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Feminists have known and have argued 
f o r a long time now tha t one cannot 
simply reduce sexual oppression t o 
c l a s s oppression o r sexual s t r u g g l e to 
the c l a s s s t r u g g l e ; t h a t the two are 
complex and i n t e r - r e l a t e d but separate 
axes of oppression. The power t h a t 
women are b u i l d i n g as w e l l as our de­
vel o p i n g a n a l y s i s i s co n v i n c i n g wider 
and wider numbers o f ser i o u s r a d i c a l s 
of t h i s f a c t as the f o l l o w i n g i n t e r ­
view of Simone de Beauvoir w i t h Sar­
t r e (1) a t t e s t s : 

De Beauvoir - What do you t h i n k of 
the s t r u g g l e o f women f o r t h e i r 
l i b e r a t i o n ? How do you t h i n k i t 
connects w i t h the c l a s s s t r u g g l e ? 

S a r t r e - I see them as two s t r u g ­
g l e s of d i f f e r e n t aspect and 
meaning, which do not always 
mix. So f a r the c l a s s s t r u g g l e 
i s between men. I t i s essen­
t i a l l y a question of r e l a t i o n s 
between men, r e l a t i o n s concerned 
w i t h power or economics. Rela­

t i o n s between men and women are 
very d i f f e r e n t . . . . In other 
words, there are two main l i n e s 
of s t r u g g l e f o r the oppressed: 
the c l a s s s t r u g g l e and the 
str u g g l e between the sexes. . . . 
The wi f e of the bourgeois and 
the worker's wife are not op­
posed along p r e c i s e c l a s s l i n e s . 
The c l a s s d i v i s i o n between 
bourgeois and workers only 
reaches women on a very secon­
dary l e v e l . ( 2 ) 

De Beauvoir - In other words you 
would accept the t h e s i s of some 
women i n the women's l i b e r a t i o n 
movement t h a t a bourgeois woman 
i s bourgeois only by proxy. 





S a r t r e - C e r t a i n l y , given t h a t 
she never has the r e l a t i o n t o 
economic and s o c i a l l i f e which 
a man has. She has i t only by 
proxy. A bourgeois woman very 
seldom has any r e l a t i o n s w i t h 
c a p i t a l . She i s t i e d s e x u a l l y 
to a man who does have these 
r e l a t i o n s . ( 3 ) 

I t i s i n t e r e s t i n g to see S a r t r e , i n 
response t o the f e m i n i s t challenge, 
recognize the importance of the women's 
st r u g g l e and accept the f a c t t h a t i t 
i s separate from the c l a s s s t r u g g l e . 
However, f e m i n i s t s have a long way t o 
go i n developing an adequate theory of 
the r e l a t i o n s h i p of the t w o — a task 
which i s n e c e s s a r i l y c e n t r a l to the 
t h e o r e t i c a l p r o j e c t of r a d i c a l femin­
ism. The question cannot be ignored. 
Indeed, i t becomes of c r u c i a l p o l i t i ­
c a l importance as soon as the l e g i t i ­
macy of sexual s t r u g g l e as something 
more than a l i b e r a l d e v i a t i o n from 
c l a s s s t r u g g l e i s recognized. M a r x i s t 
a n a l y s i s of c a p i t a l i s m and i t s repro­
d u c t i o n has centred on the unequal 
wage r e l a t i o n and the general c o n t r o l 
of production through market exchange 
r e l a t i o n s . These have been l a r g e l y 
r e l a t i o n s among men i n the sphere of 
s o c i e t y t h a t i s s p e c i f i c a l l y male, 
t h a t i s , p r o d u c t i o n , as opposed t o 
what can q u i t e a c c u r a t e l y be r e f e r r e d 
to as the "female sphere" of reproduc­
t i o n . (4) Thus men's existence as wage 
labour has defined c a p i t a l i s m . The 
" i n d i v i d u a l " f o r the purposes of both 
bourgeois and s o c i a l i s t a n a l y s i s has 

been the f a m i l y represented i n the per­
son of the male. Class s t r u g g l e has 
been between these " i n d i v i d u a l s . " 
Women have p a r t i c i p a t e d h e r o i c a l l y and 
i n great numbers i n t h i s s t r u g g l e but 
our existence and our realm have not 
defined i t . 

The now c l a s s i c a l marxist a n a l y s i s was 
never adequate to allow d e s c r i p t i o n or 
understanding of women's r o l e i n pro­
d u c t i o n and reproduction, or of women's 
s p e c i f i c sexual oppression. But i t 
was, i n general, adequate f o r an under­
standing of the dynamics of the c a p i ­
t a l i s m t h a t Marx was a n a l y s i n g , a 
c a p i t a l i s m whose main c h a r a c t e r i s t i c 
was the uniquely determinant r o l e of 
commodity production which shaped the 
f a m i l y as a producer of simple labour 
power and a l s o determined the nature 
and ground of the s t r u g g l e against 
oppression. Today, when the nature of 
c a p i t a l i s changing and when women are 
beginning to s t r u g g l e as i n d i v i d u a l s , 
and as a group, i t i s l e s s and l e s s 
adequate. 

In l a t e c a p i t a l i s m the narrow sphere 
of commodity production, what i s 
c a l l e d i n marxist l i t e r a t u r e "the 
p o i n t of production," has l o s t i t s 
commanding r o l e ; the mechanism of the 
market and wage labour can no longer, 
alone, i n t e g r a t e and reproduce c a p i t a l ­
i s t and p a t r i a r c h a l r e l a t i o n s of pro­
duction and domination. The growing 
economic r o l e of the s t a t e has been 
widely recognized and commented on by 



marxist t h e o r i s t s as a new and impor­
t a n t v a r i a b l e . The work o f Baran and 
Sweezy(5)and O'Connor(6)in the United 
S t a t e s , Touraine(7)and Habermas(8)in 
Europe as w e l l as Rick Deaton's(9) 
a p p l i c a t i o n of O'Connor's framework 
to the Canadian s t a t e has provided 
valuable a n a l y s i s . The vast f l o o d of 
s p e c i f i c s t u d i e s of education, h e a l t h , 
psychology and welfare i n evidence t o ­
day a t t e s t to the increased importance 
of s t a t e planning. The changing r o l e 
of i n d u s t r i a l unions as an i n c r e a s i n g ­
l y i n t e g r a t e d p a r t of the more con­
t r o l l e d process of c a p i t a l i s t repro­
d u c t i o n , i s another s i g n of t h i s 
change which has al s o received much 
a t t e n t i o n — s p e c i f i c a l l y from Arono-
w i t z ( 1 0 ) i n the U.S., Touraine(11)in 
France, and l e f t i s t I t a l i a n t h e o r i s t s . 
(12) 

In the f i r s t p a r t of t h i s a r t i c l e i t 
i s shown t h a t marxist feminist(13) an­
aly s e s of women and c l a s s have been 
uninfluenced by the changing nature of 
l a t e c a p i t a l i s m and have ther e f o r e r e ­
t a i n e d a narrow and t r a d i t i o n a l d e f i n ­
i t i o n of c l a s s . In seeking e i t h e r to 
f i t women i n t o the t r a d i t i o n a l working 
c l a s s or to p o s i t a women's st r u g g l e 
alongside the unal t e r e d c l a s s s t r u g g l e , 
they have not used t h e i r own important 
stu d i e s of women's h i s t o r i c a l and cur­
rent c o n d i t i o n s , to begin the r e d e f i n ­
i t i o n of c l a s s t h a t both these demand. 

The second p a r t of the a r t i c l e i s an 
examination of marx i s t analyses of 
c l a s s which are emerging i n response 

to changes i n s o c i e t y but which ignore 
the p o l i t i c a l i m p l i c a t i o n s o f curr e n t 
f e m i n i s t s t r u g g l e and the growing im­
portance of personal and p r i v a t e l i f e 
i n c a p i t a l i s m today. I t w i l l be shown 
th a t these t h e o r i e s , l i m i t e d and male 
centred as they are, n e v e r t h e l e s s have 
something to o f f e r r a d i c a l f e m i n i s t s 
i n our attempt to get beyond the some­
what mechanical treatment of women and 
c l a s s that has p r e v a i l e d so f a r , enab­
l i n g us to advance i n our theory as 
w e l l as our p r a c t i c e the r e d e f i n i t i o n 
of r e v o l u t i o n and of st r u g g l e t h a t our 
v i s i o n i m p l i e s . 

