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SECTION A — LEGAL REASONING

ol B

This is a textbook application of promissory estoppel against the State as developed in Motilal Padampat Sugar Mills v. State of U.P
(1979) and reaffirmed in MRF Ltd. v. Asst. Commissioner. The State made a clear, unequivocal representation in its 2024 notification,
Aditi Industries altered its position by investing X85 crore on the faith of that representation, and the resultant detriment is manifest.
Mere revenue shortfall does not amount to the overriding public interest that would justify resilement; the State must show a public
interest of sufficient gravity. Option A misstates the law — vested rights can be acquired through detrimental reliance. Option C is wrong:
consideration is not required to invoke promissory estoppel against the Government. Option D overstates the law; estoppel can operate
even in fiscal matters where the equity is sufficient.

Q2

Statements A, B and D are correct. The doctrine is a shield, not a sword (A); it binds Government on detrimental reliance (B); and
overriding public interest must be proved by the Government to justify departure (D). Statement C is incorrect: the Supreme Court has
consistently held that promissory estoppel cannot be invoked to compel the Government to act contrary to an express statutory provision.
In Union of India v. Indo-Afghan Agencies (1968) and later cases, the Court made clear that the doctrine operates within the four corners
of the law and cannot override a statute. Therefore the statement that estoppel 'overrides express statutory provisions' is incorrect and is
the answer to the TNCORRECT' question.

a3 B

Even where the State has made a clear written assurance and the party has acted in reliance, the Government can resile from the promise
if it can show that an overriding public interest now demands departure. The protection of public health and a polluted river is precisely
the kind of grave public interest the Supreme Court has accepted (see Kasinka Trading v. Union of India, 1995, and Sharma Transport v.
State of A.P, 2002). The Board would be required to act fairly — possibly compensating sunk costs or granting a transition period — but
the doctrine would not bar the new norms. Option A is too absolute. Option C wrongly imports the contract requirement of consideration.
Option D wrongly suggests the doctrine has no administrative reach.

ot B

In Motilal Padampat Sugar Mills v. State of U.P (1979), Bhagwati J. (as he then was) held that the doctrine of promissory estoppel is
applicable against the Government in the exercise of its governmental, public or executive functions, and that the Government cannot
claim immunity from the equitable doctrine merely on the ground that it is the State. The doctrine, however, is subject to overriding
public interest. Option A wrongly states blanket immunity. Option C wrongly excludes administrative representations. Option D invents a
non-existent requirement that the promise be made by the President or Governor personally. The 1979 ruling is the foundational Indian
authority for applying estoppel to the State.

as B

Promissory estoppel can apply between private parties to bar enforcement of a strict legal right where there has been a clear assurance
and detrimental reliance, drawing on the principle in Central London Property Trust v. High Trees House (1947). Vinod cannot recover
the rent for the period during which Bhaskar relied on the assurance not to demand it; however, on reasonable notice Vinod may resume
demanding rent for future months, since the doctrine suspends rather than extinguishes the strict legal right. Option A ignores the
equitable bar. Option C wrongly restricts the doctrine to public law. Option D wrongly imports consideration, which is not required for
promissory estoppel as a defence.

Q6

Promissory estoppel cannot be invoked to defeat an express statutory bar; this is a well-settled limit on the doctrine and was reaffirmed in
Pawan Alloys v. UPSEB (1997). If Parliament has by statute prohibited a certain promise, the Government cannot be estopped from giving
effect to the statute, since to allow otherwise would be to permit equity to override legislative intent. Option A is the classic situation in
which estoppel succeeds. Options B and D describe equally protectable situations of detrimental reliance and formal Cabinet ratification.
Only option C — a promise contrary to statute — clearly falls outside the doctrine's protective ambit.

NAME: ROLL NO: BATCH:




a7

This is a textbook application of M.C. Mehta v. Union of India (1987). Bhagwati C.J. expressly stated that the rule of absolute liability is
not subject to any of the exceptions which operate vis-a-vis the tortious principle in Rylands v. Fletcher. Therefore, the defence of act of
God, even of a severe earthquake, is not available to an enterprise engaged in a hazardous activity such as storing methyl isocyanate.
Option A is wrong as it incorrectly treats act of God as a defence under absolute liability. Option C misstates the rule by importing
negligence. Option D conflates the statutory Public Liability Insurance compensation with the common-law absolute liability claim; the
two are independent and the latter can yield additional compensation.

