Adam Smith presumption-of-liberty quotations
Collected by Daniel Klein                                   (Notation: 678.38 means page 678, paragraph 38.)

In an article noted for documenting Smith’s departures from, or exceptions to, the liberty principle (or laissez-faire), Jacob Viner wrote:

There is no possible room for doubt, however, that Smith in general believed that there was, to say the least, a strong presumption against government activity beyond its fundamental duties of protection against its foreign foes and maintenance of justice. (Viner 1927, 219, bold added)
There are many passages in Smith that clearly favor liberty, even “perfect liberty.” One example is what he says of the school of French Oeconomists (Physiocrats): “in representing perfect liberty as the only effectual expedient for rendering this annual reproduction the greatest possible, its doctrine seems to be in every respect as just as it is generous and liberal” (WN 678.38).

And there are quite a few passages in which Smith gets passionate and pounds the fist for liberty, such as at 138.12 (“plain violation of this most sacred property”) and 582.44 (“the most sacred rights of mankind”), to give just two of the more famous examples. At 687.50-51 he expounds “the obvious and simple system of natural liberty” with the three functions of government.
I think it is fair to say that Smith saw liberty as the other side of the coin of (commutative) justice, that Jim enjoys liberty in others (including the “superior”) not acting in ways (commutatively) unjust to him.  Smith’s fullest characterization of (commutative) justice in TMS is at 84.2 (“The most sacred laws of justice”). The characterization there sounds plainly congruent with libertarian ideas of liberty (property, consent, and contract). Note, however, that elsewhere Smith includes reputation.
I think Smith would have been dismayed by the subversion of the liberal lexicon, in particular of the implicit premise of the collectivist configuration of ownership, with the state/people/government as encompassing overlord. Smith imputed a kind of legal positivism to Thomas Hobbes, and explained the errors of “so odious a doctrine” (TMS, 318.3). He also condemned Colbert’s management of the French economy “upon the same model as the departments of a public office,” and contrasted it with “allowing every man to pursue his own interest in his own way, upon the liberal plan of equality, liberty, and justice” (WN, 664.3).
And then there are many, many passages suggesting what might be called Smithian growth theory, that liberty and security of property conduce to economic growth. I reckon that there are at least a dozen good quotes in that vein.
Here I reproduce five other passages, all from WN (there are surely more in LJ), that I think can be cited as support for the claim that Smith maintained and, indeed, propounded, a presumption of liberty. While Smith expresses his favor for liberty in many passages, as alluded to above, the following quotes, more specifically, suggest a rhetorical or even jurisprudential sort of presumption in favor of liberty. A presumption of liberty is a posture that holds that:
(a) in a choice between two reforms (one of which may be no reform at all), by and large the more liberty alternative is preferable

(b) when any party proposes to act in contravention of the liberty principle, that party should bear the burden of proof (just as the presumption of innocence places the burden of proof on the prosecutor).

Smith presumption of liberty quotes:
“To give the monopoly of the home-market to the produce of domestic industry, in any particular art or manufacture, is in some measure to direct private people in what manner they ought to employ their capitals, and must, in almost all cases, be either a useless or a hurtful regulation.” (WN, 456.11)

“In general, if any branch of trade, or any division of labour, be advantageous to the public, the freer and more general the competition, it will always be the more so.” (WN, 329.106).
“To hinder, besides, the farmer from sending his goods at all times to the best market is evidently to sacrifice the ordinary laws of justice to an idea of public utility, to a sort of reasons of state; an act of legislative authority which ought to be exercised only, which can be pardoned only in cases of the most urgent necessity.” (WN, 539.39)
“Both laws were evident violations of natural liberty, and therefore unjust; and they were both, too, as impolitic as they were unjust. It is the interest of every society that things of this kind should never either be forced or obstructed.” (WN, 530.16)

“What is the species of domestic industry which his capital can employ, and of which the produce is likely to be of the greatest value, every individual, it is evident, can, in his local situation, judge much better than any statesman or lawgiver can do for him. The statesman who should attempt to direct private people in what manner they ought to employ their capitals would not only load himself with a most unnecessary attention, but assume an authority which could safely be trusted, not only to no single person, but to no council or senate whatever, and which would nowhere be so dangerous as in the hands of a man who had folly and presumption enough to fancy himself fit to exercise it.” (WN, 456.10)  [I see this passage as important particularly because of the way Smith uses presumption in the pejorative sense – of impertinently acting on a presumption that wantonly contravenes the proper presumption, namely the presumption of liberty.]

“The principal attention of the sovereign ought to be to encourage, by every means in his power, the attention both of the landlord and of the farmer, by allowing both to pursue their own interest in their own way and according to their own judgment; by giving to both the most perfect security that they shall enjoy the full recompense of their own industry; and by procuring to both the most extensive market for every part of their produce, in consequence of establishing the easiest and safest communications both by land and by water through every part of his own dominions as well as the most unbounded freedom of exportation to the dominions of all other princes.” (WN, 833.18)

Final Remarks: Disclaimers
In this document I highlight Smith passages that support a classical liberal reading of Smith.  I have not gathered passages that could be used (and often have been used) to question that reading. Smith sometimes equivocates and argues in ways that point to inconsistent positions (for example on education and on usury). Also, I do not deny that Smith sustained complications and variations in the definitions of many of his key words, notably liberty and especially justice. But the prime meanings of liberty and (commutative) justice are quite sufficiently clear to understand and confirm the statement above from Jacob Viner.
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