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Foreword

When this book was first published three years ago, it was al-
ready clear that the international movement of women had upset
basic assumptions on which this society rested. In confronting
what happens in the family and on the street, we have had to
confront what happens in the factory, the office, the hospital,
the school—in every institution of capitalist society,

This book offered the women’s movement a cohesive analysis,
drawing on the descriptions by the movement of our diverse
grievances. 1t offered a materizl foundation for ‘sisterhood’, That
material foundation was the social activity, the werk, which the
female personality was shaped 1o submit to. That work was
housework.

In singling out the work of the housewife as that for which
women are trained and by which women are defined; in identify-
ing its product as labour power-the working class-- this book
broke with all those previcus analyses of capitalist society which
began and ended in the factory, which began and ended with
men, Our isclation in the family while doing our work had hid-
den its social nature. The fact that it brought no wage had hidden
that it was work, Serving men and children in wageless isolation
had hidden that we were serving capital. Now we know that we
are not only indispensable to capitalist production in those coun-
tries where we are 45% of their waged labour force, We are
always their indispensable workforce, at home, cleaning, washing
and ironing; making, disciplining and bringing up babics; servicing
men physically, sexually and emotionally.

If our wageless work is the basis of our powerlessness in rela-
tion both to men and to capital, as this book, and cur daily exper-
ience, confirm, then wages for that work, which alone will make
it possible for us to reject that work, must be our lever of power.
If our need for a wage and our need to break from our isclation



have driven us (0 a recond iob outside the home, to more work at
tow pay, then our aliernative to isclation and wagelessness must
be g social struggle for the wage.

This perspective and practice derives directly from the theoret-
ical analysis of this bogk. But ¢ven when the authors understood
that Wages for Housework was the perspective which fllowed log-
ically from their analysis, they could not know all its implication.
{See footnotes 16 and {7 on pp.54-53 below.) The book has
been the starting point not for “a school of thought” but for an
international network of organisations which are campaigning
for Wages for Housework.

Some of those who have disagreed with the analysis, and with
the perspective of Wages for Housework that flows from it, have
said that the perspective may apply to Italy but not to Britain
or North America. The fact that an [talian woman, Mariarosa
Daila Costa, signed the main article, was proof for them of its
geographic mitations. In fact, Mararosa Dalla Costa and Selma
James wrote *Women and the Subversion of the Community’
together, as Mariarcsa Dalla Costa herself has said publicly many
times. The proof of the international implications of the analysis,
however, lies not in the national origins of its authors, but in the

international campaign for Wages for Housework which has now
begun.

Power of Women Collective, Comitato per il Salario

Britain al Lavoro Domestico
di Padova
{Padua Wages for
July 1975 Housework Commitiee)

PUBLISHERS’ NOTE

We have left the text of Selma James's Introduction anchanged,
even though, as the above Foreword makes clear, in referring to
‘Women and the Subversion of the Community’, Selma James is
in fact referring to an article of which she is joint author.
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Introduction

The two articles which Tollow were written 19 years and 7,000
miles apart.

The first, “Women and the Subversion cff the Comrpumtyj‘, is
a product of the new women’s movement i ]Eaaiy.‘lit 1§ a ngg;ﬂg
contribution to rhe question posed by the .exzstemets‘;) a gtf owing
international movement of women: What is the reia 1fm(; womer
to capital and what kind of struggle can we Q‘B:em% : g:g: B e
destroy 117 We must hastily add that this is not t‘;e sam ;  asking:
What condessions can we wring from the enemy”? -!tilwu_g- thisis
related. To pose the first question is to assume we’l v!;fm, re::i;c s
the second is to calculate what we can salvage frqm :1 ei w ok ¢
defeat. But in struggling to win, plenty can be gained aiong

Way.

Up to now, the women’s movement has ‘h‘ad to define ;ts::if :1::
aided by any serious hetitage of Marxist critique of wom?n 3 nient
tion to the capitatist plan of develcpyment and underdeve. ;}{p}o ren ;
Quite the opposite. We inherited a dlstf)fted and refor?us 2 wg-
of capital itself as a serics of things ywhtch we stmgg}le o g‘; ég}e
tral or manage, rather than as a social relation fwh:c we truge)
to destroy.! Bypassing that herifage or lack of it, our mov ent
explored the female experience, beginning with whath wt; pe; f‘;me
Iy knew it to be. This is how we have been(ab‘ie for the 1::;_” e
on a mass scale to describe with profound msxg,ht and .i.:li ; gofmlity
cision the degradation of women and the sh'apmg of our p rf:ce ,
by forces which intended that we accept this _degradatlog:;: 0v-p
to be quiet and powerless victims. (?n the basis of these o1 o
eries, two distinct political tendencies have e;gerged,h a ppa;;n ny
opposite extremes of the political spectrum within the wo

mvement.



" I:’o;r‘nm}g those who have insisted that caste and not class Was

fu “{ dmf.gtai, som,e’women have asserted that what they call an

s;{zrm;gnim anif?sss tould not encompass, nor could & polditical

The;gvgw. :nd 1y ui p?}ysxeaf and. psychwiwgﬁcai oppression of women

ey ré}t“ (;,: ﬂ::vo é;zsgna;ry political struggle. Capital is immoral,

: andg snould be left behind. they iy

Ing that the reforms are a moral obligatic hich ave ey imply-

] obligation which are tlie

& negotiated and above all non-viol it oo
L - t transition to “socialism”

but it is not the enly ene e s

my. We must change men and ;
or

gzng;l:;i ;r?térfzgettgt notf only political struggle is reje{.;ted' 50

is Ji 355 of women who are ing .

seeing after others to look for a personal s,}(}!utfi'gnbUS§g working and

The possible future directio '
0ssib ; ns of these politics va i
cause this point of view takes a number of forms dageh?iﬁggniei;e

form for it ruting funct;
u 'onctions over rebellious women an
fg;:?:g:g} 2;;:; ;;L:gémxgs n;en too? Integral to this part{i!éii(;figff;
he of riling, by the way, is an iti
rivairy up to now primarily identified wi{}; e ambition and

m}gsi’ l;agzryb pas_t apgi fut‘fzre, Is not simple. We have to note that

ity sy the mh st ’mmswe discoveries of the movement and in fact

s Y nave come from women who began by basing them-
©s on a repudiation of class and class struggle. The :'askgof the

moevement now is to develop a politi
’ S political stratepy o ions
of these discoveries and on the basis of this augt)c()n:rrtl};e foundations

ang{:gi c;;‘sti};oii :&0 (i;ave insisted from the beginning that class

: naamental have been less abi
psychological insights into aut revoitioneate our
psy cal . anomous and revolutio iti
s 10 na
» {f;‘)gﬂ ieg;‘gnmg with a male definition of class, the iibga&(:)ttif? E
e Strb 1;36(5 to equal pay and a “fairer” and more efficient
b S z:qteb F;)r tl’gsﬂ women capital is the main cnemy &ut

S oackward, not because it exists. They don't a
iﬁgﬁaﬁithi ul(i:;lpilalsst social relation but only to o);ga?'l?z; ai;;?n::‘e

V. ¢ extra-parliamentary left in §

ratéonally. : e) taly would calf thi
socraiist™ as distinet from a revelutionary position.) WhatI ;ist;n-

1+

ized capital-+vqual pay, more and better nurseres, more and better
jobs. ete,—can’t fix, they call “oppression” which, like Topsy, the
orphaned slave child who never knew her parents, “just growed”,
Oppression disconnected from material relations is a problem of
“eonscionsness”—in this case, psychology masquerading in political
jargon, And so the “class analysis”™ has been used to limit the
breadth of tlie movement’s attack and even undermine the move-

ment’s autonamy.

The essentially similar Hiberal nature of these iwo tendencies,
waiting to rationally manage “society” to eliminate “oppression”,
is not uskatly apparent until we see the “political”’ women and
these “non-political” women join together on concrete demands
or, more often, against revolutionary actions. Most of us in the
movement belong to neither of these tendencies and have had a
bard time charting z course between them. Both ask us: “Are you

a feminist or are you political?”

The “political” women who talk of class are easy to identify.
They are the women’s liberationists whose first aliegiance is not
to the women’s movement but to organizations of the male-domi-
nated left, Once strafegy and action originate from a source outside
of women, women’s struggle is measured by how it is presumed to
affect men, otherwise known as “the workers™, and women’s con-
sciousness by whether the forms of struggle they adopt are the
forms men have {raditionally used.

The “‘political” women see the rest of us as non-political and
this has tended {0 drive us together in self-protection, obscuring
or playing down real political differences among us. These now
are beginning to make themselves felt, Groups which call them-
selves Psychology Groups {1'm not talking here about conscicus-
ness rajsing groups)-tend to express the politics of caste most coher-
ently # But whichever quarter they come from, viewing women as
a caste and only a caste is a distinct political line which is increas-
ingly finding political and organizational expression in every discus-
sion of what to do. In the coming period of intense working class
activity, as we are forced 1o create our own political framework,
casting away secondhand theories of male<dominated socialist
movements, the pre-cminence of caste will be posed as the alter-
native and will have to be confronted and rejected as well, On this
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basis alone can the new politics inherent in autonomy find its
tongue and its muscle.

This process of development is not unique to the women's move-
P q

ment. The Black movement in the US (and elsewhere) also began

by adopting what appeared to be oniy a caste position in opposition

to the racism of white male-dominated groups. Intellactuals in Har-
lemn and Maleolm X, that great revolutionary, wese both nationai-
ists, both appeared to place color above class when the white left
were still chanting variations of “Black and white unite and fight™,
or “Negroes and Labour must join fogether”. The Black working
class wag able through this nationalism to redefine class: over-
whelmingly Black and Labor were synonymous (with no other
group was Labor as synonymous—except perhaps with women),
the demands of Blacks and the forms of struggle created by Blacks
were the most comprehensive working class demands and the most
advanced working class struggie. This struggle was able to atiract
to itself the best elements among the intellectuals who saw their
own persecution as Blacks—as a caste—grounded in the exploita-
tion of Black workers, Those intellectuals who got caught in the
mament of nationalism after the class had moved beyond it saw
race in increasingly individual termsg and made up that pool from
which the State Department could hook the fish of lokenism—
appointing a Black as special presidential advisor on sium clear-

ance, for example—and the personne! of & new, more integrated
technocracy.

In the same way women for whom caste is the fundamental
issue will make the transition to revolutionary feminism based on
a redefinition of clags or invite injegration inio the white male
power structure,

But ““Marxist’ women,” as a woman from the movement in
New Orleans says, “are just *Marxist® men in drag.” The stnuggle
as they see it is not qualitatively different from the one the organ-
ized labor movement under masculine managerment hias always
commendead t¢ women, except that now, appended 1o the “gener-
al struggle” | is something cailed “women’s liberation’ or “women’s
struggle” voiced by women themselves.

This “general strugele’” 1 take to mean the class struggle, Buot

there is nothing in capitalism which'is not capiialistic, thea; t;s;;t
part of the class struggle. The quggtaans are (§] A}re wen; oxee
when they are Wage wOrkers auxiliary to cap:tgi:sm (ase 8:;1 bee
agsumed) and therefore auxiliary 1o a more ba;w, morh égv neral
struggle against capitalism; and {h) Can anyti}m% ever have
“peneral” which has exciuded so many women or so long?

. - d
iecting on the one hand class subordinated to fezjnmﬁm an
Oﬂ%?;:: othfr feminism subordinated to class, Maraarﬁm [?a:ia vgﬁgm
has confronted what (to our shame) has passed fos ,&d\rmtsI i
the fernale experience that we have been e:_:pionng and s chﬁ‘igogical
to articulate, The result has been 2 transtation of c;kgl psy LolopLee
insights into a critique of the peolitical economy © edexftmm-
of women, the theoretical basis for a revolutionary ?r‘; a e
mous women’s struggle, Based on *fwh,at we kno_w Od 031 ws e
degraded, she moves into the question of why, in a ceptha
{ know not reached before.

" * * *

at achievement of Marx was f¢ shomf that the Sp(;lc&fit: .
s&gér;erg:éﬁns between people in t‘he production of _the na;;isﬁzzs
of life, relations which spring up w;thout their coilgc;mixis ;;mns- .
»hehind the backs of indi viduais”.{Mensc-hen-~mprcv101$hyt rans
tated as men}, distinguish one soc1§ty from anothcr.} tbaeuéh
Jdass society, the form of the reianor} between ?co;;, e i ru“i '
which the ruling class robs the exploited gf thmr}a or 1st ur ;;) e
in sach historic epoch, and alf other .socml relations in t'tuéion R
beginhing with the family and including every other insti .
reflect that form.

For Marx history was a process of stwgg}c of the exp!olltf:fic; r‘:;ho
continually provoke over iong periodgs and in sudden' wvi;; 1m al;-y
leaps changes in the basic social :claf_wns of ;;roducitt?n :s o
the institutions which are an expression ?f t__hese. rela Kf) U.“ e
family, then, was the basic hiological unit differing in oie from
one society to another, directly related to the way peep ha?i o .
According to him, the family, even before‘ciassz sac;ety, e
whbordinated woman a5 its pivot; class society itsel 'wzs agmm
sion of the relations between men ON the one ‘hand and w e
and children on the other, an extension, that is, of the ma
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mand over the labor of his woman and his children.

T:hﬂ‘W(}mf:H’S movement has gone into greater detail about the
capitalist family. After describing how women are conditioned to
b‘e subordinated to men, it has described the family as that institu-
tion where the young are repressed from birth to accept the discip-
i;%’lt‘:_ofx capitalist relations—which in Marxist terms begins with the
fizsciplxne of capitalist work, Other women have identified the fam-
ily as ti'fe center of consumption, and yet others have shown that
housewives make up a hidden reserve work force: “unemploved”
women work behind closed doors at home, to be called out again
when capital needs them elsewhere.

The Dalla Costa article affirms all the #bove, but places them on
another basis: the family under capitalism is a center of condition-
ing, of consumption and of reserve labor, but a center essentially
of wczfzf production. When previously so-called Marxists said that
the cap:talist family did not produce for capitalism, was not part
of sozial productiont iz followed that they repudiated women's
potential secial power. Or rather, presunting that women in the
bome could not have social power, they could not see that womest
in tiu.a home produced. If your production is vital for capitalism
refgsmg to produce, refusing to work, is a fundamental lever of '
social power,

Marx’s an:a%ysis of capitalist production was not a meditation on
how th'e soclety “ticked™. It was a tool to find the wiy to over-
thrrow 1?, to {ind the social forces whao, exploited by capital, were
subversive to it. Yet it was because he was locking for the forces
thaf would inevitably overthrow capital that he could describe
capital‘§ social relations which are pregnant with working class
subversion. It is because Mariarosa Dalla Casta wag looking for
women s lever of social power among those forces that she was
able to uncover that even when women do not work out of their
homes, they are vital producers,

) ’Eife commodity they produce, unlike all other commodities
Is unique to capitalism: the living human being-.* ' ’
P g£—"the laborer

Capital’s special way of robbing labor is by paving the worker
i0

a wage that is snough to live on (more or less) and o reproduce
other workers, But the worker must produce more in the way of
commodities than what his wage is worth, The unpaid surplus labor
is what the capitalist is in busingss to accumulate and what gives
hin increasing power over more and more workers: he pays for
somg labor to get the rest free so he can command more lzbor and
get even more free, ad infinitum-until we stop him. He buys with
wages the right to use the only “thing” the worker has to sell, his
or her abikity to work. The specific social relation which is capital,
then, is the wage relation. And this wage relation cap exist only
when the ability 1o work becomes a salcable commodity, Marx
calls this commodity labor power.

This is 3 strange commaodity for it is not g thing. The ability to
labor resides only in 4 human being whose life is consumed in the
process of producing. First it must be nine months in the womb,
must be fed, clothed and trained; then when it works its bed must
be made, its floors swept, its lunchbox prepared, s sexuality not
graiified but quietencd, its dinner ready when it gets home, even
if this is eight in the morning from the night shift. This is how labor
power is produced and reproduced when it is daily consumed in
the factory or the office. To describe its basic production and re-
production iy 1o describe women s work,

The community therefore is not an area of freedom and feisure
auxiliary to the factory, where by chance there happen to be wo-
men who are degraded as the personal servents of men. The com-
munity is the other haif of capitalist organization, the other area
of hidden capitalist exploitation, rhe other, hidden. source of sur-
plus fabor B It becomes increasingly regimented like a factory, what
Mariarosa calls a social factory, where the costs and nature of
transport, housing, medical care, education, police, are all points
of struggle? And this social factory has as its pivot the woman in
the home producing labor power as a commodity, and her struggle
not 10,

The demands of the women’s movement, then, take on a new
and more subversive significance, Whnen we say, for example, that
we want control of our own bodies, we are challenging the domi-
nation of capital which has fransformed cur reproductive organs
as much as our arms and legs into instruments of accumulation of

it



surpius Jabor; transformed our relations with men, with our child-
ren and our very creation of them, into work productive io this
accumulation.

