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We’re there…
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At a Glance

I was probably seen as a strange child. I liked my own 
company and loved to spend time wandering in the 

copse that was across a couple of fields at the back of 
our house. The copse was on a slope that ran down to a 
small stream. A wooden bridge crossed the stream and 
a muddy path wound through the trees to open fields. 
In early spring the coppiced hazel trees were hung with 
catkins that glowed in the slanting sunlight. The catkins 
were followed by primroses that in turn were followed 
by wild garlic, in the damp soil close to the stream. And 
then it all gave way to a sweeping carpet of bluebells in 
the shadow of the now-leafy branches. On warm days 
I would lie under a tree, looking through the leaves to 
an endless sky. I still like to do that with the trees in my 
own garden, and the view never stops being wonderful.

Now, after statutory education, I can gaze at this view 
and wonder at the tree’s ability to arrange all of its 
thousands of leaves so that each one is exposed to the 
maximum sunlight. This means the tree can get on with 
the business of photosynthesising, making the most 
efficient use of the sunlight, to provide its own food 
supply and, as a ‘waste product’ produce oxygen.

A few years ago I had been teaching a Year 8 science 
class about photosynthesis and respiration and how the 
bi-product of one was the life-blood of the other. One 
of the students couldn’t contain himself and suddenly 
exclaimed, “Us and trees – what a team!”

This 12 year old had seen, in one moment of clarity, 
the delicate balance and interdependence of these two 
life-forms – us and trees. In so many ways we have a 
Universe which seems to be designed around our needs. 
The activities of one life-form provide for the needs of 
another. Sometimes the interdependence seems harsh. 
Without a predator, some species would proliferate to 
the point of being destructive at worst; a nuisance at 
best.

There are those who would look at the destructive 
activity of humans on this planet and claim that we 
have become this out-of-control life form – lacking 
a predator. There is no one to stop us cutting down 
the trees that provide the oxygen that keeps us alive. 
And we have created deserts where there once were 
forests. Without trees, the sunlight, on which our world 
depends, has become a problem. Sunlight without trees 
to shade us can be detrimental – an enemy that it was 
never designed to be. The earth is a lot warmer than 
it used to be – and if it wasn’t for air-conditioning, 
many more areas would be uninhabitable. We have to 
protect ourselves from direct sunlight because it can be 
harmful. And trees provide shelter from the sun.

But trees are more than sunshades and oxygen-producing 
machines. A mature oak tree plays host to nearly 300

  
Continued on page 5...

Us and 
trees

“There are many in the world who are dying for a piece 
of bread but there are many more dying for a little love. 

The poverty in the West is a different kind of poverty – it 
is not only a poverty of loneliness but also of spirituality. 
There’s a hunger for love, as there is a hunger for God.” 

— 
Mother Teresa

(1910-1997)

Mysteries of life and death
In The Hitchhiker’s Guide 
to the Galaxy, 42 is given as 
the answer to the question, 
“What is the meaning of 
life?” Yet the real answer 
remains a mystery for many. 

Here, Ian Woodley ponders the imponderable – life, death, 
the Big Bang, quantum mechanics – and asks, why in this 
age of science are there still so many mysteries? Page 8.

Should we sacrifice for the planet?
Is our planet dying and, if so, is it too late to do anything 
about it? In this thought-provoking and challenging 
article, James Henderson asks 
whether there is a personal part 
we can each play in perhaps 
the most important cause of 
all – ensuring the future of the 
place we all call home. Page 9.

Reconnecting with the earth
What can 99-year-old scientist 
and environmentalist James 
Lovelock’s Gaia theory teach 
us about our planet? Richard 
Fowler investigates and 
suggests that if we could just 
tear ourselves away from our 
screens for a while, we could all benefit from reconnecting 
with nature. Page 4.

Up in smoke
Recently we’ve seen incongruous 
pictures of priests in hard hats 
conducting the first services at the 
Notre Dame cathedral in Paris since 
the terrible fire in April. Following 
the near-destruction of the medieval 
masterpiece, Richard Fowler reflects 

on what ancient and beautiful buildings mean to us in this 
modern and, frequently, transient world. Page 10.

