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The following are exiracted from Papers relating fo
East India Affairs, Vi, " Hindu Widows and Volun-

fary Immolations,” ordered, by The House of Com-
mons, fo be printed, 10th July 1821 ;=

Owx the 5Hth Tebruary 1805, the Caleutta Government
reamarked, ¢ That it is one of the fundamental maxims
of the British Government to congult the religious opinione,
customs, and prejudices of the natives, in all oages in which
1t has been practicable, conaistently with éhe principles of
moralily, venson, and huymanity.”

The Government asked the Nizamut Adawlub to ascertain
whether the practice of Suttes or voluntary immolabion wag
founded on any precept of the Hindu law; and if nob, the
oustom of Suttee, which then prevailed, might, the Govern-

spt hoped, gradnally, if not immediately, be altogether

lished,

The Court replied on the Bth June 1805, that it appeared
to tho Conrb, from the opinions delivered by the Lpw officers,
that the custom wes ¢ founded on the religions notions of
the Iinduy, and was expressly stated with approbation in
their law,”

The Government obgerved on the bth December 1812,
““That the ocourse which the British Government should
fallnw, acnmdmg to the principles of religious toleration
already noticed, is to allow the practice in those cases in
which ib is countenanced by their religion; and to prevent
it in others in which it is by the same authority prohibited.”

The Government added that its ¢ Only object is to resirain
the use of acts and practiges not less repugnant to the doc-
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any of the Shasters; on the contrary a evime which their
own laws would punish with denth; and only tolerated by
our Government hecanse we overlook the impudent imposi-
tion which has transformed a recommendation to the tvidow
to accompany her husband, into an order which the rela-
tiona must earry into effect, if she should evinve symploms
of disobediance,
¥ i ¢ e

‘“ Bub I meoat with frequent instanceg of the idterference
of Government in matters intimabely couneoted with the pre-
judices of the Hindug; the repeal of the law probibiting
the capital punishment of Brahmins at Benares; the laws
against Infanticide ; the rules prohibibing Dhurna ; and the
sweaping clauge, Saection 3, Regulation VIII, 1799, in
which even Subbee may be included. And, although, I am
awave that the exposure of infanta ab Saugor and ab other
places, and the murder of their female offspring by the
Rejlkoomars, are neither of them duties either divectly
epjoined or authovised by the Shasters; yet, I submit, thatb
the exposure of infaants is, in consequence of vows, made by
the mother for the purpose of obtaining some favour from
the goda ; and that the fulfilment of such is meritorious in
the highest degres. The practice of the Rajkoomars i iny I
have renson fo think, bub little checked by the enactmeph
above alluded to. It is o custom founded on immemoripl
usage ; and, a8 such, does nob require the aid of either
veligion or law to give it support. The practice of the
widows of Jogees is not sanctioned by the Shasters, yot they
will undoubfedly continue to prefsr burying to burning,
becanse it is the custom of their caste ; and we may as well
atbempt to direot the mode of disposing of the husband’s
gorpse,' na pregeribe rules for the conduoct of the widmw.
I have moticed these cases nob to prove that legal pro-
hibition will have no sucecess in opposing customs, butb as
instances of our interfering with the prejudices of the
Hindusg, withoub exciting any symptoms of dissatisfaction.
It may be said that the people are aware that these praoc-
kices are noli suthoriged by the Shasters, and therelore
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submib quiotly ; bub it is well known that nob one man in
n thonsand knows anything of the contents of the Shusters;
or, il they are aware of these rules, why persist in illagnl
acts, if custoni waa nob, in their eyes, paramonnt law

“1 have submibted the above remarks for the consider-
ation of His Lordship in Couneil, not with the hope thab I
can have aflorded any new inlormabion on a subjech so
froquenily discussed by ligher authorities, bub only to
offer the grounds of my opinion that ¢ the barbarons custom
of Butiee may be prohibited without exciting any serious
or general dissatisfastion among our Hindu subjects.”

The same gentleman gnys in his letter of the 14th Da-
cember 1818 : # Nor dves it appear to me thab the abolition
of the practice is altogether inconsistent with the spirit of

tolerabion which has ever disbingnished the British Governe«
ment.,”

My, H, Oakely stated in 1818, ¢ Regarding the prevalence
of Subtes as the effect of local immorality, instead of
goeneral religious prejudice, I do not hesitate in ollering
my opinion that a law for its abolition would only Dbe
objected to by the heirs, who derive worldly profit from the
cugtom, by Brahmins who parily exist by it and by those
whose depraved nature leads them to look on so horvid a
sacrifice as a highly agreeable snd entertaining show,”

» Me, I8, Liee Warner wrote thus : ¢ A Iaw might donbtless
be promulgnted for the abolition of this practice, withonb
causing any gerioua disturbance, It has already bheen done
in vegard to the sacrifice of children ab Sanger and elae-
where, as well as the practice ol destroying female infants,
and the burying alive of women, Why, if these oustoms,
which were also generally practised, have been sbolished
by a humane Government, should not the practice ol Bukkoo
be abolished ¥ “ Iy the practice of Subtee in any pnrt ok
the Shasters insisted npon 1"

Tn Mr, Bwer’s letter of tho 11th January 1810, bho follow-
ing remarks appear ;—° The origin of the cusbom (Subteo)
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will most probably be found in the voluntary sacvifice of a
widow inconsolable for the loss of her hnsband, and who
1080l ves bo accompany him on the pile, 1ot with any idea that,
such an act could be acceptable to the gods, or of any benelit
to hevselfin afubure exisience, but solely because her affaction
for the deceased made her vegard hife as & burden no longer
to be borne.”? *f Inberest now began to whisper to the hns-
band’g relations, thati the widow had & right to exclude them
from hig property duving her life, but that she might be per-
sunded to accompany him,” “Manu and the most ancient
and respechable writers do nob notfice Suttee; it was there-
fore, in their bime, either unknown or not approved of,”
“If known, but not mentioned, because not approved by
Manu, the aubthority of the modern Shaster is not gufficient
to give any merit to the sacrifice. In the firsh case, we do
not find that the practice originabes in the law, bub that the
law is the consequence of the practice.” ¢ Such can never
becoma religious.” ¢* After all, I allow it may be gaid, thab
the practice of Suttes may not be enjoined by the religious
Cods of the Hindus, but that they think it is, and therefore
we are nobt to abolish ib; buf if we compel them to follow
the laws of the Shasbers in one instance, we may in avother,”
Mr. Morrieson thought that the people only wanted 4he
excuse of a law to induce them “to evade the Suttesbhud
of their little read aud less uuderstood Shasters.”

In 1819, the Judges of the Nizamub Adawlnt wrote &s
follows: ¢ As long as the Hindu portion of the population
counbinnes so justly notorions for bigotty, and ig, generally
speaking, 80 uncivilised and illiferate, we canuct juably
hope that the Ilindus will be otherwise than exceedingly
dissabisfied ab every Inierferemce on our park, which hag
any cognisance of their religions ceromonies ; and however
plain may be the proof we adduce to them, that the inters
farence we propose is only iy cages nob countenanced by
the tenets of their rveligion, and therafors reasonably liablg
to prohibition, we shall not, by this or by any other means,
gain their voluntary acquiescence in the propriety of such
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proceedings; nor shall we geb them, for an inglant, fo be
sabtisfied with a less dogree of bolerabion than that whioh
shall commit uncondibionally o ihe disoretion of their
priests, and of themse]ves, the ontire discretion and regula-
tion of all matters oconnected with their religion and its
cugtoms.”

Mr, P, lale, Judge of South Conean, wrote,in 1819, that
in Sawuntwarree ab one period during the reign of Kem
Sawunt, a posibive prohibition against the practice wase
enforoed withont oreating any disturbance,

On the 8rd September 1819 the Nizamut Adawlab were
still of opinion thab the promnlgation of the rules for ihe
abolition of Suttee was not easy, (Government agreed with
this authority.

In the letter from the Governor-General in Council to
the Court of Directors, dated 16th January 1820, the former
remarked that Captain Pottinger having, in the most eaulious
and judicious manner, interfered, although unsuccessiully,
to prevent a Hindu woman from performing a Suttee, the
Government gaid that the greatest caution was vequisite, on
the park of the offivers of Government in dissuading widows
from Suitee, in order to avoid the imputation of interfering
with the religious opiniouns of the inhabitents, to which the
CGoverument of a Brahmin prince conld nof be liable, It
appeared o (tovernment that women dissuaded from per-
forming Subttee might be given the allowaunce of & small
sura for their subsistence.

My, 0. M, Lushington, Magistrate of Combaconum, stated
““That he pracitics 18 neitber presoribed by the Shasfers
oy encoursged by persons of education or influence.”” Ile
gald, “I ¢an speak from positive authority, that Hig Iligh-
ness the Rajah of Tanjore has over disconvagedit ; and{ feel
agsured that, with the excepbion of s few necessitous Brah-
ming, who derive a nefarious reward for presiding ab this
infernal rite, the prohibition of {he practico wonld give
univergal sabisfaction,”

2
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Tn the Circular, proposed on the 30th June 1837, by Mo,
Jumes Trakine, the following 18 found :—

““Tt i vory painful for the British Government to learn
how often the clear and express law af the Hindu Shasters
has been broken,” and that persons ‘“have persevered in the
actual commizsion of the practice at which all reasonable
men will shudder, as highly offensive to the rewarder ol good
actions and the punisher of bad.” Ile eubreats natbives
““ not to rest satisfied with following the ousbtoms of their
Iathers, but to examine them and econvince themselves thab
they are in striat conformity to the law of God.” ¢ Lot all
Chiefs sducafe their children and teach them fo r1ead their
Shasters, and see what they onght to do to obey the law of
God and to maintain their estates in their sucient pros-
perity.”’

