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WHEN wWAGHES FOR HOUSZYORK BBCOMS3 A PEK3PECTIVE
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coothey say it ig 1ove..we gay it 19 unpaid worke.

they call it frigidity..we call 1t absenteisn.o {

if marriage ig work single women ghould collect unemploimento.

every wmiscarriage is a work accidsnt.o

homosexuality and heterosexuality are both working conditiong.. |
but homosexuality 1¢ workerts control of production not the ;|
end of workao

more smil e?..more meney..nothing will be so powerful in destroying

the healins virtves of a smile..
&
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Meny times the difficulties and ambieuities thich women

(:')

express in discusging wagee for housework stem from the faot

vwages Vor housework i3 reduced to a thing,a lum of nmon ey, ras-
ther than beinz viewed as a nolitical verspective The di Prerene

.

ce between the twoe positiong iz enormoue .To view wegeg for hou=
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sework gs a thing means to detach the end result of ~i- Lo e

gle from the strvugprle it3elfend 14z 9ipn ficance in lemi o< uo\aﬂr

been conined dn ca,
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and subveriing the role Lo whiresh women he
% o

tallet soclety.’Joually when we take thig atiitude we stari asking

nore money make in our
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ourgelvea P"whalt di - erence cov
Liveg® 2. We wight cven asres that for o 1ot of vwomea who do not
hawe any choice except for hougework and marviage it wou®d In-
deed make a lot of a difference.But §% seems that for thoge of
us who have other choices««professional work, enlighted hueband,
com-unal 1ife,gay relations or a corbination of these it would
net make much of a di fference,Supposedly there are ather ways of
echi eving economic independence and the 1ast thing we wart is
to get it by identifvine ourselves as housewifeg,a fatgh%ﬁg

all zgree -~ ig, so to gpeak, worse than death,

The nroblem with thiz position i3 that inour imagination we

e shity lives we al=

1=
e

vegually add ithise money to the ctherw



ready have and then agk "so what?", on the false premice

that we can ever get that money without at the same time
revoluti oniaing-=in the procese of strueeline for it=-all o

our family and gsocial relationg.But if we take wageg for hov-

sework ad a political perspective we can see thak strugeling

for it i3 coing to produce a revolutien in our 1ives and
ovr soclal power as women, And it assumes that if we do not
"need" that money it i becaucse we accept the particulr Torm
of prostitution of body and mind by which we get money to

hide thet need, As I will try to ahow,not only wages for

revointionary peranective from a fewinigt viewnoint and ulti-

|
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hougework is a revolutionary persvective,but it is the only ;
{
|

mately for the entire working clasgs.

T4 {8 important to recosnice that when we epeak of housework
we do not apeak of a joh as other jobs,but we speak of the
nost pervasive manipulation end sbitle violence that capiﬁaliéﬁ“\
hss ever perpetuated against anyv section of the working class. \\\\
True, under capitaliem every worker §s manipulated and/exp1oited
and his/her relation to capital is totally mistyfiegoThe wage j

gives the impression of a falr deal : you work and you get /

— e

pai d,hence you and your boés are equel; while in reality the /

wage ,rather than paying for uhG work you do hides all the un- |

paid work that coes into profi t.But the wage at 1east recogni-



ses that vou are working,and vou can bargain and struecle
around and apainst the terms and the quantity of that wage,
the terms and the quantity of that work.To get a wage neans
to enter a social contract, exploi tative thourh it might he,
and there ie no doubt concerning its meaning.You work not
becauce you like it,or becauce it comes natural to vou,but
becauze it ig the only condi tion under which you are allowed

to 1ive. You are not that work . Today you are a poutran, to=

morrow a taxi-driver, &11 that matters ig how much of that

work wvou do and how mach of that money you ~ev.

