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quite unreliable. The method of withdrawal before in-
tercourse is complete, spolls the act for both husband

end wife, and in any cese often fails to prevent con-
cention.

3. It 1a on the use of artificlal contraceptives that
disagreoment la sharpest. There are, speaking general-
ly, three different points of view:

A,
The use of contraceptives is always wrong, since it
dmpeoses limitation upon intercourse such as to alter
. the nature of the act. Those who hold this view allow
that the use of the "eafe perlod® is a leglitimate means
of birth control, since it involves no interference with
the sex act itself; seed 1s dsposited where it can
reach the womb, even though there is no egg-cell present
to be fertilized. What 1e not permissible (they say) is

to make the act of intercourse something less than it
is by neture. 3
(

That expressed by the Lambeth Conference of 1930 (the
asgenbly of all the Bishops of the Anglican Church
throughout the world) in the followling resolution
(carried by 193 votes to 67) = "Where there is a clear-
ly felt moral obligation to limit or avold parenthood,
the method muet be decided on Christian prinociples.

The primary and obvious method is complete abstlnence
fron intercourse (as far as may be neceseary) in a life
of dlsclpline and self-control lived in the power of
the Holy Spirit. Hevertheless in those cases whers 3
there is such a olearly-felt moral obligation to l.tmi
or avoid parenthood, and where thers 1is morally soun
reason for avoiding complete abstinence, the congl::noe
agrees that other methods may be ugsed, provided .
this is done 1n the light of the seme Christlian pr 2; s
cinles. The Conference records its strong congegm o
of the use of any methods of conoeptio -oontrg i :ol't"l
methods of aelflshness, luxury or mere convenience.

3 : in every
That the use of contraceptives 1s normal Y
fertile marriage, 8o that husband and wife may C fiat
; a to
t times when they do not inten
38322‘1‘33";;3%2;- child. #an (it is sald) is a:}w:g;
"interfering with nature” for lis own purposes; A

)
wisely used, contraceptives allow a ’“ﬁ;:: 'ﬁ:‘ {::2:
RATPied life tUMILoN Wﬁzl" :Ill:t’:l':ugs. th;rarore. not

' 1ty of couples.
::iytgg Rovel resson against their uss, but a positive

your, :
Oaﬂligh:l;:ga: are in complete egreement theres 1s no

Justification for the use of contraceptives
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(1) for purely selfish motives, or in the attempt to
avold proper and necessary aelf control;

(2) %o avolid parenthood altogether;

(3) outside marriage, which ia entirely different
from thelr use by husband and wife. Intercourse outaide
marriage whether contraceptives are used or not, is
egainst the teaching of Christ. :

What should & married couple do? You may feel it
right to ask the advics of a priest or Christian doctor
or & trusted friend. In the end no one can make the
decislon for you; you must do that youselves. If you-
really want to do the right thing, and not Just the
easiest thing, and if you ask God to guide your cholos,
you may be quite sure He will.

It may be helpful to add a note about the use of con-
traceptives in early marriage. So many couples have to
atart married life on somebody else's home - with "in-
laws® very often - that this is a burning question. Is
it better toc postpone the first baby until you are
living on your own - or earning more money? q

This again 1s a matter which each couple must declds
for themzelves. But there are other conslderations
which they should bear in mind and which will help
them to chcose wisely.

(1) Hany couples find that to use contraceptivea at
the beginning of their marriage detracts from the
Pleasurs of Mtsrgours;a:{ spoiling the natural spon-
fanelty of thelr love= ng.

(2) gf there is any physical defeot which means that
you cannot have children, the use of contraceptives
Will prevent you from finding this out and having 1t
treated. The sooner such };:leatmont begins the more
likely it ia to bs successiul.

