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MCQ’S FOR PRELIMINARY EXAM 

1. With reference to D-SIBs(Domestic Systemically Important Banks),which of the followings statements 

is/are correct? .(Current Affairs) 

I. The selection of banks in the sample for computation of Systemic Importance Scores (SISs) is based on 

analysis of their size as a percentage of annual GDP 

II.Currently India is having two D-SIBs. 

Select codes: 

a) I only 

b) II only 

c) I, II 

d) None of these. 

2. Who is highest authority for appeals under GST?(Indian Economy) 

a)Supreme Court 

b)Ministry of Finance 

c)State High Courts 



d)Central Board of Excise and Customs 

3. How many countries have GST applicable so far till (2017-18)?(Indian Economy) 

a) 150 

b) 161 

c) 132 

d) 82 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS FOR MAIN EXAMINATION. 

1. Briefly elucidate the role of BRICS in restoring sustainability of India-China bilateral relations? (Foreign 

Affairs) 

2. State whether by contemplating deportation of the hapless Rohingya refugees, India undermines 

itself? (National Issues) 

SOLUTION (MCQ’S) 

1.a 

Explanation: Currently India is having three D-SIBs (Domestic Systemically Important Banks), SBI, ICICI 

Bank&HDFC Bank. 

2.a 

Explanation:  



Steps of Appeals under GST 

 

3.b 

Explanation: Prior to implementation in India, already 160 countries have GST. So the answer will be 

161.  

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS: 

MODEL ANSWERS 

1.Context: As Narendra Modi and Xi Jinping met in a bilateral on the sidelines of BRICS Summit in 

Xiamen — their first since the end of a military standoff in high Himalayas, one thing became 

immediately clear. Doka La may have unintentionally triggered a positive change in the bilateral 

equation and it is possible that the differences, which threatened to descend into a bitter dispute and 

even a conflict, might end up becoming an opportunity. 

Restoring sustainability in India-China relationship:  

• That both sides showed a concerted effort to move beyond Doka La and seek a new modus 

vivendi through a "forward-looking" dialogue 

• Modi and Xi were keen to avoid appearing resentful over the conflict and were more intent in 

understanding the ramifications of the issue, and discuss ways to avoid such an eventuality in 

the future. It is possible that discussions on fresh dispute mechanisms and confidence-building 

measures have taken place. 

• India and China already have a very robust dispute redressal mechanism erected over a period 

of time but Doka La was a different beast. The unprecedented dispute involved Indian and 



Chinese troops facing off on the soil of a third country which may yet give rise to countless 

future complications. During the standoff, Chinese propaganda machinery issued repeated 

threats of breaching India's boundary through PoK. It is therefore important to put a structure in 

place. 

• President Xi and Prime Minister Modi laid out a positive view of where our ties could go and 

there were some detailed discussions about the mechanisms, which could help both the 

countries go forward in that direction with the help of inter-governmental groups like strategic 

institutions, and that can be used to build that relationship. There was a constructive sense of 

the relationship to keep the ties on an upward trajectory. 

• China is willing to work with India on the basis of the Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence 

which were put forward by both countries to improve political mutual trust, promote mutually 

beneficial cooperation, and push Sino-Indian ties along a right track. 

2. Context: In many ways, the Rohingya represent “the last man” of international society that Gandhi 

talked about. They are the world’s most persecuted minority. They are Muslims, belonging to the Sunni 

sect, scattered mainly over the Rakhine state of Myanmar. Harassed by the Myanmar Army and forced 

to serve as slave labour, they have also been systematically persecuted by the Buddhist majority. The 

persecution of the Rohingya also highlights the silence of Aung San Suu Kyi, destroying another myth of 

ethics and human rights. 

India’s stance: Union Home Minister Kiren Rijiju already sounded the warning signals in response to a 

question in the Rajya Sabha. He was clear that the Rohingya were illegal migrants. He was cited as 

claiming in an interview that the Rohingya “have no basis to live here. Anybody who is an illegal migrant 

will be deported.” Yet one wonders whether in terms of humanitarian law and the conventions of the 

UN, Mr. Rijiju is right. This is a group that is threatened with continuous persecution, whose homes are 

unsafe, whose livelihoods have been destroyed. To be forced to return to Myanmar would only subject 

them to harassment, ethnic persecution and a genocidal future. 

Being Human: The NHRC added hopefully that the Supreme Court had declared that fundamental rights 

are applicable to all regardless of whether they are citizens of India. Yet such appeals to rights and 

humanitarianism cut little ice in today’s bureaucracy which is obsessed with security issues and content 

to raise the bogey of terrorism and law and order when it comes to such a helpless people. The NHRC 



came up with a memorable line that Rohingya refugees “are no doubt foreign nationals but they are 

human beings.” 

Concluding thoughts: It is clear that the everydayness of Rohingya life must be miserable. They face the 

challenge of survival and the prospect of persecution if they return to Myanmar. One need not hide 

under legal excuses. What India confronts is a case of ethics, a challenge to its understanding of 

citizenship and freedom. If we abandon the Rohingya, we abandon the idea of India as a home of 

refugees and hospitality. A country which offered a home to the Parsis, the Tibetans, the Afghans and 

the Jews cannot turn a little minority of helpless people back. 

  


