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Why not Begin with What Reality Is?

· No unqualified answer. 

· We can only talk about what reality is like
· The Thing Itself as it is independent of any observation or other experiencing thereof

· Quote Augustine on time

· Gravity and electricity

· SOCO material

· Reality is a fine line between verging on chaos and converging on patterns of order. (Turbulent Mirror)

The Way Reality Works
· Quotes on field: Russell, Einstein, Dyson

· Reality is formed by the condensation of energy into matter.
· Our understanding of reality is formed by our experiencing thereof.

· Therefore, reality as experienced exists neither in our minds nor in the physical universe, but in the meeting thereof. (Buber on meeting.)

How Reality Matters to Us

How We Matter to Reality

Teasdale poem

Seventh geological force

incarnational reality and truth
Twentieth century science discovered that the physical world is profoundly relational – that thanks to the phenomenon of quantum entanglement, there is a holistic connectivity at the deepest level of physical reality. ~From back cover of the paperback edition of Polkinghorn’s The Trinity and an Entangled World.

This document addressed the nature of reality and our knowledge thereof. Philosophically speaking, the study of reality’s nature and the origin thereof is called “ontology,” and the study of knowledge and the origin thereof is called “epistemology.” Mercifully, these two words will scarcely further appear in this document. ~NFM

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

We cannot take effective command of our thinking until we recognize and understand how our mental propositions are governed by our semantic prepositions. This is because our semantic prepositions powerfully precede and give direction (toward, from, in, out, over, under, etc. ) to the outcomes of their associated mental propositions.
For example, we’ve been told that we attain our greatest abundance by being conscious of God as our supply.1 Yet this proposition falls short of its presumed mark via the misplacement of its prepositions. The prepositions "of" and "as" are out of phase in this assertion, because we can effectively be for – and thus pro – only a position (i.e., a presumed outcome) that has already been pre-positioned in our thinking as the outcome’s mental equivalent. 
In the present case, therefore, this calls for us to instead be conscious as is God of our supply.
Meta-semantic advisory #1: Since prepositions give directionality (to, from, over, under, etc.) to the consciousness that governs our interrelationship with the world of our experiencing, they are among the most powerful words in our language, because no pro-position can be more powerful than what its pre-positioning mental equivalent signifies. The outcome of every proposition mirrors its prepositioning, so that what shows up in our present life position manifests in accordance with the prior position (preposition) in consciousness from which it has been prepared to proceed.
In accordance with this pre-positioning procedure, therefore, although I don’t always experience what I am looking and praying for and believing in, I do always experience what I am looking, praying, and believing from. This is because whatever I am looking and praying for and believing in is essentially a consumer thought, while what I am looking, praying and believing from functions as a sponsor thought that empowers my consumer thoughts to buy into my believing accordingly. Thus, for example, when I am looking and praying for abundance while believing in abundance from a consciousness of lack, I thereby generate my experiencing of an increased abundance of lack. Such mixed messaging is always the case, because the intent of our thinking’s come-from always trumps the content of whatever our thinking merely hopes for.
Meta-semantic advisory #2: I frequently use the word “experiencing” (the verb form) where others use the word “experience” (the noun). I do so because all experiencing is proactive in the now-ness of the current moment, while all experiences are after-the-fact fossils of moments that have passed. Therefore, as I mindfully refrain from being a fossil of former moments while I am experiencing current moments, I am more fruitful than when I’m being currently fossilized in accord with prior moments.
The term “cede” (as in “precede”) signifies “yielding,” “allowing,” and “stepping aside.” We precede a desired outcome by yielding in our consciousness to what we are desirous of having in advance of its actual fruition, by mindfully stepping aside in consciousness from every thought, word and deed that is unlike the intended experiential outcome of our desire. As we become thus one with our intended outcome, that outcome in turn becomes an immediate subject of our experiencing, rather than some far-off objective that we are forwardly projecting onto a remote experiencing that has yet to happen. Thomas Troward called this demonstrative principle “beginning with the end in mind,” and Stephen Covey cites the practice of this principle as the second of the seven habits of highly effective persons.2
Accordingly, being immediately conscious of our supply just as God is conscious thereof, rather than merely being remotely conscious of God as our supply, is what most fully assures our experiencing of wellbeing. When we are merely conscious of God, we relate to God as “other” – an external source of wellbeing that seems beyond our own capacity to self-generate. When we are instead conscious as God is conscious (or, as you prefer, as Divine Principle is conscious), we align with God’s unifying power of universal wellbeing; and by thus centering ourselves in the unifying field of God consciousness, our knowing is thereby emulative of God's knowing.
The progression from taking a mere peek at the consciousness of God as our supply, to embodying being conscious as is God of our supply, represents a quantum leap in demonstrational prowess, a progression into directly seeing from God’s all-comprehending perspective. 
Ernest Holmes applied this prepositional principle to his understanding of Jesus’ view of healing:3
When Jesus explained to his disciples that they had failed to heal because of lack of faith, they protested that they did have faith in God. Jesus explained to them that this was insufficient; they must have the faith of God. The faith of God is very different from a faith in God. The faith of God IS God, and somewhere along the line of our spiritual evolution this transition will gradually take place, where we shall cease having a faith IN and shall have the faith OF. Always in such degree as this happens, a demonstration takes place. We must believe because God is belief; the physical Universe is built out of belief—faith, belief, acceptance, conviction. 

