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My dear Adriana,

I have re-read your outline again and given it some taoughft. Here are
= h}

some things that have come t0 my mind as watmubisx worlh consildering.

I think your outline is goo One question that I think would be worth
exploring and which coniuscd me in CAPITAL was how women working affects
the value of labour power. Marx makes some references to this but never
makes it cleaxs The way the question is actually posed in life is that
women have %o work - this is not only for "extras" or for having nof only
what you need 1 bourgeois terms) but what you want (ectval need in our
,ermu), Buu hOWgn have %o work because if they did not %he family would
not be able %o manage. Secondly, with the advent of actual liberation,
that ig, divorce, the right %o set up a family independen$ of men, women
are the support of many familyes, especially in the United States.
Phirdly, with the collapse xx of the bourgeois family, many men are no
longer psychologically able t0 accept thae ”capons¢b11¢g§ of & MHWLJ.
They gamble or drink and women have %o be the aétual support of the family
Fourthly, in some minority groups, such as blacks in the U.S. it is
sometimes the women who can get servant jobs when the men can't find
employment at a2ll., Tnis is also in underdeveloned coun

there is no industry but only domestic jobs open.
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There is also overtime(let alone night work)
end what that re en have gained for
tnemselves the shared ECSuOﬂululllqy, of men in the home,
all %als is des e day is nt As for
night work, the fi: e its
abolition, sinc sexual

relations, is decim d when peo; le are working on two separate clockse.
Is %his coumon

onths, you will not have %o

By the time you have the baby ;or W

have any help from anybody about describing housework. What has to be

borne in fhat

1, the work is done in igolafion, within the

context of a socie socialiged labour, -nd where the socialising

process is %ne fun ntal source of our educafion. ELven ihe bourgeoisie
E

knows tuat city ;eo;'e are smarter itnal couniry ueople because they have
more contact with xm more people. The woman has confact with very few
people, most of them women with very mmk similar experiences. (This is
also a sirength, since it makes for a certain kind of loyalty and

zonam cohesion which is a form of orL‘nisution.) It is these women,
deprived of social contact and social educ n, who are placed in charge
of children for the first five years of their lives. This is a disaster
for the whole of society in my view,

2 fhe work is done under primitive conditions.
If even we leave aside cooking on charcoal as is done in Spein and the
West Indies and I nave no doubt in many otner perts of the underdeveloped
world, the most med. n americen kifchen is & pale reflection of 19th
century technology. It looks modern bul actuslly does not & »roach

the technology of modern industrye

3e the work is repetitious and compulgive.

Wnen you clock out of a famtory, responsibility einds. The place could
blow up when you are gone and thal is nol x® your worry. A women is never
free from housework and is driven fto complete whst is uncompletable, This
is reinforced by the fact that the whole trai ing of societly is that

who a woman is can be seen by her "home'", and women who have found no otfher
Justificution for their existence clean their houses with religious fervour.
But this can only happen because the work itself is by naiure compulsive.

I think all the above beccmes crystal clear wnen you apply the "rejection
of work" %o the rejection of housework and the rejection of childcare, The
very act of going oul %o work is preecisely the r=jection of the home. Tais
is in no way %o imply that the incorpor.tion of women into direct
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exploitation is any solution. What does nu‘ven, nowever, is that
tne justificution for existence as a housewife is weakened. I must
puti it more clearly. Once a women is incorporated into Moclal Llabour,
and makes a social experience, she is less tied %o the roufines end
domitation of the home itselfm, thougn she is not in any way else
liberated from the home, i.e. liberafted.

The difficuliy herve is that if the working class wmmam housewife
#rajects her work, the femily, the basis of working class stability
(end tais means ability %o be exploited snd ebility %o rebel) is
destroyed. liddle class women in the U.S. recently brought theix
children to their husbandXs'! offices., Can you imagine 11 a whole set
of working class women brought their €hildren %o the factory, and
left them thered
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The question of polifical wages for housewives is more difficult.
Tnis hes already been raised (I know I have raised i%, and from the
response of others it appsaredto me it was not new %o themh It is
obviougly first of all a question of psid versus unpaid labour. You
are goin: %o be dealing with how much unpaid labour is done by women
(end how non-indust lised this ?=“cﬂr is)s But why should

recognition come in the form of money? I think we ..ve to fignt the
idea that unles Jou ea v ightse This is precisely
the positi are at the disposal of the ye#
parenis and 1 education beczsuse they are notl /
confributors £ course the = "grzhuxan
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work loz

pay {lounders, since if even women
ig impossible )9 they are still

and it is in a sense more

since they couiribute and not

nave outside jobse
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Why I say it is diffi 1§ there is enough in the women's

liberatio % already which leads to an amelioration of women's
posifion bv* does not have fthe perspeciive of a %otally new socAeﬁy.
a
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I feel the b to destroy bourgeois agsumpltions than
o take them 11,31 2113 ingis® that the bourgeoisie pays. But my
mi:d is open on this question, and I would have %o be more fully
engrogsed in the movement itself %o discover whefther %his demand has
validity in context.

I am sorry this leiter is so choppy but there have been & million
interruptions. XIuekiiy I hope howevertiut Perruccio, to whom I am
sending a copy of tais leftter, will be able %o Xeximaiix trenslate
without difficulty.

A 8oon as 1 mmake copies of a plece waich will be appesring in the U.S.
gome time soon, I will send one %0 you. There you will see %that I am
very concerned thut all the specifics be relafed %o a redfinition of
socialism which I believe women's liber-tion, even morethan fhe struggle
of the working class, presses upon uge I %hink when Marx wrote on tais
he mxm wrote with extreme caution and thevefore in very genorul but
broad ferms. Ue understood ihat o discuss the liberution of women is
%o discuss not only the nature of society but the nature of the human
species, the relation d humanity %o ncture and a world without
institutions. Therefore to discuss women is not %o discuss another
aspect of the class struggle (alinough of course it is this %oo) but o
make a seperaie and independent contribution to the re¥oluiion which
cannot come from anywhere else. Tuls is why, incidentally, aside from
my own identity, that the question will not and has never let go of me.
That tne division of labour began with men and woumen before class
divigicn is not accidental to the breadth of the questions it poses and
the answers we must £ind.