In a Minute by the ITonorable Mr. Andersgon, subscribed
to by the Honorable My, Dunlop, ths following appesrs »—

“1 admit that education and knowledge will ultimately
change the feelings and habits of a whola people; bufb this
15 & work of time; and ib i3 not to kudwledge so gained
that we must look for the cessation of this great crime,
(infanticide), but to the mensures of Government, used with
prudence and conciliation.” a

I'rowm the {oregoing extracts, 16 is olear that the praatice of
Putbee, or wowen burning themseives with the corpses of "
thetr husbands, was a custom which had been in vogue in
India dwing many hundreds of years, It wns an ancient
custom many ceniuries old, when the British began to rule
in India. This Governwent, in 1805, proclaimed “That
16 18 one of the {andamenial maxims of the British Govern-
ment to consulb the religions opmions, cusboms, and pre?
judices of the natives in all cagses in which it has been
practicable, consistenbly with the principles of moraliby,
reason and hupmanity.” Applying this maxim to the
practice of Subtee, which was nob couslatent with the
principles of movality, reason and huwmaniby, they wore
anxious to prohibit Subtee by a penal law, Belore enacting
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such a law, Government wished to satisfy themaselves whether
the practice of Suitee wans enjoined by the veligion and
Shasbra of the indus., The Government, therefore, asked
thd Nizamub Adawlab to ascertain from the Pandits, ov
learned men, whether the practice of Suttee was [ounded on
any precept ol the llindu law. 'The Court replied that they
had ascertained that the practice was expressly stabed with
approbation in the Ilindu law, “Lhe Government deliber.
ated on this question for seven years, and was able to find,
in 1812, that the practice was conntenanced by the Lindw
1eligion or Shaster only in cerlain cases. They, therefore,
ordersd that the practice might be allowed in those canses
only, and thab in others it might be prevented as repugnant
to the Shaster of the Hindus,

This order of Government saved a number of women from
being murdered, vz, all women under sixteen years of age,
all women who did not voluntarily,wigh to be burnt, and all
women who were preguant, or who had babies to suckle and

protect.

Simply because the Government were not able, or neg-
leoted, to asceriain what the Hinda Shaster was, they foler-
ated for seven years the murder of thousands ol women by
{the ocustom-ridden and irreligious Hindus who had the
audnoity to tell Government thab their Shastras, of which
they kuow little or nothing, preseribed Suitee. Iven now
in the latber part of the 19th Cenfnry, I find Hindus, both
educated and unsducabed, proclaiming such te be the law
of the Hindus,

Another six years passed, during which bthousands of
wowen lost fhelr lives in consequonco of the teaching of the
Jgnorant Drahming, and the hesibation of Government Lo do
jusbtice on the score of policy, In 1818, Captain Ilenry
Poltinger (Siv Ilenry Pottinger ) wrote to Government:
1 am satisfied that the exercise of a very trifling degres
of anthority would put a stop to this perveigion of resson
and humaniby in foture,” And Mr. W. H. Macnaghten
veporbed bo Grovernment that the Tandibs stated Lhal it twas
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optional with the widow to practise Sytles or nob. The Pandib
of the Supreme Court of Cnlontte then poinfed out thai
Suttee was not only oplional, but was no mode of abi:mu-
ing eternal heaven, the goal of all gouls, but only n means
of seeking s paradise of TEMPORARY AND INCONSIDERABLE
HAPPINESS ; that life, therefore, ought not to be expended for
the sake of such ephemeral pleasure. He added, thab
eminently virtnons women did uot, in former ages, perform
Suttes, that the prachice was frequent smong wodern
women who contewplated eternity with indifference. He
snid that Yogeeshwer made mo mention of Suttee, that
Vedanta forbade i, and thabt any widow nob performing
Suttes, committed no sin. He concluded by saying that
“ the ach of dying is nob enjoinad.”

Emboldened by the light thrown upon the subject, as
given in the preceding extracts, a Regnlation prohibiting
the practice of Suttes only in cortain cases wes drafted, but
the Government, intimidated by unprincipled and avaricious
Brabmins and their ignovant followers, were nob bold
enotgh o give it the force of law,

Four hundred and thirty-eight women died as Suttee
in 1817 in one portion of India, .

In 1819, the Nizamut Adawlat were satisfied with abusing®
the people, and advised Government not to pass any luw,
giving as their reason that-e

“As long as the FHindu portion of the population san-
tinnes so justly motorious for bigotry, and is, generally
speaking, so ancivilized and illiterate, we ocannot justly
bope that the Hindns will be otherwisse than exceedingly
dissatisfied ab every imberference on our parh, which hag
any coguisance of their religious ceremonies; and however
plain may be the pI‘Duf we adduce to them, that the inter.
ference we propose is only in cases nob countenanced by the
tenets of their religion, and therefore reasonably liable bo
prohibition,”

Some of bhe officers of Government were not ag dejectod
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a8 were the Nizamubt Adawlut in 1819, With the true
courage of his race, Mr. W, Ewer wrote fo Government
what he helleved to be firue, vessonable, just, nacessary,
humane and religious. Ile said that the pracbice was
nowhere enjoined by avny of the Shastras; that it was on
the contrary a orime; that the Government might inter
fare by prohibiting Subbee, as they had dove by repealing
the law prohibiting the capital punishment of Brahming, by
prohibiting Infanticide, Dhurna, the exposure of inianks ab
Sangor, snd the burial of Jogee widows; that these were
ingbances of Government interfersnce with the prejudices
and the Immemonial nsages of the kindus, withoub exciting
digsabisfaction, He added that not one in a thousand knew
anything of the contents of the Shasters, or ii they were
aware of the Shastras, why did they persist in illegal ncts, if
eustom was not in their eyes, paramount Inw ? He con-
cluded his remarks by saying that hs had oflered the
groudds of hig oninion that the havbavous sustow of Suttee
might he prohibited, withoub excibing any serious or genersl
dissnfisfnction among the Hindus,

Tlaving shown that the practice of Subtee had not heen
enjoined by the Shagters, he explained in 1810 to Govern.
ment how ib hud originated, though not preseribed by low,
for Manu aud the most ancient and rvespectable pvriters did

nol notice Bubkow.
[ ]

| -

Tgnorance of the masses, degenseration of Brahmins, ovil
motives of iuterested parties, lod this lionest’ oritic into
the belief that the most pernicious eustoms which existed
either in contravention of the Shaster or were not preseribed
by ib, which were revolting to hnwanity, to all veligions in
geonoral, and to the Hmdu religion in partiounlar, wers parts
of the Hindun religion and lnw, simply becanse they had hean
in praoctice for wmany centuries. Ife, therefore, would not ab
firgt prohibit them until he was gntisfied thas by imposing any
probibition, he would nob oifend the IHindu Shaster, and that
he would not, by suoh » prohibition, create disaffection among
the Hindus, To sabisly Qovernment ¢n these twao points,
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a number of disinterested philanthropists sebt to work.
Mr, Ewer re-assured Government on these two points, DL,
Morrieson wenb fmrther, Tle said:  Nor does it appear to
me that the abolition of the practice is altogether incorsisb-
ent with the spirib of toleration which has ever distin-
guished the DBritish Government;” ¢ that the people only
wanbt the excuse of o law to mmduce them,” ‘o evade
the Sutteebhud of their little read and less understood
Shaster,”

Mr, II. Onkely stated in 1818, ¢ Regarding the preva-
lence of Suttes as the sffect of Jocal nmoraliby, instead of
general religions prejudice, I do not hesitate in offering
my opinion that a law for its abolition wonld only be
objected tio by the heirs, who derive worldly profit from the
custom, and by Brahming who partly exist by it”

My, B, Les Warner wrote thus: ¢ A law might doubtlessy
be promulgated for the abolition of this practice, without
causing any getious disturbance. It has already been done
in vegard to the sacrifice of olnldren at Sangor, and else-
wheto, as well as the practice of destroying female infants
and the burying alive of women. Why, il these customs
which were also generally practised, have been abolishgd
by & humans Government, should not the practice of Suttes
be abolished 7" ®

The intrigne of the Brabmin, notwithstanding the efovis
of these honorable men, was so strong ng to intimidate the
Nizamut Adawlat, and through them the Caleuttn Govern.
ment, They declared 1n 1819 ihat the promulgation of
rules for the abolition of Suttee was not easy,

The Government, however, approved of the conduct of
some of their emineunt subordivates who had dissnaded
certain of these would-be Snttees from commitbing the
infernal ovime of Sutfes on promise of protection for the
remainder of bheir lives, Grants for that purpose were
approved of by the (Jourt of Directors.

At this juneture Furopean gentlemen of tho Bombay
Presidency oame fo the aid of their Caleutbta brethren,
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Mr, V. Hale, Judge of South Councan, said that ab one
period during the reign of a Sawant, in the Province of
Sawantiwaree, a positive prohibition against the practice
was enforoed withoub creating any disturbance,

Madrag contribufed its share to the work of restoring
humauity to Ilindn religion and justice to British adminis.
brafion, DMr. M, M. Lushiogbon, Magistrate of Combaco-
num, reported ‘¢ that the practice 13 neither prescribed by
the Shaster nor encouraged by persons of education and
influence.”

Ina Minute by the Honorable Mr. Anderson, subscribed to
by the Honorable Mr. Dunlop, the following appeared :—

“1 admit that education and knowledge will ultimately
change the feelings and habits of a whole people, but this
18 & work of fime; and it is not to knowledge so gained
thal we must look for the cessation of thia great crime, bub
to the measures of Government, used with prudence and
conolliation.”

