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nevertheless, the first recognition of a "sense of class": many sides 
of the struggle are perceived, links are established with other 
groups of working people, and capitalists are confronted in the 
political arena." 

Thus, in the 1840s the "Lowell factory girls" had become class conscious 
enough to acknowledge their position in opposition to the "monied 
aristocracy" of capitalists. They had also become sophisticated enough to 
create labor formation and confront capitalists politically. And it's at this 
degree of sophistication and consciousness when the labor force of the 
textile mills was shifted to immigrant labor of Irish and French-Canadian 
women.^^ The American-born women workers had become too much of a 
liability for the accumulation of capital, and thus a new, weaker, insecure 
labor force had to be found. With this insecure labor, the capitalists could 
employ their usual tactics in expanding surplus-value without the fear of 
too much.of a response on the part of the exploited, defeating the labor 
movement among the American-born women textile mill workers. 

The history of the New England textile mills in the earlier 19th 
century illuminate how class develops. E.P. Thompson had said, "class 
happens when some men ... feel and articulate the identity of their 
interests as between themselves, and as against other men whose interests 
are different from (and usually opposed to) theirs." We can find that this 
is clearly illustrated in this history. E.P. Thompson' also said that if we 
stopped history at any given moment, we would not be able to perceive 
classes, and that we can only perceive them through a historical lens.^' 
The development of the class consciousness of the workers and capitalists 
over time and, more importantly, the responses of capitalists and workers 
to their class drives, that is, to the accumulation of capital and the 
expansion of surplus-value or the resistance to exploitation throughout the 
history, validate what E. P. Thompson had said about class. 
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surplus-labor to create surplus-value, which is essential to their existence 
as a capitalist. Thus, exploitation is integral to capital. The capitalist 
cannot exist as a capitalist without exploiting their workers, and must 
exploit their workers at greater rates than their competitor.^ 

The factor of competition amongst capitalists means that there must 
be more vigorous extraction of surplus-value, new methods imposed, new 
strategies for making the workers produce for the capitalist greater sums 
of money. What this means for the workers is exploitation, pain, and 
over-work. The capitalist must make his workers work harder and longer, 
and eventually, work for less pay. An increase in the productivity of the 
worker doesn't benefit anyone except the capitalist. Increased 
productivity means nothing but added stress and anxiety, greater rates of 
exploitation - "to be a productive labourer is, therefore, not a piece of 
luck, but a misfortune."^ Here we see the inherently antagonistic class 
drives of collective capital - the capitalist class, and collective labor - the 
working class. 

The methods that capitalists use to extract more surplus-labor vary. 
In 19th century New England, it's easy to see all these phenomena at 
work: the development of classes and their antagonism; the extraction of 
surplus-value, viz. the struggle over the working-day; and the 
development of the consciousness of the antagonism through the struggle 
over the working-day. The working-day is composed of two parts for the 
capitalists, one portion is necessary labor, viz. the labor necessary to 
reproduce labor, and the other portion is surplus labor, viz. the remaining 
value which is the expansion of capital.® 

The battle over the working-day begins with the prolongation of the 
working-day, what Marx termed "absolute surplus-value."' In Dover, 
New Hampshire in 1828, the capitalists of the textile mills made stricter 
regulations of the working-day, imposing fines and punishments on 
workers who did not arrive to work on time or wasted time on the job. 
This is not a prolongation of the working-day, but an enforcement of its 
limits. The women who were working in this job were from rural areas, 
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had come from the same background, shared the same values and mores, 
and would live and work together constantly. 

The living arrangements that these women had were provided by the 
companies. They were set to live together in boarding houses, and so 
along with work, these women workers were constantly together and 
formed their own values, norms, and forms of discipline. For instance, 
when a member of a boarding house violated a norm, the women 
collectively disciplined the woman by ostracizing or other means. As 
class consciousness developed among these women, the norms of dress, 
speech, relations with men, &c. began also to include attitudes regarding 
the factory, the ten-hour day, and so on. This form of collective discipline 
to the norms, not of the company, but of the women workers, functioned 
well as a method of forcing women living in these boarding houses to 
participate in labor actions and to develop class consciousness.^' Here, we 
see also the development and role of community in the development of 
class consciousness. 

The first labor action of the New England textile mill women 
workers was in 1828. It was in response to the stricter regulations 
surrounding the working-day. The way the women resisted the 
regulations and restrictions did not reflect sophisticated labor organization 
or activism. When the restrictions were made, the following Friday 3-400 
workers poured out from the factories in the first all-woman strike to burn 
several casks of gunpowder in the street.^" These kinds of actions mirror 
the kinds of actions that the Russian workers made in the late 19th 
century when industrialization was beginning there. As with the New 
England women workers, the Russian workers in the late 19th century 
were from the countryside and, as Paul Avrich describes, "Powerful 
magnets pulled them in two directions, one leading back to their 
traditional villages, the other towards a strange new world beyond their 
comprehension." The "peasant mentality" in these Russian workers was, 
like the New England women workers, "evidenced in their sporadic 
outbursts against the harassments of the factory, more akin to the 
jacqueries of an earlier age than to the organized strikes of a more mature 
proletariat."^' However unsophisticated or 'infantile' the workers were in 
this protest, their demonstration expresses an outrage of indignation and a 
primordial class consciousness. 

Years later in 1834, another strike surfaced, this time in response to 
the wage-cuts. Throughout the years, the women in the factories 
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had the capitalists betray their paternalistic facade," and reveal their 
'vampiric hunger' for the accumulation of capital. 

There was another strike in 1836. It came in reaction to another 
wage cut at 5%. The strike was even more intense than in 1834, and thus 
the punitive measures of the capitalists likewise had to be intensified. 
The strikes, although more sophisticated than before, which I will 
elaborate below, failed, and hundreds of the strikers were blacklisted.'® 

In the 1840s the textile mills began to intensify the process of 
production to increase productivity. More commodities are produced, 
while the same wages are paid, thus the extraction of surplus-value is 
greater. This is what Marx terms relative surplus-value." A more efficient 
productivity means a greater production of relative surplus-value. If a 
capitalist is able to produce twice as many commodities as his neighbor 
capitalists, then they are at the value socially necessary, and he is able to 
sell them cheaper than his neighbors, significantly expanding his capital. 
However, once this capitalist's neighbors catch on, and rearrange the 
labor-process in their factories to match his production rates, the socially 
necessary labor-time is adjusted, the value of the product diminishes, and 
the capitalist is left without his advantage." So there is a motive for each 
capitalist to cheapen his commodities by increasing productivity, a class 
drive to intensify the labor-process. This is competition, and its 
consequences for labor are severe. 

Labor was divided further according to quality of fabric and task, 
enabling the use of the machinery at greater speeds. Along with that, the 
workers were working now more than one loom simultaneously. Also, 
the speeds of the looms were increasing as the years wore on." This work 
intensification, an increase in productivity and thus surplus-value, did not 
coincide with an increased wage. A woman describes how she works 
more and more looms at faster speeds but still earns around the same pay. 

In May, 1842, the last month before the reduction of wages, I 
tended two looms, running at the rate of 140 beats of the late per 
minute. In twenty-four days I earned 14 dollars and 52 cents. In 
the next month, June, when speed and prices had both been 
reduced, I tended four looms, at a speed of 100, and earned in 24 
days, 13 dollars 52 cents ... In January 1843, the speed was raised 
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