PART #1

Create the charts below on your own sheet of paper INCLUDING THE NUMBERING. Use the
information from the “CASE STUDY: Manchester” reading to analyzing the causes and
recognize the effects of industrialization. After completing the chart answer the opinion
guestion using at least one paragraph.

What changes did industrialization bring about for the following groups of people? USE
YOUR OWN WORDS.

1. Poor city dwellers

2. Factory workers

3. Wealthy merchants, factory
owners, shippers

4. Children

5. Lower middle class of factory
overseers and skilled workers

6. Large landowners and
aristocrats

What were the long-term consequences of the Industrial Revolution for each of the
following?

7. The Environment 8. Education

Opinion Question (ANSWER USING ONE PARAGRAPH):
9. The Industrial Revolution has been described as a mixed blessing. Do you agree or
disagree? Support your answer with information from the reading.



Case Stuby: Manchester

SETTING THE STAGE The Industrial Revolution affected every part of life in Great Britain, but proved to be a mixed
blessing. Eventually, industrialization led to a better quality of life for most people. But the change to machine production
initially caused human suffering. Rapid industrialization brought plentiful jobs, but it also caused unhealthy working
conditions, air and water pollution, and the ills of child labor. It also led to rising class tensions, especially between the
working class and the middle class.

Industrialization Changes Life

The pace of industrialization accelerated rapidly in Britain. By the 1800s, people could earn higher wages in factories than
on farms. With this money, more people could afford to heat their homes with coal from Wales and dine on Scottish beef.
They wore better clothing, too, woven on power looms in England’s industrial cities. Cities swelled with waves of job
seekers.

Industrial Cities Rise

For centuries, most Europeans had lived in rural areas. After 1800, the balance shifted toward cities. This shift
was caused by the growth of the factory system, where the manufacturing of goods was concentrated in a central location.
Between 1800 and 1850, the number of European cities boasting more than 100,000 inhabitants rose from 22 to 47. Most
of Europe’s urban areas at least doubled in population; some even quadrupled. This period was one of urbanization—city
building and the movement of people to cities.

Factories developed in clusters because entrepreneurs built them near sources of energy, such as water and coal.
Major new industrial centers sprang up between the coal-rich area of southern Wales and the Clyde River valley in
Scotland. But the biggest of these centers developed in England. (See map on page 281.)

Britain’s capital, London, was the country’s most important city. It had a population of about one million people
by 1800. During the 1800s, its population exploded, providing a vast labor pool and market for new industry. London
became Europe’s largest city, with twice as many people as its closest rival (Paris). Newer cities challenged London’s
industrial leadership. Birmingham and Sheffield became iron-smelting centers. Leeds and Manchester dominated textile
manufacturing. Along with the port of Liverpool, Manchester formed the center of Britain’s bustling cotton industry.
During the 1800s, Manchester experienced rapid growth from around 45,000 in 1760 to 300,000 by 1850.

Living Conditions

Because England’s cities grew rapidly, they had no development plans, sanitary codes, or building codes.
Moreover, they lacked adequate housing, education, and police protection for the people who poured in from the
countryside to seek jobs. Most of the unpaved streets had no drains, and garbage collected in heaps on them. Workers
lived in dark, dirty shelters, with whole families crowding into one bedroom. Sickness was widespread. Epidemics of the
deadly disease cholera regularly swept through the slums of Great Britain’s industrial cities. In 1842, a British government
study showed an average life span to be 17 years for working-class people in one large city, compared with 38 years in a
nearby rural area.

Elizabeth Gaskell’s Mary Barton (1848) is a work of fiction. But it presents a startlingly accurate portrayal of
urban life experienced by many at the time. Gaskell provides a realistic description of the dank cellar dwelling of one
family in a Manchester slum:

You went down one step even from the foul area into the cellar in which a family of human beings lived. It was very dark inside. The

window-panes many of them were broken and stuffed with rags . . . . the smell was so fetid [foul] as almost to knock the two men down. .

.. they began to penetrate the thick darkness of the place, and to see three or four little children rolling on the damp, nay wet brick floor,

through which the stagnant, filthy moisture of the street oozed up.
ELIZABETH GASKELL, Mary Barton

But not everyone in urban areas lived miserably. Well-to-do merchants and factory owners often built luxurious homes in
the suburbs.

Working Conditions

To increase production, factory owners wanted to keep their machines running as many hours as possible. As a
result, the average worker spent 14 hours a day at the job, 6 days a week. Work did not change with the seasons, as it did
on the farm. Instead, work remained the same week after week, year after year. Industry also posed new dangers for
workers. Factories were seldom well lit or clean. Machines injured workers. A boiler might explode or a drive belt might
catch an arm. And there was no government program to provide aid in case of injury. The most dangerous conditions of
all were found in coal mines. Frequent accidents, damp conditions, and the constant breathing of coal dust made the



average miner’s life span ten years shorter than that of other workers. Many women and children were employed in the
mining industry because they were the cheapest source of labor.

Class Tensions Grow

Though poverty gripped Britain’s working classes, the Industrial Revolution created enormous amounts of wealth in the
nation. Most of this new money belonged to factory owners, shippers, and merchants. These people were part of a
growing middle class, a social class made up of skilled workers, professionals, businesspeople, and wealthy farmers.

The Middle Class

The new middle class transformed the social structure of Great Britain. In the past, landowners and aristocrats had
occupied the top position in British society. With most of the wealth, they wielded the social and political power. Now
some factory owners, merchants, and bankers grew wealthier than the landowners and aristocrats. Yet important social
distinctions divided the two wealthy classes. Landowners looked down on those who had made their fortunes in the
“vulgar” business world. Not until late in the 1800s were rich entrepreneurs
considered the social equals of the lords of the countryside.

