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ABSTRACT

The right to defend onesell is saild to be the first
rule of criminal law. The instinct of self-help is
tngrained in man, in common with all other living

Cregatures .,

This right is essentially an important one, but it
L 23 execidable only when the ciroumstances fully
just ified the discharge of such right; otherwise the
soclety will be in a atate of chaos if man s allowed to

take the law into his own hands unconditioned.

This study attempts to provide the general law
relating to private defence of person. The scope of this
study covers the English, Malaysian and Islamic laws,
et 18 hoped  that this approach will give a more

colierent view of the subject,

¥

The first chapter briefly outlines the conceptual

background on the subject.,

In the second chapter, the discussion focuses on
the right of self-defence under the English law. The
seope of the defence, the reelat lonship betwoen the
comman Law and statutory defonces, and the prevention of

Cratey are Jdigcussod,
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The third chapter highlights the provisions of the
Malaysian Penal Code governing the right  of private

defence of body.

The Tourth chapter deals with the concept of self-
detence in the Islamic law. The scope, the restrictions
and the different opinions of the Muslim jurists

relating to right to defend are discussed.

In the tifth chapter, some  accounts  of  the
similarities and differences underlying the general
principles of right of private defence of person under

the three laws are briefly observed.

In the conclusion, an overview on the concept of
right of private defence of person and the right to life

ly presented,

Finally, I assume full responsibility for the
errors and shortcomings undoubtedly exist in this work,

due to my limited knowledge and means.
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THE CONCEPTUAL BACKGROUND



CHAPTER I

THE CONCEPTUAL BACKGROUND

.o Introduction

velt-Jdetence! 8 regarded as the nature's oldest
law, The instinct to protect oneself is an inborn
tendency which is based on the law of necessity of self

preservation.

Where a man strikes & blow at another, nature
prompts the party struck to resist and in doing so he is
Jjustitied in usling such degree of force necessary to

meot the situation.,

1.2, The Right to Life

Life ls the immediate gift of God, a right inherent

by nature in every individual, and it beqgins in

the terms 'self-defence' and 'private defence' are
Lnterchangeably used in this study,



