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MCQ’S FOR PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION                                

1. Who is going to head the 15th finance commission? (Indian Economy)) 

a)  N.K. Singh 

b) Shaktikanta Das 

c)  Anoop Singh 

d) None of these. 

2. Which type of electoral system is used in India? (Indian Polity) 

a) Proportional representation 

b) First-past-the post system 

c) Mixed system 

d) All of these 

DESCRIPTIVE  QUESTIONS  FOR  MAIN EXAMINATION 

1. State whether differences between the executive and the judiciary have been a cause of concern 

in Indian democracy in recent times?(Indian Polity) (EDITORIAL)  

2. Do you think that the goal to eradicate child labour by 2025 seems elusive? (Social Issues) 

SOLUTION (MCQ’S)  

1.a 

Explanation The fifteenth finance commission would be headed by Mr Natwar Singh, former 

secretary to the Govt of India. 



 

 

2.b 

Explanation: A first-past-the-post (FPTP) voting method is one in which voters indicate on a ballot 

the candidate of their choice, and the candidate who receives the most votes wins: this is described 

as winner takes all. First-past-the-post voting is a plurality voting method. It is a common, but not 

universal, feature of electoral systems with single-member electoral divisions, and is practiced in 

close to one third of countries. Notable examples include Canada, India, Pakistan, the United 

Kingdom and the United States, as well as most of their current or former colonies and 

protectorates. 

 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS 

MODEL ANSWERS 

1.Context: It is disconcerting that differences between the executive and the judiciary are emerging 

often in the public domain these days. By raising the question whether the judiciary does not trust 

the Prime Minister to make fair judicial appointments, and harping on the need to maintain the 

balance of power between the executive and the judiciary, representatives of the Union government 

have risked the impression that they are putting the judiciary on the defensive. 

Cause of concern : Union Law Minister Ravi Shankar Prasad is undoubtedly entitled to hold the view 

that the Supreme Court’s 2015 verdict striking down the law creating the National Judicial 

Appointments Commission (NJAC) reveals the judiciary’s distrust in the Prime Minister and the Law 

Minister. His question whether an audit is needed to determine what has been lost or gained since 

the collegium system was created in 1993 is not without merit. However, it is debatable whether 

these issues should have been raised in public, that too in the presence of the Chief Justice of India 

and his fraternity. Chief Justice Dipak Misra seemed coerced into responding that the judiciary 

reposes the same trust that the Constituent Assembly had in the Prime Minister, and that the 

judiciary indeed recognised and respected the separation of powers enshrined in the Constitution. 

Looking ahead: It is clear that differences over formulating a fresh Memorandum of Procedure for 

appointments are casting a shadow on the relationship. It is best if both sides take a pragmatic view 

of the situation and sink their differences on the new procedure, even if it involves giving up a point 

or two that they are clinging to. For a start, they could both disclose the exact points on which the 

two sides differ so that independent experts will also have a chance to contribute to the debate. If it 

is the right to veto a recommendation that the government wants on some limited grounds, the 

Collegium must not be averse to considering it. Resolution of this matter brooks no further delay. 

2.Context: Two years after governments set a 2025 target to end child labour, delegates from 100 

nations at a recent conference in Buenos Aires were told that they will miss the deadline. The 

implication is also that realising the objective could take well over 20 years after the expiry of the 

2030 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). 

Current Scenario: The International Labour Organisation (ILO) estimates that eight years from now, 

around 121 million boys and girls would still be engaged in various occupations. The present figure is 



 

 

around 152 million children aged 5-17. That is to say, only 31 million children are expected to be 

rescued between now and 2025 from conditions that deprive them for life of the fundamental 

ingredients of basic survival. 

The ILO points to four systemic failures that underpin the lack of progress. Foremost is the absence 

of national legislation to give effect to global conventions on the employment of children in 

hazardous industries, as well as on the minimum age of work. The fact that the two instruments 

have received the largest number of ratifications brings into sharp focus the lack of harmony 

between global commitments and domestic priorities. Relevant here is the research on the 

incoherency between laws that prescribe a minimum age for employment and those for completion 

of compulsory school education. It also means that the expansion of quality universal basic 

education has to extend beyond the fulfilment of statutory provisions. 

Way forward: Around 71% of working children are concentrated in the agriculture sector, with 69% 

of them undertaking unpaid work in family units. A strong legal framework that mandates punitive 

action against errant firms and recruitment of youth and adults are important tools to guarantee the 

protection of children. Above all, it is inconceivable that these policies could be entrenched in the 

absence of strong collective bargaining mechanisms and effective social protection policies from the 

cradle to the end of their lives. 


