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LEGAL REASONING QUIZ - IV 

 

Q.1 PRINCIPLE: When, at the desire of the promisor, the promisee or any other person has done or 

abstained from doing, or does or abstains from doing, or promises to do or to abstain from doing, 

something, such act or abstinence or promise is called a consideration for the promise. 

EXPLANATION: A promise founded on motive of generosity, prudence and natural duty is a 

promise without consideration. Facts: Abhishek was chased by a group of thugs near the police 

station. The inspector, Mr. Navedia happened to be Abhishek’s neighbour. went to Mr. Navedia’s 
house later in the evening and narrated his misery. He requested Mr. Navedia to look into the 

matter and said he would help him in the investigation. Mr. Navedia promised to nab the culprits 

at the earliest and make the area more secure. 

A. The promise between Abhishek and Mr. Navedia is a promise with consideration 

B. The promise between Abhishek and Mr. Navedia is a promise without consideration 

C. The promise between Abhishek and Mr. Navedia is a contract 

D. It cannot be determined from the facts given 

 

Q.2 PRINCIPLE: A damage or injury though caused by a tortious act of the defendant will not 

qualify for award of damages if it is too remote.  

FACTS: Abhiroop was boiling milk in his apartment; since he was very tired, he fell asleep 

without realizing that the stove was still on. Sometime later, the fire alarm got triggered off in the 

building. As the people residing in the building rushed out panicking, Brijesh's dog (which had 

fractured his leg a few days before and could not run), got badly hurt in the stampede. Can Brijesh 

sue Abhiroop for the injury to his dog? 

A. Yes, it was Abhiroop's negligence which was directly responsible for the injury to 

Brijesh's dog. 

B. No, Abhiroop had a duty of care only towards Brijesh and not towards Brijesh's dog. 

C. No, the injury to Brijesh’s dog was too remote a consequence of Abhiroop’s act. 
D. None of the above. 

 

Q.3 PRINCIPLES:  

(I) Any gesture calculated to excite in the party threatened a reasonable apprehension that 

the party threatening intends immediately to offer violence constitutes an assault; there 

must, in all cases, be the means of carrying the threat into effect.  

(II) A battery is the intentional and direct application of any physical force to the person of 

another.  

FACTS: B entered A‟s room while A was asleep. B moved stealthily towards A with an iron 
rod in hand and struck A on the head. On feeling the blow, A woke up and cried out in pain. 

Which of the following statements is true of the above situtations? 

A. There was only assault 

B. There was only battery 

C. There was both assault and battery 

D. There was neither assault nor battery 
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Q.4 PRINCIPLE: A master is vicariously liable for the acts of his servants acting in the course of 

employment.  

FACTS: Harjas is Akash's driver. Akash told Harjas to take his car to the servicing station. After 

getting the car serviced, Harjas took his girlfriend for a long drive in the car till 5:30 in the 

morning, without telling Akash; Harjas drove recklessly and rammed the car into Mandal's 

scooter. Mandal suffered injury and claims damages. Advise Mandal. 

A. Mandal can claim damages from Akash on the principle of vicarious liability. 

B. Mandal cannot claim damages from Akash because Harjas was not acting in the course of 

employment. 

C. Mandal cannot claim damages from Akash because there is no master-servant relationship 

that exists between Harjas & Akash. 

D. None of the above 

 

Q.5 PRINCIPLE: If a contract is entered into fraudulently or through wilful misrepresentation, the 

contract is voidable at the option of the innocent party to the contract.  

FACTS: A contracts to sell his holiday house to B. A enters into the contract unaware that his 

house, which was situated close to the beach, had been wiped out in the tsunami a few months 

before the entering into contract between A & B. When B discovers that the house that A 

purported to sell is non-existent, he sues A in court claiming that the contract is voidable. Decide 

the status of the contract. 

A. The contract is voidable because A purported to sell a non-existent property to B. 

B. The contract is valid because it was entered into with mutual consent. 

C. The agreement is not voidable because of mistake as to the subject—matter of the contract 

on the part of A. 

D. None of the above 

 

Q.6 PRINCIPLE: By virtue of s. 330 of the Indian Penal Code [IPC], if a person voluntarily causes 

hurt for the purpose of extorting confession from the sufferer or any information which may lead 

to the detection of an offence, he shall be punishable with imprisonment of either description for a 

term which may extend to seven years and shall also be liable to fine. 

FACTS: While investigating a theft case, Rachit (a police officer), tortures a suspect Lodu to 

induce him to point out where certain stolen property is deposited. Decide whether Rachit is 

guilty. 

A. Rachit is not guilty as he was merely performing his duty of investigation. 

B. Rachit is not guilty as Lodu was indeed the thief. 

C. Rachit is guilty since he tortured Lodu to find out about the stolen goods. 

D. None of the above. 

 

Q.7 PRINCIPLE: Whoever wrongfully restrains any person in such a manner as to prevent that 

person from proceedings beyond certain circumscribing limits, is said “wrongfully to confine” that 
person.  
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FACTS: A was invited to a party at her friend’s place. However, her mother refused to give her 

permission to attend the party as it was being held very late at night. A however kept arguing with 

her mother, and told her that she would go anyway. Concerned about her daughter’s safety, A’s 
mother locked A in her room. Can A sue her mother for wrongfully confining her? 

A. No, A’s mother had not wrongfully confined her. She was concerned about her daughter’s 
safety. 

B. No, being a mother, A’s mother has every right to do as she pleases with her daughter. 
C. Yes, A has freedom to make her own choices and not even her mother should interfere 

with that freedom. 

D. Yes, A’s mother had wrongfully confined her to prevent her from going to her friend’s 
party. 

 

PRINCIPLES FOR Q.8-10:  

(I) The State shall not discriminate, either directly or indirectly, on the grounds of 

sex, race, religion, caste, creed, sexual orientation, marital status, disability, 

pregnancy, place of birth, gender orientation or any other status.  

(II) Direct discrimination occurs when for a reason related to one or more 

prohibited grounds a person or group of persons is treated less favourably than 

another person or another group of persons in a comparable situation. 

(III) Indirect discrimination occurs when a provision, criterion or practice which is 

neutral on the fact of it would have the effect of putting persons having a status 

or a characteristic associate with one or more prohibited grounds at a particular 

disadvantage compared with other persons. Principle D: Discrimination shall be 

justified when such discrimination is absolutely necessary in order to promote 

the well-being of disadvantaged groups, such as women, dalits, religions 

minorities, sexual minorities or disabled persons. 

FACTS: On 2nd October 2010, the Governor of the state of Bihar ordered the release of all women 

prisoners who were serving sentence of less than one year imprisonment to mark the occasion of 

Mahatma Gandhi’s birthday.  
 

Q.8 Which one of the following is correct with respect to the Governor's order? 

A. It discriminates directly on the ground of sex. 

B. It discriminates indirectly on the ground of sex. 

C. It does not discriminate on the ground of sex. 

D. It discriminates directly as well as indirectly on the ground of sex. 

 

Q.9 Is the governor’s order justified under Principle (IV)? 

A. Yes, because it is for the well-being of women prisoners. 

B. No, because it is not absolutely necessary for the well-being of women prisoners. 

C. No, because it does not promote the well-being of women prisoners of the society. 

D. None of the above 
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Q.10 Assume that the Governor also made a second order requiring the release of all persons 

under the age of 25 and over the age of 65 who were serving a sentence of less than one year’s 
imprisonment. Under the principles, this order is: 

A. Directly discriminatory 

B. Indirectly discriminatory 

C. Not discriminatory 

D. Discriminatory, but justifiable. 
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