WAGES FOR HOUSEWORK TS5 MOT BHNOUGH BU T

THE DISCUS5I0N

The last thing I wrote was confused and confusing, I want to get clearer, 1
don't want Big Flame to polarise into 'fors' and 'againsts' or to have a

vote without thorough discussion., To me, weht is agreed or disagread in the
gourge of the discussion - about housework, housewives, the wernens novenetfit,
&tc - is Just as- impordant as ihat we decide in the end on Wages for Housewoxk,
T : S .

The discussion so far has already uncovered disagreements, differences in
emphasis, confusions and vaguenesses (7), It's not an acedemic debate, It raises
very concrete, practical guestions and concerns the development of oux’ gene¢a1
perspectives in the womens movement and Blg Flame,

I was f orced to ithink about Wages for Housework, and became sympathetie to

it for two reasons, 1) While writing the unemployment pamphlet 1 talked about
a few ongoing struggles which pointed in that direction, I had to be weolly
and avoid it when the most direct and obvious thing to say was W for H, 2) Bn
Tower Hill we orgenise with full-time housewives, Every one of them has picked
up on W for H more quickly than a lot of other things, Iven if they disagree
with it they cean remain sympathetic, and come round to agreeing with it. They
chenge their minds (like me) but are always interested. Some are clearly, fimmly
in support of i%, I think this is becausge its the only existing working class
and feminist demand which directly relates to their situation, But we in Big
Flame have had to sidesibep it,

In both cases I feel really hampered by not knowing whe ther I agree or disagrees
by the fact that some people are so oppesed to it in BF that we can't even
investigate it in practice or mention it in writing; and by the fact that in
ignoring it we ve 1gnorbd any slternative ways of desli ng wlth the questions it
raises,

If I'm convinced it's wrong fair enough., Fven if I'm not, but the discussion
forces me to reserve my judgement, then I will, But so far I'm unhappy ebout it
beceuse some of the arguments seenm woolly and to me eve n wrong in the terms of
Big Flame's own theory.

So I still think Wages for Housework is right, correct and necessary. I agree
its not enough, I've concentrated on it and isolated it because we decided to
talk sbout it specifically. I see it being used alongside other demands, But I
also think that like any demand worth snything it helps to clarify others; helps
to zassert revolutionary feminism against reformism in other struggles; helps to
build a general, offensive perspecitive for the development of womens autonomy,
That's why I've confused everyone by seeming 1o oo1lapse the whole struggle for
comrunism under one slogan.

Mso T share other womens criticisms of the Power of Women (but maybe hot all of
these criticisms,) Here, when I talk about Wages for Housework 1 mean Just that -
and not the POW, Ve have to talk about them as the group which initiated the
campaign. and suffers an extreme sectarienism towards othex women(I don't reduce

all the ir criticisms of the le f ft to that oeCtarlnnlsm:ijnd as the gooup that

now defines and oontrds She campalgn, sometimes in wrong ways. But we must talk
about the demend itself in terms of the strusgle for womens power, We don't drop the
%5 hour week because Jack Jones has got his horrible little fingers on it, Ve

define and fight for it on our terms, I talked about the POW last time:because

we must acknowledge where struggles and demends come from - egpecially as the

_ ieft has & habit of belittling and sabotaging the womens movement and then,

laying elaim to its ideas and victories., But for the time being lets talk about
Wages f or Housewoxk,




1) WOMENS STRUGGLE

I agrec that womens struggle goes on at many different levels, against both
materiel conditions end ideology, It can't be reduced to one or a few
slogans, But as the class gtruggle goes on, it should become easier to sunm
up more of it, to generalise and express it as a programme for action, In
that process, wg‘ﬁhoulQ;%Hﬁaﬁijyiéﬁg&ﬁg&iéEthhe wood through the trees,
see where its all going and look for what's missing,

First of all, many women are organising in many different ways., But which
women are doing whet, why eand how? VWhat do each of these struggles say to
other women who aren't invelved in them? How do they each express the
generel class interest of women and how do they relate to the masg of
woren, millions of who still haven't found the strength or opportunity to
organige their struggle?

