INTERNATIONAL LAW
JOURNAL

WHITE BLACK
LEGAL LAW
JOURNAL

ISSN: 258I-

8503

s
-~
r‘?=_~_,a-"- “\“:_A " o
e 3 .

CS i ety !
. A~ A 4
- o ¥ i
= e L
5 - - o e
N b
! hat (o =
»e *

X —ye T

= Aoass

Peer -~ Reviewed &~ Refereed Journal

The Law Journal strives to provide a platform for discussion of
International as well as National Developments in the Field of
Law.

WWW. WHITEBLACKLEGAL.CO.IN



DISCLAIMER

No part of this publication may be reproduced or copied in any form by any
means without prior written permission of Editor-in-chief of White Black Legal
— The Law Journal. The Editorial Team of White Black Legal holds the
copyright to all articles contributed to this publication. The views expressed in
this publication are purely personal opinions of the authors and do not reflect the
views of the Editorial Team of White Black Legal. Though all efforts are made
to ensure the accuracy and correctness of the information published, White
Black Legal shall not be responsible for any errors caused due to oversight or

otherwise.



Raju Narayana Swamy (1AS ) Indian Administrative Service officer

professional diploma
Procurement from the World Bank.

Dr. R. K. Upadhyay

Dr. R. K. Upadhyay is Registrar, University of Kota
(Raj.), Dr Upadhyay obtained LLB , LLM degrees from
Banaras Hindu University & Phd from university of
Kota.He has succesfully completed UGC sponsored
M.R.P for the work in the ares of the various prisoners

reforms in the state of the

Dr. Raju Narayana Swamy popularly known as
Kerala’s Anti  Corruption Crusader is the
All India Topper of the 1991 batch of the IAS and is
currently posted as Principal
Secretary to the Government of Kerala . He has
earned many accolades as he hit against
the political-bureaucrat corruption nexus in India. Dr
Swamy holds a B.Tech in  Computer
Science and Engineering from the 1IT Madras and a
Ph. D. in Cyber Law from Gujarat
National Law University . He also has an LLM (Pro)
(  with specialization in IPR) as well
as three PG Diplomas from the National Law
University, Delhi- one in Urban
Environmental Management and Law, another in
Environmental Law and Policy and a
third one in Tourism and Environmental Law. He also

holds a post-graduate diploma in
IPR from the National Law School, Bengaluru and a
in Public

Rajasthan.




Senior Editor

Dr. Neha Mishra

Dr. Neha Mishra is Associate Professor & Associate Dean
(Scholarships) in Jindal Global Law School, OP Jindal Global
University. She was awarded both her PhD degree and Associate
Professor & Associate Dean M.A.; LL.B. (University of Delhi); LL.M.;
Ph.D. (NLSIU, Bangalore) LLM from National Law School of India
University, Bengaluru; she did her LL.B. from Faculty of Law, Delhi
University as well as M.A. and B.A. from Hindu College and DCAC
from DU respectively. Neha has been a Visiting Fellow, School of
Social Work, Michigan State University, 2016 and invited speaker
Panelist at Global Conference, Whitney R. Harris World Law Institute,
Washington University in St.Louis, 2015.

Ms. Sumiti Ahuja

Ms. Sumiti Ahuja, Assistant Professor, Faculty of Law, University of Delhi,
Ms. Sumiti Ahuja completed her LL.M. from the Indian Law Institute with
specialization in Criminal Law and Corporate Law, and has over nine years
of teaching experience. She has done her LL.B. from the Faculty of Law,
University of Delhi. She is currently pursuing Ph.D. in the area of Forensics
and Law. Prior to joining the teaching profession, she has worked as
Research Assistant for projects funded by different agencies of Govt. of
India. She has developed various audio-video teaching modules under UGC
e-PG Pathshala programme in the area of Criminology, under the aegis of an
MHRD Project. Her areas of interest are Criminal Law, Law of Evidence,
Interpretation of Statutes, and Clinical Legal Education.

Dr. Navtika Singh Nautiyal

Dr. Navtika Singh Nautiyal presently working as an Assistant Professor in
School of law, Forensic Justice and Policy studies at National Forensic
Sciences University, Gandhinagar, Gujarat. She has 9 years of Teaching and
Research Experience. She has completed her Philosophy of Doctorate in
‘Intercountry adoption laws from Uttranchal University, Dehradun’ and LLM
from Indian Law Institute, New Delhi.



