members 

Mother/Father 11 

Brother/Sister 48 

Nephew/Niece 105 

Uncle/Aunt 12 

Grandchildren 78 

Not related 30 

Number Children born on Rarotonga 241 2.939 3.486 

Number Siblings resident in household 56 0.683 1.33 

Number Siblings on isle of birth 121 1.476 1.889 

Number Siblings elsewhere on Rarotonga 65 0.79 1.08 

Number Siblings in New Zealand 102 1.24 1.798 

Number Children in New Zealand 63 0.768 1.43 

Time resident on Rarotonga 16.86 14.24 

Reasons for move to Rarotonga 

Children's Education 21 

Employment 11 



1+59. 

Medical treatment 

Transferred by Administration 

Accompanied Parents 

Visit Relatives 

3 

5 
11 

8 

Other 11 

Visited New Zealand 22 

Period spent in NZ (years) 0.135 0. 1+29 

Reasons for Visit 

Health 1 

Education 3 
Visit Relatives 4 

To earn money 7 
Accompanied Parents 5 
Other 2 

Years subject schooling 5 .52 2. 29 

Subject working 26 

Household weekly income ($) 25. 05 17.19 

No. working in household 2.39 1.63 

Total household weekly expenditure ($) 17.02 10.63 

Total spent on food ($) 11.26 5.66 

Total spent on luxuries ($) 3.6 3.41 

Total to kinsfolk (weekly) ($) 0.27 o.648 

Growing foodcrops 

Money received from N.Z. every 6 months ($) 15..78 31.08 

Form Land Tenure 

Occupation right 1+3 
Private lease 9 
Govt. lease 

Freehold 18 

Other 12 

Age of Dwelling 

1900-14 3 
1915-29 1 

1930-45 4 

1946-61 25 

1962+ 49 

Type of Dwelling 

Closed European 33 
Kikau 9 
Temporary/Makeshift 40 



Roof Material 

Iron 
	 73 

Kikau 
	 11 

Wood 
	 1 

Other 
	 4 

Flooring 

Earth 
	 1 

Wood 
	

37 
Concrete 
	 42 

Pebbles 
	 6 

Other 
	 2 

Walls 

Weatherboard 
	

5 
Wood strips 
	 1 

Packing cases 
	 17 

Limestone 
	 2 

Concrete 
	 2 

Iron 
	 9 

Hardboard sheets 
	 43 

Kikau 
	 1 

Asbestos sheets 
	 16 

Facilities  

With electricity 	 31 

Piped water inside 	 9 
Piped water outside within 10 yards 	36 

Piped water outside 10 yards 	19 

No water, use neighbours 	15 

No water, use stream 	 4 

Flush toilet 	 6 

Pit latrine 	 66 
Other 	 10 

Means of Cooking 

Kerosene 	 9 
Electricity 

Primus 	 10 

Umu 	 20 

Kerosene + primus 	 2 

Kerosene + umu 	 29 

Primus + umu 	 10 

Use neighbours source 	 2 

460. 



LIST OF VARIABLES UTILISED IN 

FACTOR ANALYSIS OF AVARUA  

Variable 

Source of Data  

1966 Unpub- Admin. Hous- Births/ 
Cen- lished Files 	ing 	Deaths 
sus 	Census 	Sur- 	Register 

Mater- 	vey 
ial 

Total Population 1966 	X 

% Population Male 	 X 

Dependency Ratio 	 X 

% Population 0-14 years 	X 

% Population 15-24 	 X 

% Population 25-44 	 X 

% Population 45-60 	 X 

% Population 60+ 	 X 

Fertility Ratio 	 X 

% European 

% Cook Island Maori 

% Other Race 

% Household Heads born on Rarotonga 

% Household Heads born on other Sth.Is. 

% Housenold Heads born on Nth. Atolls 

Total % born on Rarotonga 

Total % born on other Southern Islands 

Total % born on Northern Atolls 

% born in N.Z. 

% born other foreign 

Birthrate 1966 	 X 

% Births illegitimate 1966 	X 

Marriage Rate 1966 	 X 

% Households growing cash crops 

% Households growing subsistence crops 

% employed males on salary/wages fulltimeX 

% employed males on subsistence activit. 

% employed males on casual work 

% employed males prof/tech/admin.warkers 

% employed males as clerical/saleswork. 

% employed males agr/garden. workers 

% employed males labour/unskill.workers 

% employed females 

% employed males in agricultural sector 

% employed males in manufactur. sector 

% employed males in commercial sector 

% employed males in service sector 

% employed males working for C.I.Admin. 