What discussion followed during the next ten years, I
Liave not been able to discover, It is, however, a fact that in
1829, Regulation XXVII of 1829 (Bengal Code), prohibii-
iyig Suttes and making it penal to take any part iu ib, was
pussed by Lord William Bentineck, whoso name is shll fresh
an the memories of eduonted men, and the benefits of whose
wise adminisfrafion were visible m Mysore nnbil a few
yeals ago.

Thus we see thab two sets of generons Iuglishmen, the one
cantious, the ofher just and philanthropic, weie devoting all
their energy and wisdom to bring about this happy result
f@r aperiod of forty-five years. At lasb the conservative and
iimid, though honorable, section had to give way to Shaster,
tio humanity, and to the philanthropic efforts of a small body
of their countrymen whose noble aim was to nproob that
long-standing but illegal custom, which murdered the
species and extirpated justice alike from the religion of the
Hindus and from the adminisfration of the British Govern-
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ment, The Shaster, which the Government found ont in
1829, was the Shaster that had alwaya existed, and com-
mented upon many centuvies ago, Yeb ib took fortysfive
yenrs of the disinterested and eavnest labour of & number of
Iinglish gentlemen (he it said to my shame, pot of my
counfrymen,) to discover the existence of that Shasber.
Even after the discovery of its existence, a strong-minded
Statesman was needed fo effect i1ts promulgation and
enforcement.

The following, taken from the preamble of Regulation I,
of 1830 (Madras Code), shows why that Regulation was
passed. ‘‘The Governor in Council, withoub intending to
depart from one of the first and most important principles
of the system of DBritish Government in India, that all
clasees of the people be secure in the observance of their
roligions nsages, so long as that system can be adhered to
without violation of the paramount dictates of justice and
homaniby, deemed it vight,” to prohibit Suites altogebher.

Thus wera our sisters taken ont from the fiery grave by
Lord William Bentinck, Did this merciful act save them
from misery, and make them enjoy the benefifs of a wise

1
and humane Government ?
Fai

Alas | nol Instead of having to sufler the torture of n
fow minutes, at the end of which they bacame incapable of~
feeling any further pain, they were thrnst into a life-long
misery, a life of wretchedness and unhappiness, which is
& thonsand-fold more insuiferable than the momentary pangs
of the funeral pyre.

Let us fale the instance of a child, say of three ysars,
which iy declared by infernal oustom to be widowed, This-
is not an exoceptional, but a fairly general, instance, Of
the fact that she had been onpe married and had hecome a
widow, she knows nothing. She therefore mixes with
children not widowed. Supposing there is a festbivity,
children ron to the scene ; but the sight of the widowed child
iy a bad omen to the parties concerned in the festivity, She
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is removed by force, She cries, and is rewarded by the
pavents with a blow, accompanied by remarks such as these :
¢“'You were a most sinful being in your previous births,
you have therefore been widowed alvendy. Instead of biding
your shame in & corner of the house, yon go and injure
others,” The child understands not a word, Some jaggery
is given ber,and she is appenged, She can wear no orna-
menls, She cannot bathe in the manner in which other
children bathe., Her touch iz pollution, In the meanwhile,
it the priest, whose authority cannob be traced bo the Vedas,
Smrities, Puranag ov any Shaster, happens to visit the
place whers the child is, she is immediately shaved and
dressed Iike a widow in order that she may appear befors
the priest and get herself branded or initinted into
mysteries. Only lately I saw o ohild moving about in such
a garb to the immense sorrow of some, and the amusement
of others, She ig then asked to eat only once a day, The
lightest stimulanf is denied to her, Sheismade to fast once
a fortnight, even at the risk of death, She often asks in vain
why these things are done to her. During the earlier part
of her life, she 18 told some atory or other and quisted.
‘When she reaches eleven years of age, such devices fail.
Then it is explained to her that in her previons births,
sh® was a bad woman, crested feuds bebtweon a husbhand
and wife, and God (that Merciful Father who is ever kind
vo'all) being angry, was pleased to ordain that she shonld, in
this generalion, be a woman deprived of her husband,
"Thig is generally the first correct intimation to the girl of
her having been declared a married femals. She learns
this with concovn and anxieby, bub {s not able entively to
realise her position, T'wo more years pass away, Nabure
asserts ibs dominion, She begins to [eel that, for no faulk
of hers in this generalion, she 18 denied what her comrades
ave allowed to enjoy. She becomes an objech of suspioion,
"The hide.and-geek system comes into play. If she he tallk-
ing to one of her companions who enjoys Lhe company of her
husband, she 1x dissnaded from sny conveisabion with hey,

‘Lhe prohibibion excibtes curiosity, Respectuble companions’
3
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being denied, an evil one is secretly associated with, who
opens the world to her, Tler passions are roused. IFeslings
of shame cause her to struggle with them., Thia life-long
war begins, and in most cages passion prevails over shame.
She becomes pregnant ; she learns it generally when she is
advanced in pregnancy more than two months. No respect-
able dootor will remove the eaunae of her ghame, Quackery
musgh come $o her help, SBometimes the object is gained
with or without injuring her oconsfilution. A failure is
also possible. A sevies of attempts is then made for seven
Tull months to hide her shame. If all these fail, then a
wretched creature is bronght into this woild, The next
step i3 to get rid of 16, A small congpiracy is formed, It
is killed, and its remaing disposed of as best they can be,
In this attempt greab danger is incarred. The Police-
man, nob bhaving much o do, conmiders it a piece of
good forfune to discover such a body., Ile secures it, and
makes & list of young widows, IHe exerciges hig defective
cunning in finding out the culprit. IHe otten gets on a
wrong scenb, Many a widow, perfectly innocent, is laid
hold of, taken o the Police-stabion, and marched off to a
digpengary for medioal examinafion. An examiuvatipn ig
held, and some of them declared innocent. They ;)Il-j'
presents to the Police and recover their liberty from the
clubches of the eriminal law, To the priest, this ﬂﬂqmbtﬂ.]
is insuMicient. ITis inquisition is set on fool, and is ended
invaviably by the infliction of & high fine payable to himsel{,
on the receipt of which, she is branded in token of
puriffeation, She may have uo money to do all this ; shoe 1s
compelled to courb any pavamour who will furmsh her with
bhe necessary {nnds, and thig money enables her to come
ouli of purgatory. Mer relatives, however, are not sabisfied.
She 18 shunned by them. It then becomes necessary for
her to sell her body for the sake of bread,

No doubf there are cases in which the girl finds herself
sbrong enough to combab with her passions. What a life
does slie lopd !  Privabion of foed, of clobhing, and evon of
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necessary comforty; observance of fagly, which ab bimey
exlend ' to sevenby-lwo hours; enforced absence [rom every
scens of festivity ; the enduring of oxecrations heaped upon
her if she unwittingly or unfortunately comes in front of &
man, 8 priesk, o soversign or a bride; these I say become
the daily experiences of her life which is often prolonged
to a groab age,

Why is she subjscled to all these annoyances ! Is it {ov
any fault or sin she has committed to her own knowledge ?
Ts there any remedy in her power which she can apply and
thus rid herself of these annoyances? She gebts no reply
to these questions, She 18 persnaded to believe that all
these have proceeded from her Karma over which she hag
no control,~—notb a very logical or happy =olution for her.

Thus i will be seen that the British Government by pro-
hibiting Bultee, n prohibition approved of by Shasters, by
humanity and by justice, and by stopping short there, have
conbributed towards rendering the condifion of our widows
worse than ib was before.

The very Shaster, from which the British Governmant
after forly-fve yoars’ deliberation learned thab Subtee “ig
nowhere enjoined by the ieligion of the Hindus as an
inwperabive duby,” lays down thab no girl shonld be married
befora she is mabure; that, before she is devaloped, ahe is
pOssessed in furn by three deities ; thab after their possession
only, can & girl hecome the wile of & man ; that a few minutoes
before the man has sexual intercourss, he is oalled npon to
invoke a deity and beg of it to surrender her tio him for thag
purpose.~ Vide Rig. Veda, 10-85-40, 41 and 21 and 22 :
Samvartn Smriti, ove of the eighteen recognizad Smrities,
varse 65, page 589, Calentte edition of 1876, Adibvl Smriti,
another of thab class, the same edition, page 29: Yagna.
valllya, Chapter I, verse 17, and its Commentary ealled
Mitakshara, mostly relisd on (wrongly) by British Jourts
Manu quoted by Vydinath Deechittn, a high aubhority with
the Judges of the Madras ¥High Courbt. Are not these ag
high authoribies as were quoted to aholish Bufftee ?
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Yot the ttmidity of the British Government, and the
superstition, or sompthing worse, of some of the Ilindus is
powerful annugh to prevent an enactment prohibiting
child-marriage, What has been the result ? A "1ar go
portion of 20,000,000 of widows 18 compelled, to the shame
of Religion, Shasters, Christianity and to the disgrace of
humaniby and of the most just and liberal Government on
the face of the earth, to lead ong of the two shameful lives
I hiave endeavonred fo portray,

The very Shaster, which enabled Liord William Bentinek
to abolish Suttee, and which I hold prohibits c¢hild-mar-
riage, does not prescribe perpstusl widowhood, It releasea
most of the Hindn widows, out of 20,000,000 now living
in India, from perpetual widowhood, withont interlering
with the righty of inheritance ‘guaranteed to them by the
phastras,

‘What has the British Government done in thig matter ¢
It took sevenby years to make up its mind to pass & law, in
which a sort of saunction is given for re-marringe, but with &
provision for depriving the woman so married of her in.
heritancs, Ib gave no protection to her from the fanatioal
persecution of people unlearned in their Shaster, gnd
possessing much inferest in enforcing perpetual mﬂuwhnn&
By depriving her of that inheritance which Manu gave her,
the Act lowers her sbatns in socichy.