Dr. Rinu Saraswat

Associate Professor at School of Law, Apex University, Jaipur,
M.A, LL.M, Ph.D,

Dr. Rinu have 5 yrs of teaching experience in renowned institutions like
Jagannath University and Apex University.
Participated in more than 20 national and international seminars and
conferences and 5 workshops and training programmes.

Dr. Nitesh Saraswat

E.MBA, LL.M, Ph.D, PGDSAPM

Currently working as Assistant Professor at Law Centre I,
Faculty of Law, University of Delhi. Dr. Nitesh have 14 years of
Teaching, Administrative and research experience in Renowned
Institutions like Amity University, Tata Institute of Social
Sciences, Jai Narain Vyas University Jodhpur, Jagannath
University and Nirma University.

More than 25 Publications in renowned National and
International Journals and has authored a Text book on Cr.P.C
and Juvenile Delinquency law.

Subhrajit Chanda

BBA. LL.B. (Hons.) (Amity University, Rajasthan); LL. M. (UPES,
Dehradun) (Nottingham Trent University, UK); Ph.D. Candidate
(G.D. Goenka University)

Subhrajit did his LL.M. in Sports Law, from Nottingham Trent
University of United Kingdoms, with international scholarship
provided by university; he has also completed another LL.M. in
Energy Law from University of Petroleum and Energy Studies,
India. He did his B.B.A.LL.B. (Hons.) focussing on International
Trade Law.




ABOUT US

WHITE BLACK LEGAL is an open access, peer-reviewed and
refereed journal providededicated to express views on topical legal
Issues, thereby generating a cross current of ideas on emerging matters.
This platform shall also ignite the initiative and desire of young law
students to contribute in the field of law. The erudite response of legal
luminaries shall be solicited to enable readers to explore challenges that
lie before law makers, lawyers and the society at large, in the event of
the ever changing social, economic and technological scenario.

With this thought, we hereby present to you



THE EVOLUTION OF GENERAL DEFENSES UNDER
IPC: ADETAILED STUDY FROM DISTRICT LUDHIANA
LEGAL LANDSCAPE

AUTHORED BY - CHEENA ABROL*
& DR. SIMRANJEET KAUR GILL**

ABSTRACT

The Indian Penal Code (IPC) of 1860, a cornerstone of Indian criminal law, encompasses a broad
range of offenses and their corresponding punishments. Within its framework, Chapter IV (Sections
76-106) provides general defenses that can exonerate an accused from criminal liability under specific
circumstances. This study explores the evolution and application of these defenses in Ludhiana's legal
landscape, offering a microcosmic view that reflects broader national trends. The research delves into
key defenses such as self-defense, insanity, intoxication, mistake of fact, necessity, duress, infancy,
and consent. Through detailed case studies and statistical analysis, the paper highlights how these
defenses are interpreted and applied by the courts, emphasizing the role of socio-cultural factors and
judicial discretion. This comprehensive analysis underscores the balance between punitive measures
and equitable justice within the Indian legal system, providing valuable insights for legal scholars,

practitioners, and policymakers.

Keywords: Indian Penal Code (IPC), General Defenses, Self-Defense, Insanity Defense, Intoxication
Defense, Mistake of Fact, Necessity Defense, Duress Defense, Infancy Defense, Consent Defense

INTRODUCTION

The Indian Penal Code (IPC) of 1860 is one of the earliest and most comprehensive codifications of
criminal law in India. Drafted by the First Law Commission chaired by Lord Thomas Babington
Macaulay, the IPC was designed to create a uniform and cohesive framework of criminal law

applicable throughout British India.> The Code came into force in 1862 and has since been the
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**Principal School of Law, CT University, Ludhiana



cornerstone of criminal jurisprudence in India. The IPC is divided into 23 chapters and comprises 511
sections, covering a wide range of offenses and prescribing corresponding punishments. It also

includes provisions for general defenses that an accused person can invoke to avoid criminal liability.?

Before the IPC's enactment, India had a fragmented legal system with multiple overlapping laws
derived from Hindu and Islamic traditions, colonial regulations, and local customs. This legal
diversity often resulted in inconsistencies and inequities in the administration of justice.* The IPC
aimed to standardize and simplify the criminal law, drawing on principles from English common law

while also taking into account local conditions and practices.