* * * *

The second document, “A Woman’s Piace™, originally published
as a pamphlet, comes from the United States, It was written in 1952
at the height of the cold war, in Los Angeles, where the immigratio
of young working men and women had assumed Biblical dimension
Though it bears my name, [ was merely a vehicle for expressing
what women, housewives and factory workers, felt and knew as
immigrants to the Golden West from the South and East,

It was already clear even then that working outside the home
did not make drudgery at home any more appealing, nor liberate
us from the responsibility for housework when it was shared. It
was equally clear that to think of spending our lives packing choco-
lates, or winding transformers, or wiring televisions was more than
we could bear, We rejected both and fought against both, For exam
ple, in those days a man’s friends would still laugh if they saw him
wearing an apron and washing up. We changed that.

There is no doubt that the courage to fight for these changes
sprang directly from that pay check which we so hated to work
for. But though we hated the wotk, for most of us it provided the
first opportunity for an independent social experience cutside the
isolation of the home, and seemed the anly alternative to that iso-
lation. After the mass entry of women into industry during the
second worid war, and our brutal expulsion between 1945 and 1947,
from 1947 when they wanted us again we came back and, with the
Korean war {1949), in increasing numbers. For all the reasons out-
lined in the pamphiet, we wanted money and saw no alternative
to demanding jobs.

That we were immigrants from industrial, farming or coal-mining
areas made us more dependent on that pay check, since we had
only ourselves to fall back on. But it gave us an advantage too, In
the new aircraft and electronics industries of L.A., in addition to
the standard jobs for women, for example in food and clothing, we
~more white women than Black, who were in those days largely
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denied jobs with hizher {subsistence) pay-we managed to achieve
new freedom of action. We were unrestirained by fathers‘and moth-
ers who staved “back East” or “down South”. ’i‘:ac;le unions, formed
in the Fast years before by bitter struggle, by the timet they were
imported West were negotiators for a H-cen ts-a-year rise, and were
part of the disciplinary apparatus which confronted us on the assem-
bly tine and which we paid for in high dues tuken out pefi’ire we
ever saw our money. Other traditional forms of “political organi-
zation were either non-existent or irrelevant and most of us ignored
them. In short, we made a clean break with the past.

In the women's movement of the late sixties, the energy of those
who refused the old forms of “protection™, or who never knevy
them, finaily found massive articulation. Yet 20 years bef"ore,. in
the baidness of our confrontation with capital {directly ane-i via men)
we were making our way through what bas becoms increasingly an
international experience. This experience taught us: the sec::and job
autside of the home is another boss superimposed on the first; a
worman's first job is to reproduce other people’s labor power, and
her second is to reproduce and sell her own. So that her struggle
in the family and in the factory, the joint organizers of her laba}sr,
of her husband’s labor and of the future labor of her children, is
one whole. The very unity in one person of the two divided aspects
of capitalist production presupposes not only a new scOpe qf strog-
gle but an entirely new evaluation of the weight and cruciality of
women in that struggle.

These are the themes of the Dalla Costa articie, What was posed
by the struggle of so-called “reactionary™ or “packwarci‘” or at best
“non-political™ housewives and factory wives in the United $ta tes
20 vears ago is taken by a woman in [taly and used a5 2 stgr:mg
point for 2 restatement of Marxist theory anid 2 reorientation of
struggle. This theoretical development parallels and expresses and
is needed for an entirely new Jevel of struggle which women inter-
nationally are in the process of waging.

We've come a long way, baby.
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it is no accident that the Dala Costa article has come from [taly,

First of all, because 50 few women in Haly have jobs outside the
home, the housewife’s position seems frozen, and she derives Jittle
power from neighbors working out of the home. In this respeci
her situation is closer 10 the Los Angeles woman of “A Woman's
Place” than to that same woman today. So that it is impossible to
have a feminist movement in Jtaly which does not base itself on
women in the home.

At the samie time, the fact that today millions of women elge-
where ge out to work and are engaged there in a struggle with new
objectives throws her situstion into stark relief and poses possibi-
lities which the Los Angeles woman 20 yeurs ago could not envis-
age: the housewife in Italy or grywhere can seek an alternative to
the direct exploitation of the factory and office in order to get oui
of the home, By herself, in the Catholic [talian ghetto, she seems
trapped unless she demands that jobs be created for her. Ag part

of an international struggle, she can begin to refuse, as other womend

are refusing, to pass from capitalist underdevelopment through

capifalist development in order to make a struggle for her liberation

Women with pay packets in the industriaf as well us the Third

World, by refusing to be wives t¢ the house or wives to the factory,

are posing a new alternative for themselves and for her.

Mariarosa says: “Capital itself is sejzing upon the same impetus
which created a movement—the rejection by millions of women
of women’s traditional place--to recompose the work force with
increasing numbers of women. The movement can only develop
in opposition to this . . ., This uliimately is the dividing line
between reformism and revelutionary politics within the women’s
miavement,”

Up to now a woman wiw needed to break her isolation and
find autonomy could find these only in an alternative within
capitalist planning. The struggle of women today Is posing as the
only alternative the struggle itself, and through it the destruction
of the capitalist plan, In England the motive force of this strupgle
is the Unsupported Mother’s fight for a guaranteed income; in
the United States, the Weifare Mother’s demand Ffor a living wage
and her refusal of the jobs organized by the State. The response

14

of the State in both countries shows how daagefafxs }1 considers
this new basis of struggle to be, how dangerous it s t.er wor‘nen
0 leave their homes, not for another job, but for a picket ix;ue,
4 meeting or to break the windows of the S8 or Welfare Office.

Through an international movement “which is bg its rature
a struggle™, the power from the female pay packet is put at the
disposal of the wageless woman, 5o that the wageless woman
can recognise and utilize her own power, hidden up to now,

The second reason that this orientation finds expression ir*f
Ialy is that on another level the working class there h_as a unique
history of struggle, It has behind it facis?ry tai;govers in the early
"20s, the defeat by capitalism in its fascist version, and then an
armed underground resistance against it ({ houpe by now there
is no need to add that this was a movement ot men and women,
though it is worth noting that we cannot imagine what thf:, cut-
come would have been if women had played fxot only 2 bigger
role but a different rale in, for example, the factory takeovers.}
Ir: the postwar years were added toits ranks wn{:rkers from
Southern ftaly who, emigrating from an area o? u;zdfzrdevglopm
ment, were new to and rebellious against the discipline of wage
labor. By 1969, this working class by its struggle was able to
orient to itself a massive student movement and g:reatg &n t_*,xtrzv
patliamentary left which, reflecting this history, is unique in
Eurcpe.

This extra-parliamentary left has not integrated wqmeni;}t(}
its political perspective as an autonromous force, and is dominated
by a male arrogance which Catholicism has gromotgd. _But they
concentrate on the class as they coneeive of it, despite jargon
they have broken from the dominant European feftist ideology
which was eurocentrie and inteflectual, und above all, they ad-
vance and engage in direct offensive action.

One of the dominant premises of European ideclogy frqm
which the Fralian left has broken is that the working dgs& in
the United States-and not only the female of the species—is
shackward”, In the eyes of the European left, the Black move-
ment was an exotic historical accident external to the class, and
the standard of living of the most powerful layers of the class was
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a gift of capital, not the fruit of bitter and viclent struggle. What
was not European, even when it was white, was not quite “civilised
‘This racism predates the siave trade, and has fed off the conquests
of imperial srates since 1492,

It is against this background that Mariarosa Dalla Costa chose
“A Woman's Place™ to be published in Italy azlong with her own
essay, a8 an capression of the day-to-day revolutionary struggle
20 years ago of those who have been sneered st by European and
Americar left intellectuals alike. Dallz Costa sees in the class
struggle in the United States the most powerful expression of the
¢lass internationally ; sees the class gs international: it is clear that
hoth the industrial and the Third worlds are integral to her view
of the struggle,

Here then we have the beginnings of a new gnalysis of who is
the working class. It has been assumed to be only the waged
worker. Dalla Costa disagrees. The social relation of the waged
to the unwaged —fhe family ~is integral to the social relation
which is capital itself—the wage relation. If these two are
integral to the structure of capital, then the struggle against one
is interdependent with the struggle aguainst the other.

An analysis of class based on the structure of exploitation and
the stage of the antagonism within this structure, can evaluate
women’s day-to-day struggle as it continues to develop by its
causes and itg effects, rather than by somebody else’s idea of what
our “political consciousness™ should be,

In the UK and the US (and prebably in other Western countries) 3

the women’s movermnent has had to repudiate the refusal of the
white left to se¢ any other area of struggle than the factory in the
metropolis.

In Italy, the women’s movement, white it works outf its own
autonomous mode of existence againsi the Jeft and the student
movement, is clashing® on a ground which, apparently, these latter
had covered: how to organize the struggle at the community level,
What they proposed for the struggle in the community, it turns
out, was just an ¢xtension, a mechanical projection of the factory
struggle: the male worker continued to be the central protagonist,
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Mariarosa Dalla Costa considers the community as first and fore-
most the home, and considers therefore the womar &s the ceniral
figure of subversion in the community. §?en in this way, women
are the contradiction in all previous political frameworks, which
had been based on the male worker in industry ¥ Once we see t}w
community as a productive center and thus 2 center of su%_wers;on,
the whole perspective for {ge:zemﬁzefd struggle and revolutionary
organization is re-opened.l’

‘The kinds of action and organization whigh, with the heritage
of working class struggle in [taly, can grow from a movement of
ciass and caste, this time finally of women, in t[faev heartiand of the
Catholic church, is bound to widen the possibilities of our own
struggle in whatever country our international movement happens

t he.

Power to the sisters and therefore to the ciass.

Selma James
Padova, 27 July, 1972

NOTES

¢ .. Waketield discovered that in the Colonies, propesty in money, means
of subsistence, machines, snd other means of production, {}oes not as yet
stapip 3 man as A capitafist if there e wanting the conetauve-atl}e Wage )Norkcr,
the other man wha is competted to sell himself of his own freewill, He discov-
ered that capital is ot a thing, buz g sotial relation berween persons, es{‘a&-
tished by the instrumentalily of things. Mr, Peel, he moans,‘took with hm_a
trom England to Swan River, West Austratia, means of subsistence aind oft fro-
duction to the amount of £50,000. Mr, Peel had the foresight to bring with
him. besides, 3,000 persons of the working ¢lass, men, women and children.
Once arrived at his destination, “My, Peel was left without a servant {o :pake
his bed or fetch him water from the river.” Unhappy Mr. Peel \_vho priveided
for everything sxcept the export of English modes of production 1o Swan
River!” Capitef, Vol.I, K. Marx, p. 766, Moscow 1938, (Our emphasis.}

2 The Financia! Times of March 9, 1971, suggests that many capitalisis are
missing the opportanity to “use” women in positions of middie manage-
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ment; being “grateful outsiders™, women would not nnly lower the pay
structure, “at least i the first instance™, but be a “source of renewed energy
and vitality” with which to manage the rest of us.

3 i this seems an extreme statement, iook at the demands we in England
marched for in 1971 equal pay, free 24-hour child care, equal educational
opportunity and free birth control and abortion on demand. Incorporated
inte s wider struggle, some of these are vital, As they stand, thoey accept that
we not have the children we can'’t afford; they demand of the State facilities
ta keep the children we can afford for as long as 24 hours a day; and they
demand that these children have equal chance to be conditioned and trained
to seil themselves competitively with each other on the labor market for
equal pay. By themselves these are not just co-opfable demands. They are
capitalist planning. Most of us in the movement never felt these demands
expressed where wo wanted the movement to go, but in the absence of an
mdependent feminist political framework, we lost by default. The prime
architects of these demands were women with @ “class analysis™.

4 Pyychology itself bp ify neture Is a prime weapon of manipulation, Lo,
social cantrol, of men, women and children. I does not acguire another naior
when wislded by women in a movement {or iberation, Quite the reverse, To
the degree that we permit, it manipuiates the movement and changes the natu
of that to suit its noeds. And not only psychofogy, “Women's Liberation nee

—to destroy sociology as the ideslogy of the social scrvices which bases
itself on the propusition that this society is ‘the norm’; if you are a person in
rebellion, you sre a deviant.

—to destroy psychology and psychiatry which spend their time convine-
ing us that our ‘problems’ gre personal hang-aps and that we must adjust to
a lunatic werld, These so-called ‘disciplines’ and ‘sciences’ will increasingly
incnrporate pur demands in order more efficienily to redirect onr forces into
safe channels ender their stewardship. Unless we deal with them, they will
deal with us.

~to discredit once and for a!l social workers, progressive educators, mar-
riage guidance counnsellors, and the whole army of experts whose function is
to keep mien, women and shildren {unctioning within the social framework,

each by their own special brand of social frontal fobotomy.” (*The American |

Family: Decay and Rebirth”, Selma James, reprinted in From Feminizm to
Liberation, collected by Hdith Hoshino Altback, Schenkman, Cambridge,
Mass,, 1871, ppi97-8.)

5 Marx himsell does not seem to have satd anywhere that it was, Why this
i $0 requires moze space than is avadladle here and more reading of the man
at the expense of his interpreters, Suffice it to say that, {irst, he js singular
in sceing consumpiion as a phase of production: It is the production and
reprodustion of that means of production so indispensable to the capitalist:
the laborer himsell.” {Cepitel, VolI, Moscow, 938, p.572.) Second, he alone
fias given ug the tools to make onir Gwn analysis. And finaily, he never was
wiilty of the nonsense with which Engels, despite his many contributions, has
saddied us and which, from the Bolsheviks to Castro, has gives a “Marxist™
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eXploited equally with men. With victones like thar, we don't need defests,
On the cther hand, Morton is not looking for what convessions we ¢an

wring from the enemy but how to deszroy him. “All too often we forget why
Wwe are orgagizimg women: the purpase of building a mass movement is not to
build a mass movement, but to make revolution.” Benston, she says, “does
not provide any basis on which strategy for & women’s movement cen be
based.” The absence of this motive for analysis in the movement generally
“encourages a real Hberalism among us . . (P.212) Right on.

7 For those who beliove the struggle in the social factory is not potitical,
let them note that here, more than in the factury, is the State directly the
otgamzer of the life of the worker, especially if she is a worman, and so here
the worker confronts the $tate more directly, without the intervention of
individuat capitalists and the medistion of trade unjons,

8 BSouthern California had been invaded by a huge wave of immigration
during the war, Between 1940-44, the population of San Diego had increased
by 6%, that of L.A. by 29%, (Busines: Week, 20 Dec,, 1947 p.72.)

# ltis literslly clashing. As | write, the 1talian women's movement is repiy-
ing to the atiacks by some men of the left which began with a physical con-
frontation in Rome this manth, when a section of the feminist mavement,
Lotta Femminista, held an international seminar af the university on women's
employment and naturally exeluded men. The men said we were “zacist’ and
“fascist™ and broke pp the seminar, We exchanged blow for blow and were
nol defeated. In fact our violent response to their violence drew us closer
together.

@ Even when he is unemployed. AL a recent Claimants Union eonference
members of one of the left groups were given the following instrostions
croulated in one of the group’s internal documents.

“[Our] work in a C.U. should be to orjentate the C.U away from the
unsupported mother, sick, old, etc., towards ynemployed workers.”

When some women in the Claimants Uaion discovered the document
and repreduced it for the benefit of the conference, thers was an uproar,

Such contempt for those sections of the class who are less powerful has
terrifying imphications,

If the male worker is the only subject of a political framework, then
Qnce women axscrt their central role in the struggle, that traditional political
framewaork must be shattered.

11 Not only for Claimants Unjons is this an urgent and practical question

{see footnote 10). The armed branch of the Irish movement has been male

encugh in its relations with women and children to be satisfied with contajn-

;ng their participation in the struggle, If the fruit is bitter the women will be
med,

Women and the Subversion
of the Community

These observations are an attempt to define a{ld analyzg the
“Woman Question™, and to locate this question in the _e{tt}fe
“fernale role” as it has been created by the capitalist division of

iabor.

