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Surely the worth of a book must
to an important degree be measured
by its ability to hold the reader’s at-
tention. By such a minimum stand-
ard, Mf. Nock's ‘eritical essay” on
is pre-eminently s
good book. I started reading  my
advance copy one mght at nine, and
could not get myself to bed untll I
had finished it five hours later. A
newspaper man to whom I loaned

. the book picked it up at four in the

orning, wherni he left his job, and
lost & good part of his. day’s pre-

- cious sleep because he could not lay

it down.

My first reaction was fo indite a
panegyric—to tell in fulsome phrases
the many reasons why every Georg-
ist should—nay, must—read this
book. Indeed, apart from one’s opin-
lon -of Mr. Nock’s point of view,

- aside from its sheer Mterary bril-
"“liance, here is a long-delayed critical

study of Heilf'y George, the man; the
bhilosopher, the propagandist. Here

i3 a sympathetm though dnalytical

evaluation of the environmeént that
shaped his course through life. Here
is a portrait of Heiry Géorge ihat
we have not had before—a porirait
painted with understanding and ap-
Preciation, -bitf frée fromi tHe con-
ventionalized deification with Wmch
“followers” are wont 16 bedaub I_nm
For Mr. Nock gives is George as g

. man, and theréfore does not gmit the
frailties to which all nién dre heir.

Moreover, at lea.st a plaus;ble an-
swer to the ever-recurring guestion
“why is Henry (George so littlé known
or understoed in his own country?” is
offered in this book. It is not a
simple. answer. It goes déep intd the
roots of things. Not . only was
George's philosoplic tiend miouldéd
by his environment, but the course
of his career was similarly charted,

. and it iz in this course that Mnr.
- Nock finds the answer to the enigma

of the “Forgotten Man of Anglo-
American Civilization.”
George was g depression  Baby.

Poverty stalked him throughout his
life. Deprived of even the limited
educational facilities that stuffy Phil-
adelphié. of the early nineteenth
century could have afforded him,
George was ' early confronted with
the problem of “getiing on in the
world.,” At sixteen, the eldest son
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of ‘an indigent fa,mlly of ten he went
to 'sea.- ds foremast—boy On his re-
turn he started learning his trade of
printer, at: two dollars a week, At
sighteeh, 6ut of-a job, as frequently
h&ppened during "his_life, he turned
agdin to the sea, sh1ppmg as a store-
keéper for a - five months' trip to
California. In 1858 the prosperity
years of the gold rush vanished; the
depression.of 1857 had set in. From
then on féllowed in rapid succession
periods of employment and wunem-
ployment, the latter prevailing. That
Géorgé retainad through all these
privations -(shared . hy-a wife and
children) any “philosophic instinct is
little .short - of 'miraculous. - But the
bitterness ~of |these' years undoubted-
1y aroused in his sympathetic soul the
urge to reform, and-inclined him to-
ward tHe art. of prépagindi rither

than the reflactive science of philoa-
ophy which seems to have been his
natural bent.

The career of journalism into
which printing led, inclined him to
exaggerate the importance of events
and of personalities, 16 the deiriment
of his philosophic instindt. The edi-
torial office is prone to lay Ereat
stress on “movements,” politics and
politicians, To the reporter the
things that are heing done now loom
much larger than tendencies which
know no time limitation, and move~
ment rather than ideds is of prime
Importance. In this environment
George developed his polemic proe-
livities, his’ drdor” ‘for organizing, his
'urge for pohtu:al action, none of
which, Mr, Nocfc 1nt1ma.tes were in-
herent in the ma.n or conducive to
the ultimate aecegtance of his ideas.
As he puts'it:

