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HOME LIFE IN INDIA—~IX.

BY 1 PAIRWRATUHRR.

The Hindoo has httle dread ot fear of death, but he
does stand 1n mortal terror of the ghosts of the de
parted, and more especially of those with whom he
has not been on friendly terms during this ife.  The
women make a clever use of this superstition in order
to gain their own ends, especially in Bengal, and
practise whatis called settiny an dhirna, Forinstance,
a woman has a grievance—it may be sheis jealous, ot
wishes for new clothes or jewellery, etc. She first
takes hor wishes known in the night direction, and
awans results,  Ifnoattention ts pawd her,and shesees
it tv be a desperate case with her, she deliberately goes
into the presence of her adversary, and, scating her-
sel( at his door, announces her determinauon to starve
her-elf 10 death, or else drink a poison she has with
her prepared and ready.  1f she is allowed to camry
out her threat, and death is the result, thea all her
sins, whatever they may have been, are heaped upon
ths head of her enemy,to remain with hun forever as
a terribie incubus.  In the ghostly state she is sup.
posed to have unlimited opportunities whereby she
may take him at a disadvantage and be revenged to
her sausfaction. The ghosts of females aie said tobe
most trying and relentless, hence women are seldom
intentionally driven to extremities. When greatly
angered, they sometimes prefer suicide to compro.
nuse, because of the fuller opportunities for ven.
geance. Here is one abundant reason why self-
murder is socommonin India. Ungovernable temper
and passion have, I am convinied, as much to do
with 1t as persecution or abuse. This mode of ob.
taining redressis by no means confined to the women,
but 1s practised by business men 1n their transactions
with une another.  S.mulated epilepsy and hystena
areevery day modes which the women employ for
obt ruung theu own way, often fairly frightening their
male relatives into obedience. Rather than allow a
womn to die 1 a rage, and so obtain power to tur-
ment them as a speitre for years to come, a Hindoo
man will yield very much.

The common Hindoo women of the middie and
lower classes ase industrious, frugal and cheerful,
They are early nisers, being up long before the sunto
spin the daily allotment of cotton yarn fur the mal.ing
of ganinents for the houschold. That done, there fol-
lows the grinding of the grain by means of the ittle
hand-mill, just enough for the meal. In the morning
this is a light repast, eaten before going out to work
or to theoflice ; then the children are fed, and last the
mother ; then the female servants, if she can afford
to keep any. In most well-.o-do families these are
poor relations or slaves. The first substantial meal of
the day is eaten «t noon. The viands differ muck n
different parts of the country. Everywhere they pro.
fess to eschew European diet, except among the
scavengers, Brahmins are the most noted for theun
exclusiveness regarding food, but the caste 1s large
roughly estimated, they form about one-twenticth of
the population. They are divided into many sections,
each vanety having its roles, restnctions and licenses,
whih are pecsharly its own in this matier. Sonme
are flesh-eating, such as the Siva Brahmins, who sac-
nitice while waiung upon their temples, fowls, sheep,
hogs and Luffaloes. There are those who contine
themselves to fish only. Abb¢ Dubois tells us the
“ Vishnu Brahmins eat publicly all sorts of mieat, ¢.1-
cept beef, without shame or restramnt, Sume Brah-
muas there are who abstain aliogether, gounyg so far as
1o deny themselves anything having within atself the
puacaples aof life, as eggs, bulbous roats, especially the
oniwun, which is commonly said to be an animal, as ot
has a bone in its heart. Bishop Heber says . “ 1 had
always heard and fully believed ull I camie to India
that it was a grievous crime in the opin.on of the
B uLmins to eat the flesh or shed the bivod of any
Lvay; creature whatever.®  But says his biographer .
“ e had not sailed up the Ganges to Calcutta before
hs found himself compelled to abandon this helief.
.\ nung the boats which crowded the Hoogly he saw
. : Latle barks of numerous fishermen who were em-
proyed in catching fish for their wealthy colintiymen,
Brahmuns, as well as others. Fish our traveller now
found 15 considered one of the purest and most lawful
kinds of food.” Riceis cooked in a vanety of ways,
wat meat, chicken, or clanficd butter and spices, A

