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MCQ’S FOR PRELIMINARY EXAM 

1. Bezbaruah Committee is constituted to look after -------- (Governance & Social Issues) 

a) Racial discrimination against north-east people 

b) Social discrimination against dalits 

c) Racial discrimination against tribal people 

d) None of these 

2. Swaraj Abhiyan v Union of India case was recently in news; in this case Supreme Court is highlighting 

which Article of Indian Constitution. (Indian Polity) 

a) Article 356 

b) Article 256 

c) Article 156 

d) None of these 

3. Maastricht Treaty is related to which international organization----- (International Organization) 

a) NATO 

b) Mercosur 

c) APEC 

d) EU 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS FOR MAIN EXAMINATION. 

1. Do you think that India needs a regulatory regime for equitable groundwater usage? Critically 

comment. (Governance) 

2.   The spirit of co-operative federalism unique to the Indian democracy; Union and the States are co-

equals. Analyze the statement in the context of Article 256 of Indian constitution.(Indian Polity 

&Governance) 



 

 

3. What are the fundamental differences between EU and ASEAN? Can the ASEAN become like the EU? 

(International Organization) 

SOLUTION (MCQ’S) 

1. a 

Explanation: The Ministry of Home Affairs had constituted a Committee under the chairmanship of Shri 

M.P Bezbaruah, retired IAS and member of the North Eastern Council to look into the various concerns 

of the citizens hailing from the North Eastern States who are living in different parts of the country and 

to suggest suitable remedial measure including legal measure which could be taken up by the 

Government. 

2. b 

Explanation: Refer to descriptive questions section 

3. d 

Explanation: The Maastricht Treaty (formally, the Treaty on European Union or TEU) undertaken to 

integrate Europe was signed on 7 February 1992 by the members of the European Community in 

Maastricht, Netherlands. On 9–10 December 1991, the same city hosted the European Council which 

drafted the treaty.Upon its entry into force on 1 November 1993 during the Delors Commission, it 

created the three pillars structure of the European Union and led to the creation of the single European 

currency, the euro. 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS: 

MODEL ANSWERS 

Q1. Context: The water crisis India faces is of such a magnitude that urgent measures are necessary to 

address it. Yet, while the crisis is often discussed, law and policy measures to address it remain 

insufficient. This is partly due to the fact that the primary source of domestic water and irrigation is 

groundwater but the media and policymakers still and often focus on surface water. This needs to 

change as water tables have been falling rapidly in many parts of the country, indicating that use 

generally exceeds replenishment. 

Regulatory measures: The Groundwater Bill, 2017 consequently proposes a different regulatory 

framework from the century-old, outdated, inequitable and environmentally unfriendly legal regime in 

place. It is based on the recognition of the unitary nature of water, the need for decentralised control 

over groundwater and the necessity to protect it at aquifer level. The Bill is also based on legal 

developments that have taken place in the past few decades. This includes the recognition that water is 

a public trust (in line with the oft-quoted statement that groundwater is a common pool resource), the 

recognition of the fundamental right to water and the introduction of protection principles, including 

the precautionary principle, that are currently absent from water legislation. The Bill also builds on the 

decentralisation mandate that is already enshrined in general legislation but has not been implemented 



 

 

effectively as far as groundwater is concerned and seeks to give regulatory control over groundwater to 

local users. 

Way forward: The proposed new regime will benefit the resource, for instance through the introduction 

of groundwater security plans, and will benefit the overwhelming majority of people through local 

decision-making. Overall, the increasing crisis of groundwater and the failure of the existing legal regime 

make it imperative to entrust people directly dependent on the source of water the mandate to use it 

wisely and to protect it for their own benefit, as well as for future generations. 

Q2. Article 256: The executive power of every State shall be so exercised as to ensure compliance with 

the laws made by Parliament and any existing laws which apply in that State, and the executive power of 

the Union shall extend to the giving of such directions to a State as may, appear to the Government of 

India to be necessary for that purpose. 

