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INTERVIEW WITH MR. F0X BOURNE.

STATUS.-

The relations of the Kaffir to his wives has been
# good deal under discussion of late, and Mise
Werner and Sir William Harcourt have pro-
tested against the view that the Kafir buvs his
wife, who thereafter is his slave. A representa-

tive of * The Daily News” has called upon Mr. !

H. R. Fox Bourne, Secretary of the Aborigines
Protection Bociety, whose views on the subject
will command general respect. He was asked
about the “lohoala,” or so-called “ marri
tract ’—the gift of cattle given by the bride-
groom to the bride’s father, a gift which has in
some quarters been termed the purchase monev
paid by tha hushand for the wife, and in others
the property which the father held in trust for
his danghter and her children.

Mr. Bourne said: “ The idea of the lobela is
that it is for the protection of ths wifc and of
her offspring. Each wife has the custody of her
own children, and keeps them in ber hut. A wife
has no objection to her hushand’s king another
wife, as it lightens her labour and gives her

ge con-

society.”
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The Marriage Settlement.

** Cattle among Kaffirs,”
““are in the place of money d the cattle which
the man gives to the bride’s father are really
in the nature of a marriage settlement.
arranges a marriage with the girl herself, or her
father, and in exchange for her he deposits with
the father—or, if her father is dead, with a
relative—a certain number of cattle, which m:
be from four or five to ten or fifteen, accord
to the value of cattle at the time, or the rapacity
of the parent, or his social dignity. The father
keeps the cattle, and is entitled to their milk,
but they are really the property of his daughter,
or of her children, It would be quite against
native custom and feeling for a man to sell or
kill them, though if they die the loss is not made
good. These cattle would, in time, be repre-
sented by their progeny, each cow by one other
cow, the number being kept by themselves. I
cannot say whose property these animals would

ba if the children grew up, but I think that in |

that case they would remain with the wife's
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