We place foremost in these pages the housewife as the central
figure in this female role. We agsume that all women are house-
wives and even those who work outside the home cannm}c to be
housewives, That s, on a world level, it is precisely what is
particular to domestic work, not only measu;eé as numbler of
hours and nature of work, but as quality of life and quaht?f of
relationships which it generates, that determines 2 woman’s place
wherever she is and to whichever class she belongs. We congcen-
trate here on the position of the working class woman, b}:t thiyg
is not 1o imply that only working class women are exploited.
Rather it i5 to confirm that the role of the working cias*g house-
wife, which we believe has been indispensable to capitalist
production, is the determinant for the position of all other
women. Every analysis of women as a caste, then, must px:oceet:i
from the analysis of the position of working class housewives,

In order to see the housewife as central, it was first of all
necessary to analyze briefly how capitalism has created t:'ue
modern family and the housewife’s role in it, by.destroyu‘:g the
types of family group or community which previously existed.
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This process is by no means complete, While we are speaking of
the Western world and Italy in particular, we wish to make clear
that to the extent that the capitalist mode of production also
brings the Third World under its command, the same process of
destruction must and is taking place there. Nor should we take
for granted that the family as we know it today in the most techni
cally advanced Western countries is the final form the family can
assume under capitalism, But the analysis of new tendencies can
only be the product of an analysis of how capitalism created this
family and what woman’s role is foday, each as a moment in 4
Process.

We propose to complete these observations on the female role
by analyzing as well the position of the woman who works out-
side the home, but this is for a later date. We wish mercly to
indicate here the link between two apparently separate experience
that of housewife and that of working woman.

The day-to-day struggles that women have developed since the
second world war run directly against the organization of the
factory and of the home. The “unreliability” of women in the ho
and out of it has grown rapidly since then, and runs directly agains
the factory as regimentation organized in time and space, and
against the social factory as organization of the reproduction of
labor power. This trend to more absenteeism, to less respect for
timetables, to higher job mobility, is shared by young men and
women workers, But where the man for crucial periods of his
youth will be the sole support of a new family, women who on the
whole are not restrained in this way and who must always consider
the job at home, are bound to be even more disengaged from work
discipling, fercing disruption of the productive flow and therefore
higher costs to capital. (This is one excuse for the discriminatory
wages which many times over make up for capital’s loss.) It is this
same trend of disengagement that groups of housewives eXPross
when they Jeave their children with their hushands at work !

This trend is and will increasingly be one of the decisive forms of
the crisis in the systems of the factory and of the social factory.

* * ® *

In recent years, especially in the advanced capitalist countries,
there have developed a number of women’s movements of
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different orientations and range, {trom those which believe the
fundamental contlict in society 15 between men and women to
those focusing on the position of women as a specific manifesta-
tion of class exploitation,

If at first sight the position and attitudes of the former are
perplexing, especially to women who have had previpu_s exper-
ience of militant participation in political struggles, it is, we
think, worth pointing out that women for whom sexual
exploitation is the basic social contradiction provide an extremely
important index of the degree of our own frustration, experienced
by millions of women both inside and outside the movement.
There are those who define their own lesbianism in these terms
{we refor to views expressed by a section of the movement in the
US in particular): “Our associations with women began when,
becatise we were together, we could acknowledge that we could
no longer tolerate relationships with men, that we could not
prevent these from becoming power relationships in which we
were inevitably subjected. Gur attentions and energies were
diverted, our power was Jdiffused and its objectives delimited.”
From this rejection has developed a movement of gay women
which asserts the possibilities of a relationship free of a sexual
power struggle, free of the biological social unit, and asserts at
the same time our need to open ourselves to a wider social and
therefore sexual potential.

Now in order to understand the frustrations of women express-
ing themselves in ever-ncreasing forms, we must be clear what
in the nature of the family under capitalism precipitaies a crisis
on this scaie, The oppression of women, after al, did not begin
with capitalism. What began with capitalism was the more
intense exploitation of women as women and the possibility at
last of their liberation,

The origins of the capitalist family

In pre-capitalist patriarchal society the hame_and tﬁ;e Jamily
were central to agricultural and artisan production. With the



advent of capitalism the socialization of production was organized
with the factory as its center. Those who worked in the new pro-
ductive center, the factory, received a wage. Those who were ex-
cluded did not. Women, children and the aged fost the relative
power that derived from the family’s dependence on their labor,
which was seen lo be social and necessary. Capital, destroying the
family and the community and production as one whole, on the o
hand has concentrated basic social production in the factory and
the office, and on the other has in essence detached the man from
the family and turned him into a wage izborer. It has put on the
marn’s shoulders the burden of financial responsibility for women,
children, the old and the ill, in a word, al? those who do not
receive wages, From that moment began the expulsion from the
home of all those who did not procreate and service those who
worked for wages, The first to be excluded from the home, after
men, were children; they sent children to school. The family ¢

o be not only the productive, but alko the educational center 2

To the extent that men had been the despotic heads of the
patriarchal family, based on a strict division of labor, the ex peri-
ence of women, children and men was a contradictory experience
which we inherit. But in pre-capitalist society the work of sach
member of the community of serfs was seen to be directed to a
purpose: either to the prosperity of the feudal lord or to our
survival, To this extent the whole community of serfs was com-
peiled to be co-operative in & unity of unfreedorm that involived
to the same degree women, children and men, which capitalism
had to break.? In this sense the unfree individual, the democracy
of unfreedom? entered into a crisis. The passage from serfdom
to free labor power separated the male from the female prole-
tarian and both of them from their children. The unfres patriarch
was transformed into the “free™ wape eamer, and upon the
contradictory experience of the sexes and the generations was
built 4 more profound estrangement and therefore s more sub-
versive relation.

We must gtress that this separation of children from adults is
essential to an understanding of the full significance of the
separation of women {rom men, to grasp fully how the organiza-
tion of the struggle on the part of the women's movement, even
wher if takes the form of a violeni rejection of any possibility of
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relations with men, can only aim fo overcome the separation
which is based on the “freedom”™ of wage labor.

The class struggle in education

The analysis of the school which has emerged dl}ring recent
years----paz‘sicaéariy with the advent of the stui}gnts mqwment-w-
fhas clearly identified the school as & center of ;deoéggmai
discipline and of the shaping of the labor force aftd’lts masters.
What has perhaps never vmerged, ot at feast notin its profundat;.r,
is precisely what precedes all this; and that is the usual desperation
of children on their first day of nursery school, when they see
themselves dumped into a class and their parents suddenly desert
thern. But it is precisely at this point that the whole story of

school begins®

Seen in this way, the elementary school children are not
those appendagas who, merely by the demands “free funches,
free fares, free books™, learnt from the older ones, can in some
way be united with the students of the higher schools® In
elementary school children, in those who are the sons and
daughters of workers, there is always an awareness that school is
in sorme way setting {hem against their parents and their peers,
and consequently there is an instinctive resistance to studying
and to being “educated”. This is the resistance for which Black
children are confined to educationally subnormal schools in
Britain? The Buropean working class child, like the Biack
working class chitd, sees in the teacher somebody who is teach-
ing him or her something against her mother and father, not as
a defense of the child but as an attack on the class. Capitalism
is the first productive system where the children of the ex-
ploited are disciplined and educated in institutions organized
and controlled by the ruling class$®

The final proof that this alien indoctrination which begins in
nursery school is based on the splitting of the family is that those
working class chitdren who arrive (those few who do arrive} at
university are so brainwashed that they are unable any longer to
tatk to their community.

Working class children then are the first who instinctively rebel
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against sChocls and the education provided in scheols. But their
parents carry them to schools and ¢onfine them to schools bee
cause they are concerned that their children should “have an
educelion”, that s, be eguipped to escape the assembly line or
the kitchen to which they, the parents, are confined. If a working
¢lass child shows particular aptitudes, the whole family immediate-
ly concentrates on this child, gives him the best conditions, often
sacrificing the ethers, hoping and gambiing that he will carry them
all out of the working class. This in effect becomes the way
capital moves through the aspirations of the parents to enlist their
help tn disciplining fresh labor power,

In Haly parents less and less succeed in sending their children
ta school. Children’s resistance to school is always increasing even
when this resistance is not yet organized,

At the same time that the resistance of children grows to being |

educated in schools, so does their refusal to accept the definition
that capital has given of their age. Chiidren want everything they
see; they do not yet understand that in order to have things one
must pay for them, and in order to pay for them one must have
a wage, and therclore one must also be an adult. No wonder it js
not easy to explain to children why they cannot have what
television has told them they cannot live without,

But something is happening among the new generation of
children and youth which is making it steadily more difficult to
explain to them the arbitrary point at which they reach adulthood,
Rather the younger generation is demonstrating their age to us:
in the sixties six-year-olds have aircady come up against police
dogs in the South of the United States. Today we find the same
phenomenon in Southern Haly and Northern Ireland, where
children have been as active in the revolt as zdults, When childeen
(and women) are recognized as integral to history, no doubt
other examples will come to light of very voung people’s partici-
pation (and of women’s) in revolutionary struggles. What is new
is the autonomy of their participation in spife of anmd because of
their exclusion from direct production. In the factories youth
refuse the leadership of older workers, and in the revolts in the
cities they are the diamond point. In the metropolis generations
of the nuclear family have produced youth and student move-

)

\ments that have initiated the process of shaking the framework
of constituted power: in the Third World the unemployed _youth
are often in the streets before the working class organized in

trade unions.

It is worth recording what The Times e‘f Londosn {1 June 197})
reported concerning 4 headteachers’ meeting calﬁed bencausar ong
of them was adrmonished for hitting a pupil: “DiSI}J[Bl{VB and _
irrespofisible elements lurk around cvery corner Wit‘h tl}'e seemiing-
ty planned intention of eroding all forces of authority.” This “is
& plot to destroy the values on which our CW’iiiZi}tmﬂ;S built and
af which our schools are some of the finest bastions,

The exploitation of the wageless

We wanted to make these few comments on the attitude of
revolt that is steadily spreading among children and youth,
especially from the working class and particularly Bigck people,
because we helieve this to be intimately connected wuh.thc
explosion of the women’s movement and something which the
women’s movement itself must take into account, We are deal-
ing here with the revelt of those who have been excluded, who
have been separated by the system of production, and who '
express in action their need fo destroy the forces that stand in
the way of their social existence, but who this time are coming
together as individuals,

Women and children have been excluded. The revolt of the
one against exploitation through exclusion is an index ol the
revolt of the other.

Te the exfent to which capital has recruited the man and
turngd him into a wage laborer, it has created a fracture between
him and all the other proletarians without a wage who, not
participating directly in social production, were thus presumed
incapable of being the subjects of social revolt.

Sinee Marx, it has been clear that capital rules and develops
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through the wage, that is, that the foundation of capitalisf societ
was the wage laborer and his or her direct exploiiation. What hasg
been neither ¢lear nor assuwied by the organizations of the work-
ing class movement is that precisely through the wage has the
expicitation of the non-wage laborer heen organized, This exploi
ation has heen even more effective because the lack of a wage hid
f{j‘”“\it. That is, the wage commanded a larger amount of labor than
i = appeared in factory bargaining. Where women are concerned,
K‘\“v‘/js’a&eﬁ':‘r labor appears 1o be a personal service oulside of capital,
The wornan seemed only to be suffering from male chauvinism,
being pushed around because capitalism meant general “injustice”
and “bad and unreasonable behavior”; the few (men) who
noticed convinced us that this was “oppression” but not exploita
tion. But “oppression’ hid another and more pervasive aspect of
capitalist society, Capital excluded children from the home and
sent them to school not only because they are in the way of

within certain limits, nobody cares how long it takes you to do
your work,

This is not only a guantitative but a qualitative difference
from other work, and it stems precisely from Ehf: kind of comma-
dity that this work 18 destined to produce. W%Lhm' ti}sﬁ capitalist
sysiom generally. the productivity of labor t:}ocsn t ingrease
unless there is a confrontation between capital and c]ass.: tech-
nological innovations and co-operation are at the same time
moments of attack for the working class and momensg of
capitalistic response, Rut if this is trae for the production of )
commodities generally, this fias not been true for the produc{zea
of that special kind of commaudity, labor power, If technological
mnovation can lower the limit of necessary work, and if the
working class struggle in industry can use that innovation for
gaining free hours, the same cannot be said of housework; to

others’ more “productive” labor or only to indoctrinate them,
The rule of capital through the wage compels every ablebodied
person to function, under the law of division of labor, and to
function in ways that are if not immediately, then ultimately

profitable to the expansion and extension of the rule of capital.

That, fundamentally, is the meaning of school, Where children
are concerned, their labor appears to be learaing for their own

the extent that she must in isolation procréate, raise and be
responsible for chitdren, a high mechanization of domestic
chores doesn’t free any time for the woman, She is always on
duty, for the machine doesn’t exist that makes and minds
children® A higher productivity of domestic work through
mechanization, then, can be related only to specific services,
for example, cooking, washing, cleaning, Her workday is

bengfit, unending not because ghe has no machines, but because she
is isolated *®

Proletarian children have been forced to undergo the same
education in the scheols: this is capitalist levelling against the
infinsite possibilities of Jearning. Woman on the other hand has
been isolated in the home, forced to carry out work that is con-
sidered unskilled, the work of giving birth to, raising, disciplining,
and servicing the worker for production. Her role in the cycie of
social production remained invisible because only the product of
her labor, the laborer, was visibie there, She herself was thereby
trapped within pre-capitalist working conditions and never paid
& wage,

Confirming the myth of female incapacity

With the advent of the capitalist mode of production, then,
women were relepated to a condition of isclation, enclosed
within the family cell, dependent in every aspect on men. The
new uutonomy of the free wage slave was denied her, and she
remained in a pre-capitalist stage of personal dependence, but
this time more brutalized because in contrast to the large-scale
highly socialized production which now prevails, Woman’s
apparent incapacity to do certain things, 10 understand cerfain
things, originated in her history, which is a history very similar
in certain respects to that of “backward™ children in special
ESN classes. To the extent that women were cut off from
direct socialized production and isolated in the home, all possi-
hilitics of social life outside the neighborhood were denied them,

And when we say “pre-capitalist working conditions” we do
not refer only to women who have to use brooms (o sweep. Even
the best equipped American kitchens do not reflect the present
level of technological development; at most they reflect the
technotogy of the 19&h century. If you are net paid by the hour,
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and hence they were deprived of sogial knowiedge and social
education. When women are deprived of wide experience of
organizing and planning collectively industrial and other mass
struggles, they are denied a basic source of education, the
experience of social revolt. And this experienee is primarily the
experience of learning your own capacities, that is, your power,
and the capacities, the power, of your class. Thus the isolation
from which women have suffered has confirmed to suciety and
to themselves the myth of female incapacity,

{t is this myth which has hidden, firstly, that to the degree
that the working class has been able to prganize mass struggles
in the community, rent strikes, struggies against inflation
generally, the basis has always been the unceasing informal
organization of women there; secondly, that in struggles in the
cycle of direct production women’s support and organization,
formal and informal, has been decisive. At critica} moments this
ungegsing network of women surfaces and deveiops through the

talents, energics and strength of the “incapabtle female™. Bul the
myth does not die. Where women could together with men claim

the victory —to survive {during unemployment) or to survive and
win {during strikes)— the spoils of the victor belonged to the
clags “in general”. Women rarely if ever got anything specifically
for themselves; rarely if ever did the struggle have as an objective
in any way altering the power structure of the home and its
relation to the factory. Strike or unemployment, a woman’s wor
is never done.

The capitalist function of the uterus

Never as with the advent of capitalism has the destruction of
worman as a person meant also the immediste diminution of her
phystcal integrity. Feminine and masculine sexuality had already
before capitalism undergone s series of regimes and forms of
conditioning. But they had also undergone efficient methods of
birth control, which have unaccountably disappeared. Capital
established the family as the nuclear family and subordinated
within it the woman to the man, as the person who, not directly
partieipating in social production, does not present herself
independently on the labor market. As it euts off all her possi-
bilities of creativity and of the development of her working
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activity, so it cuts off the expression of her sexual, psychelogical
and emotional autonomy.

We repeat: never had such a stunting of the physical integrity
of woman taken place, affecting everything frw_n the bramAto the
uterus. Participating with others in the prodqctaqn 9l“ a train, a
car or an airplane is not the same thing as using in isolation tl:!e
same broom in the same few square feet of kitchen for centuries.

This is not a call for equality of men and women in the
construction of airplanes, but it is merely to assume t?tai the
difference between the two histories not only determines the
differences in the actual forms of struggle but brings also finally
to light what has been invisible for so long; the different forms
women’s struggles have assumed in the past. In the same way s
women are robbed of the possibility of developing their creative
capacity, they are robbed of their sexual life which has been
transformed into a function for reproducing labor power: the
same observations which we made on the technological level of
domestic services apply to birth control (and, by the way, to the
whole ficld of gynaecology), research into which until recently
has been continually neglected, while women have been forced
to have children and were forbidden the right to have abortions
when, as was to be expected, the most primitive techniques of
pirth confrol failed.

