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Legal Reasoning   

Practice Questions 

 Directions for questions 1 to 5: Read the following passage and answer the questions. 

A citizen’s right to own private property is a human right. The state cannot take possession of it 

without following due procedure and authority of law, the Supreme Court has held in a judgment. The 

state cannot trespass into the private property of a citizen and then claim ownership of the land in the 

name of ‘adverse possession’, the court said. Grabbing private land and then claiming it as its own 

makes the state an encroacher. In a welfare state, right to property is a human right, a Bench of 

Justices Indu Malhotra and Ajay Rastogi declared in their January 8 verdict. 

“A welfare state cannot be permitted to take the plea of adverse possession, which allows a trespasser 

i.e. a person guilty of a tort, or even a crime, to gain legal title over such property over 12 years. The 

State cannot be permitted to perfect its title over the land by invoking the doctrine of adverse 

possession to grab the property of its own citizens,” Justice Malhotra, who authored the judgment, laid 

down the law. 

Yet, this is exactly what happened 52 years ago with Vidya Devi, a widow. The Himachal Pradesh 

government forcibly took over her four acres at Hamipur district to build a road in 1967. 

Justice Malhotra highlights how the state took advantage of Ms. Devi’s illiteracy and failed to pay her a 

compensation for 52 years. 

“The appellant Ms. Devi being an illiterate widow, coming from a rural background, was wholly 

unaware of her rights and entitlement in law, and did not file any proceedings for compensation of the 

land compulsorily taken over by the state,” Justice Malhotra empathised with Ms. Devi, who is 80 years 

old now. 

Ms. Devi first learnt about her right for compensation in 2010 from her neighbours who had also lost 

their property to the road. Then, in her 70s, she did not lose time to march straight to the Himachal 

Pradesh High Court, accompanied by her daughter, to join her neighbours in their fight against the 

state. But the High Court asked her to file a civil suit in the lower court. Disappointed, Ms. Devi moved 

the Supreme Court. 

Ordering the state to pay her 11 crores in compensation, the Supreme Court noted that in 1967, when 

the government forcibly took over Ms. Devi’s land, ‘right to private property was still a fundamental 

right’ under Article 31 of the Constitution. 

Property ceased to be a fundamental right with the 44th Constitution Amendment in 1978. 

Nevertheless, Article 300A required the state to follow due procedure and authority of law to deprive a 

person of his or her private property, the Supreme Court reminded the government 
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1. What does the author want to say regarding private property in the above passage? 

a) Only citizens have the right over private property and it is their human right. 

b) The state cannot take the right over the private property without any due procedure and 

authority of law. 

c) The state cannot take the right over any property without any due procedure and authority of 

law. 

d)   Every citizen has the fundamental right to property as well as human right to property after the 

44th constitutional amendment 

2. Suppose a person “X” who trespasses on a property and settles there for 14 years. In this situation 

can the state invoke “doctrine of adverse possession”? 

a) X is a trespasser and should not have the possession and title over the land, hence YES. 

b) A welfare state can never take the plea of adverse possession whatsoever, hence NO. 

c) A welfare state should not be permitted to take the plea of adverse possession in order to grab 

the private property of its citizen, hence, NO. 

d) X is a criminal and should be punished by the welfare state and the state should use the land for 

the benefit of society, hence YES. 

3. Right to private property ceased to be a fundamental right with the 44th constitutional amendment 

in 1978. If a person Y has a property dispute with the state in the year 1984. Can the state deprive 

Y of his/her private property now? 

a) YES, the state can easily deprive Y because there is no fundamental right to property. 

b) YES, the state may/may not deprive Y of his property as it depends on state’s choice. 

c) NO, the state has to follow due procedure and authority of law in order to deprive Y. 

d) The State can deprive Y only if he is not the citizen of the state 

4. Right to property, according to the passage, is a — 

a) Human right 

b) Fundamental right 

c) Legal right 

d) Constitutional right 

5. Which statement from the passage proves/signifies that Supreme Court is the “guardian of the 

constitution”? 

a) “Grabbing private land and then claiming it as its own makes the state an encroacher. In a 

welfare state, right to property is a human right.” 

b) “Ordering the state to pay her 11 crores in compensation, the Supreme Court noted that in 

1967, when the government forcibly took over Ms. Devi’s land, ‘right to private property was still a 

fundamental right’ under Article 31 of the Constitution.” 
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c) “Article 300A required the state to follow due procedure and authority of law to deprive a person 

of his or her private property, the Supreme Court reminded the government.” 

d) All of the above. 