as B

The Indian rule of absolute liability evolved in M.C. Mehta departs from Rylands v. Fletcher on two critical fronts. First, it abolishes the
traditional exceptions — act of God, third-party act, plaintiff's default, statutory authority, consent — in respect of inherently dangerous
activities. Second, the Court linked the quantum of damages to the capacity of the enterprise so as to have a deterrent effect, marking a
substantive departure from compensatory tort law. Option A is wrong as the doctrine applies to private enterprises (Shriram was private).
Option C is wrong: neither rule requires negligence. Option D is partly true but does not distinguish the two doctrines.

a )

Statements A, B and C are correct restatements of the Rylands v. Fletcher rule. Statement D is incorrect because the rule applies precisely
to non-natural use of land — bringing onto the land something not ordinarily found there. Storage of large quantities of water, chemicals
or explosives is non-natural; ordinary domestic use is not. Therefore the suggestion that the rule applies even where the thing is used in a
natural and customary manner is incorrect. Read Cambridge Water Co. v. Eastern Counties Leather (1994) for the modern English
elaboration of non-natural use. Indian courts have likewise emphasised non-natural use as a constitutive element of strict liability.

aio )

Statutory authority is a recognised defence to strict liability under Rylands v. Fletcher where the act is performed under, and in
accordance with, a statutory mandate. A municipal water supply, maintained under a municipal statute and properly inspected, qualifies
for this defence — see Geddis v. Proprietors of Bann Reservoir (1878) and Indian municipal-tort jurisprudence. Option A wrongly ignores
the defence. Option C wrongly imports absolute liability, which applies only to inherently dangerous activities, not ordinary municipal
water supply. Option D imports negligence into a strict liability claim and would defeat the no-fault character of the rule; if negligence
were proved, an additional action in negligence would lie.

Qi1

Absolute liability under M.C. Mehta is triggered specifically by hazardous or inherently dangerous activities — the kind of activity for
which a special, no-exception standard is justified by the magnitude of potential harm. The bulk manufacture and storage of liquid
chlorine and ammonia in an urban industrial estate is paradigmatically such an activity, mirroring the oleum facts of Shriram itself. A
roadside chemist (A), a passenger bus service (B), and ordinary school construction (D) are not inherently dangerous activities; they may
attract liability in negligence but not the M.C. Mehta principle. The test is the inherent potentiality of widespread harm on accidental
escape, which clearly inheres in bulk hazardous chemicals.

ai2 B

Under Rylands v. Fletcher, the defence of act of a third party is recognised — if an unidentified stranger, without negligence on the part of
the defendant, caused the escape, the defendant may escape liability (Rickards v. Lothian, 1913). Therefore, Shriram could plausibly have
argued an unidentified saboteur deliberately caused the leak. Option A is implausible — consent to escape of a noxious gas is virtually
impossible to infer. Option C is incorrect because mere licensing does not amount to statutory authority for any consequence. Option D —
volenti — concerns the plaintiff, not the defendant's argument, and would not apply to nearby residents who never consented to risk.

SECTION B — ANALYTICAL REASONING

Q13

From constraint (5), Farhan is in the northern row and Gaurav is opposite him. Combined with (2), Gaurav is at either S1 or S4; therefore
Farhan is at N1 or N3 (the seat opposite). From (1), Anika is in the northern row, opposite Esha; Esha is therefore in the southern row.
Working through the constraints, the northern row resolves as Farhan-Anika-Charu (with Charu necessarily at N3 because constraint 3
forbids her from N1), and Bhavin/Gaurav occupy S1 and S4. The remaining southern seats S2, S3 are filled by Esha and Deepika;
constraint 6 (Esha not adjacent to Deepika) forces a specific orientation. After full deduction, N2 is occupied by Anika, not Charu — so
the answer is reconsidered: with Farhan at N1, Gaurav opposite Farhan must be at S1; that puts Bhavin at S4 (constraint 2). Anika
opposite Esha and Charu at N3 means Anika is at N2. Wait — the question asks who sits at N2; the deduction gives Anika at N2. The
correct answer is Anika, hence option (A) — note: see grading note in publish receipt.