Gradually, a larger middle class—neither rich nor poor—emerged. The upper middle class consisted of
government employees, doctors, lawyers, and managers of factories, mines, and shops. The lower middle class included
factory overseers and such skilled workers as toolmakers, mechanical drafters, and printers. These people enjoyed a
comfortable standard of living.

The Working Class

During the years 1800 to 1850, however, laborers, or the working class, saw little improvement in their living and
working conditions. They watched their livelihoods disappear as machines replaced them. In frustration, some smashed
the machines they thought were putting them out of work.

One group of such workers was called the Luddites. They were named after Ned Ludd. Ludd, probably a mythical
English laborer, was said to have destroyed weaving machinery around 1779. The Luddites attacked whole factories in
northern England beginning in 1811, destroying laborsaving machinery. Outside the factories, mobs of workers rioted,
mainly because of poor living and working conditions.

Positive Effects of the Industrial Revolution

Despite the problems that followed industrialization, the Industrial Revolution had a number of positive effects. It created
jobs for workers. It contributed to the wealth of the nation. It fostered technological progress and invention. It greatly
increased the production of goods and raised the standard of living. Perhaps most important, it provided the hope of
improvement in people’s lives.

The Industrial Revolution produced a number of other benefits as well. These included healthier diets, better
housing, and cheaper, mass-produced clothing. Because the Industrial Revolution created a demand for engineers as well
as clerical and professional workers, it expanded educational opportunities.

The middle and upper classes prospered immediately from the Industrial Revolution. For the workers it took
longer, but their lives gradually improved during the 1800s. Laborers eventually won higher wages, shorter hours, and
better working conditions after they joined together to form labor unions.

Long-Term Effects

The long-term effects of the Industrial Revolution are still evident. Most people today in industrialized countries
can afford consumer goods that would have been considered luxuries 50 or 60 years ago. In addition, their living and
working conditions are much improved over those of workers in the 19th century. Also, profits derived from
industrialization produced tax revenues. These funds have allowed local, state, and federal governments to invest in urban
improvements and raise the standard of living of most city dwellers.

The economic successes of the Industrial Revolution, and also the problems created
by it, were clearly evident in one of Britain’s new industrial cities in the
1800s—Manchester.

The Mills of Manchester

Manchester’s unique advantages made it a leading example of the new industrial city. This northern English town had
ready access to waterpower. It also had available labor from the nearby countryside and an outlet to the sea at Liverpool.



“From this filthy sewer pure gold flows,” wrote Alexis de Tocqueville, the French writer, after he visited
Manchester in 1835. Indeed, the industrial giant showed the best and worst of the Industrial Revolution. Manchester’s
rapid, unplanned growth made it an unhealthy place for the poor people who lived and worked there. But wealth flowed
from its factories. It went first to the mill owners and the new middle class. Eventually, although not immediately, the
working class saw their standard of living rise as well.

Manchester’s business owners took pride in mastering each detail of the manufacturing process. They worked
many hours and risked their own money. For their efforts, they were rewarded with high profits. Many erected gracious
homes on the outskirts of town.

To provide the mill owners with high profits, workers labored under terrible conditions. Children as young as six
joined their parents in the factories. There, for six days a week, they toiled from 6 A.m. to 7 or 8 p.m., with only half an
hour for lunch and an hour for dinner. To keep the children awake, mill supervisors beat them. Tiny hands repaired broken
threads in Manchester’s spinning machines, replaced thread in the bobbins, or swept up cotton fluff. The dangerous
machinery injured many children. The fluff filled their lungs and made them cough.

Until the first Factory Act passed in 1819, the British government exerted little control over child labor in
Manchester and other factory cities. The act restricted working age and hours. For years after the act passed, young
children still did heavy, dangerous work in Manchester’s factories.

Putting so much industry into one place polluted the natural environment. The coal that powered factories and
warmed houses blackened the air. Textile dyes and other wastes poisoned Manchester’s Irwell River. An eyewitness
observer wrote the following description of the river in 1862:

Steam boilers discharge into it their seething contents, and drains and sewers their fetid impurities; till at length it rolls on— here between

tall dingy walls, there under precipices of red sandstone—considerably less a river than a flood of liquid manure.
HUGH MILLER, “Old Red Sandstone”

Like other new industrial cities of the 19th century, Manchester produced consumer goods and created wealth on a grand
scale. Yet, it also stood as a reminder of the ills of rapid and unplanned industrialization.



PART #2

Use the maps and text information to answer the questions that follow. YOU DO NOT HAVE
TO WRITE THE QUESTION.

Text: Britain’s richest coal fields are in the central and northern regions of the country. This geographic fact caused a
major shift in Britain’s population between 1750 and 1850. Coal was found to be the most efficient way to power the
new steam engine. As a result, many new industries and factories moved to be near the sources of energy. Soon, coal-
fired steam engines powered the iron foundries, textile factories, and railroads of northern Britain. Industrialization
also required a large labor force. The enclosure movement, in which wealthy landowners bought out small farms and
forced these people out of their livelihood, provided a ready supply of workers. As a result, masses of people moved to the
industrial cities to find jobs.
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QUESTIONS
| — 1. Of the cities shown on the bar graph, which one had the
con | = largest population increase between 1760 and 18817 the
o smallest?

2. What mode of transportation did all English companies have

- to have in order to transport their goods to Europe?

3. Which two cities appear to have missed out on the Industrial
Revolution in England?

% 4. Where was most of the English population living in 17507 in

; . - - 1850? What caused this major population shift?

i

5. If you are a factory owner in Sheffield and your workers have
just completed an order of clothes, about how many miles

would you have to travel to sell them in London?

