AL REPLY TO CD'S DOCUMENT ON WACGES FOR HOUSEWORK

INTRODUCTION ¢ < disagree with a large amount of CD's dodument and certain-—
ly disagree with the iden that Big Flame women should start
organising around the demand for Wages for Housework., While what I am writing
is a critique of Wages for Housework and of CD's document I don't want to sec
a situation where we dismies disoussion about how to organise with housewxves,
women on estates, battered wives and choose | instead to work with women im
waged woxrk. Also we camnot ignare the fact that woments dependence on men
for money is a main factor in our dependence on men sexually and psychologically,,
and is a major factor in the crlppllng of our self-identity and power.
But what I went to argue is that cconomic independence which is won by getting
a wage For housework isn't the issue we should organise around with women.

The ways in which women gain confidence end power are by organising together
with other women(and men) for their needs against capitalist oppression and
exploitation. This is often expressed as organising for more money and less
work, but there are also many struggles against sexism and the ideological
oppression of women. Women's siruggle cannot be reduced to and contained in
the demand 'Wages for Housework! - and it is dangerous to think it could be.

CD's document doesn't conwinoce me that Wages for Housework is a unifying
demand, or a lever to initiate women's struggle, or a rallying point for an
autonomous women'& movement. I don't pretend that what follows will provide
answers as to what we can do - meinly because T don't think that any one
demond ocan sum up the content of women's struggles without also dlstortlng

R tho analysis of The Power of Women Collective(POW) and the over—
concentration on wage demands lcads to a crude economic determinism, as well
as-misunderstanding the wage relationship. I hops to doevelop this point
later but onc of the problems in writing this reply has been a lack of time
to fully develop and explain cerdain points which unfortunately might mean
that gome of whot follows is brief, and for those who haven't had the chance
to read various critiques of POW , a bit confuding., There are many uscful
things which have been written mainly in the magaszine!RED RAG ', as well

as the article 'Chips with Everything' in the first BF Internal Bulletin.
There aren't many copics of this around bk, its definidely worth reading.
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Tt's true that POW morc than any other group have talked about the position
of housewives and pointed out the importence of women's work im the house
as work. It's true that housework is work, but it's not WOrk which produces
surplus value in the way that waged work in the factory does. It is work
which producescsocial value and in its organlsatlon remains outside the
capitalist mode of production. One of the thedretical Justifications for
Wages for Housework is that domestiec labour(housework) is productive. IF
it is productive labour then it should be paid for by a wage, and the wage
is power., By getting money for housework POW bolééve that it will free
women from housework. I disagree. As we wrote in o women's document for
the first national conference (BF):

" raising or demanding the issue of wages for housework,
while fooussing on houscwork befing work and not a natural
vay of expressing love or friendship to those you live with,
does not cxplicitly say that housework is not nccessarily
women's work and thorefore does not challenge the
sexual diwision of labour"

POW definc all women as houscwives fivst and foremost and reduce all family
and sexual relations to part of housework. Thus they can writes

" They say it is love, we call it unpaid work. They
call it frigidity ... we c¢all it absentecism"
(Wages agoinst Houscwork)
statomonts like this make me shudder « but more of this later.
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Their statement thats
" A1l women arc housewives, Single or merried,
young or old, with or without children, lesbion
or straight, that housework is our first job,"
( 'ALl Work and Mo Pay! )

Phis focusses on tha fact that women do nousework ( but ignores men doing
housework) but it doesn't follow that housework is the primary and exclusive
focus that feminists should concentrate on when organising with women.
Similarly their unaly81s and one whicj €D takes up that women s work cutside
is paid houscwork is confusingly simplistic snd doesn't offer-uscful guide~--
lines of how to orgnalisce in waged workplace situations. As an cxamples

What would.it have contributed to our work with the Wingrove and Rogers
strike to have concentrated oxclusively on the fact thot all the women

were houscwives ond raised the demand of winning wages for housework, instead
of helping them with the specific struggle they were fighting 7

