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如•五 次の 3問中 2問を任意に選択して和訳しなさい。

(1) 英国における“modernslavery"規制に関する次の文章を読んで後の問いに答えなさい。

In 2017, two brothers were convicted of arranging the travel for labour exploitation of men 

from Poland. The men were recruited to work for a warehouse in the UK. The brothers had 

employed someone in Poland to identify叫 nerablepeople, over whom they would be able to 

exercise control. In the UK, the victims'passports were held, they were isolated, and kept in 

appalling living conditions. Victims said that they were treated'like a piece of rubbish'and that the 

brothers'destroyed their lives'. The brothers were sentenced to six years in prison for modern 

slavery offences. Judge Stephen Coupland said, during sentencing, that this was a'planned and 

systematic'instance of human trafficking. Albeit by no means an isolated incident, this case 

exemplifies the extremity of ill-treatment that workers can suffer. 

The Modern Slavery Act 2015 was enacted in order to tackle situations such as the 

above…How did modern slavery get onto the UK policy agenda? A line of cases of the European 

Court of Human Rights highlighted the need to address the most severe instances of labour 

exploitation. This case law examined the legislative framework in legal orders, such as France, 

Cyprus and the UK, to assess whether it complied with the prohibition of slavery, servitude, forced 

and compulsory labour under article 4 of the European Convention on Human Rights, and imposed 

a range ofpositive obli一.The first, highly influential case, Siliadin v France, recognised an 

obligation on state authorities to enact legislation criminalising slavery, servitude, forced and 

compulsory labour. Rantsev v Cyprus and Russia emphasised that legislation is not sufficient: 

authorities also have to take positive operational measures to protect individuals, when they know 

or ought to have known that someone is a victim or at real risk of being a victim of treatment 

contrary to article 4. The Convention also imposes an obligation to investigate effectively when 

there is a suspicion that someone is a victim. For an investigation to be effective, it has to be 

independent and to have potential to lead to the identification and punishment of those who are 

responsible for the crime. Investigation has to be prompt, and the victim or next-of-kin have to be 

involved in the investigation to better safeguard their interests. When there is a case of human 

trafficking, the authorities have to co-operate with the relevant authorities abroad if there is a cross-

border element. Moreover, state authorities have to take preventive measures against violations of 

the provision. 

問 1."modern slavery”とはどういう問題事象をいうのか。二行以内で説明しなさい。

問2 下線の内容について、要約して説明しなさい。
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(2) 次の文室を目本語に訳しなさい。

We often forget that over 90 per cent of international trade is sea-borne, It 

is ships, not afrcraft, which carry most of our trade in goods. Shipping臼kes
place within a framework of laws and rules. A fundamental value is freedom of 

navigation. A ship may safely n叩 igatethrough the territo屯larea, contiguous 

zone and the邸 lusiveEconomic Zone of any coastal State and the high sea 
in order to血 veat its destination. A ship m町entera port, discharge i岱 caIgo

and leave. Fr紐 domof navigation is the lifeblood of the shipping industry. It is 
a global public good、Itis in the intere就sof all countri邸 touphold it It is in 

theintere眈sofno coun切 tointerfere面出thefreedom of navigation. Asian 
CO匹出es紅 ehighly dependent on紅adefor the辻prosperity.We are therefore 

a stakeholder in protecting the徊 edomof navigation曹

(3) 次の文章を日本語に訳しなさい。

Piercing the corpor狙eveil is the most litigated issue in corporate law and yet it 

remains among the least understood. As a general principle, corporations 紅 e

recognized as legal entities separate from their shareholders, officers, and directors. 

Corporate obligations rem滋nthe liability of the entity and not of the shareholders, 

directors, or officers who own and/or act for the entity. "Piercing the corporate veil0 

refers to the judicially imposed exception to this pr1nciple by which courts disregard 

the separateness of the corporation and hold a shareholder responsible for the 

corporation's action as if it were the shareholder's own. The boundaries of this 

exception are usually stated in broad terms th~t offer little guidance to judges or 

litigants in subsequent cases. 
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