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次の英文を読み、それぞれの設問に答えなさい。なお、哲学歴史学専修の哲学分野を希望する

人は【 問題Ⅰ 】を、哲学歴史学専修の歴史学分野を希望する人は【 問題Ⅱ 】を選ぶこと。 

 

【 問題Ⅰ 】次の英文を全訳しなさい。(下線部については文末注を参照のこと) 

 

The Metaphysik of 1841 marked Lotze's break with Hegelianism, set him apart from his 
teacher Weisse1, and established his Kantian orientation. "Lotze turned back decisively to 
epistemological criticism on the foundations of Kant." The Metaphysik also pointed to his 
increasing emphasis on Kant's practical philosophy and on the primacy of practical over 
theoretical reason. His concluding comment in his treatise is that "the beginning of 
metaphysics is not in itself but in ethics," a tenet2 that recurs in the philosophy of Windelband 
and Rickert. Lotze anticipated3 Windelband and Rickert in another respect, too. He conceded 
that the unity of phenomena may be grasped in scientific concepts, but the true essence of 
being is the individual, the particular. In simple form, this anticipated Windelband's 
distinction between the generalizing procedure of science and the individualizing method of 
history. To anyone familiar with the German background it will seem obvious that Lotze did 
not originate this distinction, which perfectly expresses the tradition of Ranke4, romanticism, 
and historicism. Not only was his position on the particularity of experience consistent with 
this tradition but his teleological theism was also close to Ranke's belief that behind the 
succession of individual events, the historian intuitively perceives the hand of God. But the 
unfolding of history is not the exfoliation5 of an abstract Idea－this was Ranke's objection to 
Hegel―rather, it is the manifestation6 of the Divine Personality in concrete moments of a real 
historical process. Thus the neo-Kantian philosophers who expressed the late nineteenth-
century version of what Georg G. Iggers7 has called the German conception of history could 
readily borrow ideas from Lotze for their hermeneutical theory of historical method. And here 
hermeneutical means that the historian is looking for the deeper meaning of events and their 
immanent values rather than trying to discover general laws or a purely causal sequence of 
happenings. 

The quarrel with Hegel came from Lotze's skeptical view of conceptual thought which he 
passed on to the later neo-Kantians. Hegel's error was that he had "identified thought with 
reality, and converted the rich, living world of concrete facts into a fixed system of abstract 
categories." Depreciation8 of individual life in favor of Idea gives us stone instead of bread. 
Lotze and the Baden9 neo-Kantians believed that conceptual reason cannot be exhaustive; it 
cannot do justice to individuality or to the richness of experience. A good example of his 
epistemological skepticism is found in the eighth book of Mikrokosmus, where he wrote: 
"What everything is in itself, what its true nature is by which it exists ... this may remain 
forever inaccessible to thought."  
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1. Weisse  Christian Hermann Weisse(1801-1866) クリスチャン・ヘルマン・ヴァイゼ 
ドイツの宗教哲学者 

2.tenet 主張 
3.anticipate 先取りする 
4.Ranke  Leopold von Ranke(1795-1886) レオポルド・フォン・ランケ ドイツの歴史家 
5.exfoliation はがれ落ちたもの 
6.manifestaion 発現 
7.Georg G.Iggers ジョージ.G.イガース (1926-2017) アメリカのドイツ史研究者 
8.depreciation 軽視 
9.the Baden neo-Kantians バーデン学派の新カント派哲学者 
 
出典：Thomas E.Willey , Back to Kant 
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【 問題Ⅱ 】次の英文を全訳しなさい。 

 

During the past fifty years a good deal of serious work has been done on the question: What 
is History? It was from Germany, the country which was to do so much to upset the 
comfortable reign of nineteenth-century liberalism, that the first challenge came in the 1880s 
and 1890s to the doctrine of the primacy and autonomy of facts in history. […] Before the 
turn of the century, prosperity and confidence were still too great in this country for any 
attention to be paid to heretics who attacked the cult of facts. But early in the new century, 
the torch passed to Italy, where Croce began to propound a philosophy of history which 
obviously owed much to German masters. All history is ‘contemporary history’, declared 
Croce; meaning that history consists essentially in seeing the past through the eyes of the 
present and in the light of its problems, and that the main work of the historian is not to 
record, but to evaluate; for, if he does not evaluate, how can he know what is worth recording? 
In 1910 the American historian, Carl Becker, argued in deliberately provocative language 
that ‘the facts of history do not exist for any historian till he creates them’. These challenges 
were for the moment little noticed. It was only after 1920 that Croce began to have a 
considerable vogue in France and Great Britain. This was not perhaps because Croce was a 
subtler thinker or a better stylist than his German predecessors, but because, after the First 
World War, the facts seemed to smile on us less propitiously than in the years before 1914, 
and we were therefore more accessible to a philosophy which sought to diminish their 
prestige. Croce was an important influence on the Oxford philosopher and historian 
Collingwood, the only British thinker in the present century who has made a serious 
contribution to the philosophy of history. […]  

The views of Collingwood can be summarized as follows. The philosophy of history is 
concerned neither with ‘the past by itself ’ nor with ‘the historian’s thought about it by itself ’, 
but with ‘the two things in their mutual relations’. (This dictum reflects the two current 
meanings of the word ‘history’–the enquiry conducted by the historian and the series of past 
events into which he enquires.) ‘The past which an historian studies is not a dead past, but 
a past which in some sense is still living in the present.’  
 
註 
primacy: 最重要(であること)、優位性 
heretic: 異端者(比喩的に、支配的な考えに反する者) 
propound: 提唱する、提議する 
propitiously: 好意的に、順調に 
dictum: 定言、(権威ある)意見 
 
出典: E. H. Carr, What Is History? 
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出題意図および採点のポイント： 
[問題Ⅰ 哲学分野] 

⼤学院における哲学及び哲学史研究のために必要な⽂献を読解できる語学⼒を測る。哲学及び哲学史で⽤いられることの多い⽤
語(外国語)の理解を確認し、また専⾨⽂献の読解のために必要な哲学史に関する知識を問う。 

 
[問題 II 歴史学分野] 

⼤学院における歴史学研究のために必要な⽂献を読解できる語学⼒を測る。歴史学に関わる主要な語彙や⽤語（外国語）の理
解を確認し、また専⾨⽂献の読解のために必要な歴史学に関する知識を問う。 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