(3)1'11: is dangerously easey for a couple who declds
not to have children for a time, to get ao used t°b: .
higher standard of living and more madqm to g abou
together, than they could sver have once they a,:m:.;ter
parents, that they put off starting a famlly yes® & o0
year, and sometimes decide in the end no gr Tt 4%
ren at all. Not only is this wrong in nset ke ors
means they deny themselves some of the greates 4

men and women can have. ife are better
It is asometimes sald that h::::n 2 :ﬁgr: period - six

fitted to be parents if they A
months or a ygar - in which to settle dow:]_:g :lgar:::i
ness of living together ghey; have ing for child-
the reponubintio: :gg‘a;:i::t:ﬂo;f c:::a.ig otadas,

. or no :
‘iﬁ“m‘i“iﬁﬁ 1t is oertainly best not :ge!’;;:mg m
first baby unless t::'::.::u:;ﬂ:gtmngtm, dgoide’ not

m [ ]
N hake 5Ald at-oncs, then they ought to review their
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decision at least once every year. The anniversary of
the weddins is a good ¥ime to do it.

The United Church of Canada

The General Oouncil of the United Church of Canada ap-
proved a statement on "The ¥eaning and 'Eesponn.bniues' of
Christisn Harriage® in 1932, In part this statement said:

The Church bslieves that the highest values can never

bs attalned in the purault of selfish esase and pleasure
at the cost of a childless home . . . . Nor can the
Church censure the renunciation of parenthood when it

ie reasonably certain that any offspring of the marriage
will be in the form of a stunted humanity and a burden
to sopiety. HMany a mother, whose strength has already
been serlously depleted by the demands of a rapidly-re-
ourring matsrnity experience, finds her continued min-
istry, her health, and perhaps her life lmperiled should
another similar experience beoome imminent. ©Still others
are perplexed about their ability to render highest ser-
vice to the children already born to them should the
nuabar and rreq‘uaaoy of birtha be subject to caprice

or random chance. :

Thie church body belisves that parenthood should not be
left up to instinot or accident but that it should be a mat-
ter of consclence - a considered Judgment based on thes recog-

nition of all of the facts and of the obligations inherent

in & situation.”

3.'1_'!;2 Threshold of Hgg;g? published for the Church of
England ioral welra.r%' Council Tondon: Church House, Dean's

!ardl 19""9). Pp. 26 ff.
uV
o

elism and Bob:l.al Bervi.c.o of the e
Toronto: Board of Evangelism and Soclal Se ’

S1via.

" oublished by the Board of Evan-
% United Church of G;;l;g.?
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Contraceptives are definitely approved by this church

in the following statement:

We find substantial unanimity in the voices of the major
bodles of Christendom end of Jewry affirming that there
is no religlous oblligation to have intercourse only

when no precsutlon 1s taken against resulting concep-
tlon; but, on the contrary, marital intercourse brings
its own contribution to Christian: life when it is
definitely divorced from the quest of pmnthood.5

In 1936 the Board of Evangelism and Social Service of

the Unitcd Church ceme forward with the following recom—

mendation:

In view of the facta and considerations here submitted
we recom:end the General Council to record its aporoval
of the esteblighment of Voluntary Parenthood Clinics
under publlc control and supervision according to
standards and regulations prescribed by the Provinclal
Departments of Fublic' Health, these regulations to be
drevn up in the light of experimental work already done
in Cenade and of mo;;e permsnent enterprises conducted
in other countries.

Although the present writer wrote to the Board of Evan-

geliem and Soclzl Service of the United Church of Canadsa he

has not been able to get anything more definite on the stand

of thig church than the statements quoted above. The report

=

tian Home, however, leaves the impression that a consoientious

, on this church's Commnisslon on Chrigtian Marriage and Chris-

61bia.

TIbig.

L o R R Ny P N
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use of contraceptives in marrisge is morally rl.ght.a

The Federal Council of Chnrches

In 1931 the Federal Counocil's comi.tt‘e on Marriage and
Home dealt with the matter of birth oontrél. The committes
was of the convietion that both the use of contraceptives
and abstinence for longer or shorter periods of time ars to
be considered forms of birth control.’? ,

A majority of this conuittee held that by careful and
restrained use of contraceptives by married couples it ia
morally rlgh'!:.lo