I don't belicve that they were low paid therc before the strike bocauso theg
arc unpaid for work in thc home, nor can we sce their wotk as an cxtension

of houseworko CD says pagu P,

" Like the work of domestlcu in hO%pltﬁlsg conks in cant$bnsg
or the women who work in the bogwash, it's low pnid because
it's not paid in the house™

Doce this mean that the way to win wage rises ond overcome wage differentiials
is not to organise at work but to organise at home? And what proof is therc
thet if women did get money outside of work that they would be able to win
rises ot work <

The reason why womon's wages arce generally lower than men's, why women arc
exploited as workers and oppressed os women are fantastically complex and @
con't just be reduced to & question of who deoes the housework. Nor can
sexism be overcome mercly by altering wage differentials beoause ideoclogy
although it is relatced fo cconomic factors is not totally dependent on them,

(This is the beginning of a longer document I hoped to get the whole thing
finished a lot sooner - I am s4ill trying to get the rest out before the
meeting on Wednesday. But thought it wag better if at least people could
sce o small part of it nNoWiecsoos)

Gl -BF Centrol Branch.
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Sexunl division of labpur ( )
the sexual division of labour is not =& coreation of capitalism butpre=-
dates it,snd haw been used by capital in its own interests.But now, for
the first time since industrialisation,women are in o position to over—
come the material basis for this division, that is being totnlly $ied
to having kids.Whatever our objections te the inadequacies of cotracepd
~tion and the fight that is neccssary still before we can get free safo
abortions if wo wgnt them ,we cant ignore the immensce changes its made fa
womens the spaces that hoave been opened up for us.It gives us a relative
freedon of choice about how we live our lives, when we have kids if wo
do wantthem, ond we can find an identity for oursclves outsidcof the rolc
of houscwife s~nd mother.It means taht wc can go outto work if we want to
ce. nnd many women , mysclf included do want to and not jJust stay in
the house.lts truc that woriing outside the home is not absolute fre dom
while the bossecs still control its orgrnisation, but its freedom foom
the igoloation of the house nnda wey of mecting other peopnle, orgonising
with thom,

While €Ds documont is good in thatit focusses on women outside of woged
work ond ways. of organising with them, which we dént tnlk cnofigh about,
I think she ignores some of the positive cffeets that working outside tho
homc has for women.Pirstly taht it gives women o-choance to be in daily
contanct with other workers which provides o potentinl power basc against
cnpitalism, which is o fundamental Marxist truth. :
'"The advoance of industry, whosc involuntarny promoters arc
the bourgeoisic, replaces the isolation of the labotrers
due 0 competition ,by their revoautionary combinotion
due to associntion. The dovelopment of modern industry
thereforc cuts frog mnder its fe et the very found ation
of which the bourgeoisic produces ~nd appropriastes products
Whatthe bourgeoisic thercfore prod:ucus above all is 1ts
oW o gravediggers.!
Larx Communist “onifesto *%

Scoondly it gives women the possibility of finding ~n indentity other thon
that of wife, mother.

I'm not snying that the wey to build o revolutionnry womens movement L& %o
force everyonc out to works thore is no simple formuln to do this,But

we musnt ignorc women fighting ngoinst discriminntion ot work, ngninst
unions refusing to & fond womens Jobs, s port of of an assertion of womens
power thnt contributes to the development of o~ fominist nnti copiinlist
offensive,Yomens strugsles at homennd ot work nre often fragmented. het
this moans for us is not to tTy to sliéde the two together uhder onc demand
but to toke coch gitustion coch struggle in its complexity nnd try to

mak links betwesn it and€ other siruggles.