 

X 

X 

X 

X 

  

X 

X 

X 

X 

  

X 

X 

 

X 

X 

         



1966 Unpub- Admin. Hou- Births/ 
Cen- lished Files 	sing Deaths 
sus 	Census 	Sur- Register 

Mater- 	vey 
ial 

% employed males earning less $600 pa. 	X 

% employed males earning more $2000pa. 	X 

% European style dwellings 

% kikau houses 

% temporary closed/open house 

Persons per dwelling 

Mean size of dwelling (sq. feet) 

Mean number of rooms 

Mean per capita floor space 

Mean number of beds 

% dwellings built prior 1945 

% dwellings built after 1962 

% dwellings with electricity 

% dwellings without inside piped water 

% dwellings with no water 

% dwellings with flush toilet 

% dwellings with pit latrine 

% households cooking with umu 

% households cooking with electric/ker.  
stove 

% homes rented or leased 

% homes owned outright 

% homes classified as substandard 

1+62. 

X 

X 



LIST OF VARIMAX ROTALLD FACTOR SCORES 

Village of Sub-
Village area 1 2 3 

Factors 

5 6 7 4 

Tutakimoa 0.462782 -0.217164 -2.543177 -0.458124 -0.188291 0.123743 -0.340511 

Ruatonga 0.411317 0.016293 0.515224 -0.588140 0.398043 2.025478 0.866128 

Avatiu 0.929556 -0.797445 0.844707 0.423330 -1.080344 -0.055571 -1.795689 

Atupa -0.505474 0.456206 0.497738 -1.735512 -1.451838 -0.871585 0.694460 

Maraerenga -0.100155 -0.195596 0.294004 -0.526391 1.921981 -1.435284 -0.271948 

Nikao -2.306512 -0.820471 -0.138363 0.962549 -0.236253 0.298894 0.012155 

Lower Takuvaine 0.153693 -0.404312 0.441079 -0.420567 0.841256 0.609432 -0.393186 

Upper Takuvaine 1.063743 -0.486399 0.071290 1.424466 -0.264485 -0.770049 1.719665 

Tupapa-Pue -0.108950 2.448888 0.017497 0.918388 0.060029 0.074943 -0.491074 

Variance From Varimax Factors 

Factor 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

%Variance 25.24 14.66 14.37 13.59 13.38 7.65 7.05 

Cumulative % 25.24 39.9 54.27 67.86 81.24 88.89 95.94 



464. 

EXTRACT OF SOCIAL DATA FROM FACTOR  

Variable A 

ANALYSIS MATRIX 

Villages 

Total 
popn. 	1966 

669 477 567 217 544 654 749 618 859 

% Male 49.8 57.7 52.8 49.3 52.5 48.6 50.7 56.6 49.9 

Depend. 
Ratio 977 867 947 840 1080 1110 967 1121 1070 

% 0-14 yrs 44.2 42.2 45 41.4 46 51.2 45.15 46.75 46.6 

% 15-24 yrs 21.65 22.5 21.5 24.85 22.1 17.73 21.7 21.5 18.85 

% 25-44 yrs 9.05 9.86 8.45 6.9 6.07 7.2 8.95 6.28 8.04 

% 60 + yrs 5.15 4.24 3.75 4.14 6.53 2.64 3.97 2.62 5.16 

Fertility 91 8 
Ratio 

% European 	10.03 

% Cook 86.54 
Islanders 

% Other 	3.43 

% born 9.53 
Rarotonga* 

% born Sth 27.37 
Islands* 

% born Nth 40.5 
Islands* 

% total 
popn. born 	38.1 
on Rarotonga 

% births 
illegitim- 	51.65 
ate 1966 

% households 
growing 	7.15 
cash crops 

% growing 
subsistence 	4.76 
crops 

% males 
earning 	53.75 
less $600 

% males 
earning 	21 
$2000 + 

% employed 
males on 66 
salary/wages 
full-time 

% employed 
males in 4.78 
subsistence 
activities 

832 

o.8 

94.53 

4.63 

44.1 

40.65 

5.08 

56.5 

17.4 

28.7 

61 

49.25 

20.5 

65.5 

6.1 

1025 

2.15 

93.25 

4.6 

29.6 

31 

12.7 

61.3 

44.15 

16.9 

85.9 

47.3 

18.15 

63 

4.o8 

720 

7.37 

92,63 • 

- 

30 

33.3 

6.66 

60 

10 

50 

53 

7.57 

56.6 

15 

869 

2.94 

90.63 

6.43 

30.18 

49.17 

11.1 

57 

30 

41.25 

22.2 

84.75 

11.25 

55.6 

4.31 

919 

21.1 

76.25 

2.65 

34.9 

16.9 

9.44 

46 

26.45 

17.9 

19.8 

21.5 

34.8 

73.6 

4.8 

983 

5.2 

92.39 

2.41 

45.6 

34.7 

11.1 

56 

37.9 

24.7 

30.9 

48.4 

19.8 

61.5 

5 

675 

2.1 

92.72 

5.18 

22.7 

59.17 

12.1 

53.5 

52.5 

30.3 

53 

40 

13.55 

36.7 

24.6 

987 

2.91 

96.5

0.58 

48.9 

25.4 .  

