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※一律作答於答案卷上(題上作答不予計分)；並務必標明題號，依序作答。

一、Define or explain the following concepts or terms in English. (10%) 

(1) Collaborative governance 

(2) NIMBY 

 

二、After reading the following article from The New York Times, please answer the following questions in 

English. (40%) 

 

Pride, Prejudice, Insurance. 

By Paul Krugman, Nov. 7, 2005. 

 

  General Motors is reducing retirees’ medical benefits. Delphi has declared bankruptcy, and will probably 

reduce workers’ benefits as well as their wages. An internal Wal-Mart memo describes plans to cut health 

costs by hiring temporary workers, who aren’t entitled to health insurance, and screening out employees 

likely to have high medical bills. These aren’t isolated anecdotes. Employment-based health insurance is the 

only serious source of coverage for Americans too young to receive Medicare and insufficiently destitute to 

receive Medicaid, but it’s an institution in decline. Between 2000 and 2004 the number of Americans under 

65 rose by 10 million. Yet the number of nonelderly Americans covered by employment-based insurance fell 

by 4.9 million. The funny thing is that the solution -- national health insurance, available to everyone -- is 

obvious. But to see the obvious we’ll have to overcome pride -- the unwarranted belief that America has 

nothing to learn from other countries -- and prejudice -- the equally unwarranted belief, driven by ideology, 

that private insurance is more efficient than public insurance. 

 

Let’s start with the fact that America’s health care system spends more, for worse results, than that of any 

other advanced country. In 2002 the United States spent $5,267 per person on health care. Canada spent 

$2,931; Germany spent $2,817; Britain spent only $2,160. Yet the United States has lower life expectancy 

and higher infant mortality than any of these countries. But don’t people in other countries sometimes find it 

hard to get medical treatment? Yes, sometimes -- but so do Americans. No, Virginia, many Americans can’t 

count on ready access to high-quality medical care. The journal Health Affairs recently published the results 

of a survey of the medical experience of “sicker adults” in six countries, including Canada, Britain, Germany 

and the United States. The responses don't support claims about superior service from the U.S. system. It’s 

true that Americans generally have shorter waits for elective surgery than Canadians or Britons, although 

German waits are even shorter. But Americans do worse by some important measures: we find it harder than 

citizens of other advanced countries to see a doctor when we need one, and our system is more, not less, rife 

with medical errors. 
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Above all, Americans are far more likely than others to forgo treatment because they can’t afford it. Forty 

percent of the Americans surveyed failed to fill a prescription because of cost. A third were deterred by cost 

from seeing a doctor when sick or from getting recommended tests or follow-up. Why does American 

medicine cost so much yet achieve so little? Unlike other advanced countries, we treat access to health care 

as a privilege rather than a right. And this attitude turns out to be inefficient as well as cruel. The U.S. system 

is much more bureaucratic, with much higher administrative costs, than those of other countries, because 

private insurers and other players work hard at trying not to pay for medical care. And our fragmented 

system is unable to bargain with drug companies and other suppliers for lower prices. 

 

Taiwan, which moved 10 years ago from a U.S.-style system to a Canadian-style single-payer system, offers 

an object lesson in the economic advantages of universal coverage. In 1995 less than 60 percent of Taiwan’s 

residents had health insurance; by 2001 the number was 97 percent. Yet according to a careful study 

published in Health Affairs two years ago, this huge expansion in coverage came virtually free: it led to little 

if any increase in overall health care spending beyond normal growth due to rising population and incomes. 

Before you dismiss Taiwan as a faraway place of which we know nothing, remember Chile-mania: just a few 

months ago, during the Bush administration’s failed attempt to privatize Social Security, commentators 

across the country -- independent thinkers all, I＇m sure -- joined in a chorus of ill-informed praise for 

Chile’s private retirement accounts. (It turns out that Chile’s system has a lot of problems.) Taiwan has more 

people and a much bigger economy than Chile, and its experience is a lot more relevant to America’s real 

problems. 

 

The economic and moral case for health care reform in America, reform that would make us less different 

from other advanced countries, is overwhelming. One of these days we’ll realize that our semiprivatized 

system isn’t just unfair, it’s far less efficient than a straightforward system of guaranteed health insurance. 

 

https://www.nytimes.com/2005/11/07/opinion/pride-prejudice-insurance.html 

 

(1) In Paul Krugman’s view, why American medicine cost is much higher than other advanced countries? 

 

(2) Why Krugman suggests U.S. government should adopt health care reform? 
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三、Please read the following piece of news from Voice of America (2021‐12‐24). 

 

U.S. efforts to counter what it sees as an erosion of democratic principles around the world are facing a new 

challenge from China, which is seeking to redefine the very word democracy and use it to describe its own 

one-party model of governance. 

 

In a white paper issued days before U.S. President Joe Biden’s December 9-10 Summit for Democracy, 

Beijing’s State Council Information Office argues that its system — in which all power is firmly entrenched 

in the Chinese Communist Party — constitutes “a true democracy that works.” 

 

The release of the December 4 white paper, which was published in the China Daily, appears to have been 

timed to counter the Biden-hosted summit, which the U.S. State Department said was aimed principally at 

defending against authoritarianism, addressing and fighting corruption, and promoting respect for human 

rights. 

 

The white paper offers a very different notion of what democracy is. “Whole-process people's democracy 

integrates process-oriented democracy with results-oriented democracy, procedural democracy with 

substantive democracy, direct democracy with indirect democracy, and people's democracy with the will of 

the state,” it says. 

 

(一)Translate this news into Mandarin. (20%) 

(二)In English, please briefly summarize this event and comment on the concept 

of people's democracy promoted by China. (30%) 

 

 