Directions for questions 6 to 10: Read the following passage and answer the questions. 

The prime minister is optimistic about fulfilling his dream of doubling farmers’ income by 2022. I have 

been saying this for the last two years through this newspaper column that it is almost impossible to 

attain this goal by 2022 with the set of policies that the government has adopted. They will not achieve 

even half the target. The remaining four years till 2022-23 require real incomes of farmers to go up by 

13-15 per cent per annum. But, as they say, nothing is impossible in this world, so here is my single 

suggestion to move in that direction. 

The PM has also set a target of producing 100 GW of solar power by 2022. He wants the country to be 

one of the frontrunners in the International Solar Alliance for clean energy. So far, the model that has 

been adopted to develop solar power is inviting bids from large business players like Mahindras, Adanis 

and so on. Some of them, who entered early into power purchase agreements (PPA) with state 

governments, had to burn their hands when the costs came down and state governments forced them 

to revise the costs of PPA downwards, upsetting their economic calculations. But this model of 

generating solar power was not very inclusive. The land is locked for solar panels for almost 25 years, 

and the benefits go only to a few investors. 

The alternative model is to help farmers produce solar power on their lands, making annadata an 

urjadata. After all, farmers occupy the largest chunks of land in this country. This model will be much 

more inclusive and can help augment their incomes significantly. There are two variants of this: One, 

replace all pump-sets, especially diesel ones, with solar pumps and the excess power generated 

through solar panels can be purchased by state governments at a price that gives the farmer a good 

margin over his cost of producing solar power. Second, encourage farmers to grow “solar trees” on 

their lands at a height of about 10-12 feet in a manner that enough sunlight keeps coming to plants 

below. Under this variant, the farmer can keep growing two irrigated crops as he has been doing, but 

the solar tree generates a lot of excess power that can be purchased by the state government. The 

power generated under the second variant is multiple times more than under the first variant, and 

therefore the income augmentation can also be several times more than under the first variant. 

At ICRIER, we did a global survey on this and found that it is being practised in many countries from 

Japan to China to Germany, and India is ripe for this. The problem is of mobilising enough capital to 

install these solar trees. In one acre you can have 500 solar trees in such a manner that even tractors 

can move through those and farmers can keep growing their normal two crops. It does not impact their 

productivity as there is ample sunlight coming from the sides for photosynthesis. The second pre-

condition is that the state should be ready to do the power purchase agreement. 

 

6. What is the author trying to say in the entire passage? 

http://www.protons.in/


CLAT                                                                                                              PROTON 

P a g e  | 4                                                                                                                                  www.protons.in |8530234900 

a) The PM will not be able to realise his dream of doubling farmer’s income (DFI) by 2022. 

b) The PM cannot realise his dream of DFI as per the current set of policies that the government 

has adopted but with other alternate options he can. 

c) The author wants all farmers to only grow solar trees to become “urjadata”. 

d) The state is more supportive of big investors like Mahindra and Adanis rather than small 

farmers. 

7. What are the collective thoughts of author about doubling farmer’s income by 2022? 

a) Fully optimistic 

b) Fully pessimistic 

c) Suggestive and optimistic 

d) Suggestive and pessimistic 

8. What is the “solar trees” mentioned in the passage all about? 

a) These are a biological tree which should be grown by the farmers in order to double their 

incomes. 

b) The farmer can keep growing two irrigated crops by growing 10 -12 feet high solar trees and use 

the excess solar energy for selling to the state government. 

c) Solar trees are nothing but solar pumps which will be used for irrigation in fields. 

d) Solar trees is a hypothetical term used by the author to represent a particular variety/ specie of 

tree. 

9. What is the status of India on Solar farming as of now? 

a) India being a developing country is very far from the developed countries like Japan, China, 

Germany etc. 

b) India is far ahead from its competitors and is having a very successful clean energy model. 

c) In India the Power Purchase Agreements (PPA) have been very successful as of now making 

India solar farming friendly. 

d) India is just ripe enough to land into the sector of solar farming with a comparatively bright 

future of its farmers. 

