


























226 Review 

notwithstanding such studie did at least signal a (some hat Eurocentric) a aren 
a holly Eurocentric vi of economic development was open to question. o ace o 
di turbs Lenk s parochiali m. 

Alan Reynold s paper i also parochial but in that much more self-consciously partisan and 
explicitly combative fashion characteristic of the economic Right. He interroga es and 
di aggregates recent data on U employment productivity and the educational background 
and demographics of the workforce. He argues against the contention that the U record 
on employment growth during the last decade (much better than in Europe) was achieved 
at the cost of low productivity and wages. He contests the conventional wisdom that an 
aging workforce or a decline in the manufacturing workforce represent problems. He is 
optimistic about the future of the American economy scathing about federal traming 
programmes and hostile towards European taxation policies. Reynold s line of argumen 
is underpinned by a conventional human capital account of labour markets. This may have 
the virtue of theoretical clarity (at least for economists) but it is both politically regressive 
and descriptively inadequate for any attempt to understand those processes of labour market 
egmentation which derive from institutionalised racism. Reynolds is caustic about states 

and celebratory of market but he has nothing to ay on the idea of the social and the 
notion of ci ii society on hich the functioning of both the tate and the economy depends. 
One effect is that ethnic division and systematic employment discrimination is thus defmed 
out of consideration as a theoretically random "e ternality" rather than a tructured social 
reality. 

The implications of this kind of neglect are also ignalled in tevens and Michalski 
otherwise useful introducti n by their conflation of "paid employment" wtth "work". Those 
for1ns of unpaid work (as in the household) which ustain the operation of the fonnal 
economy are e eluded from consideration. This is choed in Fontela s presentation of a 
life cycle model of th relation between family work education and leisure hich not only 
id ntifi the fir t two ter111 a mutually e clu ive but also ignores the differential 
po itioning of men and omen. It is pr cisel Lutz s illingness to rethink uch 
con enti,onal conceptual frames that separates hi essay out from th others in this 
ollection. 

Nick Perry 
Department of ociology University of Auckland 
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