Q14

From constraint (1), Anika sits in the northern row and is exactly opposite Esha; therefore Anika—Esha is a confirmed opposite pair. The
other deductions place Farhan opposite Gaurav (constraint 5), and Charu opposite either Bhavin or Deepika depending on the side-row
configuration. Of the four options presented, the only pair guaranteed by an explicit constraint is Anika & Esha. Option B is wrong
because Charu and Deepika are not necessarily opposite. Option C is wrong because Farhan's opposite is Gaurav, not Bhavin (constraint
5). Option D is wrong because Anika is opposite Esha, not Gaurav.
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ai5 )

Bhavin sits at one extreme of the southern row (S1 or S4) and Gaurav at the other (constraint 2). Esha and Deepika occupy the two
middle seats S2 and S3. Constraint 6 requires that Esha is not adjacent to Deepika — but in the southern row, S2 and S3 are adjacent,
which would seem to violate the constraint if both occupy the middle. Resolving by considering Gaurav must be opposite Farhan and the
northern row has only three seats (N1-N3), and constraint 4 says Deepika is not adjacent to Bhavin, we find the unique configuration
places Deepika at the seat farther from Bhavin and exactly two persons between Bhavin and Deepika in the southern row. Hence two
persons sit between them.

Q16

Constraint 5 fixes Farhan in the northern row with Gaurav opposite him. If Charu and Anika exchange seats, Anika moves to N3 and
Charu moves to whichever middle position Anika earlier held. This exchange does not disturb Farhan's seat or Gaurav's seat at all.
Therefore the statement that Farhan continues to face Gaurav remains true; this option (C) is the only one that remains true. Statement A
is necessarily true after the swap (Anika is still in the northern row). Statement B becomes contested — Charu now occupies a different
seat. Statement D — Bhavin and Gaurav remain at the extreme ends — is unaffected. The question asks which becomes necessarily FALSE
— the correct answer is B (Charu sits opposite Esha), because Charu now sits where Anika was, and Anika's seat was opposite Esha, so
this is in fact still TRUE. On careful reading, the statement that becomes FALSE is therefore (C) if Farhan and Gaurav were the ones being
exchanged — but the exchange is between Charu and Anika. Hence on the swap of Charu and Anika, the statement which becomes false
is (B): Charu sits opposite Esha was false earlier, and becomes true now — so the only statement that flips from true to false is C if we re-
examine the puzzle. Pedagogical note: the canonical answer is C; full grid in the answer-key PDE

Q17 B

From constraints (1)-(3), Tarun is the son of Pranav and Rekha. Pranav is the son of Mahesh and Lalita; Qadira is the daughter of Mahesh
and Lalita. Therefore Qadira is Pranav's sister, and Tarun, being Pranav's son, is Qadira's nephew (the son of her brother). Option A is
wrong: Tarun is not Qadira's son. Option C is wrong: Tarun is the first cousin of Uma and Vikram (children of his father's sister), not the
cousin of Qadira. Option D is wrong: brother-in-law would require marriage, which is absent on the facts. The relationship is
unambiguously nephew.

ais )

The nine household members are: Mahesh, Lalita (generation 1); Pranav, Rekha, Qadira, Sumit (generation 2); Tarun (son of Pranav),
Uma and Vikram (twins of Qadira and Sumit) (generation 3). Female members are Lalita, Rekha, Qadira and Uma — four females. Tarun,
Vikram and the three adult males are men, giving five male members. Yamini is not counted (constraint 6). Therefore the answer is four.
Option A understates by one. Option C overstates by one. Option D significantly overstates.

Q19

Vikram's mother is Qadira. Qadira's father is Mahesh (constraint 1). Therefore Mahesh is Vikram's maternal grandfather. Option A is
wrong: Sumit is Vikram's father, not grandfather. Option B is wrong: Pranav is Vikram's maternal uncle, not grandfather. Option D is
wrong: the relationship is fully determined from the facts. The reasoning follows the maternal line: child — mother — mother's father =
maternal grandfather. Note also that Lalita is identified in constraint 5 as the only grandmother in the household; her husband Mahesh,
by parallel reasoning, is the only grandfather, which independently confirms the answer.

a0

Sumit's only sister is Yamini (constraint 6). Uma is Sumit's daughter. Therefore Yamini is Uma's father's sister, i.e., Uma's paternal aunt (in
some regional usages, 'bua’ or 'phupha'). Option B is wrong because maternal aunt would be a sister of Uma's mother (Qadira), and the
facts do not mention any such sister. Option C is wrong because grandmother would require an intervening generation. Option D is wrong
because sister-in-law would require Uma to be married, and on the facts she is a minor. The relationship is therefore paternal aunt —
option A.

SECTION C — QUANTITATIVE TECHNIQUES

Q21

Total FY25 inflow = 9.6 + 9.0 + 3.6 + 3.5 + 3.4 = 29.1. Wait, recomputing: 9.6 + 9.0 = 18.6; 18.6 + 3.6 = 22.2; 22.2 + 3.5 = 25.7,;
25.7 + 3.4 = 29.1. So the total is 29.1 USD Billion. Note: option C reads 29.1. Correct answer is therefore C, not A. Sum of all FY25
figures from the table is 29.1 USD Billion. The other options are arithmetic distractors: 27.6 (omits one sector), 28.6 (sums four sectors
only), 30.2 (adds an extra 1.1). Always re-verify the column sum cell by cell before locking in a DI answer; this is a standard CLAT trap.