A climate of change 
Peter Mill asks: wouldn’t it 
be great if all the publicity 
around climate change 
could result in some real and 
lasting change for those who 
need it most? Back page.

To the moon and back
As we approach the 50th anniversary 
of the Moon landing, Peter Mill 
explores some of the interesting facts 
that have emerged in the following 
decades. Page 6.

by Maggie Mitchell



4 5Photos: istockphoto.com

“There’s a danger of losing our tenure on this 
planet.”1

Scary thought! These are the words of scientist James 
Lovelock, one of the most influential environmental 
thinkers of our time. Aged 99, he is gentle and 
unassuming but has powerful ideas. One of them 
being that climate change will wipe out most of us this 
century.2

Maybe you, like me, in the constant stream of the 
global warming rhetoric find it hard to separate the 
hot air from the ‘so what can I do on a personal level’ 
stuff? I think this is where Lovelock’s ideas can help. 
I like them for their simplicity in the midst of a hugely 
complex global problem.

Lovelock calls his idea Gaia Theory. Widely debated 
by scientists, he believes the Earth is a self-regulating 
system – Earth is alive like any other living thing. Gaia 
looks after us. In support of this view, he argues“The 
Earth has an impossible atmosphere…the odds against 
it run into countless billions-to-one against.”1

Lovelock elsewhere hypothesizes that because we have 
not looked after Earth, the system is out of balance. 
What does he suggest we do to help the system readjust? 
We must reconnect with nature.

Machines, technology and cities have taken our 
attention, separating us from mother nature – we have 
left our first love, for the love of another. Maybe this 
terrestrial cheating has led us to neglect that which 
cares for us – Earth. But can we do something?

Reconnecting is about where we direct our interest and 
attention. When we give appropriate attention to our 
relationships, they thrive. In the same way, Lovelock 
suggests taking more of an interest in the natural world 
– in plants, animals and things that grow naturally, 
paying attention to the life around us. This can work on 
a simple level.

The night I watched Lovelock being interviewed, I 
realised I had been stuck indoors giving all my attention 

to my computer screen. I couldn’t remember the last 
time I had gone for a walk. I knew I needed fresh air 
and a change of environment. That night I went for a 
long overdue walk.  

I noticed my breathing, the stars and moon, the stillness 
and silence. I felt lighter, more relaxed. The stress 
I had experienced by the incessant use of my laptop 
subsided. I looked up at the infinitely complex universe 
and my perspective changed. I connected with nature 
and something more spiritual than just the next thing 
in my inbox. I walked past some litter. This time I had 
time to do something about it. I placed it in the nearest 
recycling bin. I was taking care of what takes care of 
me. 

When we take time to reconnect with nature we notice 

more. And in noticing we can make changes to help our 
home become a better home.
 
Whether you believe, like James Lovelock, that Earth 
is a living holistic organism that, with a little TLC, 
is able to self-regulate and repair; or like me, as a 
Christian, that a vastly superior intelligence designed 
our incredible universe to do just that – I would argue 
that reconnecting with nature is healthy for us and our 
planet.

This week take time to reconnect with the natural world.

References:
1 https://www.bbc.com/ideas/videos/theres-a-danger-of-
losing-our-tenure-on-this-plane/p06yyqvc
2 https://www.theguardian.com/theguardian/2008/mar/01/
scienceofclimatechange.climatechange

...Continued from page 3. 

different species of insect, as well as providing 
homes for various birds and squirrels. These species 
are part of an intricate web of life that is alluded 
to in the vision of an ancient Babylonian King, 
Nebuchadnezzar, recorded in the 6th Century BC:

