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Henry George, ‘The

Henry George was thirty-two years
old when he wrote his little book,
Our Land and Land Policy. His son
tells us that his Alma Mater was
the forecasile and the printing of-
fice. He was poor, unheralded, un-
known, What advantages of educa-
tion were at hand in the western
country when he was a youth must
have been meagre. There was no
Carnegie in that day, to endow li-
braries where the poor man might
find food for his mind and refresh-
ment for his soul; mor, in that day,
were - there any short-cuts to infor-
mation, such as The Family Book of
Knowledge and Bartletf’s Familiar
Quotations. The pursuit of knowl-
edge in that time, to & man like
Henry George, meant toiling to the
heart of the subject, along the rough
way of thorny problems; the best
way in the end for a man fo equip
himself with the thought of his wor-
thy predecessors.

He must have beer an unusual
man—one possessed of intellectual
courage—to “set to work to write
Our Land and Land Policy. I have
often wondered what Henry George
was doing, during -the -six years after
he wrote that short book, to gather
the material for the work which he

began in 1877 and published three

years later under the title of Prog-
ress and Poverty, The reason I have

~ pondered this quesiion so often, for

8 period of at least forty years, is
that no matter how often I return
to the hook, I am more and more
impressed with the fact that George
reveals in it not only a tenacity of
purpose,  but a thoroughness of re-
view which covers the known works
of the chief economists who wrote
in -‘English during the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries. Moreover,
Progress and Poverty reveals a fa-
miliarity with works which, K lie on

the fringe of the science of political.

economy, ‘There are innumerable
references to authers who are not
meéntioned by writers on economic
subjecls, everi so late as John Stu.
art’ Mill. The skill manifested by
George in selecting his guotations
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The accompanying paper was read by
the auther af the New York HGSSS Com-
mencement exercices and is hers reprinted
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from these authors indicates clearly
that the more facefs of reference and
substantiation he could gather to
prove his point, the surer would be
the literary effect to be produced.
Many men have asked me: where
did he get his learning? I remember

years ago spending some time with-

Dr. Hodgkin at Barmore Castle in
Northumberland. I had gone down

to the constituency of Berwick, for
which Sir Edward Grey sai in the
House of Commons, ic speak—not
in support of Grey, but solely on the
question of Land Values and Free

Trade. One night after we returned
from meeting, we were gathered at
the supper table, There were sev-
eral of the doctor’s friends at the
board, and he suddenly said fo me,
“Neilson, I have heard all this be-
fore, Now where? It wasn’t Grey
when he wasg a young man.” Then
his daughter rose from the table
and, in a few moments, returned
with a book and placed it before her
father. He picked it up, looked at
it for a moment, gave it a slap of
affection and said: “Here you are,
Neitson, Henry George's ngmss
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Scholar

and Poverty. RBless my life, I had
forgotten all about it!” ‘ '

It was one- of the early editions—
many parts of it inter-leaved; nearly
every margin had a note. He said,
“I{ must be over twenily years since
I read this book, and let me tell
you, Neilson, I was never so im-
pressed with a secular work as I was
with this,” Then the famous cld
doctor opened out and, for many-
minutes, treated the men at the
hoard with a perfectly beautiful dis-
sertation on what was revealed in
George's work, Numbers of similar
instances have occurred in my life,

The point I want to get home is
this: that George had no educational
advantages; he was poor, but he had
youth and health, and these two
boons enabled him to do an intel-
lectual giant’s work. If George
could do that sixty years ago, what
can the poor man of natural ability
do now, when every educational ave-
nue, closed to George, lies wide open
to & youth today in any wvillage in
the land; for it would be a very un-
asual country fown that could not
boast a library.

‘What was the secret of George’s
endeavor? First, he was a unique
observer. The old saying, “he kept
his wits about him,” ig here directly
applicable. He viewed the conditions
in the drama of life as it passed
before him; .and, to wuse another
homely phrase, “he put two and two
together.” e witnessed every day
the game of the land monopolists
grabbing the land for a rise, -and
gquickly he discerned what brought
that rise about. The patch of land
might be bare—not-an improvement
on it; not a man putting in a spade,
Nearby, somecne builds a little
house, a shop or a chapel. Round the
patch of bare land the people gather
and make their improvements and,
just ag the improvements increase,
s0 does the value of the bare patch
inecrease. That had heen going on
for centuries and centuries, But no
one saw in it the whole problem of
the labor question as George saw it,

Then came the -ides, That was
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sufficient; for, when an idea starts
in the mind of a man like George,
it begs to be clothed. It demands
education, It is unceasing in its
beseechings to be put into fine in-
tellectual ralment. That is the won-
derful thing about an idea. A poor
man, almost uningtructed, once - a3
idea takes root in his mmd”” i,
thriils his’ spirit, can, in a few years,t
make of himself a scholar.

