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次の英文を読んで、以下の問に答えなさい。 

１ ①～④の英文を和訳しなさい。 

２ この文章で何が議論されているのか、その要旨を 10行程度にまとめなさい。 

Building a robust liberal international order eventually causes serious political troubles 

inside the liberal democracies themselves, because the accompanying policies clash with 

nationalism. Those problems on the home front, which come in two forms, work to 

eventually undermine the order itself. 

To begin with,①liberal states believe strongly in the virtues of international institutions, 

which leads them to delegate more and more authority to the institutions that make up the 

order. That strategy, however, is widely seen as evidence that those states are 

surrendering sovereignty. One can argue about whether those liberal countries are 

actually giving up sovereignty, but there is no question that they are delegating the 

authority to make some important decisions to those institutions, which is likely to cause 

serious political trouble in a modern nation-state. After all, nationalism privileges self-

determination and sovereignty, and thus it is fundamentally at odds with international 

institutions that make policies that decidedly affect their member states. “The cumulative 

effect of such expansions of international authority,” Jeff Colgan and Robert Keohane 

write, “is to excessively limit sovereignty and give people the sense that foreign forces are 

controlling their lives.” 

②The intensity of this problem will depend on how much power and influence the relevant 

institutions wield over their member states. Of course, the institutions that make up a 

liberal world order are designed to have a profound effect on the behavior of their member 

states. This institutional influence inevitably raises concerns about a “democratic deficit.” 

 



Voters in those countries come to think that the distant bureaucrats who make decisions 

that matter greatly for them are inaccessible and unaccountable. 

There is clear evidence of this phenomenon at play across Europe. Consider the 2016 

vote in favor of Brexit. Given the huge impact the EU has on its members’ policies, it is 

unsurprising that one of the principal reasons a majority of British citizens voted for Brexit 

is because they thought that their country had surrendered too much authority to Brussels 

and that it was time to reassert British sovereignty. In particular, many Britons believed 

that Britain had lost control of its economic policy, which was undermining democratic 

accountability. EU bureaucrats in Brussels, who were not elected by Britons, were seen to 

be the key architects of British economic policy and other policies as well. Thus, the 

authors of an important study on Brexit write: “Regaining sovereignty—taking back 

control—was a major theme in the 2016 referendum.”  

Fears in the West about surrendering sovereignty were not limited to the EU. As Robert 

Kuttner points out, with the blossoming of hyperglobalization in the 1990s, the IMF and 

the World Bank “mutated into the opposite of the roles imagined at Bretton Woods. They 

became instruments for the enforcement of classical laissez-faire as a universal 

governing principle.” Unsurprisingly, concerns about sovereignty have played an 

important role in recent U.S. politics. In particular, Trump ran for president on a platform 

that emphasized “America First,” and he harshly criticized all the key institutions that 

make up the liberal international order, including the EU, the IMF, and the World Bank.  

The liberal international order also adopts policies that clash with national identity, which 

matters greatly to people all around the world, including those in the United States and 

Western Europe. ③At its core, liberalism is an individualistic ideology that places great 

weight on the concept of inalienable rights. This belief, which says that every individual on 

Earth has the same set of basic rights, is what underpins the universalistic dimension of 

liberalism. This universalistic or transnational perspective stands in marked contrast to the 

profound particularism of nationalism, which is built on the belief that the world is divided 

into discrete nations, each with its own culture. Preserving that culture is best served by 

having one's own state, so that the nation can survive in the face of threats from the 

“other.”  

Given liberalism's emphasis on individuals with equal rights, coupled with its tendency to 

downplay if not ignore national identity, it is unsurprising that the liberal international order 

emphasizes that countries should axiomatically accept refugees seeking shelter and that 

individuals should encounter few obstacles to moving from one nation-state to another for 

economic or other reasons. The paradigmatic example of this policy is the EU's Schengen 

Agreement, which has largely eliminated borders among most of that institution's member 



states. Furthermore, the EU is deeply committed in principle to opening its doors to 

refugees fleeing trouble spots. 

In a world where national identity matters greatly, mixing different peoples together, which 

is what happens when there are open borders and broad-minded refugee policies, is 

usually a prescription for serious trouble. It seems clear, for example, that immigration 

was the main reason British voters supported Brexit. They were especially unhappy that 

people from Eastern Europe used the EU's policy of open borders to migrate easily to 

Britain. Britain is hardly an exception in this regard, as anti-immigrant sentiment is 

widespread in Europe and fuels hostility toward the EU. The large numbers of refugees 

from the Greater Middle East that began arriving in Europe in 2015 have certainly not 

been accorded the kind of welcome one would expect from states that are at the center of 

the liberal international order. Indeed,④there has been enormous resistance to accepting 

those refugees, especially in Eastern Europe, but also in Germany, where Chancellor 

Merkel hurt herself politically by initially welcoming them. This trouble over open borders 

and refugees has not only called into question the EU's commitment to liberal values, but 

it has also created rifts among the member states—rifts that have shaken the foundation 

of that venerable institution. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