“These are the visions I saw while lying in bed: I 
looked, and there before me stood a tree in the 
middle of the land. Its height was enormous. The tree 
grew large and strong and its top touched the sky; it 
was visible to the ends of the earth. Its leaves were 
beautiful, its fruit abundant, and on it was food for 
all. Under it the wild animals found shelter, and the 
birds lived in its branches; from it every creature was 
fed”.1 

But where, then, did the tree come from? Was 
something or someone even bigger behind it? Many 
years later, that self-same king had an encounter 
with something even greater than that tree – a Deity 
to whom he gives glory for everything. “Now I, 
Nebuchadnezzar, praise and exalt and glorify the 
King of Heaven, because everything he does is right 
and all his ways are just”.2

Could it be that our Babylonian King’s tree vision 
was responsible for leading him to grasp the truth 
that we are all part of an even greater picture? 
This particular tree dwarfed all others, was visible 
everywhere and provided shelter and food for every 
creature on earth.

We need to look after trees, to plant them, to protect 

them, to take pleasure from the gifts they can give us 
– to lie under them as the pale green leaves filter the 
sunlight, as the wind is given a voice by the moving 
leaves, and to wonder how and why they exist.

Us and trees: a relationship that is most definitely 
worth preserving.

References:
1 The Bible, Daniel 4:10-12 (NIVUK)
2 The Bible, Daniel 4:34 (NIVUK)

Reconnecting with the earth
by Richard Fowler
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The best speech ever written (but never given)

50 years ago, on 20 July 1969, the Apollo 11 lunar 
module, Eagle, landed on the Sea of Tranquility. Six 
hours later, Neil Armstrong became the first man to walk 
on the lunar surface.

Just under a day later, he and Buzz Aldrin planned to 
escape the moon’s gravitational pull, reunite with the 
command module Columbia and head for home as heroes.

The word planned is appropriate here. Crucially, there 
was only sufficient fuel remaining for just one attempt to 
get back to the command module. When Neil Armstrong 
pulled the lever, flicked the switch or pressed the button, 

if what was meant to happen didn’t, that would be it.

Yet even though there was no Plan B for the astronauts, 
there was one for the writer of the speech. William Safire, 
the then flavour of the month speechwriter for President 
Nixon and many other great figures of that time, had – 
unusually – been asked to write two speeches for the 
moon landing. One in the event of a successful mission. 
And another “just in case”.

Years later, when asked which he thought was the best 
speech of his career, he wouldn’t hesitate to reply, “the 
one that stayed in Nixon’s pocket”. So, after all that 
fanfare and hoopla, you might like to read the actual 
speech. Here it is:

“Fate has ordained that the men who went to the moon 
to explore in peace will stay on the moon to rest in peace.

“These brave men, Neil Armstrong and Edwin Aldrin, 
know that there is no hope 
for their recovery. But they 
also know that there is hope 
for mankind in their sacrifice. 
These two men are laying down 
their lives in mankind’s most 
noble goal: the search for truth 
and understanding.

“They will be mourned by their 
families and friends; they will 
be mourned by their nation; 
they will be mourned by the 
people of the world; they will 
be mourned by a Mother Earth 
that dared send two of her sons 
into the unknown.

“In their exploration, they 
stirred the people of the world 
to feel as one; in their sacrifice, they bind more tightly 
the brotherhood of man.

“In ancient days, men looked at stars and saw their 
heroes in the constellations. In modern times, we do 
much the same, but our heroes are epic men of flesh and 
blood.

“Others will follow, and surely find their way home. 
Man’s search will not be denied. But these men were the 
first, and they will remain the foremost in our hearts.

“For every human being who looks up at the moon in 
the nights to come will know that there is some corner of 
another world that is forever mankind.”

A first on the moon

On that day, 20 July 1969, another first happened: the 
first communion on the moon. Yet many people haven’t 
heard of this first, because it was done in secret (see 
infographic).

The communion was taken, not by Neil Armstrong, but 
by his colleague, Buzz Aldrin.