Analyses of Women and Clas s 
A good deal of s o c i a l i s t f e m i n i s t 
w r i t i n g has been concerned w i t h the 
argument t h a t women are p a r t of the 
working c l a s s as i t has been t r a ­
d i t i o n a l l y d e f i n e d . McAfee and Wood 
i n t h e i r important a r t i c l e " B r e a d and 
Roses" Q.4) describe as "male chauvinism" 
the a t t i t u d e t h a t women are not p a r t 
of the working c l a s s even when they 
work. Another and more recent expres­
s i o n of t h i s p o s i t i o n i s found i n the 
new anthology America's Working Women 
(15)in which, Baxandal, Gordon and 
Reverby say tha t t h e i r " s t r a t e g i c o r i ­
e n t a t i o n i s t o see women as h a l f the 
working class"(16)even though they r e ­
p o r t t h a t t h e i r own work on the an­
thology r a i s e d as an is s u e "the d e f i n ­
i t i o n of s o c i a l c l a s s i t s e l f . " ( 1 7 ) 

In keeping w i t h t h e i r d e s i r e t o assim­
i l a t e women i n t o the working c l a s s . 



many s o c i a l i s t women have used Engels 
to j u s t i f y a b a s i c s t r a t e g y o f g e t t i n g 
women i n t o the p a i d work f o r c e . En-
g e l s s a i d t h a t t h e " f i r s t premise f o r 
the emancipation o f women i s the r e i n -
t r o d u c t i o n of the e n t i r e female sex 
i n t o p u b l i c industry."(18) F o l l o w i n g 
Engels, C h r i s t i n a Maria H i l l and V i r ­
g i n i a Hunter(19)both wrote papers 
w h i l e they were members of the Ontario 
Waffle suggesting t h i s r e i n t r o d u c t i o n , 
but adding the r e v o l u t i o n a r y i n j u n c ­
t i o n t h a t these women must a l s o j o i n 
trade unions. This p o s i t i o n , of 
course, overlooks e n t i r e l y women's 
p o s i t i o n i n the home and our s p e c i a l 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r domestic l a b o u r — 
which does not disappear when a second 
job i s added. But i t i s not only 
women w i t h i n the t r a d i t i o n a l l e f t who 
take t h i s p o s i t i o n . ( 2 0 ) 

J u l i e t M i t c h e l l , f o r i n s t a n c e , i n her 
a r t i c l e , "Women: The Longest Revolu­
t i o n , " (21) d e f i n e s her task as t o some­
how " i n t e g r a t e " women's l i b e r a t i o n 
" i n t o " s o c i a l i s t theory. She pre­
sumes t h a t t h i s can be done w i t h no 
changes t o the concept of class.(22) 
She provides an i n t e r e s t i n g s t r u c t u r a l 
a n a l y s i s of women's s i t u a t i o n , i s o l a ­
t i n g four b a s i c s t r u c t u r e s — p r o d u c ­
t i o n , r e p r o d u c t i o n , s e x u a l i t y and 
s o c i a l i z a t i o n — a n d c l a i m i n g t h a t sexu­
a l i t y i s the only one which has seen 
s i g n i f i c a n t change (the p i l l ) ! She 
draws t h i s c o n c l u s i o n even though she 
h e r s e l f d e s c ribes the increased female 
presence i n the workforce, the growing 
importance of s o c i a l i z a t i o n and con­

sumption and the f a l l i n the b i r t h 
r a t e — t h a t i s , changes i n a l l of the 
areas she de f i n e s . Likewise, she i g ­
nores the s i g n i f i c a n c e of the i n c r e a s ­
i n g importance of s o c i a l i z a t i o n and 
consumption and concludes t h a t "The 
changes i n the work f o r c e , the s i z e of 
the f a m i l y , the s t r u c t u r e of educa­
t i o n , e t c . , have undoubtedly diminished 
the s i g n i f i c a n c e of the family"(23)so 
t h a t though women "are fundamental to 
the human c o n d i t i o n , yet i n t h e i r econ­
omic, s o c i a l and p o l i t i c a l r o l e s they 
are marginal . . . . In advanced i n ­
d u s t r i a l s o c i e t y women's work i s only 
marginal t o the t o t a l economy."(24)Her 
presumption of the t r a d i t i o n a l marxist 
base/superstructure d i s t i n c t i o n i n 
c a p i t a l i s m leaves her, f o r a l l her i n ­
s i g h t s i n t o the s p e c i f i c s o f women's 
sphere and despite her c r i t i q u e of 
Engels* economism, with no op t i o n but 
to argue f o r women's entry i n t o the 
work f o r c e : "The main t h r u s t of any 
emancipation movement must s t i l l con­
centrate on the economic eleme n t — t h e 
entry of women i n t o f u l l p u b l i c i n ­
dustry." (25) 

Renate B r i d e n t h a l i n an a r t i c l e c a l l e d 
"The D i a l e c t i c s of Production and Re­
production i n H i s t o r y " ( 2 6 ) q u i t e r i g h t l y 
c o l l a p s e s M i t c h e l l ' s three c a t e g o r i e s 
of s e x u a l i t y , s o c i a l i z a t i o n and repro­
duction i n t o one ca t e g o r y — r e p r o d u c ­
t i o n — a n d develops an i n t e r e s t i n g an­
a l y s i s o f i t s changing r e l a t i o n t o 
production, thus b r i n g i n g women's 
sphere c l e a r l y i n t o focus. Her i n -



t e r e s t i n women l e d her to the very 
ground on which i n s i g h t s i n t o the 
d i f f e r e n c e s between present day c a p i ­
t a l i s m and the c a p i t a l i s m t h a t Marx 
analysed can be gained; t h a t i s , "the 
r e l a t i o n s h i p between the mode o f r e ­
production and the mode of production 
— t h e s o c i a l o r g a n i z a t i o n of the cr e a ­
t i o n of value."(27) Yet, l i k e M i t ­
c h e l l , her a l l e g i a n c e t o the base/ 
superstructure d u a l i t y and to t r a ­
d i t i o n a l notions o f c l a s s have pre­
vented her from drawing out the p o l ­
i t i c a l i m p l i c a t i o n s of her work. She 
i s r e s t r i c t e d to merely a s s e r t i n g her 
f a i t h i n the relevance of the t r a ­
d i t i o n a l concept of c l a s s t o women and 
suggesting that "Class a n a l y s i s must 
in c l u d e r e c o g n i t i o n of sex d i f f e r e n c e s 
s i n c e women have some important ex­
perience which d i f f e r from those o f 
men."(28) 

Margaret Benston i n her a r t i c l e , " T h e 
P o l i t i c a l Economy of Women's L i b e r a ­
t i o n , 1 ^ 29) makes a breakthrough i n ana­
l y s i n g women's s p e c i f i c and separate 
r o l e i n c a p i t a l i s m as the production 
of use values. She q u i t e r i g h t l y 
c r i t i c i z e s M i t c h e l l 1 s view t h a t house­
work i s marginal and a l s o p o i n t s out 
th a t women's entry i n t o the labour 
force without the s o c i a l i z a t i o n of 
t h e i r work i n the home means merely 
double e x p l o i t a t i o n . However, she, 
too, l i m i t s her i n s i g h t s by a too hasty 
obeisance to the concept of c l a s s : 

In arguing t h a t the roots of the 
secondary status of women are 
f a c t economic, i t can be shown 

th a t women as a group do indeed 
have a d e f i n i t e r e l a t i o n t o the 
means o f production and t h a t t h i s 
i s d i f f e r e n t from men. . . . I f 
t h i s s p e c i a l r e l a t i o n of women t o 
production i s accepted, the analy­
s i s o f the s i t u a t i o n of women f i t s 
n a t u r a l l y i n t o a c l a s s a n a l y s i s o f 
society.(30) 

Here she mistakenly presumes th a t be­
cause she has s u c c e s s f u l l y used M a r x i s t 
a n a l y t i c c a t e g o r i e s t o de s c r i b e women's 
r o l e she has i n t e g r a t e d us i n t o a 
c l a s s a n a l y s i s — n o t so. And i n f a c t 
any a n a l y s i s o f women as a separate 
group from men w i t h a d i f f e r e n t r e l a ­
t i o n s h i p to the means of production i s 
a challenge t o t h e o r i e s o f c l a s s as 
u n i v e r s a l d e s c r i p t i o n s of s o c i e t y . 

