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MCQ’S FOR PRELIMINARY EXAM 

1.Skills Acquisition and Knowledge Awareness for Livelihood Promotion (SANKALP) and Skill 

Strengthening for Industrial Value Enhancement (STRIVE) are supported by which of the following 

international financial organisations? (Govt. Schemes) 

a) WB 

b) IMF 

c) ADB 

c) None of these 

2. Who is regarded as father of Diabetology? (General Science) 

a) M Viswanathan 

b) V.Mohan 

c) M. Swaminathan 

d) Kelly West  

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS FOR MAIN EXAMINATION. 

1. Should the law allow ‘living wills’? Critically analyze the statement in the context of advance 

directives on withdrawal of life support argument by the apex court? (Governance) 

2. State the role of ICAN to outlaw nuclear weapons in recent times? (International Issues) 

 



 

 

SOLUTION (MCQ’S) 

1.a 

Explanation: The Cabinet Committee on Economic Affairs chaired by the Prime Minister Shri 

Narendra Modi, has approved two new World Bank supported schemes of Rs. 6,655 crore - Skills 

Acquisition and Knowledge Awareness for Livelihood Promotion (SANKALP) and Skill Strengthening 

for Industrial Value Enhancement (STRIVE). 

2.a 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS: 

MODEL ANSWERS 

1. Context: These are advance directives that people can lay down while being sound of mind, on 

whether they should continue to get life-sustaining treatment after they reach a stage of total 

incapacitation, that is, a vegetative state. The question is fraught with legal, moral and philosophical 

implications. 

Court argument &right to die: 

• The court will have to resolve the question whether the right to life under Article 21 of the 

Constitution, which according to an earlier verdict does not include the right to die, is being 

voluntarily waived by a person giving such an advance directive.  

• A living will, at the same time, may relieve the close family members and caregivers of a 

terminally ill patient of the moral burden of making a life-ending decision. Does a living will 

imply that the state has come to accept a patient’s autonomy and self-determination to the 

point of legalising a wish to die? 

• For doctors, does it mean an abandonment of their obligation to preserve life? Under U.S. 

jurisdiction patient autonomy is paramount, and many States have laws allowing advance 

directives, even the nomination of a ‘health care proxy’ who can decide on behalf of the 

patient. 

• The government has opposed the concept of an advance directive, arguing that it would be 

against public policy and the right to life. The government is rightly concerned that the idea 

may be misused and result in the neglect of the elderly. 

• If the U.S. had a Terri Schiavo, India had its own Aruna Shanbaug, both of whom were at the 

centre of right-to-die arguments. In the latter’s case, the Supreme Court, in a landmark 

verdict in 2011, ruled out any support for active euthanasia, but laid down a broad legal 



 

 

framework for passive euthanasia, or the withdrawal of life support subject to safeguards 

and a fair procedure. 

Way ahead: In the present case, the court may have to draw up stringent safeguards for certifying 

living wills, preferably by a judicial officer, and lay down the exact stage at which the advance 

directive becomes applicable. The court’s observation that it would kick in only after a medical board 

rules that a person’s condition is incurable ought to be sufficient reassurance for those concerned 

about its possible misuse. The present law provides for advance directives regarding treatment of 

mental illness, so the concept is not new to Indian law. Living wills, if sanctified in law, should come 

with robust safeguards. 

 

 

2. Context: 

• The Nobel Peace Prize conferred on the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons 

(ICAN) is equally recognition for the 122 countries that backed the 2017 UN treaty this 

summer to ban the bomb.   

• The fact that it has taken over seventy years to codify the UN General Assembly’s 1946 goal 

to eliminate atomic weapons from national armaments is a measure of the significance of 

this year’s prize. 

• Today, the terms of the anti-nuclear debate encompass larger issues of environmental 

destruction, in conjunction with the catastrophic humanitarian consequences of a potential 

holocaust. 

Role of ICAN in outlawing nuclear weapons in recent times: 

• The noble committee has also lauded ICAN’s endeavours to fill the legal gap through its 

leadership on the adoption of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons. ICAN’s 

emphasis on the humanitarian consequences of nuclear destruction have galvanised global 

support for the new treaty. Notable is the perception that the sheer magnitude of 

destruction wrought by any nuclear strikes would amount to crimes against humanity. 

• Given this overall dynamic, it seems reasonable to expect that the minimum number of 

ratifications would be submitted soon for the treaty to come into force.  

• In September, the Italian parliament passed a resolution urging the government to explore 

accession to the UN agreement without contravening its obligations to NATO 



 

 

• A similar step by the Dutch legislature had authorised the government to participate in the 

treaty deliberations. These developments may not culminate in immediate ratification. But 

they raise the prospect that governments will be forced to heed public sentiment sooner 

than later. The ICAN’s endeavours may pay off eventually. 

Way ahead: But while it may not have a lot of resources at its disposal, ICAN does have many of the 

world’s famous and powerful championing its cause. The Dalai Lama, Yoko Ono and Desmond Tutu 

are among those voicing support for the organisation’s mission on its website. “I can imagine a world 

without nuclear weapons, and I support ICAN,” the Dalai Lama declares. Actor and activist Martin 

Sheen meanwhile suggests in his quote that “if Gandhi and Martin Luther King Jr were alive today, 

they would be part of ICAN.” 


