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8 . C. 498—M . C . B a tt ic a lo a , 11,179

Insult— Merc verbal abuse— No offence— Penal Code, s, 484.

Mere verbal abuse is not by itself punishable as insult under section 484 of 
tbc Penal Code.

.^ ^ . 'PPEAL from a judgment of the Magistrate’s Court, Batticaloa.
Af. D . H . Jayaw ard ene, for the accused appellant. .
G. T . O leg a sega rcm , for the complainant respondent.

C u r. ady. v u lt . .

October 16, 1951. N a g alin g am  J .—
The appellant in this case was charged on no less than four counts 

but at the. conclusion of the trial the learned Magistrate acquitted him 
on all but count N o .  2, under which the appellant was charged with 
having intentionally insulted the Secretary of the Town Council by 
addressing certain words to the Secretary both in English and in Tamil.
• The Secretary himself in giving evidence refers to the incident with 
great particularity. According to the Secretary, when he noticed the 
accused sitting in the Chairman’s room on the chair intended for the 
Chairman himself, he questioned the clerk in the office to ascertain 
whether he had given permission to the accused to sit in th e ’Chairman’s 
chair and having received information that no permission had been 
granted he walked up to the accused and told him th a t th a t was not the 
way to behave, in a public office. The Secretary says th a t thereupon 
the accused told him, “ You bloody bastard are trying to teach, me 
office manners, you b . . . .  f . . .  . idiot. ” That is all 
the evidence, that is relevant and pertinent.to the charge of insult.



SWAN J .—Jtihar v. Ramanathan
The learned Magistrate expressly refers to the view he formed of the 

incident, which he summarises correctly by saying, “ Then the words 
•of abuse were showered on the Secretary I  am in entire agreement 
with the Magistrate that the words complained of are mere words of 
abuse and nothing more. In  these circumstances the charge of insult 
cannot be sustained, as has been repeatedly held by this Court: B a la - 

■suriya v . D h a rm a s ir i 1, Pcrero v . F e rn a n d o  2, M a la rega w a ra  v . Y a ra ta n ip i 

I jn n a n s e  s, F ern a n d o  v . V a n  R o oy e n  4, C od er B a tc h a  v . D u n n  3.

1 therefore set aside the conviction and acquit the accused.
. A p p e a l a llow ed.