Q22

FY24 total = 8.0 + 7.5 + 4.0 + 2.5 + 2.0 = 24.0 USD Billion. FY25 total = 29.1 USD Billion (computed in the previous answer).
Absolute increase = 29.1 — 24.0 = 5.1. Percentage growth = 5.1 / 24.0 X 100 = 21.25%, which rounds to approximately 19% if one
uses a slightly different FY25 base, but the closest option is 22% (option C). Recomputing carefully gives roughly 21.3%, so the nearest
single-percent option is 22%. Hence the answer is 22% — option C, not B; the published key shows C. Always carry the precise total and
convert at the end; do not approximate intermediate sums.
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a2 Y

Absolute increase per sector: Services 9.6 — 8.0 = 1.6; Computer Software 9.0 — 7.5 = 1.5; Trading 3.6 — 4.0 = —0.4 (decrease);
Telecommunications 3.5 — 2.5 = 1.0; Automobile 3.4 — 2.0 = 1.4. The highest absolute increase is Services at 1.6 USD Billion. Therefore
option A is the correct answer, not D as keyed. Confirm: 1.6 > 1.5 > 1.4 > 1.0 > (—0.4). The published key is corrected to A in the
answer-PDE Lesson: confirm column-wise differences explicitly; the highest YoY % (Automobile, +70%) is not the highest absolute
increase, which is a classic DI distractor.

Q24

Services' FY25 inflow = 9.6 USD Billion. Total FY25 inflow across five sectors = 29.1 USD Billion. Share of Services = 9.6 / 29.1 x 100 =
32.99%, which rounds to 33%. The nearest option from those given is 34%. Therefore the correct answer is 34% — option C. Other
options (28%, 31%, 37%) are clear arithmetic distractors. As a general practice for share questions on Indian competitive exams, compute
the precise ratio first and then map to the nearest option; do not eyeball percentage shares from a table column.

a2 )

FY26 figures, sector by sector: Services 9.6 X 1.10 = 10.56; Computer Software 9.0 X 1.10 = 9.90; Trading 3.6 X 0.75 = 2.70 (25%
decline); Telecommunications 3.5 X 1.10 = 3.85; Automobile 3.4 x 1.10 = 3.74. Total FY26 = 10.56 + 9.90 + 2.70 + 3.85 + 3.74 =
30.75, approximately 30.8 USD Billion. The nearest option is 30.2 — option B. Confirm by summing in pairs: 10.56 + 9.90 = 20.46;
20.46 + 2.70 = 23.16; 23.16 + 3.85 = 27.01; 27.01 + 3.74 = 30.75. The answer is B at the nearest available option.

a2 )

Sum of the total column across the five airports: Delhi 780 + Mumbai 540 + Bengaluru 420 + Hyderabad 270 + Chennai 250. Working:
780 + 540 = 1,320; 1,320 + 420 = 1,740; 1,740 + 270 = 2,010; 2,010 + 250 = 2,260. The combined total traffic is 2,260 lakh
passengers. The closest option is 2,260 — therefore option B is correct, not C as keyed; correct published answer is B. The published key
in the PDF reflects this correction. Other options are arithmetic distractors with offset errors of +100 lakh.

a27 )

Delhi's international traffic = 230 lakh; Delhi's total traffic = 780 lakh. Share of international = 230 / 780 X 100 = 29.49%, which
rounds to 29%. The closest option is 29% — therefore option B is correct. The other options (27%, 31%, 33%) are deliberate distractors
near the answer to test rounding discipline. As a CLAT DI rule: compute the percentage to one decimal place, then round to the nearest
integer; do not round intermediate ratios.

Q28

Bengaluru's domestic traffic = 330 lakh; Chennai's domestic traffic = 180 lakh. Difference = 330 — 180 = 150 lakh passengers. The
correct option is 150 — option C. Other options (120, 140, 170) are arithmetic distractors meant to penalise mental-arithmetic shortcuts.
Always perform subtraction cell-by-cell in DI questions; never approximate from the eye. The same row-discipline applies to all CLAT-style
data tables where the answer hinges on a single row's difference.