From this complete diminution of womman, capital constructed
the female role, and has made the man in the family the
instrument of this reduction. The man as wage worker and head
of the family was the specific instrument of this specific exploita-
tion which is the exploitation of women.

The homosexuality of the division of labour

In this sense we can explain fo what extent the degraded
relationships between men and women are determined by the
fracturing that society has imposed between man and woman,
subordinating woman as object, the “complement™ to man. And
in this sense we can sep the validity of the explosion of tendencies
within the women's movement in which women want to conduct
the struggle against men as such" and no longer wish to use their
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marginally employed outside the home. is cutside produciion;
essentially a supplier of a series of use values in the home. This
hasically was the viewpoint ofﬁ M_ayi ‘f%"*,ﬂ’?ﬁ?f}’%ﬂg what ]
happened (0 women working in the Tacfories, cefscluilmgdﬁ ﬁt__hamt it
would have been better for them to be 3t home, Where residled a
morally higher form of life. But the true nature of the role of
housewife never emerges clearly in Marx. Yet ol;servers have
noted that Lancashire women, cotton workers for over a century,
are more sexualiy free and helped by mer in dome;ti; chores,

On the other hand, in the Yorkshire coal mining districts whete

a low percentage of women worked outside the home, women
are more dominated by the figure of the husband. Even thos%
who have been able to define the exploitation of women in
socialized production could not then go on to understand the
exploited position of women in the home; men are too com-
promised in their relationship with women, For that reason qnly
women car define themselves and move on the woman question.

strength to sustain even sexual relationships with them, since eag
of these relationships is always frustrating. A power relation
preciudes any possibility of affection and intimacy. Yet between
men #nd women power as its sight communds sexual affection a
intitnacy. In this sense, the gay movement is the most massive
attempt to disengage sexvality and power.

But homosexuality generally is at the same time rooted in the
framework of capitalist society itself: women at home and men
in factories and offices, separated one from the other for the
whole day; or a typical factory of 1,000 women with 10 foreme
or a typing pool {of women, of course) which works for 50
prefessional men. All these situations are already a homosexual
framework of living,

Capital, while it elevates hetercsexuvality to a religion, at the
same time in practice makes it impossible for men and women to
be in touch with each other, physically or emotionally--it under
mines heterosexuality except as a sexual, economic and social
discipline.

We have to make clear that, within the wage, domestic work
produces not merely use valugs, but is essential to the production
of dsy;ﬁi_gg'gajygwl”his is true of the entire femnaie que LY S
'{)éisnnaii{y which is subordinated at all levels, physical, psycho-
logical and occupational, which has had and continues 1o have
 precise and vital place in the capitalist division of labor, in
the pursuit of productivity ut the saeial level Lot us examine
more specifically the tole of women as a source of social pro-
ductivity, that is, of surplus value making. Firstly within the

family.

We believe that this is a reality from which we must begin, T
explosion of the gay tendencies have been and are important for
the movement precisely because they pose the urgency to claim
for itsell the specificity of women’s struggle and above all to
clarify in ali their depths all facets and connections of the exploi
ation of women.

A. THE PRODUCTIVITY OF WAGE SLAVERY BASED ON //
UNWAGED SLAVERY @

1t is often asserted that, within the definition of wage labor,
women in domestie labor are not productive. In fact precisely the
opposite is true if one thinks of the enormous quantity of social
services which capitalist organization transforms into privatized
activity, putting them on the backs of housewives. Domestic labor
is rot essentially “feminine work™; a woman doesn't fulfill herself
more or get less exhausted than z man from washing and cleaning.
These are social services inastouch as they serve the reproduction
of labor power. And capifal, precisely by instituting its family

-\ Surplus value and the social factory

11 At this point then we would like to begin to clear the ground
Ty ¢ of a certain point of view which orthodox Marxism, especially in
7", the ideology and practice of so-calléd MaF¥ist parfies, has always
¢ taken for granted. And this is: when women remain outside soci
production, that is, outside the socially organized productive ™
eyclerthpy S R0 outslde sdcial productivity. The 16¥¢ of
women, in other words, has always beéri seefi as that ofa psy-
chologicaily subordinated person who, except where she is
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structure, has “liberated™ the man from these Fenctions so that
he is completely “free™ for direce exploitation: so that he is free
to Vearn” enough Tor a womun to reproduce him as labor power,
it has made men wage slaves, then, to the degree that i has
succeeded in allocating these services to women in the family,
and by the same process controiled the tlow of women onto the

labor market. In Italy women are still necessary in the home and §

capital still needs this form of the family. At the present level
of development in Europe generally, in ftaly in particular,
capital still prefers to import its labor power--in the form of
millions of men from underdeveloped areas ~while at the same
time consigning women (o the homeM

And women are of service not only because they catry out
domestic labor withou? o wage and without going on strike, but
also because they always receive back into the home all those
who are periodically expelled from their jobs by economic crisis.
The family, this maternal cradle always ready to help and protes
in time of need, has been in fact the best guaranice that the
unemployed do not immmediately become a horde of disruptive
outsiders.

The organized parties of the working class movement have
been careful not to raise the question of domestic work. Aside
from the fact that they have always treated women as a lower
form of life, even in factories, to raise this question would be o
chailenge the whole basis of the trade unions as ¢rganizations
that deal (a) only with the factory; (b) only with a measured and

“paid® work day; (¢} only with that side of wages which is piven

to us and not with the side of wages which is taken back, that is,
inflation. Worgen have always been forced by the working class
parties to put off thelr liberarion to some hypothetical lutwre,
making it dependent on the gains that men, limited in the scope
of their struggies by these parties, win for “themselves™.

In reality, every phase of working class struggle has fixed the
subordination and exploitation of women at a highet level. The

proposal of pensions for housewives™and this makes us wonder |

why not z wage} serves only {o show the complete willingness of

these parties further to institutionalize women as housewives and

men {and womeny as wage slaves.
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Now it iy clesr that not one of us believes {iaa§ enymcipmign.
iberation, ¢an be achicved through wori(._ Work is still work,
whether inside or outside the home. The }nfiepegdi:nce 0? the
wae Carner means only being a “free individual™ for capital, no
less for women than for men, Those wh's af]voeate th:czl' ihf.‘j
liberation af the working ¢lass woman lies in her gettmg g job
outside the home are part of the pm.b;em":mt the solution.
Glavery to an assembly line is not a liberation from slavery (o a
kitchen sink. To deny this is also to dengx the siav?ry of the
assembly ne itself, proving again that if you don’t know how
wormen are exploited, you can never really kzwwr how men are.
Hut this question is so crucial that we deal with it separately.
What we wish to make clear here is that by the npn:paymenl c}f
4 wage when we are producing in a world capitalistically organized,
the figure of the boss is concealed behind iha? of thf: husband. ‘
He appears to be the sole recipient of domestic services, and fthis
gives an ambiguous and slavelike character to housework. Th;:
hustand and children, through their loving invoivemmf, their
Joving blackmail, become the first foremen, the immediate
controliers of this labor.

The husband tends to read the paper and wait for his dinner
o be cooked and served, even when his wife goes out to work as
ke does and comes home with him. Clearly, the specific form of
cxploitation represented by domestic work demands a correspond-
ing, specific form of struggle, namely the women’s struggle,
within the family.

if we fail to grasp completely that precisely this family is the
very pillar of the capitalist organization of work, if we make the
mistake of regarding it only as a superstructure, dependent for
change only on the stages of the struggle in the factories, then we
will be moving in a limping revolution that will always perpefuate
and aggravale a basic contradiction in the class strugple, and a
contradiction which is fupctional to capitalist development. We
would, in other words, be perpetuating the error of considering
ourselves as producers of use values onfy, of cansidering house-
wives external to the working class. As Jong as housewives are
considered external 1o the class, the class struggle at every moment
and any point is impeded, frustrated, and ungble to find full scope
for its action. To elaborate this further is not our task here. To
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expose and condemn domestic work as a masked form of produ
tive lubor, however, raises a series of questions concerning both
the aims gnd the forms of struggle of women,

Socializing the struggl of the isolated lzborer

In fact, the demand that would follow, namely “pay us wages .

fur housework™, would run the risk of looking, in the light of thd
present relationship of forees in Ttaly, as though we wanted fux
to enirench the condition of institutionalized slavery which is
produced with the condition of housework—therelore such a
demand could scarcely operate in practice as a mobilizing goai.®)

The question is, therefore, to develop forms of struggle which §
do not leave the housewife peacefully at home, at most ready o
take part in occasional demonstrations through the streets, waitig
for a wage that would never pay for anything; rather we must dis
cover forms of struggle which immedjately break the whole struo

ture of domestic work, rejecting it absolutely | rejecting our role |

a5 housewives and the home as the ghetto of our existence, since

the problem is not only to stop doing this work, but to smash the

entire role of housewife. The starting point is not how to do

housework mare efficiently, but how to find a place as protagon-/

ist in the struggle; that Is, not @ higher productivity of domestic
labor but a higher subversiveness in the struggle.

To immediately overthrow the relation between time-given-to-
housework and time-not-given-to-housework: it is not mecessary
to spend time each day ironing sheets and curtains, cleaning the
flooy until it sparkles nor to dust every day. And vet many woms
still do that. Obviously it Is not because they are stupid: once
again we are reminded of the paralici we made earlier with the

ESN school. In reality, it is only in this work that they can realizd

an identity precisely because, as we said belore, capital has ¢cut
them off from the process of socially organized production,

But it does not automaticaily follow that to be cut off from
socialized production is to be cut off from socialized struggle:
struggle, however, demands time away from housework, and at

the same time it offers an alternative identity to the woman who

before found it only at the level of the domestic ghetto. In the
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sociality of struggle women discover and exercise ¢ power that
effectively gives them a new identity. The new identity is and
can oniy be @ new degree of social power.

The possibility of social struggle arises out of the socially
productive character of women’s work in tl’?iﬁ home. It is not
only or mainly the social services provided in the home that
make women’s role socially productive, even though in fact at
this moment these services are identified will} yvomen’s :‘role, But
capital can technologically improve the copdmor}s of }iu:«. work.
What capital does not want {o do for the time heing, in ljialy at
least, is to destroy the position of the housewile as the pivol of
tie nuclear family. For this reason there is no point in our
waiting for the automation of domestic work, because this will
never happen: the maintenance of the nuclear family is
incompatible with the automation of these services. To really
gutomate them, capital would have to destroy the {amily as we
know it; that is, it would be driven to socialize in order to

automate tully.

But we know all too well what their socialization means: it is
always at the very ieast the opposite of the Paris Commune!

The new leap that capitalist reorganization coubd make and
that we can already smell in the US, and in the more advanced
capitalist countries generally is to destroy the pré-Capitalist
isolation of production in the home by constructing a family
which more nearly reflocts capitalist equality and its domination
through co-operative labor; to transcend *the incompleteness of
capitalist development™ in the home, with the pre-capitalist,
unfree woman as its pivot, and make the family more nearly
reflect in its form its capitalist productive function, the reproduc-
tion of labor power,

To return then to what we said above: women, housewives,
identifying themselves with the home, tend to a compulsive
perfection in their work, We all know the saying too well: you
can always find work to do in 3 house.

They don’t see beyond their own four walls, The housewife’s
situation as a pre-capitalist mode of labor and consequently this
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“femininity” imposed upon her, makes her see the world, the
othoers and the entire organization of work as a something which
is gbscure, essentially unknown and unknowabie; not lived;
perceived only as a shadow behind the shoulders of the hushand
who goes out cach day and meets this something.

So when we say that women must overthrow the relation of
domestic-work-time to non-domestic-time and must begin to mer
out of the home, we mean their point of departure must be preci
ly this willingness to destroy the role of housewife, in order to
begin to come together with other women, not only as neighbors
and friends but as workmates and anti-workmates; thus breaking
the tradition of privatized female, with aif its rivalry, and recon-

structing a real solidarity among womern: not solidarity for defeny

but solidarity for attack, for the organization of the struggle.

A commeon solidarity agzinst a common form of labor. In the
same way, woemen must stop meeting their hushands and
children only as wife and mother, that is, at mealtime after they
have come home from the oulside world,

Every place of struggle cutside the home, precisely because
every sphere of capitalist organization presupposes the home,
offers a chance for attack by women; factory meetings, neighbor
hood meetings, student assemblies, each of them are legitimate
places for women's struggle, where women can encounter and

confront men—women versus men, if you like, but as individuals

rather than mother-father, son-daughter, with all the possibilities.
this offers to explode outside of the house the contradictions,
the frustrations, that capital has wanted to implode within the
family.

A new compass for class struggle

If women demand in workers” assemblies that the night-shift
be abolished because at night, besides sleeping, one wants to
make love—and it’s not the same a5 making love during the day
if the women work during the day—that would be advancing
their own independent interests as women against the social

organization of work, refusing te be unsatisfied mothers for thei

husbands and children.
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put 0 this new intervention and confrontation women are
also expressing that their interests as women are not, as they
have been told, separate and alien from the interests of the
class. For too long political parties, especially of the left, and
trade unions have determined and confined the areas of working
class struggle. To make love and to refuse night work to make
lave. is the interest of the class. To explore why it is women and
not men who raise the question is to shed new light on the whole
higtory of the class,

To meet your sons and daughters at a student assembly is to
discaver them as individuals who speak among other individuals;
it is to present yoursell to them as an individual. Many women
have had abortions and very many have given birth, We can’t see
whv they should not express their point of view as women first,
whether of not they are students, in an assembly of medical
students. {We do not give the medical faculty as an example by
accident. In the lecture hall and in the clinic, we can see pnce
more the exploitation of the working class not only when third
class patienis exclusively are made the guinea pigs for research.
women especially arc the prime objects of experimentation and
also of the sexual contempt, sadism, and professional arrogance
of doctors.}

To sum up: the most unportant thing becomes precisely this
explosion of the women’s movement as an expression of the
specificity of female interests hitherto castrated from all its
connections by the capitalist organization of the family, This has
to be waged in every quarter of this society, each of which is
founded precisely on the suppression of such interests, since the
entire class exploitation has been built upoen the specific mediation
of women’s exploitation,

And 50 as a women's movement we must pinpoint every single
area in which this exploitation is located, that is, we must regain
the whole specificity of the female interest in the course of
waging the struggle,

Every opportunity is a good one: housewives of famjlies
threatened with gviction can object that their housework has more
than covered the rent of the months they didn't pay. On the out-
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skirts of Milan. many families have already taken up this form o
struggle,

Electric appliances in the home are lovely things to have, but
for the workers who make them, to make many is to spend time
and to exhaust yourself. That every wage has to buy all of them
is tough, and presumes that every wife must run alt these
appliances alone; and this only means that she 13 frozen in the
home, but now on a moere mechanized level. Lucky worker, luc
wife!

The guestion is not to have cominunal canteens. We must
remember that capital makes Fiat for the workers first, then
their canteen.

For this reason to demand a communal canfeen in the neigh-
borhood without integrating this demand into a practice of
struggle against the organization of labor, against Isbor time,
risks giving the impetus for a new leap that, on the community
level, would regiment none other than women in some alluring
work so that we will then have the possibility at lunchtime of
eating shit collectively i the canteen,

We want them to know that this is not the canteen we want,
nor do we want play centers or nurseries of the same order?we
want canteens too, and nurseries and washing machines and
dishwashers, but we also want choices: to eat in privacy with
few people when we want, to have time to be with children, to
be with old peopie, with the sick, when and where we choose.
To “have time” means to work less. To have time to be with
children, the old and the sick does not mean running to pay a
quick visit to the garages where you park children or old people
or invalids. It means that we, the first to be excluded, are taking
the initiative in this struggle so that all those other excluded
people, the children, the old and the ill, can re-appropriate the

social wealth; to be re-integrated with us and all of us with men,:

not as dependents but autonomously, as we women want for
ourselves; since their exclusion, like ours, from the directly
productive social process, from social existence, has been creat
by capitalist organization.
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The refusal of work

Herce we ust refuse housework as women's work, as work
imposed upon us, which we never invented, which has never been
paid for. in which they have forced us to cope with absurd hours,
12 and 13 a day, in order to force us to stay at home.

We must get out of the house; we must reject the home, be-
cause we want to unite with other women, to struggie against all
cituations which presume that women wiil stay at home, to link
ourselves to the struggles of all those who are in ghettos, whether
that ghetto is a nursery, a scheol, a hospital, an old-age home, or
4 slum. To abandon the home is already & form of struggle, since
the social services we perform there would then cease to be
carried out in those conditions, and so all those who work out of
the home would then demand that the burden carried by us until
now be thrown squarely where it belongs-—-onte the shonlders of
capital. This alteration in the terms of struggle will be all the
more violent the more the refusal of domestic labor on the part
of women will be violent, determined and on a mass scale.

