
174. THE INDIAN LAW EEPOETS. [VOL. I.

1876. attempt failed, the conviction should be of an oifenee punishable
Deccrubfci j . Sections 36‘3 and 116 (not 109).

The order of the Sessions Judge reversing the conviction is 
annulled. The accused Sarnia Kaundan is convicted of an offence
punishable under Sections 363 and 116 of the Penal Code^ and
is sentenced to be rigorously imprisoned for s is  months.

S e g .
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S a j ix a

1876. 
December 11.

JURISDICTIOIT AS COURT OF REYISION'. 

Before Mr. Justice Solloimy and Mr. Justice Kindersley,

Peoceedixgs, 11t h  December 1 8 7 6 .

Bc6 Parte POOWEN.
M adras A ct I I I  o / 1871.— W asherm an not an artizan .

A. Washennan is not an artizan -witliiEi the meaning of Madras Act III of 1871.

U pon a reference from the Sessions Judge of Tanjore in this 
ease the High Court were clearly of opinion that a washerman 
is not an artizan within the meaning of Madras Act I I I  of 1871.

PRIVY COUNCIL.

1876. 
N'oyemTjer 3.

Before Sw  James W. Colvile, S ir  Barnes Peacock^ and Sir 
Robert P. Collier.

VELLANKI VENKATA KRISHNA RA'O ( P l a i s t i f i ' ) ,

V .  YENKATA EA'MA LAKSHMI, a n d  t w o  o th e je s  

( D e f e n d a n t s ) .

On appeal from the High Court of Judicature a t Madras.
S i n f y  Law-^Adoption in i/ie Dravida eozmtnj— Widow’s ;power to adojai tptih 

consent o f Sapindas—Motives fo r  maMn$ an adoption,

A,ccoxding to thy Hindu Law, a widow wlio has received from her deceased 
huslsaiiLd an express power to adopt a son in the event of his natural-hcm son dying 
nnder age and nninarriea, may on the happening of that cront mate a valid 
adoptioii.

JShooim Moyei Deiia v. Mam Xishore AckarJ Chowdrp (1; distingnifhed.

(1) 10 Moo. I . A., 279.


