
東吳大學 100 學年度博士班招生考試試題 
第 1 頁，共 2 頁 

系 

級 
政治學系博士班 

考試 

時間 
 100 分鐘 

科 

目 
專業英文 

本科 

總分 
 100 分 

 

壹、英翻中 

1. …, the current regional governance movement involves collaboration between governments 

and business and community leaders. It is based on the realization 

 that no single government in a decentralized, polycentric system can effectively meet 

regional challenges, that participation of all interested parties is important if there is 

to be successful resolution of regional problem, and that positive cooperative action is 

likely to be more effectively and lasting than negative, top-down mandates. Moreover, this 

regionalism movement recognizes that creativity and experimentation are better than a 

heavy-handed bureaucratic approach and that regional problem are more likely to be solved 

by focusing on substantive problems than on the structure or the process. 

David K Hamilton, 1999. Governing Metropolitan Areas＂Garland Publishing. New York. pp 35-36.

 (25%) 

 

2. 

…legal rights are understood as those which are＂ conceded and  

enforced by the law of the realm＂(Cranston 1973:4). Such rights vary from country, and in 

particular countries might cover actions such as a right to receive social welfare, a right 

to be protected from sexual and racial discrimination, a right to trial by jury, or a right 

to be informed of the ingredients of a particular food on sale. By contrast, moral rights 

are not rights are not rights which are conferred or enforced by government or in a particular 

state. They exist independently of legislation.  

 

Jack Mahoney,2007. The Challenges of Human rights: Origin, Development, and Significance.

Blackwell Publishing. pp. 72. 
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貳、 

1.Please translate the following paragraph into Chinese (20%) 
 

Whether by White House design or Chinese insistence, US President Obama has steered clear of public 

meetings with Chinese liberals, free press advocates and even average Chinese during his first visit to China, 

showing a deference to the Chinese leadership’s aversions to such interactions that is unusually for a visiting 

American president. 

 

Mr. Obama held a “town hall” meeting with students on Monday. But the students were carefully vetted and 

prepped for the event by the government, participants said. And the Chinese authorities, wielding a practiced 

mix of censorship and diplomatic pressure, succeeded in limiting Mr. Obama’s exposure to a point where a 

third of some 40 Beijing university students interviewed Tuesday were unaware that he had just met in 

Shanghai with their peers. 

 

2. Please read the following article carefully, and give your comments in English (30%). 
 

Is it possible to oppose the death penalty and still be in favor of killing tyrants? That is, I think, my own 

position, but the botched execution of Saddam Hussein, which looked more like savage revenge than 

impartial justice, made it much harder to hold on to both those views. Still, they seem to me contradictory 

but not incompatible. I don’t believe that the state should kill people convicted of crimes against other 

people, even of terrible crimes. Except when it is resisting military attack or helping others who are under 

attack, the state should not be in the killing business; its first commitment is to the preservation of life. But a 

tyrant has committed crimes not simply against individuals but against the solidarity of the citizens, against 

the commonwealth, against the very idea of a political community. And that seems to raise the stakes; a 

tyrant is not an ordinary criminal. Assassinating a tyrant poses no moral problems. Here is a ruler fully 

empowered and actively engaged, right now, in the oppression of his subjects: his prisons are crowded, his 

torturers are at work, his death squads roam the country, his tax collectors are extortionate. He is at war with 

his subjects—actually, not metaphorically—and killing him is a legitimate act of war. Tyrannicide is an 

honorable killing, and the killers are commonly honored. But now imagine the same tyrant overthrown: he is 

a prisoner of war; he cannot simply be killed. Shouldn’t he be brought to trial for his crimes and, if 

convicted, punished in a just and humane way? He is powerless now, locked up, in prison garb—why should 

we treat him differently than we believe all prisoners should be treated?(Source: Michael Walzer, Killing 

Tyrants, 2007) 

 

 