1t took the British Government, as I have said, seventy
yoenrs to pass o defactive, and in n way injurvious, but well-
intentioned, law, at the end of which lime they were con-
vinced thab ‘“ many Hindus believe that this imputed legal
inoapagity to contract a second valid marriage, although
it i§ in accordance with established custom, is not in accowd-
ance with a frue interpretation of the precepta of ther
religion,”

Another thirty years have passed and the precepts of the
Shaster have heen laid bare befors the general public duving
this interval, confirming the truth of the aforesaid interpre-
tation of the precepts of Hindu religion and Shaster, show
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ing further that child-marriages ave illegal, that mere
chanting of words, the meaning of which is not known as
o rule to the chanter, the bride, the bridegroom, and the
pﬂnpla aggsembled round them, doss not disentitle the bride
from taking another person ag her hushand with {ull marriags
rites, if the bridegroom should die before sexunl intercourse
witl her take place; that even non-virgin widows may
re-marry, therehy cccnpying only a slightly inferior position,
to that whiol, sbrickly spenking, is the present position of the
whols Hindu population, viz., receivers of interest on money
lent, a barren woman, an impotent man, a foul-monthed man,
a fighter with his father, a gambler, a tale-bearer, a per-
petual beggar, which most Bralming are. Yeb the British
Government has not the cournge to declare what the
Shaster lays down, and enforce it although they cannot
but be convinced that by so doing, they will promote * goad
morals’ and * the public welfare,”

To the omission of the British Legislature to do what is
legal and jnst, what will promote good morala and the publie
wolfare, the British Bench has added a rule that a widow
possessad of her husband’s estate cannob be dispossessed
of Jb, 1f she have illicib infercourse with any man during
her widowhood ; although she wmust be dispossessed of 1t
under the Widow Marviage Act, if she have licib or law/lul in-
tercourse with tho same man after marrying him 11! Whas
a just, good, Shastraic rule this is! A rule againsl the
legality of which a Hindu who had ihe right to pen a dis.
soutient minute, vainly but loudly protested. He was told
that thongh he was a Hindun, though he kuew Ilindu law,
though the whole Hindu press supported him and affirm-
ed that what he had sald was according lo the law or
Bhasters, yet his judgment was not according to the Hindu
Jaw; and an adnltress was deolared to be competent to hold
on to the estate of her husband which the virtuous re-
married widow wag made mﬂﬂmpebeub to hold! Il This
indesd i adding insulb to injury,

In the close of the nineteenth ceniury, of the Chuistian
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orn, under the most liberal Governmeni on earth, in a
connbtry where the Shaster is relied on for every daily
avocation of the people, a{ter clearexpositions have been given
of Hdu Shaster by the greatest oriental scholars of the
Wasb, the Dmtish Indian Government has not boen bold
enough o promulgate the existing law and to msist npon

ite being obeyed.

Tiob us see how the lnw, a3 now administered, affects good
morals and the publio welfare.

A, a rioh person, master of a few lacs, dies, at the age of
nixby, leaving a girl, aged eight years, betrothed to him, or,
as is now popularly called, married to him, and a mother
aged sevenby-gix years old, Some days before his death,
the girl and her parents come to his housge and live with him.,
Unconscions of what is looming before her, the girl is
engaged in playing with the children in the neighbourhood.
The old man in his agonies gazes upon his mobher, whose
only child he is, wishing in vain to die before him. He dies.
T'he pavents of the girl, as her guardians, seal every room,
every box, and secure everything that belonged to the
deceased, and, aiter the dead body is disposed of, prevent
the aged mother from getting inside the house, assurihg
her that she shall be paid maintenance according to usags,
and that she nesd not trouble herself with the househeld
which belongs, they say, to their danghter, They apply o
the established Courts, and become recognized as the nabural
guardian of the heiress to the estate during her minorviby.
T'he mother is allowed food in the house, or granted a fow
rupees, say twenby or twenty-five a month, for her livelikood,
The girl is deprived of a piece of string from her neck, and
is allowed to play, as hitherto, with her associates, I'or fotwr
or eight years the minoriby conbinues. All the mesne
profits of the estate are enjoyed by the fortunate pavents
in the interval. The gir]l grows, and learns that her parents
have made her a widow, thab is, they have deprived her for
life of & lagal male companion. Her nature, however, requires
one, [Her pavents on the contrary tell her that she should
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nol marry; for, thig, they allege, ia againgt Shaster, and ia
agningl her wnterest, inagmuch ag she would, if married, ba
deprived of the rich inheritance they have seoured for
her, Nabure is too strong for these considerations, and ib
provailg in the end, She thinks over the matter and argnes
thus: ¢ Somehow or other withont my knowledge and with-
oub any effort on my part, I am now master of a large and
vich inheribance, I am young, but have no partner to shave
my happiness. My parents say that Shasters prohibit me
from having a legal one, The Brifish Indian Statute Inw
warng me that, should I marry, I must give up the estate,
The Judge-made law assures me that if [ take illegal part-
ners, or paramotrg, I can retain my estate. As the lnst.
metntionsed course enables me to eujoy my estabs, and fio
indulge in free love, I will take possession of my estate
from my pavents, give them something to live upon com.
fortably, and become sole mistress of my house, entertaining
as many lovers as ] like.” Is nob this resclve reasonable
and sensibla? Can the young woman be found fault with
by the ntilitarian philosopher § But—Is notb such a conduct
immoral according to the sacred laws of Hindus and Chris-
tians alike T Isib not a shame that the Government should
solerate, anbhorize, and support such conduwect? Will not
thd British Government be justified in promulgating laws
rendering such conducht on the part of ils subjects 1m-
possible ?  Suvely, if Suitee and infanticide were ovils
which the British Government thonght themselves bound to
put down, child-marrage and atfendant perpetual widowhood,
with their train of evils, immoralities, crimes, murders, &o.,
ave evils of greater mounstrosity which peremptorily domand
suppression ab the hands of our Government,

It is the boast of the British Government to give libevty
and freedom to the nations under its sway., Nay, more:
gnch lovers of fresdom have the DBritish people shown
themselves to be, that when they were once convineed of
the nnrighteousness of glavery, they determined nol ouly at
greab pecuniary loss to themselves o prohibib slavery in
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their own dominiong, bub to fight for its suppression againsb
the whole world and at all risks. No mabter what flag a
slave ship may choose to fly, it affords her no protection if she
crosses the path of a Brilish man-of-war, She 19 capbured,
fovfelted, and the slaves are liberated, and caved for, Bub
the Crovernment which, for more than eighby years, has
waged all the world over so persistent a warfare agninsb
slavery, has here in Brifish India taken no steps to give the
blessings of {reedom to hundreds of thounsands of women !
Al Hindus must commend the resolution of the British
Government nobt to inberfere with their religious customs
or with the religion they veuerate, There is, however, no
religious law of anthovity that preseribes that girls should ba
married ab two or three years of age. A custom, it is Lrue,
has sprang up, but the result of that cnstom is that there are
thousands of widows who have to hive a lifs of what isslavery
in everything hnt the name., Will the British Government
that, at all risks, has fought against slavery over all the
world, even in those places where, logally speaking, it had
no right to interfere, do nothing on behalf of the 20,000,000
widows, who in their own dominions ave living in a stabe of

shame, subjection, and unhappiness

It is worthy of consideration whether nnder the existing
circumstances, a law containing the following provisions is
nob absolulely necessary, These provisions are given below
in nou-technical langnage i~

1. Marriage is optionsl,

2, Marriageable age for the male is from and alter his
sixteenth year,

3. Maniageahle age for the female is from and after hex
eleventh year,

4. In the case of a girl widowed before sexual inter-
course, the bride may be legally married to another, with
vadio 1tes; and without them if she be a non-virgin,

6. The 1ssue of these ave legitimate,
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0, Virgins widowed, whether re-mavried or not, have no
lien on their fivst hushand’s estate, as thoy do not belong

to hig Gotea,

7. Widows who have come infio possession of their ling-
bands’ estate shall forfeib if, and ib shall pass ou to the nexi
heirs, if they ave proved to have had sexual inlercouwise

during their widowhood.

These ave the main provisions of an Aeb which, 1 think,
the Indian Imperial Liegislature ought lo pass,

The first three sectious are declaratory and contain pro-
vigions of the Hindu law, There has been, so far as I am
aware, no decided case of the Privy Connell, or of the High
Courts to the contrary., The objest of declaring these
provisions ag those of Hindu law, is to prevent too early
mMarriages,

The fourth, fifth and gixth sections are also declaratory
provisions of Hindu law. Thaese, logether with the'seyenth
soction, have been in a way declared to be law by tho
Widow Marringe Aeb, There have hesn no decisions de-
olaring these provisions to be uo law. The object of re-
enacting these is to show them to bo purely llindu law,

and ave not based upon expediency.

The saventh section 13 intended o cancel the bad rnling
of the Irivy Council in 1880% The latter enables au
unchasité widow fo retain her husband’s estate which she

obtained when she was a chaste widow.

