The Quest for Dignity

Fill in the missing words. Use one word for each space

Well, Democracy 1)  AS  such may not be on the UN restaurant menu, 2) AND is nonetheless on its catering agenda. So is Human Dignity. Needless to say, 3)  THEY are inextricably linked. Indeed, Human Dignity appears to have 4) BEEN on everyone's menu from the most rudimentary society, recognized as such 5) BY philosophers who have occupied their minds 6)  WITH  the evolution of the social order. Nothing is more fascinating, but permanently contentious 7)  THAN   the kind of binarism attributed to the motoring force of the evolution 8)  OF  the social order by Hegel, Nietzche, Hobbes and Locke among others. The historic man, 9) ACCORDING  to them, would appear to 10)    BE      a product of a choice between abject submission or bondage on the one hand, for the sake of self-preservation and, 11) ON  the other, a quest for dignity, even if this leads to death. Karl Marx, on 12) HIS part, felt compelled to distance himself from their deductions, yet 13)          he refused to ignore the importance of that element, human dignity, naming it 14)  AS  a reward that comes naturally with the evolution of man 15)             labour is ungoverned by necessity. That is the phase when it becomes possible to celebrate: 16)  THE  dignity of labour. What is worth noting 17)  FOR  us today is simply the prodigious output of numerous minds on this theme, nearly 18)  ALL   of which emphasize that the pursuit of dignity is one of the most fundamental defining attributes of human existence.

19) Dignity is according to the author

a) something men and animals have in common

b) something that can be expressed only in social relations

c) something one can find only within the family

d) something that is of no importance

20) Dignity

a) is something that cannot be violated

b) is something everybody posses

c) depends on the personal capacity to fulfil social expectations

d) depends on the personal and social situation of the individual

21) Sooner Death than Indignity

a) is a saying only the Yoruba have

b) is a common expression that can be found in different cultures

c) is totally wrong according to the author

d) is a religious belief

22) Being part of a community

a) implies a growing self-consciousness 

b) has nothing to do with religion

c) is something that can go beyond state boundaries

d) cannot replace the immediate family

23) Why according to the author is the Palestinian situation so humiliating? BECAUSE ALL THE PEOPLE, OLD AND YOUNG, APPEARED TO HIM AS PEOPLE WITHOUT HOPE, BUT WILLING TO RSTORE THEIR DIGNITY
24) What does the author say about Shimon Peres? HE DEVELOPED AN ENORMOUS RESPECT FOR HIM AFTER SEVERAL ENCOUNTERS AND CONSIDERS HIM LIKE THE MOST THOUGHTFUL OF PAST ISRAELI LEADERS, BUT, IN HIS OPINION, HE UNDERVALUED THE IMPORTANCE OF DIGNITY AND HUMAN ATTACHMENT TO DIGNITY
25) What do you think Jose Sarmago meant when he used the metaphor of the concentration camp? PROBABLY HE WANTED TO EXPRESS IN A STRONG WAY THE PALESTINIAN SITUATION, UNDERLINING THE UNACCEPTABLE CONDITION OF THESE PEOPLE WHO ARE DEPRIVED OF THEIR OWN DIGNITY


26) What does the author say about the attack on the Palestinian headquarters? IT COMPLETED THE EROSION OF THE CONFIDENCE IN AN IMPARTIAL AND AUTHORITATIVE INTERVENTION FROM THE UN BECAUSE THIS ATTACK TOOK PLACE “UNDER THE NOSE” OF THIS ORGANIZATION. IT 




27) Why are the disillusioned ‘willing recruits to the army of terror’? BECAUSE THEY HAVE ABANDONED ALL HOPE OF JUSTICE AND LOST ALL FAITH IN A UNIVERSAL CONCEPT OF DIGNITY SO FROM THEIR POINT OF YOU THIS IS THE ONLY WAY TO FIGHT FOR THEIR OWN  DIGNITY 



