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試験開始の合図があるまで問題文を見ないでください。 
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試験中に、問題用紙の不鮮明・欠落などに気がついた場合は、監督者に申し出て下さい。 

 

試験の途中で退室することはできません。ただし、気分が悪くなったり体の調子が悪くなっ

た場合などは、監督者に申し出てください。 



問題１ 

 

以下の英文は、2025 年６月６日に BBC（British Broadcasting Corporation: 英国放送協会）か

ら発表されたコラム”How Trump is using the ‘Madman Theory’ to try to change the world (and its 

working)”の抜粋である。このコラムを読んで、以下の問いに答えなさい。 

 

Asked last month whether he was planning to join Israel in attacking Iran, US President 

Donald Trump said "I may do it. I may not do it. Nobody knows what I'm going to do". 

 

He let the world believe he had agreed a two-week pause to allow Iran to resume negotiations. 

And then he bombed anyway. A pattern is emerging: The most predictable thing about Trump is 

his unpredictability. He changes his mind. He contradicts himself. He is inconsistent. "[Trump] 

has put together a highly centralised policy-making operation, arguably the most centralised, at 

least in the area of foreign policy, since Richard Nixon," says Peter Trubowitz, professor of 

international relations at the London School of Economics. "And that makes policy decisions 

more dependent on Trump's character, his preferences, his temperament*." Trump has put this to 

political use; he has made his own unpredictability a key strategic and political asset. He has 

elevated unpredictability to the status of a doctrine. And now the personality trait he brought to 

the White House is driving foreign and security policy. It is changing the shape of the world. 

Political scientists call this the Madman Theory, in which a world leader seeks to persuade his 

adversary that he is temperamentally capable of anything, to extract concessions. Used 

successfully it can be a form of coercion** and Trump believes it is paying dividends, getting the 

US's allies where he wants them. But is it an approach that can work against enemies? And could 

its flaw be that rather than being a sleight of hand designed to fool adversaries, it is in fact based 

on well established and clearly documented character traits, with the effect that his behaviour 

becomes easier to predict? 

 

Attacks, insults and embraces 

Trump began his second presidency by embracing Russian President Vladimir Putin and attacking 

America's allies. He insulted Canada by saying it should become the 51st state of the US. He said 

he was prepared to consider using military force to annex Greenland, an autonomous territory of 

America's ally Denmark. And he said the US should retake ownership and control of the Panama 

Canal. Article 5 of the Nato charter commits each member to come to the defence of all others. 

Trump threw America's commitment to that into doubt. "I think Article 5 is on life support" 

declared Ben Wallace, Britain's former defence secretary. Conservative Attorney General 

Dominic Grieve said: "For now the trans-Atlantic alliance is over." A series of leaked text 

（この部分につきましては、著作権の関係により、公開しません。） 



messages revealed the culture of contempt in Trump's White House for European allies. "I fully 

share your loathing of European freeloaders," US Defence Secretary Pete Hegseth told his 

colleagues, adding "PATHETIC". In Munich earlier this year, Trump's Vice-President JD Vance 

said the US would no longer be the guarantor of European security. That appeared to turn the page 

on 80 years of trans-Atlantic solidarity. "What Trump has done is raise serious doubts and 

questions about the credibility of America's international commitments," says Prof Trubowitz. 

"Whatever understanding those countries [in Europe] have with the United States, on security, on 

economic or other matters, they're now subject to negotiation at a moment's notice. "My sense is 

that most people in Trump's orbit think that unpredictability is a good thing, because it allows 

Donald Trump to leverage America's clout for maximum gain… "This is one of his takeaways 

from negotiating in the world of real estate." Trump's approach paid dividends. Only four months 

ago, Sir Keir Starmer told the House of Commons that Britain would increase defence and 

security spending from 2.3% of GDP to 2.5%. Last month, at a Nato summit, that had increased 

to 5%, a huge increase, now matched by every other member of the Alliance. 

 

（後略） 

 

(1) 空欄に入る単語を 1 つ選びなさい。 

a. Consistency 

b. Aggressiveness 

c. Unpredictability 

d. Brutality 

 

(2) Temperament*の類義語を 1 つ選びなさい。 

a. Placidity 

b. Disposition 

c. Charisma 

d. Carelessness 

 

 

 

 

 

（この部分につきましては、著作権の関係により、公開しません。） 



(3) Coercion**の対義語を 1 つ選びなさい。 

a. Freedom 

b. Intimidation 

c. Pressure 

d. Duress 

 

(4) 英文の内容と一致するものを 1 つ選びなさい。 

a. Trump has made his personal character, preferences, and temperament central to shaping US 

foreign and security policy, influencing global dynamics. 

b. Trump has consistently sought to strengthen alliances with European nations, fostering trust 

and cooperation through his foreign policy. 

c. Trump's foreign policy decisions are primarily driven by a collaborative and decentralised 

approach, with minimal reliance on his personal traits. 

d. Trump's administration reaffirmed the US's unwavering commitment to NATO, ensuring the 

stability of trans-Atlantic relations. 

