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Sitting on the b�nk� of W���en Pon� �mong the �utumn�� hue� ming�ing to pro�uce 
� jewe�e�-tone w�terco�or impre��ion of the �ife-force �urroun�ing thi� �m��� b��tion 
of pe�ce, �ccomp�nie� by the repe�te� chirp� of �n Ovenbir�, one c�n ��mo�t he�r 
Thore�u‘� writing too� �cr�tching the�e wor�� onto ye��owe� p�per�� “I’ve �ong �go 
�o�t � houn�, � b�y hor�e �n� turt�e-�ove, �n� �m �ti�� on their tr�i�” (�0). Whi�e 
Henry D�vi� Thore�u in hi� book, Walden, write� with ob�cure �uthority on the 
nece��ity to �e�ve civi�iz�tion in or�er to �ppreci�te it, hi� re��er� m�y que�tion hi� 
centr�� purpo�e for high�ighting the�e ���egoric�� figure� in the “Economy” ch�pter. 
Henrik Otterberg ���i�t� the�e re��er� by t�king them on � fine�y cr�fte� �ojourn 
of Thore�u’� intro�pection of the intric�te boun��rie� th�t �efine� hi� �ife choice�, 
not on�y �� � po�itic�� or re�igiou� refugee, but ���o �� � member of the Concor�, 
�����chu�ett� community in the mi�-�9th century.

Otterberg begin� with � �i�cu��ion of the e�r�ie�t biogr�pher� �n� �cho��r�y 
�n��y�i� of Thore�u’� �nim�� tri�ogy �n� the po��ib�e re�igiou� ���oci�tion�. He in-
c�u�e� Chri�ti�n point� of view �� we�� �� tho�e th�t �re ���oci�te� with �9th-century 
Chine�e Confuci�n be�ief�, inc�u�ing tho�e of ��rk v�n Doren. He continue� with 
thorough �i�cour�e on Thore�u’� enro��ment �t H�rv�r�, where he �tu�ie� exten�ive�y 
the �ncient rhetoric�� technique� of Ari�tot�e, Quinti�i�n, Cicero, �n� even Emer�on 
un�er the in�truction of E�w�r� Tyre�� Ch�nning. Otterberg e�uci��te� Thore�u’� 
theoretic�� b�ckgroun� in � m�nner th�t c�e�r�y i�entifie� hi� inten�e �e�ire to b�ffle 
hi� re��er with thi� met�phoric ��ngu�ge. The influence� of George C�mpbe�� �n� 
Rich�r� Wh�te�y bring thi� to the forefront of hi� �rgument, �o�i�ifying Otterberg’� 
i�entific�tion of the re��er-re�pon�e �uthority within Thore�u’� �iter�ry �tructure.

Otterberg �irect� hi� �n��y�i� by me�n� of biogr�phic�� critic�, rhetoric�� �i�cu�-
�ion, re�igiou� �n� po�itic�� po�turing �� “ju�tific�tion� for ob�cure ��ngu�ge” (�8). 
Hi� exp�n�ive reference� c��rify hi� re�e�rch �n� en�b�e one to formu��te �n in�e-
pen�ent opinion reg�r�ing po��ib�e me�ning of the three �nim�� figure� in re��tion 
to Thore�u’� b�ckgroun� �n� purpo�e.
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Re��ing thi� monogr�ph, � �tu�ent of Henry D�vi� Thore�u more fu��y com-
prehen�� hi� inten�e nee� to expre�� hi� in�epen�ent theory of �iter�ry compo�i-
tion, whi�e enjoying hi� c�ever m�nipu��tion of wor�� �n� �ymbo�� through c����ic 
rhetoric�� technique�. Hi� �mbiguou� m�nner of writing to �n� �bout the v�riety 
of re�igiou�, �c��emic, �n� po�itic�� phi�o�ophie� of hi� contempor�rie� ���o ���� 
to hi� enigm�, which further� the p��y on wor�� th�t Thore�u �eeme� to emp�oy �� 
hi� per�on�� �ource of entert�inment.

Otterberg �y�tem�tic���y t�ke� the re��er through � ming�ing of �iter�ry meth-
o�o�ogie� th�t reflect the ob�curity �n� �uthority within thi� compo�ition of Henry 
D�vi� Thore�u, who�e non�en�ic�� u�e of the�e three cre�ture� to reference hi� own 
�o�� ���� to hi� intrin�ic���y eccentric qu��ity. He �e�ve� the conc�u�ion to the re��er, 
which give� one the fee�ing th�t Otterberg �gree� with Thore�u when he �t�te� th�t 
“Succe��fu� obscuritas �oe� not re�u�t from � ��x writer�y t�ctic, r�ther it �ki��fu��y 
con�truct� � text open to � wi�e �rr�y of interpret�tive po��ibi�itie�” (60). Le�ve� 
continue to f��� gr�cefu��y upon W���en Pon�, e�ch one flo�ting �cro�� the �ccepting 
�iqui� mirror, m�king the �m���e�t of �ighing re�on�nce, �� � whi�per of the �ecret� 
�mi�e� by one who g�ze� upon their be�uty �50 ye�r� before, now �w���owe� up 
�n� one with time �n� purpo�e. 