Peggy Morton goes f u r t h e r in"Women's 
Work i s Never Done."(31) She says 
women not on l y produce use values but 
the commodity labour power and t h i s , 
as w e l l as our f u n c t i o n as labour 
power, i s our r o l e i n c a p i t a l i s t pro­
duction. Our p o s i t i o n i s dual i n t h i s 
way ( i n the home and i n the work 
force) and our s t r a t e g y must r e f l e c t 
t h i s . "Our r e v o l u t i o n a r y p o t e n t i a l 
l i e s i n the f a c t t h a t most women are 
both oppressed as women and e x p l o i t e d 
as workers, and our s t r a t e g y must r e ­
f l e c t t h i s d u a l i t y . " (32) She pre­
sumes t h a t i t i s only waged workers 
who are the working c l a s s and she 
p o s i t s another s t r u g g l e alongside 
t h e i r s . In doing t h i s she r e v i v e s the 
c r u c i a l s t r a t e g i c question o f the r e ­
l a t i o n s h i p of the two. 



The a r t i c l e "Bread and Roses" r e f e r r e d 
to e a r l i e r , argues t h a t women b r i n g 
something s p e c i a l to c l a s s s t r u g g l e : 

A l i b e r a t i o n movement of the 
"slaves of the s l a v e s " tends to 
r a i s e broader i s s u e s of people's 
oppression i n a l l i t s forms, so 
th a t i t i s i n h e r e n t l y wider than 
the economism of most trade union 
movements.(33) 

But again the question of the i m p l i c a ­
t i o n s f o r " c l a s s s t r u g g l e " based i n 
the work place i s not t a c k l e d . A 
f a l s e s o l u t i o n i s s e i z e d i n the form 
of a "working c l a s s women's movement." 
But to c o n t a i n the two s t r u g g l e s i n one 
person merely h i g h l i g h t s the p e r s o n a l , 
t h e o r e t i c a l and s t r a t e g i c dilemma of 
the r e l a t i o n s h i p between the s t r u g g l e s . 
How do the "slaves of the slaves"make 
our s t r u g g l e against the sl a v e and the 
master? Doesn't our s t r u g g l e demand 
a r e d e f i n i t i o n o f the s l a v e and h i s 
s t r u g g l e ? 

S h e i l a Rowbotham, i n her book Women's 
Consciousness, Men's World(34)and i n 
other a r t i c l e s , c a r r i e s on the theme 
t h a t feminism and women's str u g g l e s 
w i l l change c l a s s s t r u g g l e by b r i n g i n g 
new elements_to i t . She echoes Morton's 
dual s t r u g g l e but adds to i t the 
e s p e c i a l s i g n i f i c a n c e of women's pos­
s i b l e c o n t r i b u t i o n i n i n t e g r a t i n g the 
two i n t o one s t r u g g l e : 

The importance of women's l i b e r a ­
t i o n i s p r e c i s e l y t h a t i t makes i t 
p o s s i b l e to cut through the sepa­
r a t i o n between home and work, 

production and consumption, wage 
earner and dependent, man and 
woman, which has always helped 
make c a p i t a l i s m s t a b l e . That i s 
why working c l a s s women are such 
an important g r o u p — t h e i r c l a s s 
and sex s i t u a t i o n makes the con­
nection necessary.(35) 

The p o i n t she i s making here i s t r e ­
mendously important. I t speaks of the 
c r e a t i o n of a whole new ground of 
st r u g g l e which i n t e g r a t e s the dichoto­
mies and fragmentations imposed by 
c a p i t a l i s m and p a t r i a r c h y — a ground on 
which the c e n t r a l issue can become the 
end of a l i e n a t i o n i t s e l f r a t h e r than 
the question o f d i s t r i b u t i o n and owner­
ship which, of n e c e s s i t y , dominated 
e a r l i e r periods of s t r u g g l e . At t h i s 
stage, when the goal must be, i n the 
process of c r e a t i n g a f u l l y human so­
c i e t y , to create ourselves as f u l l y 
human, the question of male dominance 
becomes c r u c i a l and a n o t i o n o f c l a s s 
or "the r e v o l u t i o n a r y agent" which 
masks male/female d i v i s i o n s becomes a 
hindrance. Yet Rowbotham has nothing 
to say about the i m p l i c a t i o n s o f her 
new v i s i o n of s t r u g g l e f o r the concept 
of c l a s s . She recognizes t h a t "In 
order t o act e f f e c t i v e l y we have to 
t r y to work out the p r e c i s e r e l a t i o n ­
ship between the p a t r i a r c h a l dominance 
of men over women, and the property 
r e l a t i o n s which come from t h i s , to 
c l a s s e x p l o i t a t i o n " ( 3 6 ) b u t she does no 
more than emphasize the importance of 
the working c l a s s woman who i n t e g r a t e s 
the two oppressions i n her person. 
This personal i n t e g r a t i o n , however, i s 



no adequate s u b s t i t u t e f o r the theor­
e t i c a l and s t r a t e g i c i n t e g r a t i o n which 
i s l a c k i n g . 

So we can see tha t the many i n s i g h t s 
which t h e i r s t u d i e s , t h e i r commitment 
to t h e i r s t r u g g l e as women, and t h e i r 
p r a c t i c e , r a i s e f o r s o c i a l i s t f e m i n i s t s 
have not l e d them to a c r i t i q u e of 
c l a s s . They have r e s t r i c t e d t h e i r 
impact by d e f i n i n g t h e i r p r o j e c t , a_ 
p r i o r i , as one to " f i t women i n t o " or 
" r e l a t e women t o " the working c l a s s as 
t r a d i t i o n a l l y d e f i n e d . Some have 
argued t h a t women's sphere i s "super-
s t r u c t u r a l "and t h a t women must enter 
the p a i d work force to j o i n the s t r u g g l e . 
Others have argued t h a t domestic labour 
forms p a r t of the "base" and women are 
i n the s t r u g g l e i n t h e i r c a p a c i t y a t 
home. S t i l l others argue t h a t the 
p r i v a t e and personal realm i s "super-
s t r u c t u r a l " but i t has to be considered 
too and can add important elements to 
the s t r u g g l e . None, however, question 
the "base/superstructure" model i t s e l f 
and the notion of c l a s s based on i t . 