The working class family is the more difficult point to bresk
hecause it is the support of the worker, but as worker, and for
that reason the support of capital. On this family depends the
support of the class, the survival of the class—but a¢ the woman’s
expense against the class itself. The woman is the slave of a wage
slave, and her slavery ensures the stavery of her man, Like the
trade union, the family protects the worker, but also ensures
that he and she will never be anything but workers. And that is
why the struggle of the woman of the working class against the
famuly is crucial.

To meet other women who work inside and outside their
homes allows us to possess other chances of struggle. To the
extent that our struggle is a struggle against work, it is inscribed
in the struggle which the working class wages against capitalist
work. But to the extent that the exploitation of women through
domestic work has had its own specific history, tied to the
survival of the muclear family, the specific course of this struggle
which must pass through the destruction of the nuclear family
as established by the capitalist social order, adds a new dimension
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{0 the class struggle.
B. THE PRODUCTIVITY OF FPASSIVITY

However, the woman’s role in the family is not only that of

hidden supplier of social services who does not receive a wage. As]

we said at the beginning, to imprison women in purely comple-
mentlary functions and subordinate them Lo men within the
nuclear family has as its premise the stunting of their physical

integrity. In ltaly, with the successful help of the Catholic Church

which has always defined her as an inferior being, 2 woman is
compelled before marriage into sexual abstinence and after

marriage into a repressed sexuality destined only to bear children

obliging her to bear children, It has created a female image of
*heroic mother and happy wife” whose sexual identity is pure

sublimation, whose function is essentially that of receptacle for

other peopie’s emotional expression, who is the cushion of the
familial antagonism. What has been defined, then, as female

frigidity has to he redefined as an imposed passive receplivity in 3

the sexual function as well,

Now this passivity of the woman in the family is itself
“productive”. Firstly it makes her the outlet for all the
oppressions that men suffer in the world outside the home and
at the same time the object on whom the man can exercise a

hunger for power that the domination of the capitalist organiza- §

tion of woerk implants, In this sense, the woman becomes
productive for capitalist organization; she acts as a safety valve
for the social tensions caused by it. Secondly, the woman be-
comes productive inasmuch as the complete denial of her
personal autonomy forces her (0 sublimate her frustrationina

series of continuous needs that are always centered in the home,
a kind of consumption which is the exact parallel of her compul-
sive perfectionism in her housework. Clearly, it is not our job to §

tell women what they should have in their homes. Nobody can
define the needs of sthers. Our interest is to organize the
struggle through which this sublimation will be unnecessary.

Dead labor and the agony of sexuality

menotanous and trivial chores and of sexual passiviey are only
separable in words. Sexual creativity and creativity in labor are
poth areas where human reed demands we give free scope to our
<nterplaying natural and acquired activities” BFor women {and
therefore for men) natural and acquired powers are repressed
simultaneously. The passive sexual receptivity of women creates
the compulsively tidy housewife and can make a2 monotonous
assembly line therapeuotic. The trivia of most of housework and
the discipline which is required 1o perform the same work aver
every day, every week, every year, double on holidays, destroys
the possibilities of unjnhibited sexuality. Our childhood is a pre-
paration for martyrdom: we are taught to derive happiness from
¢lean sex on whiter than white sheets; to sacrifice sexuality and
other creative activity at one and the same time.

So far the women’s movement, most notably by destroying the
myth of the vaginal orgasm, has exposed the physical mechanism
which allowed women’s sexual potential to be strictly defined
and limited by men, Now we can begin to reintegrate sexuality
with other aspects of creativity, to see how sexuality will always
be constrained unless the work we do does not mutilate us and
our individual capacities, and unless the persons with whom we
have sexual relations are aot our masters and are not also
mutilated by their work. To explode the vaginal myth is to
demand female autonomy as opposed to subordination and
sublimation. But it is not only the clitoris versus the vagina, It is
both versus the uterus, Either the vagina is primarily the passage
to the reproduction of labor power sold as a commodity, the
capitziist function of the uterus, or it is part of our natural powers,
our social equipment. Sexuslity after all is the most soeial of
expressions, the deepest human communication, It is in that
sense the dissolution of autonomy. The working ¢lass organizes
25 a class to transcend iiself as a class; within that class we organ-
ize autonomously o create the basis to transcend autonomy.

The “political™ atizck against women

But while we are finding our way of being and of organizing our-

selves in struggle, we discover we are confronted by those who are
We use the word “sublimation™ advisedly. The frustrations of only too eager to attack women, even as we form a movement. In
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defending herself against obliteration, through work and through
consumption, they say, the woman is responsible for the lack of
unity of the class. Let us make a partial list of the sins of which
she stands accused. They say:

pawel, and if women refused to do the shopping (that is, to
spend), this would be strike action. Having said that, however,
we must add that those social relationships which women are
denied because they are cut off from socially organized labor,
they often try to compensate for by buying things. Whether it is
adjudged trivial depends on the viewpoint and sex of the judge.
Intellectuals buy books, but no one calls this consumption trivial.
Independent of the validity of the contents, the book in this
society still represents, through a tradition older than capitalism,
a male value.

1. She wants more of her husband’s wage to buy for example
clothes for herself and her children, not based on what he thinks
she needs but on what she thinks she and her children should
have. He works hard for the money. She only demands another
kind of distribution of their lack of wealth, rather than assisting
his struggle for more wealth, more wages.

2. She is in rivalry with other women to be more attractive
than they, to have more things than they do, and to have a
cleaner and tidier house than her neighbors’. She doesn’t ally
with them as she should on a class basis.

3. She buries herself in her home and refuses to understand
the struggle of her husband on the production line. She may
even complain when he goes out on strike rather than backing
him up. She votes Conservative.

Wwe have already said that women buy things for their home
because that home is the only proof that they exist. But the idea
that frugal consumption is in any way a liberation is as old as
capitalism, and comes from the capitalists who always blame the
worker’s situation on the worker. For years Harlem was told by
head-shaking liberals that if Black men would only stop driving
Cadillacs {(until the finance company took them back), the problem
of color would be solved. Until the violence of the struggle—the
only fitting reply —provided a measure of social power, that Cadil-
Jac was one of the few ways to display the potential for power.
This and not *“practical economics™ caused the liberals pain.

These are some of the reasons given by those who consider he
reactionary or at best backward, even by men who take leading
roles in factory struggles and who seem most able to understand
the nature of the social boss because of their militant action. It !
comes easy to them to condemn women for what they consider
to be backwardness because that is the prevailing ideology of the
society. They do not add that they have benefitted from women
subordinate position by being waited on hand and foot from the
moment of their birth, Some do not even know that they have
been waited on, so natural is it to them for mothers and sisters
and daughters to serve “their” men. It is very difficult for us, on
the other hand, to separate inbred male supremacy from men’s
attack, which appears to be strictly “political”, launched only
for the benefit of the class,

[n any case, nothing any of us buys would we need if we were
free. Not the food they poison for us, nor the clothes that
identify us by class, sex and generation, nor the houses in which
they imprison us.

[n any case, too, our problem is that we never have enough,
not that we have too much. And that pressure which women
place on men is a defense of the wage, not an atiack. Precisely
because women are the slaves of wage slaves, men divide the wage
between themselves and the general family expense. If women
did not make demands, the general family standard of living
could drop to absorb the inflation—the woman of course is the
first to do without, Thus unless the woman makes demands, the
family is functional to capital in an additional sense to the ones
we have listed: it can absorb the fall in the price of labor power!®
This, therefore, is the most ongoing material way in which women
can defend the living standards of the class. And when they go
out to political meetings, they will need even more money!

Let us look at the matter more closely.

1. Women as consumers

Women do not make the home the center of consumption. The
process of consumption is integral to the production of labor
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2. Women as rivals capitalist organization; co-operative labor in the factory and
office, isolated laborin the home. This is mirrored subjectively
by the way workers in industry organize separately from the
community. What is the community to do? What are women fo
Ja? Support, he appendages to men in the home agnd in the
struggle, even form a women’s auxiliary 1o unions. This division
and this kind of division is the history of the class, At every stage
of the struggle the most peripheral to the productive cycle are
used against those at the center, so tong as the latier ignore the
former. This is the history of trade unions, for example, in the
United States, when Black workers were used as strikebreakers -
never. by the way, as often as white workers were led to believe
glacks like women are immediately identifiable and reports of
ctrikebreaking reinforce prejudices which arise from objective
divisions: the white on the assembly line, the Black sweeping
round his feet; or the man on the assembly line, the woman
sweeping round his feet when he gets home,

As for women's “rivalry”, Frantz Fanon has clarified for the
Third World what only racism prevents from being generally
applied to the class. The colonized, he says, when they do not
organize against their oppressors, attack each cther, The woman’i
pressure for greater consumption may at times express itself in
the form of rivalry, but nevertheless as we have said protects the
living standards of the class. Which is unlike women’s sexual _
rivalry: that rivalry is rooted in their economic and social depery]
ence on men. To the degree that they live for men, dress for men
wo;ﬁ for men, they are manipulated by men through this rival-
TY.

As for rivalry about theit homes, women are trained from birg
to be obsessive and possessive about ¢lean and tidy homes. But |
men cannot have it both ways; they cannot continue to enjoy tY
privilege of having a privale servant and then complain about 3
the effects of privatization, If they continue to complain, we
must conchude that their attack on us for eivalry is really an
apology for our servitude. If Fanon was not right, that the strife
among the colonjzed is an expression of their low level af organ-
ization, then the antagonism is a sign of natural incapagity. Whe
we call 2 home a ghetto, we could cali it a colony governed by |
indirect rule and be as accurate, The resolution of the antagoniss
of the colonized to each other lies in autonomous struggle. ‘
Women have overcome greater obstacles than rivalry to unite
in supporting men in struggles. Where women have been less _
successful is in transforming and deepening moments of struggle
by making of them opportunities o raise their own demands.
Autonomous struggle turns the question on its head: not “will
wotnen unite to support men”, but “will men unite to support
women”, '

Men when they reject work consider themseives militant, and
when we reject our work, these same men consider us nagging
wives. When some of us vote Conservative because we have been
exchuded from political struggle, they think we are backward,
while they have voted for parties which didn’t even consider
that we existed as anything but ballast, and in the process sold
them (and us all} down the river.

C. THE PRODUCTIVITY OF DISCIPLINE

The third aspect of women's role in the family is that, because
of the special brand of stunting of the personality aiready dis-
cussed , the woman becomes a repressive figure, disciplinatian of
all the members of the family, ideologically and psychologically.
She may live under the tyranny of her husband, of her home,
the tyranny of striving te be ““heroic mother and happy wiie”™
when her whole existence repudiates this ideal. Those who are
tyrannized and fack power are with the new generation for the
first vears of their lives producing docile workers and little
tyrants, in the same way the teacher does at school. (In this the
woman is joined by her husband: not by chance do parent-
teacher assoclations exist.) Women, responsible for the reproduc-
tion of labor power, on the one hand discipline the children who

3. Women as divisive

What has prevented previous pelitical intervention by woment
Why can they be used in certain circumstances against strikes?
Why, in other words, is the class not unjted? From the beginning
of this document we have made central the exclusion of women |
from socialized production. That is an objective character of
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will be workers tomorrow and on the other hand discipline the
husband to work today, for only his wage can pay for labor pow
to be reproduced,

Wwhy wore proletarian women, Third World women, used as
guined pigs in this research? Why does the question of birth con-
trol continue to be posed us women’s preblem? To begin to
otruggle 1o overthrow the capitalist management over these
matiers Is 10 move on a class basis, and on a specifically female
pasis. To link these struggles with the struggle spainst mother
pood vonceived as the responsibility of women exchusively,
zeainst domestic work conceived as women’s work, ultimately
against the models that capitalisia offers us as examples of
women's emancipation which are nothing mere than ugly copies
of the mule role. is to struggle against the division and organiza-
tion of lubor.

* * #* *

Here we have only attempted to consider female domestic
productivity without going into detail about the psychological
implications. At least we have Jocated and essentially outlined
this female domestic productivity as it passes through the com- |
plexities of the role that the woman plays (in addition, that is, tq
the actual domestic work the burden of which she pssumes with
out pay ). We pose, then, as foremost the need to break this role
that wants women divided from each other, from men and from
children, each locked in her family as the chrysalis in the cocood
that rmprisons itseif by its own work, to die and leave silk for
capital. To reject ali this, as we have already said, means for
housewives to recognize themselves also as a section of the class,g
the most degraded because they are not paid a wage.

Women and the struggle not to work

Let us sum up. The role of housewife, behind whose isolation
is hidden social labor, must be destroved. But our alternatives
are strictly defined. Up to now, the myth of female incapacity,
rogted in this isolated woman dependent on someane else’s wage
and therefore shaped by someone else’s consciousness, has been
brgken by only one action: the woman getting her own wage,
breaking the back of personal economic dependence, making her
own independent experience with the world outside the home,
performing social labor in a socialized structure, whether the
factory or the office, and initiating there her own forms of social
rehellion atong with the tmditional forms of the class. The advent
of the women's movement is a rejection of this elternative.

The housewife’s position in the overall struggle of women ig
crucial, since it undermines the very piliar supporting the
capitalist organization of work, namely the family.

S0 every goal that tends to affirm the individuality of
women against this figure complementary to everything and
evervhody, that is, the housewife, is worth posing as a goal
subversive to the continuation, the productivity of this role.

In this same sense all the demands that can serve to restore toj
the woman the integrity of her basic physical functions, startingd
with the sexual one which was the first to be robbed along with
productive creativity, have {0 be posed with the greatest urgend

Capital itself is seizing upon the same impetus which created
4 movement—the rejection by millions of women of women’s
traditional place--to recompose the work force with increasing
numbers of women. The movement can only develop in
opposition to this. !t poses by is very existence and must pose
with ifcreasing articulation in action that women refuse the myth
of liberation through work.

1t is not by chance that research in birth control has develope
so slowly, that abortion is {orbidden almost the world over or
conceded finally only for “therapeutic” reasons.

To move first on these demands is not facile reformism. .
Capitalist management of these matters poses over and over dis- |
crimination of class and discrimination of women specifically.

For we have worked enough. We have chopped billions of tons
of cotton, washed billions of dishes, scrubbed billions of foors,
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typed billions of words, wired billions of radio sets. washed

bitlions of nappies, by hand and in machines. Every time they
have “let us in” to some traditionally male enclave, it was to find
for us 2 new level of exploitation. Here again we must make a

parallel, different as they are, between underdevelopment in the |

Third World end underdevelopment in the metropolis—to be
mate precise, i the kitehens of the metropolis, Capifalist planniy
proposes to the Third World that it “develop’; that in addition tg
its present agonies, it too suffer the agony of an industrial county

revolution. Women in the metropolis have been offered the same |
“aid”, But those of us who have gone oul of our hames 10 work |

because we had o or for extras or for economiv independence
have warned the rest: inflation has riveted us (o this bloody
typing pool or to this assembly line, and in that there is no
salvation. We must refuse the development they are offering us.
But the strugple of the working woman is nol o return 10 the
isolation of the home, appealing as this sometimes may be on
Monday morning; any more than the housewife’s struggle is (o
exchange being imprisoned in a house for being clinched to deskq
or machines, appealing as this sometimes may be compared to 3
the foneliness of the §2th story flat.

Women must completely discover their own possibilities— 4
which are neither mending socks nor becoming capiaing of ccean
going ships. Better still, we may wish (o do these things, but
these now cannot be located anywhere but in the history of
capital.

The challenge to the women’s movement is to find modes of |
struggle which, while they liberate women from the home, at the]
same time avoid on the one hand a double sfavery and on the
other prevent another degree of capitalistic control and regiment
ation. Thiy wltimately is the dividing line between reformism and
revolutionary politics within the women’s movement.

it seems that there have been few women of genius. There
could not be since, cut off from the social process, we cannot sed

on what matters they could exercise their genjus. Now thereis a ]

matter, the struggle irself,
Freud said alse that every woman from birth suffers from pe
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ervy. He forgot 1o add that this feeling of envy begins froun the
moraent when she perceives that in some way 1o have 2 penis
means ta have power. Even less did he realize that the traditional
power of the penis commenced upon a whole new history at

tle very moment when the separation of man from womun
hoounnic & capilalistic division.