The short introductory chapter to
Progress and Poveirty prepares us‘
for the literary treat which xs to
follow. There ig a reference on' the
first page to a great man which
stimulates our curiogily. He men-
tions Priestley. What biought
Priestley to George’s notice? Who
wag Priestley? Joseph Priestley was
a parson and a chemist who lived in
England, He wrote a history of ‘el-
ectricity. Late in life he emigrated
to Pennsylvania and died there in
1804. He discoverad nitric oxide,
and was the first to use carbon di-
oxide in the preparation of mineral
vwraters.

We read on a few pages and a
prophecy of Macaulay is brought to
our notice. Further on, in one par-
agraph ‘we are reminded of the gulf
between Dives and Lazarus, At the
end of that same paragraph, he fells
us: “The fruits of the tree of knowl-
edge turn as we grasp them to ap-

" ples of Sodom that crumbie at the
touch.” A perfect sentence, These
names taken from the Bible indicate
to me that George was a profound
student of the Old and New Testa-
ments. Indeed, Progress and Pov-
erty shows on every page that ifs
author moulded his style to conform
to Biblical standards.

The time expended on a thorough
survey of the economists of his day
must have bheen great. .Perhaps he
had become acquainted with several
of them hefore he wrote Our Land
and Land Pelicy. Even so, it was
a great task he set himself, for.we
must remember that he had to make

" his living and care for his family
while he educated himself and pre-

, pared the material for his work, It
i¥ no easy task to read The Wealth

_ of Nations, for that is a work which
grew as Smith proceeded from chap-

. ter to chapter, hut George read it

" with understanding. No one before

had attempted to examine closely
the terms Smith employed.

To pass from Adam Smith to Sir
Henry Maine increases our estima-

. tion of the width of the range of the

intellectual journey George set upon.
I doubt whether there are many

- economists in the univergities of to-
"day who are familiar with Maine's

Ancient Society and his other ex-
cellent works, The geographical
knowledge of George was wide.
Within & few pages we have refep-
ences to the pyramids and the Nile
valley, the St. Gothard Tunnel, the
Suez Canal and many other distant
places, He read William Godwin's
Inquiry Concerning Political Justice,
Then, in dealing with the Malthusian
theory, George writes:

“‘Agassiz, who, to the day of his death,
was & sirenuous opponent of the new
philosophy, spoke of Darwinianism. as
‘Malthug all over,” and -Darwin himself
says the struggle for existence ‘is’ the
doctrine of Malthus applied with mani-
fold force to -the animal world and vege-
table kingdom.' "

Here is g striking illustration of
George’'s thoroughness in pursuing
an jdea to ity source. I doubt
whether fhere were many authors
at-the time George was writing, who

‘were familiar with Montesquieu. The

author of the Spirit of the Laws was
not popular, and I doubt whether hig
book at any time was catalogued as
a ‘hest seller. George says:

“'Since Montesquieu, in the early part of
the last century, asserted, what wag then
probably the prevailing-_impression," that
the population of the earth had, since
the Christian -era, greatly declined, op-
inion has run the other way. But the
tendency of recent investigation and ex-
ploration has been to give greater .credit
to what have been deemed the exag-
gerated =zccounts of ancient historiang
and travelers, and to reveal indications
of denser populations and more advanced
civilizations than had hefore been sus-
pected, as well as of a hlgher ahtiguity
in the human race.”

Yes, investigation and exploration
have now given to .us the Peking
Man, which reveals to the anthro-
pologist and the archaeclogist a civ-
ilization half a million years old, and
that man was a land animal t{hen:

his profession was agriculture;  he-

was a capitalist, and he saved his
surplus for a rainy day.

In Progress and Poverty evidence
comes before us time and again that
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George knew his - English - history.
For example, he. says:

“The just principles . of English law
have ‘been extended by an-elaborate sys-
tem of codes and law.officers desighned

“to secure to the humblest-of these :ab-
_Ject (Indian) 'peoples.the rights of "An-
_glo-Saxon freemen,"-

I doubt whether . either Maitland

-or Sir Frederick Pollock would have

gtated the - condition -in- differsnt

- terms,

In gquoting.from. Macauia.y’s Essay

- on Lord Clive, George makes it-clear
-how: the terror of: conquest affected
- the people of India,: And he. says:

*These famines, which have been, and
are now, sweeping- away - theif .millions,
are no more due to the pressure:of popu-
lation upon the natural-limits-of subsis-
fence than was  the: desolation of . the
Carnatic -when -, Hyder .- Ali’s:  horsemen
burst opon it in a° wh1r1w1nd of - destruc-

- tion,”

George saw . to the very heart of
the problem which :both . Macaulay .
and Edmund Burke failed to touch,
Read . that  chapter - again;, and - read
it carefully—the one:in which George
deals with the Malthusian. doctrine
in.connection . with - the conditions in
India . which- harrowed  the mind- of
Macaulay