M a r x i s t C l a s s A n a l y s i s 
I t has been l e f t to marxist t h e o r i s t s 
i n other areas a l t o g e t h e r to trace the 
developing i n t e g r a t i o n of l a t e c a p i ­
t a l i s m and to r a i s e f a r deeper ques­
t i o n s about c l a s s than marxist femin­
i s t s have done. The emphasis placed 
by Habermas (37)on the c r i s i s of 
l e g i t i m a t i o n , the I t a l i a n theory of 
s o c i a l c a p i t a l , ( 3 8 ) a n d Touraine's(39) 
w r i t i n g on p o s t - i n d u s t r i a l s o c i e t y are 

a few examples of the k i n d of work 
being done today t h a t s h i f t s emphasis 
from the fa b l e d "point of prod u c t i o n " 
to the area of reproduction (the fam­
i l y , p r i v a t e l i f e , s c i e n ce, education). 
(40) Both the I t a l i a n t h e o r i e s of 
s o c i a l c a p i t a l and the French t h e o r i e s 
of the new working c l a s s , however, are 
l i m i t e d by t h e i r l a c k of a t t e n t i o n t o 
the growing importance of women and 
f e m i n i s t struggle.(41) 

New working c l a s s theory, whose main 
proponent was Serge Mallet,(42)argues 
that today science, technology and the 
o r g a n i z a t i o n of production, are cen­
t r a l to c a p i t a l i s t accumulation i n a 
new way(43)which has r e s u l t e d i n the 
development of a new type of w o r k e r — 
the s c i e n t i f i c worker: 

In order to run the complex tech­
n o l o g i c a l machinery, the c a p i t a l ­
i s t c l a s s must t r a i n a new k i n d 
of p r o l e t a r i a t , one which not only 
knows how to work the machines i n 
operation a t the time when i t 
enters the work f o r c e , but one 
which i s t r a i n e d t o l e a r n . With­
out t h i s k i n d of worker the c a p i ­
t a l i s t would l o s e much or a l l of 
h i s investment i n automotive 
equipment.(44) 

What i s being described here i s , of 
course, a tendency and not a f u l l y 
r e a l i z e d transformation. However, 
these t h e o r i s t s argue t h a t t h i s new 
worker has become the vanguard o f 
c l a s s struggle because he i n f l u e n c e s 
other sectors of workers i n the de v e l -



opment of new types of c l a s s s t r u g g l e 
which a c t u a l l y challenge the c a p i t a l ­
i s t system. This group, because i t 
can a c t u a l l y c o n t r o l production and 
has i t s m a t e r i a l needs met adequately, 
i s f r e e t o mount the challenge on a 
new l e v e l . The events of May-June 
1968 i n France, as w e l l as the more 
general quietude o f i n d u s t r i a l workers 
and the apparent i n t e g r a t i o n of t h e i r 
unions i n the processes of c a p i t a l i s t 
r e p r o d u c t i o n , were important i n ­
fluences on the development of t h i s 
theory. I t i s h a r d l y necessary t o 
say t h a t i n most v e r s i o n s of t h i s 
theory no a t t e n t i o n whatever i s given 
to areas of l i f e beyond the "point of 
production." The concept of a new 
l e v e l o f s t r u g g l e i s r e s t r i c t e d t o the 
f a c t o r y and the i m p l i c a t i o n s i t must 
have f o r a reassessment of the r e l a ­
t i o n s of "workers" t o others are 
ignored.(45) 
Touraine takes what might be seen as 
a v a r i a n t of t h i s p o s i t i o n . He s t r e s ­
ses the new importance of s t r u g g l e 
o u t s i d e the f a c t o r y , arguing t h a t the 
s o c i a l e xistence of c l a s s has become 
l e s s c l e a r w i t h the development of a 
u n i v e r s a l c u l t u r e and l e i s u r e a c t i v i ­
t i e s i n which l e v e l s o f p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
r a t h e r than content vary. Thus, f o r 
him, a p o l i t i c a l d e f i n i t i o n of c l a s s 
replaces the e a r l i e r s o c i a l d e f i n i t i o n : 

In modern s o c i e t i e s , a c l a s s 
movement manifests i t s e l f by 
d i r e c t p o l i t i c a l s t r u g g l e and by 
the r e j e c t i o n o f a l i e n a t i o n : by 
r e v o l t against a system of i n t e ­

g r a t i o n and manipulation. What 
i s e s s e n t i a l i s the greater em­
phasis on the p o l i t i c a l and c u l ­
t u r a l , r a t h e r than economic 
a c t i o n . This i s the great d i f ­
ference from the labour movement, 
formed i n o p p o s i t i o n t o l i b e r a l 
c a p i t a l i s m . Such movements are 
s c a r c e l y beginning but they a l ­
ways t a l k about power r a t h e r than 
about s a l a r i e s , employment, or 
property. (46) 

Touraine s e l e c t s , not advanced workers, 
but youth and students as h i s vanguard 
(again i n f l u e n c e d by events of May-
June i n France). The o v e r - s i g h t of 
women i s e s p e c i a l l y g l a r i n g i n a theory 
i n which the r e c o g n i t i o n of the new 
determinant p o s i t i o n of women's sphere 
(the sphere of reproduction and p r i v a t e 
l i f e ) i s so w e l l developed. In the 
f o l l o w i n g quotation we see him f o l l o w a 
d e s c r i p t i o n of the tremendous impor­
tance of t h i s sphere w i t h a c o n c l u s i o n 
t h a t t h e r e f o r e youth i s a key group: 

In a s o c i e t y of mass production 
and consumption, there cannot be 
r a d i c a l separation between work 
a c t i v i t i e s and a c t i v i t i e s outside 
work. The forces t h a t dominate 
s o c i e t y do not any longer exer­
c i s e t h e i r i n f l u e n c e only w i t h i n 
f i r m s ; whatever these f o r c e s may 
be, they extend t h e i r c o n t r o l to 
the whole of economic l i f e , to 
consumption as w e l l as to the 
o r g a n i z a t i o n of space and educa­
t i o n . Consumption as w e l l as 
p r o f e s s i o n a l a c t i v i t y d e f i n e s 



one 1s place i n a h i e r a r c h i z e d 
s o c i a l system. . . . This i s why 
the r o l e of youth, e s p e c i a l l y 
students, i s so important i n c u l ­
t u r a l demands. They are a group 
l e a s t i n t e g r a t e d i n t o the s o c i a l 
o r g a n i z a t i o n and s t r a t i f i c a t i o n , 
the group most a t t r a c t e d by the 
new forms of knowledge and most 
i n v o l v e d i n the problems o f per­
sonal l i f e . ( 4 7 ) 

To argue t h a t youth i s the group most 
i n v o l v e d i n problems of personal l i f e 
one has t o have a w e l l developed b l i n d 
spot where women are concerned. 

The theory o f s o c i a l c a p i t a l springs 
p a r t l y from a concern to understand 
the co-optation of trade union a c t i v i t y . 
The argument i s t h a t the present c a p i ­
t a l i s t i n t e g r a t i o n represents the 
highest l e v e l o f development o f c a p i t a l ­
i s m — i t s f u l l f l o w e r i n g — t h e p o i n t a t 
which i t s true nature, as Marx analy­
sed i t , emerges f u l l y , and s o c i a l 
c a p i t a l faces the c o l l e c t i v e worker 
as antagonist. According t o t h i s 
theory, s o c i e t y i t s e l f has become 
production (what i s r e f e r r e d to as the 
" s o c i a l f a c t o r y " ) ; t h e r e f o r e , d i s ­
t i n g u i s h i n g a separate "point of pro­
d u c t i o n " becomes p o l i t i c a l l y anachron­
i s t i c . While the new working c l a s s 
theory s t r e s s e s the emergence of the 
s c i e n t i f i c worker as a r e s u l t of auto­
mation t h i s theory s t r e s s e s the r e ­
s u l t i n g " m a s s i f i c a t i o n " of l a b o u r — a 
process described g r a p h i c a l l y by Bra-
verman i n h i s book, Labour and Monopoly 
C a p i t a l : The Degradation of Work i n 

the Twentieth Century, although he by 
no means shares the t h e o r e t i c a l p o s i ­
t i o n I am d i s c u s s i n g here. The idea 
i s t h a t , as s k i l l s are reduced and 
workers lo s e t h e i r p r i d e i n t h e i r work, 
they are r e l e a s e d from d i v i s i o n s and 
i d e n t i t y based on t h e i r f u n c t i o n as 
labour power and t h i s makes p o s s i b l e 
t h e i r u n i t y as a c l a s s , as the expres­
s i o n of a new l e v e l of struggle.(48) 
The argument i s t h a t the dichotomy be­
tween economic and p o l i t i c a l demands 
disappears and the s t r u g g l e i s embodied 
i n demands by workers f o r higher wages 
and l e s s work, the c l a s s s t r u g g l e be­
coming i n t h i s p e r i o d a s t r u g g l e 
against work. 

