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~~~~~~
Life does not symbolize, stand for, or point to something other than itself
(though some believe that life is merely an effect which points to God as its cause).
In any event, the purpose of life is a life of purpose whose purpose is life itself.
-from The Gospel of Yet to be Common Sense
I feel that the ultimate context of sacred politics is far more planetary – and therefore ecologically political – than it is “global” in the sense of being merely geographically political. 
I feel this way because of my even deeper feeling that our species has both a spiritual and evolutionary commission to planetary custodianship. The spiritual basis of this commission is recognized in the Biblical account of God’s commandment to both Adam and Noah that they are to be planetary caretakers: “replenish the earth” (Genesis 1:28; 9:1). The evolutionary basis of our planetary commission has yet to be widely recognized, even though it is already consequent to our becoming a terra-forming geological force that is transforming the landscape and climate of our planet. 
Most simply put:

· As spiritual beings we come upon the Earth as its custodians, being in the world yet not of it.
· As evolutionary beings we come out of the Earth as our planet’s know-thyself species, á la Alan Watts observation that “Trees branch, flowers blossom, and Earth peoples. We do not come into the world, we emerge from it.”
Our planetary spaceship is a kinship, and we are the keepers of its kindom. As the only species via which our planet can be mindfully self-knowing of its evolving kinship, we are by obligation of our planetary consciousness the keepers of its kindom – the realm of all that lives – as well as the caretakers of the kinship that sustains the wholeness of our living kindom’s being. Because we are collectively the progeny of lifekind’s family overall, and only secondarily the individual offspring of evolution’s humankindness, whatever we impose on lifekind’s kindom we thereby likewise impose upon ourselves. We are accordingly unable to serve our human kinship any better than we serve the greater kinship of lifekind in which we are so inclusively and inescapably immersed. 

Nonetheless, what is now being collectively wrought by humankind is fraught with utter disregard for the planetary kinship that sustains us. Instead of honoring our commission to be replenishing of the Earth, we are rapidly depleting its vitality. In direct violation of our commission to planetary custodianship, humankind is presently serving its planet as an evolutionary weapon of mass destruction. 

In short, our terra-forming is terrorizing of our planetary host.
Several decades ago one of my spiritual mentors, Ernest Holmes, proclaimed what I consider to be an operational credo for sacred politics: “It would be wonderful indeed if a group of persons should arrive on Earth who were for something and against nothing. This would be the highest good of human organization, wouldn't it?” I take this to be a sacred political complement of the Biblical realization that “if God be for us, who can be against us?”

To stand for something while being against nothing would be to boldly go where we have never gone before, directly into the breadth and depth of our common unity. Were we to undertake this journey of inclusivity, we would be joining with those who already honor our common unity by acknowledging – as do the Hopi elders – that we ourselves are the people we’ve been waiting for:

We have met the so-called “missing link between the apes and civilized man” – and it is us.
In summation of the foregoing perspective, I feel that we are being called upon to honor the sacred political mandate of our spiritual and evolutionary commission as homo custodiens, which is to be the aborning human species that heartily replenishes the earthly kindom of lifekind by creating a world that works for all that lives, and for all that makes living possible.
