
Cool Sections to Know in the Indian Penal Code 
Sourced from 
http://www.vakilno1.com/bareacts/indianpenalcode/indianpenalcode.htm
 
 
Warning: All these are written in Advanced Legalese not English. So if you don’t 
understand it over again s-l-o-w-l-y until you get it! 
 
DEFINITIONS OF VIOLENCE 
 
Section 44. Injury 
 
The word "injury" denotes any harm whatever illegally caused to any person, in 
body, mind, reputation or property 
 
Section 319. Hurt. 
 
Whoever causes bodily pain, disease or infirmity to any person is said to cause hurt 
 
Section 320. Grievous hurt. 
The following kinds of hurt only are designated as "grievous" 
First. - Emasculation. 
 
Secondly. - Permanent privation of the sight of either eye. 
 
Thirdly- Permanent privation of the hearing of either ear. 
 
Fourthly. - Privation of any member or joint. 
 
Fifthly. -Destruction or permanent impairing of the powers of any member or joint. 
 
Sixthly. - Permanent disfiguration of the head or face. 
 
Seventhly. - Fracture or dislocation of a bone or tooth. 
 
Eighthly. - Any hurt which endangers life or which causes the sufferer to be during 
the space of twenty days in severe bodily pain, or unable to follow his ordinary 
pursuits. 
 
Section 299. Culpable homicide 
Who ever causes death by doing an act with the intention of causing death, or with 
the intention of causing such bodily injury as is likely to cause death, or with the 
knowledge that he is likely by such act to cause death, commits the offence of 
culpable homicide. 
Illustrations 
A lays sticks and turf over a pit, with the intention of there by causing death, or with 
the knowledge that death is likely to be thereby caused. Z believing the ground to be 
firm, treads on it, falls in and is killed. A has committed the offence of culpable 
homicide. 
 
(b) A knows Z to be behind a bush. B does not know it A, intending to cause, or 
knowing it to be likely to cause Z's death, induces B fires and kills Z. Here B may be 
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guilty of no offence; but A has committed the offence of culpable homicide. 
 
(c) A, by shooting at a fowl with intent to kill and steal it, kills B who is behind a 
bush; A not knowing that he was there. Here, although A was doing an unlawful act, 
he was not guilty of culpable homicide, as he did not intend to kill B, or to cause 
death by doing an act that he knew was likely to cause death. 
 
Explanation 1-A person who causes bodily injury to another who is labouring under a 
disorder, disease or bodily infirmity, and thereby accelerates the death of that other, 
shall be deemed to have caused his death. 
 
Explanation 2-Where death is caused by bodily injury, the person who causes such 
bodily injury shall be deemed to have caused the death, although by resorting to 
proper remedies and skilful treatment the death might have been prevented. 
 
Explanation 3-The causing of the death of child in the mother's womb is not 
homicide. But it may amount to culpable homicide to cause the death of a living 
child, if any part of that child has been brought forth, though the child may not have 
breathed or been completely born. 
 
Section 300. Murder 
Except in the cases hereinafter excepted, culpable homicide is murder, if the act by 
which the death is caused is done with the intention of causing death, or- 
2ndly  
If it is done with the intention of causing such bodily injury as the offender knows to 
be likely to cause the death of the person to whom the harm is caused, or- 
3rdly  
If it is done with the intention of causing bodily injury to any person and the bodily 
injury intended to be inflicted is sufficient in the ordinary course of nature to cause 
death, or- 
4thly  
If the person committing the act knows that it is so imminently dangerous that it 
must, in all probability, cause death or such bodily injury as is likely to cause death, 
and commits such act without any excuse for incurring the risk of causing death or 
such injury as aforesaid. 
 
Illustrations 
(a) A shoots Z with the intention of killing him. Z dies in consequence. A commits 
murder. 
 
(b) A, knowing that Z is labouring under such a disease that a blow is likely to cause 
his death, strikes him with the intention of causing bodily injury. Z dies in 
consequence of the blow. A is guilty of murder, although the blow might not have 
been sufficient in the ordinary course of nature to cause the death of a person in a 
sound state of health. But if A, not knowing that Z is labouring under any disease, 
gives him such a blow as would not in the ordinary course of nature kill a person in a 
sound state of heath, here A, although he may intend to cause bodily injury, is not 
guilty of murder, if he d8id not intend to cause death, or such bodily injury as in the 
ordinary course of nature would cause death. 
 
(c) A intentionally gives Z a sword-cut or club-wound sufficient to cause the death of 
a man in the ordinary course of nature. Z dies in consequence. Here, A is guilty of 
murder, although he may not have intended to cause Z's death. 
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(d) A without any excuse fires a loaded connon into a crowd of persons and kills one 
of them. A is guilty of murder, although he may not have had a premeditated design 
to kill any particular individual. 
Exception I-When culpable homicide is not murder-Culpable homicide is not murder 
if the offender, whilst deprived of the power of self-control by grave and sudden 
provocation, causes the death of the person who gave the provocation or causes the 
death of any other person by mistake or accident. 
 