Thus, even as a s t r u g g l e based on 
workers' s p e c i f i c f u n c t i o n of labour 
power i s repudiated and an a n a l y s i s 
which suggests t h a t women's sphere i s 
now a c r u c i a l area of s t r u g g l e i s 
developed, the w o r k e r i s t emphasis i n 
str a t e g y i s r e i n f o r c e d . The s t r u g g l e 
against work i s defined as a workers' 
s t r u g g l e and Mario T r o n t i can say: 
"When the working c l a s s p o l i t i c a l l y 
refuses to become people, i t does not 
close but opens the most d i r e c t way 
to the s o c i a l i s t r e v o l u t i o n . " ( 4 9 ) 
This i s obviously not a way i n which 
women f i g u r e very h i g h l y . Yet s u r e l y 
the new l e v e l of s t r u g g l e sought here 
must i n v o l v e a new d e f i n i t i o n o f goals 
and the conscious "recomposition" of 
the " c l a s s " beyond labour, and t h e r e ­
f o r e , the transf o r m a t i o n of human r e ­
l a t i o n s h i p s and i d e n t i t y — n o t the 
l e a s t , the r e j e c t i o n of male domina-



t i o n . Not on l y i s i t p o s s i b l e now f o r 
st r u g g l e t o be made elsewhere than the 
f a c t o r y but i t must be or i t w i l l not 
succeed. The c e n t r a l i s s u e has become 
a l i e n a t i o n and domination i t s e l f . The 
wage s t r u g g l e and the s t r u g g l e against 
work can be important but are not 
enough alone. For the s t r u g g l e against 
existence as labour power (the male 
f u n c t i o n which has defined oppression 
and the s t r u g g l e a g a i n s t i t u n t i l now) 
i s n e c e s s a r i l y the s t r u g g l e against 
t h i s male domination of d e f i n i t i o n and 
of s t r u g g l e . In our s t r u g g l e as fem­
i n i s t s we are making i t c l e a r t h a t the 
st r u g g l e a g a i n s t work and existence as 
labour power must a l s o be a s t r u g g l e 
f o r a c e r t a i n k i n d o f e x i s t e n c e . We 
are, at the same time, accepting the 
challenge of developing, through an 
a s s e r t i o n o f the feminine p r i n c i p l e , 
i n our c u l t u r e , our a c t i v i t y and our 
theory, the v i s i o n t h a t t h i s k i n d of 
st r u g g l e must be based on. 

Both the t h e o r i e s of the new working 
c l a s s and of s o c i a l c a p i t a l h i n t at 
the o b v i o u s — t h a t the realm outside 
production i s now the key. T r a d i t i o n ­
a l l y , t h i s has been women's sphere and 
f e m i n i s t s t r u g g l e i s a curr e n t i n d i c a ­
t i o n o f the p o t e n t i a l t h e r e , as are 
the changes i n the nature of the f o r ­
ces of production, the new forms of 
workers' s t r u g g l e and the changes i n 
p r i v a t e l i f e . The development of 
s c i e n t i f i c labour and the c e n t r a l i z a ­
t i o n of education and research t h a t 
new working c l a s s t h e o r i e s p o i n t to i s 

p a r t l y an a p p r o p r i a t i o n of women's 
fu n c t i o n s . But t h i s i s an i n d i c a t i o n 
of t h e i r new importance—they are no 
longer simply a d i r e c t r e f l e c t i o n of 
the production sphere and now need to 
be c o n t r o l l e d autonomously. A s o c i a l ­
i z a t i o n o f reproduction t a s k s , p a r a l ­
l e l to the e a r l y s o c i a l i z a t i o n of pro­
duction i n f a c t o r i e s , and e q u a l l y 
aimed a t c o n t r o l , ( 5 0 ) i s c u r r e n t l y i n 
process. This i s a s i g n of the new 
importance of women's sphere as a 
ground f o r s t r u g g l e , not i t s d i m i n i s h ­
i n g importance. So, a l s o , i s the 
counter trend o f p r i v a t i z a t i o n repre­
sented by the tremendous increase i n 
consumption i n the nuclear f a m i l y . 

These tendencies, besides r e f l e c t i n g 
the new importance of the t r a d i t i o n a l ­
l y female sphere of reproduction, are 
a l s o undermining the base/superstruc­
t u r e d i v i s i o n t h a t much of marxist 
theory i s based on. The emergence of 
what I t a l i a n marxists and Touraine 
choose to c a l l a " c l a s s " separate from 
i t s f u n c t i o n as labour i n d i c a t e s the 
same t h i n g . And taken together a l l 
these developments p o i n t to the f a c t 
t h a t , today, we have, f o r the f i r s t 
time i n h i s t o r y , the m a t e r i a l base on 
which t o create ourselves and our 
world as human. This i n v o l v e s , neces­
s a r i l y , the end of male domination. 
The e l i m i n a t i o n of t h i s most b a s i c 
l e v e l of domination i s , f o r the f i r s t 
time, on the h i s t o r i c a l agenda. A 
t r u l y new l e v e l of st r u g g l e i s c a l l e d 
f o r i n which women p l a y a c e n t r a l r o l e 



i n the necessary task of r e p u d i a t i n g 
and r e p l a c i n g male d e f i n i t i o n s of 
r e v o l u t i o n and c l a s s through the de­
velopment of our theory and our c u l ­
t u r a l and p o l i t i c a l p r a c t i c e . Unless 
male r a d i c a l s are w i l l i n g to deal w i t h 
the question of male domination (and 
to recognize the f u l l i m p l i c a t i o n s f o r 
male claims to hegemony, of the f a c t 
that the sphere of reproduction has 
become a d e f i n i n g area of struggle) 
t h e i r i n f l u e n c e w i l l cease to be pro­
g r e s s i v e . And c e r t a i n l y t h e i r analyses 
w i l l be as badly l i m i t e d as are the 
s o c i a l i s t f e m i n i s t analyses which 
presume a t r a d i t i o n a l concept of c l a s s . 
And yet, taken together, these p a r a l l e l 
bodies of theory have provided a begin­
ning f o r the r a d i c a l task of r e d e f i n ­
i t i o n which l i e s ahead. Ra d i c a l fem­
i n i s t s are aware t h a t only a r e d e f i n ­
i t i o n which seeks to develop a new 
t h e o r e t i c a l synthesis beyond c l a s s can 
hope to re s o l v e the question of the 
r e l a t i o n s h i p of sex and c l a s s . 

Attempts At Synthesis 
E l i Zaretsky, Herbert Marcuse and the 
Wages f o r Housework I n t e r n a t i o n a l have 
attempted to develop syntheses which 
take r e v o l u t i o n a r y theory beyond the 
l i m i t a t i o n s of the two l i t e r a t u r e s 
discussed here, which, r e s p e c t i v e l y , 
f a i l t o question t r a d i t i o n a l analyses 
of c l a s s and f a i l t o recognize sexual 
oppression. A l l have t h e i r strengths 
and weaknesses. 

Zaretsky, i n h i s extremely important 

a r t i c l e , " C a p i t a l i s m , The Family, And 
Personal L i f e , " P a r t s I and 11,(51) 
o u t l i n e s the h i s t o r i c a l development of 
a sphere of personal l i f e separate 
from and subordinate to the sphere of 
production. He describes the subordin­
a t i o n of women that t h i s d i v i s i o n has 
i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d and analyses the 
growing importance of the personal 
sphere as a ground of s t r u g g l e . He 
shows how "the emergence of a sphere 
of personal l i f e seemingly independent 
of economic production" i s i n f a c t "an 
h i s t o r i c a l l y formed p a r t of the mode 
of production"(52)which r e f l e c t s pro­
duction's need f o r ever i n c r e a s i n g 
markets and t i g h t e r s o c i a l c o n t r o l of 
personal l i f e i n a p e r i o d when l e s s 
and l e s s labour i s r e q u i r e d i n produc­
t i o n . Consumerism (waste), the sexual 
r e v o l u t i o n and the growth of s e r v i c e s 
are a l l understood i n t h i s l i g h t . And 
he argues t h a t , t h e r e f o r e , p r o g r e s s i v e 
s t r u g g l e today must seek to i n t e g r a t e 
the personal and economic spheres t h a t 
i n d u s t r i a l c a p i t a l i s m has separated 
and must be e q u a l l y grounded i n both 
spheres. 