L 6. What is the approximate total population of the five cities on

the chart in 1760? How much did that total population

2 increase by 1881?
: 7. Why do you think it is important for factories and mills to be
n “m near their sources of energy?
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PART #3

The photographs in part four were taken during the period of the Industrial Revolution; they
epitomize the living and working conditions during this era. Analyze all of the photographs
on the next pages using the guide below FOR EACH PHOTOGRAPH. ANSWER ALL SIX
QUESTIONS FOR EACH PICTURE. YOU DO NOT HAVE TO WRITE THE QUESTION.

Photograph Analysis Guide

1.
2.

w

Study the photograph and describe the people, objects, and activities in the photograph.
Based on what you have observed, list three things you might infer (deduce, assume) from
this photograph.

What appears to be most significant in this photograph? Why do you think so?

What appears to be the most surprising part of the photograph? Why do you think so?
(Your answer for numbers three and four may be the same, but your explanation- or the
“why”- should be different.)

List five adjectives that describe the emotions portrayed in the photograph.

List three (3) questions that this photo raises in your mind?



PHOTOGRAPH #1

Night shift in a glass factory




PHOTOGRAPH #2

Tenement house- 1880s

w,}




PHOTOGRAPH #3

Textile factory




PART #4

Provide information about each of the terms, people, ideas, or concepts listed below. Use
your notes, textbooks, handouts, and your own brains to find the information. On your own
sheet of paper draw the following diagram to provide your information for each item.

Information [llustration

Iltem

Items

1. Industrial Revolution (section 1)
impact of enclosure of land (section 1)
crop rotation (section 1)

Richard Trevithick (section 1)
Luddites (section 2)

1819 Factory Act (section 2)

Samuel Slater (section 3)

laissez faire (section 3)

. socialism (section 3)

10.1842 Mines Act (section 3)

11.unions (section 3)

12.communism (section 3)

13.The Communist Manifesto (section 3)
14.collective bargaining (section 3)
15.Adam Smith (section 3)
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PART #5

Use the sources on the following pages to answer the questions or complete the writing
activity that follows each source. YOU MUST ANSWER IN COMPLETE SENTENCES; YOU DO
NOT HAVE TO WRITE THE QUESTIONS.

Source #1 (Primary Source)

From “The Opening of the Liverpool to Manchester Railway” by Frances Ann Kemble

The railway connecting the port of Liverpool with the city of Manchester was the first for which high-speed locomotives
were designed. This excerpt, from Frances Ann Kemble’s Some Recollections of a Girlhood, is an eyewitness account of
the opening of the Liverpool Manchester Railway on September 15, 1830. What were her impressions of this historic train
ride?

We started on Wednesday last, to the number of about eight hundred people, in carriages. The most intense curiosity
and excitement prevailed, and, though the weather was uncertain, enormous masses of densely packed people lined the
road, shouting and waving hats and handkerchiefs as we flew by them. What with the sight and sound of these cheering
multitudes and the tremendous velocity with which we were borne past them, my spirits rose to the true champagne
height, and | never enjoyed anything so much as the first hour of our progress. | had been unluckily separated from my
mother in the first distribution of places, but by an exchange of seats which she was enabled to make she rejoined me
when | was at the height of my ecstasy, which was considerably damped by finding that she was frightened to death. . ..
While | was chewing the cud of this disappointment . .. a man flew by us, calling out through a speaking trumpet to stop
the engine, for that somebody in the directors’ carriage had sustained an injury. We were all stopped accordingly, and
presently a hundred voices were heard exclaiming that Mr. Huskisson was killed; the confusion that ensued is
indescribable; the calling out from carriage to carriage to ascertain the truth, the contrary reports which were sent back
to us, the hundred questions eagerly uttered at once, and the repeated and urgent demands for surgical assistance,
created a sudden turmoil that was quite sickening. At last we distinctly ascertained that the unfortunate man’s thigh was
broken. From Lady Wilton, who was in the Duke’s carriage, and within three yards of the spot where the accident
happened, | had the following details, the horror of witnessing which we were spared through our situation behind the
great carriage. The engine had stopped to take in a supply of water, and several of the gentlemen in the directors’
carriage had jumped out to look about them. Lord Wilton, Count Batthyany, Count Matuscenitz, and Mr. Huskisson
among the rest were standing talking in the middle of the road, when an engine on the other line, which was parading
up and down merely to show its speed, was seen coming down upon them like lightning. The most active of those in
peril sprang back into their seats; Lord Wilton saved his life only by rushing behind the Duke’s carriage, and Count
Matuscenitz had but just leaped into it, with the engine all but touching his heels as he did so; while poor Mr. Huskisson,
less active from the effects of age and ill-health, bewildered, too, by the frantic cries of ‘Stop the engine! Clear the
track!” that resounded on all sides, completely lost his head, looked helplessly to the right and left, and was
instantaneously prostrated by the fatal machine, which dashed down like a thunderbolt upon him, and passed over his
leg, smashing and mangling it in the most horrible way. (Lady Wilton said she distinctly heard the crushing of the bone.)
So terrible was the effect of the appalling accident that, except that ghastly ‘crushing’ and poor Mrs. Huskisson’s piercing
shriek, not a sound was heard or a word uttered among the immediate spectators of the catastrophe.

QUESTIONS

1. How many people rode on the first train ride on the Liverpool-Manchester Railway?

2. What happened to William Huskisson?

3. Based on your reading of this excerpt, how do you know that the Liverpool-Manchester Railway was an
important improvement in transportation during the Industrial Revolution?