The above exception is subject to the following provisos :-- 
 
First-That the provocations not sought or voluntarily provoked by the offender as an 
excuse for killing or doing harm to any person. 
 
Secondly-That the provocation is not given by anything done in obedience to the 
law, or by a public servant in the lawful exercise of the powers of such public 
servant. 
 
Thirdly-That the provocations not given by anything done in the lawful exercise of 
the right of private defence. 
 
Explanation-Whether the provocation was grave and sudden enough to prevent the 
offence from amounting to murder is a question of fact. 
Illustrations 
A, under the influence of passion excited by a provocation given by Z, intentionally 
kills, Y, Z's child. This is murder, in as much as the provocation was not given by the 
child, and the death of the child was not caused by accident or misfortune in doing 
an act caused by the provocation. 
 
(b) Y gives grave and sudden provocation to A. A, on this provocation, fires a pistol 
at Y, neither intending nor knowing himself to be likely to kill Z, who is near him, but 
out of sight. A kills Z. Here A has not committed murder, but merely culpable 
homicide. 
 
(c) A is lawfully arrested by Z, a bailiff. A is excited to sudden and violent passion by 
the arrest, and kills Z. This murder, inasmuch as the provocation was given by a 
thing done by a public servant in the exercise of his powers. 
 
(d) A appears as a witness before Z, a Magistrate, Z says that he does not believe a 
word of A's deposition, and that A has perjured himself. A is moved to sudden 
passion by these words, and kills Z. This is murder. 
 
(e) A attempts to pull Z's nose, Z, in the exercise of the right of private defence, lays 
hold of a to prevent him form doing so. A is moved to sudden and violent passion in 
consequence, and kills Z. This is murder, inasmuch as the provocation was given by 
a thing done in the exercise of the right of private defence. 
 
(f) Z strikes B. B is by this provocation excited to violent rage. A, a bystander, 
intending to take advantage of B's rage, and to cause him to kill Z, puts a knife into 
B's hand for that purpose. B kills Z with the knife. Here B may have committed only 
culpable homicide, but A is guilty of murder. 
 
Exception 2-Culpable homicide is not murder if the offender, in the exercise in good 
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faith of the right of private defence of person or property, exceeds the power given 
to him by law and causes the death of the person against whom he is exercising such 
right of defence without premeditation, and without any intention of doing more 
harm than is necessary for the purpose of such defence. 
 
Illustration 
Z attempts to horsewhip A, not in such a manner as to cause grievous hurt to A. A 
draws out a pistol. Z persists in the assault. A believing in good faith that he can by 
no other means prevent himself from being horsewhipped, shoots Z dead. A has not 
committed murder, but only culpable homicide. 
 
Exception 3-Culpable homicide is not murder if the offender, being a public servant 
or aiding a public servant acting or the advancement of public justice, exceeds the 
powers given to him by law, and causes death by doing an act which he, in good 
faith, believes to be lawful and necessary for the due discharge of his duty as such 
public servant and without ill-will towards the person whose death is caused. 
 
Exception 4-Culpable homicide is not murder if it is committed without premeditation 
in a sudden fight in the heat of passion upon a sudden quarrel and without the 
offenders having taken undue advantage or acted in a cruel or unusual manner. 
 
Explanation-It is immaterial in such cases which party offers the provocation or 
commits the first assault. 
 
Exception 5-Culpable homicide is not murder when the person whose death is 
caused, being above the age of eighteen years, suffers death or takes the risk of 
death with his own consent. 
 
Illustration 
A, by instigation, voluntarily causes, Z, a person under eighteen years of age to 
commit suicide. Here, on account of Z's youth, he was incapable of giving consent to 
his own death; A has therefore abetted murder 
 
Section 349. Force 
A person is said to use force to another if he causes motion, change of motion, or 
cessation of motion to that other, or if he causes to any substance such motion, or 
change of motion, or cessation of motion as brings that substance into contact with 
any part of that other's body, or with anything which that other wearing or carrying, 
or with anything so situated that such contact affects that other's sense of feeling: 
provided that the person causing the motion, or change of motion, or cessation of 
motion causes that motion, change of motion, or cessation of motion in one of the 
three ways hereinafter described. 
First: - By his own bodily power. 
 
Secondly: - By disposing any substance in such a manner that the motion or change 
or cessation of motion takes place without any further act on his part, or on the part 
of any other person. 
 
Thirdly: - By inducing any animal to move, to change its motion, or to cease to 
move 
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Section 350. Criminal force 
Whoever intentionally uses force to any person, without that person's consent, in 
order to the committing of any offence, or intending by the use of such force to 
cause, or knowing it to be likely that by the use of such force he will cause injury, 
fear or annoyance to the person to whom the force is used, is said to use criminal 
force to that other. 
 
Illustrations 
(a) Z is sitting in a moored boat on a river. A unfastens the moorings, and thus 
intentionally causes the boat to drift down the stream. Here A intentionally causes 
motion to Z, and he does this by disposing substances in such a manner that the 
motion is produced without any other act on any person's part, A has therefore 
intentionally used force to Z; and if he has done so without Z's consent, in order to 
the committing of any offence, or intending or knowing in to be likely that this use of 
force will cause injury, fear or annoyance to Z, A has used criminal force to Z. 
 
