Innocent Blood
Megiddo – “the greatest of the ancient cities.” Guarded the Via Maris road between Egypt and Mesopotamia. Valley nearby is the Valley of Jezreel. The city mound is Armageddon (Har = mount, of Megiddo)
Solomon fortified Megiddo and other cities, giving him control of trade. 

Choice of “Armageddon” in Revelation is symbolic of the control of the world. Modern equivalents would be Hollywood, New York, or Washington DC.

RVL suggests the first battle is within the family. He takes Revelation’s Armageddon as representative of any battle for the soul of the world.

Battle pictured in Revelation is for hearts, souls, and minds, not political real estate.

Megiddo is visible from Nazareth. Surely it had some impact on the young Jesus. Jesus’ work began at Armageddon and ends at Armageddon. 

Ahab married Jezebel, a priestess of the Baal cult in Phoenicia. Ahab worshipped Baal as well. 

Israelites thought of Yahweh as a desert God. They were attracted by the fertility God Baal, as the land was very fertile.

Baal was the god of thunder and lightning. In winter, he went to the underworld and the land lost its fertility. To bring Baal back in the spring, human blood was offered. And Baal’s priests would have sex with a chosen woman, to encourage Baal to have sex with Asherah, leading to fertility. Following the priests’ sex, the worshippers would have sex with priestesses. 

In the “high places” would be an idol, with a roaring fire inside — Topet — and mothers would climb stairs and offer babies to be burned to death.
Many of the Israelite kings participated in this practice. They offered the lives of their children for personal success.

Thus, Baal perverted two of the most beautiful gifts from God: a child and sex in marriage. Modern society also perverts sex to its own purposes.

RVL: Modern culture considers human life cheap: abortion, often for financial inconvenience. 

Archaeologists found in Carthage at 60,000 sq. ft. of burned infants, many levels deep. Carthage has the same cultural roots as the Philistines.

(Ezek 23:36-39)  The LORD said to me: "Son of man, will you judge Oholah and Oholibah? Then confront them with their detestable practices, 37 for they have committed adultery and blood is on their hands. They committed adultery with their idols; they even sacrificed their children, whom they bore to me, as food for them. 38 They have also done this to me: At that same time they defiled my sanctuary and desecrated my Sabbaths. 39 On the very day they sacrificed their children to their idols, they entered my sanctuary and desecrated it. That is what they did in my house.”
(Jer 7:31-34)  They have built the high places of Topheth in the Valley of Ben Hinnom to burn their sons and daughters in the fire--something I did not command, nor did it enter my mind. 32 So beware, the days are coming, declares the LORD, when people will no longer call it Topheth or the Valley of Ben Hinnom, but the Valley of Slaughter, for they will bury the dead in Topheth until there is no more room. 33 Then the carcasses of this people will become food for the birds of the air and the beasts of the earth, and there will be no one to frighten them away. 34 I will bring an end to the sounds of joy and gladness and to the voices of bride and bridegroom in the towns of Judah and the streets of Jerusalem, for the land will become desolate.

God eventually sent Nebuchadnezzar to destroy the people for their sins, just as he’d destroyed the Canaanites by Israel.
Abortion is not as great a sin as being a culture that considers abortion acceptable.

Questions:
How will God judge a culture that accepts infant death as a fair trade as personal convenience?

What is the role of God’s church in such a culture?

Let’s suppose that we elect a president who appoints Supreme Court justices who reverse Roe v. Wade? Will the problem have been solved?

[No. It will be up to the legislatures to either ban abortion or allow it, and many — perhaps most — states will still allow abortion. 

Moreover, another president will one day appoint other judges who may well re-institute Roe v. Wade, or the Congress may, one day, legalize abortion nationally. One Supreme Court decision will not solve the problem.]

Why did Roe v. Wade trigger so many abortions? Many things are legal that aren’t done by the millions each year.

[The populace was already far from God and engaging in rampant sexual relations without birth control. Abortion followed because people preferred casual and unprotected sex to God. In other words, the church had failed generations earlier, because Christians don’t need a criminal law to obey God.]
If that’s so, what is the true, underlying problem?

