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Just finished reading the document and wanted to write my responses to it -
although I'm not sure I can overcome the flu symptoms well enough to be cohereht.
Will try.

First I want to say thrt overall I think this is rezlly really good. You

cover a lot of ground and it has to be one of the best analyses of women-
housewives—families - in relation to capital, around. (I'm not sure there are
any others — it's just that "we acedemics" have to protect ours#lves by writing
"one of the" instead of "the" - ho hum to acagemia.)

Section on children is terrific. Wish you would write more on this. By the
way, Selma, you know next yezr RzXph's History Workshop is on Children's
Liberation - think you should tt:zlk to him about it and about contributing to
it. 4As far =s I can see the only creative thinking zbout children is coming
from (1) children and (2) the women's movement. We should be represented at
the workshop.

"Where women are concerned their labour zppeazréd to be a personal service mmEsi
outside of capital". Wow. Right on. I think that is t e story of the women

I'm studying. But they 21l know about their slavery. And because it is seen

as a personal service by the men, they were 2lways expected to carry on, provide
211 the domestic services, even when the men were "unproductive" - unemployed

or on strike. Any connection between the women's productivity (vrovision of
services in the home) and the men's produrtivity (work in the mines) was denied -
the woman must continue to produce these services r~gardless of what the man

is doing - because he is alweys there. You go on with this (p.8) very well -
stressing the women$ m informel orgsnisation, etc.

But what I wonder about in connection with this is your emphasis on how women
are deniéd the experience of socizl revolt. Certeinly I agree the formal
experience, e.g., of xmmEx industrizl struggle is limited - and certainly the
isold&tion of women in the horie makes it difficult for them to formally
OTEENIEe, na rlan struggles — and difficult for their contributions to class
struggles to be recopnised and acknowledged. But the informel network of women
and children susteins, individuzls, frmilies :nd the community during times of
crisis. I think women are aware of Xhmxx this capacity. I think too it is a
form of revolt - of a kind of struggle that sustains, perhaps in fact creates,
class pride - "those bastards Gren't going to break us" - well the bastards do
in a sense, but it takes them longer, and costs them more energy, time, and
resources than they originally expected. On p.l2 you talk of women sustaining
men durig crisis in terms of restrazining the man from becoming more disruptive
- th&t is true, but I think this other aspect is importznt as well - thst the
women during crisis directly experience Ikxx their own capzcities - =nd that
they contribute to this class pride - (what happens to disruptive hordes anyway ?
They get shot or imprisoned. I don't know how celiberate is your choice of the
word "horde" - but it certainly does not suggest to me a political movement
with either the consciousness or the mezns for revolution),

What hurts the women most thomgh is that this capacity and class service is
unrecognised by men - this further means th:t lots of women ignore their own
experience of their capecity and accept the definitions of those men.

In connection with all this, I think we need to furthee explore the positive
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potential that comes from lack of formal organising. One thing is thrt women
are probably less easily seduced into party politics - and more zdaptable to
survivel and continuous challenges to capitel - that is, I think women are less
rigid and more creative (potentially at least) when it comes to political action.
The man's workplace, the factory, limits and defines certain possibilities as a
metter of course. He can go slow, strike, sabotage, occupy. etc,, his workplace.
The women to engage in action list fipst lezve the workplace, the home - and
once outside their possibilities are greater,

P.6. Don't understang comment on "oppression as opposed to exploitation". Is
one supposed to be preferable? or more of 2 "privated rather then a social
problem"?

