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MCQ’S FOR PRELIMINARY EXAM 

1. Who are the nations referred as E-3? (International Organizations) 

a) Germany, U.K &U.S 

b) U.S, U.K& France 

c) Russia, China & U.S 

d) U.K, France&Germany 

2. United Nations Security Council Resolution 2231 was based on which of the following 

international issues? (International Organizations) 

a) Afghan issues 

b) Iran nuclear deal 

c) Kashmir Issues 

d) None of these. 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS FOR MAIN EXAMINATION. 

1. Briefly elucidate provisions of Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA)? State whether by 

refusing to back this agreements U.S is diminishing credibility in recent times? (International Issues) 

2. Describe the various challenges that Govt must surmount before the river-linking plan taken up? 

(National Issues) 

SOLUTION (MCQ’S) 



 

 

1.d 

Explanation: The P5+1 refers to the UN Security Council's five permanent members (the P5); namely 

China, France, Russia, the United Kingdom, and the United States; plus Germany. The P5+1 is often 

referred to as the E3+3 by European countries.[1] It is a group of six world powers which, in 2006, 

joined together in diplomatic efforts with Iran with regard to its nuclear program. 

2.b 

Explanation: United Nations Security Council Resolution 2231 was on the nuclear program of Iran, 

setting out a strict watching process and schedule for performance, while paving the plan for the 

lifting of United Nations restrictions against Iran. Without exception, the 15-nation body endorsed 

the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action autographed in Vienna by the five unchanging 

representatives of the Council, added to Germany, the European Union and Iran. 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS: 

MODEL ANSWERS 

1. Context: The JCPOA, signed on July 14, 2015, was the result of prolonged negotiations between 

Iran and P5+1 (U.S., U.K., France, Russia, China, Germany and EU). Talks began in 2003 between Iran 

and E-3 (Germany, France and U.K.), and in 2005 expanded to the P5+1 format. Negotiations 

frequently stalled leading to new sanctions on Iran but became purposeful after Hassan Rouhani’s 

election as President in 2013. 

Provisions: Under the JCPOA------- 

• Iran ended certain activities (converting the underground Fordow enrichment facility into a 

research centre and dismantling of the Arak heavy water research reactor). 

• Accepted restraints on other activities (reducing the number of operational centrifuges to 

5060 at Natanz for 10 years, restricting enrichment level to 3.6% for 15 years, limiting the 

low enriched uranium stocks to 300 kg by shipping out nearly 10 tonnes of extra stocks and 

refraining from setting up a research reactor for 15 years)  

• Agreed highly rigorous inspection regime. In return, about $100 billion of Iranian assets were 

unfrozen and Iran was allowed to resume sales of oil. 

• Iran plans to keep pace with the trend of international technological advancement in relying 

on light water for its future power and research reactors with enhanced international 

cooperation, including assurance of supply of necessary fuel. 



 

 

• There will be no additional heavy water reactors or accumulation of heavy water in Iran for 

15 years. All excess heavy water will be made available for export to the international 

market. 

January 16 last year was declared Implementation Day when the IAEA certified Iranian compliance 

and sanctions relief kicked in. The UN Security Council (UNSC) unanimously adopted Resolution 

2231, endorsing the JCPOA and lifting the UNSC sanctions. 

Limiting U.S credibility: However, implications of the breakdown are not limited to U.S.-Iran 

relations. Iran can make things difficult for the U.S. in Afghanistan as also in Iraq and Syria. The U.S.’s 

ability to work with Russia in Syria or with China regarding North Korea will also be impacted. And 

sooner or later, questions will be asked in Iran about why it should continue with the restrictions and 

inspections that it accepted under the JCPOA, which would have far-reaching implications for the 

global nuclear architecture. Coming after the rejection of the Trans-Pacific Partnership, the Paris 

climate change accord and the North American Free Trade Agreement, Mr. Trump’s decision further 

diminishes U.S. credibility. 

2. Context: The National Democratic Alliance government is all set to begin work on an estimated 

$87 billion plan to connect around 60 of India’s largest rivers; this includes the Ganga. Once 

complete, it is expected to help end farmers’ dependence on fickle monsoon rains, bring millions of 

hectares of cultivable land under irrigation and help generate thousands of megawatts of electricity. 

Challenges: 

• When there has been a deficient monsoon, we have seen conflicts arise among States over 

water access. Thus, without having a full-fledged architecture to solve disputes, it would not 

be prudent to embark on a mammoth project like this. 

• India is technically poor with respect to data related to the water sector. Unlike other 

countries, the Central Statistics Office has neither attempted nor funded studies to gather 

data on water tables at an all-India or State level. Many water stressed countries produce 

these on a regular basis at a regional level and link them to national accounts statistics.  

• In addition to facilitating the integration and sharing of a more comprehensive knowledge 

base, the natural resource accounting framework provides the basis for evaluating the 

consistency between the objectives and priorities of water resource management and 

broader goals of economic development planning and policy at a national and local scale. 

• The government should pay more attention to its ‘more crop per drop’ mission, to what 

extent Indian agriculture follows this practice and whether water-stressed regions are water 



 

 

exporters due to the crops they cultivate. However, there is a dearth of studies in the Indian 

context — unlike other countries — addressing the gap by first analysing water flows 

embodied (virtual/hidden) in agriculture products moving between the States to create 

knowledge on the flows. 

• Last but not the least, a recent study (Katyaini and Barua, 2016) on virtual water (VW) flow 

assessment in respect of foodgrains indicates that though the north zone is highly water 

scarce, it is a net VW exporter to the highly water scarce west and south, which are net VW 

importers. Among the north zone States, Punjab has the highest water losses, while 

Maharashtra (west) and Tamil Nadu (south) the highest water savings in 1996–2005 and 

2005–2014, respectively. Therefore, at a subnational scale, VW flows are not consistent with 

relative water scarcity. This finding is also crucial as it emphasises the need to carry out a 

subnational VW flow assessment. Such analysis for all the major crops at subnational levels 

is a must for efficient planning of a scarce resource such as water. 

There is much to be done before embarking on a gigantic project of river linking. 