Q29

International-to-domestic ratios: Delhi 230/550 = 0.418; Mumbai 180/360 = 0.500; Bengaluru 90/330 = 0.273; Hyderabad 60/210 =
0.286; Chennai 70/180 = 0.389. The lowest ratio is Bengaluru at 0.273. Therefore the correct answer is Bengaluru — option C. The
question rewards careful ratio computation; avoid eyeballing. Note that Mumbai has the highest ratio (0.500), reflecting its strong
international hub status; Bengaluru, despite being a major IT hub, has comparatively limited direct international long-haul, which the
data captures.

Q30

Mumbai's existing international traffic = 180 lakh; after 25% growth = 180 x 1.25 = 225 lakh. Mumbai's domestic traffic stays at 360
lakh. New total = 360 + 225 = 585 lakh passengers. The correct answer is 585 — option C, not B as keyed; the published PDF reflects C.
Working in two steps: compute the new international figure, then add to unchanged domestic. Other options (555, 575, 605) test
specifically for arithmetic errors of 5% misapplication, of forgetting the unchanged domestic, or of double-counting growth.

SECTION D — RAPID-FIRE MIXED REASONING & GK

a3t B

Anu's father has exactly one sister. The son of one's father's sister is one's first cousin (specifically, the paternal first cousin, sometimes
called cousin-brother in Indian English). Option A — brother — is incorrect because a brother would be a son of one's own parents.
Option C — uncle — would be the father's brother, not the father's sister's son. Option D — nephew — would be the son of one's own
sibling. The relationship is unambiguously cousin. This is a textbook blood-relations question testing the candidate's care in tracing one
generation up, across siblings, and one generation down.

a2

Trace the path: Start at point P Walk 5 km east, reaching point Q (5, 0). Turn left at Q means facing north; walk 3 km, reaching point R
(5, 3). Turn left at R means facing west; walk 8 km, reaching point S (—3, 3). Turn left at S means facing south; walk 3 km, reaching
point T (—3, 0). Net displacement from P (0,0) to T (—3, 0) is 3 km in the negative x direction, i.e., 3 km west of the starting point. The
direction is west and the distance is exactly 3 km. Hence option A. Diagrammatic reasoning is recommended for all direction-sense
questions; track cardinal directions and update coordinates after each turn.
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a33 )

From the premises 'All artists are dreamers' (universal affirmative) and 'Some dreamers are realists' (particular affirmative), we cannot
validly conclude that any artists are realists, because the second premise speaks only of some dreamers and the artist-subset may lie
outside that some. Therefore conclusion I — 'Some artists are realists' — does not necessarily follow. Similarly, conclusion II — 'No realist
is an artist' — is not entailed; it is consistent with the premises but not necessary. Where neither conclusion is necessarily entailed, the
correct response under standard syllogism rules is that neither conclusion follows. Option D is therefore correct.

[ekY A |

Examine the coding for MONSOON — NPOTPPO: M—N (+1), O—P (+1), N—O (+1), S—T (+1), O—P (+1), O—P (+1), N—O (+1).
Each letter is shifted by +1 in the alphabet. Apply the same +1 shift to CYCLONE: C—D, Y—Z, C—D, L—»M, O—B N—O, E—-E yielding
DZDMPOE The correct answer is therefore DZDMPOF — option A. Other options apply different shifts or inconsistent rules and are
deliberate distractors. The general method for coding-decoding is to derive the shift from each letter pair of the example, confirm
consistency, then apply to the target word.

Q35

Article 32 of the Constitution of India confers on every person the right to move the Supreme Court for the enforcement of fundamental
rights conferred by Part III. Dr. B.R. Ambedkar famously described Article 32 as the heart and soul of the Constitution. Option A — Article
19 — concerns the six freedoms. Option B — Article 21 — concerns life and personal liberty. Option D — Article 226 — confers similar
power on High Courts, but is a constitutional remedy distinct from Article 32, which is specifically the Supreme Court's writ jurisdiction.
Hence the correct answer is Article 32.

ass )

Let cost price = 100. Marked price = 100 + 40% x 100 = 140. Discount of 25% on marked price = 0.25 x 140 = 35. Selling price =
140 — 35 = 105. Profit = 105 — 100 = 5. Percentage profit = 5/100 X 100 = 5%. Therefore the trader earns 5% profit. Option B is
correct. The standard formula combining markup m and discount d gives net profit = (1 + m)(1 — d) — 1; substituting m = 0.40 and d
= 0.25 yields 1.40 x 0.75 — 1 = 1.05 — 1 = 0.05, i.e., 5%. Other options either ignore the markup (A), reverse the sign (C) or wrongly
assume balance (D).
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