Tn K's article "Wwhy Wages for Houeswork Isnt Enough', she says that in the
womens movement "The mos% pressing debate is no longexr which demands, but
how to win them¥, In the class struggle generally we've moved "from a
period when the main push was expressed through demands, to the current
period when the question of forms of organisation begins to predominate, ®

T don't know if this is true or not as a tendency., But the two questions
interveave, The working class has to lnow what it wants before iff knows
how to get it. ind Tew .clesy,general demands which express its interests

as o olass have yet emerged, In the womens movement L think we still don't
know what we want clearly enough, and that's one reason why the question
of organisation is so difficult. Ve haven't gone past the stage of

summing wp what  we want in demands, slogens, struggles or whatever, That's
8 continuing struggle and always the forms of orgenising develop and
chenge es an instrument for achieving what we want,

In other rmrds, I don't think it's all happening and the main problem is
just bo find how to organise it. I think there's a lot missing, and this
problem of the political content of cur struggle gets more and more concrete
and urgent as the crisis goes on, The orieis makes the necessity of
comminism much clesver, Every struggle is more likely to become more
general and obviocusly political, As well as being more vulnerable to the
forces of the state (e.g Criminal Trespase Lew; Prevention of TPerrorism
Act). But the working class as a whole is not yet conscious of the
necessity of the revolution or of the fact that what we want and need
puts us on the communist recad, Of course one problem is not knowing we've
got the power if we organise it. But inberwven in this is the problem of
expressingy generalising, crystallising what we want right now and into
the future, I don't think revolutions fail because the forms of organising
haven'!t been worked out, They fail on a political level, expressed in one
way as organisaticnal, military, weakness, .

I'm going to concentrate on housework and women as housewives, because its
grucial but there's a lot missing from this strugegle, The psriiculer
interes ts of hougewives_are still being submerged, So political mistakes
arc made, and central questions ignored, egven in the wonens movenent, and
even in feminist campaiens Like the Avortion campaign,Mistakes which can
Tead to holding back struggles, preventing them from beconing generalised
and crystallised,

Of course one main reason why they're submerged is that housewlves aren't

there organisationally.(but thig again requires political solutions beyond just
the noana tO'organise}J Women who suffer the most from housework are the

women who have most problems organising, Ite fantastically hard to get out

and direct the struggle when you're an unpaid housewife, or holding down

two jobs, especially when you've got children. Hobody ¢ ilse will prove so

well that housework is &t the centre of class strugple, When houseulves are
absent the whole guestion in submerged, diluted or even forgotten,




Take the Abortion Campaign, This is fontastically 1ij£ﬁamt Thousands of
women are involved, The slogan A Womsns Right to Ghoose" is- one slogan/.
demend that hag clarificd and crystallised the interests of women against
capitalism and sexist ideclogy, Over the last year or so it's moved from
a fairliy uninspired campaign conflned to the Left and Womeng Liberation

and found roots inside local areas, inside the ebb and flow of class struggle,

But inside the campaign 811 sowbs of little blossoms grow, and they don't:
21l smell very nice, The "Right tc Choose® has got to be asserted even more
clearly to deal with them, Women expressing thelr interests as hous ew1q§§
would be one crucial way of dulng it. Duw the women who'd most ure ently

do this aren't always thbrL. There re MOrce working class housewives involved
in the campaign than ever before, B

But I suspect they're still a minority in
many areas, still less actively invelved fith less power to define the
campaigmn, uﬂd certainly preitty well abseny from itve naticnal organisation,

Herefs a couple’ of these littie blosgoms, The Communist Federation of
Britain leafletted our Liverpool demo with a lecad of trive, The Right to
Choose had disappeared altcogether, Instead they seild women must have

shortio ns so they can go ocut to work and 'join' the class struggle, Abortien
is therefore !'less important' then equal pay and Jjob ppportunites, Abortion
is just a means to that ond.

