PSR — CSA—2018 - RBreals

B Ldea is generally ok-Structure needs to be

b o QS O Y WM e
| yocabulary a5 nych a2 the SfIaEE
= 'J{?p%gsga.\%rggﬁ _23;5 CI;?'/(lgjonm olbexy

L=, Teewms  fo be  foayaple wkl He
v _Q{W_(;(:L_WP_?Q_PAB&%Q?! _are _afferted.
A Allod  phast of Civilizedion's gaowhh,
L odrefifc  fromn e woar __Ma%_g,c;ﬁ!d,#,, —
- He pho  and  dgwa ,e,‘,‘(\\_rdzr__d_-_?fb_\é&,ﬁu)m_

. ,{:l\édled_.,-/o__@nl—_‘w*"@(v ?'f‘duij | -
. oy doer wof  Show LS namsfreus ,

comx ok e cnyf  of ,Afﬁ,u),b_(ﬂs Lves
 ahnd 0\0{ f'v(e_bg. ’(LLLEL P4 axptuing OJ’Ko\p\‘d

| 'fjw't 19 5l _a-ii: s |

-L_’,/-ﬁﬁgf_‘—&d_ u e

[ avertad V_L_Z___-_é__gkiwa Come  Coilbtn epsorhr.
__“;D‘:&S,Q_%OQ@_CQ’:#LQ_‘E(U .,ﬁﬁ’.‘__d_“”‘\d"bd” )
! Pl - e atk A ixdutdual
*,__i&fa_,ehdx,_ng_,_hn_w_ cliqous  xe k- A tndetdeal
can pexsonodly Yefuse e being oot of

 woAY, WOTRg a» oMok O AL L. —
wax. Whie, o doef one Nt Clizen
T refuse=-
$ ( Lud  olso  xaAlstfhe woox.

— b Ony = t(#é'u*' the lat erf;*m?‘ B
Acw'{_djn% Lo Mﬂi—} etond B peontising-
word  courd v J_@xa_gxap_%_SHJ_—

,b‘,’,,”d ourdin Jress: 180

A

Scanned with CamScanner


https://digital-camscanner.onelink.me/P3GL/g26ffx3k
M. Ali Raza

M. Ali Raza
it is

M. Ali Raza

M. Ali Raza

M. Ali Raza
on

M. Ali Raza

M. Ali Raza

M. Ali Raza
refuse

M. Ali Raza
citizens

M. Ali Raza
the

M. Ali Raza

M. Ali Raza
the latter

M. Ali Raza

M. Ali Raza
Idea is generally ok. Structure needs to be improved a little. Try to use your own vocabulary as much as possible, without borrowing phrases from the original passage.

M. Ali Raza


PART-1I

.» Make a précis of the following text and suggest a suitable title. (20)

In studying the breakdowns of civilizations, the writer has subscribed to the conclusion — no new discovery! — that war
has proved to have been the proximate cause of the breakdown of every civilization which is known for certain to have
broken down, in so far as it has been possible to analyze the nature of these breakdowns and to account for their
occurrence. Like other evils, war has an insidious way of appearing not intolerable until it has secured such a
stranglehold upon the lives of its addicts that they no longer have the power to escape from its grip when its deadliness
has become manifest. In the early stages of a civilization’s growth, the cost of wars in suffering and destruction might
seem 1o be exceeded by the benefits accruing from the winning of wealth and power and the cultivation of the “military
virtues™; and, in this phase of history, states have often found themselves able to indulge in war with one another with
something like impunity even for the defeated party. War does not begin to reveal its malignity till the war-making
society has begun to increase its economic ability to exploit physical nature and its political ability to organize man-
power; but, as soon as this happens. the god of war to which the growing society has long since been dedicated proves
himself a Moloch by devouring an ever larger share of the increasing fruits of man’s industry and intelligence in the
process of taking an ever larger toll of life and happiness; and. when the society's growth in efficiency reaches a point
at which it becomes capable of mobilizing a lethal quantum of its energies and resources for military use, then war
reveals itsell’ as being a cancer which is bound to prove fatal to its victim unless he can cut it out and cast it from him.
since its malignant tissues have now leamnt to grow faster that the healthy tissues on which they feed.

In the past, when this danger-point in the history of the relations between war and civilization has been reached and
recognized. serious ¢fforts have sometimes been made to get rid of war in time to save society, and these endeavours
have been apt to take one or other of two alternative directions. Salvation cannot, of course, be sought anywhere except
in the working of the consciences of individual human beings; but individuals have a choice between trying to achieve
their aims through direct action as private citizens and trying to achieve them through indirect action as citizens of
states. A personal refusal to lend himself in any way to any war waged by his state for any purpose and in any
circumstances is a line of attack against the institution of war that is likely to appeal to an ardent and self-sacrificing
nature; by comparison, the alternative peace strategy of seeking to persuade and accustom governments to combine in
Jointly resisting aggression when it comes and in trying to remove its stimuli before hand may seem a circuitous and

unheroic line of attack on the problem. Yet experience up to date indicates unmistakably, in the present writer’s
opinion, that the second of these two hard roads is by far the more promising.
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