Zaretsky, however, does not see how 
the growing importance of personal 
l i f e r e f l e c t s a deep change i n the i n ­
d u s t r i a l r e l a t i o n of reproduction to 
production which i s l a y i n g the mater­
i a l b a s i s f o r the end of the domina­
t i o n of production over r e p r o d u c t i o n , 
and of men over women. The increased 
n e c e s s i t y f o r d i r e c t c o n t r o l i n p r i ­
vate l i f e shows th a t t h i s sphere i s no 
longer s u f f i c i e n t l y c o n t r o l l e d through 



the wage r e l a t i o n rooted i n production 
and t h a t the dominance of pr o d u c t i o n , 
so f i n e l y analysed by Marx i n the 
nineteenth century, i s no longer com­
p l e t e . I t has been undermined i n the 
twe n t i e t h century by tremendous d e v e l ­
opments i n the f o r c e s of pr o d u c t i o n , 
which have reduced the c e n t r a l i t y o f 
labour power t o production (and th e r e ­
f o r e the m a t e r i a l b a s i s of the wage 
r e l a t i o n and i t s e f f i c a c y i n c o n t r o l ) 
and, a t the same time, tended more and 
more t o r e q u i r e p e o p l e 1 s c r e a t i v e i n ­
volvement i n production r a t h e r than 
t h e i r mere presence as labour power. 
This has l e f t the t r a d i t i o n a l l y sub­
o r d i n a t e female sphere o f reproduction 
p o t e n t i a l l y autonomous and determining. 
This p o t e n t i a l remains u n r e a l i s e d i n 
p a t r i a r c h a l i n d u s t r i a l s o c i e t y i n 
which r u l i n g groups, and men i n gen­
e r a l , (53) have a vested i n t e r e s t i n 
masking and denying t h i s p o t e n t i a l . 
The response of powerful groups, t o 
the developing freedom of the reproduc­
t i o n sphere from the d i r e c t c o n t r o l of 
production and the wage r e l a t i o n , has 
been t o extend c o n t r o l d i r e c t l y i n t o 
t h i s sphere t o an unprecedented degree 
— f o r i n s t a n c e , through the s o c i a l i z a ­
t i o n of i t s f u n c t i o n s i n the develop­
i n g s e r v i c e s , and the development of 
powerful i d e o l o g i c a l c o n t r o l i n the 
form of the sexual r e v o l u t i o n and con­
sumerism. These developments r e f l e c t 
the growing p o t e n t i a l f o r human f r e e ­
dom and f o r women's power, and, a t the 
same time, i n t h e i r present form, they 
deny i t , i n v o l v i n g as they do merely 
more a l i e n a t e d labour f o r women, as 

consumers, sexual o b j e c t s and s e r v i c e 
workers. 

Zaretsky f a i l s to see how the cur r e n t 
changes i n "the mode of prod u c t i o n , " 
t h a t he d e s c r i b e s , are making the a f ­
f i r m a t i o n of reproduction and of 
women's power, c e n t r a l to pr o g r e s s i v e 
s t r u g g l e today. Therefore, he mis­
understands e n t i r e l y the s i g n i f i c a n c e 
of r a d i c a l f e m i n i s t p o l i t i c s , arguing 
t h a t i t represents one side o f a 
d u a l i t y (the t r a d i t i o n a l l e f t r epre­
sents the other) which reproduces the 
dichotomy i n i n d u s t r i a l s o c i e t y be­
tween the personal and the economic. 
He sees r a d i c a l feminism's concern 
w i t h domination i n personal l i f e , r e ­
production and the f a m i l y as a one­
sided r e s t r i c t i o n to the p e r s o n a l , and 
a f a i l u r e to see i t s rootedness i n 
production and economics; he does not 
see t h a t , because of women's s p e c i a l 
s i t u a t i o n i n reproduction and the new 
importance of t h i s sphere, i t repre­
sents the beginnings of the very i n t e ­
g r a t i o n he seeks. The ground of 
str u g g l e t h a t r a d i c a l feminism occupies 
i s the very ground on which a new l e v e l 
of p e r s o n a l / p o l i t i c a l s y n t h e s i s can be 
attempted. Since Zaretsky's a n a l y s i s 
does not al l o w him to see t h i s f a c t , 
he i s unable to l o c a t e the ground on 
which the i n t e g r a t i o n of the personal 
and economic t h a t he advocates can be 
con c r e t e l y pursued. He can, t h e r e f o r e , 
o f f e r no s t r a t e g i c p o l i t i c a l sugges­
t i o n s . His argument, f o r a l l i t s im­
portant a n a l y t i c a l c o n t r i b u t i o n s , r e ­
mains empty on the s t r a t e g i c l e v e l . 



Marcuse, on the other hand, w r i t e s of 
the s p e c i a l importance of women i n the 
current general s t r u g g l e f o r l i b e r a ­
t i o n . In h i s a r t i c l e "Marxism and 
Feminism"(54)he argues t h a t the t r a n s ­
formation t o tru e s o c i a l i s m i n v o l v e s 
"the negation of the e x p l o i t i n g and r e ­
p r e s s i v e values of p a t r i a r c h a l c i v i l i s a ­
t i o n . What i s a t stake i s the negation 
of the values enforced and reproduced 
i n s o c i e t y by male domination . . . the 
l i b e r a t i o n and ascent of s p e c i f i c a l l y 
feminine c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s on a s o c i a l 
scale."(55) 

He argues t h a t the " o b j e c t i v e condi­
t i o n s f o r such an a n t i t h e s i s and subver­
s i o n of values are maturing" and 
l i s t s the r e l e v a n t "emerging condi­
t i o n s " (56) as : the a l l e v i a t i o n of heavy 
p h y s i c a l labour, the reduction of 
labour time, the production of 
pleasant and cheap c l o t h i n g , the 
l i b e r a l i z a t i o n of sexual m o r a l i t y , 
b i r t h c o n t r o l and general education. 
However, h i s a n a l y s i s i s a l s o l i m i t e d , 
because, desp i t e h i s r e c o g n i t i o n of the 
p o l i t i c a l importance of the feminine 
p r i n c i p l e and of women i n the struggle 
f o r l i b e r a t i o n , he has f a i l e d to l o ­
cate the developing m a t e r i a l b a s i s f o r 
t h i s i n the transformation of the t r a ­
d i t i o n a l r e l a t i o n between the indus­
t r i a l spheres of reproduction and pro­
d u c t i o n which, l i k e Zaretsky, he over­
looks . 

Although Marcuse's r e c o g n i t i o n of the 
importance of the feminine p r i n c i p l e 

and h i s "emerging c o n d i t i o n s " a l l im­
p l y t h i s t ransformation of the pro­
duction/reproduction r e l a t i o n , he does 
not see the i m p l i c a t i o n h i m s e l f . He 
i s t h e r e f o r e r e s t r i c t e d t o l o c a t i n g 
the "weakening of the s o c i a l b a s i s of 
male dominance" i n the " i n c r e a s i n g 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of women i n the indus­
t r i a l work process."(57) This widely 
recognized trend i s , i n f a c t , merely 
symptomatic of the more b a s i c power 
s h i f t between production and reproduc­
t i o n and, i n c i t i n g i t as the most 
b a s i c change i n the r o l e of women, 
Marcuse i s seeing women's ent r y i n t o 
p r o d u c t i o n , r a t h e r than changes i n 
reproduction i t s e l f , as the key t o 
feminism's i n c r e a s i n g importance and 
the developing power of women. In 
doing t h i s he i s r e i n f o r c i n g the t e n ­
dency, shared by v i r t u a l l y a l l a n a l y s t s 
of the women's movement, t o presume the 
con t i n u i n g c e n t r a l i t y of production i n 
the narrow sense. He thus l i m i t s h i s 
e x p l o r a t i o n of the s t r a t e g i c importance 
of the no t i o n of the feminine p r i n c i p l e . 
For h i s a n a l y s i s does not show how, 
s p e c i f i c a l l y i n t h i s h i s t o r i c a l p e r i o d , 
i t has become p o s s i b l e to seek t o h e a l 
a l i e n a t e d i n d u s t r i a l dichotomies 
through the i n t e g r a t i o n of production 
i n t o reproduction r a t h e r than the r e ­
verse, t h a t i s , to b u i l d the " f e m i n i s t 
s o c i a l i s t " s t r u g g l e he advocates. 
Mariarosa D a l l a Costa and Selma James 
are the main t h e o r i s t s of the Wages f o r 
Housework I n t e r n a t i o n a l . ( 5 8 ) They 
draw a t t e n t i o n t o women's r o l e i n r e ­
production as a ground f o r s t r u g g l e ; 