In Struggle Fotes we quoted, co '%p*ﬂ“y uneritically,a speech from the
platform at the national NAC de mo,.fn sgisn woman spoke of "the difficulties
faced by Asisn women in thig country kept in poverty by large families", This
is wrong and dangerous, They're kept in poverby by, espitalism.

I don't think either of these exomples can be dismissed, The CFB might be

a tiny orgenisation, but they said in o more cxtreme way what many Right

to Workiists would say, ind that in itself i1s a political fendency which
has roots in labcurisn, trade unionisi, Forces that azre not tc be dismissed,
The other oxample isn't an isoloted accident either, It reduces the '
struggle to abortion as a solublon to poverty feoed on us hy the bosses,

The crisis itself is & powerful force which strengthens that sttitude = more
women will have to have aborticns and still won't know what they really
want or feel that they! ro maling 8 choice,

It comes dangerously close to the ideas of middle class family planners

wvho want to ‘help these poor wnfortunate women kept down by large faimlies?',
Thig'is turn has links with fairly cominon prejudices against large families,
Ever heard about Catholics, the Irxish, end blacks 'breeding like rabbits!,
Or the argunents egainst leiting immigrant children in - why should we
fucking pay for them, Bver read those letters in the papers from 'angry
sengible, childless tggpbjuw”‘ wailing about having to pay for other
peonle's children, Or the article in the British Movement magazine talking
about sex-mad Jews bree&wnn like rabbits? These are attitudes that will

come oWt more and more in the cwigis,

Womens Liberationists and groups like Big Flame do assert the nght ‘o
Choose, Bul iis moinly delinel as A 757 moh L> howvo: children o Decause

8 high proportion of women in & he womens movement experience it most
directly in this way = ®hrough their educational end class background,. i~
income, Jjobs, pelitical involvement cte which have given them some alternatives.
The right not to have children is then a main way of refusing to be defined

as housewives and mothers,

S0, in the last Struggle Notes, even we concentrated mostly on abortion as
the fight against being 'Breéding animels', This gives more space thon we
should be giving to wrong and dangerous ideas.The tendency to think of
housewives and mothers as a lesser order of being, The tendency which will
want women to have gbortions because its cheaper or becanse women don't

know what's best for them cte ete. Ve'lve got to say clearly and contlnu%ily,
that we want the Right to Choose, The right to abortion and the xight to
refuse 1t when its forced on us by poverty, overwork or stete planning, The
right to refuse strings like gferilisation, The right to have children, to
have large families, to have she cash ond services needed to keep us ond them




alive, The right to fight azainst being defined as housewives and mothers
and still have children, This 1s asserting the interests of the mass of
working class women against all those,left or right, who'll use the campaign,
distort it and reduce it, Bven turn it 2gainst us.

So,,tha t'g one example of how sbruggles can be strengt. hened or weakenéd
acoording to whose interests they represent. Housewives den't need to get
involved for the sake of it. They have sonething pardicular to sey,, and
something particular to win, and when its expressed it redefines the
strpggle » But therc's another problem, If they are inveolved their interests
aren't svtometically exvressed, #nd the problem of how they get involved '
isn't just finding ways to organise, Both these problems exist bacause,
among other things, a clear working cless consciocusness of the role of
housework hasn't yet emerged, And if you don't know what you want how do you
orgenise for it? '

Take the existing struggles that houscwlves are most often involved in,
There are hundreds or thousands of fights against the ¢ uts and for more,
better services which reduce the work and poverty of the housewife, But
how often are these struggles expressed or generalised in that way? How
often are the poarticular interests of housewives against housework, against
poverty and eccnomic dependence, right out 1n the open? These gtrugeles

are the easiest (though still really hard) for them to get involved in,
because they're local and flow directly out of housework. But then they're
often judged in the same way, A fight for school buses is 'for the kids'y
for community services is 'for the community's a fight for housing is tfor
the femily', Its also for themselves but that sounds se 1fish tc women

who give their lives for others. /ind when they say its for the kids etc.
their fella's more likely to tolerate it. Her interests arec held back,

kept invisible, subordinated to the 'general interest', The particular
struggle is then harder to generelise = its just part of and not congciously
againgt housework, And it doesn't come together as en offensive, forward-
locking policy for socialisation or anything else.

