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ed the atew. One by one, men's tasks

were industrialized outside the home,
whlhm'n tasks stayed inside. Men

one way and more complicated in
another. At the same time, the three-
w replaced the one-pot meal.

with or without a microwave
oven, frozen and occasional fast food,
+ the average women spends 21 hours a
week on meals, once you include

.aht::pplng, cooldng, serving and clean-

As for laundry, our ancestors gener-
lﬂ"hld fewer clothes and/or more
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ousekeepin
t.hat had been indunrhlhes in the
19th and 20th ‘centuries. For a time,
commercial laundries picked up and
delivered the wash to most nuddle-
class households.

The advent of the washing machine
during World War I1 meant, Cowan
at “the woman endowed with a

would have found it easier to
do her laundry but, simultaneously,

would have done more
more of it herself than either her

mother or her other had."
Techn as increased the pro-
ductivity of the a house

The good news is that by 1 a
housewife could do what it took a staff
of three or four to do in 1850. The bad
news is that she did it :

It also changed the nature of house-
work. As Cowan writes, “Before indus-
trialization, women fed, clothed and
nursed their families by preparing . ..
food, clothing and ation, In the
post-industrial age, women feed, clothe
and nurse their ... bycooking,
cleaning, driving, shopping and wait-
ing. The nature of the work has
changed, but the goal is still there and
sl:b: the necessity for time-consuming
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It is just not true that American

women entered the job market be-
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Technology still can’t do housewor
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But it is u'u that teehnoloﬂ has
allowed mothers — who go to the
marketplace for one reason or m
— to do so without damaging their
families in crucial ways. The family of
today’s working mother, unlike that of
half a century ago, doesn’t have dirty
clothes and cold meals.

But they probably have a weary
mother. If all this m you skeptical
about the value of “labor-saving” devi-
ces, good. Machinery may glut the
market, but the commodity most in
demand is in short supply. It's that
precious thing called human help.
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NOW YOUCANGET
THE NEWS
WHERE YOU

- GETTHE ANALYSIS.

For seven years, Ro
MacNeil and Jim Lehrer I'uwe
been bringing you news anal-
ysis every werimght. Now,
they're going to report the
day’s news, 100.On the new
MacNeil/Lehrer NewsHour.

Theyll give you news sum-
m h the d.y. md then
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