But in the case of hosework the eituation ie radically diffe-
rent : the quald tative df fference 1ies in the t=ctthat not only
has houcework been imposed on “Omen , but it has been tranzformed
into a natural attribute of their {emal e phyeiques ané persona=
17 ties,an internal need,an aspiration,supnosedly conirg Ffron
the depth of our female character.Houcework had to ve trang=
formed into a natural attribute rather than been reco¢nised
ag a social contract because erom the very bveginn ing in ca=
pital®s schemes Tor wo enn this work was destined to te unwaged.
and nobody in her right mind would accent hours and lours of
unwaged work unless she believed that it is ﬁaturaln Lnavoi dab? «
and even fulfilline activity.In its turn,the unwaged condi-=
tion of housework has been the wmost powerful weapon iv reinfor-

cing the common social belief that this ise not work , thusg pre-
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venting women from gtruegling apainst it ,except in the pri-
vati sed, ki tchen~-bedroom quarrel that all soclety agrces n

4 dicul e,and thereby further reduce the protaponist of a

gtrue~l e,

Yet how natural all this je is ghown by the faet that 1% takes

at least twentiy vearsof socialigation =~-i.e€. conditionirg,day=
to~day training, veu~ily performed by an unwaged mother;to pra=
pare a women for this role,to sonvince her that childron and
husband are the best ghe can e xpect from 14 fe, Zven so.it har=
dly succeedg.No matter how well trained we are,few are the
women who do not feel cheated when oride's day ig o¥er and
they find themselves in frent of a diriy gink (many of ne still
have the illusion *that they marvy for love,a 30 t of us recosni a2
that they marry for moaey and cecurity,hut it is time o make it

¢] ear that while the love oY rmonev involved ig very L rl @

the work which waites for ue ia enormous). This is why 2lder womel

alwave tell you 4Tn joy vour freedom until you can,3s mach a8

you can, buy whatever vou want NOW. oo But unfortunately, Very

11ttle freedom can ever be enjoied if from the earliest pericd

in yoxx 1ife you are trined to be docile,eubservient,ﬁependentg

and most important to gacrifice yoursgel £ ~nd even get pleasure

out of itoossMit i8S a1l done for lovels. i f you do not lLike it

1% is your problem,your failure, your ruil t,your gbtnormali ty.
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We muet admit that capital has been very successful in hi-

ding our work.It has created a true masterpi ece at the expenses
of women :exploitationfar from being reslicsed as such has been
transformed into an act of love .Ry denying housework & wage

and transforming it into an act of love,capital has killed many
birds with one stone.First of all it has got a hell of lot of
work alimost for free, and it has wmade sure that women fTar from
strugeling against it would seek for it ag the hest thine in jighe
(oo the magic words.."yes, dariing,you are a real women oo )o
Moreover,it has disciplined also the male worker by making

2;3 women dependent on his work and his wage,while at the same
4ime has pacified him by giving him a servant after he¢ himself
hag done so much serving at the factory or the office.In fact,
our role as women iz to be the unwaged ,but hapvy and most of
all loving servants of the "working® class,i.e. thogse ztrata

of the prletariat to which capital was forced to grant more
social power.In the same way as God created Zve to give pleasurs
to Adam,so did capital created the houcewifeto service the male
worker phicically,emotionally and sexually——to raise his ch™l-
dren,mend his socks,patch up his ego when it i g crashed by the worx
and social relations (which often are relations of loneliness)
that capital has reserved for him. (It 1s precisely this peculizr
combination of physical,emotional and sexual srrvices that are
involved in the role women nust perform for capital,that creates

the specific character of that servant xkatx which is the house=

&
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wi fe,that makes her work =o burdensome and hy its %ery nature
nides it comml etely)eo It ie not an accident that most men
as gcon ag they get their “irst job start thin kine of getting
married, Thie ie not only becauge now they can afford it, but
becauce having somebod y at home who +akeg care of you is the
only condition not to ~o crazy after a day spent in an offfice or
=t a machine. A= bad as thinss mipght be for the male worker, thers
ig a women at home, waitng for him , +to reascure him that everything

<a

is allright ;that he is 211 ri ghitie
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thextemkipxshexhishretathnanzke ot ratxERXRenae: Every womsan