Are these provisions revolulionarvily aggressive? Are
they inoonsistent with Hindu law? Are thoy revolling to
COMIMOTL §ENss, to morality, to humanity ¥ The first sec-
sion will protect a female from persscution if she chooses
not to enter into a married life up o any period of
her life. Ts thig aggressive ! ls this.byrannical to her,
or to anybody else ¥ The second secbion will save o greal
many girls from becoming widows ; for it has been proved

L |

# Moniramn Xolita 7. Koy Kolitpny, 13tk Morch 1880,
4
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from the experience ol the world that deaths are more
namerous below the age of sixteen than above it, 1t will
make our children more robust and beallthy than they have
hitherto been, It will improve the physique of the nation.
It will add soundness to the education imparted. It will
afford opporbunities for travelling, withont which no educa-
tion 18 complete, On the conbrary, what harm oan arise from
such & provigion ! Will the Hindn nation rise against the
British Governmeni for declaring such a provision to be
law ? If I have correctly felt my national pulse, I am sure
that the nation is fully prepared to welcome such a law,

The third seciion introduces no novelty. In Southern
India I know, for a fack, that in some cnses & marriage, (in the
sense 11 which the would-be-orthodox party uses the word},
talkes place when the bride is ten years old. It being so,
what is the aggressive novelty in this third section ?

if the Widow Marriage Act was legnl, these four pro-
posed sacbions must be legal as the former was baged on the
very same anthoribies as the latter, These are only enabling
clanses. - They ocompel wobody to do anything against
one’s will, against oconscience, againgt morality, against
humanity, and even againsgt the laws ol nature. i

The seventh section is an absolute necessity. The oxist-
ing Judge-made law is opposed to IHindu law, and movality,
and holds out & premium to such of the widows as would
lead an immoral life instead of gatting themselves married
wnder the provisions of the Widow Marriage Act. This
Judge-mado law was bitterly condemned by, I think, the
whole of the nafive press at the time it was published.

It is a great truth that history repeats itself. Oub of svBry
ten thousand hunman beings, thers are abounb 9,990 persons
who have no time to do anything more than what i3 neces-
gary to keep their bodies and soulg together. Of ths other
ten, more than five are generally engaged in bettering their
own material prosperity. The rest may think of things
beyound themselves, and may wish fo better their follows.
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This niay be done in various ways, Many of these ways
may not run connter to the opinions and feelings of the
pecple. 3o they also may securs safs and pleasaub sailing,
Such is however not the case with the person who may be
disposed fo rescus his fellowmen from ignorance, supersti-
tion, slavery, and nnhappioess, The moment he resolves to
do thig work, ha becomes the butt for atbacks from all around
him, The 9,995 out of every 10,000 persong brand this
man ag a reformer, as digtinguished from a stabesman ; ag an
ill-informed man, in comparison with hig immediate preced-
ing generations; as n herebic with reference to what was
then considered by them to be the (Gospel; as a pseudos-
philanthropist and no sonnd-thinker; finally as a mad man,
s dangerous adviser to the people, and a misleader of his
government. To prove this, I need not quote from histories
of fhe world. It has been shown in this paper how the
gmall band of honest and humane Ruglishmen who advo-
cated the abolition of Sutbitee, infanticide, privileges from
capital punishments, the custom of Dhurna, the prohibition
of the marriage ol widows, special privileges for special
olasses, were opposed, and their atbempts frustrated for
many scores of years. The same tactios are applied even
now in the close of the ninetesnth century, and in the bhird
odhtury of British rule in India. They say what is now pro-
posed is (1) opposed to law; (2) repugnant to customary law;
(8) offensive to the religious feelings aud sentiments of the
people; (4) dangerons to the safety of the Government.

A small minority of Huropeans said in 1785, that it is one
of the [undamental maxims of the British Government to
consult the religions opinions, customs and prejudices of
nabives in all cases in which it has been practicable, consigt-
ently with the principles of morality, reason and humanity.
If, therefore, the custom of Suttee was not founded on any
precept of Hindu law, they urged that it might be abolished.

The majority then opposed them and said thab, from

the opinions delivered by the law officers, the prachice
was founded on the religious notions of the Hindus, and
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was oxpressly statod wilth approbation in their law, The
highesi, Court were [ully sensiblo how mmneh ib was to be
wished that this practice, horrid and revolting, evey as a
voluntary one, should be prohibited and entively abolishad.
But the Conrt had reason to believe that the prejudices in
favonr of this cuatom weve then so strongly impressed on tho
minds of the inhabitnnts in most parts of the Provincoes
that all casbes of Hindus would be extremely tenacious of
ibs conbinnance, The Conrt apprehended thab it wonld bo
impracticable at the time, consistently with fhe principle
invariably observed by the British Government of manifest-
ing every possible indunlgence to the veligious prejudices and
opinions of natives, to abolish the enstom in guestion ; whilst
such a measure would, in all probability, excite & consider-
able degree of alarm and dissatisfaction in the minds of the
{indn inhabitants, and that it was, therefore, highly
inexpedient,

When a minority is now found to say that it is right thab
the British Government should consult the customs of the
natives, provided they are nob opposed to their Shastrag,
morality, reason and humanity, and that the custom prohibig-
ing the re-marriage of Hinda women is opposed to the Hin-
du Shastra, reason, morality and humanity, and therofowe
may be abolished, and the Shaster restored, and reason,
morality, aud humanity vindionted ; o leader of the majoritey
opposes this, and says, “That the llindu law whioch the
Courts are bound to administer, and which the Legislature
onght to respeot, is not, T must submit, what R. Ragoonath
Row expounds to have bsen the lnw of the Vedic period or
ol any other period in the history of this counbry ; but the
law which, whethet vightly or wrongly, is at present receivhd
by the people as law.” “Bound policy snggests that the
customnry law of a nation should be preserved to them ns re-
gards inhombance and marriage.” “ Among the nou-Aryan
tribes corbnain nsages” ‘“ware allowed to be velained during
the progress of the Aryan civilization, In their case, usage
18 an independent source of law, whether it accords or
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conflicts with the sourees alveady mentioned,” “ Another
gource” “is laber jurisbic thought, which by its adoption by
the peopis, has resulted into o rnle of customary law.
This sonrce Ragoonath Row does not recognise ; bub it is
a source which the Legislature and the Courts must recog-
niso a8 1t hag influenced the law of the peopls.”” ¢ Ths legis-
lation suggested (for vestoring ITindus their own Shaster) is
aggressive. DPolicy and statesmanship forbid snch legisla-
tion. It would be vegarded as an irvitating interfevence
with national religion and cause disaffection awmong the
people.’”  Legislation to bthe effect thab child-warriage is
illegal “is aggressive,’’

Lot me heve rep‘ea,h what was said of the practice of
Suttee in 1817, The Pandib of the Supreme Court of Cal-

enbba said, “That she who looks not to absorption (final
beatitude) but seeks a paradiso of temporary and incon.
gidorable happiness, might undergo Suttee.” There were
thersefors, & fow inslances, of eminently virfuous women of
former ages sacrificing themaelves, to be met with in the
Puranng, In works treating of the dubies of women, there
ig no menbion wade of the practice of Suthes and ¢ the act
of *'dying is not enjoined.” The Nizamubt Adawint said in
1817, that suicide in Lthese casos (Subtee) is not indeed =
veligions ach, nor has it tho sanchion of Manu and othoy
mciont logislators, revored by the Hindus., Mr, W, Twer
ropresented, “That in permitbing or indeed authorising
Subtees, we are by no means showing a proper forbearance
towards the religions oustoms; for Subies is an aot nowhere
enjoined by any of the Shasters; on the contrary, a orime
which thoir own lawa will punish wilh death, and only
idterated by our Government, becanse we overlook the
impudent imposition “of interested parties.” There have
been ingtances of our interfering with the prejudices of the
Ilindus, without exciting any sympboms of dissatisfaction,
and Manu and the most ancient and respectable writers did
not nolice Sutloe, 1t was therefore in thelr time either
nnknown or not approved of,”
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Mr, Liee Warner submitted,  That o law might donbb-
less be promulgated for the abolition of this practics with-
ouf causing any serious digburbance. It has already, been
done in regard to the sacrifice of ohildren at Sangor and
olsewhere, ag well asg the prachice of destroying female
infants, and the burying alive of women., Why, if these
customs which are also generally prackised have been abol-
ished by & humane Government, should not the practice of
Suttes be abolished f Iy the practice of Suttee in any part

of the Shasbras insisted upon P’

This minority of humane gentlemen weve however met
by the leaders of the majerity in the following manner:

In 1819, the Judges of the Nizamut Adawlut answered
the above thus ;«~¢ Ilindu nation was notorious for bigotry,
is uncivilized and illiterate.” It would, therefore, congider
oll attempt to restors its own Shaster, as illegal interfevence
with their religion. Lot nothing be therafore done.

The Government agreed with the Uourt and would not
enack the law proposed.

It is now pointed out by a emall minority that marrage
is no rond to final beatitude, and 1s, therefors, optional ; tleat
there are instances of unmarried women obtaining fingl
heatitude recordsd in Puranas; that a law may, therefore,
be enacted declaring that mnarringe is optional for women
tvhich would prevent child-merviages, and which will be con-
sistent with reason, with morality, and humanity,

The opponents reply, * Marriage, which was in Vedic
times optional, with women, became compulsory dnring the
Smriti period,” * Nor is the causs of progress or morality
much injured by it  “Infant-marringe was enjoined ag'w
praferable marriage.”” ¢ That no girl ought to be given in
marriage before her tenth year,” * does not appear to be in
socordance wibth several Smrities.”” Their leader says, I
do not deny that the principle of equaliby between man and
woman in respeot of freedom of marriage should be vindi-
cated ; bub I think that in the backward stabte of education
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among Hindn women at present, and amidst their firm faith
in rilnalistic practices, such legislation would nob really aid
progyess.”