l favourite dish s that of split peas boiled with tur.
meric, salt, and claritied buflalo butter. [t 1s very
palatable.  Wafer biscuits, seasoned with asafictida
and baked afier the manner of Srotch oaten cakes, are
common. On occasions, dishes of rice are spiced
with turmeric, black pepper, ginger, gatlic, warm
seeds and Chili peppers. Hot pickles are much
hiked, also wild honey and fruits in abundance and
vatlety, They drink a spiced lemonade and fruit
sysup mixed with water, whichmakes a delicious sher-
bet.  Nuts of all sorts are eaten, also pop-corn and
salt, melons, etc.; while the very poor have to be con-
tent with the seeds which are dropped from wild fruit
trees, or the * czumbs which fall from the rich mans
table.”

The covking is the work of the women, lLarly
breakfast Leing over, and the men having gone, the
dishes are scouted with sand and ashes, the water
being procured from the nearest well, where the wo-
men go to driw, not with buckets, but brass vessels
which they carry upen thehead.  In shape,thescare
like a hollow globe of brass or copper, from one sule
of which has been cut a slice equalung about one-sixth
the entite size.  The margin 1s then cut and bent
back 1nto a nm, underneath which a rope may be tied
and so let down to the water,  Such 15 the dudsnde
or cooking vessel, and which in uts varieties of size
serve as pot, kettle, pail, mitk-pan and drnking-cup,
The hot food 1s hfted from them into brass plates by
long-handled metal ladles, The food, when cool
cnough, 18 eaten with the hagers, cach person choos-
ing for himself the coolest and most convenient seat
he can find,

In cleansing these vessels, the smaller are scoured
“ by kand,” but when 1t comes to a large and stub-
born one 1t 1s carried out under the nearest tree sand
and water are thrown 1n 1t ; then the housewife tucks
up her drapery, raises her shapely arms, and takes
firm hold of the overhanging branches, thea dips her
bare feet into the pot and begins swinging herselt
round and round from side to side. The vessel 1s
soon shining bnghtly, and she steps out, ninses 1t with
water, dries 1t with a small towel or in the sun, and
then sets it away for future use,

After breakfast comes the sweeping of the house
and court-yard. The broom 15 simply a bundle of
slender twigs from the jungle, bound firmly together
at one end by stout hempen cord. It has no handle,
and the sweeper sits upon her heels while using 1t.
After the sweeping, the floors are sprninkled and
brushed over with a soiution of cows' manure in water,
and the house 1s considered tidy for the day,

THE MONTREAL “WITNESS" AND THE
PRESBYTERIANS.

MR, EiToRr,~In this article I fultil my promuses
in my formzr one with the same heading in Tt
PRESBYTERIAN of August 26th,

The Montreal “ Witness ” will not giveany proof in
support of its statement that “ one doctnne among
others contained in the standards of the Presbytenian
Churches 1s the everlasuing damnation of non-elect 1n-
fants.” We have, therefore, to rummage in our Con-
fession of Faith to see if we can find therein anything
like proof.  The only passage which seems to favour
the “ Witness'” view 1s the following (Section i,
Chap. X.), which I give mn full', * Elect infants, dying
in anfancy, are regenerated and saved by Chnst
through the Spint, who worketh when, and where, and
how He pleaseth. So also are all other elect persuns,
who are incapable of being outwardly called by the
minstry of the Word.” To some, these words appear
to prove beyond all doubt that the damnauon of non-
elect infants- without stating thur Jength—is a pant
of the <reed of Presbytenans, They say, © 1 there
he e/ect snfants, there must also be non sle.2 ones, 1
the former be saved, the lauter, of course, must be
damoed. There couid be nothung clearer than that.”
Well, let us exanune the passage. There are many
most earnest Chnstians who cannot see that the Bible
teaches the doctnine of universal salvation as regards
those who die in infancy. They do not believe that
there are infants in he.i, Their belief on this pont
simply 1s that the Holy Spirit has not seen fit to re-
veal to us whether the whole, or only a part of the
class refesred 1o, are saved, They may be “weak in
the fanh.” Ther piety cannot, however, be ques-
tioned. The strong should, therefore, bear with their
weakness. Now, suppose that the Confession of Faith
had simply saud, ** 1ntants dying in infancy,” etc., this

