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7Eh Oobeber, 19E85.
Deor Agunes, . :
Your letter July 24th from the"Ile de Franse” arrived all right. It was most
unfortumte I ocould not meke 1LY that one evening in London when you wers frse feor
8 tall, being myself enguged. You sorry and Lily sorry end me sorry. When oan we
make up for 1t? . . )
You 4eld me how Jowsbben b cemp had had & broken sym - he ls thoroughly re~
sovered, long since, I trust - and how for obher ressors &lsc yout had %ie hurry home
Prom your sll too short but miraeulous trip. .
How grend if you could have come to the Conference., You wouid have besn
pleased, I am sure, for it went well., FEveryons found St. Awmdrews e ideal plaoce,
baceuse it has so mewy atbracticns, ohisf among which was that tha Conferesce bad
the mse of the University buildings. Now you will be weibimg for “Land & Liberty"
with its report of the Conference. For one or other ressen, this “Sepbember/Cotober®
isgue has taken a long time to complete; it chould be reedy ot more Tthan 10 days
honge. I hope that by this big double mumber, readers may fsel rewardsd for their
. patisnoe, '
Will you be coming to Lomdow scon again? Do let me know in sdvence and "give ms
. o date™ so we can meet for sure. Thera's so mudh to chel overl
I am sbout midwey in the resding of Prof, Barker's boolk, after baving first
roud the fimal chapter - like the impetient movsl reader who wishes to see just
*whet did bappen'. The Prof hes not beon at sll well posted on developmsnts oubside
" the USA in the latber days. He iz guilby of & reel "gaPP¥ inm this sbatenerb:
"irber the war (the 1914-1618 wer) nearly every chenge was adverss be Georgeist
growth of any kind ,,.. Porhaps the one specifie instence of Georgism eropping out
in the new policy eof great nmtions in recenmt days is the dilvbe varieby that the
Britigh Lebour povermment wrobe inbe its Town ard Counbry Plamming Aot of 1947%. Ny
goedness, afbor all that wes explained by our movemstt - that the® het conbained
mesgures directly opposed tu the primeiple of land velue texation. Repestedly in.
"Band & Liberty" it was expessd. The worst of thism foolish stetemert by Barier is

] / thet it has been teken up by reviewers im this couwtry, the cynles who are oppossd
to L.V.T. and they make ocapibtal of it at cur experse. ’

On ssmo pege (634) Barker writeg like #his:. "The Georglsts.in the govermment
(of USA) at the emd of the Wilsen sdminlstration ..:. had no rols in the Repwblioan
vivhories of the 20s. And if any leter Gecrgisty hed the opperbunity to introduos
ideas into the New Deal or Fair Desl (as if Georgists would have any btruck with thet
kind of thimg - AW} in a way that ot all compared with the work of the iubroducers
of Veblen, Keyrmee and oven Horry €. Carey, they are indesd the forgstisn men and -
ideas of those epochs of our hisbory". And with that hwnbug aleo, Barker has handed
meterial te our opponsnbs on s plate. .

True enough there are many excellemt stories inm the book abeut the persemality
of Herry George, mmoh inbersshing debailed histery, iwlacme drilube to Hotry George's
cherachar snd courmge and comsisbency. Yot running through the beok there is a bone
of superdority and of patromege whiech almeet amouwbs tom impertimence. The reviews
of George's works are inept or ill-judped, especiully that of the "Science®, with
the sugpestien that H.G., hbad not the capeeity to pgresp the 1ew ecolomics, and s0 on.

The reviewors iz the "New Stabesman® smd in the "Beowomist! kmve net failed to
maks use of just whai they wanb to use in this book, where they were able te find
passages that seemed Lo belibtle H.G. as sn sooromist or a philosopher; great and
good a man as ho was adnitied to be. .

It will be difficoult .for me %o veview the beok without polzbing out its defecta
and I wenld s¥host be inclined to say the® Barker had to have his eyes oh the
orofessfoiial fraternity, so that in whetever he said he oould gtill keep eweel
with them. '

N Berkor is admitbedly e fabian seoislist snd ke reveals that in his repeated
reforsrce to laisser faire the resl meening of which he either does not understend
or deliberately obscures. 1 heve already marked nine exsmples of that, rumning
through the pages. The worst fs in Barker's revisw of E.G's address on "The Study
of Political Beomomy™. Abbrituted to H.G. is the stabement that “sconomies had
arreyed its laisser faire ideéas against improvement and refomms on behalf of the
working clesses. Agein H.G. is dsclared to have demended that “workinmg people
should be deluded nio longer by bes mmeh laisser faire". Well H.G. never wsed those

N words snd could not possibly have done so, with thet imberpretationt

Barker says thab what hs calls the "Intermabioml Lesgus for Lend Value
Tazation snd Free Trade" {callinmg it the Leagie imstesd of the Unien) was an -
orgamisation that Took over, as I1% were from the English Feague for the Taxabion
of Land Values, Wherser 4id he get thet from? The Internatiossl Unicn wes formed
in Coperhagen in 1928 st the Imkernatlorsl Confersnoes which had been orgemised by

Tt

the United Commities ~ and is now an orgenisatien parellel %o the abtill existing

(oomba)-



Tnglish League as woll as of course the United Comittes.
H,G's Protection or Free Trade is said #m not to have been published in
_England 4ill 1905, Nonsense, the English edition ceme oub in 1886 jmmediately
after it was published in T3A. '

Fack is that Barker ought to have spext eveR & week or o over here and im
this office, locking at ths files of "land & Libersy” to get some impression of
the British movement and the mem snd the personalities who are heeding it in the
years suoceeding H.G's death. He sonld pob then have omitbted John Fanl, the man
on whose shotlders the mantle of Henry George Tell, so far as Gremt Bribain is
soncerned.

As for the literary atyle ef the boek, it has given mwe some irritation.
Here and there it descends to journelese. Bub them, perkans, I em hypereritiocal
and I mey be unjust since berms and phrages differ as betwesn Ame ricez and
England. Yot I wonder why it is, or by whet change of fashien, the little word
Mot i comsbantly omibtbed efter the verb "help”. Is that mow the learnad style
in the USA? If so, why mot ond% it after the synomyms "aid® or Pagaigt"} or leb
there be n general emission after verbs like Hutbempt® and indeed meny eothers;
to save space sad tims, However, herg are soms sramples from Barker, who &s &
writer of elegance "oupht do bethor? ~-= has helped me use = helped meke Turner
an imberpreter ~ Hagson was helpimg ber plan the trains = It helped boil the
pot = George's background helped justify distdte - They will help oaptures

Do forgive me if I have btired you with this long soreed; but I am dig-
appointed with the book, heking it as & whole. If it had not combalned the

~petronising touches and The, to my mind, Tather shallew brestment of the main
works - Progress and Poverty", the Perplexsd and the Soienoe particularly - it
eould have been n hook that could really heve "holped ndvance the movement”.
.Sorry = I elso have omitbed that 1ittle word *Ho¥. :

Waxrmest ro ga.rdsra.:nd affegtionately,
Yours ever,
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