To My New Thought Colleagues

Rev. Noel Frederick McInnis
For twenty years I have sought to freshly articulate New Thought principles in a practical idiom that engages the contemporary public mindset while transcending the idiomatic differences that distinguish Religious Science, Unity, Divine Science, etc.  My objective in doing this was to provide an “entry point” for those who today do not readily comprehend idioms of New Thought that are now nearly  – or more than – a century old.  

Until recently, I was unsuccessful at this endeavor.  I continued to make sense only to those who were already in New Thought, not to the newcomers I intended to attract.  My efforts were not breaking new ground, they were merely re-plowing old ground with a newly polished plowshare.
Two years ago I undertook a project that is changing all of that.  I aspired to enhance Jack Boland's Master Mind goal-setting program by making it fully consistent with my own experience of spiritual intention – that while I do not always get what I pray for, I do always get what I pray from.  My resulting revision of the Master Minding process more clearly recognizes that the outcome of my expectations can be no different than the mindset (expectancy) that informs them.  Since expectancy determines the outcome of my expectations, my outcomes mirror their out-from.  Accordingly, I am empowered far less by what I am going for in the external world than by what I am going with: my mindset and inward state of being, as they become manifest in my experience.

I have also created additional processes that incorporate one’s most deeply heart-felt intentions into the Master Minding process.  In combination, these processes empower the realization of one’s highest intuitions of self-identity and purpose, allowing one’s goals and objectives to take their definition therefrom and flow into effective self-fulfillment.

In upgrading the Master Minding process I have also adopted a contemporary idiom that communicates New Thought principles to the mainstream culture, not just to those who are already acclimated to the New Thought mindset. This idiom reaches beyond those who are already in New Thought, engaging the attention of persons who are susceptible to our perspective so long as they perceive it within a conceptual framework that is already familiar to them.  Once these persons are engaged in the weekly Master Mind sessions, I direct them to Science of Mind (i.e., my church) for ongrowing spiritual support. 
I have chosen the idioms of “Being Your Own Person” and “ Choosing Self-Dominion” as the aspirational framework for Master Minding, and “The Politics of Success®” as its operational framework.  This idiomatic upgrade reconceptualizes the mainstream understanding of “politics” and “success” to accommodate the New Thought mindset.  This may offend those already of New Thought persuasion who disdain these two terms, even though I do not employ the conventional conceptualizations that are disdained.  In any event, my endeavor is to attract newcomers to New Thought, not to accommodate those whose New Thought mindset is bound to the incantation of existing terminology.  Such verbal provincialism is a primary factor in the steady-state, no-growth condition of the New Thought movement.  That which is terminologically conditioned tends to become a terminal condition as well.  
In what I now call “Being Your Own Person with the Politics of Success,” the word "success" is defined (á la the dictionary) as "accomplishment of purpose" – which is inclusive of any purpose, not only the fame and fortune that is most commonly associated with success.  "Politics" is defined as "the exercise of authority and government."  And by authority is meant the power to command, to rule, to determine, to be sovereign, to have dominion.
The politics of success is therefore the exercise of one's authority and self-governance for the effective accomplishment of one's purposes.  Defined most simply, the politics of success is the politics of self-dominion, the politics of being one’s own person.  
I am initially developing the politics of success as a church growth and outreach program that is now increasing income both to my church and myself (in that order), as well as increasing church membership.  The process lends itself to the cellular strategy (proliferating small groups) that is currently prescribed for effective church growth.  There is no limit to the number of groups that can be accommodated by this program, as the process is replicable by anyone who learns how to use it and share it with others in their own communities, organizations, etc.
I conduct weekly Master Mind sessions at a local restaurant adjacent to my area’s largest traffic artery (Rt. 101), as well as to malls and office complexes where I can place flyers announcing the sessions on the windshields of 3,000 cars parked therein.  I also publicize these sessions via a regular local newspaper column, which I will syndicate nationally when my book on The Politics of Success is published.

In addition to the church outreach and growth model, I am also developing models for organizational transformation, conflict resolution, team-building, community-building, etc.

My non-divertible intention is to devote the rest of my life to making the New Thought perspective on the politics of success as popular in the 21st century as were Napoleon Hill’s and Norman Vincent Peale’s perspectives in the 20th.  While doing so, I intend to make other New Thought teachings comparably well known.
The essence of The Politics of Success® is at my church website: http://www.celenet.org/lcc/success.htm.  

For information on how your church can offer weekly Politics of Success® sessions as a community outreach program that increases its income and the quality and quantity of its membership, contact Rev. Noel Frederick McInnis by phone (650/637-0759) or e-mail (noelmcinnis@newthought.net).  
Ever since I discovered Ernest Holmes, I have been a lifetime student of what he called “The Science of Mind.”  I have not confined myself, however, to only his understanding of this science.  Had I done so, I would not understand this science nearly as well as I now do, nor would I even understand Ernest Holmes as well as I now do.  

No matter where I look for understanding, I relate it all to the understanding that I gain from my ongoing study of Ernest Holmes.  I do this because Holmes’ understanding of the universal principles of truth is the understanding with which I most fully resonate.  I resonate in part to the understanding of many other enlightened persons, past and present, yet to no other’s understanding of the universal principles of truth do I resonate as fully as I do with that of Ernest Holmes.  His understanding is closer to my own understanding than any one else’s thus far known to me.

I say “thus far” because I have never been moved to contest Ernest Holmes’ understanding, only to clarify it.  While in the process of clarifying Ernest Holmes’ understanding I do feel free to revise it, but I have yet to feel any inclination to contradict it.