Historically housework hesn't been seon as 'real work', Even the women

who do it and know it is, see it as all mixed up with feelings, love,
personal relationships. S0 its hard to come out and explicitly organise
against it, The left then gubmerges it under headings 1like “Fight the Cuts"
or Murseries sc that women cen have the right to work™ Or it stays
tlocalised and isolated, On Tower 711l welve had fights for school buses, .
sebra crossings, safety barwviers, nurseries, houses etc, Mostly organised
by women but never defined openly as in their direct interests, All these
strupgles have come and gone, renained separate from each other, with no
sense of continuity leading enywhere in partieular, The generalisation has
remained :the property of the revolutionaries, It remains theoretical, On
one of the most militant, orpenised and experienced estates in Fhe, country,

Having said all this, I think women in Big Feme have a lot of ideas about
what to do about it. We support strong, local sction proups in the Abortion
and Cuts campaigns, These can draw strugsles together; glve nore naople,.
inclading housewives, the chance to organise; and relate the campaigns o
the mass of people in the area who aren't yet involved, We also support
womens groups end womens centres which build bases for women to organise .
more easily and build their power, This helps women to define what their
interests are and how %o fight for them, It hebps %o kecp a continuity
between particular struggles. Batiered wives centres go even further, by
showing a concrete, collective ol Lernotive to dependence, and rovten
morriages, Women in them orgenise in an &ven more independent way, which
can strengthen the whole womens movement, And we have Strugele Notes to try
to bring lots of invisible struggles out in the open and draw the lessons
together,

B



The most obvious point is that having no independent money you can't go +to
womens conferences, meetings, buy wonens pamphlets,ete,

We usditha slogan guaranteed cdeguate incone to define all struggles for
meney §n borns of need and not productivity., Concretely we've never -
ccurldered lauaching a campaign on anything so general, .We use it to draw

out the content of more conorete denands like full lay-off pay, higher wages
separave from produetivity,,Bqual Pay with no strings, social security,for.:
school siudents ebe, Its a general sinm which is made conerete by particulax
secvions of the glass, So Wages for Housework isn'd an alternative - its used
in the same general fremework but nade conerete in rela tion te the struggle
for hougsewives, . SO -,

And it is just one way of doing this, I don't sugsest we drop all othex
struggles for money, But we can't drep Wames for Housework either, because
its the most concrete way of talking about a guaranteed income for
housevives, And the only way so far of dealing with the two guestions- 1)
that_hougewives need mongy_and 2)Theig,wggg‘gggagpgbjg,be paid for, hacasuse

if_ilts not they pey for it themselves, In other words immediately. lose. any.
money_ they sget, Just on that work,

VHY_WAGES?

Vhen workers demend that work isg paid for with wages, or when they demand
that the wages are increased, that dcesn't necessarily mean you're tying
your need te live to productivity, Its the same with housework, In any
struggle there's a fight beilween tendenciecs ~ reformist, revoluticnary our
right wing, In a struggle for Equal Pay there's a fight to make sure its
without strings , which some people won't understand, Wages will be tied
to productivity by bosses and trade union lesders if they can get away
vith it. That dcesn't mean we refuse wages, We have to fight for communism
as the abolition of wage labour but we don't go round saying 'abolish wage
lebour! or 'we don't want wages!, .

