
ページ 備考 ページ 備考

英語 P.10～

ドイツ語 ×

フランス語 ×

英語 P.14～

ドイツ語 ×

フランス語 ×

英語 P.18～ *2

ドイツ語 ×

フランス語 ×

英語 P.21～

ドイツ語 ×

フランス語 ×

9月 P.1～

2月 ×

9月

2月

9月 P.1～

2月 ×

9月 P.1～

2月 P.5～

9月

2月

9月

2月

「飛び級」
入学試験

リーガル・
スペシャリスト/
公務行政/

法政リサーチ

2月

経営学との
大学院教育
相互協力に
もとづく
入学試験

リーガル・
スペシャリスト

2月

*1　選択のなかった科目は掲載しておりません

*2　問題Ⅰ.窓口公開のみ（WEB非公開）

学内進学
入学試験

研究

リーガル・
スペシャリスト/
公務行政/

法政リサーチ

外国人留学生
入学試験

研究
※論文
2科目
選択

リーガル・
スペシャリスト/
公務行政/

法政リサーチ

※論文
1科目
選択

試験科目(*)

P.1～

P.5～

試験科目(*1)

※論文
2科目
もしくは

論文1科目
+外国語
1科目2月

※外国語
1科目
選択

2月

リーガル・
スペシャリスト/
公務行政/

法政リサーチ

社会人（有資格
者）

入学試験

社会人（一般）
入学試験

リーガル・
スペシャリスト/
公務行政/

法政リサーチ

※論文
1科目
選択

9月

コース 実施月

P.1～

P.5～

※論文
2科目
もしくは

論文1科目
+外国語
1科目

一般入学試験

研究

9月

法哲学
法史学
法社会学
憲法

行政法
税法
刑法

刑事訴訟法
民法

民事訴訟法
商法

労働法
社会保障法
経済法
国際法
国際私法

知的財産法
政治学
政治史

政治思想史
国際政治論
行政学

※論文
2科目
選択

論文 外国語

リーガル・
スペシャリスト/
公務行政/

法政リサーチ

立命館大学大学院
2018年度実施　入学試験

博士課程前期課程

法学研究科
法学専攻

入試方式



ページ 備考 ページ 備考

英語 P.26～

ドイツ語 P.30～

フランス語 P.33～ 窓口公開のみ

（WEB非公開）

英語 ×

ドイツ語 ×

フランス語 ×

英語 P.26～

ドイツ語 ×

フランス語 ×

英語 ×

ドイツ語 ×

フランス語 ×

9月 ×

2月 ×

学内進学
入学試験

研究 2月

*選択のなかった科目は掲載しておりません

研究 2月

論文 外国語

外国人留学生
入学試験

研究
※論文
1科目
選択

一般入学試験 研究

立命館大学大学院
2018年度実施　入学試験

博士課程後期課程

法学研究科
法学専攻

入試方式 コース

試験科目(*) 試験科目(*)

実施月

2月

法哲学
法史学
法社会学
憲法
行政法
税法
刑法

刑事訴訟法
民法

民事訴訟法
商法
労働法

社会保障法
経済法
国際法
国際私法
知的財産法
政治学
政治史

政治思想史
国際政治論
行政学

※外国語
2科目
もしくは

論文1科目
+外国語
1科目

※外国語
2科目
もしくは

論文1科目
+外国語
1科目

論文1科目
+外国語
1科目

P.24～

×

社会人入学試験 研究 2月 1科目選択

論文1科目
+外国語
1科目

一般入学試験
（司法試験
合格者）

研究 2月

一般入学試験
（法務博士用）

1科目選択

一部
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① 

【出典】

All systems of criminal law represent a shared commitment to acquit
ting the innocent and punishing the guilty. This shared commitment 
confers upon them a single unifying purpose that centers on the insti
tution of punishment. Without punishment and institutions designed 
to measure and carry out punishment, there is no criminal law. It is 
fair to say, then, that the institution of punishment provides the distin
guishing features of criminal law. 

The problem is: What is punishment? Not every form of coercion, 
not eveηr sanction, constitutes punishment. Not even coerced confine” 

ment provides an adequate signal that the criminal law has come into 
play. One can lock people up for many reasons-for example, quar
antine for disease, commitment for mental illness. Not all seizures of 
the person are equivalent to the old fashioned punishment of flogging. 
Grabbing a person to prevent him from committing suicide is neither 
assault nor punishment but rather beneficial coercion. Understanding 
criminal law, therefore, requires that we probe the distinction between 
punishment and forms of coercion, expressing a benevolent desire to 
aid the person affected. With some risk of oversimplification, I refer to 
all these alternative, beneficial uses of coercion as "treatment.” 