They take this position because thoy believe that it
is ilmportant to provide for the proper spacing of
children, the control of the size of family, and the
brotection of mothers and children; and because inter-
ocourse betwsen the mates, when an expression of their
6piritusl union and affection, is right in itself.
They are of the opinion that abstinence within mar-
rlage, except for the few, cannot be relied upon to
meat these problems, and under ordinary conditions 1is

not desirsble in itself.
But they cannot leave this statement without further

comment. They feel obliged to point out that present
knowledge of birth control is incomplete, and tlén:hm
element of uncertainty, although 1%t is small, = re=-

tion Honer Sha TumaN by e s Ay mmon"un e
Social Sewloe'agd The Board of Christian Eduoatgn “111:1-':
United Churck of Canada (Toronto: The Board of agga
and S8ocial Service and the Board of Christlian Education,

1946), paseim.
: : published by

loral gontrol 1 1938, :
the Comuit _e%aé%d the Home of the Federal Coun

urch Chriet in America (New York: re-
;:}.ngzdtg; glt:e Plzi-m:g. Paﬂ:thood Federation of America Inec.,

nod.). p. u.

lom'o Pe 5.
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mains, lore serious is the faoct that all methods are
ag yet more or less subject to personal factors for
thelr effectiveness. Married couples should keep thesi
facts in mind and weloome children, should they come.d

The committes's winority believes that "sufficient
stress hac not been lald upon the idealistic character of
the teachings of Jesus ccncerning marriage and its obliga-
tione."12 The minority stated thels ‘vidws as followa:

In visw of the widespread doubt among Christian people
.of the morality of the use of contraceptives, and the
scruples sxperienced by making use of them, it appears
to these members of the committee to bs the plain dquty
of the Christlan church, when control of conception is
necessary tc uphold the standard of abstinence as the
ideal, reocognizing it as a counsel of perfection, and
that Christlan morals are much more exalted than gen-
erally supposed. But they would point out that the
grace of God is sufficlent for those who are consclous
of a difficult eand high vocation; and that we have as
yet out touched the fringes of epiritual power which
1a all abcut us like God's gift of alr and sunshine.
Theose who adventure and trust are rewarded, and they
know the Joy and strength which accompany all victories
of the spirit. :

The mel;hod of sbatinence ia therefore to be used %o
meet conditions and situations in which otherwlse con-
traceptives would be necessary. This does not mean
that sex relations between married people as an ex- o
pression of mutusl affeotion are wrong, but tmy &i‘;
bo denied when childbearing is hazardous bo : ‘1{;“-
being of the mother or chlld or the hmqhg e
this 1s possible is shown by the largs num rtgo e
married people who lead chaste lives, and by 9.8

' ber of married couples who practice selfrgontrol a
all times and abstinence when neceasary.

Uipg.
121014, , p. 6.
131044., pp. 6-7.
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The Congregational and Ohriatinn‘ Churches

In 1931 the General Council of Congregational and
Chriegtian Churches endorsed the majority repert of the Com-
mittee on Marriage and the Home of the Federal Council of
Churchee of Christ in America, issued on March 21, 1931.1"'
The following resolution wae addied:

We belleve in the ideal of marriage as the complete

union of one man and one woman, wvho, forsaking all

others, give themselves wholly unto each other. This
ideal, we are aonvinced, cannot be realized without
mutuality and freedom resulting from physical and
spiritual oneness. We believe in the right of chilldren
to be wanted and the right of husbands and wives to as-
sume parenthood. Therefore, we favor the prineiple of
voluntary child-bearing, belleving that it sacramental-

izes physical union andlgaraguardl the well-being of
the family and soclety.

The Universalists

The Universalist General Conventlon of 1929 passed on
the committee's report.concerning birth control. The com-
mittee was of the opinion that the passage of the Comstook °

laws by Gongress and twenty-four states grew out of confualon
These

"11l1-

of contraception with abortion and obscene practices.

laws threv "medical science” and "obscenity’ into one
consldered prohibition. w16

%1pig., p. 10.
151p1a,
161019
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The report went on to say:

This committee finds that birth control is one of the
most practicable means of race betterment, end there-
by recommends:

1. That this Convention urge the immsdiate repesl of
such federal and state laws as interfere with the pre-
scription of contraception by physiclans; and

2. That vhere legal barriers do not exist, soclally
minded persons bs urged to establish in every center
of population clinics whers those needing it may re-
ceive contraceptive advioe under medical supervision.l?

