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nizbtoriang, geographers and gsologists and s scattering of others:
anthropologist; city planner: research chemist; bibliographer:
forester; and seversl teachers of philosophy,

When we sstablished our Journal, we had trouble finding =
dozen for our editorial beard, The numbsr has Iincreased four-
fold since trat time, This is an encouraging fact. I wish I
could point to our Journal's efforts as the responslble agent.
Alas, 1 cannct. The fact i1z that the younger men on the 1list
were convertced by the older men right in the universities, with
only four exceptions. 4As far as I knéw, the number of converts

that cur articles have made among these forty-elight is four.

2 - American scholars of acadenmic affiliastions
who are Georgist sympathizers:

Georglet, es used in section 1, has besen defined very
narrewly. I felt that it would be bebter to undsrstate the
gltuation in the colleges and unlversities than to risk over-
stating it. Hence, I crsated a special class fo include a
various group of sympathlrers who number forty-four. Their
composition by age, position and affillation is very similar
to ths forty~sight.

This group includes one professor who is & great admirer
of Henryfeorge and has published several evidences of thal
sdmiration, bubt of whose understanding of land value taxatlion
I em doubtful., 1t includes one historian who converbed at
least one graduate student and has encouraged his students to
study our history sympathetiecally, but who was not includsd
among theGeorgists becauvse I have no other information on his
convictions. It includes a number or rural sociclogists who
faver lanc value bazation, bubt only ss one among & number of
neegsurer for improvement of land tenure, It includes gpecial-
“ats In other fields who would support ug if land value taxa-
cion were g current Issve, bubt who de not discuss it in their
sucies because it iz cutside their field, 1t also includes
ome who account themselves Ceorgists but who have, in my opinion,
muddied view of Georglism,

i
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Perhaps some might wish %o add many, most or even all in
this group to the fermer group, I would prefsr Yo be more
cireumgpect, at least until thers is further evidence of cone
viction, At eny rate, however, I am happy tc say that most ef
this sympathy arises from our efforts {and not, I hope, the
muddled ideas of a few!)} In the names on this 1ist we have
convincing evidence of the impact of our work in the universities
anc colleges, To summarize:

Georgists 48
Sympathizers 44
Total 92
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& - Amgrican s cholars of academic affiliations
who have cellaborated with ug, but whose
convictions arnd sympathiss are not known:

Thirty American g cholars of academic affiliatlions hsve collasbora~
ted with us, bul their conviction® and sympathies are not known to
me, It may be that a number of Georgist sympathlizers, or perhaps
even a few Ceorglists, are hidden in this group. Soms, indsed, habe
studied collateral problems., Unfortunately I have not had the {ime
necessary tc investigate them further,

4 - American scholars of no academic affilistions
who have collaberated with us:

Fifty-nine indsperndent American scholars have Saken part in sur
effort. Among them are seventeen wom I account non-Georgists., I
admlit that here also the line has been sharply drawn. It includes
for sxample, a member of cur editorial board, Prof. Nortimer J. '
Adler, ocn leave from the University of Chicago, who once avowsd
his admiration for Henry George and who has never declined us ald,
However, he is the only member of the board who has not ftaken an
active part in the work in recent vears (pos=zibly because he is
toc busy with the OGreat Books Course), and I unﬁerstand he is
responsible for dropping *?chrﬂgs and Poverty" from the Great
Books curviculum. I may be accused of being narrow-minded, but it
seems to me that a CGeorglist or a Georglst sympathizex would not
have allowed that to happen. This group insludes several free
traders who are not land value taxers, and seversl persong who
perhaps ought to be accounted sympathizsrs,

Forty-two of these ars Ceorgists, ThHig disposes of the doubd

Ehat was raised when we began our work, whether there were schoelaye
ly resources within our rovement adeguate to ¢figSain s quarterliy,
% rinned on the side of pessimism. However, before we go to the
Gpﬁﬂmﬁte sxtrems, it would bs well to note that ganuseripts from

zorgiste freguently reguire rewriting and heavy editing to maks
fh*mii“ceptaﬂl@ Ve can no longer provide that on the scale we did
in the sarly years, asg you Know,