18.55 

57 

50.85 

20.61 

42.25 

65.8 

4.74 

60 

10 



A 

% active 
males in 6.95 
commercial 
sector 

% active 
males in 	6.95 -  
service 
sector 

% active 
males 
working 	54.8 
for C.Is. 
Admin. 

Household Heads. 

% employed 
males in 
casual 
work 

21 

% employed 
males in 27.8 
prof./tech./ 
admin. jobs 

% employed 
males in 
clerical/ 
sales occup. 

% employed 
males in 
lab./unskill.

29.2 

occups. 

% females 
in lab. 	18.54 
force 

% active 
males in 
agricul. 
sector 

% active 
males in 
manufact. 
sector 

8.33 

20.5 

8.33 

465. 

B C D E F 'G 

5.69 12.25 10 22 9.43 19.05 76.6 21.2 

20 11.5 7.57 8.4 34.8 23 7.86 33.7 

12 3.03 15.15 8.72 4.4 15.1 4.28 16.83 

14 26.7 27.3 21.4 11.85 15.85 28.5 21.4 

21.5 24.5 15.5 22.2 17.9 21.7 14.25 17.35 

56.5 67.5 44 63.5 11.1 50.5 54.4 62.1 

8 5.45 7.75 6.35 4.45 9.53 4.28 2.7 

14 4.75 9.65 9.65 4.45 11.1 2.14 30.4 

8 1.82 4.53 1.68 2.22 6.34 2.85 33.8 

52 41.7 42.4 32.8 60.7 41.2 38.2 18.9 

Key to Villages  

A 	Tutakimoa 

Ruatonga 

Avatiu 

Atupa 

Maraerenga 

Nikao 

Lower Takuvaine 

Upper Takuvaine 

Pupapa-Pue 



466. 

POPULATION MOVEMENT COOK ISLANDS 1924-1966 

Year Total 	Total Excess Total 	Total 	Total 	Depart- Depart- 
Depart- Arri- Depart- Adult 	Adult 	Chil- 	ures to ures to 
ures 	vals ures 	Male 	Female dren 	Makatea N.Z. 

over 	Depart- Depart- Depart- 
Arri- 	ures 	ures 	ures 
vals 

1924 19 67 -48 lo 6 3 
1925 46 65 - 19 17 19 lo 

1926 96 121 - 25 48 29 29 

1927 113 163 - 50 49 32 28 

1928 41 117 - 76 18 26 7 

1929 67 92 - 25 28 20 19 

1930 83 145 - 62 31 30 22 

1931 67 89 - 22 25 29 13 

1932 65 93 - 28 19 22 24 

1933 36 69 - 33 22 18 _6 

1934 85 59 26 34 31 20 

1935 29 45 - 16 8 11 lo 

1936 51 79 - 28 26 27 8 

1937 55 72 - 17 20 24 11 

1938 34 32 2 7 16 11 

1939 27 36 - 	9 5 13. 9 
1940 45 43 2 13 29 3 24 
1941 31 46 - 15 6 12 13 10 

1942 134 11 123 93 29 7 85 23 

1943 330 40 290 239 -  82 9 122 95 
1944 626 341 285 524 47 55 358 120 

1945 229 387 - 158 187 21 21 468 21 

1946 562 672 -110 446 63 53 254 149 

1947 782 621 60 609 123 50 352 170 

1948 763 755 8 588 132 43 138 199 

1949 1328 856 472 1071 128 29 556 195 

1950 602 794 -192 491 88 23 91 221 

1951 388 342 46 246 104 38 63 230 

1952 807 542 265 636 122 49 259 210 

1953 732 480 252 476 183 73 228 200 

1954 822 772 '50 582 168 72 181 239 

1955 658 619 39 441 141 76 51 284 

1956 589 325 264 404 130 55 311 

1957 370 281 89 138 144 88 355 
1958 362 195 167 123 129 110 339 
1959 506 226 280 209 197 loo 310 

1960 638 294 344 266 211 163 286 



467. 

1961 868 200 668 371 259 238 825 

1962 687 287 400 285 227 175 563 

1963 640 313 327 217 256 167 535 

1964 934 359 575 436 274 216 . 606 

1965 1104 438 666 524 322 258 891 

1966 900 536 364 320 363 217 650 

1967 922 604 318 351 297 274 * 

1968 686 628 58 242 253 191 * 

1969 729 * * 238 272 209 * 

* No data 

Source: Files of Justice, Premiers and Customs Depts., Rarotonga. 

AIRCRAFT CALLS 1964-1965 COOK ISLANDS  

Rarotonga 

1964 	1965 

Aitutaki 

1964 	1965 

Manihiki 

1964 	1965 

Penrhyn 

1964 	1965 

P.A.L. 70 58 112 105 

Calibration 14 12 12 10 

RNZAF 4 8 2 - 

RNZAF Flying
boats 

- - 8 6 7 2 1 2 

Other 3 11 2 24 - - - - 

Total 91 89 136 145 7 2 1 2 

Source: Customs Dept., Rarotonga. 