they argue c o n v i n c i n g l y t h a t the 
i d e n t i t y of a l l women i s rooted i n 
t h i s sphere, t h a t u n i t y among women can 
best be b u i l t on t h e i r shared and ex­
c l u s i v e r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r reproductive 
labour, and t h a t , t h e r e f o r e , a s t r u g g l e 
f o r wages f o r housework i s the key 
f e m i n i s t ( 5 9 ) s t r a t e g y . 

D a l l a Costa and James took the e a r l y 
f e m i n i s t a n a l y s i s of housework, and 
the r e l a t i o n of reproduction t o produc­
t i o n , to a new l e v e l of economic so­
p h i s t i c a t i o n . In doing so they made an 
important c o n t r i b u t i o n to the emerging 
theory which was l a y i n g the groundwork 
f o r a r a d i c a l f e m i n i s t p o l i t i c s based 
on an a s s e r t i o n o f the claims of human 
reproduction and the subordinated 
values of the feminine p r i n c i p l e . How­
ever, t h e i r s remains a thought-
provoking a n a l y s i s , r a t h e r than the 
l a s t word, f o r the t r u l y r a d i c a l im­
p l i c a t i o n s o f r o o t i n g women1s s t r u g g l e 
i n reproduction are not explored. I n ­
stead of seeing t h a t the p o s s i b i l i t y 
f o r women to make t h i s s t r u g g l e at 
t h i s time l i e s i n the i n c r e a s i n g impor­
tance of reproduction and the conse­
quent l o s s of male workers' hegemony 
i n p r o g r e s s i v e s t r u g g l e , they base 
t h e i r p o s i t i o n on the argument t h a t 
"women are workers too."(60) 

The tremendous power th a t a s t r u g g l e 
f o r wages f o r housework could have i n 
c h a l l e n g i n g the c o n t r o l l i n g n o t i o n of 
i d e n t i t y through work, and the c o n t r o l 
f u n c t i o n of the wage r e l a t i o n , i s 

never r e a l i s e d because the Wages f o r 
Housework campaign redefines women's 
r o l e i n reproduction as labour i n i t s 
narrowest sense, r a t h e r than c h a l l e n g ­
i n g labour i t s e l f . The Wages f o r 
Housework a n a l y s i s extends the theor­
i e s of s o c i a l c a p i t a l discussed e a r l i e r 
i n t h i s paper to women. However, i n ­
stead of using t h i s extension t o c h a l ­
lenge t h a t school's w o r k e r i s t b i a s e s , 
Wages f o r Housework i s content t o 
achieve worker status f o r women. In 
l a t e c a p i t a l i s m , i n the i n t e r e s t s of 
c o n t r o l , the changed r e l a t i o n o f r e ­
production t o production has become the 
i n t e g r a t i o n of reproduction i n t o pro­
d u c t i o n , and the emergence of a u n i f i e d 
production process which takes i n the 
whole of s o c i e t y (the s o c i a l f a c t o r y ) . 
(61) Wages f o r Housework responds to 
t h i s change, not by a s s e r t i n g the 
claims and values of reproduction 
against production, but by reducing 
reproduction to an adjunct of produc­
t i o n and d e f i n i n g i t as a s p e c i f i c 
form of labour. The argument of the 
t h e o r i s t s of s o c i a l c a p i t a l t h a t , i n 
t h i s p e r i o d of l a t e c a p i t a l i s t i n t e ­
g r a t i o n , economic s t r u g g l e becomes 
p o l i t i c a l s t r u g g l e and the d i s t i n c t i o n 
between the two i s l o s t , i s accepted 
l o c k , stock and b a r r e l and the tremen­
dous p o t e n t i a l f o r f e m i n i s t s t o pose 
q u a l i t a t i v e a l t e r n a t i v e v a l u e s , 
through the a s s e r t i o n of a feminine 
p r i n c i p l e , i s l o s t . Women are i n s t e a d 
f i t t e d i n t o a p r e - e x i s t i n g male-
defined s t r u g g l e and the e x p e r i e n t i a l , 
q u a l i t a t i v e , c u l t u r a l and s p i r i t u a l 



components of feminism are negated i n 
an economistic reductionism. 

A l l three analyses represent attempts 
to develop a t h e o r e t i c a l s y n t h e s i s on 
a new l e v e l which can comprehend femin­
ism and c l a s s s t r u g g l e without reduc­
in g e i t h e r one t o the other. They are 
a l l l i m i t e d , as they must be i n t h i s 
e a r l y p e r i o d of f e m i n i s t development, 
and y e t , i n t h e i r weaknesses as much 
as t h e i r s trengths, they are i n d i c a ­
t i v e of d i r e c t i o n s which can be ex­
p l o r e d . The v a r i e d weaknesses of a l l 
three stem from a common f a i l u r e to 
see the f u l l s i g n i f i c a n c e of the 
changing r e l a t i o n of reproduction to 
production i n t h i s p e r i o d . Zaretsky 
sees the growing importance o f repro­
duction and personal l i f e , but not 
the c e n t r a l p o s i t i o n t h i s gives a 
f e m i n i s t defined p o l i t i c s . Marcuse 
sees the c e n t r a l i t y of a f e m i n i s t de­
f i n e d p o l i t i c s , but not i t s roots i n 
the growing importance of reproduction. 
Wages f o r Housework emphasizes the im­
portance of making women's r o l e i n r e ­
production v i s i b l e , but has not used 
t h i s to challenge the values of pro­
duction and has n e i t h e r asserted any 
not i o n of the feminine p r i n c i p l e nor 
st r e s s e d the r e - o r g a n i z a t i o n of l i f e 
around our reproduction as human be­
ings r a t h e r than as labour power f o r 
production. 

The v i s i o n of the replacement of "the 
modern world i n which production i s the 
aim of man and wealth the aim of pro­
d u c t i o n " by a new s o c i e t y i n which "man 

(si c ) i s the aim of production"(62)has 
long informed r a d i c a l s t r u g g l e , but 
the developing f e m i n i s t s t r u g g l e and 
the growing p o t e n t i a l power of women 
t e s t i f i e s to the f a c t t h a t the s t r u g g l e 
f o r a f r e e and f u l l y human existence 
f o r a l l i s no longer an a b s t r a c t value 
but has, today f o r the f i r s t time, be­
come a concrete i s s u e on the h i s t o r i c a l 
agenda. Thus any theory which succeeds 
i n s y n t h e s i z i n g analyses of sex and 
c l a s s oppression w i l l n e c e s s a r i l y i n ­
volve a f u l l e r and more concrete ex­
p o s i t i o n of the no t i o n of human freedom 
than has ever before been p o s s i b l e . The 
argument presented here suggests t h a t 
t h a t can best be pursued i n a f u r t h e r 
a n a l y s i s o f the current changes i n the 
nature o f the female sphere o f repro­
d u c t i o n , and i t s r e l a t i o n to produ c t i o n , 
as w e l l as a f u l l e r study of the sub­
or d i n a t e d female r o l e , c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s 
and values which t h i s sphere embodies. 
R a d i c a l f e m i n i s t s are a f f i r m i n g these 
values i n a p o l i t i c a l p r a c t i c e which 
i s b u i l t on a sustained attempt to i n ­
t e g r a t e the i n d u s t r i a l dichotomies of 
the personal and p o l i t i c a l , theory and 
p r a c t i c e , means and ends, male and 
female. Our attempt i n theory and 
p r a c t i c e to create a new form of 
p o l i t i c s and a new v i s i o n o f human 
l i b e r a t i o n can b e n e f i t from a l l the 
l i t e r a t u r e s discussed above but must 
not accept the l i m i t a t i o n s of any one. 
For the c e n t r a l s y n t h e s i z i n g p r o j e c t 
demands development beyond a l l previous 
" u n i v e r s a l " p o l i t i c a l p e r s p e c t i v e s to 
a new l e v e l of u n i v e r s a l i t y which 



transcends r a t h e r than negates t r a ­
d i t i o n a l c l a s s a n a l y s i s . 