(b) Z is reading in a chariot. A lashes Z's horses, and thereby causes them to 
quicken there pace. Here Z has caused change of motion to Z by inducing the 
animals to change their motion. A has therefore used force to Z; and if A has done 
this without Z's consent, intending or knowing it to be likely that he may thereby 
injure, frighten or annoy Z, A has used criminal force to Z. 
 
(c) Z is riding in a palanquin. A, intending to rob Z, seizes the pole and stops the 
palanquin. Here A has caused therefore used force to Z; and as A has acted thus 
intentionally, without Z's consent, in order to the commission of an offence. A has 
used criminal force to Z. 
 
(d) A intentionally pushes against Z in the street. Here A has by his own bodily 
power moved his own person so as to bring it into contact with Z. He has therefore 
intentionally used force to Z; and if he has done so without Z's consent, intending or 
knowing it to be likely that he may thereby injure, frighten or annoy Z, he has used 
criminal force to Z. 
 
(e) A throws a stone intending or knowing it to be likely that the stone will be thus 
brought in to contact with Z, or with Z's clothes, or with something carried by Z, or 
that it will strike water and dash up the water against Z's clothes or something 
carried by Z. Here, if the throwing of the stone produce the effect of causing any 
substance to come into contact with Z, or Z's clothes. A has used force to Z; and if 
he did so without Z's consent, intending thereby to injure, frighten or annoy Z, he 
has criminal force by Z. 
 
(f) A intentionally pulls up a woman's veil. Here A intentionally uses force to her, and 
if he does so without her consent intending or knowing it to be likely that he may 
thereby injure, frighten or annoy her, he has used criminal force to her. 
 
(g) Z is bathing, A pours into the bath water which he knows to be boiling. Here A 
intentionally by his own bodily power causes such motion in the boiling water as 
brings that water into contact with Z, or with that water so situated that such contact 
must affect Z's sense of feeling; A has therefore intentionally used force to Z; and he 
has done this without Z's consent intending or knowing it to be likely that he may 
thereby cause injury, fear, or annoyance to Z, A has used criminal force. 
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(h) A incites a dog to spring upon Z, without Z; s consent. Here, if A intends to cause 
injury, fear or annoyance to Z, he uses criminal force to Z. 
 
Section 351. Assault 
Whoever makes any gesture, or any preparation intending or knowing it to be likely 
that such gesture or preparation will cause any person present to apprehend that he 
who makes that gesture or preparation is about to use criminal force to that person, 
is said to commit as assault. 
 
Explanation: - Mere words do not amount to an assault. But the words which a 
person uses may give to his gestures or preparation such a meaning as may make 
those gestures or preparations amount to an assault. 
 
Illustrations 
A shakes his fist at Z, intending or knowing it to be likely that he may thereby cause 
Z to believe that A is about to strike Z, A has committed an assault. 
 
(b) A begins to unloose the muzzle of a ferocious dog, intending or knowing it to be 
likely that he may thereby cause Z to believe that he is about to cause the dog to 
attack Z. A has committed an assault upon Z. 
 
(c) A takes up a stick, saying to Z, "I will give you a beating" Here, though the words 
used by A could in no case amount to an assault, and though the mere gesture, 
unaccompanied by any other circumstances, might not amount to an assault, the 
gesture explained by the words may amount to an assault. 
 
 
Section 503. Criminal intimidation 
Whoever threatens another with any injury to his person, reputation or property, or 
to the person or reputation of any one in whom that person is interested, with intent 
to cause alarm to that person, or to cause that person to do any act which he is not 
legally bound to do, or to omit to do any act which that person is legally entitled to 
do, as the means of avoiding the execution of such threat, commits criminal 
intimidation. 
 
Explanation-A threat to inure the reputation of any deceased person in whom the 
person threatened is interested, is within this section. 
 
Section 339. Wrongful restraint 
Whoever voluntarily obstructs any person so as to prevent that person from 
proceeding in any direction in which that person has right to proceed, is said 
wrongfully to restrain that person. 
 
Exception: - The obstruction of a private way over land or water which a person in 
good faith believes himself to have lawful right to obstruct, is not an offence within 
the meaning of this section. 
Illustration 
A obstructs a path along which Z has a right to pass. A not believing in good faith 
that he has a right to stop the path. Z is thereby prevented from passing. A 
wrongfully restrains Z 
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Section 362. Abduction 
Whoever by force compels, or by any deceitful means induces, any person to go from 
any place, is said to abduct that person 
 
375. Rape. 
A man is said to commit "rape" who, except in the case hereinafter excepted, has 
sexual intercourse with a woman under circumstances falling under any of the six 
following descriptions: - 
 
First: - Against her will. 
 
Secondly: -without her consent. 
 
Thirdly: - With her consent, when her consent has been obtained by putting her or 
any person in whom she is interested in fear of death or of hurt. 
 