Turning again to Suttee, one of the minority, Mr. Hale
wrote in 1819, that in Sawantwaree, at one period, a positive
prohibikion against the prackice was enforced without ereal-
ing any disturbance, and Mr, Lushington stated that the
practice is naither presoribed by the Shaster nor encouraged
by persons of sducation or influence and that, with the
excepbion of a few mnecessitous DBrahmins who derive a
nefarious reward for presiding ab this iufernal rite, the pro-
hibifion of the practice would give universal satisfacbion,
My, James Hrskine entreated (Ilindu Rajahs) nob to rest
satisfied with following the customs of their fathers, but to
examine them and convince themselves that they ave in
strict conformity to the law of God.

The ITonorables Anderson and Dunlop minuted ¢ That
«oducation and knoowledge will ultimately change the
feelings and habits of a whole people; and it 18 nob 6o
knowledge so gained that we must look for the cessation of
thiy greab orime, but fo the measures (Government use
wath prudence and conciliation.”

. The majority, again prevented, and on the 1st February
1820, the Governor-General in Council wrote to the Court
of Directors thus :—

“ Concurrving as we do in the foregoing senbiments of
the Court of Nizamuf Adawlub, we were sabisfied that it
would, ab all events, be Inexpedient to promulgate the

- . f
oircular orders prepaved in 1817,

Now, when I say regarding widow marriages thaf,
wherens acocording to Hindu law, no marriage is so com-
plebe until after actual cohahitation as to make the bride
become one with her bridegroom in gotra (gens), Pinda
(vight to offer or panrtake funeral oblations), and Sootaka
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(liability to pollution on birlths and deaths), and whereas
no change takes place in the civil status of the pair and
no rights of inheritance, &e., to the property of either parly
are acquired, a law may be enacted as follows:~I, No
marriage contracted between Ilindus shall be valid and
conmplete nntil cohabitation takes place, and no righta of
inheritancs, of receiving maintenance, and the like, and no
liabihibies consequent on a complete marriage, shall accrue
to eibher of tho contracting parties whose marriage has
been congnmmated by cohabitation.—II, A woman who
may oohabit with a man other than her husband, shall,
after conviction of having done so by & competent tribunal,
cense to possess any of the rights and privileges secured
and obbained by ler nnder Hindn law or any statuie
and ghall be liable to be dispossessed aund disinherited of
the property, which may have come in her possession
before ghe cobabited as aforesaid ;I am met by opponents
who say, That “it is suggested that the Legislature should
declare that no Hindn marriage is valid unless it is followed
by consummation, and thet no legal relation and no legal
rights shall arise from it prior o its consnmmation’ :~That
the proposers ure apparently nob “ prepared Lo recoguise the
conditions of mound legislation in aid of progress” ;—T'fab
they forget ¢ that no statesman should be invited to comueis
himself to a course of legislative action which would in.
validale marriages that are performed in accordance with
nabional custom, and which wonld bhereby involve in it an
irvitating interference with fthe most important domestic
event of the majority of Her Majesty’s Hindu subjecty’ s
That they advocate ‘ but two amendments of the Marriage
law, iz, that marriage is optional as well with woman as
with man, and that until 1t 18 congummabed, the bride’s gotffa
is not changed, and unless it is changed, she is ab liberty
to mawry again. The basis on which the movement rests
is narrow and musk be widened” *for real progress’’ iwm-
That “Viewing it as the outcome of enlightenment and
progress it does nob geem to recognise the right principle
that man and woman musté be placed on the same footing
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rogarding their right to marry® :—¢¢ Thal there was a time
during the Vedic period when it was optionsl with women
to marry, and that women married afler they attained
maturity” :—¢ That the principle on which R. Ragoonath
Row supports his contention, is a general principle resognis-
ed in Smritis” :—Thab another notion, viz, no marriage, no
salvation “ came into prominence at a Inter date, and modified
the original conception’ :—That ¢ that this notion became
dominant, and passed into a rule of conducl during the period
of Smritis, iz shewn by a number of Smritis which declare it
to be the duby of a father to besbow his danghter in marriage
before she attained her maturity’’ ;:—That then came the
nobion that conception and birth ia a baint, that purification is
nacessary, and that marviage, which is the only rite presoribed
for women and which is analogous to the rites of Oopanaya.-
nam in the case of mev, is “indispensable. This 1 the con-
veuntional religions ground on which marriage became impera-
tive on women belonging to the regenerate classes. The ra-
tional ground is also disclosed, though as it wers, incidentally,
by those texts which direct fathers to give their daughlers
in marrisge belore they attain their maturity, lest they may
yield to temptation. The same principle on which infant-
marriage was enjoined led also to mavriage being enjoined
a? compulsory. ‘Lhus, il was that marriage, which was in
Vedic times oplional with women, becamo compulsory during
ghe Smriti period” :~That ““afier going through the Vedic
texts relating {0 the marriage ritual, I (a leader of the majo.
rity) am nnable to resist the conclusion that those texis con-
templated no infant~marriage” :—That * during the Smuibi
period, & nofion csme into prominence that every fnther
ought to fear his danghtber attaining maturity before she is
mnrried,””  “ Thus a duby eame to be recognised by Hindu
fathers to give their danghters in marriage before they
attained mefurviby, [ must, however, add that infant-marri-
ago was snjoined as a preferable mdarriage™ s~-That * thob
no girl ought to be given in marrviage before her tenth year,
does not appear to he in accordance with several Sumrifig’ ;-
5
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That a8 regards the contention that the Gofra ig not changed
before cohabitation, the fourth and fifth principsl oblations
given immediately aftor walking seven steps on the firat dny
of marringe, embody the idea that the bride had then' besn
transferred from her father to her hushand’s-family :~~That
lIookmg to the Vedic texts alone, they do not support the
conbention thab the gotvam is nob changed wniil cohabitation
takes place :—That it is the taling by the hand and walk-
ing seven sieps that constilnie merriage according to custom.
The praotice is of Vedic origin.”’? “The Ilomum to the fire
is a prayer confirmatory of the new relation that has been
formed.” “The conseoration of the domestic fire,”? pre-
supposes the formation of the marriage tie. With many this
ceromony takes place on the first night of the marriage,
though with some, it takes place on the fourth day :—That
‘“ suother, and last paib of the vibual is the recitation of the
Vedio texts which relate to the consummation of marringe,
According to praoctice, this text 18 nob always repeated on
the fifth day”’ :—That therefove, there should be no lsgisla-
tion for a change.

Thug we sea the repebition of higtory, Omne in « fen
thousand points oub & thing ag nob supported by writhen
law and as opposed o reason, movslity and bumaniby, The
resh swoop down upon him and ory onb that it is supportid
by law, or thnk ib ig onstomary, or, both ; and thnt whether 1t
ia reasonable, moral and humane or nob, it is dangerous to
interfers with it. The minority, after an uphill fight of a
goneration or so, proves thal the custom is opposed to law.
T'he majority turn ronnd and proclaim that eustom is a sourcs
of law, so powerful as to upset Divine and writhen law | !

Leb me here summarige the objections thus raised. Thgay
arg i

(1). That the proposed legislation would invalidate
marriages that are performed in accordance with national
custom, and would, therafore, be an irvibating intevferance,

(2). 'That this legislation is too narrow for real progress,
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(8). That this legislation does not place the sexes on
the same footing.

(4). That the fact that marviage ig optional with women
18 & rule, which, though it ia consistent with the Vedas, and
is & genaial principle recognised in Smritis, is superseded
by o notion entertained ab a later period,

(6). That the entertainment of this uotion is evidenced
by Smritis which declared it to be the duty of a {ather to
bestow his daughber in marringe before ghe attained her
nmatariby,

(6), That then came the nofion that, as the only puri-
ficatory rite allowed to women, marmage is indispensable
for women.

(7). Thab though the Vedas did nobt contemplate infant-
marriages, Smribis sanctioned them,

(8). 'Thab the illegality of marriage befove a girl ias ten
years old, is not in accordance with several Smribis,

{(9). That the rule that Gotra is not changed hefors
oohabitation is negatived by the Vedas,

Rogarding the fiveb objection, I say ib inill-founded. By
the proposed legislabion, it is mobt intended that effecl
should be given to its provisions retrospectively, I +will,
in no case, invalidate any marriage, whether legally or
Mogally coubracted, Movviages, according to the ides of
the so-called orthodox parby, coniracted hetween a couple
of even & few month’s old will still be marriages, and may
be held and treated by the orthodox as marriages, The
contracts thus enfered into may, shill be viewed as binding
on their lives. They may be held still so valid ag to enable
thom to be so viewed for all purposes except for those
of Pinda, Sootake and Goira, as thess are nob united,
acoording to the Hindu Shaster, before their sexusl inter.
courge. This was the case with the daughter-in-law of
Kyishne, Iler nome was Mayavates. Bhe had been mar.
vied to Shumbera and lived with him and under his roof
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for more than twenty years, had been his I’ntneo, & lochni-
cal word to menn o lady who can perform a sacrifice with
her hunsband. She is said to have preserved movertheloss
her virgimty, ITor husband was killed by the eldest son
of Krishna, Ile took thi widow wilth him fo lis father’s
honse fo be martied o her. IKrvishua’s wilo hesttated to
take her as her danghter-in-law secing that sho had lived
with & husband for a long time, XKrishna and Navada, (the
tormer ig believed to be an incarnation ol God, and tho
lntber a great Rishi and a Jurish,) ruled thab as she was ghill
a virgin, she could legally becomo the wife of Krishna's
son, She was accordingly married to him. The proposed
legislation is, therefors, no irrttabing interference, bub 1s
consistent with the practice or eustom honored by person-
ages like Krishna and Narada.