NOTES 

1. T r a n s l a t e d by John Howe and Rosamund Mulvey from an a r t i c l e i n L' A r c 61 
(1975) and r e p r i n t e d i n New L e f t Review 97 (Hay/June 1976). 

2. T h i s r e l a t i v e l y o b v i o u s f a c t was w i d e l y r e c o g n i z e d i n e a r l i e r p e r i o d s which 
spoke o f "man's w o r l d " and meant man l i t e r a l l y . In t h e s e a r i s t o c r a t i c and 
f e u d a l s o c i e t i e s s o c i a l s t a t u s was based on a s c r i b e d p o s i t i o n s which were 
c l e a r l y male p o s i t i o n s , and women were g e n e r a l l y e x c l u d e d from r a n k i n g . 
However the i d e o l o g i e s and a n a l y s e s w i t h c l a i m s u n i v e r s a l t o t h a t came w i t h 
t h e development o f c a p i t a l i s t p r o d u c t i o n , an i n d u s t r i a l c l a s s s o c i e t y , "man­
hood" s u f f r a g e and n a t i o n a l i s t s e n t i m e n t s , began t o obscure t h i s f a c t . 
Whereas e a r l i e r i d e o l o g i e s had s p e c i f i c a l l y e x c l u d e d women, t h e s e i g n o r e d 
women, meaning by " i n d i v i d u a l , " men as they r e p r e s e n t e d the f a m i l y and sub­
sumed women's personhood i n t o t h e i r own. The c o n f u s i o n was compounded by a 
l i b e r a l and d e m o c r a t i c p o l i t i c s which c l a i m e d t o end the e x c l u s i o n , n ot by 
r e c o g n i z i n g the s p e c i f i c i t y o f women's s i t u a t i o n , but by i n s i s t i n g t h a t 
"man" i s a t r u l y g e n e r i c term and t h a t a n a l y s i s o f man's wo r l d was a l s o 
a n a l y s i s of woman's w o r l d . I t has taken t h e development o f a r a d i c a l and 
autonomous women's p o l i t i c s i n t h e t w e n t i e t h c e n t u r y , and the power t h i s 
b r i n g s us, f o r women t o r e d i s c o v e r the e x i s t e n c e o f a woman's r o l e and 
r e a l i t y which cannot be subsumed i n e x i s t i n g " u n i v e r s a l " a n a l y s e s s uch as 
t h a t o f c l a s s , and whose a n a l y s i s r e q u i r e s the development o f new t o o l s , a 
f a c t which, once i t i a named, b e g i n s a g a i n , t o appear r a t h e r s e l f - e v i d e n t . 

3. L a t e r i n the i n t e r v i e w de B e a u v o i r s a y s "In o t h e r words you r e c o g n i z e the 
s p e c i f i c i t y o f women's s t r u g g l e " and S a r t r e r e p l i e s " A b s o l u t e l y , I do not 
b e l i e v e t h a t i t stems from c l a s s s t r u g g l e . " And s t i l l l a t e r i n r e p l y t o t h e 
q u e s t i o n "Would you m a i n t a i n t h e o l d d i s t i n c t i o n between the p r i m a r y and 
secondary c o n t r a d i c t i o n s , and would you r e g a r d women's s t r u g g l e as s e c o n d a r y ? " 
S a r t r e says "No, I r e g a r d women's s t r u g g l e as p r i m a r y . " 

4. By r e p r o d u c t i o n here I mean not j u s t the b e a r i n g o f c h i l d r e n and the r e p r o ­
d u c t i o n of t h e l a b o u r f o r c e but the r e p r o d u c t i o n o f c a p i t a l i s m and p a t r i ­
a r c h y t h e m s e l v e s — s u c h a r e a s as s o c i a l i z a t i o n , e d u c a t i o n , h e a l t h c a r e and 
th e o r g a n i z a t i o n o f l e i s u r e , p r i v a t e l i f e and consumption. I t i s p r e c i s e l y 
t h i s a r e a which i s becoming i n c r e a s i n g l y i m p o r t a n t i n a p e r i o d when the un­
e q u a l and s e x u a l l y e x c l u s i v e wage r e l a t i o n i s no l o n g e r s u f f i c i e n t i n i t s e l f 
t o reproduce the r e l a t i o n s o f c a p i t a l i s m by a s s u r i n g c a p i t a l a c c u m u l a t i o n 
i n the hands o f a few. 

5. Monopoly C a p i t a l (Monthly Review P r e s s , 1967). 

6. The F i s c a l C r i s i s o f t h e S t a t e ( S t . M a r t i n ' s P r e s s , 1973). 

7. The P o s t - I n d u s t r i a l S o c i e t y (Random House, 1971) . 

8. L e g i t i m a t i o n C r i s i s (Beacon P r e s s , 1975). 

9. "The F i s c a l C r i s i s and t h e P u b l i c Employee" Our G e n e r a t i o n , V o l . 8 (No. 4) 
( F a l l 1972). 

10. F a l s e Promises (McGraw H i l l , 1973). 

11. T o u r a i n e op c i t . 

12. T h i s I t a l i a n t h e o r y i s c e n t r a l t o t h e a n a l y s e s o f t h e a r t i c l e s i n Zerowork 
(Dec. 1975). 

13. I use the terms m a r x i s t f e m i n i s t , s o c i a l i s t f e m i n i s t i n t e r c h a n g e a b l y i n t h i s 
a r t i c l e . 

14. T h i s a r t i c l e has been w i d e l y r e p r i n t e d i n a n t h o l o g i e s and i n pamphlet form. 
Here the page r e f e r e n c e s r e f e r t o From Feminism t o L i b e r a t i o n , E d i t h 
Hochino A l t b a c h (ed.) (Schenkman, 1971). 

15. America's Working Women: A Documentary H i s t o r y 1600 t o the P r e s e n t ( V i n ­
tage, 1976). I t i s an i m a g i n a t i v e and e x c i t i n g c o l l e c t i o n o f documents 
and i s a f i n e example o f the i m p o r t a n t work many s o c i a l i s t and m a r x i s t 
f e m i n i s t s are d o i n g i n d e v e l o p i n g o u r knowledge o f women's h i s t o r y and 
p r e s e n t s i t u a t i o n . T h i s i s a b s o l u t e l y e s s e n t i a l work and i s a tremendous 
c o n t r i b u t i o n t o our s t r u g g l e , not the l e a s t i n t h a t i t i s p r e c i s e l y t h i s 
r e s e a r c h , a l o n g w i t h our p r a c t i c e , t h a t i s r a i s i n g the awkward q u e s t i o n 
o f women and c l a s s . In a r g u i n g t h a t s o c i a l i s t f e m i n i s t s have not r e s o l v e d 
t h i s q u e s t i o n I do not want t o o v e r l o o k t h e i r i m p ortant c o n t r i b u t i o n s . 

16. I b i d . , p. x i x . 

17. I b i d . , p. x x i i . 

18. "The O r i g i n o f the F a m i l y , p r i v a t e P r o p e r t y and the S t a t e , " Marx-Engels 
S e l e c t e d Works (1962), p. 233. 
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