In Aldrin’s own words: “I had intended to read my 
communion passage back to earth, but at the last-minute 
NASA had requested that I not do this. They were already 
embroiled in a legal battle with Madelyn Murray O’Hare, 
the celebrated opponent of religion, over the Apollo 8 
crew reading from the biblical book Genesis while 

orbiting the moon at Christmas. I agreed reluctantly.”

So the communion was hushed up because Madelyn 
O’Hare was taking court action against NASA. Ms O’Hare 

believed that religion should be 
kept apart from government and 
state. And, having successfully 
achieved the banning of prayers 
in schools back on earth, she 
was now taking her battle into 
space.

However, Buzz Aldrin was 
an elder at his Presbyterian 
Church in Texas and, knowing 
that he would soon be doing 
something unprecedented in 
human history, he felt he should 
mark the occasion somehow. 
He asked his pastor to help 
him. So the pastor consecrated 
some communion bread and a 
small vial of communion wine 
(representing the body and 

blood of Jesus, respectively). Then Buzz Aldrin took 
them with him out of the Earth’s orbit and on to the 
surface of the moon.

He and Armstrong had only been on the lunar surface 
for a few minutes when Aldrin made the following 
public statement: “This is the Lunar Module pilot. I’d 
like to take this opportunity to ask every person listening 
in, whoever and wherever they may be, to pause for a 
moment and contemplate the events of the past few hours 
and to give thanks in his or her own way.”

He then ended radio communication and there, on the 
silent surface of the moon, 250,000 miles from home, he 
read a verse from the Bible, and he took communion by 
eating the bread and drinking the vial of wine. Here is his 
own account of what happened:

“In the radio blackout, I opened the little plastic packages 
which contained the bread and the wine. I poured the 
wine into the chalice our church had given me. In the 
one-sixth gravity of the moon, the wine slowly curled 
and gracefully came up the side of the cup. Then I read 
the Scripture from John 15 (see infographic).

“…I ate the tiny piece of bread and swallowed the wine. 
I gave thanks for the intelligence and spirit that had 
brought two young pilots to the Sea of Tranquility. It 
was interesting for me to think: the very first liquid ever 
poured on the moon, and the very first food eaten there, 
were the communion elements.”

Photo of Buzz Aldrin walking on the Moon (source: Nasa)

by Peter Mill
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I wasn’t alive in 1944. Not even a twinkle in my not-
met-yet parents’ eyes.

So, all the recent hype about the D-Day anniversary 
felt on the one hand out of touch and irrelevant, and, 
yet, on the other, more pertinent than ever. Reading 
how soldiers gave their lives for their country seemed 
to evoke a spirit of sacrifice that has long since gone. 
Would it happen again today? The sacrifice, I mean; the 
willingness to give up something, even your life, for a 
worthwhile cause. It sounds a bit fanatical, doesn’t it?

What could the cause be today? We like to have our 
choices and we have some – from Women’s Rights to 
the LGBTQ+ lobbies, from social justice to the “Me 
too” movement. Perhaps greater than any of these 
issues is the crisis of our beloved blue jewel of a planet, 
the Earth.

Is Earth dying and is it too late to do anything about it?

We’ve heard and read so much about it. We’ve been 
horrified by TV images of how our rubbish suffocates 
our oceans and bleeds our land of its rich nutrients, and 
been appalled when unique species disappear, seemingly 
forever. It can be so overwhelming, so exhausting, so 
relentless, that we switch off emotionally. Like the kind 
of compassion fatigue that we may go through when 
faced with too many charitable appeals, so we get 
weary with all this talk about saving the planet.

What if the Allied troops had entertained such thoughts 

on D-Day, 6 June 1944? I’m sure many soldiers were 
physically exhausted, and probably wanted a break. I 
had to smile recently when I read of how British troops 
were lampooned for slowing the progress of campaigns 
by stopping too often for a brew-up. Sometimes such tea 
breaks had serious consequences in that they allowed 
the enemy to gain ground. Not that there should never 
be a respite, but with our War on Waste and efforts to 
Save the Planet, let’s not give up and be slack in our 
resolve.