George was not: only a scholar'
he was a prophet. . :In:hig, book there
are many passages wluch deseribe
v1v1dly the condition we have reached
in this’ country. - It: was ‘written sev-
enty .years.ago when :to:many in
Europe, this- country_seemed to be-a
bright dawn-breaking;:its-rosy-flush
beckoning to the millions in Europe
to cast off their shackles’:and:enter
the land of opportunity.” -Bul:George
saw  clearly the evils -taking root in
gociety, and he warned- ug, while
there was time, to attack these evils
and rid the - body" politic : of them,
Alas, we took no‘heed, :The result
he describes’ v1v1d1y m the following
passage: SRR

“The - type of-modern g_growth ig -the
great city, . Here -are"to*be . found ’ the
greatest- wealth and: the -déepest pover-
ty.. And it is here.that:popular: govern-
ment has most - clearly - broken down. . In
all” the great - American ; et ties : there s
today as clearly Gefined’ a - Taling .« eldss
as-in -the most- aristocrahc countries of
the world... Its . members: carry - wards
in their- pockets,' make up:the-slates: for
nominating, conventions,* distribute | offices
as they bargain - together,. and—though
they toil not, neither do’they . spin—wear
the best of raimeni’and - spend - money
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lavishly. They are men of power, whose

favor the ambitious must court and whose
vengeance he must avoid. Who are these
men? The wise, the good, the learned—
men who have sarned the confidence of
their = {ellow-citizens by the purity of
their lives, the splendor of their talents,
their probity in public trusts, their deep
study of the problems of government?
No; they are gamblers, galoon keepers,
pugilists, or worse, who have made a
trade of controlling votes and of buying
and selling offices and official acts. They
stand to the government of these cities
as the Praeforian Guards did to that of
declining Rome. He who would wear
the purple, fill the curule chair, or have
the fasces carried before him, must go
or send his messengers fto their campa,
give them donatives and make them
promises. It is through these men that
the rich corporations and powertful pe-
cuniary interests can psck ths Senate
and the bench with their creatures. It
is these men who make School Directors,
Bupervisors, Assessors, members of the
Legislature;, Congressmen. Why, there
are many election districts in the United
States in which a George Washington, a
Benjamin Franklin or a Thomas Jeffer-
gon could no more go to the lower house
of - a Btate Legislatore than under the
Ancient Regime a base born peasant
could become a Marshal of France. Their
very character would be an Insuperable
disqualification.”

There is a passage to which I wish
particularly to draw your attention
because it not only reveals the qual-
iy of George’s knowledge, but to a
great extent, the depth  of his
thought.  He is dealing with two
faseinating problems: first, the phy-
sical improvement. in the race; and
second, the mental improvement in

it. These are questions with which

the greatest thinkers from age to
age have grappled in an attempt to
reach & decision. This i3 the way
that George presents it to us:

“The assumption of.physteal improve-
ment in the race within any time of which
we have knowledge iz utterly without
warrant, and within the time of which
Mr. Bagehot speaks, it i3 absolutely dis-
proved, We know from classic statues,
from the burdens carried and the marches
made by ancient soldiers, from the rec-
ords of runners and the fests of gym-
nasts, that neither in proportions nor
strength has the rage improved within
two thowsand years. But the assumption
of mental improvement, which is even
more confidently and generally made, is
stil more preposterous. As poets, ar-
tists, architects, philosophers, rhetori-
ciang, statesmen, or soldiers, can mod-
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ern civilization show individuals of great-
er mental power than can the ancient?
There i3 mo use in recalling names—
every achoolboy knows them. - For our
models and personifications of mental
power we go back to the ancients, and
it we can for 2 moment imagine the pos-
sikility of what i3 held by that oldest
and most widespread of all beliefe—that
helief, which Lessing declared on this

%;mt the most probably true, though
he &ccepted it on metaphysical grounds
-—and ‘suppese Hormer or Virgil, Demos-
thenes or Cicero, Alexander, Hannibal
or; GCeesar, Plato or Lucretius, Buclid
orL,Anstotle, as re-entering this life again
in the Nineteenth Century, can we sup-
pose “fhat ‘they would show any inferior-
#y to thée men of to-day?... We of
modern clvilization are raised far above
those whoe have preceded us and those
of the less advanced races who are our
contemporariea, But it is Dbecause we
stand on a pyramid, not that we are
taller. ‘What the centuriez have done
for ug is not to increase our stature, but
to build up a structure on which we may
plant our feet,”

Because of space restrictions The Free-
man is unable to print Mr. Neilsen’s pa-
per in full in this issue. The concluding
section of “Henry George, The Scholar”
will be printed here mext{ month,