As regards the second objection, oz, that the proposed
legislation is too narrow for real progress, it is observed thatb
progress does nobt mean sanctioning any thing and overy
thing in social and religious matters at one’s whim, opinion
or desire, bub bettering the existing state of things in the
direction in which the suthors of the exisbing atate of things
and the law-givers seb ib in motion. The promotors of pro-
gress, Jesus, Mohamed, Boodha, Krishna, Vyasa, Shunkers,
and Luther did not run away ab a tangent from the Old
Tesbament, the Vedas, or the New Testament, and pro:
olaimed their own views aud opinions as progross. The
British Government always based all their legislation on
gocial matters in India not upon what they considersd vight,
but upon the laws of the Ilindus, although they would have
been justified and would have ncted according to itheh
“fundamental maximg,’’ if they had based the legislation
on ‘‘ the principles of morality, renzon and humanity,” alono.
[ have, thereforo, proposed such legislabion as is nol only
nob ingonsistent with Ilindu law, but is ontirely based on it.
It enables all widows, whether virgin or non.virging, to




37

marry if they are disposed to marry. [ therofove submib
that my proposuls aro nob “ narrow,” and vonl progress
canuol and ghould not go further.

L

T'he third item of objection ig that tha proposed legisla-
bion doos mnot place both tho sexes on the samo footing, I
mush plond guilty to a cortain exbent, for; I am nob bold
onough to propose bhat a Ilindu female should be allowed
to linve ono and the same time many hushands, becanse
Ilindun Shastor does not sanchion snch @ course, and bacanse
16 would be revolting to the feclings of the largest majority
ol tho population of the world, Nor am I hold enough to
propose thal the males ghould be prohibited from having
several wives, ab one and the same time, for fear that I may
be guilty, by so doing, of proposing something against the
custorn ol the majority which is happily dying out. In
other respocts, the sexes have been placed on perfect equa-
lity, 1n necordance with Ilindu law,

The fourth objeclion contains its own refubution, as will
bo shown in defail heveafter. It is admibted by the objec-
tor thab marriage was, according to the Vedas, optional
with wowen, and it is a patent fack that no Smuitt can, in
any case, overrule the Vodas.

®The filth objection has been in fact answaered in the pre-
coding paragiaph even if bhe Smvritis have removed Lhe
Option abovo referred to. But they indeod did no such
thing, The Smrill writors knew that they counld not do so,
and they thomselves did nob see any nocessity for doing so.
All that the Smuilas dad was to provide for & contingenoy
which fhoy foresnw and feared would be lelt unprovided for,
if they fniled to introduce a rule to earry oul ordination of
tle Vedas. These provided that a bride’s inolinations fo o
married life should not be impeded by her guardians lest
sho might grasify in an unlawful manner her own desires,
Whou the Rishig fonud that guardians attempted to impede
marriages for the sako of obtauining good dowries or riches,
thoy provided o rule thab in cuses 1m which a Dride is
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desirous to be married, when there are proper candidates
available who demand her hand, they should ¢give her away
to & proper bridegroom before she attainsg her maturity, so
that she might marry him when a little before her maturity,
or during her menses, or after the attainment of her mabu-
riby, This rnle certainly did not do away with her opfion
to lead & married life or not. Our sacred works are replete
with instances of the exercise of this right by women.
Thesoe I have mentioned in my pampllsts. Ladies Vyycona,
Dharanee, Mundodares, Madhaves and others are exam-

ples,~—TVide Mahabhavat and Puranas.

The sixth objsction refers to a notion which is said to
have been entertained that marriage to women is indispen-
sible, Such a nobion was not entertainad by the Rishis,
No sacred record or history shows thati it was entierbained by
any one, At any rate, I have not come across any such
record, Almost all the btext writers and Smrities speak
of femsale ascebics, provide punishments for afifempbs to

destroy their virginity, &e.

The seventh objection 13 that Smrities sanctioned infant-
marriages, though the Vedas had not contemplated them,
On the ground of the inferiority of the Smritis to the Vadas,
this objection has already been disposed of, In juslice
the Smvriti writers, I musb protest agninst this ealumny
being thrown upon them, They never sancktioned any®
marriage of infants, ‘They, no doubt, contemplated the gift
of girls from their eighth year bub not marriage ; beonuse, for
marrviage she shonld be desirous of leading a married life
which is impossible in the case ol girls ol less than ten years
old. CUan any body addunce one instance in any of onv
saored records of the ocelebration of a single marriadh
having taken place of a givl below Lhe age of ten years ¥

The eighth objection is the illegality of marriage before
a girl 18 fen years old is not in accordance with several
Smritis, This is surely a misconception of the Smribies.
The very Muntras or texts they presoribe to be chanted
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during the merviage ceremonies, distinetly show that the
bride should be a woman and not an infant at the time
of her marringe. The Smrities prescribe rules for the con-
duot of ceremonies, if she shonld attain her maturity during
the marriage ceremonies. They lay down that until a girl
i8 developed, Agni is her hushand, and that he shonld give
her to man, who, thenegforward, becomes his wife and not
befors. They call & bride Kannys which she can bo only
from her tenth year. ; Sootras prescribe gifts of two cloths
to the bride duving the marriage ceremonies, and say that
the second clobth was to cover her upper part of the body.
The Smrities prescribe cersmonies for sexual interoourse
on the fourth night of marriage., They prohibit sexual
interoonrse during the first three days of the marriage,
In the teeth of these provisions, to accuse the authors of
Smritis of having sanctioned infant-marriages, and not
prohibiting marriage before the bride is ten years old, is
simply unjust.

The ninth and the last objeotion is that the rule that
Gotra is not changed before cohabitation is negatived by the
Vedag, Thisis not covvect. The Vedas do not apenk a word
ahout the change of Gotras bab contain Mantras to e
clmuted during marviage. It is said to be a ceremony of
four days, and the Mantras are oalled Panigrahanika
Muutms They end by the dawn of the fifth day as a rule
and never eavlier, The Aswalaynna Sootra distinetly states
that after the expiry of the vow of celibacy, the bride
bocomes one in Gotra, &c., with her husband, Many, Sam-
varta, Yama, and n host of Smriti writers have distinetly
stated that the Gotra changes not on the first day of marriage
byt on the fourth night.

The point, what congtibubes law, and what is the relative
woight of its component parbs, appesrs fio require elucida-
tion. According to the Hindu Shaster, the law consiaby
of the Vedas, the Grihya Sootras, the eighteen Smrities,
the Itihass, the eighteen Maha Puranas, Custom, and
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gabinfied consciousnoss, or one’s own approval: and of
thege, the one which goes bolore another is o higher
aubhoriby than the one which comes afler it.  Thoe precad-
ing ono camuol be overruled by the snccoeding. Of tho
Smrities, that of Manu is universally admitted to be
the highest. This view of priority is held by Manu,
Goutama, Vyasa, Yagnavalkya, Ilarila, Vashiste, Aswalayans
Grihya Sootra, Gobhila Grihya Sootira, Apasiambha, Devi,
Bhagavat, Shankara Charriar, Ramanujah Charriar, Anaunde
Teertha Chavviar, Svidhave, Vignamaswerar, Mitakshara,
emadrl, Smritl Sara, Chetoorvimsati Mata, Vidikasarval-
hnm& or Tollapper, Vaidiyanath Deekshita, and many others.

It will be thus seen that according {o the view of the
Hinda authorities, customary law is the last anthority butb
one in rank, and cannpt upset Srubis, Soobras, Smrities,
Itihass, and Puranas, and thab it is an aubhorily, only in case
it is nob antagonistic to, or at varianoce with, the preceding
five constituents of the ITindu Shasier.

According lo the Iinglish law too, oustomary law can-
not override written law, much less the Divine law.
Law 18 defined to be “a rule of action dictated by somo
superior being,” The will of God ‘18 called the law of
natuye,” In compassion to the frailty, the imperfection,
and the blindness of human reason, God has besn pleased,
ab sundry times and in divers manners, te discover ang
enforce tho npbure’s-«lasvs by an Immediate aund direct
revolation, The doolrines thus delivered arvo called the
revealed or Divine law, Municipal law ig ‘o rule of civil
condueb preseribed by the Bupreme power in & Spale,”

Thus, it will be seen that law signifies & rule of achion,
as laid down by the Maker of man, Ilis will is called tfe
law of nature, - Bamg cooval with mankind, and dictated
by God himself, il is, of course, suporior in obligation to any
other, “To apply the Iaw of uature o fhe pavticular
exigencies of euch individual, if iz still necessary to have
reconrse to rengon.”  * If our reagon were always clear and



L1

perfecl, unruflled by passions, unclouded by prejudice, uu.
impaired by disease or intemperance, we should need no
other guide bhaa this, Bubevery man now finds the contrary
in his own experience; that his reason is corrupt, and lug
nnderstanding full of ignorance and evror. This has given
manifold oceasion for the bhenign interposition of Diviue
Providence.” ‘“No human laws should be suffered fo
confradict these.” Murder ““is expressly forbidden by
the natural and Divine law/’? fIf indeed any human
law, (such ay thab of the Mihilist, &e.), should enjoin me
to commib it, we are bound fo tranggress’” it. ¢ Bub with
regard to matters in themaselves indifferent, neither com-
manded nor forbidden by Divine laws,” the laws enacied
by hnman Legislature hayve “scope and opporbuniby io
interpose.”

aman laws ave laws of nations, The law of each nabion
18 called the Municipal law of that nation, thatis, ““a rule of
civil conduct prescribed by the Supreme power in a State.”
““ Albeit the Legislature acts only in subordination to the
great Liawgiver, transoribing and publishing Ilis precepts,”

The Municipal law is either unwritten or written.

