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The Best Strategy for Critical Reasoning in CLAT:

A Complete Guide with Examples
If you've started prepping for CLAT (Common Law Admission Test), you've probably

already heard seniors and mentors say the same thing: "Logical Reasoning is the

section that makes or breaks your rank." And within Logical Reasoning, Critical

Reasoning questions are the ones that trip up even strong students — not because

they're conceptually hard, but because they're deceptively simple on the surface and

full of traps underneath.

This post breaks down a complete, practical strategy for cracking Critical Reasoning

in CLAT, with real example-style questions so you can see the approach in action, not

just read about it in theory.
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Why Critical Reasoning Deserves Special Attention
CLAT's Logical Reasoning section typically carries around 22-28 questions out of

120, and a significant chunk of these are passage-based critical reasoning items —

arguments, inferences, assumptions, and conclusions built around short paragraphs.

Unlike verbal reasoning puzzles (syllogisms, blood relations, coding-decoding) which

follow fixed patterns you can drill mechanically, critical reasoning tests something

harder to fake: your ability to read an argument the way a lawyer would — spotting

gaps, assumptions, and flawed logic in real time.

This is deliberate. CLAT is a law entrance exam, and legal reasoning is essentially

critical reasoning applied to statutes and precedents. Examiners want to see

whether you can separate what an argument actually says from what it merely

implies, assumes, or fails to prove. Once you understand this design intent, the

section stops feeling random and starts feeling learnable.

The Core Mistake Most Students Make
Most students approach critical reasoning passages the way they approach reading

comprehension — read the paragraph, form a general impression, then look at the

options and pick whichever "sounds right" or "sounds true in real life."

This is the single biggest reason students lose marks here. Critical reasoning is NOT

about whether a statement is true in the real world. It's about whether a statement

follows logically from the specific argument given in the passage — nothing more,

nothing less.

Example:

Passage: "Every year, the number of electric vehicles sold in City X has doubled.

Therefore, within five years, half of all vehicles in City X will be electric."

Even though it sounds statistically plausible, a good critical reasoning student

immediately spots multiple gaps:

Doubling sales each year doesn't tell us anything about the total stock of vehicles

already on the road.

It assumes no vehicles are ever scrapped or that the base is large enough for

doubling sales to matter.

It assumes the trend of doubling will continue unchanged for five years.
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None of this requires outside knowledge about electric vehicles. It requires only

careful reading of what the argument claims versus what it can actually support.

That's the entire skill.

Step 1: Learn to Classify the Question Before You Answer

It
The first strategic move — before you even fully analyze the passage — is to identify

what type of question you're being asked. CLAT critical reasoning questions

generally fall into five buckets:

1. Assumption questions – "Which of the following is an assumption underlying the

argument?"

2. Strengthen/Weaken questions – "Which option, if true, would most

strengthen/weaken the argument?"

3. Inference/Conclusion questions – "Which of the following can be validly

concluded?"

4. Flaw identification questions – "What is the flaw in the above reasoning?"

5. Course of action/Application questions – "Which of the following would be the

most appropriate action based on the passage?"

Each type has a completely different correct-answer logic. Treating them all the

same is where most marks are lost. A statement that would be a great

"strengthener" is often wrong for an "assumption" question, and vice versa. So step

one, always: read the question stem before deeply analyzing the passage, and label

it mentally — "this is an assumption question" or "this is a weaken question."

Step 2: Break the Argument Into Premise + Conclusion
Every critical reasoning passage, however wordy, boils down to:

Premise(s): the evidence or facts given.

Conclusion: the claim the author wants you to accept based on that evidence.

Train yourself to physically (mentally, or on rough sheet during practice) separate

these two. The gap between the premise and the conclusion is where the
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"assumption" lives — and that gap is exactly what most CLAT critical reasoning

questions are testing.

Example:

Passage: "A recent study found that students who slept for at least 8 hours scored

higher on exams than those who slept less. Schools should therefore delay their

start times to allow students more sleep."

Premise: More sleep correlates with higher scores.

Conclusion: Schools should delay start times.

Hidden assumption: Delaying start times will actually cause students to sleep

more (rather than students simply going to bed later and sleeping the same

amount). Also assumes the correlation is causal, not merely coincidental (e.g.,

that better-disciplined students both sleep more AND study more effectively).

If a question asks you to "weaken" this argument, the strongest answer will attack

that gap — for instance, "A trial delaying school start times found no change in

average sleep duration, as students simply went to bed later." Options that just talk

about sleep being good for health, or that restate the premise, are traps — they

sound relevant but don't touch the actual logical gap.

Step 3: Master the Difference Between "Assumption" and

"Inference"
This single distinction probably accounts for more wrong answers than any other

concept in the section.

An assumption is something that must be true for the argument to hold, and it is

unstated — it comes before the conclusion, supporting it.

An inference is something that must be true because of what's stated — it follows

after, without needing to be assumed by the author at all.

Example:

Passage: "All members of the debate club are also part of the student council. Rhea

is a member of the debate club."

A valid inference: Rhea is part of the student council. (This follows necessarily

from the given statements — no leap required.)
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An invalid inference (common wrong-option trap): Rhea is the most active member

of the student council. (Not supported at all — this is an assumption/overreach,

not a valid deduction.)

For assumption questions, use the classic "Negation Test": take the answer choice,

negate it (flip it to its opposite), and plug it back into the argument. If the argument

falls apart when the assumption is negated, it's a genuine assumption. If the

argument still stands even after negation, that option is not a necessary assumption

— eliminate it. This single test can single-handedly boost your accuracy on

assumption questions from guesswork to near-certainty.