¥nowe that this ie what che should be doing to be a true woman
and have a¥succesgsful"marriage. and in thie case too,ths poorer

the family the highest the engiavenent of the woman,and nov

gimply because of the monetary situation.In fact capital has a

dual policy with the midfle clase and the proletarian familyo

It ie no accident that we £ind the most unszophisticated machi smd

in tbe workine classfamily :the more blows the man eets work

the more his =ife must be trained %o absorbe them,the more he i3

=i1cowed to recover his ego at her expenseg ==heating you wife

and venting your rage against her when you are frustrated

cfeatcd in a strue~.e

T

or overtired by your work cr when you are ad



(to go into a factory is {toelf a defeat).The more the man
serves and is hossed around ,the more he boseges arovunde s

a man's home ig hig castle..and hig wife jhas to leara

to wait in silence when he is moody,to put him back toge-=
ther when he is broken dowvn and sweard at the world,to turn
sround in bed when he savs *I'm tco 4+ired tonight", or when
he coeg go fast at lovemaking that , as a women put it, he
might as well make it with a mayonneese jar.

But thies fraud that goes under the name o love and marriage
affectz all of us ,even if we are not married ,because once

houzeworlk was totally natnralised and sexualised , once it

became a feminine attribute,all of us as femal ee weve charas=
ctericed by 1t. If it is natural %o 3o certain things ,then
a1l women are expected o do them and like them,even those
women who, due to their social poei tioncould escape gome oOr
most of it (their husbends IEwzxX can afford waids and shrink
and other forms of relaxation and smugement).We might not
gerve one man,but we all are in a secrvant relationship with
repzect %o the whole male worl d,which is why to be celled a
female is such a vut down,such a “egrading thing. ("Smile, honeys

what's the matter with you"? ie something every man feels enti Ll ed

to ask you ,whether he is your hruaband,or the carman who pun-

ches your ticket,or your hose at work)o



If we start from this analysis we can see the revolutio-

i

Znéfy implfcations of the demand of wages for housework.

It is the demand by which our nature ende and our struggele

begins because just to want wages for housework means to

refuse that work as the expression of our nature, and the-

refore,refuse precisely that female role that capital has in4

vented for us.

To ask for wages for housework will by itself undermine

the éxpecfations gociety has from ug,since these expecta—
tions--the essence of our socialigation--are all functional
to our wageless condition in the house.In this sense, it is
absurd to compare the strugele of women for wages to the
struggle of the male workers in the factory for more wagede
The waged worker in struggling for more wages remains within

an accepted social role,we strugele against our wagel ess role.. .

In the ‘same way, there is a total qualitative difference be-

tween the struggles of the skmyexforxmxwape waged worker and

the strhggles of the slave for a wage acainst that glaverm.

It should be claer ,however,that when we strugele for wages

. we do not struggle to enter capitalist relations,becauce we were .

never out of them.We struggle to break capital's plans for ﬁomen,
which is an essentiﬁl‘moment of that planned division of r7
labor and social power within the working classe, whereby

capital has been able to maintain its power.Wages for house-

work,then,is a revolutionary demand not because by itself

it destroys capital ,but because it has the power of attac-.
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¥ing capital and forcing it to restructure social relations

in terms more favorable to us and consequently more favorable

to the uﬁity of the class.In fact,to ask for wages for house-

work does not mean to gay:if you pay us we will do the housge=

work,but precisely the opposite.Against any accusation of

r that money is capital,iec€e

- neconomi sm! we ahould Tremembe

it is the power +o command labor ,therefore to reappropriate

that money which i8 the fruit of our labor smt-—of our mothers

and grandmothers 1 abor-— means at the same time to undermine

capi tal ¥s pover to command more labor from use. To say that we
want money'for hougework is the first otep towards refusing