Holmes also proclaimed that the most powerful of all words is “as,” because it represents full embodiment. While other prepositions (for, against, through, from, etc.) are diversely directional mental equivalents, the preposition “as” represents an immediate incarnational equivalent, in which (for instance) there is not God and everything else, there rather is God as all that is. And as correspondingly follows, neither is there the universe and its galaxies, only the universe as its galaxies. Nor is there a solar system, nation, family, team, nor any other grouping and its constituent parts, only groupings as their constituent parts – wholenesses that are greater than the summation of all their inputs. 
And so it likewise is for individuals: there is only myself as the wholeness of my wellbeing (or, sometimes if not often, as my experiencing of a misperceived lack thereof).
It is only with the embodied faith of God that one can be faith-full just as God is faith-full. New Thought co-founder Emma Curtis Hopkins was mighty in this understanding, that our spiritual fulfillment is acquired by having God's faith – the faith of God – and that our consciousness as God of our supply is the firmest of all foundations for our abundant wellbeing. It is only as we perceive from the embodied faith-fullness of God that God's faith-fullness can prevail in our consciousness, á la the famous quatrain by William Blake: 4
To see a world in a grain of sand
And a heaven in a wild flower,
Hold infinity in the palm of your hand
And eternity in an hour. 

A Thought Is Not The Thing It Signifies
Concerning our embodiment of God’s faith, Hopkins forthrightly declared,5
As Mary looked beyond all ideas into the God beyond ideas she brought forth Jesus Christ. As I look into the home that is beyond my ideas I bring forth home for the people of earth. As I look into the God who is support beyond my idea of sustaining and supporting I bring forth the plenty I see as I look. 

Just as a map is not the territory, nor is a menu the meal, neither is any given thought or idea the actual thing it represents. If, therefore, we literally adopt the metaphysical proposition that “thoughts are things,” we may confuse the map (our thoughts) with the territory (the things our thoughts are about). Insofar as we allow such misplaced concreteness to prevail, we are proportionately susceptible to choosing the menu (our mere idea of what's possible) over the meal itself (all that truly is possible). 

Just as Buddha knew that “you cannot walk the path until you are the path,” Hopkins similarly knew the necessity
· of looking beyond the map that’s in our consciousness to be in at-one-ment with its territory;
· of looking beyond the menu that’s in our consciousness to be fully one with our provision;
· of looking "into" God so deeply that we go beyond all ideas of God to experience at-one-ment with God and thereby to see as God.
As Hopkins further declared:
I look beyond my ideas into the great Fact of Life. This looking into Life, the great fact, away from my idea of life is the dissolution of my ideas. I willingly see my ideas dissolved in my sight by the inner God of my Being looking straight out over the universe of God folding me here.

Hopkins asserted the immediate realization inherent in embodying God’s view of our wellbeing:
There is a power of my mind called "looking" by which I am able to see what is beyond my thoughts. While I am looking at God as One who knows nothing of supporting me, I find myself saying, "God is my support." After speaking this truth I have new clothes, new home conditions, new strength. 

She also described the gradualist argumentative alternative to such "looking":

Now if I had spoken the words over many times that God is my support before I had dropped the idea of support and looked beyond my idea, I should have had to wait for my words to [fuel] my understanding. Then my understanding would have looked in silent adoration at the God who is beyond understanding and I should have spoken the words, "God is my support," after a long time of waiting.

