
2025年度 

法学研究科博士課程 前期課程 入学試験 

受験番号     

試 験 問 題 

 

科目名 「 英 語 」（政治学系） 

2025年 2月施行 

立教大学大学院 

・試験時間 100分 

・語学辞書の使用可（用語辞典・電子辞書は不可） 

・答案は横書（鉛筆の使用可） 

・問題用紙は試験終了後係員に渡すこと 

・試験中、答案用紙を追加で補充することはしないので、配布された答案用紙の範囲内で

解答すること 

 

問１の解答は解答用紙 １に、問２の解答は解答用紙 ２に、それぞれ記入すること。 

 

 

 

問 1 以下の英文を読んで次の問いに答えなさい。 

１） 下線部①・④はそれぞれ何を意味しているか、具体的に説明しなさい。 

２） 下線部②・③・⑤をそれぞれ和訳しなさい。 

 

If someone were to ask how we govern ourselves today – under what arrangements 

do we live together in society – the answer must be that we are governed by states 

that wield unprecedented power to influence our lives. They not only provide us 

with basic protection against attack on our persons and our possessions, they 

also regiment us in countless ways, laying down the terms on which we may make 

our living, communicate with one another, travel to and fro, raise our children, 

and so on. At the same time they supply us with a huge range of benefits, from 

health care and education through to roads, houses, parks, museums, sports 

grounds, and the like. ①It would not be going too far to say that today we are 

creatures of the state. Not all states are equally successful in performing these 

functions, of course, but no one benefits from belonging to a failing state. 

 

Looked at from the perspective of human history, this is a very recent phenomenon. 
②Human societies have usually governed themselves on a much smaller scale. In 

tribal societies authority might rest in the hands of the village elders, who 

would meet to settle any disputes that arose among the members of the tribe, or 

interpret tribal law. When societies emerged on a larger scale, as in China under 

the Han dynasty＊ or medieval Europe, they still lacked anything that deserved to 

be called a state. Although supreme authority rested in the hands of the king or 

the emperor, day-to-day governance was carried out by local lords and their 

officers. Their impact on people's lives was also much more limited, since they 

 



neither attempted to regulate them so closely (except perhaps in matters of 

religion), nor of course did they attempt to provide most of the goods and 

services that modern states provide. ③Political authority was woven into the 

social fabric in such a way that its existence seemed relatively uncontroversial. 

The arguments that took place were about who in particular should wield it (by 

what right did kings rule?), and whether it should be divided between different 

bodies, for instance between kings and priests. 

 

The emergence of the modern state, however, first in Western Europe, and then 

almost everywhere else, has meant that the problem of political authority has 

preoccupied political philosophers for the last 500 years. Here is an institution 

that claims the right to govern our lives in countless ways. What can justify 

that claim? Under what circumstances, if any, do states wield legitimate political 

authority? How far are we as ordinary citizens obliged to obey the laws they make 

and follow their other dictates? These very basic questions need to be resolved 

before we can move on in the following chapters to ask how best to constitute the 

state – what the form of government should be – and what limits should be set to 

its authority. 

 

When we say that the state exercises political authority, what do we mean? 

Political authority has two sides to it. On the one side, people generally 

recognize it as authority, in other words as having the right to command them to 
behave in certain ways. When people obey the law, for instance, they usually do 

so because they think that the body that made the law has a right to do so, and 

they have a corresponding duty to comply. On the other side, people who refuse 

to obey are compelled to do so by the threat of sanctions – lawbreakers are liable 

to be caught and punished. And ④these two aspects are complementary. Unless most 

people obeyed the law most of the time because they believed in its legitimacy, 

the system could not work: to begin with, there would need to be huge numbers of 

law-enforcement officers, and then the question would arise who should enforce 

the law on them. Equally, those who do keep the law out of a sense of obligation 
are encouraged to do so by knowing that people who break it are likely to be 

punished. I do not steal from my neighbour because I respect his right of property. 

I hope that he respects mine too, but I know that if he doesn’t I can call the 

police to get my property back. So people who comply with authority voluntarily 

know that they are protected from being taken advantage of by less scrupulous 

persons. 

 

Political authority, then, combines authority proper with forced compliance. It 

is neither pure authority, like the authority of the wise man whose disciples 

follow his instructions without any compulsion, nor pure force, like the force 

exercised by the gunman who relieves you of your wallet, but a blend of the two. 

But the question remains, why do we need it? ⑤After all political authority, 

particularly when exercised by a body as powerful as the modern state, imposes a 

great many unwelcome requirements on us, some of which (like paying taxes) make 

us materially worse off, but others of which make us do things that we object to 



morally (like fighting in wars that we oppose). What reply can we give to the 

anarchist who says that societies can govern themselves perfectly well without 

political authority, and that the state is essentially a racket run for the 

benefit of those who hold positions of power? 

 

 

出典：David Miller, Political Philosophy: A Very Short Introduction, Oxford 

University Press, 2003, pp. 19-21. 
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問２ 以下の英文①〜⑤をすべて和訳しなさい。これらは Eric Hoffer, The True 
Believer: Thoughts on the Nature of Mass Movements (1969)からの抜粋である（一部

省略や文意を明らかにするための若干の語句の修正をした）。 

 

①Hatred is the most accessible and comprehensive of all unifying agents. It 

pulls and whirls the individual away from his own self, makes him oblivious of 

his weal and future, frees him of jealousies and self-seeking. He becomes an 

anonymous particle quivering with a craving to fuse and coalesce with his like 

into one flaming mass. Heine suggests that what Christian love cannot do is 

effected by a common hatred. 

 

* Heine=ハインリヒ・ハイネ 1797年-1856年。作家、詩人 

 

②Common hatred unites the most heterogeneous elements. To share a common hatred, 

with an enemy even, is to infect him with a feeling of kinship, and thus sap his 

powers of resistance. Hitler used anti-Semitism not only to unify his Germans but 

also to sap the resoluteness of Jew-hating Poland, Rumania, Hungary, and finally 

even France. He made a similar use of anti-communism. 

 

*sap=gradually weaken or destroy 

 

③That hatred springs more from self-contempt than from a legitimate grievance 

is seen in the intimate connection between hatred and a guilty conscience. 

There is perhaps no surer way of infecting ourselves with virulent hatred 

toward a person than by doing him a grave injustice. That others have a just 

grievance against us is a more potent reason for hating them than that we have a 

just grievance against them. We do not make people humble and meek when we show 

them their guilt and cause them to be ashamed of themselves. We are more likely 

to stir their arrogance and rouse in them a reckless aggressiveness. Self-

righteousness is a loud din raised to drown the voice of guilt within us. 

There is a guilty conscience behind every brazen word and act and behind 

every manifestation of self-righteousness. 

 

* virulent=(of a disease or poison) extremely severe or harmful in its effects. 

**din=noise 

 

④A sublime religion inevitably generates a strong feeling of guilt. There is an 

unavoidable contrast between loftiness of profession and imperfection of 

practice. And, as one would expect, the feeling of guilt promotes hate and 

brazenness. Thus it seems that the more sublime the faith the more virulent the 

hatred it breeds. 

 

*profession= a declaration of belief in a religion 

 

 



⑤Hitler said, that the National Socialist should seek and deserve the violent 

hatred of his enemies. Such hatred would be proof of the superiority of the 

National Socialist faith. “The best yardstick for the value of his (the National 

Socialist’s) attitude, for the sincerity of his conviction, and the force of his 

will is the hostility he receives from the enemy.” 