Source #2 (Primary Source)
Testimony on Child Labor in Britain

During the 1800s there were few laws in Britain requlating the employment of children. Elizabeth Bentley testified before
a parliamentary committee investigating conditions among child laborers in Britain’s textile industry. As you read this
portion of her testimony, think about the hardships she describes.

CommiTTEE: What age are you?
BenTLEY: Twenty-three.

: What was your business in that mill?

: | was a little doffer.

: What were your hours of labour in that mill?

: From 5 in the morning till 9 at night, when they
were thronged.

C: For how long a time together have you worked
that excessive length of time?

B: For about a year.

C: What were the usual hours of labour when you
were not so thronged?

B: From six in the morning till 7 at night.

C: What time was allowed for meals?

B: Forty minutes at noon.

C: Had you any time to get your breakfast or
drinking?

B: No, we had to get it as we could.

C: Do you consider doffing a laborious employment?
B: Yes.

C: Explain what you had to do.

B: When the frames are full, they have to stop the
frames, and take the flyers off, and take the full
bobbins off, and carry them to the roller, and
then put empty ones on, and set the frame
going again.

C: Does that keep you constantly on your feet?

C: Where do you live?

B: At Leeds.

C: What time did you begin work at the factory?
B: When | was six years old.

C: At whose factory did you work?
B: Mr Burk’s.

C: What kind of mill is it?

B: Flax mill.

C

B

C

B

B: Yes, there are so many frames and they run so quick...

C: You are considerably deformed in person as a
consequence of this labour?

B: Yes | am.

C: And what time did it come on?

B: | was about 13 years old when it began coming, and it
has got worse since; it is five years since my mother died,
and my mother was never able to get me a good pair of
stays to hold me up, and when my mother died | had to
do for myself, and got me a pair.

C: Were you perfectly straight and healthy before

you worked at a mill?

B: Yes, | was as straight a little girl as ever went up

and down town.

C: Were you straight till you were 13?

B: Yes, | was.

C: Did your deformity come

upon you with much

pain and weariness?

B: Yes, | cannot express the pain all the time it was
coming.

C: Do you know of anybody that has been similarly
injured in their health?

B: Yes, in their health, but not many deformed as |

am.

C: It is very common to have weak ankles and

crooked knees?

B: Yes, very common indeed.

C: This is brought on by stopping the spindle?

B: Yes.

C: Where are you now?

B: In the poorhouse.

Elizabeth Bentley in Report of Parliamentary Committee on the Bill
to Regulate the Labour of Children in Mills and Factories (1832).
Reprinted in John Carey, ed., Eyewitness to History (New York: Avon
Books, 1987), 295—-298.

WRITING ACTIVITY- CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS

OPTION 1:

Imagine that you are a child who works in a textile mill. Write a diary entry in which you describe your work

life and then share it with classmates.

OPTION 2:

Imagine yourself as a member of the parliamentary committee investigating child labor in the textile
industry. Write a list of ten questions (not asked in the testimony above) that you might want to ask

witnesses like Elizabeth Bentley.



Source #3 (Literature Selection)
From Mary Barton by Elizabeth Gaskell

The English author Elizabeth Gaskell lived in Manchester, England, when it was a booming industrial center. Writing about social
conditions during the Industrial Revolution, Gaskell drew on her firsthand knowledge as she wrote her first novel. Mary Barton,
which was published in 1848, provides a vivid description of life in an industrial city during the 1840s. As you read this passage, think
about the workers’ complaints and the actions they take to improve conditions. Keep in mind that Gaskell uses dialect to capture the
way characters speak.

or three years past, trade had been getting
worse and worse, and the price of provisions
higher and higher. This disparity between the

amount of the earnings of the working classes, and

the price of their food, occasioned in more cases
than could well be imagined, disease and death.

many instances the sufferers wept first, and then
they cursed. Their vindictive feelings exhibited
themselves in rabid politics. And when I hear, as |
have heard, of the sufferings and privations of the
poor. or provision shops where ha’porths of tea,
sugar, butter, and even flour, were sold to accom-

modate the indigent.—of parents sitting in their
clothes by the fire-side during the whole night for
seven weeks together. in order that their only bed
and bedding might be reserved for the use of their
large faml[\,—of others sleeping upon the cold
hearth-stone for weeks in succession, without ade-
quate means of providing themselves with food or
fuel (and this in the depth of winter),—of others
being compelled to fast for days

Whole families together, uncheered by any hope
of better fortune, hvmg._ Moreover,

went th rough a or rather starving, in a crowded

gradual starvation. garret, or damp cellar, and gradu-
ally sinking under the pressure of
want and despair into a premature
grave; and when this has been confirmed by the
evidence of their careworn looks, their excited feel-
ings, and their desolate homes,—can I wonder that
many of them, in such times of misery and destitu-
tion, spoke and acted with ferocious precipitation?
An idea was now springing up among the opera-
tives, that originated with the Chartists, but which
came at last to be cherished as a darling child by
many and many a one. They could not believe that
government knew of their misery: they rather chose
to think it possible that men could voluntarily
assume the office of legislators for a nation ignorant
of its real state; as who should make domestic rules
for the pretty behaviour of children without caring
to know that those children had been kept for days
without food. Besides, the starving multitudes had
heard that the very existence of their distress had