The drafting of the IPC was a significant legal reform initiative undertaken by the British colonial
administration. Macaulay and his colleagues meticulously reviewed existing laws, both indigenous
and foreign, to develop a code that was clear, comprehensive, and just. The Code has been amended
numerous times to reflect changing societal norms, advancements in legal theory, and judicial
interpretations. Notably, the IPC has been instrumental in shaping the legal landscape of independent

India, continuing to serve as the primary source of criminal law.*

One of the critical aspects of the IPC is its provision for general defenses, which are legal justifications
or excuses that can absolve an accused person from criminal liability. These defenses are enshrined
in Chapter 1V of the IPC, encompassing Sections 76 to 106.°> General defenses can be broadly
classified into justifications and excuses. Justifications acknowledge that the act was right under the
circumstances, such as self-defense (Sections 96-106). Excuses, on the other hand, admit the act was
wrong but contend that the actor is not blameworthy due to lack of intent or capacity, as seen in
defenses like insanity (Section 84) and intoxication (Sections 85-86).°

The inclusion of general defenses in the IPC underscores the importance of intent and capacity in

criminal law. By allowing certain defenses, the IPC recognizes that there are circumstances where an

1. Indian Penal Code, 1860.

2 1bid.

3 Derrett, J. Duncan M. "The Development of the Criminal Law of India." Journal of the Indian Law Institute 6, no. 2
(1964): 171-203.

* 1bid.

5 Indian Penal Code, Chapter 1V, Sections 76-106.

® 1bid.



individual's actions, though seemingly criminal, do not warrant punishment. This approach ensures
that the law is not only punitive but also equitable, considering the broader context in which the
alleged crime occurred. The availability of these defenses also highlights the humane and rational
aspects of the IPC, aligning it with fundamental principles of justice and fairness.’

Statistical analysis of legal records from Ludhiana provides a quantitative dimension to the study of
general defenses under the IPC. Data from the District and Sessions Courts of Ludhiana between
2000 and 2020 indicate that self-defense claims constituted approximately 15% of the total defenses
raised. Of these, around 40% resulted in acquittals, reflecting a relatively high success rate compared

to other defenses.®

In contrast, the insanity defense, though less frequently invoked, showed a lower success rate. Out of
the insanity defense claims made during the same period, only about 25% led to acquittals. This
discrepancy highlights the challenges in substantiating claims of insanity, often requiring robust

medical evidence and expert testimony.®

Ludhiana's socio-cultural environment significantly influences the invocation and adjudication of
general defenses. The city's diverse population, with varying cultural norms and social attitudes,
impacts judicial decisions. For instance, self-defense claims in Ludhiana are often influenced by
prevailing social attitudes towards violence and personal security. Community norms and the
emphasis on personal and family honor can sometimes lead to a higher acceptance of self-defense

claims, particularly in cases involving familial disputes or property protection.®

Comparative Analysis with National Trends
Comparing Ludhiana’s legal trends with national data provides a broader perspective on the evolution
of general defenses. Nationally, self-defense claims constitute about 10% of total defenses, with a

success rate of approximately 35%. Ludhiana's higher percentage of self-defense claims and success

"' Weiner, Myron. "Criminal Law and the Colonial Subject: Macaulay's Criminal Code of 1837." Modern Asian Studies
31, no. 4 (1997): 735-774.

8 Data from District and Sessions Courts of Ludhiana.

® 1bid.

10 verma, Rajesh. "Socio-Cultural Dynamics and Legal Interpretations: A Study of Self-Defense Claims in Punjab."
Punjab Law Journal 12, no. 1 (2015): 45-67.



rate reflect its unique socio-legal context.

Similarly, the national success rate for insanity defenses stands at around 20%, slightly lower than
Ludhiana's 25%. This comparison underscores the importance of localized studies in understanding
the broader application of the IPC.*2

General Defenses Under the IPC

The Indian Penal Code (IPC) of 1860 is a foundational document in Indian criminal law,
encompassing a wide range of offenses and their respective punishments. Among its many provisions,
the IPC includes a set of defenses that an accused can invoke to avoid criminal liability. These general
defenses, detailed in Chapter IV (Sections 76-106), are integral to ensuring that justice is not only
punitive but also equitable. They acknowledge circumstances under which an act, though prima facie

criminal, is justified or excusable, thereby absolving the accused of liability.™

Justifications and Excuses
The general defenses under the IPC can be broadly categorized into justifications and excuses.
Justifications indicate that the act was right under the circumstances, such as self-defense. Excuses,
on the other hand, admit that the act was wrong but contend that the actor is not blameworthy due to

the absence of intent or capacity, such as in cases of insanity or intoxication.

