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Chapter Five 

Concluding Remarks 

In this sequel, we are primarily concerned with some of the outcomes of this thesis. Marriage is a 

common social tie persisting in all communities within the globe. There is no question of doubt. 

Therefore, prima-facedly it is more than a social issue rather than a philosophical issue. This is 

indeed the general perception. My intention is not to view it as a mere social issue, but to 

reassess it as a socio-philosophical issue. Therefore, the main task at my hand is to exemplify 

wherein lays the philosophical relevance of marriage. Let me specify first what is philosophy? 

There are as many as hundreds of possible definitions of philosophy. However, to me, the most 

acceptable and relevant one is „philosophy is life‟. Philosophy is a way of life where marriage 

plays a significant role in it. The genesis of philosophy essentially hinges on determining the 

meaning and value of life. What then is life? What is the locus of life? By the term „life‟, we 

mean human life. The locus of life is marriage. Only through marriage, a new life comes on earth 

that has been accepted by the community and society. Thus, legalizing marriage is very 

important. There are two different ways through which marriage can be legalized. Court 

marriage is one of them and the other is a wedding ceremony where family, society, community 

play their part. Court marriage is legal whereas social marriage is not legal, but it has informal 

force as well. When court marriage was not there, only social marriage based on rituals was the 

only acceptable system of marriage.  

As per a legal or court marriage is concerned, marriage is nothing but a tie or an agreement that 

has been constructed based on laws. Now, laws are articulated, man-made, and constitutionally 

approved. Accordingly, violation of laws is punishable. The concept of divorce is particularly 

relevant in the case of court marriage. There is a legal path through which marriage can be 
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ignored and the outcome of it is divorce. In the case of divorce, the rights of both the husband 

and the wife are protected. After divorce, they can lead a separate life as well. Court marriage is 

holistically applied right now throughout the globe. In India even though court marriage is 

prevailing, but besides court marriage, social marriage plays an important role. India is the hub 

of spiritualism. The people of India believe in the divine life, divine journey, and spiritual way of 

life contrary to the materialistic way of life. Indian spiritualism asserts that there is a life after 

death. Therefore, marriage in the real sense is nothing but divine bondage where physical 

detachment does not lead to mental detachment. Even after the death of the husband, the wife 

becomes a widow and she believes in the internal relation with her husband. This bondage is 

unique and it is completely foreign in Western countries. Thus in the real sense of the term, court 

marriage in Indian spiritualism is a secondary issue and it is only needed for economic safety and 

security and nothing else. The real essence of marriage lies in divinity. Moreover, the concept of 

Varna and gotra plays a significant role in the Indian marriage system. In this regard, two 

complementary theories, namely, anulum and protilum, have been developed. The concept of 

Varna is completely foreign in Western marriage.        

 It is through marriage the continuity of human life is evolving. A progeny will come into the 

world with fresh life. A progeny is the by-product of sexuality between husband and world. This 

is biology and there is nothing mysterious in it. The main objective of marriage is to bring new 

souls, new lives to Earth. In this regard, sexual relation is morally and ethically desirable. It is 

said that sexual relations between the husband and wife are desirable and morally acceptable if 

the very motive of a sexual relationship is directed to bring good progeny in the world.  

Why do we engage in marriage? Why does marriage matter to philosophy? In this regard, I can 

say that there are two important fundamental aspects for which marriage is necessary for 

humans. The first is a biological necessity and the second is a cultural necessity. Let me explain 
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these two points in turn. For the sake of biological necessity, men are prone to engage in 

marriage. Men are also conscious of kinship because men are social animals as well. Thus for 

biological and social necessity, men engage with marriage. The basic objective of marriage is not 

physical gratification as we observed in Western culture and society, rather the basic objective of 

marriage is the unification of two souls into one Soul. Marriage thus for me is not a mere 

connection between man and women, it is not a mere sexual relationship, rather it is a kind of 

agreement where moral commitment, moral obligation, and moral responsibility of both man and 

woman have been developed. Marriage is thus an agreement of bringing up the children and a 

partnership for economic ends. Social cooperation is also an important aspect of marriage. Thus, 

there are some ethical and philosophical insights into the very definition of marriage. Marriage is 

a sanctioned union. It leads to a family and social life. Through marriage, moral and ethical 

values upgrade in society. Besides, it helps man to lead a disciplined and responsible life. 