Fourthly: -With her consent, when the man knows that he is not her husband, and 
that her consent is given because she believes that he is another man to whom she 
is or believes herself to be lawfully married. 
 
Fifthly: - With her consent, when, at the time of giving such consent, by reason of 
unsoundness of mind or intoxication or the administration by him personally or 
through another of any stupefying or unwholesome substance, she is unable to 
understand the nature and consequences of that to which she gives consent.  
 
Sixthly: - With or without her consent, when she is under sixteen years of age. 
 
Explanation: - Penetration is sufficient to constitute the sexual intercourse necessary 
to the offence of rape. 
 
Exception: -Sexual intercourse by a man with his wife, the wife not being under 
fifteen years of age, is not rape. 
 
Section 383. Extortion 
Whoever intentionally puts any person in fear of any injury to that person, or to any 
other, and thereby dishonestly induces the person so put in fear to deliver to any 
property or valuable security, or anything signed or sealed which may be converted 
into a valuable security, commits "extortion". 
Illustrations 
(a) A threatens to publish a defamatory libel concerning Z unless Z give him money. 
He thus induces Z to give him money. A has committed extortion. 
 
(b) A threatens Z that he will keep Z's child in wrongful confinement, unless Z will 
sign and deliver to A promissory note binding Z to pay certain monies to A. Z signs 
and delivers the note. A has committed extortion. 
 
(c) A threatens to send club-men to plough up Z's field unless Z will sign and deliver 
to B bond binding Z under a penalty to deliver certain produce to B, and thereby 
induces Z to sing and deliver the bond. A has committed extortion. 
 
(d) A, by putting Z in fear of grievous hurt, dishonestly induces Z to sign or affix his 
seal to a blank paper and deliver it to A. Z signs and delivers the paper to A. Here, 
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as the paper so signed may be converted into a valuable security. A has committed 
extortion. 
 
Section 390. Robbery 
In all robbery there is either theft or extortion. 
 
When theft is robbery. -Theft is "robbery" if, in order to the committing of the theft, 
or in committing the theft, or in carving away or attempting to carry away property 
obtained by the theft, the offender, for that end, voluntarily cause or attempts to 
cause to any person death or hurt or wrongful restraint, or fear of instant death or of 
instant hurt, or of instant wrongful restraint. 
 
When extortion is robbery. -Extortion is "robbery" if the offender, at the time of 
committing the extortion, is in the presence of the person put in fear, and commits 
the extortion by putting that person in fear of instant death, of instant hurt, or of 
instant wrongful restraint to that person or to some other person, and, by so putting 
in fear, induces the person so put in fear then and there to deliver up the thing 
extorted. 
 
Explanation. -The offender is said to be present if he is sufficiently near to put the 
other person in fear of instant death, of instant hurt, or of instant wrongful restraint. 
Illustrations 
(a) A hold Z down and fraudulently takes Z's money and jewels from Z's clothes 
without Z's consent. Here A has committed theft, and in order to the committing of 
that theft, has voluntarily caused wrongful restraint to Z. A has therefore committed 
robbery. 
 
(b) A meets Z on the high roads, shows a pistol, and demands Z's purse. Z in 
consequence, surrenders his purse. Here A has extorted the purse from Z by putting 
him in fear of instant hurt, and being at the time of committing the extortion in his 
presence. A has therefore committed robbery. (c) A meets Z and Z's child on the 
high road. A takes the child and threatens to fling it down a precipice, unless Z 
delivers his purse. Z, in consequence delivers his purse. Here A has extorted the 
purse from Z, by causing Z to be in fear of instant hurt to the child who is there 
present. A has therefore committed robbery on Z. 
 
(d) A obtains property from Z by saying-"Your child is in the hands of my gang, and 
will be put to death unless you send us ten thousand rupees". This is extortion, and 
punishable as such; but it is not robbery, unless Z is put in fear of the instant death 
of his child. 
 
Section 391. Dacoity 
When five or more persons conjointly commit attempt to commit a robbery, or where 
the whole number of persons conjointly committing or attempting to commit a 
robbery, and persons present and aiding such commission or attempt to five or 
more, every person so committing, attempting or aiding, is said to commit "dacoity" 
 
Section 425. Mischief 
Whoever with intent to cause, or knowing that he is likely to cause, wrongful loss or 
damage to the public or to any person, cause the destruction of any property, or any 
such change in any property or in the situation thereof as destroys or diminishes its 
value or utility, or affects it injuriously, commits "mischief". 
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Explanation 1. -It is not essential to the offence of mischief that the offender should 
intend to cause loss or damage to the owner of the property injured or destroyed. It 
is sufficient if he intends to cause, or knows that he is likely to cause, wrongful loss 
or damage to any person by injuring any property, whether it belongs to that person 
or not. 
 
Explanation 2. -Mischief may be committed by an act affecting property belonging to 
the person who commits the act, or to that person and others jointly. 
Illustrations 
(a) A voluntarily burns a valuable security belonging to Z intending to cause wrongful 
loss to Z. A has committed mischief. 
 
