Arnold Toynbee – The chief features of the Industrial Revolution
In his essay, Arnold Toynbee describes the most relevant aspects of the Industrial Revolution. 
First of all, he puts into focus the meaning and the great importance of the process.
 It is a radical change in the system of production: the medieval regulations which previously controlled the economic system, were replaced by free competition. 
It is important because it affected not only England, but the whole Europe. Indeed, it gave birth to two systems of thought: Economic Science and Socialism. 
Arnold Toynbee delved into Economic Science.

Economic Science is the study of the laws of production and distribution of wealth. It developed thanks to the publication of four seminal books by some English economists. The dates of the publications coincide with some of the most important events in the history of the late 18th and the early 19th Century.  1776 is known because of the American War of Independence and is the release date of Smith’s Wealth of Nations, investigating the causes of the English wealth. In 1798, that is in parallel with the French Revolution,  another economist, Malthus , discussed the causes of poverty in his Essay on Population. In 1817,two years after the Congress of Wien, Ricardo analyzed the laws of distribution of wealth in his essay Principles of Political Economy and Taxation. A further contribute to Economic Science was made by Mill’s Principles of Political Economy, published in 1848. The great peculiarity of Mill as an economist was his criticism in analyzing the pros and cons and the direct implications of the system of free competition. He also affirmed a critical idea: a system of free competition alone cannot work as basis of a society.
Toynbee’s essay goes on explaining  the main causes of the Industrial Revolution, that is, a rapid growth of population (+ 3% every decade)  and the decrease of agricultural population (-7% from 1811 to 1821) , thanks to two processes known as the agrarian revolution and  the revolution in manufacturing system. Their features are explained in the following paragraphs. 
The agrarian revolution basically meant: the enclosure of common lands (it was the beginning of the private property instead of the common-field system of cultivation), the unification of small and old farms into big and mechanized ones (for example, in 1795 Eden could count only two farms in a certain Dorsetshire village, in which twenty years before there had been thirty), the rotation of crops, the improvement of the breed of cattle, the introduction of the steam-plough and last but not least the institution of agricultural societies. Thanks to these innovations, there was no more need for manual laborers and, as I previously said, the number of farmers decreased. 
The revolution in manufacturing system consisted of a change from a domestic to a factory system of production, due to some important mechanical discoveries. The production of cotton radically changed thanks to: Hargreaves’ spinning jenny patented in 1770, Arkwright’s water-frame, Crompton’s mule, Kelly’s self-acting mule , Watt and Boulton’s engine for a cotton-mill and Cartwright’s power-loom patented in 1785. The years from 1788 to 1803 went under the name of the “golden-age” of the cotton trade, because it trebled itself, thanks to the introduction of the above mentioned machines and to the great improvement of the means of communication. As an example, in 1792 the Grand Junction canal, 90 miles in length, linked London to Oxford and the chief midland towns and in 1830 the first railroad opened. 
Factories were born as work-shops in which traders collected great numbers of weavers and looms in order to get more products at lower prices. Unlike domestic work, factory work was made by people who didn’t own their products. It meant a crucial change in the laws of production and distribution of wealth. 
In agriculture, an enormous rise in rents was recorded (according to Porter, they at least doubled)  because money was invested in improvements. It follows that landlords, as well as factory owners became richer and richer. They ceased to work, they didn’t even individually know their workmen  and formed a new social class. On the other side, labourers’ condition was disastrous: their wages were low, fluctuations of trade made prices high and working conditions were extreme.  That’s why they joined to Trade-Unions, trying to look after their rights and fighting against capitalist employers. 
Referring to the Industrial Revolution, the essay demonstrates that free competition may produce wealth without producing well-being.