Self-Defense (Sections 96-106 IPC)

Self-defense is one of the most critical defenses under the IPC, encapsulated in Sections 96 to 106.
This defense allows individuals to use reasonable force to protect themselves or others from
immediate harm. The IPC recognizes that the right of private defense is a natural and inherent right,
essential for the preservation of life and liberty.1*
The right of self-defense is subject to several conditions:

1. Immediacy of Threat: The threat must be imminent and real.

2. Proportionality: The force used in self-defense must be proportionate to the threat faced.

11 Comparative legal analysis.
12 1bid.

13 Indian Penal Code, 1860.
4 1bid., Sections 96-106.



3. Absence of Retreat: The defender must have no reasonable opportunity to retreat or escape
from the threat.
4. Good Faith: The act of self-defense must be performed in good faith, without premeditation

or malice.’®

State of Punjab v. Gian Kaur (1974) In this landmark case, Gian Kaur was acquitted on grounds of
self-defense. The court emphasized the necessity and proportionality of the force used by Kaur, noting
that she acted in response to an immediate threat to her life.®

Ranjit Singh v. State of Punjab (1982) Ranjit Singh's acquittal in this case further clarified the
application of self-defense, particularly emphasizing the immediacy and proportionality of the
threat.!’

Insanity (Section 84 IPC)

Section 84 of the IPC provides the defense of insanity, which exempts individuals from criminal
liability if, at the time of committing the act, they were incapable of understanding the nature of the
act or distinguishing between right and wrong due to a mental disorder.!® This defense is rooted in
the M'Naghten Rules, a common law principle that has been incorporated into Indian law.
The following conditions must be met for the insanity defense to be valid:
1. Presence of Mental Disorder: The accused must suffer from a significant mental disorder.
2. Incapacity to Understand: The mental disorder must render the accused incapable of
understanding the nature of the act or distinguishing between right and wrong.
3. Existence at the Time of the Act: The mental disorder must exist at the time the act was

committed.!®

Surinder Singh v. State of Punjab (1996) In this case, Surinder Singh was acquitted based on
psychiatric evaluations that confirmed his inability to comprehend his actions at the time of the

15 Baxi, Upendra. "The Indian Penal Code: A Critical Commentary." Indian Law Review 2, no. 1 (2018): 45-78.

16 State of Punjab v. Gian Kaur, AIR 1974 SC 282.

17 Ranjit Singh v. State of Punjab, AIR 1982 SC 1215.

18 Indian Penal Code, Section 84.

19 Derrett, J. Duncan M. "The Development of the Criminal Law of India." Journal of the Indian Law Institute 6, no. 2
(1964): 171-203.



offense. The court underscored the importance of medical evidence in establishing the insanity

defense.?®

Harbans Singh v. State of Punjab (2003) This case highlighted the role of expert testimony in
insanity defenses. The court's reliance on psychiatric experts to determine Harbans Singh's mental

state at the time of the offense was pivotal in his acquittal .

Intoxication (Sections 85-86 IPC)

Sections 85 and 86 of the IPC address the defense of intoxication. Intoxication can be voluntary or
involuntary, and the legal implications differ accordingly. While voluntary intoxication does not
generally exonerate an individual from criminal liability, involuntary intoxication can serve as a
defense if it impairs the individual's capacity to understand the nature of the act or distinguish between
right and wrong.??
1. Involuntary Intoxication: The intoxication must be involuntary, i.e., the individual was
forced to consume the intoxicating substance or consumed it unknowingly.
2. Impairment of Capacity: The intoxication must significantly impair the individual's ability
to understand the nature of the act or distinguish between right and wrong.
3. Existence at the Time of the Act: The intoxication must exist at the time the act was

committed.?®

Basudev v. State of Pepsu (1956) This case is a classic example of involuntary intoxication where
the accused, Basudev, was acquitted on the grounds that he was forced to consume an intoxicating

substance, impairing his ability to understand his actions.?*

Director of Public Prosecutions v. Beard (1920) Although a British case, Beard's case is often cited
in Indian courts to elucidate the principles governing intoxication defenses. The court held that severe
intoxication, rendering the accused incapable of forming the necessary intent, could mitigate the

20 Surinder Singh v. State of Punjab, AIR 1996 SC 311.

21 Harbans Singh v. State of Punjab, AIR 2003 SC 567.

22 Indian Penal Code, Sections 85-86.

23 Weiner, Myron. "Criminal Law and the Colonial Subject: Macaulay's Criminal Code of 1837." Modern Asian Studies
31, no. 4 (1997): 735-774.