10. As per the passage what would be the problem (if any) in installing the solar trees for a country like 

India? 

a) In India the problem is of mobilising enough capital to install these solar trees. 

b) Indian farmers being poor and illiterate would not be able to use solar trees efficiently. 

c) India has the disadvantage of small land holdings with the farmers. 

d) The solar tree would not be able to generate excess power 
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Directions for questions 11 to 15: Read the following passage and answer the questions. 

The Centre’s proposal to replace 44 labour laws with four codes saw the light of day after Finance 

Minister Nirmala Sitharaman announced it in her Budget speech. The question not being asked is: 

aren’t these codes antithetical to the very idea of statutory protection of labour and dignified standard 

of living for workers? It needs to be stated here that the original labour laws, enacted after decades of 

struggle, were meant to ensure certain dignity to the working- class people. 

The most glaring instance of the government’s failure to support labour standards is the Ministry of 

Labour’s proposal to fix the national minimum floor wage at 1178, without any defined criteria or 

method of estimation.  This could lead to a dangerous race to the bottom by individual States, in a bid 

to attract capital and investments.  This is rightly being called ‘starvation wage’, especially given that 

the Ministry’s own committee recommended 1375 as the minimum. Another concerning issue is that 

the four codes exclude over 95% of the workforce employed in informal units and small enterprises, 

who in fact are in greater need of legal safeguards. 

Above all, there is a deliberate ambiguity maintained on wording and definitions.  There is no clarity on 

who constitutes an ‘employer’, an ‘employee’ or an ‘enterprise’, giving the owner greater discretion to 

interpret the provisions while making it more difficult for the worker to draw any benefits from them. 

And if all this were not enough, the wage code also brings back the draconian provision of “recoverable 

advances”, a system that the Supreme Court clearly linked to coercive and bonded labour, wherein 

distressed and vulnerable migrant labourers could be bonded to work through advance payments. This 

is akin to modern forms of slavery, also encountered in rural labour markets. 

Similarly, the eight-hour workday shift has been done away with, and multiple provisions of increased 

overtime have been inserted. The code also gives ample alibis to employers to evade bonus payments. 

Further, seeking justice against unfair practices of employers has become even more difficult now as 

non-payment of wages will now not be a criminal offence and penalties in case of non- compliance 

have been reduced. The government wants to provide a “facilitative” rather than a regulatory and 

punitive environment for the owners, with “facilitators-cum-inspectors” replacing the “inspectors” who 

used to ensure implementation of various labour laws to aid employees. 

Finally, the code on industrial relations too is replete with restrictions, on forming or registering unions, 

calling a strike (which would entail prior permissions and notices) and seeking legal redressal for 

workers. 

To sum it up, it won’t be a fallacy to assert that the proposed laws, as they stand, resemble ‘employer 

codes’ rather than ‘labour laws 

11. What is the say of author for the Centre’s proposal to replace 44 labour laws with four codes? 

a) The author is supportive of the government’s proposal. 

b) The author is critical of the government’s proposal. 

c) The author is very satisfied with the new code proposed by the government. 
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d) The author thinks that such proposals are very innovative and can help change the earlier 

draconian laws. 

12. The Ministry of Labour’s proposal to fix the national minimum floor wage at 1178, without any 

defined criteria or method of estimation is a step that is- 

a) It is very supportive of the poor labourers and their overall development. 

b) This step will help individual States to attract capital and investments while keeping the 

labourers severely affected. 

c) This will help over 95% of the workforce employed in informal units and small enterprises. 

d) This is better than the 1375 which the ministry’s own committee recommended as the minimum. 

13. As per the author the new system of bringing in “facilitators-cum-inspectors” in place of 

“inspectors” of labour laws is a benefitting step towards- 

a) Employers/owners 

b) Employees 

c) Labourers 

d) All of the above 

14. Which statement gives a correct idea about the author being a staunch supporter of fundamental 

rights provided by Indian constitution? 

a) “Another concerning issue is that the four codes exclude over 95% of the workforce employed in 

informal units and small enterprises, who in fact are in greater need of legal safeguards.” 

b) “Distressed and vulnerable migrant labourers could be bonded to work through advance 

payments. This is akin to modern forms of slavery, also encountered in rural labour markets.” 

c) “The code on industrial relations too is replete with restrictions, on forming or registering unions, 

calling a strike (which would entail prior permissions and notices) and seeking legal redressal for 

workers.” 

d) All of the above. 