The unwribten law includes—(1) ganeral customs, and
(2) particular or local oustoms.

he goodness of  custom depends upon ifs having been
usgd time oub of mind ; so that if any one show the begin-
ning of if, 16 is no good custom,

The only method of proving it is by showing to the Judges
thet it bas been slways the custom to obserye it. 'The
Judges determine ib, Yot this rule admits of exception,
where the determination is mogt evidently contrary to reason;
much*more if it be clearly contrary to the Divine law.”

The docbrine of the customary * law then is thig: thab pre-
cattents and rules mush, in general, be followed, unless flatly
ahsurd or nnjnst.”’

““ As a general rule, the decisiony of Courts of Justice are
the evidence of”’ customary law,
G



42

«« When n onstom is actvally proved to exist, the next
enquiry ia into tho lognlity of ib; for, if it is not a good
ouslom, it ought Lo bo no longor used., Malus nsus abolen-
dus cef is an ostablished maxim of tho law, o’ make
a partioular oustom good, tho following are nocessary
roqiglbog -

(1), Il must havo boon used so long, thal tho memory of
man runnetll not to the conirary, so ihaf, il any one can
aliow the boginuing of ib, il is no good custom. Such iy the
rule at tho common law, whonee it follows that no custom
can provail against an express Aot of P’arlinmont, since the
Statulo ilgelf is proof of a timo when the custom did not
exist,

(2). Ii mmust bo continuous,

(8). It musl havo been peacoably enjoyed and acquiesced
in ; nob subjeot Lo contention snd dispute,

(4), A oustom must bo roasonablo; or rather it must not
be unrvossonable. ¢ It suflicos, if no good legal reason can
bo nssigned againsb ib.”

Tho writben laws of the kingdom are Statutes.

¢ Whers the common law (cusfomary lnw) and a Statule
law diller, the common law gives place to the Stailute.’”
Vide Seotions 2 nnd 8, Vol. I, Commontarios on gho
lnws ol Tingland, by I[ferbert Broom, rnp, and Bdward
A. Iadloy, A, 0

One of tho sources of law is ostablishod custom, provided
i, 18 & ronsgonable one and not Immoral. Lt must havo heen
uged po long that tho momory of wman runneth not to the
conbrary ; so bhal, if any one can show the heginning of it,
it is no good custom, In Ilmrpwrshad ». Sheo Dyal, L. R,
3, I. A, p. 28b; tho Privy Council said ¢ ‘* A onstom is A rulo
which, in a partionlar family or in a particular district, has,
from a long uwsage, obtainod the forco of law, Tt musbt be
ancient, cortain, and roansonnblo.’” It must be at leasi
not unreasonable or immoral,

“ Qusbom exigs as law in evory couniry, though ib every-
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where tends lo lose its importance relabively to other kinds
of law.”

113

Buglish Courts requive nob only that a custom ghall be
proved fo exiab hut also that ib is reasonable. And the Liegis-
lature often abrogates customs partially or wholesale,”

T |

“The Courts have, therefore, long ago established as a
fundamental principle of law, subjech, of course, in each case
to many restrictions and qualifications, that in the absence
of a specific rule of written law, regard is fo be had in look-
ing for the rnle which governs a given set of circumstances
nob only to equity and fo previous decision, but also'to

custom.*

“The theory of English law is that no Statute can be-
coma ohsolete by desuetude.””’

““It is in the Hasl that religion has been, to many na-
tions besides the Jews, a direck and nearly exclusive source
of law. The Pentatench finds 1ts parallel in the Koran and
tho Institutes of Manu.” ¢ The Hindu law and the Maho-
medan law, it has been authoribatively stated, derive
their anthority respectively from the Hindu and Mahome-
dan rveligion.” Vide pages 47 to 51, of Jurisprudence,
]i. . Holland, 2nd ed., 1882.

The following is appended in the hope of making the
point in question clear :—

Linw,
|
Nl ]
Divine, TTuman,
1 | |
Iuternational. National
ot
Muunioipal.
| I i
‘Written Unyvritten 3,
or or
Btatutory, Uustomary,

2
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Thug, 1t will bo geen that sceording Lo the Hnglish ox
rabher Hurepean luw, (1) the Diving, (2) the Statuto, and
(3) the nnwritton laws comprise all the lnws of Stale, and
that the tlird osnnot upsot the scoond, and the gdeond,
bhe firsh,

In page 36 of the second edition of Ilindu law on mar-
risnge, I seld; “ Low does nob oengo to bo law simply booause
it was noglected for conburies’” Aund, in pago 45, 1 said,
ft TTindu law 18 revonled law; il ab nll revoeuble, which
i 18 not, ib could be revoked by & subsequent rovelntion”
of which thore has been none. In pagos 51 to 55 of my
Sanserit pamphlst, T have shown thal ounstom is a source
of law but moperative against the Vedas, Smurities, &e.,
wribten gources of law.

To sum up:

1. Itis olear that nol only does the Ilindu law nob
enjoin infant-marvinges, bub ibs spirib and ity leble clearly
show that marviage cannot be so complete until congum.
abion, 4.e., alter both the contracting parties have reasched
maburiby, as to make the bride of the same Golra ag thatb of
the bridegroom.

2. In spite of the law, a custom hng grown np under
which marviages ave celebrated at very early ages varyihg
from six months lo len yemrs, and sich marvinges aqe
recognized by tho Civil Courts as conforring upon the bride
oll the civil rights and privileges sho wonld bo entitled
as o marvied woman aevon il her husband dics before
consummation,

8. This oustom boing opposed to law, and having led to
widospread immovality and misery, is bad, and shounld,
therefore, be abolished.

4, The Law Courts, by their misintorpretation of Bhe
jow, having established this onslom, it can now only be
sllgotually abolished by an enactment ol the Liogistature,

In accordance with those views, the [ollowing Bill has
been drafted foir the consideration of the Ilindu publie,
of the CGtovernmont, andl of the Imporinl Liegislalure,
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It is noti intended that the Bill should at once be adopted
a8 it is and passed into law, What is asked for is (1) an
mmpartial, careful and oritical examinabion of the principles
of the Bill by the Hindu public; (2)an appointment by
Government of a Commission composed of Findus and
Tluropeans, official and non-official, old and new Sanscrit
Pandibs, to ascertain and report whether the pruciples of
the Bill are consistent with the Hindu law, (8) and, if found
consisient, its introduction into the Imperial Logislature,
When the principles of the Bill beoome law, 1t will afford
relief among others to about ten millions of unfortunate
Hindn women who are now compelled under -the name of
Hindu law fo lead a disgraceful, ginful and criminal life,
or the most painful, discontented and miserable life, a life
ufiterly inconsistent with the administration of the most
humane, wise, and just of Furopean Governments,

BILL.

—p

AN Act to define and declare the rights asquired according
to Hindu law from marriage, and to provide rules for the
vegistration of its celebration.

Whereas certain provisions of the Hindu law appear to
hgye been nob correctly understood ; wherens, according to
the Hindu law, marriege is opbionnl with bobh the sexes;
whoerens the marmageable age lor the male is from his
sixteenth year, and that for the female is from her eleventh
year, and no marringe is so complete until after actnal
cohabitabion ag to make the bride one with the bridegroom
in Gotra, (Gens) Pinda, (right to offer or partake funeral
cakes) and (Sootake (lLiability to polluiionz on births and
deaths); and whereas no change takes place in the oivil
statug of the couple, and no rights of inheritance, &e., to
the property ol either parly ave acquired until sexual
intevcourse takes place s—

It is enacled as follows i~
I, DMarviages coutracted botween Hindus shall hecome so
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complete qffer sexual inlercourse has laken place, that all
oivil rights of inheritance, maintenance and the like, shall
thenceforward acorue to either ol the contracling couple,

and nol belore.

II. A woman who may have sexual intercourse with any
man other than her husband, shall after couviction of this
offence by the District Uriminal Courts, or by such compe-
tent judicial tvibunal as the Government may appoint, be
liable to be disinherited of the property obtained by her
under any of the provisions of the Ilindu law before she
commitbed the aforesnid offence.

IT1. The contracting parties, who may complefe their
marriage by consummabion, as aforesaid, shall, within filteen
days [rom the dabte of nuptials, sign their names, either per-
sonally or by a duly authorized agent, in a book to be kepl
for the purpose in the office of a Sub-Registrar of Assur-
ance, or wheve there is no Sub-Registrar, in that of the Local
Village Munsifl, in evidence of the fact of the completion
of their marringe, ILivery such Sub-Registrar or Village
Munsiff shall keep a book 1n his office and allow any person,
of whose identiby he 1s sabipfied, to sign in it at any time
prescrvibed for keeping open hig office. 1le shall not domand
any fee for the same, Ilach Village Munegiff shall send dmily
extracts from this book to the Sub-Registrar.

Il the parties choose to sign this book ab their ]lﬂllﬂgﬂ,
they may do so on payment, if demanded, of the travelling
chargos of the Sub-Registrar [rom his offico or house and
back.

The book referred to in the preceding clause shall dhow
the names of the marvied parties, their ages, the Gofra of
the bridegroom, that of the bride’s parents, their namses,
their places of residence, the dato of the aloresaid comple-
tion of marriage, 1f 16 was the bride’s first marringe, the fact
of the marriage being the firsh or otherwigo, the namse of
the hride or bridegroom of the previous marriago ov
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betvothal, if any, and such obher information as the married
couple may wish {o enter,

IV. Such enlries, as are veferred to in the preceding
sackion, shall be primé fucie evidence of the fact they
racord.

V. No woman shall be prosecuted for the offence men-
tioned in Section II of this Ach, except by her husband or
by his next male heir if the husbhand be dead.

R. RAGOONATH ROW,

Myroarorn, MADRAS,

KRISINARLASS, }
lst January 1885,