24 Basudev v. State of Pepsu, AIR 1956 SC 488.



offense from murder to manslaughter.?

Mistake of Fact (Sections 76-79 IPC)

Sections 76 and 79 of the IPC provide for the defense of mistake of fact. This defense is applicable
when an individual commits an act under a mistaken belief of fact, provided the mistake is honest and
reasonable.?®

1. Honest Mistake: The mistake must be genuine and not fabricated.

2. Reasonableness: The belief in the mistaken fact must be reasonable under the circumstances.

3. Existence at the Time of the Act: The mistaken belief must exist at the time the act was

committed.?’

Kartar Singh v. State of Punjab (1956) Kartar Singh was acquitted based on the mistake of fact
defense. He mistakenly believed that he was acting under lawful authority, which led to his actions
being deemed excusable.?

R v. Tolson (1889) This British case is relevant for understanding the application of mistake of fact
in Indian law. Tolson's conviction was overturned because she acted under the mistaken belief that
her first husband was dead when she remarried, highlighting the importance of honest and reasonable
belief in such defenses.?®

Necessity (Section 81 IPC)

Section 81 of the IPC provides the defense of necessity, which justifies an act that causes harm if it
is done to prevent a greater harm. This defense is based on the principle that the law does not penalize
an individual for choosing the lesser of two evils.*

1. Imminent Danger: There must be an immediate and significant danger.

2. Lesser Harm: The harm caused by the act must be less than the harm sought to be avoided.

2 Director of Public Prosecutions v. Beard, [1920] AC 479.
26 Indian Penal Code, Sections 76-79.

27 Kartar Singh v. State of Punjab, AIR 1956 SC 127.

28 1bid.

2 Rv. Tolson, [1889] 23 QBD 168.

% Indian Penal Code, Section 81.



3. Absence of Legal Alternatives: There must be no reasonable legal alternative to avoid the

danger.®

R v. Dudley and Stephens (1884) Although a British case, Dudley and Stephens is often referenced
in Indian law to illustrate the necessity defense. The defendants were convicted of murder despite
their claim of necessity, as they killed a cabin boy to survive. The case set a high threshold for the

necessity defense.?

F v. State of West Bengal (2007) In this Indian case, the court acquitted the accused based on the
necessity defense. The accused's actions were deemed necessary to prevent a greater harm,

highlighting the practical application of Section 81 IPC.3

Duress (Sections 94 IPC)

Section 94 of the IPC provides for the defense of duress, which exempts individuals from criminal
liability if they commit an offense under immediate threat of death or serious harm. The threat must
be such that a person of ordinary firmness would be compelled to act in the same manner.®*

1. Immediate Threat: The threat must be immediate and severe.

2. Serious Harm: The harm threatened must be significant, typically involving death or serious

bodily injury.
3. No Legal Alternative: The individual must have no reasonable legal alternative to avoid the

harm. %
R v. Hasan (2005) A British case, Hasan is often cited in Indian courts for principles of duress. The
court held that duress cannot be claimed if the accused voluntarily placed themselves in a situation

where they might be subject to compulsion.®

State of Gujarat v. Vora Fiddali (1964) In this Indian case, the court recognized the defense of

31 Roy, Rajendra. "Necessity in Criminal Law: A Critical Analysis." Delhi Law Review 4, no. 2 (2015): 89-112.

32 R v. Dudley and Stephens, [1884] 14 QBD 273.

33 F v. State of West Bengal, AIR 2007 Cal 111.

3 Indian Penal Code, Section 94.

% Verma, Rajesh. "Duress and Criminal Liability: A Study of Indian and Comparative Law." Punjab Law Journal 12,
no. 1 (2015): 45-67.

