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MCQ’S FOR PRELIMINARY EXAM 

1. With reference to the Securities Contract Regulation Act(SCRA),which of the following statements 

is/are correct?(Indian Economy) 

I. The Securities Contracts (Regulation) Act was enacted in order to prevent undesirable transactions in 

securities and to regulate the working of stock exchanges in the country. 

II. It came into force on February 20, 1991. 

Select codes: 

a) I 

b) II 

c) I, II 

d) None of these 

2. Consider the following statements with reference to Article 35A. (Indian Polity) 

I. Article 35A of the constitution empowers J&K legislature to define state's "permanent residents" and 

their special rights and privileges. 

II. It was added to the constitution through a presidential order of 1954 with the then J&K government's 

concurrence. 

Which of the above statements is/are correct? Select codes: 

a) I 

b) II 

c) I, II 

d) None of these 

3. Saas-Bahu Sammelans was recently in news. Which of the following states initiated to promote small 

family norm? (Government schemes) 



 

 

a) Uttar Pradesh 

b) Bihar 

c) Rajasthan 

d) Madhya Pradesh 

4. According to Swacch Survekshan, 2017, which of the following state was the worst in terms of rural 

households had access to toilets. (Current Affairs) 

a) Uttar Pradesh 

b) Bihar 

c) Rajasthan 

d) Madhya Pradesh 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS FOR MAIN EXAMINATION. 

1. Do you think it is high time to have a specific law against fixing in sport? Critically comment 

(Governance) 

2. What do you mean by cultural nationalism? Discuss how enforced cultural nationalism will harm India 

in long run. (Indian History& post Indian Independence) 

3 State whether the NFSA, which is vital for social security through the Public Distribution System and 

child welfare schemes, has suffered due to a lack of political will. Comment (Social security) 

SOLUTION (MCQ’S) 

1. a 

Explanation: It came into force on February 20, 1957. 

2. c 

3. c 

Explanation: Rajasthan government's Health Department to organise “Saas-Bahu Sammelans” in 14 

districts. 

4. b 

Explanation: Bihar was the worst in terms rural household had access to toilets according to swacch 

survekshan, 2017. 

 



 

 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS: 

MODEL ANSWERS 

1. Context: So far no bill has been passed in the 17 years since the subject first came up. In other words, 

match-fixing and spot-fixing are not illegal in India. It is a lacuna crying to be covered. 

The Debate: 

• The Prevention of Dishonesty in Sports Bill was ready in 2001; others followed: The National 

Sports Development Code (2011), the Draft National Sports Development Bill (2013), and the 

Draft Prevention of Sporting Fraud Bill (2013). In 2016, the then President of the BCCI and a 

ruling party Member of Parliament Anurag Thakur introduced the National Sports Ethics 

Commission Bill which borrowed from the earlier bills. Yet, nothing has formulated 

• For want of an adequate law, Sreeshanth was tried under the Maharashtra Control of Organised 

Crime Act (MCOCA). It was nobody’s case that the fast bowler was a terrorist or involved in 

organised crime. It was like using a road roller to trap a fly. There is a not-so-subtle difference 

between bowling a deliberate no-ball on schedule and blowing up a building, even if the two key 

words are anagrams. 

• After all, fixing can be seen as a victimless crime. No one is murdered, none injured, and the loss 

is mainly to the credibility of a popular sport. That pales when compared to the statistics for 

murder, for example. In 2015, the last year for which statistics are available, the National Crime 

Records Bureau recorded 32,127 murders in the country. What’s that compared to a deliberate 

no-ball? 

• Young players cannot be allowed to begin their careers believing that they can “get away”. And 

that will happen if we don’t appreciate the importance of specific laws to deal with fixing in 

sport. 

Concluding remark: If sport cannot be pure, then what area of human activity is left for honesty. 

2. Cultural nationalism: Today, in India, we do not talk of inclusive nationalism. What we have is a 

situation of enforced cultural nationalism. It is a culture of hate that is being perpetrated in the name of 

nationalism. There are repeated lynchings in the name of cow protection — from Mohammad Akhlaq to 

Junaid Khan, it is all very disturbing, to say the least. There is an invasion of university space. 

Independent thinking is being killed. We seem to have forgotten the all-inclusive nationalism from half a 

century ago, and we have inverted it into something that is undesirable. 

Impact of enforced cultural nationalism on India in long run: 

• If we restrict our understanding of nationalism, we ignore the multiplicity of views that exist. 

Nazism and fascism were both ugly manifestations of nationalism. They were irrational and 

excessive. In contrast, we have Gandhi’s and Nehru’s nationalism, which was anti-colonial and 

sought to be all-inclusive; it was not based on religion. 



 

 

• Preventing people from eating the food they want, effectively forcing a life choice on them — 

undermine any feelings of nationalism and unity. This is nothing but enforced cultural 

nationalism. 

• Indian nationalism, which was not based on language or religion during the freedom movement, 

has now transformed into cultural nationalism 

• The irony inherent in cultural nationalism is that it signals and accelerates cultural regression. 

Re-hashing a culture along an ideological bias implies utter disrespect towards it.  

3. Context: The directives in the Swaraj Abhiyan case underscore the depressing reality that several 

State governments have not met key requirements in the legislation which empower the common 

person in securing subsidised food. Sections 14, 15 and 16, which require the setting up of a grievance 

redress mechanism and a State Food Commission with responsibility to monitor the implementation of 

the law, have been heeded only in name, as in Haryana, or not at all. 

The debate: 

• As a law with egalitarian goals, the NFSA should have set the floor for food security through the 

principle of universal access, though not every citizen would need it.  

• There is great merit in providing highly subsidised food grains to targeted households chosen by 

the State governments, with a ceiling of 75% of the population in rural areas and 50% in urban 

areas. But the system should have in-built mechanisms to allow for the entry of new households 

that suddenly find themselves in financial distress, while others can exit it based on changed 

circumstances. Such arrangements can be made only when there is a full-fledged, independent 

machinery in the form of a Food Commission, and district-level grievance redress, besides social 

audits.  

• All these are provided for under the Act, but have been ignored. Modernisation of the PDS, with 

the use of information technology, could incorporate such dynamic features to the supply of 

subsidised food to those who need it, and eliminate deficiencies and fraud. 

• Now that the Ministry of Consumer Affairs, Food and Public Distribution has been given specific 

directives by the court to complete the unfinished tasks this year, it should make up for lost 

time. As is widely acknowledged, some States are better at running the PDS than others, and the 

food security law is the best tool to raise standards uniformly. 

Way forward: As the court has pointed out, Article 256, which casts a responsibility on the States and 

the Union to ensure compliance with laws made by Parliament, also provides the remedy, as it can be 

invoked by the Centre to set things right. Unfortunately, the NFSA, which is vital for social security 

through the Public Distribution System and child welfare schemes, has suffered due to a lack of political 

will. 
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