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1. 一個與自由意志議題相關的問題是： 「如果決定論為真，我們是否有自由意志？」雖然
相容論（ compatibilism ）與自由意志論（ libertarianism）都認為我們有自由意志，對於
這個問題的回答卻不同。 A 請說明這兩個理論各自的立場，並比較其異同。 B. 你認為決
定論的真假是否會影響自由意志的有無？你比較支持以上哪一個理論？為什麼？ (30%) 

2. 十年以後的我和現在的我是不是同一個「我」？做了腦部移植的我是不是同一個我？失
去記憶的我是不是同一個我？如何判定？哲學家針對人格同一性（ personal identity ）這
個議題有許多討論，也提出了物理連續性（ physical continuity ）與心理連續性

( psychological continuity ）等兩類立場來支持相關的判準。請介紹這兩類立場中各自
（你認為）最具說服力的哲學理論，並提供理由說明你比較支持哪一個理論。（30%)

3. Consider the following quote from J. S. Mill's On Libe，ηand provide your answers﹔

One of these examples, that of the sale of poisons, opens a new question﹔ tl;ie proper limits of what 
may be called the functions of police ﹔ how far liberty rnay legitimately be invaded for the 
prevention of crime, or of accident. It is one of the undisputed functions of government to take 
precautions against crime betore it has been committed, as weH as to detect and punish it 
afterwards. The preventive function of governrne則，however, is far more, liable to be abused, to the 
prejudice of liberty, than the punitory function﹔for there is hardly any part of the legitimate freedom 
of action of a human being which would not admit of being represented, and fairly too’的
increasing the facilities for some form or other of delinquency. Nevertheless, if a public authority, 
or even a private person, sees any one evidently preparing to commit a crime, they are not bound to 
look on inactive until the crime is committed, but may interfere to prevent it. If poisons were never 
bought or used for any pu中ose except the commission of murder, it would be right to prohibit their 
manufacture and sale. They may, however, be wanted not only for innocent but for useful purposes, 
and restrictions cannot be imposed in the one case without operating in the other. Again, it is a 
proper office of public authority to guard against accidents. If either a public officer or any one else 
saw a person attempting to cross a bridge which had been ascertained to be unsafe, and there were 
no time to warn him of his danger, they might seize him and turn him back, without any real 
infringement of his liberty﹔ for liberty consists in doing what one desires, and he does not desire to 
fall into the river. Nevertheless, when there is not a certainty, but only a danger of mischief, no one 
but the person himself can judge of the sufficiency of the motive which may prompt him to incur 
the risk: in this case, therefore, (unless he is a child, or delirious, or in some state of excitement or 
absorption incompatible with the full use of the reflecting faculty) he ought, I conceive, to be only 
warned of the danger﹔ not forcibly prevented from exposing himself to it. Similar considerations, 
applied to such a question as the sale of poisons, may enable us to decide which among the possible 
modes of regulation are or are not contrary to principle. （接下頁）
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二、試題請隨卷繳交。
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