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MCQ’S FOR PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION                                

1. Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Questions (ACABQ) is a subsidiary organ of 

which of the following international organisation? (International Organizations) 

a) G-20 

b) OPEC 

c) U.N 

d) BRICS 

2. Which of the following pairs are not correctly matched? (Ecology & Environment) 

 Name                                                                   Year of Enactment 

a) Indian Forest Act--------------                                  1961 

b) Environmental (Protection) Act---------               1986 

c) Air (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act---     1981 

d) Water (Prevention & Control of Pollution) Act—1974 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS FOR MAIN EXAMINATION. 

1. State whether China’s growing presence in the Indian Ocean presents a challenge to India? 

Critically comment in the context of recent free trade agreement between the Maldives and China. 

(Foreign Affairs) (Editorial) 



 

 

2. Critically examine about India’s realistic chances of permanent status in UNSC? Enlighten your 

view in terms of any available alternative to the situation. (International Relations)(Editorial) 

SOLUTION (MCQ’S) 

1. c 

Explanation: The Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Questions, a subsidiary 

organ of the General Assembly, consists of 16 members appointed by the Assembly in their 

individual capacity. The functions and responsibilities of the Advisory Committee, as well as its 

composition, are governed by the provisions of Assembly resolutions 14 (I) of 13 February 1946 and 

32/103 of 14 December 1977 and rules 155 to 157 of the rules of procedure of the Assembly. The 

major functions of the Advisory Committee are: 

 (a) to examine and report on the budget submitted by the Secretary-General to the General 

Assembly; 

 (b) to advise the General Assembly concerning any administrative and budgetary matters referred 

to it; 

 (c) to examine on behalf of the General Assembly the administrative budgets of the specialized 

agencies and proposals for financial arrangements with such agencies; and 

 (d) to consider and report to the General Assembly on the auditors’ reports on the accounts of the 

United Nations and of the specialized agencies. 

The programme of work of the Committee is determined by the requirements of the General 

Assembly and the other legislative bodies to which the Committee reports. 

2. a 

Explanation: The Indian Forest Act, 1927 was largely based on previous Indian Forest Acts 

implemented under the British. The most famous one was the Indian Forest Act of 1878. Both the 

1878 act and the 1927 one sought to consolidate and reserve the areas having forest cover, or 

significant wildlife, to regulate movement and transit of forest produce, and duty leviable on timber 

and other forest produce. It also defines the procedure to be followed for declaring an area to be a 

Reserved Forest, a Protected Forest or a Village Forest. It defines what is a forest offence, what are 

the acts prohibited inside a Reserved Forest, and penalties leviable on violation of the provisions of 

the Act. 



 

 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS 

MODEL ANSWERS 

1. Context: The announcement of a free trade agreement between the Maldives and China is 

another sign of Beijing’s success in its outreach in South Asia. After its push for maritime linkages 

across the Indian Ocean, including naval exercises and port projects, and for the enhancement of 

regional connectivity through the Belt and Road Initiative, China seems to be ready to ramp up 

business ties across South Asia. China already has an FTA with Pakistan, and is exploring or 

negotiating FTAs with Bangladesh, Sri Lanka and Nepal.  

FTA and its challenges to India:  

 While New Delhi has made no public statement, it has reportedly made its displeasure 

known, particularly on the speed and stealth with which the negotiations were completed. 

 However, apart from the actual FTA, the rapid growth in China-Maldives ties has not been 

hidden from anyone. This is driven by massive infrastructure projects, including the 

development of Hulhule island and the “Friendship” bridge connecting it to Male. Apart 

from investments of $1 billion, Chinese companies are exploring tourism prospects in the 

Maldives, leases to resort islands, and reclamation project. 

 This can be seen as a natural outcome of the Maldives’ development plans, there are 

reasons for India to worry. The Yameen government also said this week that it is not 

satisfied with the working of the FTA with India. That statement, made by the Fisheries 

Minister at a press conference in Colombo, is likely to be discussed in detail between New 

Delhi and Male. 

 The manner, in which the FTA was rushed through Parliament in a matter of minutes at 

midnight, with opposition members complaining they had not received enough notice, 

suggests a haste that would naturally worry India. 

 The move also shows that the Yameen government is not inclined to pay much heed to 

international concerns over internal unrest. One reason for Mr. Yameen keeping India out of 

the loop on the FTA talks may be New Delhi’s new policy of engaging with the Maldivian 

opposition, especially former President Mohammad Nasheed. 

 The biggest worry for India is that the FTA will draw the Maldives more closely into China’s 

security net. Although Mr. Yameen has categorically stated that the Maldives will remain a 

“demilitarised zone”, there are concerns that the PLA-Navy might be looking for a military 

base in the islands linked to projects in Djibouti, Gwadar and Hambantota. 



 

 

Looking ahead:  China’s growing presence in the Indian Ocean presents a challenge to India as it 

looks to define its place in the U.S.-led “Indo-Pacific” realignment. 

2. Context: The controversial question is about the increase in the category of permanent seats in 

United Nations Security Council (UNSC). The rationale for expansion has been accepted in-principle 

by nearly all, but the difficulty arises when the actual numbers and their rights are discussed. 

India’s realistic chances of permanent status in UNSC:  

 India, along with Brazil, Germany and Japan, has proposed an increase of six additional 

permanent seats, the other two being for Africa. The African group is demanding two 

permanent seats, recognised as reasonable by every member, but there are at least three 

and perhaps more claimants for the two seats. Then there is the question of the rights of the 

additional members. The G-4’s initial position was for the same rights as the present 

permanent members, essentially the veto right. Over the years, they have become more 

realistic and would be willing to forego the veto right. The firm position of the Africans is 

that the new members must have the same rights as the existing ones. This is a non-starter. 

 The P-5 will never agree to give up their veto right, nor will they agree to accord this right to 

any other country. (France supports veto for additional permanent members.) Also, the 

general membership of the UN wants to eliminate the existing veto; they will never agree to 

new veto-wielding powers. Variants of the veto provision have been suggested, such as the 

requirement of double veto, i.e. at least two permanent members must exercise veto for it 

to be valid. The P-5 are not willing to dilute their self-acquired right. 

 Even if the Americans are sincere in their support for us, they will simply not lobby for India 

alone; it will be unthinkable for them to try to get India in without at the same time getting 

Japan also in. It is equally unthinkable, for a long time to come, for China to support Japan’s 

candidature. The P-5 will play the game among themselves but will stand by one another, as 

was evident recently at the time of election to the ICJ 

Available alternative to the situation: So, we should be realistic. If a permanent seat is not available, 

there are other proposals on the table. One proposal is for the creation of ‘semi-permanent’ seats, 

according to which members would be elected for six-eight years and would be eligible for 

immediate re-election. Given India’s growing prestige and respect, it should not be difficult for us to 

successfully bid for one of these seats; it might be a better alternative than to unrealistically hope 

for a permanent seat. 

 