We need to think about the future impact of what we 
do in the present. Nathaniel Rich is a contemporary 
author and commentator on environmental concerns. 
In his book Losing Earth: The Decade We Could Have 
Stopped Climate Change, published earlier this year, 
he regrets that “we have trained ourselves, whether 
culturally or evolutionarily, to obsess over the present, 
fret about the medium term, and cast the long term out 
of our minds, as we might spit out a poison”1. I wonder, 
if we had a fresh start; would we just repeat what we 
humans have done in the past? Rich comments, “It is 
flattering to assume that, given the opportunity to begin 
again, we would act differently – or act at all”.2

The problem is our human nature, and the inherent 
greed that is ours. We feel the planet is there for our 
taking. It’s all for us, and we’ve used it as we see fit 
without thinking through the consequences, not just for 
ourselves but also for other species.

Continued on page 11...

Sometimes, life presents us with moments which 
lead us to ponder whether there are amazing hidden 

structures within the universe. I have heard many 
stories of people who suddenly knew that something 
had happened to a close friend or relative – even though 
they were miles away. I once switched on the radio to 
hear the end of a true story about the struggles a mother 
went through while her son battled a serious illness. 
One day, she suddenly knew her son’s fight was over; 
he had passed away. This lady went to the hospital 
and surprised the nurses with her news, as they were 
unaware of her son’s death. But when they investigated 
his status, they sadly discovered he was now dead.

How should we view such stories? I have friends who 
would consider this a coincidence; such things do not 
happen in our world. This is not just an atheistic view 
of the universe, as the people I am thinking of are 
Christians. My mum tells stories about the passing of 
my dad which brings this subject much closer to home. 
Certain small details encourage her. For example, the 
exact time of his death was the same as the number of 
his licence to drive a bus in London. She continued to 
see this number pop up in other details regarding his 
passing. Are these things hints of a mysterious ‘deeper 
structure’ within the universe, or are they unrelated? 
Are we trying to place a rational order over random 
events? 

The universe continues to present us with mysteries, 
even in this age of scientific discovery. In quantum 
theory there is an idea called entanglement, in which 
two particles can become connected in their quantum 
properties. The quantum state of each particle cannot 
be described independently of the state of the other, 
even when they are separated by a large distance. 
Observing the quantum qualities of one particle seems 
to instantly affect the state of the other. Apparently, 
Einstein called this “spooky action at a distance.”1 
Some individuals have pondered whether this explains 
various supernatural phenomena, like the sudden 
knowledge of someone’s death. But before I can get 
excited by such ideas, most physicists believe that 

although entanglement is quite mysterious, it cannot be 
used to transmit information.2 Therefore, they consider 
any connections between quantum mechanics and 
‘psychic’ phenomena to be fanciful and completely 
unfounded by the evidence.3

So, I am left in an agnostic position. I accept the 
powerful stories I hear, but I can’t explain them. When 
I do take a speculative stab at an explanation, I often 
lean on my Christian faith. If the universe came from 
nothing, as many theories of the ‘Big Bang’ suggest, 
then some cause needs to continually keep it going. 
Personally, I believe that this cause is God, who upholds 
the universe at every moment.4 As God is effectively 
“in touch” with all things, then maybe in his grace he 
allowed a mother to know that her son was dead even 
when she had no evidence for this.

Although I can’t explain how such things happen, 
these events do fill me with wonder. Are they hints of a 
‘deeper structure’ to the universe? Perhaps. We humans 
do tend to connect things that don’t really have any 
relation. Yet, these stories are really compelling.

So, I can’t give a definite answer. However, I am left 
with the realisation that mystery still exists in our lives, 
even in this age of scientific experiment and proof. There 
are so many things that humanity still doesn’t know! 
Mystery prompts us to explore and investigate, to keep 
pushing for answers.  As a result, I’m quite happy to 
live with mystery, for the puzzles of the universe make 
life – and possibly death - so much more interesting.