[Easy to blame the media, etc., but the churches have failed to preach God’s will even when most people were going to church. Indeed, many churches have adopted a pro-choice position. But it’s not so much a lack of preaching on abortion, as it is church goers who don’t conform their lives to God. Nothing really changes until hearts are changed.]

The church thus has at least six roles to play in the abortion controversy:

· Train up our own children to respect life

· Convert others to Christ and his will

· Prophetically denounce abortion as contrary to God’s will — out of love and compassion, not self-righteousness
· Serve and support pregnant women who choose not to have abortions

· Help lift women out of the poverty that often leads to abortions

According to a study of all U.S. states from 1982-2000 by Catholics in Alliance for the Common Good,

Socioeconomic factors reduce the abortion rate

Analysis of nationwide data suggests that the economic status of pregnant women factors prominently into their abortion decision. Public policies that provide assistance and support to low-income families are rarely framed as ways to reduce the incidence of abortion. However, the findings from this study suggest that a two standard deviation difference among states in the reported level of economic assistance to low income families is correlated with a 20% lower abortion rate. Across the entire United States, this translates into 200,000 fewer abortions. The Welfare Reform Act of 1996 allowed states to impose a cap on the number of children eligible to receive economic assistance in low-income families. Removing this family cap would decrease abortions by about 15% or 150,000 nationwide. The findings also suggest that, in the 1990s, states with more generous grants to women, infants and children under the age of five as provided by the Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants and Children (WIC) program had a 37% lower abortion rate. Finally, higher male employment in the 1990s was associated with a 29% lower abortion rate.

http://www.catholicsinalliance.org/files/CACG_Final.pdf (August 2008). However, as you might expect, “In contrast, permitting Medicaid payments for abortions increased the abortion rate.”

Question: How should the church respond to this data? 
If abortion is so important that it should affect how we vote for political candidates (and it should, I think), then is it so important that it should affect our welfare policies?

· Push for changes in welfare laws?

· Help unemployed men find work?

· Help young men learn to be good husbands?

· Teach birth control?

· Teach abstinence?

It’s a difficult question, isn’t it? Part of the difficulty comes from the fact that, unlike many sins, abortion hurts someone other than the sinner. Therefore, the church has reason to get involved even when the abortion doesn’t involve a Christian. It’s not just that the pregnant woman is sinning, but that her child is being killed.

God’s love for innocent life is so great that we are surely called to save lives not only of our own members’ unborn children, but of others as well. But as the problem is ultimately about a lack of respect for life, being pushed by the media and much of the government, it’d be hard to change the outcome even if we could scrape enough support together to change the laws of this state.
Ultimately, we have two paths to follow, which are not mutually exclusive —

· Change hearts by introducing people to Jesus.

· Change behavior by eliminating the incentives to commit abortions and/or by pushing for legislation to make it more difficult or even illegal to obtain. This does nothing for the souls of the mothers, but it saves the lives of the children.

Obviously, while the second path may save millions of lives, we should feel unfulfilled and dissatisfied with such tactics as they attack a symptom, not the disease — but saving lives is better than not saving lives.

And notice how your worldview affects your choices. Republicans tend to push for criminal bans on abortion. Democrats tend to push for more generous welfare policies. Neither would be a complete solution and both would help some. 

But, in the end, it seems to me that any “solution” based on welfare or criminal law is, at best, a patch. Nothing has truly changed until we change hearts — and only Jesus can do that. And this argues for intensive evangelism, church planting, and community service in the most impoverished communities, where abortion is the most serious problem. 

Notice that in the early church, abortion eventually became unthinkable, not because Rome banned it, but because the church changed hearts. They adopted many unwanted children. And they lived lives of compassion. It took centuries, but the changes they made lasted nearly 2,000 years.
Therefore, in my opinion, the ultimate solution is to adopt a long-term strategy for bringing the world and this nation to Jesus — which is not so easy at a time when our numbers and influence are in decline. It’s time to do some serious thinking about who we and how we’ll live for Jesus.