(b) A introduces water into an ice-house belonging to Z and thus causes the ice to 
melt, intending wrongful loss to Z. A has committed mischief. 
 
(c) A voluntarily throws into a river a ring belonging to Z, with the intention of 
thereby causing wrongful loss to Z. A has committed mischief. 
 
(d) A, knowing that his effects are about to be taken in execution in order to satisfy 
a debt due from him to Z, destroys those effects, with the intention of thereby 
preventing Z from obtaining satisfaction of the debt, and of thus causing damage to 
Z. A has committed mischief. 
 
(e) A, having insured a ship, voluntarily causes the same to be cast away, with the 
intention of causing damage to the under-writers. A has committed mischief 
 
(f) A causes a ship to be cast away, intending thereby to cause damage to Z who has 
lent money on bottomry on the ship. A has committed mischief. 
 
(g) A, having joint property with Z in a horse, shoots the horse, intending thereby to 
cause wrongful loss to Z. A has committed mischief. 
 
(h) A causes cattle to enter upon a field belonging to Z, intending to cause and 
knowing that he is likely to cause damage to Z's crop. A has committed mischief. 
 
Section 441. Criminal trespass 
Whoever enters into or upon property in the possession of another with intent to 
commit an offence or to intimidate, insult or annoy any person in possession of such 
property, 
 
Or having lawfully entered into or upon such property, unlawfully remains there with 
intent thereby to intimidate, insult or annoy any such person, or with intent to 
commit an offence, 
 
is said to commit "criminal trespass" 
 
Section 442. House trespass 
Whoever commits criminal trespass by entering into or remaining in any building, 
tent or vessel used as a human dwelling or any building used as a place for worship, 
or as a place for the custody of property, is said to commit "house-trespass". 
 
Explanation-The introduction of any part of the criminal trespasser's body is entering 
sufficient to constitute house-trespass 
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Section 443. Lurking house-trespass 
Whoever commits house-trespass having taken precautions to conceal such house-
trespass from some person who has a right to exclude or eject the trespasser from 
the building, tent or vessel which is the subject of the trespass, is said to commit 
"lurking house-trespass" 
 
Section 445. Housing breaking 
A person is said to commit "house-breaking" who commits house-trespass if he 
effects his entrance into the house or any part of it in any of the six ways hereinafter 
described; or if, being in the house or any part of it for the purpose of committing an 
offence, or, having committed an offence therein, he quits the house or any part of it 
in any of such six ways, that is to say: -- 
 
First-If he enters or quits through a passage by himself, or by any abettor of the 
house-trespass, in order to the committing of the house-trespass. 
 
Secondly-If he enters or quits through any passage not intended by any person, 
other than himself or an abettor of the offence, for human entrance; or through any 
passage to which he has obtained access by scaling or climbing over any wall or 
building. 
 
Thirdly-If he enters or quits through any passage which he or any abettor of the 
house-trespass has opened, in order to the committing of the house-trespass by any 
means by which that passage was not intended by the occupier of the house to be 
opened. 
 
Fourthly-If he enters or quits by opening any lock in order to the committing of the 
house-trespass, or in order to the quitting of the house after a house-trespass. 
 
Fifthly-If he effects his entrance or departure by using criminal force or committing 
an assault or by threatening any person with assault. 
 
Sixthly-If he enters or quits by any passage which he knows to have been fastened 
against such entrance or departure, and to have been unfastened by himself or by 
an abettor of the house-trespass. 
 
Explanation-Any out-house or building occupied with a house and between which and 
such house there is an immediate internal communication, is part of the house within 
the meaning of this section. 
Illustrations 
(a) A commits house-trespass by making a hole through the wall of Z's house, and 
putting his hand through the aperture. This is house-breaking. 
 
(b) A commits house-trespass by creeping into a ship at a port-hole between decks. 
This is house-breaking. 
 
(c) A commits house-trespass by entering Z's house through a window. This is 
house-breaking. 
 
(d) A commits house-trespass by entering Z's house through the door, having lifted 
a door which was fastened. This is house-breaking. 
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(e) A commits house-trespass by entering Z's house through the door, having lifted a 
latch by putting a wire through a hole in the door. This is house-breaking. 
 
(f) A finds the key of Z's house door, which Z had lost, and commits house-trespass 
by entering Z's house, having opened the door with that key. This is house-breaking. 
 
(g) Z is standing in his doorway. A forces a passage by knocking Z down, and 
commits house-trespass by entering the house. This is house-breaking. 
 
(h) Z, the door-keeper of Y, is standing in Y's doorway. A commits house-trespass by 
entering the house, having deterred Z from opposing him by threatening to beat 
him. This is house-breaking. 
 
 
Section 497. Adultery 
Whoever has sexual intercourse with a person who is and whom he knows or has 
reason to believe to be the wife of another man, without the consent or connivance 
of that man, such sexual intercourse not amounting to the offence of rap, is guilty of 
the offence of adultery, and shall be punished with imprisonment of either 
description for a term which may extend to five years, or with fine, or with both. In 
such case the wife shall be punishable as an abettor. 
 
