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families volunteered to adopt children.
Oberlin’s progressive religious views were ecumenical and led

him to rename his church “Evangelical-Catholic,’ because it 
combined Protestantism with aspects of Catholicism.

People came from several parts of Europe to study Oberlin’s 
methods. Among them were the utopian socialist Robert Owen 
from England, the Baroness Kruedener (advisor of Tsar Alex-
ander I of Russia), and many others. Some of Oberlin’s influ-
ence reached America through Oberlin College, but there are also 
two other settlements in the United States that carry his name.

Because of his accomplishments, some saw Oberlin as a man 
of practical success. Others saw him mainly as a man of Chris-
tian charity. The author demonstrates beyond any doubt that 
Oberlin had earned a doctorate in philosophy and that his ac-
complishments were based upon a complex of forward-looking 
theories and ideas. His psychology appears especially noteworthy, 
showing a thorough acquaintance with, and influence from, the 
works of Emanuel Swedenborg. (See the author’s article “Ober-
lin and Swedenborg” in New Church Magazine, London 1966/ 
67.) The unifying concept of Oberlin’s thought and work is his 
concept of love, which combines theology, philosophy, and psy-
chology as the noblest elements of the human soul.

COMMUNICATIONS
To the Editor of The  New  Philosophy  :

I wish to thank you for publishing “The Antediluvians and the Most 
Ancient Church” by Thomas W. Keiser (The  New  Philosophy , Vol. 
LXXVIII, No. 4, pp. 303-308). It is a valuable addition to the literature 
in the field* of New Church anthropology. As a student it is quite pleasing 
to read the work of one so obviously qualified as Dr. Keiser.

Keiser has made an important contribution to the study of the Most 
Ancient Church, especially in that he has pointed out that the term most 
ancient people is not entirely synonomous with the term Most Ancient 
Church, The difference between them has impressed me, although I have 

 conoeived of it as a temporal rather than geographic distinction. Keiser’s 
observation and delineation of the distinction will lead, I believe, to clearer 
thought on the subject in the future. Because of the importance of this
distinction, I beg leave to contribute a few more observations.

The term most ancient is simply an adjective referring to the earliest 
times. That it is not a specific term as is the term Most Ancient Church is 
suggested by the fact that most ancient when applied to people (in the 
latin this is done simply by using the adjective as a substantive), to times, 
or to a style of the Word, is not capitalized as it is when applied to the
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church. Further evidence of the distinction appears in such passages as 
Arcana Coelestia 286 where the men of the Most Ancient Church are 
clearly only part of the most ancient people as a whole. As I have said, I 
have tended to view this distinction as a temporal one, people before the 
Most Ancient Church being included as most ancients, or a style used after 
the end of the Most Ancient Church still being called most ancient. The 
term is thus used with varying applications. This is not so much a matter 
of inconsistent usage as it is a case of a term with a broad meaning. 
Such latitude could explain how it can be said on the one hand that in 
most ancient time they never ate the flesh of any beast or bird (AC 1002), 
while on the other hand it is said that the most ancient people compared 
good affections to animals that could be eaten (AC 715).

Keiser supports his conception that the Most Ancient Church is distin-
guished from the most ancient people in general as to population or ge-
ography by reference to the statement that besides Noah “there were other 
churches also at that time” (AC 640) such as Enosh and others of which 
we have no mention. It appears to me that this reference could be taken to 
refer to the complexity within the Most Ancient Church. For Noah was a 
descendant of Seth while the Enosh referred to in this passage was a de-
scendant of Cain. Might not the other churches of which there is no mention 
also be such collateral branches as this Enosh or Jabal, Jubal, and Tubal- 
Cain. This might be supported by the other reference Keiser makes: “From 
the contents of this chapter ... it is evident that in most ancient time 
there were many doctrines and heresies separate from the church, each one 
of which had its name” (AC 442—not 422 as at the bottom of page 307). 
The chapter mentioned is Genesis 4, the whole of which deals with off-
spring or heresies from the Most Ancient Church. I am not yet convinced 
that there were men before the flood that had no connection with the Most 
Ancient Church.

I welcome also Keiser’s presentation of evidence that the Most Ancient 
Church relates to the period of Neandertal Man, although I do not believe 
that there is as yet sufficient data to settle firmly on any particular pre-
historic period for the Most Ancient Church. Because of this I look for-
ward to further discussion in future issues of The  New  Philosophy . 
Bryn Athyn, Pa. Stephen  D. Cole

Editor of The  New  Philosophy  :

In response to Miss Lyris Hyatt’s communication in the January-March 
issue of The  New  Philosophy  please let me grasp at this opportunity 
to thank both you, for publishing an article1 of admittedly “limited appeal” 
with its inevitably narrowly specialized verbiage, and Miss Hyatt for the 
kind of enthusiasm and perceptiveness that cannot but encourage and 
delight

It is an intriguing idea to the philosophic mind that the genesis of 
speech, among other human phenomena, was not the result of accident

1 “Semophone: the linguistic Atom.” The  New  Philosophy  LXXVIII: 4
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many suppose it to have been, but an occurrence implemented by enlightened 
intellection of Qualities. As in all other investigations of origins and 
causes, there is in this material a threshold which science as such is loath 
to step through—it awaits proof that can become visible and tangible only 
after an a priori principle is embraced.

Miss Hyatt is certainly aiming close on the mark in referring to poetry, 
which is the one area where the use of sound-meaning is axiomatic, albeit 
highly subjective.

While in Zaire (ex-Belgian Congo), working on the research for this 
project, there were times when I vented frustration by dabbling in this 
medium. Here is one of the offspring of such a mood:

Aged, arid, abounding in antelope,
awakening Africa.

Aeons alone, African Adam— 
attuned to astral anthems and 
answering in animate accord—
Aborigines around ancient altars, 
agitated to anger

against alien abominations; 
aroused, to avenge abantu ancestors

awfully annihilated.
’ Between bulwarks bituminous,

boiling from beneath, 
burst forth bright-eyed benefactors—
Belgian bishops bearing bibles, 
babbling blessings benign, 
bestowing belief on

black barbarians—
Bantu, beware!

These alliterations are not intended to illustrate semophonic elements, 
for semophonics is based on the most ancient known roots, not on con-
temporary language. But even a spontaneous concoction of words with 
the same initial sound, as in the artful lines of Swinburne,2 may tend to 
admit some relation to sound-meanings. Here I suppose the relation 
would lie in the formulae /a = origin/, /b = emergence/, bearing on only 
a few of the words (aged, aeons, aborigines, ancestors; boil, burst, babble) 
and signalling the emergence, upon a primitive but spiritually oriented 
race, of European quasi-religiosity infested by self-interest and lust for 
dominion.

Huntingdon Valley, Pa.
J. D. Odhner

P.S. By the bye, it should indeed be “Brythonic.” Thank you.

2 See “Nephelidia.” The Complete Works of Albemon Charles Swin-
burne fed. by Sir Edmund Gosse, C. B. and Thomas James Wise: G. Wells, 
New York; 1925-27: Vol. 19.
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