
industrialisation began to occur with intensity, often aided and abetted by tariffs and
protectionism. Yet, in part due to conflicts within the Pact Government led by Barry
Herzog, state intervention was limited in scope and impact, and was heavily focused
on employing white labour. By the start of the SecondWorld War, South Africa’s was
a gold-exporting economy, with industrialisation largely confined to small sections
of the manufacturing and agricultural sectors.

The second trajectory occurs in the brief but important period of –, cov-
ering Jan Smuts’ second term as Prime Minister. In this period, Freund argues, the
foundations for a true developmental state were laid: the further development and
expansion of pre-existing, partially state-owned enterprises (‘parastatals’ in South
African parlance), an attempt to diversify away from gold-reliance, and a heavy
focus on nationalised energy production for large-scale industrialisation.

The third trajectory – what Freund calls the ‘apartheid trajectory’ – is one of
contradiction, the contradiction at the heart of South Africa: the tension between
a modern economy and demographic segregation. For Freund, the twin imperatives
of racial domination and the white-centric developmental state could not survive
their contradictions. In the late s, the state moved to physically segregate
capital in the peripheries of South Africa (the ‘Bantustans’), while simultaneously
investing heavily in militarisation. Combined with a Reserve Bank that kept
inflation low, Freund argues, opportunities for state-led growth dwindled, ultimately
resulting in the economic downturn that heralded the end of apartheid.

There is much more to the book than detailed here, both in theory and detailed
empirical history. But the message is clear: South Africa’s history has always been
one of state intervention in the economy, and it remains so today. But the contradic-
tions implied by the history of profound racism and structural segregation have
meant, and continue to mean, that that development is highly unequal.

DANIEL DE KADT

University of California, Merced
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Mark Hunter’s new book makes an unsurprising but important argument: the
hegemony of whiteness – a lingering vestige of the apartheid period – continues
to shape contemporary schooling in South Africa. In Race for Education, he illustrates
this using evidence derived from schools across three different communities in
Durban, South Africa. Using these data, Hunter demonstrates how schools work
to follow Eurocentric ideals, or rather what he labels ‘white tone’, by simultaneously
weeding out those who do not hold certain physical and cultural characteristics asso-
ciated with whiteness and poaching those who do to market one’s school.

The book reminds me of important and ongoing work written in US scholarship
on race and schooling, for example Maia Cucchiara’s Marketing Cities, Marketing
Schools (University of Chicago Press ), and Julia McWilliams recently released
book, Compete or Close (Harvard Education Press ). By engaging these themes,
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Hunter brings the situation of South Africa into a global conversation around public
schooling and capitalism and the latter’s inherent conflict with justice and equity.

The book also provides an incredibly powerful updated description of the histor-
ical context that has shaped the current schooling in South Africa, particularly as it
relates to the seemingly hierarchal relations between blacks, coloureds, Indians and
whites. Hunter also does an excellent job of illustrating the ways in which the school
system both perpetuates and disrupts these hierarchal relations in the post-apart-
heid period.

The book, for all its strengths, however, does have some serious flaws as well. To
start, the book claims to engage in a gender analysis, and even has gender in the title.
However, the gender analysis is very thin and is largely kept analytically separate
from race, making gender seem distinct rather than intersectional. Further, the
gender analysis is enjoined at the end of several chapters, even in the
Introduction, and is thus positioned as more of an after-thought than a central
part of the author’s approach. Perhaps most important, the discussion itself
largely lacks references to gender-based theories or even female and/or feminist
authors. It is very clear that the book would have been better positioned as simply
a race analysis of schooling rather than one that takes gender seriously.

Second, there is very little discussion of the immigrant communities that make a
central part of contemporary South African society – particularly Zimbabweans and
Nigerians. How, for example, are these groups being positioned in society, from a
schooling perspective, and how does that shape future opportunities for them
versus native South African blacks? Are these groups being poached to schools
that value ‘white tone’ as well? And if not, how then do we explain the xenophobia
that has transpired in the context of the white tone theory? Although the author may
have considered these issues beyond the scope of the book, the constant challenges
with xenophobia that continue to emerge in South Africa make it seem particularly
relevant to consider how this may or may not shape modern schooling.

Nonetheless, even with the above critiques, there is so much to like in Hunter’s
book: the historical description, the clear writing, the use of ethnography. It is cer-
tainly a book I would recommend for its racial analysis.

SALLY A . NUAMAH

Northwestern University
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