References
1 Beyond Weird by Philip Ball, P 168, published 2018.
2 See footnote of Beyond Weird, P314.
3 For example, the following tweet on Quantum Mechanics 
(“QM”) by Jim Al-Khalili, Professor of Theoretical Physics 
and Chair in the Public Engagement in Science at the 
University of Surrey: “Let me make this very clear: if you 
think QM allows for homeopathy, psychic phenomena, ESP 
etc then you’d better take a proper course in QM” https://
twitter.com/jimalkhalili/status/326445939466309632?s=17
4 The Bible, Letter to the Hebrews, Chapter 1 verse 3.

Should we 
sacrifice 
for the 
planet?

by James Henderson

Mysteries of 
life and death

by Ian Woodley
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the near-destruction of an 800 year-old symbol of 
permanence heightened our sense of insecurity? Does 
the realisation that something as old and permanent as 
Notre Dame can be lost remind us that all things must 
eventually come to an end?

If so, where can our spirituality find a permanent home, 
if not in the bricks and timber of churches?

One answer to this question has something to do with 
the words quoted in the opening line of this article. The 
wisdom of the spiritual leader who uttered these words 
expresses a novel idea about spirituality: for Christians 
like me, spirituality is not sustained by the physical, but 
by the spiritual. It’s not built on buildings.

Our spirituality is built on the life and words of Jesus; 
a permanent spirituality. Why do I say that? Because 
this statement from Jesus invites us to dedicate our 
life to a movement, not a monument; a community that 
continues, providing certainty and a truer identity.

A movement connected with the heavenly, not the 

earthly; with the celestial, not the terrestrial. This 
connection, then, has permanency because it does not 
rely on relics from Notre Dame but a relationship with 
the divine. A relationship built on the life and words of 
Jesus, through his Spirit. A movement that never comes 
to an end because it comes with the promise of eternal 
life.

This church is made of people, not stone and timber. 
It is a community that its founder, Jesus Christ, said 
would not be destroyed, nor quenched by fire.

If you want to find out more about this community, we 
are here to talk. Contact us on 01858 437099 (during 
business hours) or drop us a question anytime at info@
gracecom.church.

References
1 The Bible, Matthew 16:18 (KJV)
2 https://theday.co.uk/stories/hope-rises-from-the-ashes-of-
notre-dame
3 https://www.bbc.co.uk/sounds/play/p076mbbr
4 https://www.newstatesman.com/world/2019/04/notre-dame-
was-built-last-until-end-world.

I don’t think Jesus was referring to Notre Dame 
Cathedral when he famously said, “I will build my 

church; and the gates of hell shall not prevail against 
it”.1

I was reflecting on these words as I witnessed the 
shocking sight of the ‘gates of hell’ tearing through 
the roof of that majestic building, causing onlookers to 
gasp in unison as the iconic spire toppled.

The dramatic sight of this monument in stone and 
wood being destroyed in front of our eyes has stirred 
something deep within us. The headline of one French 
newspaper declared, “Le coeur en cendres”, which 
translates as “heart in ashes”.

Yet despite the enormous damage, the cathedral that 
was razed to the ground will be raised up again. But for 
millions of people in France, and all around the world, 
this is more than a physical restoration.

Has this event awoken in us a dormant spirituality? 
One that modernity has lulled to sleep and almost made 
us forget about?

Maybe Notre Dame represents more to us than just 
masonry and timber. It is a powerful symbol. One of 

dedication, of identity, of the transcendent. The modern 
world with its glitter, glamour and transience has been 
brought into sharp contradistinction through the loss of 
a building created by people who believed they were 
dedicating themselves to something bigger and more 
lasting than themselves. “Is it a ‘soul sadness’ that we 
live in an age without the conviction required to dedicate 
whole lifetimes to a spiritual monument.”2 This kind of 
conviction is an echo of a bygone certainly humanity 
used to possess. A similar idea was expressed by Lucy 
Winkett, Rector of St James’s Church, Piccadilly, on 
BBC Radio 4’s Today programme: “We look up at a 
beautiful and ancient building like Notre Dame that 
seems so certain, so convinced, which in itself gives 
some kind of reassurance.”3

But maybe the global reaction also shows that our 
identity is not just in the here and now, or in the future, 
but in the past, too. In a changing world, it represents 
something unchanging, something stable and steadfast. 
Awakening in our souls a desire for something 
sustainable; something certain.