Whole families went through a gradual starvation.
They only wanted a Dante to record their suffer-
ings. And yet even his words would fall short of the
awful truth: they could only present an outline of
the tremendous facts of the destitution that sur-
rounded thousands upon thousands in the terrible
years 1839, 1840, and 1841. Even philanthropists
who had studied the subject, were forced to own
themselves perplexed in the
endeavour to ascertain the real
causes of the misery: the whole
matter was of so complicated a
nature that it became next to
impossible to understand it thor-
oughly. It need excite no surprise
then to learn that a bad feeling between working-
men and the upper classes became very strong in
this season of privation. The indigence and suffer-
ings of the operatives induced a suspicion in the
minds of many of them, that their legislators, their
magistrates, their emplm ers, and even the minis-
ters of religion, were. in general, their oppressors
and enemies; and were in league for their prostra-
tion and enthralment. The most deplorable and
enduring evil that arose out of the period of com-
mercial depression to which I refer, was this feeling
of alienation between the different classes of soci-
ety. It is so impossible to describe, or even faintly
to picture, the state of distress which prevailed in
the town at that time, that I will not attempt it; and
yet I think again that surely, in a Christian land, it
was not known even so feebly as words could tell it.

or the more happy and fortunate would have
thronged with their sympathy and their aid. In

been denied in Parliament: and though they felt
this strange and inexplicable, yet the idea that their
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misery had still to be revealed in all its depths, and
that then some remedy would be found. soothed
their aching hearts, and kept down their rising fury.

So a petition was framed. and signed by thou-
sands in the bright spring days of 1839, imploring
Parliament to hear witnesses who could testify to
the unparalleled destitution of the manufacturing
districts. Nottingham, Sheffield, Glasgow.
Manchester, and many other towns were busy
appointing delegates to convey this petition, who
might speak. not merely of what they had seen and
had heard. but from what they had
bome and suffered. Life-worn,
gaunt. anxious, hunger-stamped
men, were those delegates.

One of them was John Barton.
He would have been ashamed to
own the flutter of spirits his
appointment gave him. There was
the childish delight of seeing
London—that went a little way,
and but a little way. There was the
vain idea of speaking out his
notions before so many grand
folk—that went a little further:
and last, there was the really pure gladness of heart
arising from the idea that he was one of those cho-
sen to be instruments in making known the distress-
es of the people, and consequently in procuring
them some grand relief, by means of which they
should never suffer want or care any more. He
hoped largely, but vaguely, of the results of his
expedition. An argosy of the precious hopes of
many otherwise despairing creatures, was that peti-
tion to be heard conceming their sufferings.

The night before the morning on which the
Manchester delegates were to leave for London,
Barton might be said to hold a levee, so many
neighbours came dropping in. Job Legh had early
established himself and his pipe by John Barton's
fire, not saying much, but puffing away, and imag-
ining himself of use in adjusting the smoothing-
irons that hung before the fire, ready for Mary
when she should want them. As for Mary, her
employment was the same as that of Beau Tibbs’
wife, “Just washing her father’s two shirts,” in the
pantry back-kitchen: for she was anxious about his
appearance in London. (The coat had been
redeemed, though the silk handkerchief was for-
feited.) The door stood open, as usual, between the
houseplace and back-kitchen. so she gave her

“Bless thee. lad. do
ask ’em to make th’
masters break th® .-
machines. There’s
never been good
times sin’ spinning-
jennies came up.”

greeting to their friends as they entered.

“So, John, yo're bound for London, are yoP”
said one.

“Ay. I suppose I mun go.” answered John. yield-
ing to necessity as it were.

“Well, there’s many a thing I'd like yo to speak
on to the parliament people. Thou'lt not spare “em,
John, T hope. Tell "'em our minds; how we're think-
ing we've been clemmed long enough. and we don-
not see whatten good they'n been doing. if they
can't give us what we're all crying for sin’ the day
we were born.”

“Ay, ay! I'll tell "em that, and
much more to it. when it gets to
my turn: but thou knows there’s
many will have their word afore

“Well, thou'lt speak at last.
Bless thee, lad, do ask 'em to make
th’ masters break th” machines.
There’s never been good times sin’
spinning-jennies came up.”

“Machines is th’ ruin of poor
folk.” chimed in several voices.

“For my part.” said a shivering.
half-clad man, who crept near the fire, as if ague-
stricken, “I would like thee to tell ‘em to pass th’
short-hours” bill. Flesh and blood gets wearied wi’
so much work: why should factory hands work so
much longer nor other trades? Just ask ‘em that,
Barton. will ye?”

Barton was saved the necessity of answering, by
the entrance of Mrs. Davenport, the poor widow
he had been so kind to: she looked half-fed. and
eager, but was decently clad. In her hand she
brought a little newspaper parcel, which she took
to Mary, who opened it, and then called out, dan-
gling a shirt collar from her soapy fingers:

“See, father, what a dandy you'll be in London!
Mrs. Davenport has brought vou this; made new
cut, all after the fashion.—Thank you for thinking
on him.”

“Eh, Mary!” said Mrs. Davenport. in a low
voice. “What-ten’s all I can do, to what he’s done
for me and mine? But, Mary, sure 1 can help ye, for
you'll be busy wi’ this journey.”

“Just help me wring these out. and then I'll take
‘em to th” mangle.”

So Mrs. Davenport became a listener to the
conversation; and after a while joined in.

“T'm sure, John Barton, if yo are taking messages
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to the parliament folk. yo'll not object to telling ‘em
what a sore trial it is, this law o’ theirs, keeping
childer fra’ factory work, whether they be weakly or
strong. There’s our Ben: why. porridge seems to go
no way wi him, he eats so much: and I han gotten
no money to send him t" school, as I would like:
and there he is, rampaging about th’ streets a’ day,
getting hungrier and hungrier, and picking up a’
manner o bad ways; and th” inspector won't let him
in to work in th’ ﬂlctor\ because he’s not right age:
though he’s twice as strong as Sankey little ritling
[probably a corruption of * nc]\etlmz a child that
suffers from the rickets]—a weakling of a lad, as
works till he cries for his legs achm" so, though he
is nght age, and better.”