© 1998 by George P. Fletcher
Fletcher, G. (1998). Basic concepts of criminal law. Oxford University Press, p.25.
Reproduced with permission of the Licensor through PLSclear.
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② 
百1ere are two major theories of rights: the so-called 'will’ （or 'choice’） theory and 
thピinterest’ theory.百1e former (advanced especially by Professor Hart), holds that 
wh己n I have a right to do something, what is essentially protected is my choice whether 
or not to do it. It stresses the freedom and individual self-fulfilment that are regarded 
as essential values which the law ought to guarantee.百1e ‘interest’ theory, on the other 
hand (most effectively espoused by MacCormick), claims that the purpose of rights 
is to protect, not individual choice, but certain interests of the right-holder. It should be 
noted that the advocates of both theories (though not MacCormick) normally accept 
the correlativiか of rights and duties; indeed, this is (as we shall see) o丘en central to 
their arguments. 

In attacking the will theor匹proponents of the interest theory raise two main argu
ments. First, they 吋ect the view (at the heart of the will theory) that the essence of a 
right is the power to waive someone else’s dut下Sometimes, they argue, the law limits 
my power of waiver without destroying my substantive right (eg, I cannot consent to 
murder or contract out of certain rights). Secondly, there is a distinction between the 
substantive right and the right to enfo何e it. MacCormick gives the example of chil
dren: their rights are exercised by their parents or guardians; how can it be said, there” 

fore, that the righιholder (ie, the child) has any choice whether or not to waive such 
rights? It must, he argues, be concluded that children have no rights-which is absurd. 

【出典】
© Raymond Wacks 2015
Wacks, R. (2015). Understanding jurisprudence. Oxford: Oxford University Press, p.276. 
Reproduced with permission of the Licensor through PLSclear.
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③ 

【出典】

Almost every country in the world has a written constitution which is a decla
ration of the country’s supreme law. All other laws and all the institutions of 
such a state are subordinate to the written constitution, which is intended to 
be an enduring statement of fundamental principles.百1e absence of this kind 
of supreme instrument in the governmental system of the United Kingdom 
is unusual, leaving many observers to wonder where our constitution is to be 
found, and indeed whether we have one at all. 

What, then, do we mean when we speak of the British constitution? Plainly 
there exists a body of rules 也at govern the poiitical system, the exercise of 
public au也ority, and the relations between the citizen and the state.百1e fact 
that the main rules of these kinds are not set out in a single, formal docu
ment does make for some di伍c叫句r in describing our constitution, although 
even in a coun仕y with a written constitution we soon discover也at not all the 
arrangements for its government are to be found there: many elements of the 
constitution will have to be looked for elsewhere than in出e primary document 
labelled 'the Constitution'. (The formal constitution may even be misleading, 
for we are warned by a Frenchman, Leon Dugu比that ‘the facts are stronger 
也an constitutions' and by an American, Roscoe Pound, that出e 'law in books' 
is not necessarily血e same as血e 'law in action'.) But at all events a written 
constitution is a place where a start can be made. Lacking也is, how do we set 
about describing the British constitution? 

© Colin Turpin and Adam Tomkins 2011
Turpin, C. and Tomkins, A. (2012). British Government and the Constitution. Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press, p.3.
Reproduced with permission of the Licensor through PLSclear. 
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© 2012 Alastair Hudson
Hudson, A. (2012). Understanding Company Law. London: Routledge, p.1.
Reproduced with permission of the Licensor through PLSclear. 
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② 

When a dispute arises between parties that they have not been able to 

resolve between themselves or with the assistance of a mediator, they 

often have the opportunity to take their claims to a court. The court then 
has the responsibility of resolving the dispute in light of the relevant 

law (i.e., constitutional law, statutory law, prior case law, or adminis

trative rules, regulations, and decisions or a combination thereof). The 

party who loses then has an opportunity to appeal the decision to a 

higher or appellate court. These court decisions play an important role 
in our legal system because of the doctrine of precedent or stare decisis.

Simply stated, stare decisis means that a rule of law announced by an 

appellateむourt is binding on all lower courts in that jurisdiction. 
Because of this, lawyers spend a great deal of time conducting legal 

research to find judicial opinions dealing with issues presented by the 

cases that they are working on. 