Section 354. Assault or criminal force to woman with intent to outrage her 
modesty 
Whoever assaults or uses criminal force to any woman, intending to outrage or 
knowing it to be likely that he will thereby outrage her modesty, shall be punished 
with imprisonment of either description for a term which may extend to two years, or 
with fine, or with both. 
 
Section 509. Word, gesture or act intended to insult the modesty of a 
woman 
Whoever, intending to insult the modesty of any woman, utters any word, makes 
any sound or gesture, or exhibits any object, intending that such word or sound shall 
be heard, of that such gesture or object shall be seen, by such woman, or intrudes 
upon the privacy of such woman, shall be punished with simple imprisonment for a 
term which may extend to one year, or with fine, or with both. 
 
Section 507. Criminal intimidation by an anonymous communication 
Whoever commits the offence of criminal intimidation by an anonymous 
communication, or having taken precaution to conceal the name or abode of the 
person form whom the threat comes, shall be punished with imprisonment of either 
description for a term which may extend to two years, in addition to the punishment 
provided for the offence by the last preceding section. 
 
Section 504. Intentional insult with intent to provoke breach of the peace 
Whoever intentionally insults, and thereby gives provocation to any person, 
intending or knowing it to be likely that such provocation will cause him to break the 
public peace, or to commit any other offence, shall be punished with imprisonment of 
either description for a term which may extend to two years, or with fine, or with 
both 
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Section 499. Defamation 
Whoever, by words either spoken or intended to be read, or by signs or by visible 
representations, makes or publishes any imputation concerning any person intending 
to harm, or knowing or having reason to believe that such imputation will harm, the 
reputation of such person, is said, except in the cases hereinafter expected, of 
defame that person. 
 
Explanation 1-It may amount to defamation to impute anything to a deceased 
person, if the imputation would harm the reputation of that person if living, and is 
intended to be hurtful to the feelings of his family or other near relatives. 
 
Explanation 2-It may amount to defamation to make an imputation concerning a 
company or an association or collection of persons as such. 
 
Explanation 3-An imputation in the form of an alternative or expressed ironically, 
may amount to defamation. 
 
Explanation 4-No imputation is said to harm a person's reputation, unless that 
imputation directly or indirectly, in the estimation of others, lowers the moral or 
intellectual character of that person, or lowers the character of that person in respect 
of his caste or of his calling, or lowers the credit of that person, or causes it to be 
believed that the body of that person is in a loathsome state, or in a state generally 
considered as disgraceful. 
 
Illustrations 
(a) A says-"Z is an honest man; he never stole B's watch" ; intending to cause it to 
be believed that Z did steal B's watch. This is defamation, unless it fall within one of 
the exceptions. 
 
(b) A is asked who stole B's watch. A points to Z, intending to cause it to be believed 
that Z stole B's Watch. This is defamation unless it fall within one of the exceptions. 
 
(c) A draws a picture of Z running away with B's watch, intending it to be believed 
that Z stole B's watch. This is defamation, unless it fall within one of the exceptions. 
 
First Exception-Imputation of truth which public good requires to be made or 
published: --It is not defamation to impute anything which is true concerning any 
person, if it be for the public good that the imputation should be made or published. 
Whether or not it is for the public good is a question of fact. 
 
Second Exception-Public conduct of Public servants: -- It is not defamation to 
express in a good faith any opinion whatever respecting the conduct of a public 
servant in the discharge of his public functions, or respecting his character, so far as 
his character appears in that conduct, and no further. 
 
Third Exception-Conduct of any person touching any public question: -- It is not 
defamation to express in good faith any opinion whatever respecting to conduct of 
any person touching any public question, and respecting his character, so far as his 
character appears in that conduct, and no further. 
 
 
Section 304B. Dowery death 
1[304B. Dowery death. 
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(1) Where the death of a woman is caused by any burns or bodily injury or occurs 
otherwise than under normal circumstances within seven years of her marriage and 
it is shown that soon before her death she was subjected to cruelty or harassment by 
her husband or any relative of her husband for, or in connection with, any demand 
for dowry, such death shall be called "dowry death" and such husband or relative 
shall be deemed to have caused her death. 
 
Explanation:-For the purpose of this sub-section, "dowry" shall have the same 
meaning as in section 2 of the Dowry Prohibition Act, 1961 ( 28 of 1961). 
 
(2) Whoever commits dowry death shall be punished with imprisonment for a term 
which shall not be less than seven years but which may extend to imprisonment for 
life.] 
 
Section 309. Attempt to commit suicide 
Whoever attempts to commit suicide and does any act towards the commission of 
such offence, shall be punished with simple imprisonment for term which may extend 
to one year 1[ or with fine, or with both] 
 
 
SELF DEFENCE When Can You Hit Someone? 
 
Section 96. Things done in private defence 
Nothing is an offence which is done in the exercise of the right of private defence. 
 
