download.kaoyan.com

2011 FEM R AENZERE R A

FHH A 935 REZH: BFE55E G
e () AR | W
(2) THH% BT IEARHEE AR L%, B R — AT

PARTI TRANSLATION [score: 50)

SECTION A:  Translate the following text into English.
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SECTION B: Translate the following text into Chinese.

The economic cost of the worst natural disaster in Japan's history continues to rise. Experts
are saying the devastating combination of earthquake, tsunami and now - the deepening nuclear
crisis, is likely to result in bigger-than-expected financial losses for the world's third largest
economy. A week after the nation's worst natural disaster, the threat of a nuclear meltdown is
emerging as the biggest threat to the country's economic recovery.

Market analyst Will Hedden says uncertainty over the outcome is driving volatility in
financial markets. "We are still in a state of panic. And we are still not seeing any end in sight to
that volatility and a lot of worries persisting over the ongoing problems in Japan," he said.

Japanese officials say damage is now likely to cost more than the 1995 earthquake in Kobe
(##7) that resulted in losses of more than $100 billion.

"The early estimates from analysts and economists is $180 billion in damages. Of course the
crisis is escalating. If you throw in the radiation scare and people from overseas are going to stop

coming to Japan, the hit on tourism - obviously the number could go up from there," said Nathan
Layne, Reuters Tokyo Bureau Chief.

PART II WRITING [score: 50]

You have read an article in a magazine which states, “People should be paid to ability, not

according to age and experience.” Do you agree with this statement or not? And what is your
argument? Write a composition of about 300 words on the following topic:

HOW SHOULD PEOPLE BE PAID?
In the first part of your writing you should present your thesis statement, and in the second
part you should support the thesis statement with appropriate details such as your own ideas,

knowledge or experience. In the last part you should bring what you have written to a natural
conclusion or a summary.

Marks will be awarded for content, organization, grammar and appropriacy. Failure to follow
the above instructions may result in a loss of marks.