ORIGIN BY VILLAGE OF EMIGRANTS 

TO NEW ZEALAND 1965 

468. 

Aitutaki 

Village 	Number of Emigrants 

Total 	 339 

Pue-Matavera 	 18 

Tupapa-Maraerenga 	15 

Takuvaine 	 39 
Tutakimoa 	 20 

Avatiu-Ruatonga 	39 
Nikao 	 12 

Arorangi 	 83 

Titikaveka 	 16 

Ngatangia-Muri 	25 

Matavera 	 10 

'General Avarua' 	33 

Unstated 	 29 

Total 	 193 

Arutanga 	 48 

Reureu 	 33 

Nikaupara 	 2 

Amuri 	 37 
Ureia 	 39 
Tautu 	 - 

Vaipae 	 28 

Unstated 	 6 

Total 	 lo6 

Tavaenga 	 29 

Kaumata 	 4 

Te Makatea 	 7 

Tamarua 	 38  

Ivirua 	 19 

Karanga 	 1 

Unstated 	 8 

Total 	 53 
Mapumai 	 6 

Areora 	 28 

Tengatangi 	 2 

Ngatiarua 	 5 
Teenui 	 - 

Unstated 	 5 

Island 

Rarotonga 

Atiu 



469. 

Mauke 	Total 
	 45 

Kimiangatau 
	 9 

Oiretumu 
	 31 

Unstated 
	

5 

Mitiaro 	Total 
	 11 

Manuae 	Total 
	

2 

Palmerston 	Total 
	 1 4 

Pukapuka 	Total 
	 30 

Ngake 
	 9 

Roto 
	 12 

Yato 
	 2 

Unstated 
	

7 

Nassau 	Total 
	 0 

Manihiki 
	

Total 
	

28 

Tauhunu 
	 20 

Tukao 
	 8 

Rakahanga 	Total 
	

12 

Penrhyn 
	Total 
	

43 

Re Tautua 
	 24 

Omoka 
	 19 

Total 
	

891 

Source: Files, Customs Department, Rarotonga. 



DEPARTURES COOK ISLANDS 1965 

BY AGE AND SEX  

Males Females 

o-4 69 53 

5-9 41 51 

lo-14 18 26 

15-19 115 62 

2o-24 133 73 

25-29 8o 54 

3o-34 50 38 

35-39 47 28 

4o-44 22 20 

45-49 30 17 

50-54 26 14 

55-59 15 5 

6o-64 4 6 

65-69 1 2 

7o-74 1 2 

75-79 .1 

8o+ 

Total 652 452 

Source: Files, Customs Department Rarotonga. 

470. 
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472. 

EMIGRANTS TO NEW ZEALAND 1965 

Northern Atolls Southern Islands Rarotonga 

Male 

Total* 

Male Female Male Female Male Female Female 

0-4 20 5 18 23 24 25 63 53 

5-9 8 9 15 14 16 21 36 47 

10-14 3 6. 5 7 8 13 18 23 

15-19 5 43 22 26 21 go 46 

20-24 12 7 52 31 27 17 99 55 

25-29 4 5 36 21 25 16 65 44 

30-34 4 4 25 10 7 13 37 29 

35-39 3 3 23 8 11 8 37 21 

40-44 5 - 7 7 5 6 17 14 

45-49 1 1 11 2 7 7 21 13 

50-54 1 3 8 4 9 4 lg 11 

55-59 - 1 3 1 7 - 12 4 

60-64 3 1 - 4 1 1 4 6 

65-69 - 1 - 1 1 _ 1 2 

70-74 1 - 2 - - 1 2 

75-79 - - - - - 1 - 1 

8o+ 

Totals 70 46 246 157 174 153 520 371 

* Includes 45 Cook Islanders born in New Zealand and elsewhere in 
the Pacific. 

Source: Files Customs Department, Rarotonga. 
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Halsey-Waikowai 2 5 8 32 8 30 14 2 

Onehunga 30 47 25 53 75 75 66 86 66 44 

One Tree Hill 6 7 34 30 38 15 62 34 69 21 

Ellerslie 3 19 5 16 28 15 22 22 10 5 

Mt Wellington 25 44 9 33 33 98 34 93 111 47 

Howick 1 6 1 4 1 , 9 2 3 1 5 

01;ahuhu 11 13 15 13 29 13 26 18 81 29 

Papatoetoe 15 18 9 22 53 58 50 45 26 43 

Menureue
1 2 7 3 6 30 48 34 42 

Papakura 1 6 9 9 2 7 2 8 2 19 

Pukekohe l  4 2 4 1 1 1 

East Coast Bays 13 11 17 23 1 8 

Takapuna 6 17 3 21 3 17 12 25 7 29 

Devonport 6 30 20 31 6 34 9 23 3 15 

Northcote 2 6 1 1 9 14 5 7 13 9 

Birkenhead 2 3 3 7 10 17 12 27 8 12 

Henderson 2 2 7 19 11 17 26 6 

Glen Eden 1 4 3 1 1 

New Lynn 6 30 5 33 15 28 26 39 23 18 

Newmarket 13 10 11 19 3 17 

Manukau City 626 207 

Kelston West 18 7 

Titirangi 1 

Glenfield 3 15 

Green Bay 4 

Note 	FB: Full Blood 

M3: Mixed Blood 

At the time of writing no finer division into males and females was 
available from Cenaus authorities 

• 1 
Incorporated in Manukau City in 1966. 