Section 97. Right of private defence of the body and of property 
Every person has a right, subject to the restrictions contained in Section 99, to 
defend- 
 
First-His own body, and the body of any other person, against any offence affecting 
the human body; 
 
Secondly-The property, whether movable or immovable, of himself or of any other 
person, against any act which is an offence falling under the definition of theft, 
robbery, mischief or criminal trespass, or which is an attempt to commit theft, 
robbery, mischief for criminal trespass 
 
Section 98. Right of private defence against the act of a person of unsound 
mind, etc. 
When an act, which would otherwise be a certain offence, is not that offence, by 
reason of the youth, the want of maturity of understanding, the unsoundness of 
mind or the intoxication of the person doing that act, or by reason of any 
misconception on the part of that person, every person has the same right of private 
defence against that act which he would have if the act were that offence. 
Illustrations 
(a) Z, under the influence of madness, attempts to kill A; Z is guilty of no offence. 
But A has the same right of private defence which he would have if Z were sane. 
 
(b) A enters by night a house which he is legally entitled to enter Z, in good faith, 
taking A for a house-breaker, attacks A. Here Z, by attacking A under this 
misconception, commits no offence. But A has the same right of private defence 
against Z, which he would have if Z were not acting under that misconception. 
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Section 99. Act against which there is no right of private defence 
There is no right of private defence against an act which does not reasonable cause 
the apprehension of death or of grievous hurt, if done, or attempted to be done, by a 
public servant acting in good faith under colour of his office, though that act, may 
not be strictly justifiable by law. 
 
There is no right of private defence against an act which does not reasonable cause 
the apprehension of death or of grievous hurt, if done, or attempted to be done, by 
the direction of a public servant acting in good faith under colour of his office, though 
that direction may not be strictly justifiable by law. 
 
There is no right of private defence in cases in which there is time to have recourse 
to the protection of the public authorities. 
 
Extent to which the right may be exercised:--The right to private defence in no case 
extends to the inflicting of more harm that it is necessary to inflict for the purpose of 
defence. 
 
Explanation 1: - A person is not deprived of the right of private defence against an 
act done, or attempted to be done, by a public servant, as such, unless he knows or 
has reason to believe, that the person doing the act is such public servant. 
 
Explanation 2: - A person is not deprived of the right of private defence against an 
act done, or attempted to be done, by the direction of a public servant, unless he 
knows, or has reason to believe, that the person doing the act is acting by such 
direction, or unless such person states the authority under which he acts, or if he has 
authority in writing, unless he produces such authority, if demanded. 
 
Section 99. Act against which there is no right of private defence 
There is no right of private defence against an act which does not reasonable cause 
the apprehension of death or of grievous hurt, if done, or attempted to be done, by a 
public servant acting in good faith under colour of his office, though that act, may 
not be strictly justifiable by law. 
 
There is no right of private defence against an act which does not reasonable cause 
the apprehension of death or of grievous hurt, if done, or attempted to be done, by 
the direction of a public servant acting in good faith under colour of his office, though 
that direction may not be strictly justifiable by law. 
 
There is no right of private defence in cases in which there is time to have recourse 
to the protection of the public authorities. 
 
Extent to which the right may be exercised:--The right to private defence in no case 
extends to the inflicting of more harm that it is necessary to inflict for the purpose of 
defence. 
 
Explanation 1: - A person is not deprived of the right of private defence against an 
act done, or attempted to be done, by a public servant, as such, unless he knows or 
has reason to believe, that the person doing the act is such public servant. 
 
Explanation 2: - A person is not deprived of the right of private defence against an 
act done, or attempted to be done, by the direction of a public servant, unless he 
knows, or has reason to believe, that the person doing the act is acting by such 
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direction, or unless such person states the authority under which he acts, or if he has 
authority in writing, unless he produces such authority, if demanded. 
 
Section 100. When the right of private defence of the body extends to 
causing death 
The right of private defence of the body extends, under the restrictions mentioned in 
the last preceding section, to the voluntary causing of death or of any other harm to 
the assailant, if the offence which occasions the exercise of the right be of any of the 
descriptions hereinafter enumerated, namely :-- 
 
First-Such an assault as may reasonably cause the apprehension that death will 
otherwise be the consequence of such assault; 
 
Secondly-Such an assault as may reasonably cause the apprehension that grievous 
hurt will otherwise be the consequence of such assault; 
 
Thirdly-An assault with the intention of committing rape; 
 
Fourthly-An assault with the intention of gratifying unnatural lust; 
 
Fifthly-An assault with the intention of kidnapping or abducting; 
 
Sixthly-An assault with the intention of wrongfully confining a person, under 
circumstances which may reasonably cause him to apprehend that he will be unable 
to have recourse to the public authorities for his release. 
 
OTHER STUFF 
 
Section 81. Act likely to cause harm, but done without criminal intent, and 
to prevent other harm 
Nothing is an offence merely by reason of its being done with the knowledge that it 
is likely to cause harm, it if be done without any criminal intention to cause harm, 
and in good faith for the purpose of preventing or avoiding other harm to person or 
property. 
 
Explanation:-It is question of fact in such a case whether the harm to be prevented 
or avoided was of such a nature and so imminent as to justify or excuse the risk of 
doing the act with the knowledge that it was likely to cause harm. 
 