to do i t,because the demand for a wage makes our work Yigi—

ble,which is Tor us +he most indespensable condi tion to be

able to struggle against jt,both in its jmmediate aspect as

hougework -and in its most ineidious, character as femini tye

~ And we should not di atrust the power of the wage 1in demisti~

fying our femal esnegs and making visivole our wor——our female-

negs ag work--—-since the lack of a wage hag peen so powerful

in shaping this role and hiding our work.To demand wages for muWoD

hougework is to make it visible that our feminity is not

- a natural destiny
s by that 1abor--to make visible that ou

i -
imposed on U r minds, ¢

bodies and emotions have all been di storted for a specufuc

function,and then,have been thrown back at us as a model

40

-but forced labor and a sociai identity‘
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to which we should all conform if we want to be'accepted
as women in thisg society.To cay we want money for housework
is to expose the fact that housework is already‘money forl
capi tal ,that capital has made and makes money out of qﬁr'
cooking,smiling fucking etc.and, at the same time, that we
have cooked, smiled and fucked throught the years because
we did not have any other choiege,but not because it was rokn
easier for us than for anybody €lse.Our faces have become
distorted from so much smiling,our feeling have gone 1ost_
from so much loving,our oversexualisation has left us comple~
tly desexualised.Wages for houseyork is only the beginning,but

Its message is clear :from now on thev have to pay us because

ag females we do not euarantee anyvtning ‘any longer.We wan® %o

call work what is work so that eventually we mignt rediscover
wnat is iovq and create wnat will be our gexuality which we
have never known.And from the viewepoint of that work we can
ask not one wage but many wages,because we have been forced
into many workd at once.lWe are housemai dg,prosti tutes, nurses
and shrinks :this is the essence of the ‘heroic? spuee who

is celebrated on ‘“motuer's day'.We say :stop cel ebrating our
exploitatioh,our supposed neroism,from now on we want mon ey

for each moment of it,so that we can refuce some of it and

eventually all of it.In tnis respect nothing can be more effective -

M
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than to show that our female virtues have a calculable
money value,until today only for capital,increaded in the

" measure that we were defeated,from now on against capital;

increased for us in the measure we organise our power,

This ieg the most radical perspective we can take because

ﬁé can ask everytning,daycares,equal pay,free laudromats,
but‘we will never achnieve any real change unless we attack

our female role at its roots.Our struggle for social sefvices,'
i.e. for befter work—condi tions,will be always frustratéé -
= if first we do not establisn that our work is work, that

i1t unless we strugele against tne totality of it mwkkxxx we
will never achieve victories with respgct to any of its monents.
We will fail in the struggle for tne free laundromate unless

we first struggle aéainst the fact that we cannot love if not
at the priée of endless work,ﬁnxxnnénhxnﬁxnanagnﬁkyxfnﬂkxxnsﬁnx
Mk xagaingexanxxanshandaxantdxenkkdxer which day after day érip—
ﬁles our bodies,our sexual ity,our possible social relations-—o
Unless we first éscape the blackmail whereby our need to give
agd receive affection ig turned againét us as a work-duty

for which we constantly feel resentful against our jorogsasesnod

] T ™

husbands,children and frieds ,and guilty for that resentment. ¥ :

Getting a second job does not change that role ,as years and

years of female work outside the house still withnesses.

12
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"This not only increases our exploitation,but simply repro-

duces our role in different forms.Wherever we turn we can
“see that the Jobs women perform are mere extensions of the

houéewife condition in all its implications.That is, not

only we become nurses,maids, teachers,secretari es..all fun-

ctions for which we are well trained in the home,but we are

in the same bind that hinders *hexx our struggles in the home

tisolation, ‘the fact that other people's lives depend on us,
_or'the imposeibility to see where our work beging and ends

(e.g. ie bringing coffee to your boce and chatting with him

about his marutal probl ems cecretariah work or is a personal
favir ??)And the fact fhat mmxthexjyabxre we have to worry

- about our look on the job is is a condition of work or is the
resuit of female vanity ?? (Until a while ago hostesses in the
USA were'per;odically weighed and nadwto be constantly on
diest--a torture that all women know-— for fear of being 1laid
off). As they all like to say--when the needs of the 1abor
market require her presence vithere-— "a women can do any job
without loosing her feminity",which simply means that no matter

what you do you are still a cunt.

. \ 1 0

. Concerning the proposals of socialication and collectivisation :
of housework,a couple‘of exampl es will be sufficient to draw a line,
between these al ternativem and our-perspective. It is one thing
to set up a daycare the way we want it,and tnen demand that -

the State pays for it,and it is quite another thing to deli-

BivezlonzlchiitdrenS tolthieNs ot o8 3 J o the Sitatel tolcont ol
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.fhem,discipline them, teach them to honor the American flag
not for five hours,but for fifteen,twenty four hours.It is
one thing to organice communally mmxxmrakz the way we want
themx to eat (by ourselves, in group etc), and then ask the
Sfate to pay for it, and it ie the opposite thing to ask thé
State xxpkrovexmrpmmkIpxenrxneskz to organise our meals.