Waged work is not just paid houscwork
POW ngscert th-~t womens work outside the home is predominontly waged house
work.While there nre commoeti.ms/parallels its dangerous for revolutionary
gtrntegy to be nsrigid ns they tond to b in this nssertion and not to
look nt the way eapitnlism hns been forced to develop by the struggles of
thoe working olass, or the ways it develops to try nnd smash the working
¢l~ss, rccupcratc whnt its lost.

he theoreticnl bnsis for POWs rnalysis comes from o misreading of Capitd

*¥% The rcason why Im using goutes is begausc I hope thattheyse useful %o
othcr people in understanding whot Im $alking n~bout. Its not 1o intimidate
you into ngreeing with my argument becausc Ive quoted Morx or whoever.Ive
found roeding thosc things uscful, ~nd while Id obviously like others to
reach my conclusions its morc important that we 2ll h-ve adequntc ways

to reach an undersionding of the issues,to be able to discuss with one
another.,
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and on applicntion of on nnolysis Marx mokes about'monufacturc! {which
is industrinl orgonis tion from, Toughly the I6th -latc I8th ontury)
to modern capitalism. The guote talks anout how - hierarchy of labour
develpos whiech  isvery rigid nbd which defincs each work cor for the whol
of her /hlu 11fc and in cvery aspcet of 1life.
monufiocture develops o hicrarchy of lobour powers, to,which
thore corresponds n scole of wages, If on thoone hoand the
individunl labourers ~rce appropricted and annexed for life
by v limited function; on hice other hand, the various
opecrations of the hicrarshy ~re parceclied out and ~mong the
lobourcersmaccording to their noturel ond acquired oupabllltles o
Harx Copital Volune I p.330 Lawrence and Vishart edition
fair onough. But arx explicitly states that modern copitalism gradunl
destroys ond crodés this division of labour, this hierarchy based on skill
ng technologicnl development supercedes worker's craft skills, Thisg
de skilling &nd reduction of the labour process to fragmented taciontific'
orgnnisation of work is o goneral itendency in cnpitalism ~nd applics cgually
to men ond womens work. ndit lays the base for men andwomens work to
bocomec more amd morc similnr, more and more boring. It doesnt aubomntienlly
follow that soxism disaoppcars overnight os there arofeower differcnces
between men and womens work b ogcausct - idealogical chongos lng behing
or continue to cxistl.How thise - wil} changc, how the scxunl hicerarchy ot home
and work will be broken down is somcthing whidh I cant onswer cxcept in o
nogotive scnsc,It wont havnen 1f we annlysc wemens work under capitolism
ag static, as nn oxtonsion of housowork becgausce we will miss notieing now
dovelopments ; new contradictions which give us as women space to orgonisel
around.,.
To continue this point with some coxamnles as 1o how !'womens! work has
changed, ond with it womens cxpcetations for themsclves,
Hoaving vscd t0 be o skilled mans job until th . J9th contury.With copitaliss
reorganisation it was mobed out of the houschold”unit of productisn into
Ponotorice andat the same time it wos women who werc primarily cmployced{snd
children) to do the work NOT skilled , well organiscd men.It was cheaper
for capitnl to use uvhskilled, tranditionally unorg-niscd femole and child
ilobour and alsc to usc the sexual division of 1 bour to its advantage in
another way. Hale trade unionists saw this proccsscs women ttoking ' mens
Jobs and wouldnt 1 ot them join their dkilled unions, letting them siny
unorgoniscd and weak, instoad of fighting together against capitolism.
Other Jjobs - uscd te be 'women's' jobs nre now mons Jjobs.. like heavy
agricultural work, corrying coal out of the pite nnd loading it onto dbrucks
and brickloying.
And wo know from the first and sccond world wars that capitalwil try to
shope our gons ciousness about work in different ways fta sult its conds,
It will do nll it econ to get women to work in 'trnditicanlt male Jobs if
there is a shortage of lebour, provide nurscrics ond creches to toke carc
ot our children so we can work for them .... condthen try to forec ua back
into the home again after whether we wont to go or not. nc of tho woys--
capitalism docs this is by cooking up powerfui theoricd to justify vhat
its up to like the 'mationol interest!  or 'matcrnal deprivationt. The I .
latter, along with family allowancos were attempts to persuade women that
their duty, their obligntion was to stay ot home bringing up the kids.ihy?
coausc there werent cnough jobs ~ft-.r the war for nen cnd women and .
the State didnt want to comtinue to prévide nurserics and crcches for
kids where thoy could be wibth other kids in nice situations with broks ~nd
togs otca-No -it-was-chcaper. to-pay Mum ., to offer Mum o finanecial roward
for st.ylng ~t home with the klds,\I dont Jdce family allowances as alwagd
for houscwork and child core... and its here that the inederuasy of nmy
marxism  stronds me meking n asscrtion that Im not eapable of proving 1o

