
I am impelled to express my con-
cern arising from the willingness of 
dedicated and ardent Georgists to dis-
claim, apologize and even to disown 
particular principles enunciated by 
Henry George - and all with the 
avowed intent to popularize his philos-
ophy. 

At the risk of impaling myself on 
the swords of the academic elite, I 
must call attention to two incidents 
which have arisen in the recent past. 

Dr. Steven Cord, in Henry George 
—Realist or Dreamer? in several places 
agrees with some critics that Henry 
George was in error when he declared 
that rent consumes an ever increasing 
portion of the wealth produced. He 
cited the reports of statistical investi-
gations. I respect statistics. But I do so 
guardedly, knowing how they can be 
distorted. In any event, the statistics 
are based on the market values of im-
provements and land. 

One must recognize that the values 
of parcels of land are notoriously un-
derestimated—as tax rates on real estate 
(land and improvements) are increased 
the market values of the improvements 
are increased, while the market values 
of the land parcels are decreased. Be-
cause taxes can be shifted for improve-
ments but not for land, vast amounts 
of vacant land are overlooked by the 
tax assessors. 

Should such obviously unreliable sta-
tistics of land values be accepted for 
the purpose of refuting Henry George? 
I would be willing to acknowledge a 
deficiency in his philosophy, but only 
on unassailable proof. I should think 
this is sound policy. 

Mrs. Josephine Hansen, at the Chi-
cago conference and as reported in the 

August HGN, stressed the thesis (re-
cently repeated by Dr. Galbraith in 
The New Industrial State) that the 
monopoly of concentrated wealth 
(money) has a stranglehold on the 
economy—as though this idea was a 
refutation of Henry George's claim 
that land monopoly is the greatest 
monopoly and the elimination of this 
monopoly would remedy all the others. 
I must remind Mrs. Hansen that Henry 
George recognized the fact that the 
basic monopoly on which all others 
rest, is the land monopoly—the private 
collection of rent. George did not deny 
the existence of other monopolies. 

Several speakers at the same confer-
ence advocated soft pedalling the 
phrase "single tax" and avoiding men-
tion of Henry George's name, on the 
grounds that these words represent lost 
causes pd block acceptance or con-
sideratiOn of the proposed reform. I 
am not concerned about image. I am 
concerned about principle. Henry 
George was honest and forthright. I 
am certain that he would not worry 
about image, nor would he compromise 
with his principles or use subterfuge 
to gain his ends. 

I have no quarrel with anyone, re-
gardless of his basic philosophy or be-
lief, who is enunciating his principles 
or philosophy, but I do quarrel with 
those who palm off their own views as 
the philosophy of George. I maintain 
that consciously doing so or attempting 
to do so, is a misrepresentation of 
Henry George's ethical philosophy. 

I am aware that I leave myself open 
to the criticism that I might not be 
enunciating Henry George's philoso-
phy—that others might be correct and 
I wrong. I shall concede that. But 
I can honestly say that I speak from 
conviction and from my understanding 
of his philosophy gleaned from his 
writings. (Fire away, you who think 
the shoe fits!) 

EMANUEL CHOPER 
Albany, New York 
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