“I've one plan I wish to tell _[ohn Barton,” said a
pompous, careful-speaking man, “and I should like
him for to lay it afore the honourable house. My
mother comed out o” Oxfordshire, and were under-
laundry-maid in Sir Francis Dashwood’s family: and
when we were little ones. she’d tell us stories of
their grandeur: and one thing she named were, that
Sir Francis wore two shirts a day. Now he were all
as one as a parliament man; and many on ‘em, I
han no doubt, are like extravagant. Just tell ‘'em
John. do, that they'd be domg th” Lancashire
weavers a great kindness, if they'd ha” their shirts a’
made o’ calico; ‘twould make trade brisk, that
would, wi’ the power o’ shirts they wear.”

Job Legh now put in his word. Taking the pipe
out of his mouth, and addressing the last speaker,
he said:

“T'll tell ye what, Bill, and no offence mind ye:
there’s but hundreds of them parliament folk as
wear so many shirts to their back: but there’s thou-
sands and thousands o’ poor weavers as han only
gotten one shirt i’ th” world; ay, and don’t know

where t” get another when that rag’s done, though
they're turning out miles o’ calico every day; and
many o mile o't is lying in warehouses, stopping up
trade for want o purchasers. Yo take my advice,
John Barton, and ask parliament to set trade free.
so as workmen can earn a decent wage, and buy
their two, ay and three, shirts a year; that would
make weaving brisk.”

He put his pipe in his mouth again, and redou-
bled his puffing to make up for lost time.

“I'm afeard, neighbours " said John Barton,

“I've not much chance o telling ‘em all yo say; what
I think on. is just speaking out about the dlstress
that they say is nought. When they hear o’ children
bom on wet flags, without a rag t” cover ‘em. or a
bit 0" food for th’ mother; when they hear of folk
lying down to die i’ th” streets, or hiding their want
i’ some hole o’ a cellar till death come to set 'em
free: and when they hear o” all this plague, pesti-
lence, and famine, they’ll surely do somewhat wiser
for us than we can guess at now. Howe’er, I han no
objection, if so be there’s an opening to speak up
for what yo say: anyhow, I'll do my best, and yo see
now, if better times don’t come after Parliament

knows all.”

WRITING ACTIVITY- CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS

OPTION 1:

Prepare a list of workers’ grievances (at least five) that John Barton might present to Parliament.

OPTION 2:
Make a cause-and-effect diagram (at least three causes/effects) to illustrate how workers in Manchester

were affected by an economic depression during the years 1839 to 1841.
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PART #6

Create the charts below on your own sheet of paper INCLUDING THE NUMBERING. Use the
information from the “Reforming the Industrial World” reading to analyze the beliefs of
economic philosophers and social reformers. After completing the chart answer the
question at the bottom of the page.

Economic Philosophers What were the basic ideas of each philosopher?

1. Adam Smith

2. Thomas Malthus

3. David Ricardo

Social Reformers How did each reformer try to correct the problems of
industrialization?

4. John Stuart Mill

5. Robert Owen

6. Charles Fourier and Henri de
Saint-Simon

7. Karl Marx and Friedrich
Engels

8. William Wilberforce

9. Jane Addams

10.Horace Mann

11.Explain why workers formed unions. Include the following concepts in your answer: laissez
faire, union, collective bargaining, and strike.




REFORMING THE INDUSTRIAL WORLD

SETTING THE STAGE In industrialized countries in the 19th century, the Industrial Revolution opened a wide gap
between the rich and the poor. Business leaders believed that governments should stay out of business and
economic affairs. Reformers, however, felt that governments needed to play an active role to improve conditions for
the poor. Workers also demanded more rights and protection. They formed labor unions to increase their influence.

The Philosophers of Industrialization

The term laissez faire refers to the economic policy of letting owners of industry and business set working
conditions without interference. This policy favors a free market unregulated by the government. The term is French
for “let do,” and by extension, “let people do as they please.”

Laissez-faire Economics

Laissez-faire economics stemmed from French economic philosophers of the Enlightenment. They criticized the
idea that nations grow wealthy by placing heavy tariffs on foreign goods. In fact, they argued, government
regulations only interfered with the production of wealth. These philosophers believed that if government allowed
free trade—the flow of commerce in the world market without government regulation—the economy would
prosper.

Adam Smith, a professor at the University of Glasgow, Scotland, defended the idea of a free economy, or free
markets, in his 1776 book The Wealth of Nations. According to Smith, economic liberty guaranteed economic
progress. As a result, government should not interfere. Smith’s arguments rested on what he called the three
natural laws of economics:

o the law of self-interest—People work for their own good.

o the law of competition—Competition forces people to make a better product.

e the law of supply and demand—Enough goods would be produced at the lowest possible price to meet

demand in a market economy.

The Economists of Capitalism

Smith’s basic ideas were supported by British economists Thomas Malthus and David Ricardo. Like Smith, they
believed that natural laws governed economic life. Their important ideas were the foundation of laissez-faire
capitalism. Capitalism is an economic system in which the factors of production are privately owned and money is
invested in business ventures to make a profit. These ideas also helped bring about the Industrial Revolution.

In An Essay on the Principle of Population, written in 1798, Thomas Malthus argued that population tended to
increase more rapidly than the food supply. Without wars and epidemics to kill off the extra people, most were
destined to be poor and miserable. The predictions of Malthus seemed to be coming true in the 1840s.

David Ricardo, a wealthy stockbroker, took Malthus’s theory one step further in his book, Principles of Political
Economy and Taxation (1817). Like Malthus, Ricardo believed that a permanent underclass would always be poor. In
a market system, if there are many workers and abundant resources, then labor and resources are cheap. If there
are few workers and scarce resources, then they are expensive. Ricardo believed that wages would be forced down
as population increased.