15. Which statement clearly shows that the proposed law in the passage is more of an employer’s code 

than of labour laws? 

a) There is no clarity on who constitutes an ‘employer’, an ‘employee’ or an ‘enterprise’, giving the 

owner greater discretion to interpret the provisions while making it more difficult for the worker to 

draw any benefits from them. 

b) “The wage code also brings back the draconian provision of recoverable advances”. 

c) “The  four  codes  exclude  over  95O/o  of  the  workforce  employed  in  informal  units  and  

small enterprises, who in fact are in greater need of legal safeguards”. 

d) “The Ministry of Labour’s proposal to fix the national minimum floor wage at 1178, without any 

defined criteria or method of estimation 
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Directions for questions 16 to 19: Read the following passage and answer the questions 

It was first encouraged as a voluntary contribution by business; six years ago it evolved into a co-

option of the corporate sector to promote inclusiveness in society and now, corporate social 

responsibility or CSR has become an imposition on India Inc. Key amendments to the relevant sections 

of the Companies Act in the last session of Parliament have now made non-compliance with CSR norms 

a jailable offence for key officers of the company, apart from hefty fines up to 125 lakh on the 

company and t5 lakh on the officer in default. On the specific issue of penalties, a committee has 

proposed that non-compliance be de-criminalised and made a civil offence. “CSR is a means to partner 

corporates for social development and such penal provisions are not in harmony with the spirit of 

CSR,” the committee’s report says arid rightly so. CSR should not be treated as another tax on 

businesses. 

Every company with a net worth of t500 crore or turnover of 11,000 crore or net profit of t5 crore 

should spend 2% of the average profits it made over the previous three years on social development. 

The experience since this provision was operationalised in 2013 has been mixed. Filings with the 

Ministry of Corporate Affairs show that in 2017-18, only a little over half of those liable to spend on 

CSR have filed reports on their activity to the government. The other half either did not comply or 

simply failed to file. The average CSR spend by private companies was just 195 lakh compared to t9.40 

crore for public sector units. These are early days yet, and compliance will improve as corporates 

imbibe CSR culture fully. The committee’s suggestion to offer a tax break for expenses on CSR makes 

sense as it may inceritivise companies to spend. It has also recommended that unspent CSR funds be 

transferred to an escrow account within 30 days of the end of the financial year. It should be 

recognised that CSR is not the main business of a company and in these challenging times they would 

rightly be focusing their energies on the business rather than on social spending. The government 

should be careful to not micromanage arid tie down businesses with rules and regulations that impose 

a heavy compliance burden. Else it might end up with the opposite of what it intends — to rope in the 

corporates as citizens to promote social inclusion. 

 

16. What is CSR according to the author? 

a) CSR is currently treated as another tax on business. 

b) CSR is just a voluntary contribution by a business. 

c) CSR is a way to collect funds from a business by way of fines and penalties such as Rs. 25 lakhs 

for corporates and Rs. 5 lakhs for enforcement officers’ non-compliance. 

d) CSR is not the main business of a company and in these challenging times they would rightly be 

focusing their energies on the business rather than on social spending 

17. According to the author, the latest amendment of Companies Act regarding CSR is- 

a) A welcoming step that is the need of the hour for promoting social inclusion by corporates. 

b) A much-dreaded step that will affect the economy and society severely. 
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c) It brings a disharmony and chaotic situation in the corporates for non- compliance with the CSR 

norms which is not right because it would affect the main business of these corporates. 

d) It is a right thing done by the parliament to make non- compliance of CSR a jailable offence for 

key officers of the company, apart from hefty fines up to 125 lakhs on the company and 15 lakhs 

on the officer in default. 

18. There are 3 companies- company A is having a net worth of 400 crores and making a net profit of 

10 crores. Company B is having a turnover of rs.1100 crores. Company net worth of 600 crores but 

making a net profit of 4 crores. Which company is liable as per norms mentioned in the passage? 

a) Company A and B only. 

b) Company B only. 

c) Company C only. 

d) All companies A, B and C. 

19. Why does nearly half of companies failed to file their Companies failed to file their spending to the 

government in the year 2017-18 as quoted by the author?  

a) CSR becomes a burden on many companies especially private as they have to pay tax on the 

expenses on CSR and they are not used  to CSR culture fully.  

b) The private companies depend on public sector or companies on CSR and do not like to take its 

responsibility.  

c) CSR is not the main job of comp 

d) None of the above. 

