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Principles of Political Economy
Laissez-faire, in short, should be the general practice: every departure, unless
required by some great good, is a certain evil.

(3% oA & 88 B] 2k il &b Ak A2 )
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.....We have observed that, as a general rule, the business of life is better
performed when those who have an immediate interest in it are left to take their
own course, uncontrolled either by the mandate of the law or by the meddling
(F#) of any public functionary. The persons, or some of the persons, who
do the work, are likely to be better judges than the government, of the means of
attaining the particular end at which they aim. Were we to suppose, what is not
very probable, that the government has possessed itself of the best knowledge
which had been acquired up to a given time by the persons most skilled in the
occupation; even then, the individual agents have so much stronger and more
direct an interest in the result, that the means are far more likely to be improved
and perfected if left to their uncontrolled choice.
.....Now any well-intentioned and tolerably civilized government may think,
without presumption, that it does or ought to possess a degree of cultivation
above the average of the community which it rules, and that it should therefore
be capable of offering better education and better instruction to the people, than
the greater number of them would spontaneously demand. Education, therefore,
is one of those things which it is admissible ( AJZEEH]) in principle that a
government should provide for the people. ...
(John Stuart Mill, Principles of Political Economy, Book V, ch.XI, 1909, pp.
945-7)
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Lectures on the Industrial Revolution

An agrarian revolution plays as large part in the great industrial change of the
end of the eighteenth century as does the revolution in manufacturing industries,
to which attention is more usually directed. Our next inquiry must therefore be:
What were the agricultural changes which led to this noticeable decrease in the
rural population? The three most effective causes were: the destruction of the
common-field system of cultivation; the enclosure, on a large scale, of common
and waste lands; and the consolidation of small farms into large. We have
already seen that while between 1710- and 1760 some 300,000 acres were
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enclosed, between 1760 and 1843 nearly 7,000,000 underwent the same
process. Closely connected with the enclosure system was the substitution of
large for small farms...The consolidation of farms reduced the number of
farmers, while the enclosures drove the labourers off the land, as it became
impossible for them to exist without their rights of pasturage for sheep and
geese o common lands. Severely, however, as these changes bore upon the rural
population, they wrought, without doubt, distinct improvement from an
agricultural point of view. They meant the substitution of scientific for
unscientific culture.

(Arnold Toynbee, Lectures on the Industrial Revolution, pp. 3-4)
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