But I am happy to say that our fellow-Gsorgists have been aple
te render 2 full measure of support for our work. It is only fitting
I think, %0 note some of the names here, the names of contributers
only {(the 1iat is limited to contributors and does not inciude othep
collaborators bhecavse it was compiled from the Journal's published
file and not from our correspondencs which, alas, for lack of
fonds, as md to remain unfiled}):

J.Kupert Mason, Kaymond V. McNally, Gilbert M, Tuckesr, Wellace Kibbee,
Preston ¥ing Sheldon, Herman Ellenoff, Geoffrey W. Esty, George A.
Briggs, F.C.R. Douglas, Faordinand Nﬁ?@, Roy A. Poulke, M,J. Stewart,
E.W., Huebsch, John Haynes Holmes, Albert ?leydeil Ashley Mitchell,

John L, “Gpﬁlnus Jokm A. Zangerle, Saul Cobn, Jotm C. Weaver, Anna
Coorpe deMille, Leowls Wallls, S, Vers Pearson, Nsorge L, Fushy



lawson Purdy, Harold 5., Buttenheim, Lancaster M. Greene, Fran-
cis Yeilson, A. Allen Bates, Wylie Young, V. G, Peterson, Rarry
Weinberger, William W, Newcomb, Kobert Clancy, Alexander Board-
man, kenate Oppenhsimer, Grace L. Golbron, Charles Johnson Post,
Jackson H., halston, Baldomero Argente, Joseph Sinnott, Phyllis
Evans,

5 ~ Total number of omniributors:

In the seven years that we have been publishing our
Journal, we have published the work of 185 scholars, Scores of
others have assisted in checking and refereeing manuscripts.
Tn this respect, we have been in close touch with what 1s, for
the size of cur Journal, a most remarkably large group.

& - Summariz

As far as conversions go,we can, as I noted, point
definitely only to four. If we have been successful in this
respect I can only say that I know of no evidence of 1t. But
the evidence is overwhelming trat we have increased the sym-
pathy with which our viewpoint is regarded in academic circles;
we can Say now, 88 we have never been able o say befors, that
ninety-cdd college teachers, at least, lock upon our doctrines
with sympathy, From the fact that 143 scholars who are not
sctive Ceorgists in the movement have taken part in our WO Tk ,

I think 1t is clear tiat we have very largely overcome the
prejudice that existed against Geor glsts when we began our
work, This is reinforced by the respectful consideration given
pur ideas in recent publications, by the recommendation of our
Journal to foreign documentation institutions by the learned
spcieties in ¢ conomics, sociology and phileosophy, and by the
continuing flow of manuscripts (five times more than we can
accomodate ) from the universitiss.

The time available to me has not permitted me to male a
biblicgraphy of the articles on problems of Georglist theory
that we have publishad. They are well know, however, Lo you
end your fellow directors of the Foundation, so perhaps this
cern be left to some later time,

When we began ocur work, the Marxists were making great
jnroads in the cplleges and bHheir journal, Scilerce and Socieby,
enjoyed a g reat nresbige, We were unknown. The position ia
now reversed, tisniks largely to historical circumstances, bub
alsc, I think, to our efforts. Because we sought to letter the
contribubors to Scisnce and Society in the interests of thelir
jdeolegy, the Marxzisths can now obtain the collaboration of only
a smzll group of scholars and the prestige of thelr Journal



nas wansad, Ours : , ashyroad, Qur

contribubtors ars assured of tho bmos i sedem and of honest
ﬂﬁclli s, We have inslsted thal our joo We to publish s
journal, nob splogical one; a sclentifie, not
nda vumﬁi? &,




