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Please answer all questions in Part A and in Part B.

Part A:

Please use Chinese to answer two questions beneath after you have read the following
excerpt:

1) Which is good for dealing with planning public infrastructure and protecting
environmental resources, in terms of regionalized and localized governance
systems? And why? (25%)

2) From “regionalism” perspeetive, is eensolidating Taipei City and Taipei
County good for the publicZ4(25%)

Across Americaginterest in possible regional remedies-to.yarious problems has
risen sharply insthe-past decade. Besides traffic congestion, these probiems include air
pollution, a swidespread shortage of affordable housing, lack of open space, rising
infrastructure costs and higher taxes to pay them, inadequate public schools in many
large cities, and continuing isolationwof the poorest households in deteriorating
inner-city neighborhoods. More and more citizens, government officials, and other
observers are becoming 'convinced. that the predominant governance system in
American regions of many small, highly fragmented local governments 1s not capable
of dealing with these problems effectively. The problems are too spread over each
region as a whole, and intercennected across too many localities in each region, to be
effectively dealt with by individual governments acting separately. Since the dominant
system is not working well, perhaps it is time to explore some other system. The
major alternative is seme type of “regionalism™—so interest in regional remedies has
blossomed.

However, although it is clear that the present fragmented powers system is not
working well, it is not yet clear that regional remedies will work any better.
Moreover, tackling these problems at the regional level in a democracy involves
extremely complex and difficult activities—more difficult than those required to
operate our present fragmented governance system.

Governance systems based on many local governments tend to promote
participation and have lower service costs than do regionalized systems. Evidence
remains inconclusive that regionalized governance systems are necessarily superior to
localized ones in achieving equity or economic growth, although conventional

wisdom and perception favor regional arrangements.

(From Downs. Anthony, 2004, Still Stuck in Traffic: Coping with Peak-Hour Traffic
Congestion, Washington, D.C.: Brookings Institution Press, pp.300-301.)
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Part B:

Please use Chinese to answer two questions beneath after you have read the following
excerpt:
3) Based on the following excerpt, do you think form of development will affect
travel behavior and bring about negative by-products? And why? (25%)
4) Do you believe planning intéTvetionscan béwa remedy for the market failures?
If not, why? If yes, thenhow to do? (25%)

Implicit to thessOcial scientific debate over the transportation impacts of land use
is a compound/question that fuses scientific andwpolicy dimensions: Do alternative
form of development improve travel behavior with sufficient magnitude and certainty
to justify the policy interventions required to bring these forms about?” In evidence of
reduced automobile use and increases in the nommotorized modes associated with
particular urban designs, analysts supportive of land-use alternatives find justification
for such planning interventions. Others question these findings, pointing out that
people’s self-seleetion mto neighborhoods may affect observed differences in travel
behavior more than physical, variables like density,/mixing off land uses, or
accessibility. This uncertainty is construed as evidenee against policy interventions on
behalf of these alternative developmeni forms.

If urban sprawl is the product of market ordering, then any negative by-products
might represent market, failures. Congestion and pollution” are’ classic externalities
often associated with a low-densitysauto-oriented*developient pattern; other negative
effects may include energy consumption, surface water pollution, traffic accidents.
and others. Under a market-driven view of sprawl, policies for compact development
might be a justified response to these market failures if their effects on travel behavior
can be shown to be sufficiently beneficial. A search for evidence on the transportation
impact of alternative development forms, then, amounts to a test of whether
intervention on behalf of these forms remedies a market failure. Conversely, absence
of evidence of beneficial impacts—for example, ambiguity in the link between land
use and trave] behavior—would tend to undermine the claim that these policies are a

remedy for the market failures of sprawl.

(From Levine, Jonathan, 2006, Zoned Out: Regulation, Markets, and Choices in
transportation and Metropolitan Land-Use, Washington, D.C.: Resources for the
Future, pp. 7-8.)
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