Now what ahout work that isn't paid for with wages at all? Do we or don't
we demznd that it is? For example, in Horfolk, unemployed Building workers
and epprentices are building a surgical unit unpaid, In hospitals voluntary
workers work for free while waged workers are sacked, Unemployed workers

do more 'community work! unpaid - everything from running playgroups to
giving pensioners meals,

What de we say?, Do we say, oh its all right as long as they get a
guaranteed incomc off the dele. Det your bhottom dollar we don't, We

would and will have to say thet work should be paid for with wages, Its

a moxe. and more important question as cuts in public gpending result in
more unpaid labour,The only slternative to a demand for wages is to agree
that the working class should do chawity work for the bosses, More work,
less money, And to let that be concesled behind +he dole money or the
wages we get for other jobs which just about keeps us alive,

And on what basis do we exclude housework done in the home? If we support
wages for home helps, child-minders etc why can't we support it for
housewives? This is the voini that's avoided and hidden by just saying
guaranteed income, Houscwives are doing more and more unpsid work whioh

was and should be paid for with wages in hospitals, nurseries etc, and
should be paid fox wherever its done, This is concenled by the little money
she gets off her -husband, Social Scourity or wages for another job,It would

continue to be concealed if she got o cguaranteed, adequate income off the state,

g

'natare! and 'identity!, & personal service sopething tc do with personality,
And again, she does more of it, The money that her husband brings in doesn't
pay for it. So she pays with her time end cnerpy, scrimping and saving, meking
ends meet, repairing clothes instead of buying them ete ete,She does more of it
rhem 1% sinoto paid for in socialiged services ox in the home,

What's the result? Its chexity work, a labour of love, part of a womens




T think its the last activity we're weokest on. Struggle Fotes is good,
but it reflects our tendency to avoid pinpointing what's going on. Our
tendency to rejolce when lots of people are doing things as though that's
an end in itself. Some of theé articles are interesting in themselves but
don't seem to be. in SN for any partievlar rfeason except that its working
class woémen in action,Its 'not clear whot it means for the clasg, or for S

women in pariicular, (This was one friendly criticism made at our London/MceTing,

@é@ublig

Now, I'm not saying we should always write articles full of heavy nessages.
ALl the articles do have .n mesgage, but ite somebimes confused and uneclear, -
And I d on't think the struggle will be drawm togethér through Big Flame
(although the party is the drew ing together of the struggle in the end ).
We don't have o try to sum everything wp in slogons and demands, but at
the moment we are tending to swa it up in words in Struggle Wotes rather
than in action inside the mass strugele of housewives. ‘

I believe that Wases For Houscwork could be one way of beginning to deal

with 81l these problems., 1)A dewand or slogan is a wey of acting on a
political line and shaping the strugple instead of just commenting on it.

A good example is Abortion:i Vomans Right te Choose,Sc the struggle isn't
ﬁmtsmmwdupjﬁﬂdermmhmhm&@'mgmummﬂmsorthMmmmeWmmﬁ.

It isn't just words in leaflets, porphlets ond papers, It mekes the political
line concrete and sctive, Its not the only way of doing this but its one.

2)Demands and slogoms - the shaping of & programme for action - helps to

link present struggles with fubture alms; helps to draw out what the

working class needs now snd into the future,We should look at the struggle
of:housewives like we look ot everything elses The sceds of communism exist

in the struggle now, What is particuicar to women as housewives? aYflousewerk
has to he socialised, This can only happen on our terms under communism, In
The meantime there'll be a long struggle, spearheaded by housewives,to forec -
the state to provide socislised scrvices e.g nurseries, and to pay for them.
At 2 local level this pruduces a rnumber of demands, Hore generallyy in the
womens movement snd BF for example we say community controlled scrvices, peid
for by the state, to define what we mean in working class terms, towands communism,
b )Housework, iike 81l worl, must be paid for by the hosses and thelr stete.

