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I. INTRODUCTION 

The legal profession has long claimed that there are process-based differences between legal reasoning — that 

is, the thinking and reasoning of lawyers and judges — and the reasoning of those without legal training. 

Whether those claims are sound, however, is a subject of considerable debate. We describe the importance of 

using categorization and analogy, following rules and authority, and the odd task of “fact-finding”, in the legal 

system. 

This paper aims to find how legal reasoning plays a part in the legal system from theperspective of judges and 

lawyers. It also examines the difference in legal reasoning in Civil as well as common law. 

II. WHAT IS LEGAL REASONING 

Legal Reasoning is often identified with the intellectual processes by which judges reach conclusions in 

deciding cases. It is about human faculty of reason or rationality in decision-making process. Legal Reasoning 

is a unique approach of a lawyer or a Judge in resolving disputes and determining laws.  

Hence,, in short, Law + Logic = Legal Reasoning. 

III. TYPES OF LEGAL REASONING 

Inductive Reasoning: This involves the identification of the similarities and differences of the facts in the 

precedent and the case to be determined. After the identification, then deciding whether the case to be 

determined is similar or different from the precedent in the important aspects with regard to the matter being 

decided. Following the findings, the case precedent may then be followed or distinguished. It is important to 

note that there are peculiar situations where both of the above methods will not suffice in determining a case, 

and the judge may then rule according to personal preference. 

Deductive Reasoning: This is a means of drawing out ruling from another judicial opinion, or existing 

constitution, legislative provision and applying it in another case. The rule statement is mostly broad rather than 

narrow when using deductive reasoning. This approach is mechanical and is therefore effective only in ideal 

situations and often unsatisfactory. 
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The approach faces many challenges among them being: 

A. Semantic difficulty — Due to various meanings that words hold, it is often impossible to attribute one 

particular meaning to a specific word and so to be understood by all parties. 

B. There may arise unenumerated circumstances that would demand a different legal treatment. 

C. That occurrence of obstacles preventing the upholding of previous rule statements. 

D. Rules based on ontological principles being insufficient to determine between conflicting interests. 

IV. COMPONENTS OF LEGAL REASONING 

Adjudication 

Legal Reasoning is all about judicial adjudication. Adjudication is a process before the judiciary. The aim of 

adjudication is to decide: 

A. Facts — material facts. 

B.  Framing of issues — identify points of contention from material facts. Contentious points are known as 

issues in Civil Law. Meanwhile, it is known as framing of charge in criminal law. 

C. Collect evidence. 

D. Legal Reasoning 

The integration of establishing material facts, framing of issues and collecting evidence is known as legal 

reasoning. Hence, the integration of facts, law, evidence and reason is legal reasoning. 

Judicial Precedent 

Judicial precedent means the process whereby judges follow previously decided cases where the facts are of 

sufficient similarity. The doctrine of judicial precedent involves an application of the principle of stare decisis 

i.e. to stand by the decided. Stare decisis is the principle that once a court has decided a matter, that decision 

shall stand, and all courts of inferior jurisdiction must follow that decision. Stare decisis is the principle of not 

overturning previous rulings to maintain predictability and stability in the law. 

In practice, this means that inferior courts are bound to apply the legal principles set down by superior courts in 

earlier cases. This provides consistency and predictability in the law. 

Ratio decidendi and obiter dictum 

The decision or judgment of a judge may fall into two parts: the ratio decidendi (reason for the decision) and 

obiter dictum (something said by the way). 
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Ratio Decidendi: Ratio Decidendi is the genesis of legal reasoning. The ratio decidendi of a case is the 

principle of law on which a decision is based. When a judge delivers judgement in a case he outlines the facts 

which he finds have been proved on the evidence. Then he applies the law to those facts and arrives at a 

decision, for which he gives the reason (ratio decidendi). Hence, Ratio Decidendi = Facts + Reason. 

Obiter Dictum:  The judge may go on to speculate about what his decision would or might have been if the 

facts of the case had been different. This is an obiter dictum. 

The binding part of a judicial decision is the ratio decidendi. An obiter dictum is not binding in later cases 

because it was not strictly relevant to the matter in issue in the original case. However, an obiter dictum may be 

of persuasive (as opposed to binding) authority in later cases. A difficulty arises in that, although the judge will 

give reasons for his decision, he will not always say what the ratio decidendi is, and it is then up to a later judge 

to “elicit” the ratio of the case. There may, however, be disagreement over what the ratio is and there may be 

more than one ratio. 

V. LEGAL REASONING AND THE ABILITY OF A JUDGE 

Legal Reasoning is based on the ability of a judge to decide cases without any biases while he used legal 

knowledge and logic while that judge analyses material facts, issues and interprets its rule/law. The conclusion 

arrived at after doing the aforementioned is called legal reasoning. 