And this is where our strupgle boging,

Mariarosa Dalla Costa & Selma James
29 December 197

NCTES

1 This happened as part of the massive demonstration of women celebraling
International Women's Dlay in the U8, Aupust 1970,

2 This is to assuine a whole new meaning for “education”™, and the work now
being done on the history of compuisory education ~forced leasning—proves
this. In England teachers were conceived of as “moral police™ who sould

1 condition ehdldren against “erime” - curk working class reappropriation in
the comumunity; 27 destroy “the mob™, working class organization based on

& family which was s1ill either a proshuctive unit or at least a viable organira-
tional wmit; 3) make habitual regular attendance and good timekeeping so
secessary 1o children's later employment; and 4) stratify the class by grading
and selection, As with the family imself, the transition to this new form of
social conteol was not smooth and direet, and was the result of contradictory
forces both within the elass and wilhin capitel, s with every phase of the his-
tory of capitalism,

3 Wage labor is based on the subordination of alf relationships to the wage
relation. The worker must enfer as an “individual™ into a contract with capi-
tal stripped of the proteetion of kinships.

4 Karl Marx, “Critique of Hegel's Philosophy of the State”, Wrirings of the
Young Merx on Phitosophy and Sociery, ad. and trans. Loyd D, Easton and
Rert B, Guddat, N.Y ., 1967, pl76.

5 Weare not dealing here with the narrowness of the nuclear family that

prevents chiliren from having an eesy Eransition to forming relations with
other people: nor with what follows from this, the argument of psychologists
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that proper conditioning would heve avoided suck a crisis. We are dealing
with the entire organization of the sosiety, of which family, schouwl and fae-
tory are each one ghettoited compariment, So every Kind of passage from
ane to another of these compariments is a painful passage. The pain canaot
be eliminated by tinkering with the relations beiween one ghetto and anothe
but only by the destruciion of every ghetto,

6 “Free faves, froe lunches, free books™ was one of the siogans of a section
of the italian students movemend which aimed to connect the strupgle of
younger students with workers and usiversity studests,

1 In Brijain and the U8 the psychologists Eysenck and Jensen, who are on
vinced “scientifically” that Blacks have 3 lower “intelligence™ than whites,
and the progressive educators like fvan Iyick seem diametsically opposed.
What they aim to achieve links them. They are divided by meihod, M any
case the psychologists are not more racist than the rest, only more direct.
“Intelligence” is the zbility to assume your enemy’s case as wisdom and to
shape your own fogic on the bagis of this, Where the whole sociely operates
institutionally on the asswmption of white racial superiority, these psychole-
gists propose more conscious and thorough “conditioning” so that children
who do nor Jearn to read do not leamn instead 1o make molotoy cockiails. A
sensible view with which lyich, who is concerned with the “underachieve-
ment” of children (that is, rejection by them of “intelligence™), can agree.

8 Inspite of the fact that capital manages the schools, control is never giv
onse and {or all, The working <lass continually and increasingly challenges
the contents and refuses the costs of capitalist schooling, The respoase of
the capitalist system is to re-establish its own control, and this control lends
t> be more and more regimented on factory-like lines.

The new pelicies on educstion which are being hammered out even as we
write, however, are more complex than this, We can only indicate here the
impetus for these new policies: .

{2} Working class youth reject that education preparey them for anything
buat a factory, even if they will wear white collars there and use typewriters
and drawing boards instead of riveting maechines, |

(b} Middle class youth reject the rele of mediator between the classes and
the repressed personality this mediating role demands,

(c} A new labor power more wage and status differentiated is called for,
The present egalitanan trend must be reversed,

{d} A new type of labor process may be created which will attempt to
intesest the worker in “participating” instead of refusing the monotony and
fragmentiation of the present assembly line.

11 the traditional “road to success™ and even *success” itself are rejected
by the young, rew goals will have to be found to which they can aspire, that |
is, for which they will go (o school and go 1o work, New “experiments™ in
“free” education, where the children are encouraged to participate in plan-
ning fheir owna education and there is greater democracy between teacher
and taught are springing up daily. It is an itlusion to believe that thisis 2
defeat {or capital any more than regimentation will be a victory. For in the

2

creation of a labor power more creatively menipulated, capital will not in
che process lose 0.1% of profit. “As a matter of fact,” they are in elfect say-
ing, “¥ou can be far more efficient for us if you take your own road, so

Jong as ir is through our territory.” In some parts of the factory and in the
social Factory, capital’s slogan will incressingly be “Liberty and fraternity to
guarantee and even extend equality,”

& We zre not at all igeoring the attompts at this moment o make test-fube
pabies, But today such mechanisms belong compietely to capitalist science
and contenl, The use would be completely againgt s and against the class.

it is not in Gur interest to abdicate procreation, {o consign it o the hands of
the enemy. It is in our interest to conguer the freedom o procreate for which
we witi pay neither the price of the wage nor the price of social exciusion.

1 To the extent that net technoiogical innovation but only “human care”
can raise children, the effective liberation from domestic work time, the gquali-
rative chenge of domestic work, can dertve only from a movement of women,
from a struggle of women: the more the movement prows, the less men—and
first of all political militanis—can count on female babyminding. And at the
same time the new social ambianee that the movement constructs offers to
children sacial space, with both men and women, that has nothing to do

with the day care centers organized by the State. These are already victories
of struggle. Precisely becanse they are the resuits of 3 movement that is by

its nature g struggle, they do not aim to swbsriruze any kind of co-pperation
for the strugsle {tself,

it is impossible to say for how fong these {endencies will vontinue to drive
the movement forward and when they will furn into their opposite,

12 Some first readers in English have found that this definition of women's
work should be more precise. What we meant precisely is that housework as
work is produc Hve in the Marxian sense, that is, is producing surplus value,

We speak immediately after sbout the productivity of the entire femate
role. To make clearer the productivity of the woman both as related to her
work and as relaied to her entire role must wait for a later text on which we
are now at work. 1n this the woman's place is explained in a more artioulated
way {rom the point of view of the entire capitalist cireuit,

13 See Introduction p.] 1. Labor power “is a strange commodity for this is

not a thing, The ability to labor resides only in a human being whose fife is
consumed in the process of producing... To deseribe it basic production and
reproduction is (o describe women’s work,”

# This, however, is being countered by an opposite tendency, to bring women
into industry in certain particular sectors, Differing needs of capital within the
same geographical sector have produced differing and even Opposing propagan-

da and policies. Where in the past Tamily stability hias been based on a relative-
iy standardized mythology {policy and propaganda being uniform and official-

ly uncontested), today various sectors of capital contradict each other and
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undermune the very definition of family as a stable, unchanging. “matural”
unit, The classic example of this is the varlety of views and financial policies

on birth control. The British government has recently doubled its allocation

of funds for this purpose. We must examine to what extent this policy is co
necied with a racist immigration policy, that is, manipulation of the sources
of mature labor power; and with the increasing erosion of the work cthic
which results in movements of the unemployed and wnsupported mothers, {
is, controlling births which pollute the purity of capital with revolutionary
chilidren.

15 Which is the policy, among others, of the Cormmanist Party in llaly who §

for some years proposed # bill to the [talian parliament which wourld have gi

a pension to women at home, both housewives and single women, when they

reached 35 years of age. The bill was never passed.

8 Today the demand of wages for housework is put forward increasingly
and with less opposition in the women's movement in Haly and elsewhere.

Since this document was first drafted {June *71}, the debate has become morf

profound and many ercertainties that were due to the relative newndss of 1
discussion have been dispelled. But above all, the weight of the needs of pro
letariart women has not only radicalized the demands of the movement, It

has also given us greater strenpgth and confidence to advance them. A vear a

at the heginning of the movement in ftaly, there were those who still though

that the State eould ensily suifocaie the female rebellion against housewark

by “paying” it with a monthly allowance of £7--E8 as they had already donel
especially with those “wretched of the earth” whe were dependent on pen-
sions,

Now these uncertainties are largely dissipated.

And it is clear in any case that the demand for 3 wage for housework is
only 2 basis, a perspective, from which (o start, whose merit is essentially 10

link immediately female oppression, subordination and isolation to their mat

ial foundation: female exploitation. At this moment this is perhaps the ma
function of the demand of wages for housework.

This gives at ance an indication for struggle, a direction in organizational

terms in which oppression and exploitation, situation of caste and cluss, find
themgelves insolubly linked,

The practical, cantinuous transiation of this perspective s the task the
movernert is facing in ltaly and elsewhere.

17 There has been some confugion over what we have said about canteens.
A similar confusion expressed itsell in the discassions in other countries as

as Haly about wages for housework, As we explained carlier, housewaork is o
institubionaiized as factory work and our ultimate goal is to destroy both in- |

stitutions. But sside from which demand we are speaking about, there ls a

misunderstanding of what 2 demand is. It is 2 goal which is not only a thing
but, fike capital 8t any moment, essentially a stage of antagonism of 2 social §
refation, Whether the canteen or the wages we win will be a victory or a de-
feat depends on the force of our struggle. On that {orce depends whether thid

goal is an occasion for capital to more rationally command our fabor or an

4

oveasion for us io weaken their hold on that command. What form the goal
rakes when we achiove it, whether it is wages or canteens or {ree birth control,
cmerges and is in Fact created in the struggle, and registers the degree of power
et we eeached in that struggle,

18 Karl Marx, Das Kepital, Kritik der politischen Okonomiz, Band 1, Berlin,
Prietz Verag, 1962, p. 312, “Large-scalc industry makes it a question of ife
and death to replace that monstrosity which is & miserable available working
population, kepl in reserve kor the changing needs of exploitation by capital,
to replace this with the absolute availability of the individual for changing re
guisites of work; to replace the pastial individual, a mere bearer of a social
detail fusction, with the fully developed individual for whom varied social
funciions are modes of interplaying natural and acquired activities.”

19 “But the ather, more Fundamental, objection, which we shatl develop in
the ensuing chapters, {lows from our disputing the assumption that the general
levet of real wages is directly determined by the character of the wage bargain

. We shall endeavor to show that primerily it is eerran other forces which
determing the general jovel of real wages , . . We shall argue that there has
veen a fundarieniol misunderstanding of how in this respecr the economy in
which we five actually works” {Emphasis added.} The Goneral Theory of
Fmployment, Interest, and Money, John Mavaard Keynes, N.Y., Harcourt,
Brace and World, 1964, p.13. “Certain other forces”, in onr view, are first of
ail women,

20 Ft has been noticed that many of the Bolsheviks after 1917 found female
partners among the dispossessed aristocracy. When power condinugs to
reside 1 men both at the level of the State und in individual relations,
women continue t be “'the spoil and handmaid of communal lust™ (Karl
Murx, Keonemic and Phifosophic Manuscripts of 1844, Progress Publishers,
Moscow, 1959, p.94), The breed of “the new tsars” goes back a long way.

Already in 1921 fram “*Decisions of thc Third Congress of the Communist
International™, one can read in Part 1 of “Work Among Women™: “The
Third Congress of the Camintern confirms the basic proposition of revo-
lutionary Marzism, that is, that there is no ‘specific woman guestion” and no
‘specific women's movement”, and thal every sert of alliance of working
women with bourgeods feminism, as well as any support by the women
workers of the treacherous tactics of the social compromisers and opportun-
ists, leads 4 the undermining of the {orces of the proletariat . . . In order to
put an end Lo women's slavery it is necessary to inavgurate the new Coemmu-
aist arganization of saciety.”

The theary being male, the pragtice was to “neutralize™. Let us quote
from one of the founding fathers. At the Frst National Conference of
Communist Wormen of the Communist Party of {taly om March 25,1922,
“Comrade Gramsci pointed out that special sction must be organized among
housewives, who constitute the large majority of the proletatian women. He
said that they should be related in some way 10 our movement by our set-
ting up special organizations, Housewives, as far as the quality of their work
is concerned, can be considered similar to the artisans and therefore they
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will hardly be communisis; however, because they are the workers’ mates,
angd because they share in some way the workers’ life, they are attracted
toward communism, Qur propaganda can therefore have an inﬂmm;(_: over
{sic] these housewives; it csn be instrumental, if not to officer them into
our organization, to peutralize them: so that they do not stand in th? way
of the possible sirnggles by the workers,” {From Campagua, the itai}an
Commaunist Party organ for work among women, Year §, No.3 [Aprl 2.

222],p20

A Woman’s Place

Today, more than ever before, magazines and newspapers are
full of articles about women,

Some just discuss what the society women are doing and who
of the upper class is getting married. Qthers discuss the fact that
there is a high divorce rate and try to give some answer to all
this. Or they discuss millions of women going into industry or
the restiessness of housewives. These articles don’t show what
this restlessness means and can only try to make women feel
that they are better off than they have ever been.

They plead with women to be happy.

None of these articles, none, points out that if women are in
any way better off than ever before, that it is women who have
made this change themselves, They don’t point out that wamen
want a change now and it is they who will make this change.

The method that these writers have in avoiding waman’s role
in making history is to avoid the daily lives of millions of
women, what they do and what they think.

it is the dayto-day lives of women that show what women
want and what they do not want.

Many of the writers of these articles are women, but eareer
women who are not a part of the working women and house-
wives of this country. These writers realize that if they stated
the Facts, it would be a weapon for women in their struggle for
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a new life for themselves and their families.

So they don't take up the daily pressures that women face.
They don't take up the fact that women, dealing with these
pressures in their own way, realize the strength of themselves and
of other women, They avoid sayving that women, feeling their

own strength and doing away with the old relations, are preparing |

themselves and their husbands for a new and better relationship.

The co-authors of this booklet have seen this in their own lives
and in the fives of the women they know, They have written this
down as a beginning of the expression of what the average
wotnan feels, thinks and lives.

The Single Woman

A lot of women work before they get married and find th:ai
they are well able 1o take care of themselves. They are very inde-
pendent as compared to single girls twenty years ago. They want

to get married but they say their marriages will be different. They |

say they will not let themselves be the household drudges their

mothers were. A friend of mine says that she is different from her §

mother because she wanls more from marriage. “She didn't
expect i#t. I'm different. T expect i1."

Women want g part in the decisions that have to be made and
very often they don’t want 10 struggle along on one pay check.
They prefer to contimue work even if just for a while after they
are married s¢ that they can at least begin to have some of the
things that they want and need.

One of the greatest problems a young single woran has 1o
face aside from how to support herself, is what her attitude to
morals she has been taught is going to be. In the process of work-
ing this out, single girls have started a whole new set of morals.
Even though many girls have not thought about their actions in
this way, they have gone against the whole code of morals that
they were taught 1o live by, Many women have affairs before
they are married and ate not looked upon as fallen women or
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bad women. It is not the same as one woman, years ago, going
with a man and keeping it within herseif. One girl told me that
alt of her friends had had sex relations with their boy friends and
that they discussed it openly. They feel that they are entitled to
this and are willing to go against the school authorities, their
parents, and even those men who will not accept them, Whether
of not society approves, they do what their friends are doing and
insist upon approval by the force of the number who feel and act
the sameé way.

“Hey, You're Scaring Me”

A single woman thinks twice about getting married and giving
up the freedom that she has had before marriage. Before, she
went out as she pleased and bought clothes as she needed them.
She never had the freedom that men kave but she was on her
own. One young woinan of twenty that | work with says that she
almost got married twice and she is certainly glad that she didr't,
She told me, 1 know how well off | am when | hear the married
women talk about their husbands. I do what | want to do now.”
When she hears the married women talk, she says, “Hey, vou're
scaring me. You'l make me an old maid.”

But all women want a home and family. This same girl is al-
ways talking about having children and about her boyfriends.
Young women nowadays feel that their good times and the close-
ncss that they have with their boyfriends should not end with
marriage but should make their marriage into a real experience.

It is clear that these gitls don’t reject men or marriage, but they
reject what marriage is today.

The Married Woman

As 8000 as a woman gels married she finds that she must settle
down and accept responsibility, something women have always
been trained to do, She realizes that she has the job of making
the house that she and her husband live in a place where they
can invite their friends and where they can relax after 2 hard
day’s work, And even though a woman works, it is assumed from
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the very beginning that the main responsibility of the house is
the womai's and the main job of support is the man’s, The
husband js to go out and support you and the children. You are
to make sure that the house is clean, the children are cared for,
meals are cooked, laundry is done, etc. This seems to be the fair
way of doing things. But soon you find that the job of staying
home and taking care of the house is ot as it is painted in the
movies. Housework is a never-eading job that is monotonous
and repetitious. After a while doing things in the house such as
ironing or getting up carly to make lunches or breakfast is not
something that you want to do. It becomes something that you
have to do.

The Children

Some couples try to get away from this division of the work
at the beginning. For instance, when a woman works, the man
will share the work when they get home. The husband of one

woman did more of the housewark than she did, before they had

children.

But any idea of sharing the work disappeats when children

come, When there are children the whole set-up of a man working]

outside and a woman working inside is shown for what it is—an
inhuman sefup, The whole load of children, house, everything,
becomes the woman’s, As scon as a8 woman quits work to have
children, a man doesn’t feel he has to help her with any thing.

