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repudiated. This attitude is encouraged and extended by the multi-
tudinous stimulants to an exaggerated sex consciousness “which
abound in our day and to which the stage, the novel, and the film all
make their contribution” (p.86). Accordingly, the Church “has
a responsibility for training her children in that attitude to all sex-
questions which is at once open and reverent. This should be done as
goon as the child begins to ask questions. Shame and secrecy in these
matters need not exist for the child. He only learns them if and
when he discovers the facts in undesirable ways. No child should be
sent to school before his father or mother has forearmed him with
the knowledge. Though this parental responsibility is frequently
refused, we call upon all our people who have young children to face
it, and we acknowledge that they have a right to look to the Church
for guidance in their delicate task. This, however, is only the be-
ginning. There is grave need that in schools of all types such in-
struction should be given as will enable the children, particularly as
they approach adolescence, to look at the whole question of sex,
whether in plants, animals, or man, in its rightful setting as es-
sentinlly part of God’s unceasing creative activity. Passing to what
the committee declares to be one of the most urgent and perplexing
problems of our day, the decline of birth-rate in civilized countries,
it goes on record as strongly denouncing the practise of abortion,
which has as its aim the destruction of life which has already come
into being. It is contrary to the law of God and of man. We have
reason to know that the sale of drugs designed to procure abortion is
large. . . . There is no doubt, however, that the diminution of the
birth-rate in modern times by 50 per cent. is mainly due to the knowl-
edge and use of methods which prevent conception. These methods
are now widely used in every class of society. There are many who
advocate them as the solution of social and personal problems; there
are others who condemn them as sinful; there are many who are
sorely perplexed as to the legitimacy of their use. We feel therefore
bound to give troubled consciences some guidance on this matter.”
Then follow the considerations which lead to the resolution we have
already quoted. In the main, the entire matter is referred to the
Christian conscience: “Each couple must decide for themselves, as in
the sight of God, after the most careful and conscientious thought
and, if perplexed in mind, after taking competent advice, both medical
and spiritual. In our judgment the question which they should put
to themselves is this: Would conception be for any reason wrong?
If it would clearly be wrong, and if there is good moral reason why
the way of abstinence should not be followed, we cannot condemn the
use of scientific methods to prevent conception which are thoughtfully
and conscientiously adopted.” On this resolution the London T'imes
has the acute remark: “To the superficial observer it may seem to
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lay itself open to the charge of modifying a divine standard in order
to accommodate human weakness and thus of falsifying the ideal
which it exists to maintain.” .

A scparate section deals with the ministry of women. While
insisting on the great importance of “offering to suitably equipped
women responsible posts providing full scope for their powers, the
conference cannot recommend their admission to any other order of
the ministry than that of deaconess.” Deaconesses should be under-
stood to dedicate themselves to lifelong service, but no vow or implied
promise of celibacy should be required.

Much space is given to the progress of church union, but a read-
ing both of the letter and the resolutions does not reveal anything
that goes beyond the traditional insistence of Anglicanism upon the
episcopate, while endeavoring to make a brave show of liberality, by
urging comity, humility, and good-fellowship to all Christian com-
munions. In order to achieve the reunion of Christianity, there is
required “the humility in which each Church is willing for a change
of mind in regard to its customary teaching in one respect or another.”
And this humility “must lead to a readiness on the part of each
Church to admit that in some respects it may have been wrong”
(p.112). After thus making a concession which no Church has the
right to make, the customary Anglican restrictions on communion
are renewed. Even in their treatment of the special problem raised
by the situation in South India, the bishops only apparently yield the
point of episcopal ordination. In South India, until recent years, the
Anglican Church, the Wesleyan Church, and the “South India”
Church — itself blended from Presbyterian, Congregationalist, and
Lutheran missions — each occupied its own territory. In 1929 it was
resolved that “the uniting churches agree that it is their intention
and expectation that eventually every minister exercising a permanent
ministry in the united Church will be an episcopally ordained min-
ister.” When the issue again arose before the conference of last year,
the matter was referred to a strong committee, which perceived a feature
of the scheme which changed the whole situation. To quote the com-
mittee’s words — subsequently endorsed and adopted by the whole con-
ference —: “The united Church in South India will not be a part
of the Anglican Communion,” but “a distinet province of the Uni-
versal Church, with a rule and character of its own.” This deprived
the objections to the scheme of all their points. What might be an
unpardonable irregularity within a branch of the Anglican Church
might fairly be conceded to a Church “not a part of the Anglican
Communion.” Even if he disapproved of such experiments, the most
rigorous of Anglicans would have no complicity in their adoption by
a Church outside the Anglican body. To our mind this solves the
problem in South India by dissolving it, and it remains to be seen
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how the views of the Lambeth Conference will be received there and
what will happen in the course of further negotiations between the
episcopal and other churches.

‘Wo are interested in the reference to the Church of Sweden. The
conference went on record with a vote of thanks to the Church of
Sweden for the visit of the Bishop of Lund and expresses its hope
“that the existing fraternal relations with that Chureh will be main-
tained and that relations may also be strengthened with the other
Scandinavian churches with a view to promoting greater unity in the
future.” From the conference report we gather the information that
a great deal of unionism is even now being practised by the Swedish
state churches and the Church of England. “Since 1920 Swedish ec-
clesiastics have preached in our cathedrals and churches and Anglican
ecclesinstics in theirs. Advantage has also been taken of the recom-
mendations with regard to admission to Holy Communion. Further,
two Anglican bishops took part in the consecration of two Swedish
bishops in Upsala Cathedral on September 19, 1920, and a Swedish
bishop took part in the consecration of three Anglican bishops in
Canterbury Cathedral on November 1, 1927”7 (p. 148).

THEODORE GRAEBNER.

How Peter Became Pope.

VII. 1515—1650.

Giovanni de Medici was made Abbot of Fonte-dolce at the age
of seven, Pope Sixtus IV confirming the grant. When thirteen, he
was made a cardinal by Pope Innocent VIIL

Lorenzo the Magnificent sent his boy cardinal to Rome with
& warning against the fashionable society in “that sink of all in-
iquity.” An Italian proverb ran, “Rome seen, faith lost.” Froude
declares that “no imagination could invent, no malice could exag-
gerate, what the papal court really became under Alexander VI and
Julius IT and Leo X.”

Leo X became Pope in 1513 and had to swear to reform his court
from top to bottom. As early as 1516 Jerome Aleander told Leo
thousands in Germany were only waiting the word to cry out against
Rome.

Cardinal Pucei said at the Lateran Council in 1516: “Rome, the
Roman prelates, and the bishops sent out daily from Rome, we to-
gether are the causes of so many errors and corruptions in the Church.
If we do not regain our good name, which is almost wholly lost, every-
thing will be ruined.” (Engert, II, 188.)

In the session of March 16, 1517, a speaker pointed to the Gospel
as the only source of wisdom and reform; but the council did not
reform, it went on to deform.
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