anyone elsql oo
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What our tosk os  feminists rnd sociclists is, is to  find woys of destroyiy
capitalism's nbility to definc us women in ways that suit its intorests, »~
not ours.¥We arc notjust hauscwives, we arc not just scx objects , we are vl
notjust workers. We are wwmen afdd we want to be people with »eal choices,

real frecdom to devopope.Andwe hove beon ~ble to do this, we hove been o

nble to build our powrrHowceger inadeguate ihey arc the Egual Pay fot

ond Bgunl Opportunitics Act arc oxpressions of the chenges welve

forced on capital sincce the war, since the hosses have wanboed us to

goo oursclves as houscewives andmothers. Scx roles arc changing.A‘lot

of womens cxpectotions of thomsclves ~nd their relnti@nships with men

have fundamentoally sltered.Mens atiitudes have nlso choanged with more

men doing houscwork,sh ring in childearc.Women do 'mons jobs', men do

Twomen's 'jobs.Whnt this menns %0 me is that womeons work ond womens

Jjobs arent stntic, crnt be reduced to 'houscwork' sndthot we shouldnt

Just orgrnise around woges for houscwork, round o demand that nccopts

o d finition of women which women nre rejecting.

Another aspeet of POH's onnlysis thot everything women do is houscework
in the interests of cnpitnl leads them into o crade cstimation of the
power of capitnlism over covery nspeot of our lives.For instonece thoy so
that women moke 1 ve with men to gervice ompitnl, thot women bring up
kids to scrvice capital, Surc, its part of whet goes on ond  its import
ant to scc houscwork as work. But if we were 0 .be paid woages for thi
work how would this undermine what thoy gcg as copitnls totnl dontrol
over women? Ld like to toke up o point th-t CD raises in her document.
'Houscwork is worl thot is  defined rnd orgeonised by the & .
bogsce in thier own interests,.!
Surcly the cnswer then os in any other situation 4o orgonisc agoinst
the copitalist orgrnissation of work not agoinst thework its.lf, If we
acoept that bringing up kids, moking love whtih men or women is work,
then ore we sanying thot we want to destroy this work or that we mant to
conitrol it, orgonisc it in our interoests? I ngrec that a lot
of housework cooking, clecaning, mashing ctc cte con be soul destroying
drudgery vhon done in isolation when ~ll the responsibility for it in
o house is shouldered by onc person, ns often ns not o woma But there
are Ways it onn be orgonised on our terms , enllectively, not ncocasar®
based in individunl houscholds,. Fike frooe community controllrd nurscriecs
community lowundries stc.ote. That prasgses for socidlisedhsuscwork as CD
soys is still'soul desfroying! but thnt 's beonusce its still orgnniscd
on capitalist lines, theres o boss bre athing dewn your ncck of o super-
viser trying to catch you drinking tea on thejob.tts de skilled, frag-
moented , r epetitive. But th. woy it is now under cnpitalism isnt an
argunent agninst the id o the t houscwork c¢nnt be sccinliscd in o woy
that we wont.
It comes down to o questlon of whot you wont ond how its best to come
paign nroung getting it. he demand wages for housowork doesnt soay to me
thot what is being domand .d is socinliscd heuscwerk on air terms, ond
as Ive alrecady said 1 think it reinforces the idea thnt housework is
womens workwhich nceds to be 'reoogniscd' by c-pitnlism os work throughh
the paym ent of o wage, but without saying 1t shouldnt beorganiscd asl
it is now under capitnlism.l know thnt ab argument agoimst this is 1o
sny  its how we fight for the wages that matitcers ~nd that will be whots
most important.But this mcans thotthe demond isnt very clear in whot
it menas ond if it isnt clenr how can it thon we a rollying point for
vomren to orgnnisc around.Doemands like 35 hours whthout loss of pay,
or Frce abortion on demand o womens right to choosc are to me much
clearcr and hence better demnnds to toke up ond in snving this, I know
im not offcring o demnand which cove reg  the arca of housowork. ositontly
Id say thot whats ncoded ig o demondwheih is more praecisc thafl socilais
housework, - bt along those lines, ~nd ~notherdem~nd wheih rniscs the
issue of vwomens ccunomiec drpendence on mehe 8 those guestions which I
woantto sco discussed more fully9 ﬂnd Whllo wh“t im wrltlng mny come
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vant to sec discussced more fully , ond while whot Im writing moy come
across ns o dom:lition job{ot an attempt at that) on CDs document its
not beecausc I disagrec with us weiting nbout HAA discussing the best
rnys of working with women , in ~nd out of weged work, but becuase 1
disagrec with her conclusions.Itsabsolutely cossential;too, that we
discuss how we con help . build ~ morce powerful ~utonomous womens move-
ment that involves far morc women in rovolutionnry siruggle,