Source: New Zealand Population Censuses 1956-1966 and unpublished statistics 
on Polynesians, Department of Census and Statistics. 
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Green Bay 0.99 0.24 0.75 0.79 1.03 1.37 

Henderson 0.99 0.71 1,14 0.70 0.45 0,99 1.13 

Auckland 
Central 0.98 0.61 0.44 1.39 0.22 0.86 0.64 6.57 

Newmarket 0.97 1 .59 0.32 0.17 1.15 1.73 

Onehunga 0.97 0.84 1.05 1.56 1.40 0.47 1.21 2.14 

Mount 
Wellington 0.97 1.04 0.98 0.72 0.81 0.51 1.36 1.19 

Papakura 0.97 0.23 0.22 0.20 0.06 0.24 1.84 0.29 

Grafton 0.96 2.70 0.86 0.54 1.71 0.87 1.0 1.02 

Otahuhu 0.96 1.39 0.45 0.28 0.70 0.14 1.50 0.37 

Kelston West 0.95 0.63 1.45 0.91 0.28 1.27 1.60 0.07 

20sebank 0.94 1.47 1.78 1.15 0.53 0.32 1.50 1 .09 

Parnell 0.94 2 .75 0.26 1.65 4.25 4.70 1.38 0.59 

West Tamaki 0.94 0.91 0.85 1.83 1.29 0.89 1.81 1.07 

Mt Eden North 0.94 1.58 1.94 1.23 1.76 1.53 1.33 1.52 

Manukau City 0.91 1.42 1.21 0.67 1.24 0.90 2.14 1.83 

Kingsland 0.82 5.77 5.42 2.79 3.59 3.98 1.42 1.09 

Grey Lynn 0.78 6.23 6.45 4.64 4.93 5.81 1.22 1.80 

Ponsonby 0.75 6.69 5.48 4.04 6.69 6.20 1.60 1.40 

Newton 0.70 7.00 9.03 7.71 3.28 2.05 1.17 

Freemans Bay 0.63 7.80 3. 1 8 16.00 5.25 3.00 1.08 

Arch Hill 0.62 7.64 18.0435 5.40 14.77 9.04 2.26 0.97 

Eden Toe 0.59 7.19 9.74 3.53 15.53 0.97 2.69 1.47 

• See Appendix A for definition of Index Concentration 
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COOK ISLAND ARRIVALS TO AUCKLAND AND TO THE 

REST OF NEW ZEALAND 1965 BY AGE GROUP  

AND BIRTHPLACE 

Rarotongan-Born 	Southern-Born 	Northern Atolls  

To Auckland Other NZ To Auckland Other NZ To Auckland Other NZ 

FMFM FMFM F M F 

0-4 17 17 7 8 15 12 3 11 17 4 3 

5-9 8 178 4 5 510 9 7 9 1 

10-14 5 12 3 1 6 51 2 - 4 3 1 

15-19 19 15 7 6 25 14 18 8 7 2 - 

20-24 17 13 lo 4 23 14 29 17 11 6 1 1 

25-29 11 16 14 - 12 12 24 8 4 4 - 1 

30-34 4 lo 3 3 12 613 4 4 4 - - 

35-39 9 7 2 1 12 2 11 6 2 3 1 - 

40-44 1 5 4 1 4 4 3 3 2 3 

45-49 6 41 3 9 - 2 2 - 1 1 - 

50-54 6 4 3 - 2 1 6 3 1 2 - 1 

55-59 8 2 - - 2 - 1 1 - 1 - - 

60-64 - 1 1 - - 3 - 1 2 1 1 - 

65-69 1 1 1 1 3 

70+ 2 - 1 1 

Totals 111 125 64 31 127 79 125 76 57 40 19 5 

Not 
stated - 3 

477. 

Source: Files, Customs Department, Rarotonga. 



