HENRY WHO? — the poverty of progress

My initial thoughts were to deal with
the question, ‘‘Is there life after ten
lessons of P & P?”; and, then they
shifted to questions of communications
and identity.

I’ve asked a number of people if they
know who Henry George was, and the
answer which always comes to mind,
comes from a woman who said, “‘No;
but I once knew a George Henry!”

In just a few months, Jimmy who?
has partially cleared up his identity
problem, and has propelled himself into
a candidate for the presidency of the
United States.

After forty-four years (or, ninety-
seven years, if you like) it is still, “‘Henry
who?”’; and, if people know of Henry
George at all, it’s, **Oh yeh, he was the
single-taxer™!

We have no self-proclaimed Georgist
as a candidate for the presidency; we
have few, if any, self-proclaimed Georg-
ists in the Congress or Senate or, other
higher positionsin government; we have
few, if any, self-proclaimed Georgists in
top positions of state, county, city and
local government; we have no repre-
sentative to the United Nations: we've
been no match for the Keynesian and
Marxist educators and philosophers; we
have few self-proclaimed Georgists in
our youngest generation, working with
their peers or, asking for social change
from old generations in power; we are
virtually unknown to all forms of the
communication media; and, we have
failed to develop a cadre of leadership
and organizations with nation-wide
credibility and impact.

Why have the ideas of Henry George
had so little influence? Frank Goble,
President, Thomas Jefferson Research
Center, suggests at least two reasons: a)
Georgists have not fully understood his
ideas, and b) they have not sufficiently
understood the process required to
translate ideas into action.

Goble contends, rightfully so, that
George was not merely an economist,
but also a social philosopher; and, that
to understand his ideas about econom-
ics, that it is essential to understand his
underlying philosophical premise . . .
Natural law,

Henry George did not spend time
explaining or defending the concept of
Natural Law, because the premise had
been advanced by some of the greatest
minds in history, and was the basis for
our Declaration of Independence and
Constitution.

At the turn of the century, the
scientific method gradually replaced

I wish that I could say that our
greatest communications problem was
merely to make the difference between
Henry Carter and Jimmy George per-

natural law; and, Darwinian Material-
ism has prevailed, as the basis for
Marxism, Fabian Socialism, Freudian-
ism and, the ever-present behaviorism.

“The problem for Georgists', says
Goble, “is not merely to convince
people of the merits of land-value taxa-
tion. The problem is much greater than
this. It is to convince people that the
abandonment of natural law in our
institutions of higher education has
been an incredible blunder. And, Goble
quotes Walter Lippmann: “The pre-
vailing education is destined, if it
continues, to destroy Western civiliza-
tion and is, in fact, destroying it.”

The poverty of our progress is quite
evident. There are Georgists who can
ask (and have), “How can you talk of
our progress, or be critical of our
progress? You've been a Georgist for
such a short time.” Given the present
state of the Georgist movement (if it can
truly be called a movement), if I had
devoted fifteen or twenty or, amazingly
enough, thirty years of my life to the
movement, I think I would be enorm-
ously embarassed and dissatisfied with
our progress.

The devotion and intelligence and
efforts of so many, over a number of
years, is imineasurable; but, there is no
way we can rationalize-away the fact
that we have little to show, for an
expenditure of millions of dollars.

Where have all that devotion and
energy and money gone? I submit that
it has gone “to fight the enemy’’; and,
as Pogo said, “The enemy may be us!”

The American people are crying out
for a return to our origins, and a way to
move our society to the fulfillment of
lives, with liberty with justice and, the
pursuit of happiness.

The American people are no longer
sure who they are, or whether they will
have a future, because we don't know
where we are, where we’re tending and,
thus, what it is that must be done, and
how best to do it.

The American people are not certain
that they can trust themselves, and the
level of distrust of business and
government has probably never been
higher. And, it isn't apparent from
cither the private or the public sectors
that either is guided by sufficiently
noble purposes to merit our faith and
trust.

We have tremendous problems with-
in the Georgist movement; and yet, we
have tremendous opportunities in meet-
ing the needs of the larger society . . . in
helping America find herself again. I

fectly clear to the American people.
“QOur work,”” as Henry George said in

The Standard,” is not so much to

cducate men as to uneducate them, to
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agree with Peter Drucker when he said,
“‘Results are obtained by exploiting op-
portunities, not by solving problems!”
We're going to have to become social-
change entrepreneurs, and the needs of
the larger society, and the risks
necessary to satisfy those needs should
shape who we are, what it is we must do
and, how best to do it.

We have been too timid about.
advocating George’s underlying phil-
osophical premise and, worse still,
we've tried to twist and contort George
into the prevailing behaviorist molds, in
the name of relevancy.

We haven’t been relevant and con-
vincing to the American people because
we've cut the heart out of our world
view, and we have tried to play this very
serious game of life by someone else’s
rules. We've tried to put everything in
its place, scientifically, without insisting
upon the natural order of things. Too
bad. It doesn’t fit.

Let me conclude with a few thoughts

from John Gardner, Common Cause:
“At the root of many, perhaps
most, of the problems facing our
social order is the shattered re-
lationship between the individual
and society.
Significant social change is accom-
plished by people with vision in
their heads, and a monkey wrench
in their hands.

People who control the course of
events leave nothing to the
technicians.

Idecals without a program are
fantasy. And, a program without
organization is a hoax.

We do not engage in educational
campaigns for their own sake, nor
research for its own sake; nor, do
we make pronouncements or en-
gage in debate on any issue unless
we intend to fight that issue
through to a conclusion.

Citizen action must be a full-time,
continued presence. Effective com-
munication is the most powerful
single weapon in the public interest
lobby.

Form alliances. Select a limited
number of targets, and hit ’em
hard.

Significant change depends on
reaching the middle range of
opinion. Citizen's groups should
treat their membership as a cadre,
not as a bloc; and, they should not
have vast numbers, but active
members.”’

bring them back to natural perceptions
and first principles.”