According to Hindu ancient law, marriage is a tie, a sacred tie. It is a holy union that can never 

be broken. Marriage in the real sense bears the concept of oneness. It is a process of religious and 

ethical resolution. Accordingly, it can be asserted that marriage as such is obligatory for 

begetting a son to discharge the ancestor‟s debt. Thus the ultimate objective of marriage is 

nothing but the welfare of society.  

Marriage as such helps one to be responsible. Even though the beginning of marriage differs 

from culture to culture, society to society, from community to community due to cultural 

varieties, but after marriage, real-life begins. In Western countries, marriage begins with love. 

But there are various senses of love, such as love for physical gratification, love for mental 

gratification, and love for perpetual peace. When the journey of marriage begins with love where 

love means physical gratification and nothing else, then there should not be any distinction 

between prostitution and physical gratification. Russell uses the term „legal prostitution‟. Of 
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course, sexuality is an integral part of marriage because the basic objective of marriage is to 

bring good progeny. To bring good progeny, sexual relation needs to be developed. As soon as 

the point of begetting good progeny comes to the mind, the husband and wife make themselves 

more responsible to each other. They then feel that they have to take more responsibility in the 

family, in society, and the community at large. They take care of each other, faith in each other, 

and above all, they come to realize that they are the best friends themselves. The realization of 

friendship plays vital bondage among the husband and the wife to move forward.              

Let me specify here one ontological issue concerning new life. In Indian ethics and literature, it 

is believed that the human soul is eternal in the sense that after death the human body will perish 

and the soul will retain and reappear. It will reappear as a new body based on the fruits of karma. 

It is also believed in Varna-system. It is said that according to Varna-Vyavastha, a shudra cannot 

be upper Varna in this life. If a shudra will perform good karma in this life, then after death he 

will become a Kshatriya or Vaisya based on Karma-Phala. Let me assume that there is ten 

Kshatriya family in the world and after marriage, each of them engages sexual relationship to 

bring the new soul in the world. The soul which is waiting to reappear as a Kshatriya progeny 

will get the opportunity to born as a new child. This is how the birth-death cycle-recycle is going 

on and this is where the ontological relevance of marriage hinges on. If the marriage system will 

not invite new progeny through sexual engagement, then the hovering souls waiting for rebirth as 

humans cannot be possible. This is the ontological implication of marriage.   

Marriage has both internal and external philosophical implications. From an external 

perspective, marriage is a social event where both the husband and the wife are engaged with 

marriage laws. Considerable philosophical promises are belonging to marriage laws. The moral 

and ethical commitment, mutual trust and respect, individual freedom, the autonomy of the will 

are protected in marriage laws. Such marriage laws also provide the option to divorce when both 
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are agreed upon. In western culture, marriage is taken as an agreement or contract where the 

emotional feeling is much lesser than the Eastern tradition. Unlike Western tradition and culture, 

marriage has a great internal philosophical commitment to Eastern culture. The spiritual and 

ritual aspects play important role in the Indian marriage system. Thus there are two perspectives 

of marriage in Indian traditions. One is legal and the other is spiritual. As far as the spiritual 

aspect of marriage is concerned, divorce is not possible from an ontological perspective. 

According to the spiritual ceremony, marriage is an everlasting bond between two souls instead 

of two different bodies. From a religious perspective, this bondage cannot be dissected through a 

divorce. That is why widow marriage in Hindu shastras was completely prohibited before 

Iswarchandra Vidyasagar and Raja Rammohan Roy. As they are social reformers, they attempted 

to reform society from a practical, pragmatic and rational point of view. But the essence of 

spiritualism cannot be evaluated from an epistemological and pragmatic point of view. 

Spiritualism is a sort of divinity bestowed in the divine life.  