Section pps.20-23 on nepiticism of women for lacking class unity. You examine
the criticisms in terms of reinterpreting their meaning and/or discussing how
these acts or attitudes of women reflect the housewives' slaverye But you don't
guestion the basic assumptions — no.l is OK. Of course wamen buy for the home.
That is their job. If they didn't, who would. So what. no.2 and 3 bother me
more, e.g. rivalry. What is it; where is 1t® I am reminded of the difference
of women losing virginity =nd men geining manhood. So women are rivels and men
are competitors? I really don't understznd the importance of this or the
supposed extent of it - especizally after you have mentioned how the informal
orgsnisation of women susiains the community during crisis - this bs obviously

a2 cooperative network among women too. I am not convinced th: t women are SO
much at each other's throats - tell me more. And on no .3. I agein want to know
more. How much do women undercut strikes - and increasingly we are 1eagning of
xE important struggles women heve waged politicelly and industriallyén A lot

of mythology has been fed to us, both by the rulihg class :nd males in 211
classes. You are right on to say th t as thne "stronger" sectors of the class
ignore the "weaker", they ("stronger") must accept responsibility for lack of
solidarity. (By the way, does ngtronger" mean white, m le, over 30, factory
worker? the slave who owns a slave? The form=1lly orgenised? I mean I know who
you are talking 2bout. I'm just curious as to what you define as their strength).
But I elso want to cuestion the extent to which the assumption thet women lack
class unity holds up historically? I think it is important to have more
information on this. For one thing, I think there is a heavy tendency for the
ngtronger" to blame their own failures on the "weaker" - (In this sense, one
measure of strength is the ability to make definitions of others and "the women
broke up the strike" can signify the man's strength to define it that way, and
hide their own failure to win their own industrial struggle. After all, the
men strike without asking the women first, and so when they go back in defeat -
having defined it originally as a man's issue and a man's struggle — why should
they get away with saying it is a defeat caused by the women ?)

Note: Also accusations thet women don't suoport struggles cannot be treatéd in
such a blanket way. Closer investigation may show thet nzXrxwxrk women will
support A but not support B — for very good reasons. Why should we be expected
to nlways support the man in a sheep-like fashion? (particularly when never
consulted in the first place). I can't accept these assumptions and cannot
judge the ways women support or lack class unity in this general fashion.

Also - we know women heve given more support to struggles the men have started
than men have given to struggles the women have started.

I think in this section you are being a bit apologetic for women - #nd I think
you have arcepted these assumptions without seriously aquestioning them enough.
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(This is also true on pP.1l5 - "women cannot look beyond their own four walls"

— seems a bit extreme to me - and = very male statement. I don't think working

in isolation means you cannot know there is mm an outside - and alternatives.

And women continually are trying to break outz— fighting to get t-e vote, going
¥dowork in factories, going "insane", committing suicide, nagging husbends,
writing papers - I think our history is the history of trying to knoek down walls.)

I&m sure you are delighted to read so much without a reference to lesbianism.
Sorry - here it comes,

I repeat - the statement "we do not nececsarily prefer vomen to men..." isn't
enough. We do prefer women to men because, in part, we can have more complete
relationships with women than with ten. You've heard 21l this.

Beyond that - the whole paper I think shows the importance for straight women
to have more dialogues with lesbians. In terms of your paper - a lesbian is a
woman (who elso has domestic duties — I mean, she lives somewhere and must take
care of that place - =nd eat — znd =11 thzt) vho does not live in = family - vho
has neither that oppression or exploitation nor that protection. Lesbians who
are political (I'm not talking zbout political lesbians who I think are women
who go to bed with women but refuse to admit they like it) have a lot to teach

other women in the movement about the possibilities of zction outsidethe home
— 'cause that is where they are now.

(from lzry)
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Juat finished resding the document and wanted to write my responscs fo it =
“lthou"h I'm not sure I crn overcome the flu symptoms well encugh to be cohereht.
Will try.

Firet I want to say th t overall I think this is really renlly goode You
cover a2 lot of ground snd it hre to be one of the best 2nslyses of women—
housewivea=fomilies - in relotion . ecopitel, around. (I'm not sure there are
any others -« it's just thot "we ccademics™ hove to¢ protect oursglves by writing
Yone f the" insterd of "the" = ho hum %o mcedemic, )

Section on children is terrific. Wish you would write more on this., By the
way, Selm=, you know next yeor R:Xph's History VWorkshop is on Children's
Liverstion - think you should it 1k to him a2bout 1t :nd »bout contributing to
ite 4s far ‘s 1 con see the only ercative thinking :bout children is coming
from (1) children nnd (i) the women's movement. We should be represented &f
the workshope.