would have taught the doctrine of the uatversal salva.
tion of those dying in infancy, which those of whom {
speak reject, only, however, because, as I have already
said, they consider it to be *“not proven® by Scrip.
ture. I have no doubt that, in that case, thiose who
find fault with the Westminster Confession would hye
cried out about ¥ chains and slavery,” It was, there
fure, absolutely necessary to use language which
would suit the views both of those who believe thy
the doctrine of the salvation of all dying In infancy |,
agreeable to the Word of God, and of those wko (an
sce no authority there for it.  Well, then, I challenge
any ong to frame more suitable language than what we
find in the passage aforequoted. The language there
is simply non-comumittal. Those who believe that pos.
sibly some infants dying in infancy bave not been
chosen to eternal hife, can, of course, unhesitatingj,
assent to it. DBatthosc who believethat all have been,
can do the same, and that in perfect & ne. y, though
the * W.tness " thinks that they niust use mental ge.
servation, and thercby so far Jesultize themselye,,
Of course, Presbytcrians cannot give up the doctune
of election. There is not a pious Arminian who doey
not v-..aally accept it. 1 do not hesitate to say thay
one can be a true Christian who does not at least
effect hold it.  Of course, 1 do not mean the doctnne
of cleciion which our Arminian brethren bombary
with onc million ton guns, and which Calvinists op.
posc just as much asthey do. Therelore,as I remark
in my former article on this subject, “ what the Con.
fession of Faith says about infants dying in infancy i
characterized by great wisdom.”

I come now to explain the views of those who caa.
not sec that the universal salvation of those dyng in
infancy 18 clearly taught in the Bible, Of course, no
intelhgent parson among them believes that an infag
may be sentto hell for a sin which it never commutieq,
yea, could not commut.  Bat they believe that every
human being is born with a sinful nature. Many
Protestants believe that every infant is as spotless ay
Gabniel himself. The Romish Church says that one
woman was conceived without sin, These Protes.
tants say this of the whole humnan race. But those
with whom I am now contrasting them know the
Bible too well torhold such views.  They further be.
lieve that even an unconscious babe cannot enter into
heaven unless its heart be changed. “ Except 2 man
be born again he cannot see the kingdom of God,*
and “Without holiness no man shall see the Lord,” are
statements as true of the babe of four hours as of the
man of fourscore years. The Holy Spirit can work
as casily on the heart of the first as He can on thatof
the second. The salvation even of a babeis an act
of grace. God is no more hound to change the hean
of every infant, than He 13 to change that of every
person who has come to years of understanding, ot
than He was to keep all the angels from sinning.
He may, therefore, if 1t so seem good to Hum, passby |
some 1afants. \We must not think that those who
leave the world in infancy shall be infants foreve:
Their powers shall in the other world be increased to
a degree far beyond what we can now suppose. I,
then, an infant were to die with its heart unchanged,
it would forever sin against God, and, therefore,
for ever be pumished.  Though it would not be pun.
ished for sins which it had not committed here, o
would justly be for those which it had commitied
hereafter.

Such are the views of those who, theugh they donn
believe that there are infants in hell, yet cannet gose
far as o say that they belicve that the Bible teaches
the doctrine of the salvation of all dying in infang.
They may not be correct, but they are a great ded
motre worthy of notice than many think,

Whether all dying in infancy be saved, or merely 2
part, 1s made only a secondary matter in the sectiond
the Confession of Faith already quoted. Whats
chiefly taught there is, how those of that class whoare
saved, be they all, be they only some, are saved. We
are told that they are elected and saved, as regads
means, ia a different manner from that in which pr
sons possessing intelligence aresaved. The latterar
 outwardly called by the ministry of the Word.” 0!
course the former cannot be. The Spirit of G
therefore, works directly on their hearts, How thox
in their state who are saved are saved is a most iz
portant question, Those who drew up the Confessis
of Faith were, therefore, bound to give a deliverase
on it

I bave hitherto spoken only of infants dying in v
fancy, because the * Witness” has referred only