SEX RATIOS POLYNESIAN GROUPS IN AUCKLAND 

URBAN AREA 1936-1966* 

1936 1945 1951* 1  1956 1961 1966 

Full-Blood Cook 
Islanders 

122 82 105* 2 107.87 113.5 110.8 

Mixed-Blood Cook 
Islanders 

85.7 29.8 79*
2 

79.73 84.5 99.8 

Total Cook Islanders 110.6 62 97•5*
2 101.3 104.5 108.1 

Full-Blood Niueans 195 174.35 116.5 109 

Mixed-Blood Niueans 77 81.63 88.5 99.3 

Total Niueans 166 155.42 113.5 107.8 

Full-Blood Samoans 133 92.3 141.64 116 92.5 

Mixed-Blood Samoans 78 73.2 108.25 103.7 100.9 

Total Samoans 81 74 119.92 108.6 95•9 

Full-Blood Tongan 95.38 91.2 109.8 

Mixed-Blood Tongan 90 102 95.5 

Total Tongan 91.14 99.8 99.4 

Full-Blood Other 142 95 114.3 
Polynesians 

Mixed-Blood Other 92 88.7 82.6 
Polynesians 

Total Other Polynesians 114.5 92 105.9 

Full-Blood All 
Polynesians 110.8 119 134 114 102.7 

Mixed-Blood All 
Polynesians 80.4 73.7 99 98.7 99.1 

Total All Polynesians 83 83.5 121 107 107.5 

Sex Ratio = number of males per 100 females 

*
1 1951 Census only enumerates Cook Islanders and Niueans 

2 	. * includes Niueans 

Source: N.Z. Population Censuses volume, Race, 1936-1966. 
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AGE-SEX STRUCTURE OF COOK ISLANDERS IN 

NEW ZEALAND 1945-1966 

(%s) 

1945 1951 1  6 1961 

Full Blood I 
M 	F 

Mixed Blood 

m 	F 

Full Blood 

m 	F 

i966 	 

Mixed Blood 

M 	F 

Full Blood 

M 	F 

Mixed Blood 

M 	F 

Full Blood 

M 	F 

Mixed Blood 

M 	F 

Full Blood 

M 	F 

Mixed Blood 

M 	F 

0-16 5.4 4.5 14.9 24 .6 9.53 9.55 24 26.1 13.1 13.1 29.1 31.3 16.1 16.75 33.7 35.8 18.2 18.7 38.1 37.7 
16-21 3.6 10.3 7.45 12.7 3.75 7.38 4 6.35 3.62 5.67 4.35 4.05 4.6 3.53 2.42 3.52 3.89 4.15 2.88 2.8 

21-25 6.3 18.9 2.24 3.73 8.36 9.2 5.17 5.42 6.95 8.83 3.3 4.05 5.93 5.27 3.04 2.35 5.8 3.64 1.57 2.14 

25-30 10.3 8.55 2.99 4.46 8.14 8.9 4.47 4.47 7.5 8.75 3.15 4.65 6.75 7.44 2.9 2.63 7.05 5.88 2.06 1.64 

30-35 5.85 4.05 2.24 3.73 7.93 4.17 2.35 3.77 6.1 4.7 1.2 2.85 5.86 5•47 1.87 2.07 5.44 4.75 1.69 1.73 
35-40 4.05 1.8 2.99 5.2 4.4 3.32 3.3 2.35 4.05 4.46 2.1 1.95 4.46 3.51 1.73 1.1 4 3.49 1.48 1.11 

40-45 1.8 2.25 - 5.95 3.53 2.36 1.41 1.88 3.39 1.93 1.2 1.65 3.27 2.52 0.62 1.24 3.13 2.15 0.74 0.53 
45-50 1.35 1.35 0.75 2.24 1.61 1.18 1.17 1.17 2.48 0.66 0.9 1.05 2.73 1.42 1.17 0.69 1.93 1.64 0.33 0.7 

50-55 1.8 - - - 2.02 0.64 0.25 0.7 0.79 0.42 1.05 0.75 1.34 0.69 0.62 1.04 1.68 0.9 0.4 0.59 

55-60 1.8 1.35 0.75 - 1.39 0.21 - - 0.79 0.54 0.02 0.03 3.82 0.29 0.27 0.41 0.83 0.67 0.49 0.49 

60-65 0.9 0.45 - 0.74 0.32 0.75 0.7 0.47 0.48 0.31 - 0.03 0.62 0.26 0.14 0.69 0.5 0.38 0.12 0.25 

65-70 - 0.45 - 0.74 0.53 - 0.23 0.48 - 0.3 - 0.23 0.16 .07 0.21 0.34 0.35 0.4 0.12 

70 + 0.45 _ - - 0.32 0.21 - - 0.18 0.12 - 0.03 0.19 0.23 0.27 0.27 0.26 0.23 - - 

Source: New Zealand Population Censuses 1945-1966. 
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AGE-SEX STRUCTURE OF COOK 

ISLANDERS IN AUCKLAND 

Inner City Outer Suburbs Total 

Female Male Female Male Female Male 

0-4 21 22 9 14 30 36 

5-9 25 26 33 30 58 56 

10-14 15 21 31 27 46 48 

15-19 11 lo 17 11 28 21 

20-24 8 8 3 8 11 16 

25-29 9 13 2 3 11 16 

30-34 11 11 1 6 12 17 

35-39 11 lo 12 11 23 21 

4o-44 11 5 10 7 21 12 

45-49 4 4 4 4 8 8 

50-54 3 4 - 3 3 7 

55-59 4 2 1 - 5 2 

60-64 2 4 1 - 3 4 

65-69 1 - 2 1 3 1 

70+ - - - - - - 

Total 136 140 126 125 267 265 

Source: Auckland Social Survey. 
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SUMMARY OF DATA 
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No. 	Mean 	SD 

