
GROWTH OF STATE ACTIVITY* ax

Silt^VT'f^" ^^^ P°^"- ^Vit^ their many

mOTarchs
;

and it was, doubtless, one S tlw nSt
Tku 1 *^*^ popularity, though in somTS^notebly that of/enclosuri.' .>. convertSg ' o^T'or common land mto separate farms (p. 334) thev^twith strong opposition. The efforte of the St^Kings ma similar direction were not hapmr! SJbecause they were felt not to be honest ; aSd wKe
^f^nr^r^^^ ^^*,^ '°*°^ as laissez-faire, whenefforts towards social improvement were kft mafelv

U^^% enterprise. This state of thSgs e^^sumved the mtroduction of machinery Wm^u
facfcures (the 'industrial levolution ')%ut tL?Xorder and soc^ injustice created by tha^eno^Sd^^ge graduany produced an equaUypXundS,^
S,f i;?/P"^"'. "f^ ^' the healdi! mo^,S
ifi. T? "wtenal welfare of the community SIdeemed to be among the primaiy objects of t^Stet^^. The extreme difficulty, however, of defatSi

^11^^ ^t.""^ :^***« mterference
' shows howcomi^ratively httle thought has yet been devoid to^ most miportant aspect of the activities of theOrown. In theory, there are no limits to State acSvrties

;
but this fact is not so serious as k^^L^l

tiiere are very distinct limits to iSerferenT^'tteCrown and its officials in the affairs oi^ ciL^For, m the first place, it is diffi^o hitroducfS^scheme of administrative refonn withounS some
rir'^ ^^^^ ^^ ^^> ^d that, as we have SScan only be done with the consent of ParliaS fo

^L^Mt^v'i '^'7 -dpi°i«trativeS'r^\ow

rtf!!r!f- ^^ ^^^^ *^°°® ^ earlier times) involvesthe spendmg of national funds ; and that caii on?v b^done with the consent of the HouseT(S^ons abody representative of popular opinbn. ^ fo?example, the great schemVof State dem^taryTduca-
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