
The persistence of informal and unpaid labour: evidence 
from UK households

WHITE, Richard <http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4756-4965> and WILLIAMS, 
Colin

Available from Sheffield Hallam University Research Archive (SHURA) at:

https://shura.shu.ac.uk/24438/

This document is the Accepted Version [AM]

Citation:

WHITE, Richard and WILLIAMS, Colin (2020). The persistence of informal and 
unpaid labour: evidence from UK households. In: GIBSON-GRAHAM, J.K. and 
DOMBROSKI, K., (eds.) The Handbook of Diverse Economies. Cheltenham, Edward
Elgar, 137-145. [Book Section] 

Copyright and re-use policy

See http://shura.shu.ac.uk/information.html

Sheffield Hallam University Research Archive
http://shura.shu.ac.uk

http://shura.shu.ac.uk/
http://shura.shu.ac.uk/information.html


FIGURES AND TABLE 

The persistence of informal and unpaid labour: evidence from UK households 

Colin C Williams, Sheffield University Management School (SUMS), University of 

Sheffield, Sheffield S10 1FH, United Kingdom. Email: C.C.Williams@sheffield.ac.uk 

 

Richard J White, Reader in Human Geography, Faculty of Development and Society. 

Sheffield Hallam University, City Campus, Howard Street, Sheffield Email.  

Richard.White@shu.ac.uk 

 

 

Figure 1 

 

 

 

Source: Williams and Nadin (2010: 57)  

 

Table 1: Labour practices used by UK households to complete 44 everyday tasks  

% tasks last conducted using: Deprived 

urban 

Affluent 

urban 

Deprived 

rural 

Affluent 

rural 

All areas 

Monetised labour      

Formal paid job in private sector 12 15 18 22 16 

Formal paid job in public and third 

sector 

2 2 2 2 2 

Informal employment 2 8 <1 4 2 

Monetised community exchange 3 1 4 1 3 

Monetised family labour 1 <1 1 1 1 

Non-monetised labour      
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Formal unpaid work in private 

sector 

<1 0 <1 <1 <1 

Formal unpaid work in public & 

third sector 

<1 0 <1 0 <1 

Off the radar/ non-monetised work 

in organisations 

<1 0 <1 0 0 

One-to-one non monetised 

exchanges 

4 2 8 7 6 

Self-provisioning 76 72 67 63 70 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 


2
 102.89 29.87 89.76 28.88 - 

Note: 
2
>12.838 in all cases, leading us to reject Ho within a 99.5 per cent confidence interval that there are no 

spatial variations in the sources of labour used to complete the 44 household services. 

 

Source: White and Williams (2012: 1636) 

 