1. Household Location 

Inner City 	 43 

Inner Suburbs 	 3 

Outer Suburbs 	 29 

2. Age of Informant 

3. Sex of Informant : Male 	43 

: Female 	32 

4. Married in N.Z. 	 31 

5. Married in Cook Islands 	32 

6. Unmarried/widowed 	12 

7. Birthplace Husband (or single male) 

Rarotonga 	 35 
Aitutaki 	 11 

Atiu 	 2 

Mangaia 	 7 

Mauke 	 5 
Manihiki 	 2 

Pukapuka 	 2 

Penrhyn 	 1 

Palmerston 	 1 

Rakahanga 	 3 

Samoa 	 1 

Tonga 	 1 

N.Z. 	 1 

U.K. 

8. Birthplace wife (or single female) 

Rarotonga 	 29 

Aitutaki 	 12 

Atiu 	 2 

Mangaia 	 2 

Mauke 	 5 
Rakahanga 	 1 

Pukapuka 	 1 

N.Z. (Maori) 	 2 

Samoa 	 1 

Tahiti 

9. Husband or Single Male  

Length of time in N.Z. (Years) 

Length of time in Auckland (years) 

Prior Residence in Rarotonga 	60 

10. Village of Residence in Rarotonga 

Pue 	 1 

	

11.28 	7.2 

	

10.69 	7.16 
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Tupapa 7 

Maraerenga 6 

Takuvaine 10 

Ruatonga 7 

Avatiu 6 

Arorangi 12 

Ngatangiia 3 

Titikaveka 5 

Worked in Avarua 48 

11. Type of Job 

Administrative Clerk 8 

Wharf labourer 12 

PWD labourer 5 

Tradesman 8 

Driver 2 

Teacher 2 

Plantation labourer 5 

Shopkeeper 1 

Other 4 

12. Main Source Finance for trip to N.Z. 

Saved all 36 

Employer in N.Z. paid 3 

Family/Relatives sent from N.Z. 24 

Friend in N.Z. paid 6 

Arrived alone 27 

Time lag before farhily arrived 3.82 7.92 

Age on arrival 23.76 10.96 

13. How travelled 

Air 70 

Matson 6 

Maui Pomare 26 

Moana Roa 10 

Other 8 

14. Wife or Single Female 

Length of time in N.Z. (years) 10.54 8.56 

Length of time in Auckland (years) 10.23 8.14 

Prior residence on Rarotonga 56 

15. Village of Residence 

Pue 1 

Tupapa 9 

Takuvaine 7 

Tutakimoa 3 

Ruatonga 7 

Avatiu 6 

Nikao 5 

Arorangi 13 
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Ngatangiia 

Titikaveka 

16. Job in Rarotonga 

3 

3 

38 

Clothing machinist 21 

Typist 2 

Domestic 9 
Admin. clerk 6 

17. Main Source Finance for trip to N.Z. 

Saved all 11 

Employer in N.Z. paid 6 

Family paid 14 

Husband sent from N.Z. 23 

Relative sent from N.Z. 8 

Friend sent from N.Z. 2 

18. How travelled 

Air 11 

Matson 6 

Maui Pomare 33 
Moana Roa 11 

Other 3 
Age on arrival 

19. Household Structure 

No. working 149 1.99 1.09 

No. at school 221 2.95 2.14 

No. of children born in N.Z. 242 3.23 2.37 

No. unemployed 37 3.23 2.37 

House rented 34 

Weekly rent ($) 12.85 6.86 
House owned 41 

20. Age Structure : Males 

30 0.4 0.67 0-4 

0-14 135 1.8 1.46 

15-29 49 0.65 0.9 
30-39 34 0.45 0.52 
40-60 36 0.48 0.57 
60+ 9 0.12 0.51 

Age Structure : Females 

37 0.49 0.75 0-4 

0-14 137 1.83 1.61 
15-29 52 0.69 0.73 
30-39 38 0.51 0.59 

4o-44 13 0.17 0.38 
45-6o 15 0.2 0.43 
60+ 4 0.53 0.22 

Total no. in household 527 7.027 2.935 
Total no. of families 72 0.96 0.445 
Total no. of additional Members 89 1.187 2.1 
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21. Husbands (or single males) job 