Again, until communism exibs, either its paid for by the state or its paid

for by working class houscwives, fomilive and communities, Therc ie & constont
tussle over who should pay for socinlised services that take on some of this
work., The one struggle that hasn't surfaced is who should pay for it when its
done_in the house, It remains o personal, invisible battle inside the family.
Wages for Bougework is the enly denend that has vet made this battle visible,
and organisable on o mass level, And in the process puts housework out front,
wherever its done., It links the struggle in the home to the struggle for
soecialisaticn, and so helps break that barrier between the two which keeps
housework as womens work, a labour of love, which wndermines the fight

against housework even when women fight fox socialised. SEIVIces., ¢) Housewives,
Like cvoryone else, necd an independent income, They necd to live, Until
conmunien abolighes wage labour and money and we all get accerding to our needs,
we need money to live on, Housewives have fought in the Claimants Unions and
the Fernily Allowance Campaign for that independent income; in rent strikes to
keep the 1little they've got; with thelr hushands for.a bigger share of the wage,
A guaranteed adeguate income is the fromevork, the genvral aim, inside which

Wo look at all struggles for money. For houscwives its stresscd as independent.
Wages for Housework is defined in these terms,nol in terns of productivity, Lis
a particular form of guaranteed income, based on the needs of houscwives, Like
Equal Pay with no strings is one Forw of it that's come firom the struggle of

women as waged workers.

% Wages for Housewdr is one demand that housewives cen start defining fox

" themselveg, which will help them to define thelr interests ih other struggles as
“weil. Tt pubs them up front instead of trailing behind everyone else, Too often

women ore orgeniding while houscewives arc still at hone. £nd I think this is

s problem of what the struggle is for os nuch as finding the mesng to orgenise,
ind its one way of linking what active, militent women exe atruzgling for to the
mags of women who gre still neot orgonising -~ its a unifying demand in that sense,




organisation of production, isn't Jjust maintained by ideology but also

by material conditicns like housing policy, higher productiv;ty which mekes
men want servants, the forced economic dependence of women, Battered wives
centres exist now becalse YWomens Libeoration and other things have knocked
holes in ideclogy; and also bevause gocial security exists, cmpty houses
exist, and some state provision has beecn made after a long struggle.

Young people are conditioned in dependence: young women have the added
conditioning of their mother'!'s dependence and their future prospects of the
same, 4 lot of girls rely on men to buy ale, clothes, to drive them around
in cars and get them into clubs, (Often older married men who take the
money off their wife's housékoeeping = one reascn why married women can be
suspicious end jealcus of younger single women, ) You fuck, sometimes because
you want to, sometimes to pay for the meal ticket,someiimes in fear becausc
he thinks he's owed. How do you tell the diffcrence? How do you separate
your sexusl feclings from eccnomic necessity, or know what they are? Most
don't carry on like this for long, You want kids, or more stability; you
start feeling you're being used and want to be loved; you realise you're
getting called an old slag; or you want an exeuse to get out that fucking
factory., So you end up pregnant end married, vhat alternative have you
experienced except a life with men? If you want kids, say, it scems better
than 1li¥ing with mum forever, or iiving alone, or being poor on social
security, or getting a Jjob on top of all the housework,

And then, as a housewife; poverty and dependence on his wage colours
everything., I think its one primary reason why women arc trapied in _
housework, defined as houscwives, isolated and emotionally dependent on men,

Capitalism turns human devendence into a division of power; 01d pecple,

the sick and disabied, children, are physically weoker and need other
people's help to stay alive, Capitalism can't use them so much in production
and doesn't want to pay foo much for their survival, So.as far as possible

1t makes them gconomically dependent on their own class, Under fascism,

apart from healthy children, they're likely to get exterminated as surplus
humans, This all affects the way they're seon and how they sec themsclves,
Their families and. neighbours can rescnt their dependence. They cen resent
other people's power over them, or feel suilty oxr'yrateful, 'Tt makes you . -
even wesker., You f{ight or subwmit to the peohple you depend on, S

Its the same with.housewives. Historioally women have 'depended'! on men for
some things because of being pregmant ond nursing babies for a large part
of -their lives., This basic division of labour became a division of bower
with class society and capitalism, Now women are atomiged, individually
dependent on individval men for the means to live,The division of labour
can be transcended more and more through contraceptvion, sceialisation of
housework, housing policy ete, but is held back by capitalism, Economic
dependence mainteins the image of women as weak and vulnerable, as 'horn’
housewives and mothers, as the vecple who ghould do this work privately.