There. nrc_mor: things which I wne going t: write agninst POY but ite

Inte and = want to finishSO0  the guestion L yont us o nswer is

whot ~re the advontoges ond the im licotions of organising around the

demond Unges for houscwork in concreto situntions of sur proctice with
qumpn;;n oummunlﬁlus and in wnpoa york? s part of on answer i donﬁ think
““$hat if we took up this demand thet it would makc mord womén g on
rent strikes for ex~mplc beeausc to cneourage people to go on rent .1
strikc ~nd For womsn to got together in struggle we necd to be soying

. 1ot moro thon Fight for woges for houscwork © Bhings lke hﬂusing

ig o Tight not o privilege, why should we poy more to live in slums
bettor foecilitics for the kids nre more likely to  have o dirced 1mp vot.
( a8 o parallcl to Unges for heuscwork soaying overything ~nd yet sony-—
ing nothing it could be nrgucd thmat we should hove o unifying demond
for 1l mons struggles ot work like 'abaliéh surplus volue' ~nd while it
wauld sum up thoe content of struggles ginnet © the capirtalist orgonisa

tion of work }t vouldnt got more peoplu lnvolved)
o R LR ok
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A few general points that have comc up whilc Ive been writing this

T) while alot of us ~re concerncd about how to. build mn autonomous

womens movement we hove be n slow in the past to put o lot of . ncr%y
into: things ‘which could provide o focus for thnt ~md specifically
thinking f NAC. The situation hns improved lately but we still could ¢
do more, toke more inidtives nnd particularly have more discussims

in the womens group aboud Uuys of getting more women inveolved in the cam

poign.

2)all BF women should be involved in politiwal practice with women

and be thinking ond discussing “ways of involving morc women in
strugglo... o UL often take on o lot of other tasks aos well,like

writng pamphlots, zapping arsung to nationsl meotings.This ig finc

1f we con monge it but we should prisritisce our activities whenever
.0s88iblec,

3)I think we should discuss specificnlly tho usc to us of Womens Struggl

~Noteson Merseyside-as o way of involving, contacting ~nd informing .

women.Arce there ways it could be more widely oirculated as it is or

docs it nedd rndicnl chrnges before we can scll it outside womens
factorics, the hosies cte. Since were producing the next me if thore
are changes paosle would like mnde then its o giod opportunity to

do something nbout it.

4)Id also like to sce a disgussion of ways we, can work with women arouhd
the outs in liverpool ~nd fight against the woy in which cuts mean more
work #br womeon .Not just teil ending struggle” but trying to initiate
thom,

Ive just realised reading this through thot the.es no discussion nbout
what we have already said in the paper cte which is  demanding on
1ndcpondont/guartntcou income for women and why/how this is diffcrent
to W for He. We'll have to balk about it! (A& cop out sos Im going to bed)
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to ¢S for typing)



