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I  realize there are some here who are not so well

acquainted with Christian Science and came because

they're interested in hearing more about Christian

Science. But for most us, we're here because we're

already committed to Christian Science, we love it

deeply and we love our church and its mission. We

want to do all we can to make its mission more

effective and to help others experience its benefits.

What draws people to Christian Science? If I were

to ask you what does Christian Science have to offer,

I'd probably get a variety of answers. You might say

physical healing. You might say moral strengthening.

You might say guidance in your lives or answers to

problems in relationships or business. In each instance

you'd be right. You might approach it another way and

say that Christian Science offers a satisfying



explanation of God. Makes God knowable, a God to

be loved and trusted. You'd be right in this. You

might also say that Christian Science gives a feeling of

belonging. You come together in the church and in

your contact with other Christian Scientists and you

feel a unity of thought. Not always, but at least

there's an underlying purpose that you're all

committed to. You might see Christian Science as a

way to help your immediate community and help with

broader world problems. All of this describes what

Christian Science has to offer.

Now let me ask you this. Is what Christian

Science has to offer so much different from what

people desire who are not Christian Scientists? Don't

people generally look for ways to improve their health?

Don't they try to improve their character? Don't they

work to resolve problems in relationships and in their

finances? Don't people look for a clear concept of

God, and if they reject God, don't they still look for



some explanation of life? Don't people also seek a

unity of interest, a sense of belonging, -whether it's a

family, a church or to join with others who have

similar interests? And isn't there a very strong thrust

today toward solving broader world problems like war,

pollution, hunger, crime? Isn't there a commonality of

interest in progress that's shared by pretty much

everyone?

Why do we feel these universal impulsions to

improve? Isn't it because there's an underlying reality,

an ideal perfection, that's always pressing to come

through? I attended a talk on philosophy one time

over at our university. The speaker was talking about

reality. He defined reality as the sum of all the various

viewpoints that people have. From my background in

Christian Science, I had a different concept. So I

asked him, "But isn't there a reality, a basic truth, that

exists independent of human opinions?"



I don't think my question changed his thought a

whole lot! But what about human opinions? Can we

just discard them in Christian Science because they

don't coincide with absolute truth? Human opinions

reflect the present perception of reality. Sometimes

these perceptions are more enlightened. Sometimes

they seem pretty dark. But if each human viewpoint is

a misstatement or mistaken view of perfection, then

they do point to the fact that there's an absolute

reality behind the misstatement.

Can we believe there is one reality of God and His

creation, man? Yes, we can. That reality exists

regardless pf misstatements or misbeliefs or errors

about it. Does that reality describe everyone on this

planet? Yes, it does. So whether we're thinking of

black or white or any other shade, of male or female,

old or young, geographic, financial or educational

factors ~ each person in their true being represents a

reality that transcends the apparent material



differences. Now, does that mean we can ignore

these material differences? No, we have to deal with

them. If we don't deal with them rightly, they'd

separate us from each other. Differences can divide or

they can represent the wonderful quality of originality

and variety. Which is it to be? Are we going to see

the richness of diversity so that all mankind can be

drawn together by it, or are we going to allow

differences to divide and isolate us? Doesn't it depend

on our view of reality?

Why are we talking about this in connection with

church progress? Isn't it because we seem to be

separated from other members of humanity due to

material and mental differences? So what I'd like to

do this evening is explore what Mrs. Eddy has to say

about the oneness and unity of man. This will bring

out the fact that man is not a plurality, not a lot of

separated beings, but is the compound expression of

God —one though individual in variety of expression.



When we understand the fact of man's oneness, we

can break down the barriers between individuals.

We'll also understand our motive for wanting to

progress in church growth. It's not to get more

members for the sake of getting more members. We

want to see the church grow because the church

presents the truth of God and man. And since man is

one and infinite, growth is a progression toward the

spiritual fact of that oneness and completeness. It's a

progression toward fulfilling what we really are.

There are three areas that are directly impacted by

the oneness of man: first, our communication with

each other. Second, is our ability to relate to each

other with greater harmony and affection. And third is

our ability to heal. I'm going to speak of these a little

later because they relate directly to the progress of our

church.

I have to admit that this concept of there being just

one man was one of the hardest metaphysical



concepts for me to grasp. But I was able to build on

two other concepts of oneness that helped me. The

first was the concept that there's just one God. One

of the first things I learned as a child in the Sunday

School was the first commandment, "Thou shalt have

no other Gods before me." (Ex. 20:3) I was very

willing to trust that there was just one governing

power and that power was God. That power was

good. It was Love itself. As I began to understand

God better I could relate to Mrs. Eddy's statement in

Science and Health about God's oneness. She writes,

"God is one. The allness of Deity is His oneness."

(S&H 267:5) I saw that the only way that God could

be infinite was for Him to be all. If there were a

second presence, God would no longer be all. For

instance, if God is infinite Love, there couldn't be

another love in addition to God. God has to be all the

Love there is and it has to be without measure.