Illustrations 
(a) A, the captain of a steam vessel, suddenly and without any fault or negligence on 
his part, finds himself in such a position that, before he can stop his vessel, he must 
inevitably run down a boat B, with twenty or thirty passengers on board, unless he 
changes the course of his vessel, and that, by changing his course, he must incur 
risk of running down a boat C with only two passengers on board, which he may 
possibly clear. Here, if A alters his course without any intention to run down the boat 
C and in good faith for the purpose of avoiding the danger to the passengers in the 
boat B, he is not guilty of an offence, though he may run down the boat C by doing 
an act which he knew was likely to cause that effect, if it be found as a matter of fact 
that the danger which he intended to avoid was such as to excuse him in incurring 
the risk of running down the boat C. 
 
(b) A, in great fire, pulls down houses in order to prevent the conflagration from 
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spreading. He does this with the intention in good faith of saving human life or 
property. Here, if it be found that the harm to be prevented was of such a nature 
and so imminent as to excuse A's act. A is not guilty of the offence. 
 
Section 82. Act of a child under seven years of age 
Nothing is an offence which is done by a child under seven years of age. 
 
Section 83. Act of a child above seven and under twelve of immature 
understanding 
Nothing is an offence which is done by a child above seven years of age and under 
twelve, who has not attained sufficient maturity of understanding to judge of the 
nature and consequences of his conduct on that occasion 
 
Section 84. Act of a person of unsound mind 
Nothing is an offence which is done by a person who, at the time of doing it, by 
reason of unsoundness of mind, is incapable of knowing the nature of the act, or that 
he is doing what is either wrong or contrary to law. 
 
Section 85. Act of a person incapable of judgment by reason of intoxication 
caused against his will 
Nothing is an offence which is done by a person who, at the time of doing it, is, by 
reason of intoxication, incapable of knowing the nature of the act, or that he is doing 
what is either wrong, or contrary to law: provided that the thing which intoxicated 
him was administered to him without his knowledge or against his will. 
 
Section 86. Offence requiring a particular intent of knowledge committed by 
one who is intoxicated 
In cases where an act done is not an offence unless done with a particular knowledge 
or intent, a person who does the act in a state of intoxication shall be liable to be 
dealt with as if he had the same knowledge as he would have had if he had not been 
intoxicated, unless the thing which intoxicated him was administered to him without 
his knowledge or against his will. 
 
Section 87. Act not intended and not known to be likely to cause death or 
grievous hurt, done by consent 
Nothing which is not intended to cause death, or grievous hurt, and which is not 
known by the doer to be likely to cause death or grievous hurt, is an offence by 
reason of any harm which it may cause, or be intended by the doer to cause, to any 
person, above eighteen years of age, who has given consent, whether express or 
implied, to suffer that harm; or by reason of any harm which it may be known by the 
doer to be likely to cause to any such person who has consented to take the risk of 
that harm. 
 
Illustration 
A and Z agrees to fence with each other for amusement. This agreement implies the 
consent of each to suffer any harm which, in the course of such fencing, may be 
caused without foul play ; and if A, while playing fairly, hurts Z, A commits no 
offence. 
 
Section 88. Act not intended to cause death, done by consent in good faith 
for person's benefit 
Nothing which is not intended to cause death, is an offence by reason of any harm 
which it may cause, or be intended by the doer to cause, or be known by the doer to 
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be likely to cause, to any person for whose benefit it is done in good faith, and who 
has given a consent, whether express or implied, to suffer that harm, or to take the 
risk of that harm 
Illustration 
A, a surgeon, knowing that a particular operation is likely to cause the death of Z, 
who suffers under a painful complaint, but not intending to cause Z's death, and 
intending in good faith, Z's benefit performs that operation on Z, with Z's consent. A 
has committed no offence.
 
 Section 95. Act causing slight harm 
Nothing is an offence by reason that it causes, or that it is intended to cause, or that 
it is known to be likely to cause, any harm, if that harm is so slight that no person of 
ordinary sense and temper would complain of such harm. 
 
Section 94. Act to which a person is compelled by threats 
Except murder, and offences against the State punishable with death, nothing is an 
offence which is done by a person who is compelled to do it by threats, which, at the 
time of doing it, reasonably cause the apprehension that instant death to that person 
will otherwise be the consequence: Provided the person doing the act did not of his 
own accord, or from a reasonable apprehension of harm to himself short of instant 
death, place himself in the situation by which he became subject to such constraint. 
 
Explanation 1:- A person who, of his own accord, or by reason of a threat of being 
beaten, joins a gang of dacoits, knowing their character, is not entitled to the benefit 
of this exception, on the ground of his having been compelled by his associates to do 
anything that is an offence by law. 
 
Explanation 2:- A person seized by a gang of dacoits, and forced, by threat of instant 
death, to do a thing which is an offence by law ; for example, a smith compelled to 
take his tools and to force the door of a house for the dacoits to enter and plunder it, 
is entitled to the benefit of this exception. 
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