There's baen a 1ot of talk in the Wonant's Movement about the galationship betueen
somen's strugglos and tho slass skrugale. ﬁmngrai!y the apgumants have beanﬁpf throe
kinds:

First, thoss «ho hove saean aaments ﬁtrugélas as prior to the class struggle, and have
insisted that ifs nr good walting **ill =ftee tha revolution' for swomen's fight against
thelr cun cppression bu beadn, since 2 revoiution shich did not taka intc account
questions of Sexusk kibsraticn Would soon tupn out s oppressive &s the scciety it
roplzcaed. Thase arguwonts have tonded to come foror feministe in the women's novenant,
who have as 2 consequencs concentrated their offorts in struggles arcund womaen's
sexuzliky and consclousnuss, and hava refused to mork in ‘mals dominated' political
partigs, around wcrikdng class foaucs.

segond, in contrast to thess, have been apguments put Porward by somen in the Trotskylst

an¢ Communizt osrties, who have seen the furidamontal oppression of capitaiist socliety

as the sxtrazction of zurplus valus by the bosses from the workers, to which all other

foras of copresslon ipe raducible, and who have seen the struggles of somen =s
important iIn 3¢ far 2s thoy oro @ struggles anainst this oupragsion.

Thiediy, therc iz the taidenny which unitas the insights of both of these groupings
ta o. perspeetive snien ssou that womee's strugoles aps  the clecss strugole 28 waned
by Women. {Thay have n broscor understanding cf class struggle then wonen in the

second grouss). This is the position of powW and other Merxist Feminists ; we fael

<@ shara auch of the analysis of POW, but we think that a ecanpaign for 'imges for
Houssuork' is the Wrono stpategy «ith which to back up this analysis, for reasons

uhich we will ey to moko clest.

We have learnt o lot from all of these tandonaies. From the feminists
We hove leapnt not to roly on othses to Pight our fights for us: we must fight against
our el eppresciocn as Women With othor Wonoen. Ws cannot assuma that 2 auatwravelutisnaﬁj

suciety Will bo aoy leas soxiast (cp hizrarchical or suthoritarian) than hoursgecis



;.

sosiety, unloss wWe maso s%rquimsfqgmiﬂﬁt thsse part of tha revolution. e think

that *seizing baz means of ﬂfﬂdu&;tign‘ is ton narrow = concoption of what the
revolution is about - oo lesson We have lsarnt from the Pallure of the Russian
ravelution. Te be o revelution at oll, it must asssrt the value of psople's lives
in avery area of thelir lives, not only in croduction,

From the Marxis*s in Trotokyist and Communist peartiss, we have learnt that
we must look for materiol esasons for somen's oppression if we are to understand
and Fight 1t. Wb oust lock ot the role women play in society to ses why they ars =
oppressed in the ways they ore oppresgsed. Wie come to see ths snemy not as 'men® bu b
@s the capiltalsit system; we see that we cannot fight sgainst our oun oppression
Without filghting agains® thesystem ahich institutes and perpetuates our oppression.

With Parixt Feninist we share the analyzis that the cless struggle doesn't
Just take slace in tha fectory, but is Fought in the community, in the home, iIn bsd.
It is not just a struggis for ths'ownership of the means of production' but a struggle
to ravelutionize thz sociel reiations of production: and that includes the work that
Wesien da, in and out of the home. Sut we don't belisve that it's only as 'wsrﬁars"
that pecple can organize, shetohr {t's houssuorkers or Pactory sorkers. In fact we
think that it's part of tho con of capitolign thet we come to see ourselves ;rimarily
as workers - because worksrs iz what they noed. We feel it is important to orgsnize
and fight arcund our nceds @S people, in cvery ares of cur livaes.

Ue heve soon that in thn factories capiteliss Bas used wotker's struggles

for mors nonay tc servo the capitalists® needs for mers productiviiys the result ie a
groath scocnomy, which Suits the capitalict, and 2 steady rate of inflation, Which
means that whal the Workor Wins in Wagos, ho loses to the shopkeeper and the landlord.
This has hoppened largsly becuase the Trados Unins, which usually act as the mediators
in thege negotistions, accept the capitalist's right o meke a *fair' orofi, sc long
@S the uorkers arc gebting purs menay too. *After all' thay say '4F tho boss doson't
gl a Falr peturn on his iovostmant, thare'll be ac incentive far hin to provide

wWerk for ug all, and then we'd 21l be unemnloyed, and their'd be ne union alither.!
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We don't accept tha boss's tigh® to make a 'falt' profit, and we dg  think un'd

ba better off without ony boesas at all. That's why we don't agres with the strategy
of getting women intc the unions, to Pight on an agual focting with other Pactory
workors. Because that's Pighting on the bossés' ground, within their definitions -
thme as the bussee Fflohting us oz the workers. Aut whet we're trylng to challenge is
the whole boss/worker roictivnship. The seme with 'wages Por housework'; we feel
that maintains that saso soss/worker relationship, whether the bose ie your husband

g'» but that's

or the State. What we should be fighting fer is ‘Waces
8 contradietion in terns, because wagee ic the monay you get for working. It's no
use Pighting for Whet we fasl we've carned under the cepitalist gsystem, becauss
that'll alusys include a 'fais' shers for us, and @ 'fair’ skere Por the capitelists.
We should fight For our needs end wants as psople, irrespective of whether or not
our needs and wante can be met by the capitalists.

Az women, our necds and wants aope sometimos the same as men's, sometimes
specific to oursolves. Orgenizing arcund thesa needs is uhat we call 'the politics

of autonomy®,