Directions for questions 20 to 24: Read the following passage and answer the questions 

A Marine Fisheries Regulation and Management (MFRM) Bill 2019 is in the public domain for discussion. 

Comprehending the Bill’s rationale requires understanding the United Nations Convention on the Law of 

the Sea (UNCLOS) 1982 and the World Trade Organisation (WTO) agreements under which India has 

obligations to frame laws. The MFRM Bill 2019 is one such piece of legislation. 

Since fisheries is a state subject, fishing in the Internal Waters (IW) and Territorial sea (TS) come 

within the purview of the states concerned. Other activities in the TS and activities, including fishing 

beyond the TS up to the limit of the Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ), are in the Union list. No Central 

government, so far, has framed laws covering the entire EEZ. The Bill attempts to make up for this. 

The annual fishery potential of the country’s EEZ is about 5 million tonnes. 

The Bill is also a response to discussions on fisheries’ subsidies at the WTO since the Doha Round of 

2001. India has been defending the rights of developing nations for special arid differential treatment. 

Developed countries contend that nations without laws to manage fisheries in their respective EEZs are 

not serious about unregulated fishing. The MFRM Bill is India’s response to such sentiments. 

The Bill prohibits fishing by foreign fishing vessels, thus nationalising our EEZ. An Indian fishing vessel 

desirous of fishing in the EEZ, outside the TS, must obtain a permit. This requirement has been 

contested by the fishing industry — particularly small-scale operators. 
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There is a faulty assumption in the Bill that only large-scale vessels fish outside the TS. Actually, 

thousands of small-scale fishing crafts regularly venture into such areas. Their freedom to access fish 

outside the TS will cease if the Bill becomes law. A few exemption clauses to safeguard their livelihoods 

should be incorporated in the Bill. 

Bigger vessels, particularly trawlers, registered and licenced under state departments, will need a 

permit to fish. This is a welcome measure to manage the fishing sector. 

It proposes social security for fish workers and calls for protection of life at sea during severe weather 

events. State governments, fisher associations and the fishing industry representatives should not 

blindly oppose the entire Bill on the basis of their fears of the fishing permit. They should argue for 

greater “cooperative federalism”. 

Fish cannot be bound by territoriality diktats of the Centre or states. Cooperative governance between 

them over different territories (IW, TS and EEZ) is key to the sustainable management of marine 

fisheries, which should now ideally go into the Concurrent List. Small-scale fish workers should demand 

making the entire IW and TS completely free of trawling using the FAO/UN Small-Scale Fisheries 

Guidelines to support their arguments. This will raise their incomes, ensure a steady supply to 

consumers, heal the coastal areas and curb the bane of destructive fishing. 

20. India is a sovereign country. It may or may not frame laws for regulating marine fisheries Is the 

above statement correct with respect to the passage? 

a) Yes, India is free to make or not make any laws. 

b) Yes, India does not need permission from other sources 

c) No, India is bound by UNCLOS & WTO agreements which it has signed and therefore bound by it 

to make laws. 

d) No, India is still a developing county, and is not free to make laws for international waters 

21. Which statement from the passage shows that India is serious about unregulated fishing? 

a) “Other activities in the TS and activities, including fishing beyond the TS up to the limit of the 

Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ), are in the Union list” 

b) “India has been defending the rights of developing nations for special and differential treatment” 

c) “The MFRM Bill is India’s response to such sentiments.” 

d) None of the above 

22. Is there a provision for foreign fishing vessel to get a permit to fishing in EEZ of India? As per the 

passage 

a) Yes, India is always open to permit foreign fishing vessel 

b) No, no one can do fishing in EEZ of India 

c) No, India only permit Indian fishing vessel 

d) Yes, but excluding Pakistan 

23. As per the passage who all do fishing outside the territorial sea, in the EEZ 
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a) Only large-scale vessels 

b) Only foreign fishing vessels 

c) Both large scale and small scale 

d) Data inadequate 

24. Concurrent list is a list from which both state and centre can make laws from subjects present 

inside it. Why has author referred to concurrent list in the passage? 

a) To benefit the large-scale vessel and economy 

b) To make sure international guidelines are followed 

c) To make way for cooperative governance and sustainable management of marine fisheries 

d) None of the above 
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