A Word

couPLE of fellows from ancient

Greece—Eratosthenes and  Arist-
archus—made some important astro-
nomical discoveries about the earth and
the sun.

Erat—let's just call them Ernie and
Archie. Ernie decided the earth was
round, and he came close to giving
its right measurements. He even no-
ticed that the earth tilted on its axis.
Archie went further still. He said the
carth revolved around the sun and
gave distances that, while not exactly
accurate, were a long way closer to the
truth than anything up to that time.

These brilliant  discoveries were
outcomes of observations, calculations,
deductions which could be demon-
strated. Why were they not accepred?
Why did the world have to wait 1600
cars before the same ideas were
Eroachcd again?

For one thing, the empirical data
was small, and the amount of thinking
required was great—so there were two
strikes against them. Strike three was
the fact that these ideas went against
the accepted notions of polite society
—so polite society did the only thing
it knows how to do in such cases—it
ignored them.

Prolemy came along and presented
the more acceptable notion that the
earth was the center of the universe,
and that the heavenly bodies moved in
accordance with the meditations of the
philosophers. It was not that this
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theory fitted the facts better—it simply
fitted prejudices better.

Henry George made important dis-
coveries in the economic world. Like
Ernie and Archie, he worked without
an arsenal of statistics and equipment,
using instead ''the familiar facts of
intelligent observation.” Like them,
too, his ideas were lost in the shuffle
and ignored by polite society.

Today's barteries of computing ma-
chines, statistical bureaus and research
agencies are at the service of economic
theories which, like the Prolemaic
theory, are a maze of inconsistencies
and complexities which fail to add up
to a coherent explanation of economic
society.

Indeed if g(l,ite society evér takes
note of our rgist ideas, it is gen-
erally with two reproaches: first, that
it is impolite of us to offer a simple
explanation of economics when (with
the help of fallacious theories) it is
really a hopelessly muddled subject.
The other reproach is that we haven't
got miles and miles of statistics.

This latter reproach is really very
impolite of polite society. After all,
they're the ones who have all the
equi t and research facilities. In-
stead of picking on us, they ought to
test our theories with their facilities.

On the other hand, perhaps the fa-
miliar faces of intelligent observation
suffice for those who have eyes to sce.

—Robert Clancy
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supports the following princicle:

‘o and activity, gives rental value to land, therefore the rent
of Innd bolengs io the community and not to the landowne

rs. Labor and capital, by their

combined efforts, produce the goods of the commnnity—tmn as wealth. This nohh Inlonqa

to the producers. Justice requires that the gove

the rent of land for community purposes and abﬂﬂll! the taxation of wealth.

HENRY GEORGE NEWS