In one case we regain some control over our lives, in thé

other we extent the State control over us.

Some women say :how is wages for housework going to chanée

the attitudes of our husbands towards us?Wont our husbands

gtill expect the same duties as before and even more than before
Anﬁﬁﬁﬁxnnw we are paid for it ? But they do not see that they'
can expect so much from us precisely because we are not paid

for oﬁr wqu,and they ascume that_ip ig "a woman's thing" |
which does not coet us much effort.fhe pl easure they take in

- our eervices stems from the belief that housework is easy fbr
us,and we even like it because we do it for kmwe their love.
Actually they expéct us to be grateful because by marrying us or
1iviqg with us they have given us the opportunity to express
ourselveé as women,(i.e. to serve them) ,"you are lucky yow
have found a man like me".Only when men will see our work

as work—--our love as work and mwrx® most impprtant our determi-
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nation to refuse hoth,will they change their attitude towards_

us.When hundreds and thousands of women will go to the streets

and say that endless cleaning,béihg always emotionally avail-

able, fucking at command for fear of loosing our job is.hard;

hatd work for us which wastes our lives awvay..they will be ,
gcared and feel undermined as men.But this is the best thing

that can happen even from their own point of view, because
gﬁx%ﬁﬁﬂ§ﬁnﬁhe way capital has kept us divided (capital has

disciplined them through us and us throueh them--each other,

against each other) ,we,their crutches; their slaves, their
chains, open the process of their liberation.In this sense
wageslfor housgework will be much more educational than trying
to prove that we can work as well as them, that we can do the same
. jobs.We leave this worthwnile effort to the "career woman",
i.e. the woman who escaoes from her oppression not through

the power of unity and struggle,but tgrougn the power of

the master i.e. the power to oppress ..ucually other womén.

ind we do not have to prove that we can "break the blue-
collar barrier ( New York Times, wurt 28, 73 )eA 1ot of

us have brokgn that barrier 1long time ago and have discovered )
that-the overalle diq not give them more power than the apron;

if possible even less, because now they had to wear both and hadptbh

less time and ehergy to struggle against it.The one thing we

have to prove is our unity in our'struggle i.e. our capacity
Io expoce what we are already doing and what they are daing e

/'1 >
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to us.

Unfortunatély,many women--particularly single women——aré

afraid of the perspective 6f wages for housework becaucse

they are afraid ¥m of identifying even for a cecond with

the-housewife.They ¥now that this i the most powerless po-

gition in society.But they do not realise that this is precisely
“their weéknéss,a weakness which ig maintained and perpetuated
through that lack of identification.We want and have to .say that
we are all houscewifes,we are all prostitutes (and we all want

to be gay).because until we recognice our clavery we cannot
struggle againet it,because until we think we are something.
better, something di fferent than a housewife we accept the

logic of the master, which is a logic of division, and for us

!
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<~ loric of slaverv. We are all housewi feg hecauze no natter where
we are they can always count on more work from us, m¢re fear

on our =i “e,in wutting forw:ard ovr demands,on less nresaure Sor

money,eince horefully our minds are directed elsewhere,to that

man in our prezent or ovr future who will take care of ug.

And we aleo delude ourgelves that we can escape that hovesework..
But how many oF us have..in epite of workings outelde the houce?
And &) 8Ce.can we really so casily digregard the idea of living
with a man ..what if we looge our jobs..what about agiag end
1o009ins even the minimal a mount of mower that youth {sroductivi ty}
and attaractiveness( female productivity) afford ve today 27777
mnd what about children ?..will we ever regret mamx havine chosen
not to have them,not having heen able to realistically as k
that question...And can we afford zrictcx gay relations??
are we willinc to pay the price of jeolation ,exclusion..

And cen we really afford relations with men ?
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