Therefore, these are the certain abilities required by a judge to arrive at a conclusion: 

A. Ability to understand and interpret the case in a right manner. 

B. Ability to integrate facts, issues, rule, analysis and holding. 

C.  Discretion -  The discretion of a Judge can be seen in the analysis of a case.  

D. Qualification - The Judge should have the appropriate qualities to hold the position that he currently 

holds. 

VI. THE PROCESS OF LEGAL REASONING 

Legal Reasoning is a process where the judges and lawyers think alike about a legal problem i.e. a case. The 

ability of a Judge holds great importance in the entire process of legal reasoning. The stages of the legal 

reasoning process are: 

1. Facts - Establishment of Material Facts is the first stage of the legal reasoning process. 
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2. Issues - Identify points of contention from material facts. Contentious points are known as issues in civil law. 

Meanwhile it is known as framing of charge in criminal law. 

3. Rule/Law - The rule or law governing or applying on the particular issue has to be determined. 

4. Analysis - Case is Analyzed on the basis of the law/rule applied on the issues. 

5. Holding - The Judge’s decision of the case is known as a holding. It is the verdict by the Judge. 

VII. EXAMPLES OF LEGAL REASONING 

Maneka Gandhi v. Union of India (1978) SC AIR 578 

Facts: Maneka Gandhi was stopped at the airport from traveling abroad and her passport was seized so she 

could not travel abroad. She filed a case challenging these acts of passport authority. 

Issues: 

A. Whether passport can be seized? 

B. Whether the person can be stopped from traveling abroad? 

Her passport could be seized because of security purposes. 

Rule/Law: 

Law 1: Article 21 was invoked by Maneka Gandhi. 

Law 2: Passport Act was invoked by government. 

Analysis: 

Two new things were found out after the analysis: 

1. The Supreme Court ignored Judicial Precedent of A.R. Gopalan v. State of Madras. 

2. Procedure established by law should have a logic behind it. Due process was not involved. 

3. Maneka Gandhi was not given a chance to make her case. 

Holding: 

Due process should take place while giving a judgement. 

VIII. EXAMPLE OF FALLACY IN LEGAL REASONING OR DEDUCTIVE LEGAL REASONING 

Uday Gupta v. Ayesha (2013) 
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Justice Karnan was the Judge who decided this case. He abused the Chief Justice Of India without any 

evidence. This case was in Madras High Court. The same case was overturned due to fallacy in legal reasoning 

in the Supreme Court. 

Legal Reasoning Process of this case in Madras High Court: 

Facts: 

1. Consummation happened before the marriage took place. 

2. The couple concerned in this case were in a live in relationship. 

3. A child was born out of this relationship. 

Issue: 

1. Legality of marriage. 

2. Legitimacy of child. 

Rule/Law: 

1. Section 114 of Indian Evidence Act. 

2. Applicable marriage act. 

Analysis: 

The judicial precedent that was referred to in this case was that of Madan Mohan Singh v. Rajinikanth (2010) 

where the couple stayed together for 10 years and their behaviour and time period of being together led them to 

be assumed to be married. 

Holding: 

Physical relationship occurred with the intention of getting married in the future. 

Hence premarital sex is equal to marriage. Because the party in this case was not satisfied with the verdict. So 

this case was referred to the Supreme Court. 

Legal Reasoning Process of this case in Supreme Court: 

Facts: 

1. Consummation happened before the marriage took place. 

2. The couple concerned in this case were in a live in relationship. 

3. A child was born out of this relationship. 
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Issue: 

1. Legality of marriage. 

2. Legitimacy of child. 

Rule/Law: 

1. Section 114 of Indian Evidence Act. 

2. Applicable marriage act. 

Analysis: 

The Supreme Court found a fallacy in the legal reasoning done by the Madras High Court. The Supreme Court 

found the judicial precedent from Madan Mohan Singh v. Rajnikanth was wrongly applied to the facts in this 

case and hence the analysis by the Madras High Court was also wrong. 

Holding: 

The verdict of Madras High Court was overturned by the Supreme Court and it was declared that the judgment 

by the Madras High Court can’t ever be used as a precedent in future cases. 

IX. CONCLUSION 

There is a great scope for judicial activism when a law for a particular case doesn’t exist, or when a law doesn’t 

fulfill the current need of the society. Judicial activism is not recognized by the Indian Constitution. The active 

role of the judiciary cannot be forgotten. Especially in Maneka Gandhi case where Article 21 of the constitution 

was expanded to such a level that it became a boon for the individual. However, there are still some areas where 

reforms are required for the efficient working of judicial activism. The Indian Supreme Court should also 

decide cases on the basis of its own philosophy. Indian judiciary often gets influenced by a ruling party. The 

A.D.M. Jabalpur case shows how weak the court could be against the executive. Sometimes the Government 

does not actively respond to the decision of the judiciary (M.C. Mehta Case). So all these defective parties 

should be reformed for the better function of judicial activism in India. 
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