 

(5) 英文の内容と一致しないものを 1 つ選びなさい。 

a. Trump’s foreign policy decisions have raised doubts about the credibility of America’s 

international commitments, leaving allies uncertain about their security agreements. 

b. Trump’s Vice-President JD Vance stated that the US would no longer act as the guarantor of 

European security, signaling a shift in trans-Atlantic relations. 

c. Trump’s administration proposed using military force to annex Greenland, an autonomous 

territory of Denmark, which is a US ally. 

d. Trump’s approach to foreign policy has consistently prioritized strengthening NATO and 

reaffirming America’s commitment to Article 5 of the NATO charter. 

 

 

 

 



問題 2 

 

次の英文は、2020 年 1 月 9 日に The Japan Times に掲載された記事”Broaden the fight against 

demographic woes”の一部である。この英文記事を読んで、次頁の問いに答えなさい。 

 

If the number of newborns each year is an indicator of the hope that young adults have in the 

nation’s future — so that they feel secure enough to have a family — （ア）Japan’s prospects are 

fairly grim. The estimated number of babies born in this country in 2019 fell more than 50,000 

from the previous year to 864,000, the lowest in the past 120 years. That is roughly 40 percent of 

the figure in the mid-1970s, when the nation’s total fertility rate — the average number of children 

a woman gives birth to in her lifetime — was last at the level required to sustain the population. 
 

As the elderly account for a larger proportion of the population, the number of deaths last year is 

estimated to have reached a postwar high of 1.37 million. （イ）The natural decline of the population 

— the number of deaths minus that of births — hit another high of 512,000. Japan lost a 

population equivalent to that of Tottori Prefecture (550,000) in a single year. The bad news is that 

the aging and shrinking of the nation’s population is forecast to accelerate in the decades to come. 
 

The problem of rapid aging and decline of Japan’s population with a falling number of births is 

nothing new. Since the 1990s, the government has taken steps to support young couples in child 

rearing, such as increasing the capacity of day care services. In October, it began offering free day 

care services and preschool education for children 3 to 5 years old. （   ウ   ）, these efforts 

have failed to produce tangible effects in reversing the long-term trend of declining births. Instead, 

the data show that our population is aging and shrinking more rapidly than previously forecast. 
 

The government’s efforts remain insufficient. Japan spends 1.3 percent of its GDP on family-

related public expenses such as nursery services and child allowances — roughly one-third of the 

level in European states that maintain higher fertility rates. But the experience of the past decades 

also indicates that government policies alone cannot reverse the trend. 

 

（中略） 
 

（エ）While the choice of having children is up to each individual, we need to at least secure a social 

and economic environment where young people are not deterred by financial insecurity from 

having children — as is believed to have been the case with many of the “employment ice age” 

generation who graduated from school after the early 1990s collapse of the bubble boom. 

 

（後略） 

（この部分につきましては、著作権の関係により、公開しません。） 



（1）著者が下線部（ア）のように考える理由を 80 字以上（日本語）で説明しなさい。 

 

 

 

 

（2）下線部（イ）を日本語に訳しなさい。 

 

 

 

 

（3）空欄（   ウ   ）に入る最も適切な語を下記の選択肢から一つ選びなさい。 

 

 

 

 

 

（4）下線部（エ）を日本語に訳しなさい。 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Therefore      Indeed      However      Furthermore 



 出 題 意 図  

 

 

問題 1 

出題の目的は、英語の基礎知識と総合的な英語運用能力を測定することである。 

具体的には、読解力に加え、文法・語彙などの幅広い知識を総合的に評価する内容と 

なっている。 

 

 

問題 2 

 英文の読解力と日本語への正確な翻訳能力を問う。 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 解 答 例  

 

問題 1 

 

(1)  c 

(2)  b 

(3)  a 

(4)  a 

(5)  d 

 

 

問題 2 

 

（1）2019 年の出生数が過去 120 年間で最低となり、また人口維持に必要な水準であった

1970 年代半ばのおよそ 40％でしかないことから、著者はこれらが深刻な新生児数の

減少を示していると考えるため。 

 

 

（2）人口の自然減（死亡数から出生数を引いた数）は 51 万 2,000 人となり、戦後最多を更

新した。 

 

 

（3）However 

 

 

（4）子どもを持つかどうかは個人の選択に委ねられているが、少なくとも若者が経済的な

不安から子どもを持つことをためらわずに済むような社会的・経済的環境を確保する

必要がある。 

 