【出典】

Copyright © 1997 by Sage Publications, Inc.
Morris, R., Sales, B. and Shuman, D. (1997). Doing Legal Research. SAGE, p.14. 
Reproduced with permission of SAGE Publications Ltd
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© 2016 West academic Publishing
Frasch, P., Hessler, K. and Waisman, S. (2016). Animal Law in a Nutshell. St Paul (MN.): West 
academic Publishing, p.1.
Reproduced with permission of West Academic Publishing
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この問題は、著作権の関係上、公開していません
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、・lJπ且〆E『目、

Democracy as an idea is more popul紅 than ever, but citizens in democracies 
appe訂 disenchanted with the political process. A worldwide opinion survey, 
covering more than 50,000 people in sixty-eight countries published in 
2005, reveals that most people believe that their government does not act 
according to their wishes. Lack of confidence in governments is highest in 
the former Soviet bloc, where 75 per cent say that their country is not 
governed by the will of the people, but similar views are held by most 
Europeans (64 per cent) and North Americans (60 per cent). Worldwide, 
politicians represent the least-trusted occupation in the survey, scoring only 
13 per cent. Religious leaders are the most trusted, at 33 per cent. People like 
the idea of democratic governance in the abstract, but do not generally find 
the practice a positive experience. 

While many in countries under dictatorial rule sなuggle bravely to achieve 
democracy, many people living in democracies 句·e alienated from pol江ics
and feel出at it does not work properly. The central argument of this book is 
that politics matters, and getting it right matters. 

【出典】

© Gerry Stoker 2006
Stoker, G. (2006). Why politics matters: making democracy work. New York, N.Y: Palgrave 
Macmillan, p.1.
Reproduced with permission of the Licensor through PLSclear.
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© The several contributions, 2012
Rosenfeld, M. and Sajó, A. (2012). The Oxford Handbook Comparative Constitutional Law. 
Oxford University Press, p.651.
Reproduced with permission of the Licensor through PLSclear.       
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© Janet O'Sullivan & Jonathan Hilliard 2008
O'Sullivan, J. and Hilliard, J. (2008). The Law of Contract. 
Oxford: Oxford University Press, p.12.
Reproduced with permission of the Licensor through PLSclear. 
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〔A〕

THE idea that the state possesses and exercises a supreme and absolute power 

is central to constitutional law. It is almost impossible for anyone writing in the field to 

avoid discussing it, even if in some cases the discussion leads to denying that it is a 

meaningful concept. This is because theories of sovereignty have been a central part of 

constitutional discourse at least since Bodin de白ned it as 'the absolute and perpetual 

power of a commonwealth.一 that is the highest power of command'. Several 

constitutions expressly refer to theories of sovereignty, proclaiming for instance that the 

Republic of Xis a sovereign state, or that sovereignty belongs to the people, or that the 

state will accept limitations of its sovereignty in order to protect peace. Even when the 

word is not to be found in the constitutional document, the concept is nevertheless used 

or some of the ideas it conveys are used by courts or scholars to justify legal rules and 

legal decisions. On the other hand, constitutional law itself has sometimes been defined 

as the set of rules organizing the state and regulating the powers of its organs. 

Obviously, this calls for a de五nition of the state and one of the key elements of such a 

definition has been for centuries precisely that the state is sovereign. Sovereignty has 

traditionally been considered an essential and distinctive characteristic of the state. 

Max Weber’s famous de直nition of the state as 'an entity which claims a monopoly on the 

legitimate use of violence' has been shown to be based ultimately on the concept of 

sovereignty and on the fact that an entity deprived of sovereignty could not quali毛r as a 

state. 

【出典】

© The several contributions, 2012
Rosenfeld, M. and Sajó, A. (2012). The Oxford Handbook Comparative Constitutional Law. 
Oxford University Press, pp.350-351.
Reproduced with permission of the Licensor through PLSclear.  
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©2019 Foundation Press
Bridges, K. (2018). Critical Race Theory. Foundation Press, p.1.
Reproduced with permission of the publisher.
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©2016 West Academic Publishing
Ware, S. (2016). Principles of alternative dispute resolution. West Academic Publishing, 
pp.2-3.
Reproduced with permission of West Academic Publishing.
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Goldhammer, M. and Sieber, F. (2018). Juristische Person und Grundrechtsschutz in 
Europa. Juristische Schulung, 58, p.23.
Reproduced with permission of Juristische Schulung Schriftleitung.
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© 2017 Mohr Siebeck Tübingen. www.mohr.de
Leipold, D. (2017). BGB I : Einführung und Allgemeiner Teil. 9th ed. 
Mohr Siebeck Lehrbuch, pp.390-391.
Reproduced with permission of Mohr Siebeck.
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【出典】
© Sciences Humaines Éditions, 2013
Dubet, F. (2013). « Les principes de justice sont-ils contradictoires ? ». 
In: M. Wieviorka, ed., Rendre (la) justice. Auxerre: Sciences 
Humaines Éditions, p.31.
Reproduced with permission of the publisher.
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