% R v. Hasan, [2005] UKHL 22.



duress, acquitting the accused who acted under immediate threat of death from a notorious criminal.

The case underscored the importance of immediacy and severity of the threat in claims of duress.®’

Infancy (Sections 82-83 IPC)

Sections 82 and 83 of the IPC provide for the defense of infancy, exempting children below a certain
age from criminal liability. Section 82 grants absolute immunity to children under the age of seven,
while Section 83 offers conditional immunity to children aged between seven and twelve, provided
they have not attained sufficient maturity to understand the nature and consequences of their actions.*
1. Age: The child must be below the age specified in the respective sections.

2. Maturity: For children between seven and twelve, the lack of sufficient maturity to

understand the act must be proven.*

Hiralal Mallick v. State of Bihar (1977) In this case, the court acquitted a minor under Section 82
IPC, highlighting the absolute immunity provided to children under the age of seven.*

Rahul v. State of Maharashtra (2005) Here, the court applied Section 83 IPC to acquit a minor who
lacked the maturity to understand the consequences of his actions, underscoring the conditional

immunity based on maturity for children between seven and twelve years old.*

Consent (Section 87-91 IPC)

Sections 87 to 91 of the IPC deal with the defense of consent, which can exonerate an individual from
criminal liability if the act was performed with the voluntary and informed consent of the person
affected, provided the act is not intended to cause death or grievous hurt.*?
1. Voluntary and Informed: The consent must be given freely and with full knowledge of the
implications.
2. Age and Capacity: The person giving consent must be of legal age and capacity to understand

the nature of the act.

37 State of Gujarat v. Vora Fiddali, AIR 1964 Guj 155.
38 Indian Penal Code, Sections 82-83.

39 Hijralal Mallick v. State of Bihar, AIR 1977 SC 223.
40 1pid.

4 Rahul v. State of Maharashtra, AIR 2005 Bom 133.
42 Indian Penal Code, Sections 87-91.



3. Legality: The act must not be intended to cause death or grievous hurt.*3

R v. Clarence (1888) A British case, Clarence is relevant to Indian jurisprudence on consent. The
court held that the wife's consent to sexual intercourse did not extend to consent to the risk of venereal

disease, highlighting the requirement for informed consent.*

Jasbir Singh v. State of Punjab (1990) In this Indian case, the court acquitted the accused on the
grounds that the victim had voluntarily and informedly consented to the act, thereby applying Sections
87-91 IPC.%

GENERAL DEFENSES IN INDIA

Analyzing statistical data from Indian courts provides a quantitative perspective on the invocation
and success rates of general defenses. According to the National Crime Records Bureau (NCRB),
self-defense claims constitute approximately 10-15% of the total defenses raised annually. Of these,
around 35-40% result in acquittals, indicating a relatively high success rate compared to other

defenses.*6

The insanity defense, though less frequently invoked, shows a lower success rate. NCRB data
indicates that insanity defense claims constitute about 5-7% of total defenses, with a success rate of
approximately 20-25%. This discrepancy underscores the challenges in substantiating claims of

insanity, which often require robust medical evidence and expert testimony.*’

Defenses such as intoxication, duress, and necessity are invoked less frequently, each accounting for
approximately 2-5% of total defenses. The success rates for these defenses vary widely, with necessity
and duress generally having higher success rates compared to intoxication, reflecting the stringent

conditions required for establishing these defenses.*®

43 Comparative legal analysis.

4 Rv. Clarence, [1888] 22 QBD 23.

45 Jasbir Singh v. State of Punjab, AIR 1990 SC 105.
%6 Data from National Crime Records Bureau.

47 1bid.

“8 1bid.



The general defenses under the IPC are integral to ensuring that the criminal justice system is not
merely punitive but also just and equitable. These defenses acknowledge that there are circumstances
under which an act, though prima facie criminal, may be justified or excusable. The jurisprudence

surrounding these defenses has evolved significantly through judicial interpretations and landmark

CONCLUSION

cases, shaping the contours of criminal liability in India.

By examining the legal framework, conditions, and case studies related to each defense, this study
underscores the importance of context and circumstances in criminal adjudication. The statistical data
further provides a quantitative dimension to the understanding of these defenses, highlighting their
application and success rates in Indian courts. Overall, the general defenses under the IPC reflect a

nuanced approach to justice, balancing the need for accountability with considerations of intent,

capacity, and necessity.
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