In modern times the spiritual aspect of marriage has been subdued by the legal aspect. With the 

advent of civilization and with the influence of feminism and modernity, the concept of marriage 

has been changed radically. Now marriage has been taken just a mere agreement. In most cases, 

the economic aspect is highlighted while engaging in marriage. The very intention of marriage is 

to benefit economically. There we hardly find a couple where educational qualifications and 

economic aspects are not considered before marriage. This is equally true in both the husband as 

well as wife. As a result of that, the very essence of marriage appears to be secondary. Such an 

individualistic and egoistic and materialistic approach vitiates the very objective of marriage. It 

has been accepted in general that the very objective of marriage is sexual engagement. When we 

talk of sexual engagement, we are talking about sex - ethics. Sex has moral and ethical 

implications. Sex remained a cause of concern to many philosophers. Even Kant, for example, 
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was concerned about sex-ethics. According to Kant, the problem with sex involves the 

degradation of humanity. Kant takes moral sexuality that involves promise and acceptance under 

contact. To Kant, a promise is performed by mutual acceptance. Sexual engagement for sheer 

bodily gratification is a sort of violation of sex-ethics. In modern days bodily gratification is the 

main objective of sexual engagement. It goes against sex- ethics. In Russell's sense, it would be 

treated as prostitution. In prostitution sexual engagement is going on just for bodily gratification. 

There was no husband-wife relationship. Rather the male as a seeker of sex is treated as a 

customer and the female as the provider of sex is treated as the seller. The female sells her sex 

for the sake of the economy to the male, the customer who purchases the sex by offering money. 

Thus in a sense, it is purely an agreement between the male and the female. Here male takes sex 

as an instrument or source for mere bodily gratification whereas the woman remains silent. She 

intends to pass the schedule of the agreement. Of course, prostitution has some advantages and 

disadvantages.  

In marriage, the concept of love is very much present whether it is temporary or everlasting. In 

Indian shastras, Gandharva marriage is a case in point. Love is a psychological phenomenon. It is 

purely mental and it has various dimensions as well. People very often talk of romantic love out 

of which romantic marriage is materialized. What does it mean? Romantic love cannot be 

retained forever. It is short lifting. Nietzsche also talked against romantic love. Instead of love, 

Nietzsche gives importance to friendship in marriage. Mill also was in favor of friendship 

because only through friendship the master-slave or master-servant relationship between husband 

and wife respectively can be overcome. A true friend is a friend that will be available in the need 

of an hour. If it is the primary objective of marriage, then after a certain period when romance is 

evaporated, they do not find any significance in marriage life. As a result of that, there creates 

agony and disgrace in marriage life and it eventually leads to separation in the name of divorce. 
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America is a case in point. There is nothing wrong with romantic love, but there must be the 

perception of the essence of marriage and the ethical and social, economic, and philosophical 

commitments besides romantic love. This will help to retain marriage more prolong. Besides 

romantic love, we can also talk of divine love. Divine love is everlasting love. Following Kant, 

we can say that divine love offers us perpetual peace in life. We think besides romantic love or 

materialistic love which is primarily concerned with bodily gratification, divine or spiritual love 

is essential to fulfilling the code of sex ethics, the criteria of bringing or producing good progeny. 

Where spiritual and divine love is prevailing in marriage, both husband and wife are committed 

to the well-being of each other, committed to sharing economic and moral responsibility, social 

responsibility, and equally committed towards future generations. Such moral commitment 

restores justice in conjugal life. Thus, to me marriage is just not a legal agreement; rather true 

marriage is based on moral, social-economic commitment. Such commitment eventually has 

transmitted their outlook towards better and sound progeny.  

To understand the principle underlying Hindu marriage, it is necessary first to come to a true 

appreciation of this principle underlying the Hindu social system. Manu gives the name of 

Gandharva to marriage by mutual choice, and signifies his disapprobation by stigmatizing it as 

„born of desire‟. The way to marriage which is shown by the torchlight of passion has not for its 

goal the welfare of society, but the satisfaction of desire. Even in Europe, where the obligation of 

the individual to society is much lighter, it is well known how the mingling of the sexes under 

the impulse of passion often gives rise to anti-social difficulties, but there, society being mobile, 

the effects are not so deep as with us. In our shastras, therefore, Brahma marriage is considered 

to be the best. According to this, the bride should be given to a man who had not solicited her. If 

the institution of marriage has to be regulated strictly from the social standpoint, a room cannot 

be found for the personal wishes of the people concerned; so the system which obtains in the 
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case of the royal houses of Europe is the system which prevails throughout Hindu society. 

Another way for a better understanding by the European of the mentality underlying our 

marriage system would be by reference to the discussions of eugenics which are a feature of 

modern Europe. The science of eugenics attach but little weight to personal sentiment. 

According to it, selection by personal inclination must be rigorously regulated for the sake of the 

progeny. If the principle involved be once admitted, marriage needs must be rescued from the 

control of the heart and brought under the province of the intellect. 




