
2/5/13    Henry’s service, remarks… 

 The hardest thing about preparing brief remarks in celebration of Henry’s 

life is keeping them “brief”!  But I’ll tie myself firmly to a script in the hope of doing 

that. 

 It’s truly remarkable how many appealing adjectives come to mind when you 

think about Henry at Williams; Gentle, modest, kind, curious, demanding, respectful, 

funny, engaged, warm, intellectual, open, …  And each of them suggests a story or 

incident where Henry behaved as Henry did. 

 I got to the Williams Economics Department in the Fall of 1963, a year after 

Henry.  A classmate of mine from the Stanford PhD program – Rob Hollister – 

preceded me, having come to Williams at the same time as Henry and in Rob’s effort 

to clue me in about what I should expect – who was who in the Econ Department – 

he said I’d find Henry to be by far my most valuable senior colleague.  And he was 

absolutely right!  For the next fifty years he was right! 

 It was a time when economics was trying to find itself -- was it a science, like 

Physics, or a branch of moral philosophy, or literature, or public policy, or All of the 

Above?  Henry was certainly a proponent of All of the Above, with an ability to see 

the human-ness and the humans within the most arcane economic equations and 

analysis.  People.  Especially people without power, hence his lifelong devotion to 

development economics and poor countries and therefore to the fellows of the CDE.  

Henry used the arcana of statistical and mathematical economic argument well 

without ever becoming its slave. 



 Henry, it was recently noted, had the uncanny ability – most often evident 

toward the end of one of our department seminars – to ask the seemingly naïve 

question that in fact went to the heart of the issue.  It was often a question that 

brought us all back to thinking about the economic process as a people-process.   

 In our recent conversations, Henry approached death the way he approached 

many things – curious, thoughtful, generous, wondering why (and whether) he 

should be absorbing scarce resources in the last years of his life that could be put to 

better use elsewhere.  So, ever the economist – ever the compassionate economist.   

 I sense that Henry was ready to die.  While his physical deterioration 

continued, his mind – his curiosity – continued to focus on the issues that fascinated 

him.  Most recently, he asked that our Thursday discussion group focus on the role 

of randomness in human behavior and religion and human affairs. 

 Henry will be missed.  Our lives will be less interesting, less challenged.  

Thanks, Henry, for what you did for so long – for what you were. 

Gordon Winston 
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