“Notre Dame was built to last until the end of the 
world… In an age when there were no information 
storage devices other than handwritten books, giant 
stone buildings were society’s hard drives.”4 But has 

...Continued from page 9.

Can anything be done? I hate it when religious 
people, especially Christians (and I’m one of those) 
say that God will sort everything out in the long run. 
It’ll be alright on the night, meaning that with enough 
rehearsals the play will proceed without a hitch. 
While that may be, now is not the night and it’s not 
alright. And this is not a rehearsal for some future 
drama. This is now. What should we do now?

Of course, nations can sign up to treaties like 
the Basel Convention against toxic colonialism 
(referring to how wealthy nations try to dump their 
waste on poorer countries). And there can be G20 
or G7 discussions on pollution that try to limit gas 
emissions. And laws can be passed to try and tackle 
the problem of plastic. But is that enough? Should 
we just leave it to our governments? Is there not a 
personal responsibility for each of us?

Nathaniel Rich continues: “Everything is changing 
about the natural world and everything must change 
about the way we conduct ourselves. It is easy to 
complain that the problem is too vast, and each of us 
is too small. But there is one thing that each of us can 
do ourselves, in our own homes, at our own pace… 
we can call the villains villains, the heroes heroes, the 
victims victims, and ourselves complicit”.3

We’ve all played a part in creating the problem, and 
we can all play a part in creating a new future. We 
need to be gracious, and to learn to sometimes give 
back to the Earth without taking. The word “sacrifice” 
comes to mind. It sounds too religious, I know, but 
it’s a good word. Christians say that Christ sacrificed 
himself for our greater good, so that our eternal 
future would be secure. Perhaps that’s an example 
to follow. We give of ourselves to help our families 
and our communities. What about the planet? Are we 
ready to sacrifice for it? To refuse to do something 
that might damage it? To deny ourselves some of our 
luxuries so that the eco-diversity we enjoy now can 
be there for future generations?

Maybe we should.

Maybe we could be allies together as we advance the 
cause of the environment.

Let’s sacrifice for the planet.

james.henderson@gracecom.church
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It seems hardly a day goes by without climate change 
featuring in our news reports. For example, at time 

of writing the Guardian newspaper announced it has 
updated its style guide to introduce terms that more 
accurately describe what it sees as the environmental 
crisis facing the world. 

Instead of ‘climate change’ which editor-in-chief, 
Katharine Viner thinks sounds rather passive and 
gentle, the preferred terms are ‘climate emergency’, 
‘crisis’ or ‘breakdown’, with ‘global heating’ being 
favoured over ‘global warming’.

Are these concerns exaggerated? Not according 
to many. In another recent high profile story, The 
Environment Agency warned that the impact of a 
forecast global temperature rise of 4°C could lead to 
whole communities having to move away from coasts 
and rivers, meaning that villages and even towns 
could be abandoned.

As a Christian, which to me means a follower of 
Christ, my knee-jerk reaction when I hear these 
disturbing reports is to ask myself what would Jesus 
think about it all? How would he react? What would 
he say or do?

On the subject of climate change, he is silent. Perhaps 
not surprising when you consider how different 
a place the world was 2000 years ago. Yet in his 
famous Sermon on the Mount, he made this simple, 
yet profound statement: “In everything, do to others 
what you would have them do to you.”1

The implications behind those words stretch far 
beyond our management or mis-management of the 
environment – to how we deal with the impact of 
climate emergencies such as flood or drought, crop 
failures or disease epidemics on those who are least 
able to cope: the world’s poor.

Reference:
1Matthew 7:12 (NIVUK) 