The American Unitarian Assocclation

In 1930 the American Unitarian Assoclation adopted the
following resolution:

Resolvad, That the American Unitarian Association re-
conmende to ite constituent churchea and members an
earnest consideration of the fundamental soclal, m.mn--‘l
omic and eugenic importance of birth control to the en
that they may support all reasonable efforts in thelr
oommunitlgg for the promotion of the birth control
movement.

The Jews

In 1929, the Central Conference of American Rabbis

passed this reaolution:

the
Mindful of the noble tradition obtalning among
Jewish people with respect to the holl.no?n b::d rzgizmg
crucial importance of domestlo relations; e ot
at the same time the many serious evils ::u:;a Ty
controlled parenthood among those who la ol G
quisites of health and a reasonable measure
resources and intelligence %o give

h they are entitled;
hgﬁt?aggotge:%:l Gon{'eronco of the American Rabbls,

17Ib1,g,. s Do 1l
181ma.
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urge the recognition of the importance of the control
of parenthood as_one of the methods of coping with
soclal problens,

The Luthera.p Church .of Sweden

The Lutheran blshops sent an episcopal letter to the
Lutheran clergy of Sweden conoerning various problems of sex
confronting the Swedish people. The following is a quota-
tion of one of the two paragraphs on contraceptivea:

There i1s something wrong in any marriage where the

couple are blologleally normal but want no children.

Yot children are not the sole purpose of marriage.

Above all, marriage is significant because 1t estab-

lishes a firm and genuine fellowship betwsen man and

woman. Sexual intercourse between.man and wife can be

2 complcte expression of this fellowship though un-

usual conditions may make necessary an avoidance of

conception. Seriously considered this situation does

lead us to concede that under oezgalu circumstances
contracentives may be permitted.

The American Lutheran Confersenoce

The Commission on Socisl Relations of.the American
Lutheran Conference, submitted a statement on fPlanned Parent-
hood" to the American Lutheran Conference in ite convention
of 1952, The convention referred the atatement to its five
member church bodies for study prior to the next convention.

The statement, in part, reads:
Believing firmly in the power of the principles of love,

191ma.
20 ngyedassh Eplscopal Letter on Se
Theological Monthly, XXIII (June, 1952

x Problems, " Congordia
), 4sb.
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of freedom, and of stewardship to guide the actions of
Christian men and women in whom dwells the sanotifying
Spirit of the Living God, the Commission on Socisl Re-
latlions of the American I'..utharan Conference expresses

the following gulding principles concernin
of parenthood, ] P 9 & the planning

1. A Christian husband and wife know that children ars -—
the natural and desirable frult of their marriage in
Tulfillment of Cod's command, "Be fruitful and multiply.®

2, Gvery child born into the world should be a wanted
child, To be unwanted by its parents is a fate more
cruel to the child than its poverty, low soclal stand-
ing, or nearly any other handicap. fi

3. Married couples have the freedom so to plan and order
their sexual relations that each child born to their
union will be wanted both for itself and in the re-
iation to the time of its birth., How fthe couples use
1t;h:.(ta}co freedom can properly be judged not by man but only
y God. ;

b, The means whioch a married palr uses to determine the
number and spacing of the births of their children are
matters for them to decide with their own consolences,
on the basis of competent medical advice and in a senae
of acocountability to God.

5. No moral merit or demerit can be attached to any of
the medically approved methods of controlling the number
and spacing of children. Whether the means used be
those labeled "natural’ or "artificial” l1s of far lees
importance than the spirit in which these means are used.

6. Continence in the marriage relationship, when its
gole purpose is the selfish avoidance of prognm:ia is
equally wrong aa is the use of contraception tow

duotion of
this same selflish goal. An overabundant pro

to the responsibilities
children without realistic regardﬂ:h B tne’ ccaplete

involved may be as sinful and sel
avoidance of parenthood.
or too great

7. Undue delay in beginning their famﬂiﬂi”d by the

an interval between births, will be racogn S
for many reasons.
A Y ow :.a':lf::i ::11 realize the false-

Christian married coupl

nomic an
2a:n:rsg§:n§e::gn for 1imiting their acceptance of