What was a division in their marriage when they first got marned

is now a split, Instead of the children uniting them, children
divide a marciage and stick the woman in the house and glhue the

man to his job. But very often for 2 woman who works and looks]
forward to quitting when she has children, the coming of children

makes working out of the home a Yife sentence. After a month
or two, she is back working again.

Few men take an interest in the details of taking care of the
baby, They feel it is not their job to diaper and bathe the child-
ren. Some men even feel that, though their wives have to stay

hoeme with the children, there is no reason for them lo stay hotne "

with her. So they go out and do as they please, if their wives let
them, knowing that their wives are stuck at home constantly

o0

taking care of their children. It a man goes out with his friends,
a worman usually fights for the right to go out with hers, One
woman told me that she was pregnant and that she was sorry
since she had a four-month-old baby. She said her hushand was
glad. She said that he knew that if she was stuck with a child he
could go out gs he pleased. Fewer and fewer women take this
nonsense from their hushands. Women fight tooth and nail
against being shouldered with the whole responsibility of the
house and the children. They refuse to stay home and be tied fo
the house while their husbands continue life as though nothing
had happened. I[f women are going to stay home their husbands
are going to stay home with them,

The Family is Divided

Women are trying to break down the division that has been
made between the father and the children and between the
mother and the father. The privilege that society has given the
man, women are not allowing him. [t is a privilege that he suffers
by as well as she. Men know little about their children, are not
close to them, and don’t know what giving time and work fa a
child gives back to you. It is this giving that a woman does that
makes her s0 much closer to her children than a father sver can
be. Men feel that supporting a ¢hild is all they have to do to get
the love of their child and the respect of their wife, They feel
that nothing else should be asked of them—but the less that is
asked of them the less they get in return.

It is not an easy thing for a woman to get used to being a
mother. For one thing you know that you are responsible for this
child completely. If your husband stops supporting him then you
have to. You have to raise him. No one else will. Whatever kind
of person he grows up te be will be mainly your doing. As soon
as you have a child you have o make your marriage work, Now
it is pot onty you but another person whe didn't ask to be born
who will suf fer if vour marriage goes on the rocks. A lot of
marriages that would ordinarily break up are held together by
the woman in order to save her child from a broken home,

A woman’s whole life revolves arcund her children, She thinks
of them first. She finds that these are the only people in her fife
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who really need her. If she has nothing more, she lives for them.
She organizes her work so she can give them t!ag best care, The
schedule that she lives on shows that her time is not her own but

helongs te her children, She must often go without things so that |

they will have what they need. She must try to live in a house
that is safe enough and roomy enough for them. Sometimes she
even has to fight with her husband for something that she feels
they need and he is not willing for them to have. She plans her
life according to their age.

It is easy for a man to say it is his child but for the real worry
when they are sick or misbehave, how they are eating and how
much they sleep, these things are on the woman’s shoulders. How §
a child’s shoes fit him, where his clothes are kept, even things
like this most fathers don’t know anything about. This doesn’t
mean that fathers like it this way. 18 just that even if they didn’t.
there is very little that they can do about it. When they go away
in the morning, the kids are usually asleep and when they get _
home at night they are near their bed time. Their whole iivgs are 4
concerned with making a living, and the problems involved in
that. Because they are not around their children encugh, they
have very little idea about what children need, not only in the
way of physical needs, but in terms of discipline and love and
security. The division that is made between home and factory
creates a division between the father and his childrea. It iz obvioy]

that when the father and mother lead separate lives, the children

as well are going to suffer, They are often used by each parent as

wezpons against the other, The children seldom know where they?

stand and try as soon as passible to get away from %t all, f’?hey
refuse to be a part of this constant family war and just dis-
associate themselves from it as soon as they are old enough.

Then the Kids Come Home

The work that is part of having a child destroys much of the
pleasure of having them for the one that has to do the work. To
be with the children day in and day out, week in and week out,
to clean up after them, and to keep them clean, to worry gboa{
whether they are going in the street or are catching a cold is not
only a terrible straln, bul ji becomes the onty thing that you see
in your child—the work and the worry involved, You begin to
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s in the child only the work and none of the pleasure. You fesl
that every stage of his growing up means, not just g developing
child but more work for you to do. You see a child as 2 hindrance
{0 your getting your other work done and to your having frec
time. He seems to be “in your way™ rather than part of your life.
Just about the time that you think you're finished cleaning the
house, the kids come home and the whole routine starts all over
again, finger marks on the wall, muddy shoes and scattered toys,

You don’t ever realize how much of & barrier the work of
raising a child creates until he finally gets into his teens. He is less
work to.vou and you have more time and more of a chance 1o
appreciate him as a person. But then it is too late. He has grown
away from you and you can’t really see him and know him and
appreciate him.

If 2 woman can’t make her husband understand this (and since
a man doesn’t go through it, it is very hard for him o under
stand), she must hiterally force out of him some free time away
from the children for herself. This doesn’t solve anything but it
relieves the tension for a while, Sometimes men don’t want their
wives to have any freedom at all. They don’t trust them or have
some old-fashioned idea that thev don’t need it or shouldn’t have
it. The only people you can turn to in those situations are your
neighbors. Very often, they are the only people who understand,
since they are women too and have the same problems. Fora
small amount of money or for an exchange of care, they may be
willing to take care of your child for an afterncon. Even then you
are not really free. When you are away you may worry about
whether the children are being taken good care of. Sometimes
you even feel guilty about having left them at all. No one ever
lets you forget that you should be home with your children. You
can never really be free of them if you are a mother. Nor can vou
be free when vou are with thern, A woman finds out early that
what she wanted from haviag children she cannot have. Her
situztion, her husband’s and the children’s, put the children in
immediate conflict with her.

When a woman has children, she is tied down to the house and
ta these same children that are 3o important to her. Yoo never
know what it is to be a housewife ontil you have children,
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The House

Everything a housewife does, she does alone. All the work in
the house is for you to do by yourself. The only time you are
with other people is when you have visitors or go visiting yourself..
People think sometimes that when women go visiting they are
just wasting time. But if they didn’t go visiting occasionally, they
woulid go mad from boredom and the feeling of not having any- }
one to talk to. 1t’s so good to get out among people. The work is §
the same, day in and day out. “Even if you died the house would ¢
still be there in the morning.” Sometimes you get so bored that §
you have to do something. One woman used to change the
furniture around about every two weeks. Other women buy
something new for the house or for themselves. There are a
million schemes to break the monotony. The daytime radio !
serials help to pass the time away but nothing changes the isolatiof
and boredom. i

The terrible thing that is always there when you are doing the §
housework is the feeling that you are never finished. When a man §
works in a factory, he may work hard and long hours. But at a
certain time, he punches out and for that day at least he is ‘
finished. Come Friday or Saturday night he is through for one or 4
two days. In the house you are never finished. Not only is there ¥
always something to be done, but there is always someone to
mess up almost before you are finished. After four or six hours
of a thorough housecleaning the kids wili come home and in
five minutes the house will be a shambles. Or your husband will |
dirty all the ash trays there are in the house. Or it will rain right 3
after you wash the windows. You may be able to control your 1
children or get your husband to be more careful, but that doesn’t§
solve much. The way that the house is set up, neither the husband
nor the children have any idea how much effort and real hard ;
work and time have gone into cleaning the house. The way that
the house is set up you have no control over the hours of work,
the kind of work that you will have to do, and how much work
you do. These are what women want to control.

The rest of the family is no part of the house. They just live

there. You make the home what it is—a place where they can
relax. You make it livable. You make it attractive. You make it
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comfortable. You keep it clean. And you are the only one who
can never completely enjoy it. You always have your eye out for
what has to be done. And picking up after people seems to be a
never-ending job. You can never relax where you spend most of
vour time. energy and ability.

Most women don’t even make the reai decisions where the
house is concerned. Even though they can use their own judgment
on many smali things, the really big things are either decided out-
right by the husband or he makes sure that his pressure is felt.
Women feel that they must have a say in the house. They partici-
pate in the decisions of the house more than ever today. But they
have had to put up a long fight to get this recognition.

1%
Your own boss”

They say a woman is her own boss. That is, no one tells her
how fast to work. No one tells her how much to do. And nobody
stands over her all day. She can sit down when she wants to and
smoke a cigarette or eat when she gets hungry.

A housewife has an entirely different kind of a boss. Her first
boss is her husband’s work. Everything a woman has to do is
dependent on the job her husband has. Whatever her husband
makes, that is what the family has to live on. How much clothes
she buys, or whether she has to make them, whether clothes go
to the laundromat or are washed by hand, whether they live in
a crowded apartment or in a house with enough room for the
family, whether she has a washing machine or does clothes by
hand, alil of these things are decided by the kind of job her
husband has.

The hours that her husband works determines her whole
schedule and how she will live, and when she will do her work.
One big problem for a woman is having a husband who works
nights. Then there is no schedule. By the time that the house-
work is done, her husband gets up and the house is messed
again. If there are children then there are two schedules to be
met. The children have to be kept quiet during the day, which is
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almost impossibie with children.

Whether her husband has a comparatively easy job or s hard

one affects her life, oo, A man who works very hard is not going

to help her with any of the work around the house. He is going

to vome home a lot grouchier and harder to live with. The woman ;

has to learn to keep her temper a ot more if there is to be any
peace. And the children have to be kept in line more. too.

Even where she lives is decided by her hushand’s work. The
part of town that makes going to work the easiest is the part of
town that you live in, And if there are no jobs in that town that
are in your husband’s line of work then you have to forget all

your friends and all the ties of family and you go to where he can §

find work.

The children and the demands of taking care of them is the
next decider of how a woman is to spend her life. There is
nothing, nothing more demanding than an infant, When they

want something, they want if at that moment and not a moment §

fater.

But the most ruthless boss and the one that really keeps a
woaman going is the work jtself. The work does not look on you
as being a human being. It is there no matter how you feel or

what you want to do. It dominates every spare momen{ tha! you J

have, either in the house or away {rom it. You are constantly
trying to finish work that has ne ead. You want to do all that
you have o do in the least possible time and have free time for
yourself. And after you think you are finished you find that
there is something else. Sometimes wormen will give up and let
the house go for a few days of a few hours. But they are the
ones who are bothered by it. And then they will work twice as

hard trying to make up for lost time. You are always doing what

you have to do. What you want to do doesn’t count {for much.

Most women are very responsible. They leel that, as mothers
and wives, they want to do the best possibie jobs. They want to
be proud of their homes and childeen, There is no other place
where they can show what they can do. If a woman is a good
manager she has the respect of other women and that is impor-
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und 10 any woiman.

So there is really no need of a foreman or lead gir] at home. [t
is the way a woman Hives and the work that she muost do that
keeps her toeing the mark. [1 is this way of life ;Sso that teaches
her discipline. She learns when {0 say something and when to
keep quiet. She learns to do things on her own, If there is some-
thing that has to be done and her husband won’t do it, she does
it hersetf, One woman with four children painted the whole out-
side of her house. She said rhat she didn’t want to wait angther
five years for her husband to do it.

It Takes Experience

Every time a woman’s husband gets a raise she says to herself,
wow | will catch up. That extra few dollars will change things.
But. by the time he gets that raise, prices have jumped to make
up for it, or he has been sick znd lost a day’s pay. or there has
been an “extra”™. And even if things have gone along fairly
smoothly, you go and buy the things that vou have needed all
along but just weren'{ able to afford before, So you are right
back where you started from. Almost all workers' families ive
from day to day. There is very little chance to put something
away for an emergency. If a family missed just one paycheck it
may set them back for weeks. In all that time the housewife
must manage somehow, The same thing happens when the work-
ing man goes out on strike, For weeks and sometimes months
she must manage on practically nothing. The miners® wives have
a system of storing food and clothes away when their husbands
are working steady. In that way, when there is a strike they can
live for 2 while at least on what they have saved up in the way of
foed and clothes, It takes a lot of experience and training to learn
all the tricks and the woman is the only one [n a position to learn
these “tricks”. Corners can be cut in an emergency that you never
thought could be cut and you somehow manage.

A woman has to get along on what her husband makes. It
doesn’t matter how much or how little he brings home. She must
decide when to make clothes and when she can afford to buy
them. She finds recipes for making economical meals that at the
same time look and taste good. The way the family lives, whether
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there are bill collectors at the door, or food on the table, is
dependent on how much money her hushand gives her and how
she manages i1, Although most husbands pealize that prices are
high, they don’t really know how much it takes to keep a family
going. It is only the woman who has to live on impossibly little
who knows about how 1o manage finances,

All of this experience prepares a woman to manage when she
is on her own. The woman whose hushand runs out on hdr has
a pretty rough job on her hands, especially if she has children, If
she has relatives who will help her at the beginning then she is
considered lucky. But on the whole she has to be both mother
and a father to the children. She has no cholce about working,
She assumes {he responsibility of both 5 man and woman, She
supparts her family on what she makes, which is usually much
less thian a man makes. She has Jess time with her children and
sometimes has 1o be separated from them in order to be able 1o
work. Yet these women manage to bring up their children and
start new lives for themselves, They don’t sit home and weep. My
friend has a neighbor whose husband ran out on her and left her
with a child and ail the bills. This woman sold all the furniture

und with the money took a trip fo Puerto Rico to see her mother, ;"

It was something 1o meet her, If she cried, you didn’t know
about it. She just said that she wasn’t going to wail around like
a damn fool. She had never done anything like that before but
when the time came, she knew just what o do,

They Just Lead Separate Lives

A woman stavs at home alone ail day, She wails for her hus-
band to come home to tell him of the things that have happened
during the day, something that the kids have done or said that
shows what wonderful kids they are, or what a hard day she had.
She wants to hear what he has gone thirough and what he thinks
about buying this or that for the house, But hig life 18 not in the
house. When a man comes home from work, he wants to do
nothing. Sometimes he doesn’t even want to do any talking. You
wait all day for someone to talk to, and then when your husband
comes home he picks up the paper and acts as if he doesn’t even
know you exist, When a woman is home all day, she wants to go

out to a show or for a ddve on Sunday afternoon, But during the
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week Your hushand comes home exhausted and ¢ven on week-
ends hie sometimes wants to stay home and relax. He has been
away from the house most of his waking hours. Now is his chance
to sit around. Women have needs of companionship and under-
standing that men know nothing about.

if there is not rhat understanding between men and women
about their work and human needs. it is not surprising that
many marriages can’t make a go of their sex lives, the most
delicate phase of their relationship. Their husbands, the peopie
they should be closest to, wemen are furthest away from. They
just lead separate Hves,

Women Know Each Other

If women can't turn to their hushands, then they turn to
other women, Because of the fact that women lead such simnilar
lives, they know and understand each other. In the neighborhood
some women will get very close to others. These women in a
court or a street will help each other out if they need help and
make the time of day go faster. They talk of things they would
not dream of talking to their husbands about, even if their tns-
bands would listen, Who can tell 2 man how they want to fix up
a house or what they want to buy for the children? Things like
probiems with vour husband or financial problems are “common
preperty”, The women discuss all the things that affect their
lives—whether or not to have children and how many to have,
how to save money on clothes, housewares and food, which
stores have lower prices, the best method of birth control, sex
problems, going to work. In the discussions many things are
resolved. Womcen get new attitudes as a result of hearing other
women talk, The women will exclude someone from their group
hecause she is not doing what is expected of her. A mother who
neglects her child or does not take care of the house and has no
excuse for it will not have the time or confidence of the other
women,

Some people call this gossiping but it’s much more than that.
Women are bregking dewn the isolation of the home by creating
strong, ties with other women. It is the only group life & housewife
can have and she makes the most of it. The very existence of
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these ties with other housewives is condemnation of the relations
2 woman has with her husband, with her work. and with the rest
of society, The women come together, talk together, and, in a
way, live together. There is no one else they can tum to but them-
selves. Here is one place where they can devide whom they will

be with, where they will be, and what they will do. There is no
one who will stand in the way,

The best time of the week in my court is Friday, Everybody
cleans house on Friday so they will have less to do on the week-
end. after they are finished , in the afternoon, someone will run
out for heer and we will sit around and talk and relax and com-
pare notes, The sociability is at its highest and we all fee] most
relaxed when the work is done. There is a feeling of closeness and
kidding around that you can’t get anywhere else except with
these people that know you and accept you on your own fefims.

This is how women are organized. With the experience they"
have in managing things and with the aid of the other women In
their group, they know what to do when they want to take
action. The women in a housing project in San Francisco got
together to halt the rise in prices. They saw the government
wasn’'t doing anything so they took matters into their own hands.
They held meetings and demonstrations and distributed Eeaﬁgts.
No one person organized it. After living with their neighbors in
a housing project for so long they knew each other mtimate}y:
each other’s weaknesses and strengths. The women made price
fists up of every store in town and bought at only those storesﬁ
that had the lowest prices, The whole city kns:w about “Mama’s
OPA'™ and the papers had many articles on it.