It directly forces you to do the housework. Having no money you have to earn
it for a start, and prove to the man that you're worth sweating in the factory
for.Because you're money comes throusgh that man, your struggle for it is

a personal hassle with someone you love (or hate).You don't win it by
refusing the work, but by working harder,sucking vp to him, using your

'femele wiles',And if you haven't got moncy you can't buy labour-saving
equipment, prepared food, baby sitters,nichts out with the girls ete, You

stay ftiecd to the work and to him,

It also affects how much you con struggle with other women. We also have. to
build our independence through womens centres ete, But 2ll the time you're
returning hone to the same situation, which constantly undermines your powcr,
There's still the basic fact that he slogs his gute out to provide for the
whole family; thet you still have to got your money off him,We experience this
all the $ime on Tower Hill, If you just concentrate on making him hand more
money over the problem alvays rears its ugly head again - and his control of
the money isn't just out of malce agiro, but also out of his own neterizal needs,




2)ECONOMIC INDEFENDENCE

One argument against Wages for Housework is that its 'econcrhistic! hecalse
it 'reduces! everything to money. Its even been dald that the struggle for
noney isn't as important as other things, I don't agree - and its the same
whether we're talking about & guaranteed income, egual pay, family allowance
or wages for housework. '

Pirstly we don't usually label any struggle as 'economic' - just beceuse its

for money,Its not 'separate! from politics or the struggle for power, Capitalism
is a system in which the mass of pecople, the working class, are dispossessed

of the means to live,We'!ré forced to denend on money, and we're forced to

work for it. We labour o create all wealth, and we're given as little of

it as possible - that's how profits are made,Our human needs directly conflict
with the neecds of the bosses.We struggle against work because its dangerous
unhealthy and 2 drag - and the human strusgle is always to get the means o
live at less and less cost to those who produce it., Communism is the system
that will allow that struggle %o progress - through machinery, more collective
sharing of woerk, more lasting goods ete,i constant struggle to live better

and suffer less, work less,Capitalism is the opposite - it reguires constant
drives for higher productivity, more work, more robot~like slavory. Ve find

our need for communism in opposing it. At the scme time we struggle for the
money, goods and services that we necd to live on, Communism ig the system
which will allow for production of what we nesd and ensure we get it, Capitalism
ties our needs to wage labour, makes us produce all kinds of crap and won't

let us have the necessities. ’

This is the heart of the class strugele.The struggle for power and communism
ign't on added extra.~ Its transformed and poses different problems ak
different historic times = but all the +time ibs a struggle to assert the
needs o £ the working class against capitalism, against its power,In the end
that neans teking power, destroying that system, creating a society.in which '
classes cease to oxist and the human race can Progress.

For women as housewives its the same struggle, conditioned by the particular
nature of the work they do and their particular situstion as economically
dependent as well as poor, These two things are fundamental %o owr

powerlessness, The more housewo rk you do, the less noney you have,. the more
econonically dependent you are, then the less power you have, The fight against
that work, for money, is also a fight for power inside the clags and against
capitalism,Against the way they make the working cless share its poverty,

fight over the crumbs, pay for its 'dependants' in order to increase profits,

And the way they maintain divisions in thc class by giving some sections

a false power - feeling they've got something hecause its better then someone elss,

WOmen/ﬁggg %%ﬁgr struggles as well, but none of them can be rigidly separated
from this. We have to fight to definc our sexuality, to control our bodies,

to win sexual frecdom, This means fighting sexist ideclegy, but it also means
fighting for -the time to live and think, against endless,tiring work; for
healthy bodies that aren't weakened and destroyed by works for economic
independence, without which we can't be independent emotionally ox gexually,

We have to fight for the physical means te be independent - womens centres ctc.
But that too means fighting for wealth from the state - buildings, equipment,
cash -~ and fighting for the time and money to get out the house in the first
place., Etc, ete,