Applying the Negation Test:

Passage: "The new highway will reduce travel time between City A and City B, so it

will boost trade between the two cities." Option: "Businesses in City A and City B are

currently limited by the amount of time it takes to transport goods, not by other

factors like tariffs or demand."

Negate it: "Businesses are NOT limited by transport time; they're limited by other

factors like tariffs or demand." If this is true, then reducing travel time wouldn't

boost trade at all — the argument collapses. This confirms the option IS a necessary

assumption. That's how the test works in practice.

Step 4: Watch for the Common Flaw Patterns
CLAT reasoning passages recycle a limited set of logical flaws again and again. If

you can recognize these patterns by name, you'll spot the flaw in seconds instead of

minutes.

Correlation vs. Causation: Two things happening together doesn't mean one

causes the other (the sleep/exam-score example above).

Hasty Generalization: Concluding something about a whole group based on a

small or unrepresentative sample.

Circular Reasoning: The conclusion is just a restatement of the premise in

different words.

False Dichotomy: Presenting only two options when more exist ("Either we ban

the product entirely, or people will keep getting hurt.")
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Ad Hominem / Irrelevant Attack: Attacking the source of a claim rather than the

claim itself.

Equivocation: Using a word in two different senses within the same argument.

Example (False Dichotomy):

"If the government does not increase funding for public hospitals, healthcare in rural

areas will collapse entirely."

This ignores other possible interventions — private partnerships, NGO involvement,

telemedicine, reallocation of existing funds — presenting only two extreme outcomes

as if they were the only possibilities.

Once you've internalized these flaw categories, "identify the flaw" questions become

pattern-matching exercises rather than fresh logical puzzles each time.

Step 5: Eliminate Ruthlessly — Don't Look for the "Right"

Answer First
In critical reasoning, especially under CLAT's tight per-question time pressure, the

fastest and most reliable method is elimination, not selection. Go through each

option and ask: "Does this option go beyond the passage? Does it introduce outside

information? Does it merely restate a premise instead of adding new logical

support?" Cross out anything that fails these tests before you try to pick a "best"

answer among what's left.

Common wrong-answer traps to eliminate on sight:

Out-of-scope options — technically true statements that have nothing to do with

the specific argument's logic.

Extreme language — options using words like "always," "never," "completely,"

"impossible" when the passage only supports moderate claims.

Restatement traps — an option that just paraphrases the premise, which doesn't

strengthen or weaken anything new.

Opposite-direction traps — especially common in strengthen/weaken questions,

where an option that actually supports the argument is disguised as a

"weakener," or vice versa.
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Step 6: Practice With Passage-Based Sets, Not Isolated

Questions
CLAT's critical reasoning has shifted toward more passage-based clusters (multiple

questions from one paragraph) rather than isolated one-liners. This means your

reading strategy matters as much as your logical skill. A useful approach:

1. Read the passage once, fully, without rushing — identify premise(s) and

conclusion.

2. Read all the questions tied to that passage before answering any of them, so you

know what to look for.

3. Answer the "easier" question type first (often inference/conclusion questions are

quicker) before tackling assumption or flaw questions, which take longer to verify.

Step 7: Build a Daily Practice Routine
Strategy without practice volume won't move your score. A realistic routine:

15-20 critical reasoning questions daily, timed at roughly 60-75 seconds per

question (CLAT rewards speed as much as accuracy).

After every set, don't just check right/wrong — go back and write down why each

wrong option was wrong. This "post-mortem" habit builds pattern recognition

faster than solving fresh questions endlessly.

Maintain an error log categorized by flaw type (correlation-causation, false

dichotomy, scope errors, etc.) so you can see which traps you personally fall for

most often, and target those specifically.

Read editorial/opinion pieces from newspapers (The Hindu, Indian Express

editorial pages are commonly recommended) and practice identifying the

author's premise and conclusion in real op-eds — this builds the same muscle

CLAT tests, using real-world material.

A Worked Full Example
Let's put it all together with one complete passage and question, the way it might

appear on the actual exam.
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Passage: "A city council report shows that neighborhoods with more streetlights

have significantly lower crime rates than neighborhoods with fewer streetlights. The

council has therefore proposed installing more streetlights citywide, arguing this

will reduce crime."

Question: Which of the following, if true, would most weaken the council's argument?

Using the strategy:

1. Classify: This is a weaken question.

2. Premise: More streetlights � lower crime (correlation).

3. Conclusion: Installing more streetlights → reduces crime (causal claim).

4. Flaw spotted: Classic correlation-vs-causation. Wealthier neighborhoods might

simply be able to afford both more streetlights and better security generally

(private guards, more police patrols) — a third factor (wealth) could be driving

both variables.

5. Best weakening option would be something like: "Wealthier neighborhoods,

which already have lower crime rates due to higher private security spending, are

also the neighborhoods most likely to have invested in more streetlights."

This option doesn't just say "streetlights don't work" (too vague, out of scope) — it

directly attacks the causal assumption by introducing a plausible alternative

explanation, which is exactly what a strong "weaken" answer should do.

Final Takeaways
Critical reasoning in CLAT rewards a specific, learnable discipline rather than raw

intelligence or general "logical thinking." The strategy that consistently works is:

Identify the question type before analyzing the passage.

Separate premise from conclusion every single time.

Use the negation test for assumption questions.

Learn the standard flaw patterns so you recognize them instantly.

Eliminate options aggressively rather than searching for a "right-sounding"

answer.

Practice daily with a structured error log, not just random question sets.
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Master this process, and critical reasoning stops being the section you dread and

becomes one of the most reliably scorable parts of the CLAT Logical Reasoning

section — because once you know the traps, they stop working on you.
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