Thete are many times that the housewives take actions that
never reach the papers. Women will barricade streets so that their
children will have a place to play. The police with tear gas bombs
can not drive them away. Women will pass the word along to
pther women that on a certain day no wormnan ig to buy meal.
They would just walk up to strange women and say “Don’t buy
meat on such 2 day”. Wemen know each other so well that they
can talk to a perfect stranger and be sure of being understood.
The miners’ wives went out on strike to protest the company sell-
ing their homes and again to protest the dust in the air of the
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minine towns. They got the support of their husbanJs in both
cases. Their husbands refused to cross their picket lines.

Women act as a group becauss they are treated iike one, They
live the same way on the whole, no matter how different the
individual situation may be.

A New Relationship

The most universal organization of women is the action that
women take in their own homes. Fach woman in her own home
is making a revolution, There are some women who don’t say
much to their husbands or to other women. Yei, when it comes
to & showdown, they just go ahead and do what they know is
right. Other women argue with their husbands for the things they
feel they should have. These arpuments mean something to a
woman, She is not just arguing with her husband. She is showing
himy and even more important, herself, that she has ideas and
desires of her own. Women are constantly telling men howeyer
they can that they can’t go on in the old way. 1t is this spirit of
independence and self-respect that men admire in women, even
when it is directed against themselves. They admire a woman who
can stand on her own two feet and doesn’t let her husband walk
all over her. A woman who doesn’t take it from her husband
has the respect of other women #nd she has the respect of her
hushand as well,

Women are more and more refusing to be just machines for
raising childien and getting their husbands off to work. They
demand more of their huskands in the way of a relationship. If a
man cannot change, they will break up the marriage rather than
2o on living with a stranger, Divorce nowadays is accepted be-
cause women have made it acceptable, It is clear that it is not
the individuat man who is involved, There are too many divorces
for that, When a woman gets divorced, although it takes the
form of a struggle with an individual man, it is an act opposing
the whole way of life men and women must lead in our day.

Women fight the role that men play in the home. This has

nothing to do with how much a husband helps his wife or how
good he is to the children. No matter how much 2 husband tries
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to understand the woman's problems. no matter I?}cﬁ.w well they
get alonp, women fight the way they are forced to live and want
to establish a new way of life,

The Working Woman

One of the ways that women iww their rejection of their role
in socicty is by going out to work, Many women work today who
have never worked hefore. By going out 1o work, wormnen have
changed their relations with their husbands and children. Along
with this, they have given themselves new problems to sobve and
have found new ways to solve them.

Women have expanded their experiences so that they know
what large groups of people are thinking and doing. Fewer and
fewer women today are housewives only, Most women al ont
time or another go to work. Some women go out 10 work only a
few months a vear. Some work steady. In any case, they have z
picture of the world that they never had before.

Same women that | have worked with say that they work )
hecause they can't get along on what their hushands make. This
is true especiaily in the family where the man has no trade and
his wages are small. But it is more and more trug¢ of everyone.
Besides the high cost of living, there is another reason why it is
hard to get along on one paycheck today. Women demand much
more than they used to. They don™t want to go through Fhe
awful feeling of being broke that they went through during the
depressien. They don't want to wash clothes by hand \fvhen,
with a little extra, they can have the most modern eguipment
in their homes. Everything now is modern and women want the
most modern appliances to work with, About the only thing you
can do on one paycheck is exist.

When you are living on a smail budget, it is the woman who
rmust hear the brunt of it. She must go long distances {o shop.
When it becomes necessary to do without, she is usually the first
person to forget her own nesds.

One of the bigeest fingncial needs that a womans has is some
financial independence, They don’t want to ask their hushands
before they spend any money. They want to have money of their
own, To be able to afford new drapes when the old ones are stiil
good but you are tired of looking at them. is a luxury that most
waomen can't afford but all women want. The paycheck that vour
husband gives you, although you work as hard for it as he does,
is never really your own., even though it may be handed to you
for the needs of the family. These needs that women have can
never be satisfied on the money that the working man alone brings
home.

A woman who goes to work in a factory has a feeling of inde-
pendence not only about the money that i3 spent but about the
decisions that are made in the house. If you are helping to support
the family, vou have more right to decide not only what is to be
done with the family money, but you now want to have more of
a part in other guestions that come up in the family which your
husband has always decided before. One particular man was so
surprised with the rights his wife took since she started to work

that he told her to stay home. They got along better that way, he
said.

it is not only decisions that 2 woman feels more independent
about, When a woman works she knows that she doesn’t have to
put up with a lot of things from her husband. If he steps out of
line by drinking or going out with other women, then she will up
and leave him faster than before. She figures that now, if she has
o, she can always support herself,

One of the things that drives women to get jobs is the horedom
and loneliness that they would have to live with if they stayed
home. Women want to be with other people. As compared to her
husband, 3 woman leads an isolated life in the house by herself,
The only company that she has while she is home is the radio and
the telephone. In the factory you at least work with other people
and get away from the boredom and loneliness that is home life.

The thing that a woman regrets most when she goes out to

work is leaving her children, It is true that you want to get away
from them for a while, but you don't like to leave them with just
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anybody. Most of the time you don't know much abfoa}} how
thev are being taken care of . If they are older.‘wu &911 t know
who they go around with and what they do with their time, 1
your child is in a nursery school, vou can ask the teacher how, the
child is doing. Most of the time she will say, “Fine'". But that’s
all. You really don’t know how they are being ttaafeef'orhwhat.
kind of care they are getting. You always hope the chitd is doing
the right thing but when you work, you are never sure.

There 15 also the probiem of where to Jeave the child when you
work, Many women whe are separated from their husbands gnd
have young children, have to board them out. They s their
children who seem to grow up without them. They don’t have
much say in the way their children are brought up. Other women
prefer to depend on neighbors whom they know rathe{ thana
nursery school that they know little or nothing about. The reason
that a lot of women don’t go to work at all is because they have
no one reliable to take care of their chaldren.

E
&
%

Wherever She Wants to Be

Wamen want to be able to decide whether or not 1o w<?rk. iIfa
man tells a woman to work she usually won’t. For one thing shuf
feels that if she works when he tells her to then he gets used to i,
and sometimes stops working regularly himself, He thinks %hzgtl
she should suppert him, One woran I know had to siop working
becausz her husband thought that he could go oul ggmblmg with
the money that she was making. On the other hand, if her ]
husband tells her not to woerk, that doesn’t mean that she will ‘
stay home, When a woman goes out to work it is nfx a?ways with
the approval of her husband. Many men resent their wives work-
ing, They use as an excuse the fact that the children should stay
with their mother. They also say that they are not able 1o heip
their wives with the children and with the house and shopping.
Others will make it so unbearable by putting the enti}"e burden on
their wives that finally the wives will be forced to quit.

Women have to fight those men who believe that a WOIman's
place is in the home, and that is where they should S’an. These
are the men who don’t want their wives to have any independence
at all, and who want to be the only ones who bring in a check
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so they are the only ones with 4 say in their homes, When a
woman goes out 1o work, they know that she becomes much
more 0f a person in her own right. Women have shown these men
that & worman's place is wherever she wants to be.

Those women who want to go on working atd whose husbands
don’t want them o, don’t tell their hushands about how hard it
is to work, They keep all of that to themselves. One woman on
our line at work has to fight to keep working. She has a fourteen-
year-old daughter and she says there is nothing to keep her home.
Yet her husband, 2 professional, who makes good money, is
constantly asking her to quit. She never shows how tired she is
when she gets home and she can’t afford to ask him for help or
he will make her quir.

There is quite a difference in the feeling toward women work-
ing between those women who have to work and those who
work because they want to. If 2 woman works because she
wants o, she doesn’t have to take as much from the company
and she can tell the boss 1o go to hell with his job, as my neigh-
bor puts it. When she gets tired of working, she knows she ¢an
guit, and even if she doesn’ quit, the very fact thagt she can
makes her more independent of the company.

Those women who have to work, the single women who are
supporting themselves and sometimes their parents, or the
divorced women who are supporting their children, must stick
1o their jobs no matter how they feel or what they feej like
doing, When these woinen get tired of working, they jusi go
right on working. They have no choice. The company usually
takes full advantage of this and knows it can depend on these
wormen for Saturday work and overtime, When vou are paying
ten or fifteen dollars a week for nursery school alone, every
penny counts,

Factory work for women is sometimes easy work—that is, it is
not hard physically. But, Hke all factory work, it is dull and
monotonous, In certain industries, it is hard physically. You fee}
in every muscle that you have put in a day’s work, The important
thing, no matter what kind of work you do, is the people you
work with. If the work is easy but dull, then it is the other
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women who make the day pass at all, If it is hard work. tht? only
thing that keeps you going is the other women who are doing the
same thing you are and going through it with you. 1t s not the
work that is so important to you and that makes factory life
bearable. It is the people with whom you work that you care
shout,

There is always something going on 2t the plant. Fither some-
one is cracking a joke or clowning or you are having a fight with
the foreman or lead girl. There is always a discussion going on
about something, and everything is talked about, Rex problems
or their current affairs, housework and how to manage the
children, new dance steps and the latest styles, price control and
housing, ways of gaining and losing weight. No matter what you
want to talk about, there is someone to talk to. The girls con-
sider each other’s feclings and interests.

Unlike the company, the girls care about each other. When one
person is out, she is missed and someone usually aailsq to find out
what is the matter. If something is seriously wrong with a
particular girt, then her immediate group of friends start &
collection to buy her something or to give her money to pay the
extra bills. The girls give freely of their time and their money. if
a girl is not feeling well a certain day, then the other girls or some
special friends will work twice as fast to make up for her work 50
that she doesn’t have to miss time from work. The company
never worries about the individual person. They expect, come
hell or high water, the same amount of work every day. The girls
are the only ones who care about each other and will help you
out when you need it.

We-—From Now On

When 2 woman comes home from work at night, there is quite
a difference from when a man comes home from work. As soon
as she comes home she starts working all over again. A married
womnan, especially if she has children, can never have the huxury
of sitting down and doing nothing. There is dinmer {0 get on the
table, the dishes to be washed, the children to be hathed and
gotten to bed. She has two jobs, She is a part-time m{)th‘er an
housewife and a full-time wage earner, The weekend which a man
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takes to relax, for her belongs to the house, And all the things
that have been left undone during the week have 1o be done then.

Ir’s a hard grind, working and having a family, No matter how
much your husband helps you or how considerste he is, the main
burden of the house is still on the woman’s shoulders. Just be-
cause a woman goes oul to work, it doesn’t mean she stops being
a housewife,

A woman has a lot more in commaon with her hushand when
she works than when she stays home, There is more to talk to him
about than there was before. The main barrier is still there, how-
ever, and it is still easier 1o talk to other women than it is to talk
to your husband. Yet, things are definitely changed for a couple,
For the first time, & woman says, you are not supporting this
house. We are. And things will have to be we from now on.

Union and Company Women

The union and the company fry to appear fair by putiing up
women for supervisory jobs. The shop stewards and the union
officials are often women, The lead girls of the company and the
foreladies are often taken from the line in plants. But as soon as
these girls are taken off the line, they forget the rest of the girls
and become agents of the union or the company, very often
against the girls. The lead girls usually sat together and go out
together snd consider themseives better than the rest. They act
just fike the men supervisors. But they use the fact that they are
women {o try 1o win the confidence of the other girls in order
to get more production and to keep the girls in line,

One of the lead girls in my plant was asked by the supervisor
o g&t out double production. She said she wouid never do that
10 the girls and cried like 2 baby for days. It never dawned on her
that the only way she could get the supervisor to stop pressing
her was to get the girls to protest. She handled it herself and ina
few days was demanding that the girls produce, using the excuse
that she had been pressured into it. Maost women feel that when
a4 woman gets {o be boss, she is worse than a man, The women
who get in as bosses constantly use the fact that they are women
to whip the girls inte line. The women union officials are the
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SAIC way.

Men workers tatk about how the union is separated from the
men. If this is true of the men’s unions, it is doubly true of the
women’s. To many women it seems that the only thing that they
do is collect dues and try to keep the girls in line for the com-
pany. The initiation fees are way out of proportion to the
amounts that the women make and the dues are just as high. In :
some shops nobody knows who the shop ste ward is and very
few of the girls care. Yet the girls will defend the union if the
company attacks it, They kaow, however, that if anything is to
be done, they will have to do it themselves.

Most women look at work as six of one and half 2 dozen of
the other. If it is a choice of staving home ia the monotony of
the house, then they feel that it is warthwhile working. Some
women look forward to the day when they can afiord o stay
home. When that day comes, they leave the plant only to come
right back most of the time. After you have waorked out, even
for a littie while, it is hard to go back into the home. This is what
happened to a lot of women during the war, whe worked in
defense plants, After the war, many were taid off, but some
stayed. Those who were faid off and many, many morc women
who have never worked before are becoming working women.
A waman's place is becoming wherever she wants to be.

It is not that women enjoy work. They like the work in
neither the home nor the facrory. But as compared to being
“just a housewife' most women feel that evén factory work is
preferable. My neighbor went out to work for Christmas money,
and because she wanted to gel away from the house fora
while, but Christmas money was her excuse to her husband.

Her three-year-old boy stays with his god parents so her hushand
has no complaint about her wotking, Every once in a while, she
says she is quitting but she just can't get herself to do it

Every Woman Knows

More and more today, women are showing by their every
action that they can’t go on in the old way. They have no con-
fidence any more that what is supposed to work really will, or
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wha_it is sipposed to be thelr lives, should be. Thesr hushands
their children. their work. all are in conflict with them Eve;':;h
thmgt they do. every decision they make, they (el r-faa'v WOrk
Marriage. children, home. none of these things afe wormen sure
of any more. i

HQUS?W}VCS who have never worked before are waiting until
their children are old enough so they can vet 2 job. Women
who have always worked are looking forward to the day when
they can [inally guit. Marmages that have lasted for twenty vears
are brsaklng up. Young couples. after six months of marriage
ficcade‘ibat they'd better end it now before they have children
who wxl'l suffer, Young women getting out of high school, instead
of runaing to get married, pet a job and an apartment of £heir
own and five independently.

1t is not that women don’t want to be wives and mothers. They
want and need men to share their lives with and every womérz
wa.n{s children. But they feel that if they can’t hgve a human
.rclkatlonship they wiil have no relationship at all. Women go from
being married to being divorced. from being housewives to work-
g out, but nowhere do women see the kind of life that they
want for themselves and their familjes,

Women are finding more and more that there is no way out
butna complete change. But one thing is already clear. Things
can’t go on the way they are. Every woman knows that.

Selma James

“A Woman's Flace” was first published in the United States, February 1953,
by Lerrespondence, a group organized sround the publication of 2 workers
S?:rspa;}er: Ps;tudfonymsf{Man‘e Brant and Ellen Santor) wers used because
e particuiar form of political repression by the Amerie urin
the McCarthy era. Y Friesn State d ¢

NOTE

1 This name cams fgom the povernment department which was supposed
to gontrol prices during the second world war, the Office of Price Admin-
istration-OPA,
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ALL WORK AND NO PAY

Women, Housework & the Wages Due

This book describes women's lives and struggles through the
speeches ang writings of different women from many countries. it
shows how all women—young or old, single or married, with or
without children, ‘stzaight’ or leshian--whatever else they do, are
housewives. [t makes clear how universal iswomen’s need for a wage
for housework, and that an international movement of women de-
manding the ‘wages due’ is not only possible but already a reahity.

Contributors Include: —Rose Craig, Mariarosa Dalla Costa,

Mala Dhondy, Wendy Edmond, Suzie Fleming, Polda Fortunati,
Frances Gregory, Jane Hirschmann, Una Howe, Selma James,
Ellen Jensen, Los Angeles Wages for Housework Commitee,
Jovee Luck, Bernadette Maharaj, Patricia Matthews, Power of
Waomen Coflective, Esther Ronay, Monjca Sjoo, Lizzie Stuart,
Wages Due Collective.

Edited by Wendy Edmond and Suzie Fleming

Published by the Power of Women Collective and
the Falling Wall Press

128pp.

Orher Wages for Housework publications are availahle, both in
English and in other languages. For further information about
these publications, and about the international campaign for
Wapes for Housework, in the following and other countries,
write 1o —

Britain  Falling Wall Press, 79 Richmond R4, Bristol BS6 SEP
Power of Women Collective, 20 Staverton Rd.,
London NW2

Us New York Wages for Housework Comaréttee, ¢fo Cox,
GRS 10th §t., Brooklyn, New York 112158
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