"Where women ~re conee ned their lobour ) ed to 1 percenol service mmkwmi
outside of copitnl". Vow. E'ﬂht on, I thln that is t e story of the wemen
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I'm studying, But they 2ll know out their nd because it is seen
28 g persontl serviece by the
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& pected t¢ carry on, ;rovide
he nen were "unpvofucklva" - uvomnlcyﬁd

or on iny connection bhe wonen's p“ouvc»‘v1tJ (“xov; sion of
gerviees in the home) snd the = odu tivit ty (work in t: & es) was ‘denied -
the woman must continue to produce these services r grrdles «f what t e man

is doing - becsuse he is alwrye ! You go om with ‘L_u (o 8) very well =

stressing the womend m inT rmal orgunisetion, ~tce

But whnt I wonder nbout in connection with this is your emphssis on how women
are denied t'e experience of soeirl revolt. Cesrininly I agree the forms1l
exprrience, 2,8, of xmmEX industri:l struggle ic limited - and certrinly the
éroltzlon of women in the ho e makes it difficult for them to formally

ond plen struggles — and difficult for their rontributione to cless
ﬂtruprlﬂv to be rocolmised and acknowledged, But the informel neiwork i women
rnd children sustrins, individulls, f milies ' nd the cormunity during times of
crisis, I think women :re aware of Zkmiw t is coprecitye I think too it is a
form of revolt — of r kind .f struggle th 5% susliins. porheps in feet creates,
clase pride = “"those bustards aren't going to bresk us" — well the b aterds do
in = sense, but it tekes them 1onger, tnd coste them more en rgy, time, ¢nd
resources thon they originnlly expected. On p.l2 you telk of women *uﬁt'ining
men duriy crisie in terms of restr ining the m:n from beocoming more disruptive
= thtt is true, but I think this other csspect is import nt ns well - th.t the
wotien during crieis directly expérience Xxkm thei gn cepocities |- nd thet
they contribute to thie clees pride = (whet huppens to disruptive hordes :nywey?
They get shot cr imprisoned.s I don't know tow ( librrste ie y vr hoire f the
word "horde" = but it certrinly docs not -uggest tc¢ ce o politicnl movement
with either the consciousness or the e ns for revoluticn)e

Whot hurts tie woren most though is thot thie o preity »nd clees sorvice is
Y unrecognised by men = this further nesns ti 4 lots .f .omen ignore theoir own
experience of their ceppecity rnd rpecert tie definitions of those ren.

In connecti » with 011 this, I think we nced to furthee explore the positive
W
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éinotentinl that comes from lock of formel org nisings Cne thing is th: © women
are probebly less essily sedueced into pr rty politics ~ end more :dnpteble to
survivel cnd continuous chrlleonges to crpitrl - th't is. I think women cre less
rigid »nd wore crertive (potentislly et leret) when it comes to politicsl ection.
The mon's workpluce, the fretory, limits cnd definss certerin possibilities 28 a
matter . f course., He cun go clow, strike, sabotoge, occupy. etce, his workplace.
The women teo engrge in retion liet first lerve the vorkplrce, the home - and

once outside their poseibilities sre grenter.

P.6. Don't understrnd corment on Vorprecsion ae opposed to exploitstion’. 1Is
one surposed to be preferable? or wore of » "privote rether thon ¢ zoeizl

problen"? WWWM"{,“&MHQ“, ;L-.(ola-thah—cw\ oo TR woea pru—dsw mfw.
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Section pps.20-23 on "eriticism of women for loci
the eriticieme in terme of reinterpreting their we ning nd/or discussing how
these cets or sttitudes of women r flect the h. cewives' slzvery. But you don't
suestion the bosic mesumptions - ©no.l is CX, OFf course women buy for the home.
That is their Jjob. they didn't, who would. So what, N@.E «nd 3 bhother me

