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The Class Struggle in the 1800’s

The class struggle in America during 1800’s had a significant impact in American society. Howard Zinn, author of A People’s History of the United States, and Paul Johnson, author of A History of the American People, had a different perspective and a different opinion on this class struggle. 

According the A People’s History of the United States before the 1842 the state of Rhode Island would only allow citizens to vote only if he or she owned land. But the Dorr Rebellion changed that, in early 1842, an organization called Rhode Island Suffrage Association led by Thomas Dorr had drafted a new constitution in Rhode Island and invited votes on it, in the unofficial election elected Dorr to be governor in this unofficial legislature. He led a fiasco attacked on the state arsenal, but the attacked failed and Dorr fled outside the state. The Dorr Rebellion was failed but in a way it was partially succeed, after the rebellion a new constitution offered some reform including letting ordinary without land to vote with a one dollar poll tax. Surprisingly Johnson had not mentioned such event in the A History of the American People. Through out Chapter 10 of A People’s History of the United States, Zinn was focused heavily on the class struggle from the ordinary’s view, he pointed out that events such as Dorr Rebellion and The Anti-Renter movement was not usually found in textbooks and US historian often ignore this fact that class struggle had played a big part in US history during the 1800’s.

In the A People’s History of the United States, Zinn had pointed out that people in United States was in a period of rebellion and were need a slightly more democratic leader which have less control over the people and President Andrew Jackson was just a product from this need. Zinn consider the Jackson presidency as “developed naturally out of the needs of the situation.” On the other hand Johnson also points out that President Jackson is a people’s president and gained wide public support but he also points out that Jackson was a great president instead of a “developed out of need” president. Johnson pointed out that Jackson let economy expand and boom, reducing national debt, and heavily enforced tariffs to protect infant industry. But was it really the case? Was Jackson a great president that delivered all these good or was it just United States industry becoming mature and led the economy expand and boom?

Johnson argued that capitalists and monopolies had helped drive United States that a better country with luxury and better living standard out of the ordinary and in Johnson’s book he had said little about socialist movement in US during the 1800’s. Zinn pointed out that ordinaries were suffering during the 1800’s and the standard of living, the condition wasn’t improve much until the 1900’s and he argued that ordinary Americans were on the edge of revolution from capitalists and monopolies. Strikes, riots, and regional rebellion were an example on people’s hatred against monopolies and government. 

But the attention was drew away from people during the Civil War, according Zinn although the war had temporary drew attention away from the ordinaries the condition and hatred wasn’t changing much. For example there was a bread riot in Richmond in April 1863, draft riots also occurred in various north and southern cities. The problem haven’t been solved it just got a bigger cover over it. Johnson on the other hand believed majority of the population wasn’t holding a big hatred but the Civil War marked a new era in which the reconstruction brought more opportunity for business to grow and as it progress people have better condition and standard of living were better.

Despite the different view the two authors had they had a common opinion on the rich: they were very powerful and had more influence on everyone more than the rich in today’s society. Often times these monopolists in the 1800’s can influence government policy and control the working class’s life. But things were changing turning toward the end of the century and the lower class’s living condition was getting better. 

The two books and their author had a very different view in the 19th century. Johnson was focused more on political and macro economic side of American History, He considered that the immigrants was playing a major role in America’s economy growth during the 1800’s and this growth and industrialization had help built a foundation for United States to build an empire; Zinn was focused more on ordinary people of American History, he believed that America wasn’t really progressed much since the beginning of the century although ordinaries were getting better treatment toward the end of the century. However monopolist was dominated the countries economy and controlled a lot of resources and had strong influence over the government. But both author agreed that bribery within the government agencies especially from presidency adminiration was a very big problem although President such as Andrew Johnson tried to eliminate this problem it would still exist throughout the 19th century. 

Overall United States was a fairly young country during the 19th century therefore and needed guidance economically, politically, and socially; and the capitalist, democratic politician, and the ordinary peoples had finding their guide as the century progress and blood was shed. The 19th century indeed laid foundation for American values.