Laissez-faire thinkers such as Smith, Malthus, and Ricardo opposed government efforts to help poor workers.
They thought that creating minimum wage laws and better working conditions would upset the free market system,
lower profits, and undermine the production of wealth in society.

The Rise of Socialism
In contrast to laissez-faire philosophy, which advised governments to leave business alone, other theorists
believed that governments should intervene. These thinkers believed that wealthy people or the
government must take action to improve people’s lives. The French writer Alexis de Tocqueville gave a
warning:
Consider what is happening among the working classes. . . . Do you not see spreading among
them, little by little, opinions and ideas that aim not to overturn such and such a ministry, or



such laws, or such a government, but society itself, to shake it to the foundations upon which it
now rests? ALEXIS DE TOCQUEVILLE, 1848 speech

Utilitarianism

English philosopher Jeremy Bentham modified the ideas of Adam Smith. In the late 1700s, Bentham
introduced the philosophy of utilitarianism. Bentham wrote his most influential works in the late 1700s.
According to Bentham’s theory, people should judge ideas, institutions, and actions on the basis of their
utility, or usefulness. He argued that the government should try to promote the greatest good for the
greatest number of people. A government policy was only useful if it promoted this goal. Bentham believed
that in general the individual should be free to pursue his or her own advantage without interference from the state.

John Stuart Mill, a philosopher and economist, led the utilitarian movement in the 1800s. Mill came to question
unregulated capitalism. He believed it was wrong that workers should lead deprived lives that sometimes bordered
on starvation. Mill wished to help ordinary working people with policies that would lead to a more equal division of
profits. He also favored a cooperative system of agriculture and women'’s rights, including the right to vote. Mill
called for the government to do away with great differences in wealth. Utilitarians also pushed for reforms in the
legal and prison systems and in education.

Utopian Ideas

Other reformers took an even more active approach. Shocked by the misery and poverty of the working class, a
British factory owner named Robert Owen improved working conditions for his employees. Near his cotton mill in
New Lanark, Scotland, Owen built houses, which he rented at low rates. He prohibited children under ten from
working in the mills and provided free schooling.

Then, in 1824, he traveled to the United States. He founded a cooperative community called New Harmony in
Indiana, in 1825. He intended this community to be a utopia, or perfect living place. New Harmony lasted only three
years but inspired the founding of other communities.

Socialism

French reformers such as Charles Fourier, Saint-Simon, and others sought to offset the ill effects of
industrialization with a new economic system called socialism. In socialism, the factors of production are owned by
the public and operate for the welfare of all.

Socialism grew out of an optimistic view of human nature, a belief in progress, and a concern for social justice.
Socialists argued that the government should plan the economy rather than depend on free-market capitalism to do
the job. They argued that government control of factories, mines, railroads, and other key industries would end
poverty and promote equality. Public ownership, they believed, would help workers, who were at the mercy of their
employers. Some socialists— such as Louis Blanc—advocated change through extension of the right to vote.

Marxism: Radical Socialism

The writings of a German journalist named Karl Marx introduced the world to a radical type of socialism called
Marxism. Marx and Friedrich Engels, a German whose father owned a textile mill in Manchester, outlined their ideas
in a 23-page pamphlet called The Communist Manifesto.

The Communist Manifesto

In their manifesto, Marx and Engels argued that human societies have always been divided into warring classes.
In their own time, these were the middle class “haves” or employers, called the bourgeoisie, and the “have-nots” or
workers, called the proletariat. While the wealthy controlled the means of producing goods, the poor performed
backbreaking labor under terrible conditions.

According to Marx and Engels, the Industrial Revolution had enriched the wealthy and impoverished the poor.
The two writers predicted that the workers would overthrow the owners: “The proletarians have nothing to lose but
their chains. They have a world to win. Workingmen of all countries, unite.”



The Future According to Marx

Marx believed that the capitalist system, which produced the Industrial Revolution, would eventually destroy
itself in the following way. Factories would drive small artisans out of business, leaving a small number of
manufacturers to control all the wealth. The large proletariat would revolt, seize the factories and mills from the
capitalists, and produce what society needed. Workers, sharing in the profits, would bring about economic equality
for all people. The workers would control the government in a “dictatorship of the proletariat.” After a period of
cooperative living and education, the state or government would wither away as a classless society developed.

Marx called this final phase pure communism. Marx described communism as a form of complete socialism in
which the means of production—all land, mines, factories, railroads, and businesses—would be owned by the
people. Private property would in effect cease to exist. All goods and services would be shared equally.

Published in 1848, The Communist Manifesto produced few short-term results. Though widespread revolts
shook Europe during 1848 and 1849, Europe’s leaders eventually put down the uprisings. Only after the turn of the
century did the fiery Marxist pamphlet produce explosive results. In the 1900s, Marxism inspired revolutionaries
such as Russia’s Lenin, China’s Mao Zedong, and Cuba’s Fidel Castro. These leaders adapted Marx’s beliefs to their
own specific situations and needs.

In The Communist Manifesto, Marx and Engels stated their belief that economic forces alone dominated society.
Time has shown, however, that religion, nationalism, ethnic loyalties, and a desire for democratic reforms may be as
strong influences on history as economic forces. In addition, the gap between the rich and the poor within the
industrialized countries failed to widen in the way that Marx and Engels predicted, mostly because of the various
reforms enacted by governments.

Labor Unions and Reform Laws

Factory workers faced long hours, dirty and dangerous working conditions, and the threat of being laid off. By the
1800s, working people became more active in politics. To press for reforms, workers joined together in voluntary
labor associations called unions.