Otherwise God as Love would be limited. Also, if God



is all, there couldn't be an opposite to Love called

hate. Hate could only be a hypothetical belief that

God was absent. But this absence of God is an

impossibility, because the oneness of God means His

allness. The Old Testament early declared this truth of

God's oneness: "Hear, O Israel: The Lord our God is

one Lord." (Deut. 6:4)

The second concept of oneness was the concept

of God and man as one, though distinct. This came

out most clearly when Christ Jesus stated, "1 and my

Father are one." (John 10;30) His hearers resisted

this statement. They accused Jesus of blasphemy.

They said, "...because that thou, being a man, makest

thyself God." (Vs 33) Jesus didn't allow himself to

be identified as God. He said he was the Son of God.

And he gave the evidence for this by pointing to his

works of healing. The works showed his unity with

God, who was the source of his power, otherwise he

wouldn't have been able to do them. But they also



showed his distinctness from God, because it was

necessary for Jesus to do these works in order for

them to be done. He had explained it this way: "The

Son can do nothing of himself, but what he seeth the

Father do; for what things soever he doeth, these also

doeth the Son likewise." (John 5:19) Man can't do

anything except that which expresses God, infinite

Love and infinite Life. But at the same time, nothing

can be done unless man does it. This makes man

tremendously important. Mrs. Eddy makes this very

clear: "Man is the expression of God's being. If there

ever was a moment when man did not express the

divine perfection, then there was a moment when man

did not express God, and consequently a time when

Deity was unexpressed -that is, without entity." (S&H

470:23) God needs man. But she also points out how

man needs God. She says, "If man ever existed

without this perfect Principle or Mind, then man's

existence was a myth." (S&H 470:30) Man is



necessary to God. God is necessary to man. This

concept of the oneness of God and man as inseparable

and as necessary to each other gave me a feeling of

great closeness to God, a unity with God. It also gave

an assurance that the oneness of God and man meant

that man had to be exactly like God, though distinct as

cause and effect.

These two concepts of oneness were reasonable

to me: the oness of God and the oneness, yet

distinctness of God and man.

But when I got to the concept of man's oneness,

that them's just one man, that seemed more difficult. It

seemed that there were many individual expressions of

God. That each was necessary for God to be

expressed fully. This was correct. I was comfortable

with that. But I still seemed to be thinking in terms of

a plurality, of many separated individuals.

Then I thought of the term generic. That helped

me to understand the oneness of man. Generic means



a type or kind. There could only be one kind of man

that God would create. Man would have to be exactly

like the source he's drawn from. This was logical and

it gave me a partial sense of what the oneness of man

might mean.

But it still didn't lift me out of seeing man as made

up of many individual, separated people. I needed to

get beyond a material level of thought. I had to stop

thinking of man as a lot of physical bodies. How could

I do this? Mrs. Eddy has a phrase that tells us how.

The phrase is "spiritual sense." Spiritual sense is the

understanding within us that God has given us. We

often associate it with faith, insight, divine intuition.

It's what we see beyond the material evidence. Mrs.

Eddy writes, "Through spiritual sense you can discern

the heart of divinity, and thus begin to comprehend in

Science the generic term man." She then gives these

details about man: "Man is not absorbed in Deity, and

man cannot lose his individuality, for he reflects



eternal Life; nor is he an isolated, solitary idea, for he

represents infinite Mind, the sum of all substance."

(S&H 258:31)

The first point was reassuring -- that man is not

absorbed in Deity and cannot lose his individuality. If

man is one, it might appear that individual man would

no longer have a special identity, that he would lose

his individuality. But this can't happen because he

reflects eternal life. The identity that God has

established for you is permanent and cannot be lost.

Mrs. Eddy's further description of the oneness of

man also removes the fear that man could lack

companionship. This is where she assures us, "...nor

is he an isolated, solitary idea, for he represents

infinite Mind, the sum of all substance."

If man represents infinite Mind, this must mean

that he is aware of all that the divine Mind is aware of,

Man is consciousness - unique, special, original. His

unity with others then is on the basis that as the



reflection of Mind, he includes all other individual

expressions in consciousness. All other individual

expressions have this same capacity of inclusiveness,

even while maintaining the unique identity that divine

Mind has imparted to them.

How does this concept of the oneness of man

relate to Jesus' command that we love one another?

If man is one, how can we love each other? Let's

answer this by asking another question? What does it

mean to love someone else? Isn't the highest love to

see them in their true nature as God has created them?

That means to see the other person as including all the

happiness, health, intelligence, abundance, affection

that God expresses in man?

At present we seem to see others as mortals with

physical bodies and varying temperaments. Doesn't

this view separate us from others? And doesn't this

view also present them as separated from the spiritual

qualities that God has imparted as their real identity?



Jesus' command to love each other leads us to

experience what we really are.

It's significant that the command says to love your

neighbor as yourself. If you love your neighbor as

yourself, you will be just as kind to your neighbor as

you would be to yourself. It's the Golden Rule: Do

unto others as you would have them do unto you.

At one point when Jesus cited this command to

love your neighbor as yourself, a lawyer challenged

him. He asked, "...And who is my neighbour?" (Luke

10:29) Jesus responded by telling a parable about a

man who was robbed and beaten. Two members of

the man's own church passed him by. A third man

stopped to help him. It's the parable of the Good

Samaritan. When Jesus finished, he asked the lawyer

which of the three was neighbor to the man who fell

among thieves. The lawyer had to concede, "...He

that shewed mercy on him." (Vs. 37)


