· Answer the question(s) in substantially-studied, well-considered, neatly-organized and grammatically flawless sentences that constitute a couple of, or a few, paragraphs, depending on the scope and structure of the question and requirements that the syllabus specifies. Write clearly and coherently: treat it as a mini-essay. As it is a take-home exam, compositional fineness and citational precision are required. 
· Cite relevant passages clearly from the designated primary text, i.e., any and all of the reading materials listed in the corresponding unit of the class schedule. The more specific, the better. You cannot obtain more than 50% of the full score, if you do not show the evidence of studied reflection, i.e., precisely and insightfully placed citations. A few will suffice. 
· Do not ramble. Try and be as concise as possible, while being informative. Trim all the unnecessary fat, as much as possible; fill the page only with essential and necessary words that are carefully chosen and edited. 

· Do not copy or repeat the question verbatim, partly or wholly: they are not your words, and they are not part of the word count. 
· Do not "pad" the text, with redundant or superficial notes. Page fillers will not be simply ignored but noted negatively.   

Follow all the steps below while answering/writing.  
1. Articulate (at least) three elements that cause many of legal professionals to run, structurally, into ethical dilemma; and explain what they are and show examples from everyday situations. 

2. Explain how the problems above show themselves in the case, Annesley vs. Anglesea (2743); make sure you also provide a “legal brief.”
3. Explain, also, how the problems above show themselves in the fictional case dramatized in Shakespeare’s The Merchant of Venice, focusing on the legal ethics of Portia; make sure you also provide a “legal brief” 
4. Conclude by articulating—defending—your reasoned view or judgment in the two cases above: are the conclusions of both stories, in your view, the best possible? Should they have been otherwise?   