Hopkins further clarified the distinction between speaking God's word argumentatively and speaking God's truth declaratively (aka “realizationally”):

I may look straight past all ideas into that which is not idea. And then I shall be thinking the vital principle that makes health but never speaks of health. I am the speaker of health. 
The Trinity of Optimal Wellbeing: Healthy, Wealthy and Wise
God is the declarer of health, not merely a speaker of the word “health.” God is the speaker of perfected health itself into fullness of wellbeing, because God is the ultimate principle of wellbeing – the ultimate meal or territory itself, which at best is merely signified rather than demonstrated by the ideational menu or map of health that is entertained in mere consciousness of its forthcoming eventuality. Only by embodying God's faith am I likewise a “right now!” declarer of health, so that nothing unlike being healthy is known by me.

God is also the declarer of supply – not of the mere word, thought, or idea of “supply,” but of all provision in and of itself, and for all of time that is yet to come. The originating inception, "Let there be light!" represents the generation of all provision in the fullness thereof throughout all time. Because every particle of material existence has its origin in light, all supply in any of its infinite manifestations is a form that is taken by light, which includes the provision that shows up as our health, our supply, and as all of our other experiencings of wellbeing.
To the extent, therefore, that I am an embodiment of God's faith in provision, I likewise am the declarer of my own supply. In my embodiment of God's faith, my declaration, "Let there be..." can only prosper as whatever the concluding words of my declaration claim as my good, and I will continue to be thus prospering so long as nothing unlike my declared conclusion is entertained in feeling, thought, word or deed. Citing Holmes accordingly, “Life always becomes to us the particular thing we need when we believe that It becomes to us that particular thing.” 6
The ordination of our ever-present provision of wellbeing in God consciousness (or again, if you prefer, in the consciousness of Divine Principle) is the proverbial “straight and narrow path”:
· We look beyond all ideas and thoughts of wellbeing and provision to be the self-actualizing cause thereof via our embodiment of God’s faith.
· With God’s faith we see unlimited cosmic wellbeing and provision as it truly is, neither circumscribed nor otherwise diminished by any self-limiting idea, thought, or other circumstantial condition that adorns our consciousness.
· With God's faith we declare abundant wellbeing and provision into our experience – though not into its own existence, because abundant wellbeing and provision have forever existed, exist now, and shall forever more exist.
We seed optimal abundance of experienced wellbeing to the extent that we likewise intend (as does God and Divine Principle) the equivalence thereof for all other persons. When fullness of wellbeing is ordered for all concerned, and in both meanings of the verb, “to order,” we additionally demonstrate the third quality of the classical trinity of virtues: not only are we just as healthy and wealthy as God is both of these, we also are just as wise as is God. 
When God's embodied faith is declared by us, from and as the wisdom of God's perspective (i.e., from having only points to view), we locally manifest the fullness of wellbeing that is everywhere and forever emerging from the unformed substance and unearned goodness (aka “grace”) of God's creation. When we declare from God's originating faith and infinite wisdom, without reservation, that our own creation is likewise “very good,” God's correspondingly infinite provision of wellbeing becomes our infinite provision and wellbeing, and is likewise the infinite blessing of all others whom we see in Divine consciousness as thus being and doing well. 
In summation: Our optimum wellbeing is the outcome, on behalf of all concerned, of our having as our perennial end in mind, the universal omnipresence of provision and wellbeing. By thus consistently embodying God’s faith-full knowing, and thereby seeing the abundant at-one-ment of all that is, as it is intended for all who be, we enjoy as much provision and wellbeing as we are willing to see, seed and cede for all concerned, nor any whit more, nor one iota less.
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To create one’s mind is to create one’s own language, rather than to let the length of one’s mind be set by language other human beings have left behind.

~Richard Rorty, Contingency, Irony and Solidarity~

No deeply original thinking can be expressed adequately in existing language. That language operates among people who see the world in a particular way. The deeply original thought leads to a different way of seeing the world. It has to work against the implications of the existing language. It has to draw the readers or hearers into noticing features of experience that have heretofore eluded them. It has to evoke to consciousness dim intuitions that have been suppressed by the existing conceptuality and socialization. One cannot translate the new vision into the vocabulary of the old. In Jesus’ words, this would be to pour new wine into old wineskins. 

~John Cobb, Whitehead Word Book~
You cannot walk the path until you are the path.

~Buddha~
I neither believe nor disbelieve anything I say.
~Marshall McLuhan~