Spirit of co-operative federalism: What remedy does a citizen of India have if the Government of India 

does not issue a direction and the State Government or the Union Territory does not implement a law 

passed by Parliament?".“Mere schemes without any implementation are of no use. Similarly, one may 

ask what use is a law passed by Parliament if State Governments and Union Territories do not 

implement it at all, let alone implement it in letter and spirit. 

The National Food Security Bill was passed by both Houses of Parliament and received the assent of the 

President on September 10, 2013. Almost four years have gone by but the authorities and bodies 

mandated to be set up under the National Food Security Act, 2013 have not yet been made functional in 

some States. 

Concluding remark: The Supreme Court said the Centre cannot look the other way, passing the buck on 

to the states for not implementing the law. Referring to Article 256 of the Constitution, the judgment 

said the “Government of India cannot plead helplessness in requiring State Governments to implement 

parliamentary laws”. 

In his separate view it focused on the spirit of co-operative federalism unique to the Indian democracy. 

Stating that here, the “Union and the States are co-equals”, exhorted the executive powers to bridge the 

growing gap between the Centre and State governments. 

Q3. Differences: When we mention the ASEAN, a close comparison to the EU would not always come to 

mind. Technically, as much as they are very similar, they are both quite different too. For example, the 

ASEAN is not as integrated economically and politically, and as prominent as the EU. However, the 

ASEAN is currently gearing towards further integration and relevance to the region. But, is further 

integration what this region really needs to develop. 

To equate the trajectory of their respective evolution betrays a lack of a sense of history and context. 

Underpinning the European project was the post-World War II imperative of securing peace, prosperity 

and unity. There was a clear understanding that these objectives could only be accomplished through 

concrete mechanisms that rendered another war between France and Germany materially impossible. 



 

 

The result was the establishment of transnational bodies, with definite powers of oversight, by pooling 

sovereignty among nations. 

Conversely, except Thailand, the other original constituents of ASEAN had just emerged from 

colonialism as newly independent nation states. Defending their sovereignty was bound to be a high 

priority for them during the Cold War, while their leaders were alive to the need to promote their 

collective security through a common framework. ASEAN’s integration depends on deepening its 

democratic institutions. 

ASEAN chances of becoming like EU:  

• Should the ASEAN choose to become like the EU, major changes have to be undertaken. Nations 

would have to surrender some of their political and economic sovereignty to a supranational 

body. The question is, will it work out the same way as in the EU? With the diversity of 

economic, political and social development among the member countries, there is bound to be 

more disadvantages than advantages. 

• Let us take monetary union as an example. If the ASEAN were to adapt this system, many 

countries would experience massive inflation and deflation. With the large value difference 

between the Singaporean dollar and the Indonesian rupiah, one of them will definitely have to 

be disadvantaged. This issue is actually evident even in the EU. 

• With the sovereign debt crisis in the PIGS (Portugal, Ireland, Greece and Spain) countries, some 

economists say that the region would be better off if they all had different currencies, because 

now that they are united, the country in trouble can no longer exercise sovereignty over their 

monetary and financial policies. 

• They cannot lower their interest rates, nor can they devalue to save their economy. They are all 

tied to each other – monetarily and financially; a crisis in one economy affects the others. In this 

case, for the betterment of the entire region, the EU has resorted to bailing out these countries 

to avoid contagion. And in this bailout, every member state has to shoulder a portion of it. If this 

were to happen in the ASEAN – since most of the nations are developing countries – the impact 

would be harder and more fatal. 

• Despite these debt issues, however, the EU remains stable. They have the stability that came 

with their political, social and economic development. The member states were able to stabilize 

their inflation rates, exchange rates, human rights, etc. Cultural differences may be prevalent, 

yes, but like their motto “unity in diversity” states, they strived to be united in terms of their 

foreign policy. These made them enter into agreements that paved the way for a political and 

economic integration with ease. 

 


