The Market Revolution, Part 1: Industrialization
The Annotated Khan Course · Track B
U.S. History · Period 4 (1800–1848) · Step 4 of 21 · about 11 minutes

How to Read This
This is a companion, not a replacement. Watch the actual video on Khan Academy, keep this page open beside it, and pause at each timecode to read the note. Nothing here is graded.
What This Video Does
Some historians call this more revolutionary than 1776. Part 1 covers the machines that turned a nation of farmers into a nation of wage-workers — Slater’s smuggled textile mill, the Lowell women, and Whitney’s cotton gin, which Khan shows didn’t just speed up cotton but rescued and entrenched slavery itself.
In the Margins
~0:30  ·  More revolutionary than the Revolution?  Khan opens with the classic AP question — and means it. 1776 changed who governed; the Market Revolution changed how ordinary people lived, worked, and earned every single day. Hold the claim; the period finale will ask you to judge it.
~3:00  ·  Slater the Traitor.  Britain guarded its textile-mill designs so jealously it was illegal to export the plans — so Samuel Slater memorized them and smuggled the knowledge out in his head. Technology is power, and nations hoard it. (We live through our own version of that fight — who owns the machine that makes the machines?)
~5:00  ·  The Lowell women.  Factories clustered on rivers for water power, and Lowell, Massachusetts hired young women — partly because they could be paid less. Khan holds both truths at once: brutal 12-hour days for about $3 a week, and the first chance many women ever had to earn their own money and live beyond a father’s household. A grim opportunity is still an opportunity. Don’t flatten either half.
~8:00  ·  The cotton gin — the machine that saved slavery.  Underline this. Before Whitney’s gin (1793), separating cotton from seed was so slow that slavery was becoming unprofitable and might have died on its own. The gin let one person do the work of fifty — and made cotton, and therefore slavery, wildly profitable again. Khan says it plainly: without the cotton gin, the U.S. might have abolished slavery decades earlier. A labor-saving device that doomed millions to bondage. This is the engine of Movement Three’s “machine and its fault line.”
~10:30  ·  The human cost, in one sentence.  The same inventions that let some Americans earn wages for the first time also entrenched slavery until a war ended it. Progress and atrocity, driven by the very same machines. Carry that doubleness through the whole period.

After You Watch — Questions to Sit With
1. The cotton gin was a labor-saving invention that vastly expanded slavery. How do you hold the idea that a machine meant to reduce work multiplied human bondage?
1. The Lowell mills were brutal AND liberating for the women who worked them. Can both be fully true? Which mattered more?
1. Britain made it illegal to export mill designs; Slater smuggled them in his memory. Who should own knowledge that powerful — and what’s today’s version of that fight?
An Invitation to Write
The machine that saved slavery.  Using the cotton gin, argue that technology is never neutral — that the same invention can free one group and enslave another. Tie it to Movement Three.
Where This Connects
1. Back to Track A:  the cotton gin IS the machine of Movement Three’s fault line.
1. Next:  part 2 — the canals, steamboats, and telegraph that collapsed distance.
↩  Return to the Hub
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