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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Not a proper sentence. 

lawxpertsmv
Oval

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Instead of saying it as '2 or more persons' ; use the statutory word 'several persosns' and then explain it in the above-said way.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Correct.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Relevant landmark case law mentioned. Good!
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Very good!

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good Attempt. 5/8.

1. Elements of Section 34 could have been written or explained in a better way.
2. Discussion on Section 33 would have been good.
3.  Meaning of Common intention could have been explained.
4. Any case law (facts) or illustration for section 34 would have been helpful. 
5. It is good that you have mentioned all relevant case laws.



3

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good Explanation.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Use the word "instigate". Always use the elements as given in the statute.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
[Mention it as Explanation appended to Section 107]
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
This case is more relevant for Section 306.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Do not synonymously use the word "inducement" and instigation" 

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
This is not correct.

Facts of the case are of Tejsingh And Ors. vs The State - 'Sati mata ki jai'

lawxpertsmv
Line

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
"Rama, rama!"

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Is it not state of Madhya Pradhesh?

Please check.

lawxpertsmv
Line
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Suddenly aspect of accessories is introduced in the answer. 

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
o

lawxpertsmv
Line

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
State (Delhi Admn.)

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Mentioning wrong case titles will
make the whole thing wrong. 

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
1/8. Wrong mentioning of case laws.  Section 107 not explained with relevant keywords or elements.  Read this concept well again.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Proper

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Correct.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
1. Points seems to be repetitve. 
2. Section 80 and its elements are not explained properly. For example, the word 'misfortune' is not even mentioned.
3. No illustration or case law.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
2/8

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Correct.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Machhi
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Very good. If possible cite relevant provision of CrPC.

lawxpertsmv
Oval

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
(1)
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Jail authorities are enjoined by law to impose hard labour on a particular section of the convicted prisoners who were sentenced to rigorous imprisonment. Section 53 of the Indian Penal Code which falls under the Chapter entitled "Of Punishments" vivisects punishments into five categories, of which the category "imprisonment" has been further sub divided into two sub categories as "rigorous" and "simple". Rigorous imprisonment is explained as "imprisonment with hard labour".

A person sentenced to simple imprisonment cannot be required to work unless he volunteers himself to do the work.


State Of Gujarat And Anr vs Hon'Ble High Court Of Gujarat 

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
(2)

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
(3)

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
(News Paper/book/document - sec.95)



9

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good Attempt. 6/8.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good.
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Key words are mentioned. Good.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
?

lawxpertsmv
Oval

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good Explanation of the core difference.
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lawxpertsmv
Line

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Shyam Lal Sharma v State of Madhya Pradesh 1972

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
4/8.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Very good.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Very good. Good case law.
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
The word "entice" is important.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Explanation and Exception to Section 361 is missed.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Very good.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good Attempt. 
1. Illustrations could have been added.
2. Abduction and kidnapping - difference, which was core of the question, was not answered satisfactorily. 

4/8
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Too much of confusion. Please check Illustration (o) under Section 378. This is theft by A.
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Please read the illustrations carefully. No marks awarded.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
This much of explanation for the question asked. One could have started directly with Exceptions.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.



18

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
without premeditation.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Noted.
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lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
Good.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
4/8.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
1. Exceptions could have been explained better.
2. No Illustrations/case laws.

lawxpertsmv
Typewriter
26/56.
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