Labourer Freezing works 16 

Labourer Factory 10 

Labourer Construction 3 
Labourer Waterfront 3 
Labourer Woolstore 2 

Bus/Taxi driver 6 

Process worker 8 

Tradesman 6 

Machine operator 6 

Storeman/Yardsman 5 
Army 1 

Other 2 

Looking for work 3 

22. Wives (or single female) job 

Clothing machinist 	12 

Laundress 4 

Domestic 

Cleaner 3 
Semi-skilled factory worker 6 

Other 6 

23. Income & Expenditure Structure ($) 

Husband's weekly income 38.15 14.84 

Wife's weekly income 22.26 12.21 

Total household weekly income 66.72 33.36 

Total household weekly expenditure 30.7 12.75 

Total household weekly expenditure on food 17.46 7.09 
Total household 6 monthly expenditure to 

kinsfolk 89.61 55.62 
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EXTRACT FROM AUCKLAND HOUSING SURVEY 

Correlation with 

CORRELATION MATRIX 

Variables No. of Mean SD Inner Outer 
cases City Suburbs 

Inner City 43 1.00 - .8947** 

Inner Suburbs 3 .2187 -.1457 

Outer City 29 -.8947** 1.00 

Privately owned home 40 -.0504 .0589 

Rented State house 10 -.3754* .3460* 

Rented other 25 .2669+ -.3119* 

Rented Boarding house 1 .1003 -.0897 

Weekly rent $12.31 $6.94 .2133 -.1944 

No. in Household 7.067 9.022 -.2232 .2398 

No. under 15 years 3.667 6,329 -.2858+ .3324* 

No. 	15-44 2.787 1.954 -.0352 -.0202 

No. 45-60 0.4667 0.542 .1074 - .1148 

No. 6o+ 0.12 0.1323 -.0119 .0485 

No. extra members 0.853 3.245 .1542 -.1361 

Status of Breadwinner 

Unskilled Labourer 26 .1752 -.2147 

Semi-skilled repetitive 
work 28 -.1144 .1451 

Skilled worker 11 -.1758 .2254 

Driver 6 .1550 -.1260 

Storeman/Yardsman 1 -.1348 .1506 

Other 2 - .0245 - .1278 

No. working in household 148 1.9733 1.146 -.0970 .0707 

No. at School 224 2.9867 4.626 -.3563* .3764** 

No. unemployed 43 0.5733 0.7513 .0419 -.0653 

Total household income $66.48 $33.77 -.3581* .3277* 

Age of house 41.12 35.96 .8731** -.9043** 

Tile roof 14 -.5353** .6207** 

Iron roof 60 .5796** -.6478** 

Other roof 1 -.1348 .1506 

Brick walls 3 -.2366 .2645+ 

Weatherboard walls 66 .3451* -.3936** 

Fibrolite walls 5 -.3098* .3463* 

Other walls 1 .1003 -.0897 

Good condition 46 -.6296** .6128** 

Fair-needs minor repairs 24 .5340** -.5295** 

Poor-needs major repair 5 .2306 -.2063 



No. of rooms 

No. of bedrooms 

7.0133 

3.2667 

3.133 

1.262 

- .4656** 

.0608 

486. 

.4147** 

-.0360 

Separate kitchen 73 - .1428 .1278 

Separate bathroom 69 -.2544+  .2276 

Running water 75 

Hot water 61 -.4133** .3698* 

Electricity 75 

Gas 17 .1451 -.0887 

Kerosene - 

Refrigerator 66 -.3186* .2850+  

Radio 64 -.0528 .0083 

Radiogram 3 .0385 -.0169 

T.V. 65 - .2591* .2217 

Washing machine 55 - .5202** .4654** 

Inside W.C. 46 - .5742** .5562** 

Outside W.C. 26 .5717** - .5622** 

Outside other 1 -.0897 

Car to work 15 .0944 -.1792 

Bicycle to work 3 - .2366 .2645+  

Public transport to work 45 -.0991 .1238 

Walk to work 12 .1559 - .1113 

Grow food crops 33 - .3758** .3154* 

No food crops 42 .3758** - .3154* 

Receive foodstuffs from 
Islands 31 -.0971 .1358 

No foodstuffs 44 .0971 -.1358 

Times a year received 3,35 3.97 -.0626 .1131 

** significant at the .001 level 

significant at the .01 level 

significant at the .05 level 
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KEY TO VARIABLES UTILISED IN F-GROUP 

ANALYSIS OF COOK ISLAND INNER CITY HOUSING 

I. 	Age and Materials Grouping: 

Variable No. 	Description 

1 	Inner city 

26 	Age of house 

28 	Iron roof 

31 	Weatherboard walls 

35 	Fair condition, needs minor repairs 

52 	Outside W.C. 

61 	No food crops grown 

Facilities Possession Grouping: 

37 	Number of rooms 

38 	Number of bedrooms 

39 	Kitchen 

40 	Bathroom 

42 	Hotwater 

46 	Refrigerator 

49 	T.V. 

50 	Washing machine 

51 	Inside W.C. 

III. Link with Home-Village Grouping: 

62 	Receive foodstuffs from home 

64 	Times foodstuffs received a year 

Linkage Variable: 

36 	Poor housing condition 
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