“The predommance of the philoso-
phical instinet effected itself gradual-
1y, and agdinst all the force of wind
and tide. The instinct abdicated af
intervals throughout his life, it never
scored a’ complete and lasting tri-
umph, but when one sées what itg
power and persistence was and con-
siders the crushing forces which were
massed against it, odé’s emotion fzlis
but short of reverent wonder.” -
~Up to the time of “Progress and
Poverty" Mr.- Nock's - gnalysis of
Géorge's development seenis ircon-
trovertiblée. And it'is quite likely
that: the subséquent events, particu-
larly the political phase of George's
career, inevitably. follow from the
forces set to work in this early en-
Vironment. I am incliried to &agree
that by his enfrance itito the political
arena the “tempe_ra.ment of the re-
former” overshadowed “the intdllect
of thé phildsophér,” and to the detri-
ment -of a widsr acceptance of the
Philosophy. Cedrgs Hitnself séemis to
lave beéh rejuctant to efifer : pslitias,
apparenfly reslizirie thaf he Bad a
greater mision fhdn “throwmg the
ragcals gut” That fhe Bitterfiess of
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political struggle resulted in stamp-
ing George as a nostrum-pedlar, that
he was almost completely misunder-
stood, that his philosophy became
submerged in the personal recrimina-
tions and misrepresentations involved
in politics, that he fell heir to a “lu-
natic fringe” of followers, who bes-
mirched his philosophy by their mere
attachment io-his cause--all this is
true. Buf, whether this acecounts for
the almost complete pall that fell
over hig teachings immediately fol-
lowing his death is quite another mat-
ter—one which probably never will
be quife decided.

As Mr. Nock points out, the early
part of the eentury was characterized
socially by “movements” of all breeds.
each seeking to reform the world b)}
some politically-maneuvered nostrum,
Politics was the thing. Whether
George could have kept out of pol-

itics—hecause of this temper of the -
times, to say nothing of his nature— .

is questionable. Whether his philoso-
phy—hesmirched and misunderstood

as it was—would, without politics, |

have obtained such notice as it did
get (the impetug of which has lasted !
to this day), is another question that

will never be answered satisfactorily.

Yet, one cannot but agree with Mr.
Nock's observation that following
George’s death his philosophy vir-
tually passed out of public notice.
The only question is whether his po-
litical and propagandist activities
had doomed his ideas to oblivion.
Certain it is that all his work along
these lines did not spread any last-
ing knowledge of his philosophy on
a scale commensurate with its world
importance. Only a minerity of his
professed followers really understood
him. And Mr. Nock rightfully takes
to task some of these followers who,
with an eye to expediency, subverted
the philosophy into either a fiscal re-
form or an economic theory, robbing
it of the grandeur of a great moral
and social ideal. And if George's
methods of evangelizing, of organiz-
ing, of seeking political action failed,

their efforts along these lines were -

even more miserable failures.

The peroration of Mr. Nock's book
jg perhaps the most interesting (and
will undoubtedly be the most contro-
versial) part of it. The methods of
George, and of his disciples, says Mr.

Nock, were based on the postulate
that the masses can be educated.

“If that postulate be sound, then

obviously George was right in his-

choice of methods, and the results
might be expected to show, at least
measurably, that he was right. On
the other hand, if results are negative
or positively unfavorable, the postu-
late is in doubt. There is no way of
judging save by the results of prac-
tieal experimentation, because the
postulate is purely conjectural. . . .
It seems that henceforth any review
of George’s career must take into ac-
count the question whether the gen-
eral incapacity for acceptance of his
philosophy, or of any philosophy, is
circumstantial and temporary, or
constitutional and permanent. . . .
“Some wvague instinetive sense of
this may perhaps even now he evi-
dent in the attitude of George's dis-
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ciples of the second generation who

. have abandoned the idea of prosely-

tizing-at-large. Perhaps on the other
hand, they have merely made the
salutory observation that the world's
great philosophers never contem-
plated a mass-acceptance of their
doctrines, but only their acceptance
by an elite.”

Students of Henry George should
be thankful to Mr. Nock for having .
given us this book. It is most read-
able, informative, provoecative. And
regardless of whether we agree or
disagree with his conclusions as to
the merit of the course Henry George
pursued, there is no doubt that in
this generation, and perhaps for sev-
eral generations fo come, there are
many who will accept it as a com-

- pass by which to chart their own

course,
FRANK CHODOROV




