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MCQ’S FOR PRELIMINARY EXAM 

1. How many states span Delhi-Mumbai Industrial Corridor (DMIC) project? (Current Affairs) 

a) Six 

b) Five 

c) Four  

d) None of these. 

2. Article 371H of Indian constitution provides special provision with respect to which of the following 

states? (Indian Polity) 

a) Assam 

b) Nagaland 

c) Meghalaya 

d) Arunachal Pradesh. 

3. A process of programmed cell death that occurs in multicellular organisms is known as (General 

Science) 

a) Apoptosis 

b) Metastasis 

c) Diapdesis 

d) None of these 



 

 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS FOR MAIN EXAMINATION. 

1. State whether it is difficult to grant citizenship to Chakmas? Critically comment in the context of Apex 

court verdict about their citizenship. (Governance) 

2. Do you think the high speed bullet train project is viable in Indian context?(Current Issues) 

SOLUTION (MCQ’S) 

1.a 

Explanation: The DMIC spans six States (Uttar Pradesh, Delhi National Capital Region, Haryana, 

Rajasthan, Gujarat and Maharashtra). It uses ‘the 1,500-km-long, high-capacity western Dedicated 

Railway Freight Corridor (DFC) as the backbone’ and aims to be ‘a global manufacturing and investment 

destination’. 

2. d 

Explanation: 371H. Special provision with respect to the State of Arunachal Pradesh. 

3.a 

Explanation: Apoptosis is a process of programmed cell death that occurs in multicellular organisms. 

Biochemical events lead to characteristic cell changes (morphology) and death. 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS: 

MODEL ANSWERS 

1.The issue: On September 13, Home Ministry officials held a meeting with Arunachal Pradesh Chief 

Minister Pema Khandu and Union Minister of State for Home Kiren Rijiju, who represents the State in 

Parliament, on various administrative issues. The subject of granting citizenship to the Chakma-Hajongs 

was also discussed. After the meeting, Mr. Rijiju said a “middle ground” would be chosen so that the 

Supreme Court’s 2015 order to grant citizenship to Chakma-Hajong refugees could be honoured and the 

rights of the local population not diluted. 

The Supreme Court order: In September 2015, the court, after hearing a petition filed by the Committee 

for Citizenship Rights of the Chakmas, directed the State government to grant citizenship to Chakmas 

and Hajongs within three months. The State government had opposed the move in court. After giving a 

statement that the order had to be honoured, Mr. Rijiju changed his stand and said it was not 

implementable. He clarified that since the Home Ministry was the implementing authority for granting 

citizenship, it would approach the Supreme Court to modify its order. 

The controversy:  



 

 

• After violent protests in the State following Mr. Rijiju’s comments, Mr. Khandu wrote to Home 

Minister Rajnath Singh on September 18 that the State was not ready to accept any 

infringement on the constitutional protection bestowed on the tribals of the State. 

• Mr. Khandu said the State’s unique history was governed by a special Act and the Constitution 

gives special protection rights to the predominantly tribal State. “These provisions were 

legislated with the singular objective to protect the tribes of the State from the onslaught of 

alien culture and overwhelming influx of non-Arunachalese in the State,” his letter said. 

• Originally 2,700 families were settled in Arunachal Pradesh by the then Congress government 

from 1964 to 1969. The settlement itself was not as per regulations. The settlement violates the 

Bengal Eastern Frontier Regulation, 1873, or the Inner Line Permit system. 

• Since Arunachal Pradesh is a protected State, any outsider visiting the State needs a permit to 

do so. Mr. Rijiju had earlier said that Chakma-Hajongs would not get any rights to buy property 

or land in Arunachal Pradesh. 

Road Ahead: 

The logjam persists even as the government looks for damage control. Mr. Rijiju said Chakma-Hajongs 

were entitled to live anywhere in India but their stay in Arunachal Pradesh would violate the 

constitutional rights of indigenous tribes protected by Article 37 IH. 

2. The success vs. failure trade off of bullet train project can be better done by critically analyzing 

following parameters-------------- 

 Shinkensen technology 

• Japan introduced its high-speed Shinkansen line between Tokyo and Osaka in 1964 with top 

speed of 210 km/hr which has now reached 350 km/hr. 

• Ten more countries have also developed high speed train networks like France, Germany, Italy, 

Spain, South Korea, Turkey and with China having the biggest network of high speed trains. 

• But none of them are using Shinkensen technology, so is shinkensen technology the best? No 

technical evaluation comparing other available systems seems to have been done 

Transfer of Technology 

• Shinkensen technology was offered to China by Japan, but the deal stuck on the issue of transfer 

of technology. 

• The government has been mentioning about how raw materials, labourers, services for the 

project will be sourced from India but there has been no mention of transfer of technology. 

• The issue is how Indian engineering going to leap forward if there will be no transfer of 

technology? And if there was no technology evaluation also, was there any validity report? Yes, 

it was there but the officialdom has refused to share the report even in response to RTI 

applications. 

Viability 



 

 

• Taiwan installed Shinkensen technology through BOT( Build Operate Transfer) Model of 

investment in 1990s with investment of $ 14.3 B which became operational in 2007 but by 2014 

the rail operator was bankrupt with cumulative losses of $1.5 billion. 

• The BOT model was not even floated as a trial balloon for the very good reason that no private 

company would have bid for the project — the failure of the much less capital-intensive Metro 

project (BOT). 

• UPA government had earlier rejected the Bullet Train project as being completely unviable. 

That’s probably because projections show that the Mumbai-Ahmedabad train service will need 

to carry nearly one lakh passengers a day to keep fares at a reasonable level. The current traffic 

is only about 18,000 per day, which means that either fares will have to be raised well above air 

fares, or that the system will have to be subsidised in perpetuity. 

Interest free Loan 

• The Japanese are giving a 50-year loan of Rs 88,000 crore at .10  interest rate , but the interest 

rate on 10-year Japanese government bonds is 0.04 per cent and other interest rates can even 

be negative.  So no question of Japanese benovalence arises. 

• The difference in interest rates between India and Japan (our 10-year government bonds yield 

6.5 per cent), has another, serious and long-term implication. According to a financial analyst, if 

we consider average Indian inflation at three per cent, and Japanese at zero per cent, the rupee 

will depreciate three per cent every year vis-a-vis the Japanese yen. So over 50 years, the sum to 

be repaid will not be Rs 88,000 crore but could be well over twice that amount. 

Make travel faster? 

• According to Bibek Debroy committe, only five per cent of Indians use our present super-fast 

trains because they find the extra fares beyond them. 

• In short, bullet trains are going to make travel faster for five per cent of the population, which 

already has the option of air travel. 

The Cost Analysis 

• The Bullet Train project is going to cost Rs 1,10,000 crore; in last year’s rail budget, the total 

outlay for the entire Indian railway system was Rs 1,21,000 crore and it will serve a small 

percentage of people travelling between two cities; the Indian railway system, with over 13,000 

trains running every day, carries more than eight billion passengers per year plus 1,000 million 

tonnes of freight over the whole country. The cost for the two, as the figures show, is virtually 

the same. 

Concluding thought: 

So, the bullet train project does not seem to be a complete success in future. Govt has to take extra 

cautious and judicious measures to make it a commercial viable one. 