Pt - 1} %
& clues unity. You examine

- v
more, C.fe TiVolITye hat is ity whe 1t?2 I 2m reminded of the difference
of women losing virginity nd ren g g umsnhood. So wouen are zivals and men
I really don't underst-né ths importance of this or

supposed extent of it ielly after you hove menticned how tle informal
org'nieati-n of women the community during crisis - this &s obviously

2 cooperctive network emong women too. I em not convinced th ¢ wowen nre so
much at each other's thronte - tell me mores /néd on no 3. agein want to know
more, How much do vomen undercut strikes - =nd incressingly we
i¥mx importsnt struggles women hrve waged politicrlly -nd inductr
of mythology hus been fed tc us, both by the ruliisg claes nd m
clasves, TYou =re right on to ssy th t as the "stronger" sectors of
ignore the "wenker", they ("stronger") must eccept responsibdbility for Llock of
golidirity. (By the way, does “stronger" wesn white, woale, over 30, frctory
worker? the =love who owns » sleave? %he forw 1lly crg nised? I mesn I know who
you sre talking ~bout, I'm just curiou es to whst you define ng thelr atrength)e
But I slso want to cuection the extent to which t'e sesumption th:t women lack
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cless unity holds up hictoriesnlly? I think it is inportunt to heve more
informrtion on this. For one thing, I think thore is & wy tondency for the
'l:‘_vt onc.’\TH to 3 £

ulrme their own frilures on the "weaker" - (In this sense, one
e mergure of strength is the -bility to moke definitions of others #nd "the women
broke up the strike" can signify the men's sitrength ¢t define it that wey, nd
hide their own f ilure 1. win their own inductrial struggle. After =11, 1
men strike without ssking the women firet, snd eo vhen they go brck in defert -
having defined it originslly rne ¢ men's issue =nd o ven'e struggle — why should
they get eway with seying it is = defent caused by the nen ?)

@

Notes fleo accusetions thet wemen don't eu port struggles cannot be treated in
euch » blanket way. Closer investigation m-y show th t xiXPxsxzX women will
support A but not rupport B - for very good recsonse Why should we be expected
to -~lways support the men in e sheep=like fochion? (prrticularly when never
consulted in the firi it plfce). I can't accept these assumptions and cannot
judge the ways womwen support or lick clees unity in this genernl frshion.

Mso - we know women hrve given more support to : truggies the men huve stoerted
th>n men hove given tc struggles the women heave sterted.

I think in %this section you &re being a bit apologetic for women = 'nd I think
you have o cepted these zssupptions without sericusly cucstioning thewm enough.
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also true on p.15 - “women connot look Leyond their own four wallgh

- geeme a8 bit extreme tc me = anpd =» very mrle stote ente I don't think workine
in isolrtion neons you crnnot know there ig m@ on outside ~ =nd olt-rn-tives, e
And women continuslly eve %rying %o bresk outz= fighting to get t ¢ vote, going
ydowork in frctories, going "instne", commitiing suicide, regging husbrnds,

24 i R} 2 = 5
writing prpers = I $hink our history ic the history of tryirg to knoek down wells

I&m sure you ore delighted to rerd so much without & reference to lesbiani

S,
Sorry — here it comese

I ropeet = the stnterent "we do net necersarily p

" isn't
enoughe prefer women to men boc*usn, in part, we ean h nore complete

relati

with women then with (en. You've heerd

Beyond th %t = the whole puper 1 think shows the importance for streight women
to heve re diclogues with lesbisns. In terms of your puper — & lesbin
women (who lso hrs domestic dutie I me: ahe lives comewhere rnd m
care of that plice - nd eat -~ 1 th ho does not live in » fanily - sho

hns neither that oppression or nor that protecetion. Lesbians who
-1 ‘esbirne who I think =re women
J

are politic 'l (I'm not telking
who go to ch with women but vcfus m ey like it) have » lot to teach
othav women in the movement sabout t e poesibilities of sction outﬂiﬁqt?e home

‘cause thet is where they cre n