We den't auwtomatically become independont when we have an independent income,
There are other things to fight for,find chenges in our material conditions.
gon't immediately change our ideas, We have o lifetime's conditioning behind
us and a whole scciety to change, But economic independence is crucizl asg part
of all this and as one factor that conditions women from bhirth, '

Children aren't just told that women do housework and heve less freedom and
are dependant on men, They seg it and live it, in a family structure that
spotlights o hierarchy of power through size, strength, work, freedom tc zo
out and be independent ete,That structure which is necessary to the capitalist




Peoople say Wages for Housework will tic women to housewcrk, This sugzests
that housewives are the only se ction of the class incapable of separating
wages from productivity, It suggests that housework is not work, or the only
work which should be paid for by the working class itsclf instead of by

the bosses or the state. That's the only alternative,

Anyway, vomen are tled as much as they ever will be, zight here and now,
They're tied becouse they have to find the money to pay for it and get it
off a man, They re tied because while its not paid for it incrcases, and
what you can't pay for with morey you pay for with time and encrgy. They're
tied to it by it belng'Uﬁft of thell 1dont1ty - tnere g no other way to
define it, 77

There'!s no. alternative to Woges for Housework which deals with this, There
are other demandg, slo sang and struggles alongside i%. Bub wvhile we avoid
this one we just find ourselves working out ways of sharing rather thon
reducing work; we accept that the werking class must sharb its poverty while
it does charity work for the bosses., Its s demand for money for housewives
and e demand that housgwork as work (not as womens work or womens nature)
gets puid for whoever does it and wherever its done and however its organised,

SQCTALISATION

socialisation ef housework and Wages for Housework aren't alternatives, They
go together and define each other, We are in o long strugsle for soeislisation,
At the moment its hard enough dofendlnb whot we've got, let alcne getting

any more. And we won't get it until we've got communism - not fully, or on

our terms., Are we saylng that for all that time women doing that work

in the house shouldn't get paid for it?

ind I'm very dubious sbout this argument that 'paying woren in the house

is wrong because what we should be doing ie socialising the work, It seens

to me that housewives should have some say in the patter, And,until

communign starts guarantecing their inberests, as well as everyome else's they
must ha ve the power to choose and dictate how that work is organiged, Its a
struggle to weigh up the ‘advantages end d. disadventages of working in the house,
running a collective playgroup, letting the state organise one etc ete, Wages
for Housework, because it pays for that work wherever it is done, is one way
of gi¥ing them that power, that choice, Or do we know whats best for them?

And this demand doeg help to clarify the kind of sccialisation that's in our
interests now, If housewives run 2 playgroup and the state refuses to pay
with buildings, equipment, wages etec, you can end up doing a lot more work
and paying out a lot more money that you haven't got in the first place. The
thing then never gets off the ground ox it folds up.

Idefinitely and absclutely do nct agree with (M's view that “the answer is

to organise against the capitalist orgonisction of work and not against the
vork itselfM™, In the struggle against copitalist production the twe things
interweave; in the struggle for communism they continue to do so. The

human race needs to destroy all unnccessary work, which is work crcated by
capitalism alone (lLike hond=-washing laundry becouse the maghines don't exist
or break down or are too expensive), It needs bo lessen the burden of necegsary
work or nmake it more tolerable, It nceds to re—appropriste human activities
which capitelddm now turns into work snd organises like a chore some or all

of the time (like child-rearing and sex). (ne part of the struggle agaifist
work 1s the struggle against its organisation - so that'its organised at
minimum cost to ua, (but producing ashestos, for example, kills you whether its
organised by capitalism or communism, Peeling spuds is o drag whether its

done by & housewife or with 50 other women in a canteen),) N 14

Whether its inside or cutside the house its a struggle to win more cof the wealth
that will pay for that work so it can be veduced and organlsed 1n our 1ntereuﬁs‘
and for the powed: to impose those intorests, . .

SORRY THIS IS 5O LONG, I WARN YOU, I'fs HOT MY LAST WORD, SEE YA FOLKS!