Choose the right word 

The human response in face of such a menace is, I am certain, near universal. I 
28)  FELT      no sense of reduction in self-esteem, no conduct that equated indignity despite the fact that we were impotent in face of this assailant. This was Nature at work, and with awesome power that annihilated all that lay before it. The power that is exerted 29)  BY   Nature does not humiliate. Indeed, not even the daily precarious habitation in the shadow of a 30)   FIRING       volcano as in the case of Mount Etna, that in recent decades sent the inhabitants scurrying yet again for safety, or the earthquake that recently devastated parts of Turkey, and lately Iran - none of these remotely attains the reduction of individual self-worth, as the condition of arbitrary control by another. 31)  THOSE  citizens of California who live along the St. Andreas fault, that is, live 32)  WITH  the consciousness of arbitrary seismic eruption, are unfazed by the possibility of death whenever the earth decides to 33) CHALLENGE  their rights of occupancy. In the Caribbean, the islanders are inured to hurricanes and the accompanying floods. Mud slides occasionally wipe 34) OUT    ancient habitations and bury thousands, later to be dug up in grotesque shapes of mortality - the Phillippines recently joined the ranks of these entombed casualties. 35) NO-ONE   of these victims however, can be said to exist in fear of humiliation, or loss of dignity. The kind of 36)    ?     that reduces our self-worth ranges through the most mundane, even domestic relationships, such as fear of ejection of a tenant by a landlord in a system that offers 37)NEITHER  preventive measures nor legal redress to a wife or child subjected to constant physical and mental 38)  ABUSE  by a husband or parent, an Irish teenager in the grip of terror of a vigilante committee, a Zimbabwean recruit in the burgeoning terror training 39)   CAMPS   of a Robert Mugabe where some are raped as a mandatory rite of induction. The kind of power that humiliates is that which 

40)  COMPELS  the head of a Palestinian family to sit helplessly under Israeli guns, drenched in tears, as he watches his ancestral olive grove, the sole family source of livelihood, fall 41) UNDER the electric saw, tree by tree, to make way for the very wall that will, from then on, reduce his space of volition.

Here is an anecdote from real life, an attempt at breaking out from a different kind of walling in, this time of the economic - but not at any 42) price  ! About six years ago, I was approached by a Cuban ambassador to my country Nigeria, with whom I had developed a 43)   warm    relationship. He felt that I might know some influential individuals within the United States government or the intellectual circles that relate to that government. His government, he stated, was 44)   Anxious  for a resolution of the state of undeclared war between the two nations - these formal and informal 45) probes                                                are part of public knowledge, so I am not revealing any privileged communication. Cuba had weathered the general economic 46)   deadlock by the US reasonably well, he said, but after the infamous Torricelli Act, that extended the 47)   ban    on trade with Cuba even to her existing foreign partners, that small island began to feel the economic stress of claustrophobia, and sought diplomatic means of breaking the 48)   sanctions      . 

The ambassador said, Cuba was ready to meet and talk with the US on any 49) contrivance, formal or informal, no preconditions - oh, except one. Cuba would not compromise her dignity. It struck me as a remarkable 50) statement    , even then. We are a small people, he declared, we are 51) powerless                                 compared to the United States, but we will not compromise our dignity; we would rather starve to death.

That declaration by my friend - we shall not sacrifice our 52) dignity - is very much the language of nations, or states to one another. For instance, during conflict negotiations or their 53)  aftermath     - and I refer here to those unpublicised sessions, familiar to arbitrators - a phrase, an insistent, minimal appeal surfaces with remarkable 54) constancy   , even when all else has been surrendered. It goes thus: please, let us leave these negotiating chambers, at the very least, with our self-respect. It is very much the historic 55) cry     of a defeated people, defeated either through a passage of arms or on the diplomatic field, when they discover that they have no more bargaining chips left. What their 56) representatives    are saying is simply: the very least you must concede is that we leave this place not as slaves of imposition, but as partners of consent. Yes, we are compelled to make peace, we 57) accept             that we must submit to force majeur, but leave us at least our self-respect. This is the motivation behind every formula of diplomatic 58) platform  that is sometimes described as - 'face-saving'. 