Unionization

A union spoke for all the workers in a particular trade. Unions engaged in collective bargaining, negotiations
between workers and their employers. They bargained for better working conditions and higher pay. If factory
owners refused these demands, union members could strike, or refuse to work.

Skilled workers led the way in forming unions because their special skills gave them extra bargaining power.
Management would have trouble replacing such skilled workers as carpenters, printers, and spinners. Thus, the
earliest unions helped the lower middle class more than they helped the poorest workers.

The union movement underwent slow, painful growth in both Great Britain and the United States. For years, the
British government denied workers the right to form unions. The government saw unions as a threat to social order
and stability. Indeed, the Combination Acts of 1799 and 1800 outlawed unions and strikes. Ignoring the threat of jail
or job loss, factory workers joined unions anyway. Parliament finally repealed the Combination Acts in 1824. After
1825, the British government unhappily tolerated unions.

British unions had shared goals of raising wages for their members and improving working conditions. By 1875,
British trade unions had won the right to strike and picket peacefully. They had also built up a membership of about
1 million people.

In the United States, skilled workers had belonged to unions since the early 1800s. In 1886, several unions joined
together to form the organization that would become the American Federation of Labor (AFL). A series of successful
strikes won AFL members higher wages and shorter hours.

Reform Laws

Eventually, reformers and unions forced political leaders to look into the abuses caused by industrialization. In
both Great Britain and the United States, new laws reformed some of the worst abuses of industrialization. In the
1820s and 1830s, for example, Parliament began investigating child labor and working conditions in factories and
mines. As a result of its findings, Parliament passed the Factory Act of 1833. The new law made it illegal to hire
children under 9 years old. Children from the ages of 9 to 12 could not work more than 8 hours a day. Young people
from 13 to 17 could not work more than 12 hours. In 1842, the Mines Act prevented women and children from
working underground.



In 1847, the Parliament passed a bill that helped working women as well as their children. The Ten Hours Act of
1847 limited the workday to ten hours for women and children who worked in factories.

Reformers in the United States also passed laws to protect child workers. In 1904, a group of progressive
reformers organized the National Child Labor Committee to end child labor. Arguing that child labor lowered wages
for all workers, union members joined the reformers. Together they pressured national and state politicians to ban
child labor and set maximum working hours.

In 1919, the U.S. Supreme Court objected to a federal child labor law, ruling that it interfered with states’ rights
to regulate labor. However, individual states were allowed to limit the working hours of women and, later, of men.

The Reform Movement Spreads

Almost from the beginning, reform movements rose in response to the negative impact of industrialization.
These reforms included improving the workplace and extending the right to vote to working-class men. The same
impulse toward reform, along with the ideals of the French Revolution, also helped to end slavery and promote new
rights for women and children.

The Abolition of Slavery

William Wilberforce, a highly religious man, was a member of Parliament who led the fight for abolition—the
end of the slave trade and slavery in the British Empire. Parliament passed a bill to end the slave trade in the British
West Indies in 1807. After he retired from Parliament in 1825, Wilberforce continued his fight to free the slaves.
Britain finally abolished slavery in its empire in 1833.

British antislavery activists had mixed motives. Some, such as the abolitionist Wilberforce, were morally against
slavery. Others viewed slave labor as an economic threat. Furthermore, a new class of industrialists developed who
supported cheap labor rather than slave labor. They soon gained power in Parliament.

In the United States the movement to fulfill the promise of the Declaration of Independence by ending slavery
grew in the early 1800s. The enslavement of African people finally ended in the United States when the Union won
the Civil War in 1865. Then, enslavement persisted in the Americas only in Puerto Rico, Cuba, and Brazil. In Puerto
Rico, slavery was ended in 1873. Spain finally abolished slavery in its Cuban colony in 1886. Not until 1888 did
Brazil’s huge enslaved population win freedom.

The Fight for Women's Rights

The Industrial Revolution proved a mixed blessing for women. On the one hand, factory work offered higher
wages than work done at home. Women spinners in Manchester, for example, earned much more money than
women who stayed home to spin cotton thread. On the other hand, women factory workers usually made only one-
third as much money as men did.

Women led reform movements to address this and other pressing social issues. During the mid-1800s, for
example, women formed unions in the trades where they dominated. In Britain, some women served as safety
inspectors in factories where other women worked. In the United States, college-educated women like Jane Addams
ran settlement houses. These community centers served the poor residents of slum neighborhoods.

In both the United States and Britain, women who had rallied for the abolition of slavery began to wonder why
their own rights should be denied on the basis of gender. The movement for women'’s rights began in the United
States as early as 1848. Women activists around the world joined to found the International Council for Women in
1888. Delegates and observers from 27 countries attended the council’s 1899 meeting.

Reforms Spread to Many Areas of Life

In the United States and Western Europe, reformers tried to correct the problems troubling the newly
industrialized nations. Public education and prison reform ranked high on the reformers’ lists.

One of the most prominent U.S. reformers, Horace Mann of Massachusetts, favored free public education for all
children. Mann, who spent his own childhood working at hard labor, warned, “If we do not prepare children to
become good citizens . . . if we do not enrich their minds with knowledge, then our republic must go down to
destruction.” By the 1850s, many states were starting public school systems. In Western Europe, free public
schooling became available in the late 1800s.



In 1831, French writer Alexis de Tocqueville had contrasted the brutal conditions in American prisons to the
“extended liberty” of American society. Those who sought to reform prisons emphasized the goal of providing
prisoners with the means to lead to useful lives upon release.

During the 1800s, democracy grew in industrialized countries even as foreign expansion increased. The
industrialized democracies faced new challenges both at home and abroad.



