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You have -jolned a notable aﬁmpaﬂy~1n aenoumclnr Thoreau, Jamos
Russell Lowelly Robert Louis ﬁt@venaﬁn, and Llewellyn Powys are all

ah&rter\members of the "I Hate Thoreau Glub Eﬁti$f you wo&ld cast

fyeuf eyes &erﬂaa the peaks of lita rary crlticism, you would find an

‘even iorea notnbie conpany aath@reu around tau banner of Thoreau,

M&nqtna Gandhl, I, ﬁ,‘@omi«nson, Zlnclalp Lewle, lenry 3eidel Conby,
HMarcel Proust, James Norman Hail, and even Gone Tunney have all wnnid
thelr reéyectﬂ to the sapge of Waldaﬂ Pond‘ Inda@d, If you would CYe
amine the Thorenu conon o littl@,m@fe closely rather bhan that of the
peeudo=-Thoreauviang, the nuo«waldeni&@a {(whose numbers aro unfortu vté*,
ly all too loglon), you mi@ht b@ aurprlsud to f¢nd voursgLi"m&ch leYte
in agreunent thon you suppose, Your "Allergy o Thoreau” is sotually

a pood expocition of‘thé‘Thor@anVian philosophy,

You condemn Thorosu ror fl@@ing Lo the woods, Yol therenu apent
leps thai one-twentleth of his 1life¢ ot Walden Lnnd end aver theon his
cabin was only o few yerds from a well=travelod road, oﬁly & wile from
the village o Concord, and lesé'thmn,twﬁnty niles Trow that very nub
bf the unlverge~<locton, Theve wé& pmob&b%g~not o day in the two yunls
he spent at waldon that Thmr@éu,ﬁiﬂ not aiﬁh@r sntertaln gues.s or go
on an cxpeditlon to the villaéc%ij Wnon he dlscovered o hormit living
in the‘wilds ol’ Maine'é foreste, he wondered now bhe nam‘cauld gtand
hie scparatlon Lmom humendty o InAhis fened declarotion of roasons for
golng to Walden, jyou will find ao %lnt ot esoape but rathor o gtoto-
ment that he we od Lo pet close to 1110, to get deun to the norrow of
thinge, He dld not nove to Welden to flee from hﬂm&nlty but rathor

asg we alght phresc 1t today, to g@t 1nto th» 1ow—runt dlg trict. Ho

nlso thought thot woocchuckb ag@halﬁaﬁan ght aoke inter-
eating neighbors, I &o uat mean bJ thia to belittlo Thoreru's deop

approcintion of the *&laos of solitude, Fow have hnawn and preclized
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puper, arch-individualist among rugsed individualistes, But his in-
dividualiem was not anti-soclal, He concentrated wulmbhimself hocause
he thought L1t better to reform Henry bavid Thoresu belore attenpbing
to roform éaciety. If I reeall correctly, anobher grest individunlist
once remarked about casbing out the beam in one's own eys before seek-
ing for the mote in a neighbor's, Reform like cherity begine at howme,
I Yor one would agroe with Thoréau that a hundred milllon cltlzens in-
tent on self-reform would produce a betior natlion thaeh a hundred nilllon
intent upon reforming thelr neighbor,

Thoreau's philosophy was a posltive not a negative one, If you
will turn to hls writings, you will find one of the wsost beautliful
literary styles that this country has produced, aAnd imbedded in that
prose you will find a philosophy of 1life that lLs far more applicable
today than the day 1t was written. Unlike the rest of nig conten.orarics,
Thoreau has not aged with the passing of a century. Hle proce lives--
_énd adequate proof of that is the fact that Yalden has been reprinted
more rrequently than any other Amgrican book written before the Clvil
War and that 1s had been translated inte every majop,%@@@jgﬁ@&n@uage‘
I ne>d hardly mentlon that Thoreau 1s probably the sreatest nature
writ r ~f all times, Aut we must not forget thnt there loé much wore
to his wribting than an appreciation of the blrds and the &lowers,

No, Mr, Guilfoll, I think you arc not enly in th@ wrong pew, bub
algo the wrong church, You hove been led astray by the fulminatlions
of the peeudo-Thoreavians who shout thelr pralecs of Halden and break
its every precept., Come and ve baptizad intbo the Thoreou Soclety and
I will personally extend to you the rlght hand of fellowship.

8incerely,

Walter Harding, Secretary

the Thoreau Soclety



<o

more fully the import ofs&nzﬁaépec?ion‘and the mystical @Xﬁﬂri@nﬁ@a\
- But he r@aliz¢a too thmﬁlthis~wés &nly~en@‘phame ofl1life, He had
 oth&r lives to live too, | |

Welther did Thoroou condemn th: conveni neeg of aiéllization fa¥:?
such, He used traine, the bela@rabh,‘&nd many obhiwy sclientific ine
strumentas vhen they were QOHVéniént. Indeéﬁ he node some rathor ine
’pd?taht sontrisublons to the solsncos of veology and llmaology nimsell.
What he dld object to was the tend&néy of,thé ﬁm@élean citlaon to soll
nis soul for seclentiiic glmeraéka.; When he criticized selonbific DL
aress, 1t wes nob b@@auée‘it.haa_aﬂVanc@d too far, ‘ut because 1t had
not advonced widoly enough, He aeked thet wo alm Tor the voll-rounded
indlvidual, the woll-rounded olvilizatlon, not wurcly a selentific one,

rg to Tnoreau's fearlng the future, may I cug ceh, P, sullfoll,

There 1d wore day to dawn, The sun i but a sornlng ster,

If taat ia Minlver ﬁhe;vy—ism, like the Mew Yorher's “hun ry @fiplaa”
I'id eat tho whole of Walden, Yea even, I wiil devour. the whole twenty
volunesg of THQPGQQ'H sollectod ﬁgﬁkﬁ with relishe-or without .

| H@ith@v would Thoronw @iaa@re& ﬁiﬁh youglﬁﬁat@mant thit "spiritual
valuos aro not agyoﬁdeﬁt uyonaﬁﬁﬁalcél needs," Indeod, that phrose o
pocms bo mé a poerfeet sumulng wp of the whole . hldésopny of Ynlden., It
r@calla,Théreau'm tale of the "Sn@liaﬁman"whn wont o Indla to nooo o
fortune Tirst, ih-or&@r thmt,hélmi@ht return to Ingland end 1ifte the
1life of a poet, He should have gone up garret at onee," Unlike his
nelghbors, Thoreau did nﬁt dash dé?oss th@'ﬁontlnentjtp anke o fortunae
in graenef‘pn&tur@s; but Pam&iﬂed r;@ht in Conoafd ﬁo "live deep and

such out a1l the marrow of 1life," There ave lines in Yalden, purish
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the thought, that the Conoord’Chng@? Qf_commerce.might‘hﬂvo wrltton,
You are trending on firmer ground when you tern Thorsau an "ine

dividualist," Ho wvac on lndivi&ualist anong Individuallote, n roal,




