As requested, I see you unfailingly supplied, and I look forward to seeing you thus in person at this evening’s Vocational Awakening Dialogue meeting.

Also, since you have mentioned Emma - whose perspective on supply is at least as intimidating as the length of the scroll-bar on this post ( - please consider the following summary of her “hard teaching” concerning supply, which nonetheless, when embodied, is the least effortful of all modes of demonstration.

Emma’s prescription for unfailing supply (a.k.a. as “seeing the good in this”) is proportionately uncompromising – having the faith OF God rather than having mere faith IN God. Her prescription for incarnating God’s faith consists of looking beyond all known ideas of and thinking about supply, because only as we cease all thinking about supply may we actually see our supply as unfailingly as does God.

In Emma’s words:

“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. “

Emma’s idea of looking beyond all ideas and thoughts directly into God is far from original, since it has centuries of precedent in mystical testimony like that of St. John of the Cross:

“See that nothing remains in your conscious mind save a naked intent stretching out toward God. Leave it stripped of every particular idea about God (what he is like in himself or in his works) and keep only the simple awareness that he is as he is. Let him be thus, I pray you, and force him not to be otherwise.”

Emma recognized that by accepting our thoughts as things without seeing beyond the things to which our thoughts refer, we tend to equate our thoughts with what they are about – as if our mental map is the equivalent of the territory it charts. Yet God’s faith is so much greater than any or all of our thoughts, that any thinking whatsoever, no matter how profound, precludes us from incarnating God’s faith. God’s faith is beyond all thinking, because thinking tends to pour the stream of consciousness into the molds that sustain the most universal of all human ailments, hardening of the categories – which accounts for all experiences of limitation, whether of supply or otherwise.

Nor is equating our thoughts with the things they are about what Emmet Fox had in mind when he coined the term “mental equivalent.” Fox knew as well as Emma that our thoughts ABOUT something are not the mental equivalent OF the thing itself, and that there can be no thought-related equivalent of God’s faith. 

Looking beyond all thought avoids one of the greatest pitfalls of New Thought: our susceptibility to choosing the menu (mere IDEAS of what is possible) rather than the meal (all that actually IS possible). No matter how profoundly, deeply, or inclusively we may think, our thinking is never productive of more than a menu of what is truly possible when we incarnate God’s faith. 

Mere faith IN God is menu. The faith OF God is meal. Emma had a definite practice for seeing beyond the God of our ideational menu into the God of our divinely sumptuous meal. She practiced looking “into” God so deeply that all ideas about God are released, whereupon one sees as God sees:

“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.”

Such was Emma’s practice of seeing her life whole just as God sees all life whole. 

One of my favorite metaphysical songs includes the phrase, “Thought is like a little boat upon the sea.” This metaphor is utterly apt, because thinking at its very best can be at most no more than a boat trip to God consciousness, and at the end of every boat trip the boat is to be left behind. I can enter God consciousness only as I leave behind the boat named “thinking”. Portaging my relative consciousness within God’s absolute consciousness is the equivalent of holding on to a security blanket, which precludes me from embracing God’s faith even though God’s faith forever has embraced, does embrace, and eternally continues to embrace me. 

Such portaging of relative consciousness occurs whenever I am thinking, and the relative consciousness of my thinking is no more the equivalent of the absolute consciousness it represents than is a menu the equivalent of the meals that it describes and/or portrays. Accordingly, so long as I am unaware that my thinking is what precludes me from experiencing the full measure of God’s supply, I only presume to be a metaphysician, while I settle instead for metaphyzzling with my mental security blanket.

Emma described the power of instant realization inherent in seeing as God sees and thereby incarnating God’s consciousness of supply:

“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.”

Emma also described the delayed realization that is inherent in the argumentative, time-consuming 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.”

Emma knew that the essence of realization is conviction, and that there is no greater conviction of anything than God’s absolute knowing thereof. She knew the quest for realization to be one that transcends all relative thought – including New Thought – since God sees without any distinction whatsoever. Ultimately, therefore, the newer thought at the heart of New Thought is to cease ALL thought in order to see from God’s perspective. 

As Emma described God’s seeing:

“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.”(GSSS, XIII-IV)
God is the speaker of health as well as wealth – not the speaker of the mere words (and thus menus) of “health” and “wealth”, rather the incarnation of health and wealth per se, speaking for and as their own conviction – because God AS health and wealth IS health and wealth. Only with God's faith – not mere faith IN God – do I incarnate the consciousness of healthiness and wealthiness in which nothing unhealthy or unwealthy can be known.

*************

It is Emma’s understanding of supply that informed my one-sentence summary of her entire teaching: “Though I don't always get what I pray for, I do always get what I pray from.” (Thus it is, for instance, that when I pray FOR abundance FROM a consciousness of lack, I receive only a greater abundance of lack.)

As I said, Emma’s teaching is a hard one . . .

And now, for a concluding metaphysical postscript:

For all of Emma’s brilliant teaching of so many others who originated New Thought, no one since has been as powerfully clear as Emma that to speak one’s word means nothing less than to incarnate God’s faith. Most of us tend to settle for faith IN Godly Truth, because what we are told about “speaking our word” falls far short of an undiluted declaration OF Godly Truth.

For instance, we’re told that in the beginning God spoke his word, “let there be light,” and lo! - light came to be. And we’re also told in the Gospel of John that “In the beginning was the word, and the word was with God, and the word was God.”  What we are NOT told is that in Aramaic, the original language in which John’s Gospel was written, the term translated as “word” means “willed action.”  What John actually proclaimed was “At the very beginning there was willed action, and the willed action then was by God, and God was that willed action.” (For further information on the Aramaic perspective both of Jesus’ teachings and of the Bible’s teachings about Jesus, see http://www.forgivenessfirst.com/aramaic.htm.)

Willed manifestation was the quintessence of Emma’s understanding of “God consciousness.” She further understood that willed manifestation is embodied only by those who see beyond all thought and thinking. It is AS willed manifestation that God is the speaker of incarnate health, because that is what is meant by speaking one’s word – to will into manifestation the incarnation of that which one proclaims. 

Willed manifestation is not accomplished via forcefulness of thought, nor by any other will-FUL expression. Willed action is instead made manifest by will-INGness. God’s faith is accessible only by those who will-INGly know God, and never by those whose understanding is will-FUL.  Again, as St. John of the Cross counseled, let God be God and “force him not to be otherwise.” 

This is the only way that we may come to know as God knows, because the intention of manifesting God’s will is so presumptuous that it can be undertaken only with utter humility.

