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A) Should the Japanese government take measures to reduce inequalities in
society? Why or why not.

B) Should the Japanese government take measures to solve the problem of youth
unemployment? Why or why not?
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- In his 2007 article "Making Sense of Secrecy”, S. Kaane claims, "Privacy is
golden.” However, [ strongly disagree with that statement, because ...

- 1 agree to a certain extent with Devon Suzuki, who argues, ”"Schools do not
protect the rights of students enough.” in the essay by S. M. A. Foane
(2010).

- According to Foane (2010, paragraph 7), many schools "do not have proper
privacy policies yet.” Although this argument ...
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II. Read the following article, and answer the questions as indicated.
"Youth Unemployment: Whose Responsibility?”

by Ivan 0’ Werke (2012)
(D [Working out] how many people, especially young people, are out of work is
not easy. However, figures suggest that last year in the developed countries
26 million young people between 15 and 24 had neither jobs, nor schools to
attend. Moreover, the number of such jobless young people [seems to have
grown] by 30% since 2007. The situation is severe: in the USA, youth
unemployment has already reached 18%, whereas in Spain, it is now 50%. In
developing countries, the World Bank has estimated that at least 260 million
young people are in a similar desperate position. It is possible that over 300
million young people are without jobs worldwide.
@ Why is this such a problem? There are several clear reasons [why] these
figures cannot be ignored. First, the statistics show that when young people
are jobless after high school, they usually experience more frequent periods
out of work, and earn lower wages later in life. Even worse, they are more
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likely to suffer from depression and a variety of other illnesses, or to turn
to criminal activity. Today, many under 30 are already losing hope; they are
often burdened with debts, live at home, and see little chance of meaningful
employment. Only [affluent] parents can afford to prevent their children from
falling into that trap.

@@ How [we] should address this situation depends on [one’ s] point of view.
Some say that improving education is the solution. Too many young people, it
is argued, leave school with the wrong skills. If they had received a better
education, then many more of them would find employment. However, few academic
qualifications can guarantee a good job. Many young people with good grades
and plenty of enthusiasm still cannot find work, even though they are quite
capable.

@ Instead, we should encourage industry to invest in the young. Over the past
two decades, corporations have reduced training programs for newly-hired
employees. This was partly the result of globalization: many companies
realized that they could boost profits quite readily by employing cheaper
workers abroad, [effectively] investing in low-cost labor instead of
technology or training. In addition, increased competition discouraged many
companies from investing in workers who might later quit and join a competitor.
Yet, most managers instinctively [follow] such short-sighted policies:
without trusting their new employees, few companies will be able to find the
right number of skilled workers in the future.

® Simply leaving the problem of youth unemployment to be solved by private
companies or by so-called market forces, however, will never provide fast
enough relief. For, although it is rarely discussed, more than one generation
of young people is at risk. Today’ s unemployed youth do not feel like full
members of society. They cannot afford to own a house or an automobile, nor
do they feel capable of supporting a family. Thus, they have less faith in
society. Unless this situation is addressed by governments, these alienated
youths are likely to pass on these negative attitudes to the next generation.
® Governments have a duty to care for all their citizens, but the young ought
to count the most, since they represent the future. So far, few governments
have acted decisively on behalf of the young. Instead, politicians listen to
the voices of a more politically active and wealthier class: the elderly.
However, we must acknowledge that today’ s retirees have had exceptional good
fortune. Generously paid throughout their working lives, and blessed with
secure pensions and plentiful material possessions, they have never [faced
difficult circumstances like those faced by youth today].

(@ Today, this older generation is politically active, and keen to defend its
interests. One clear indicator was the 2012 US election, when only 45% of those
under 25 voted, as opposed to 70% of the elderly. In the name of fairness,
however, we need to deprive the elderly of at least some of their wealth. This
can be achieved most efficiently by direct taxation. The elderly use their
political power to resist tax increases, but more taxes must be collected, for
the benefit of wider society. One option is indirect taxation, for example
incentives for the elderly to transfer wealth to their children. Another
choice might be to eliminate tax exemptions for affluent older people. Both,
though slow, might be sufficient. For without some tax reform, it is hard to
see how indebted societies across the developed world will be able to invest
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in a sustainable future for their young people.

These new taxes will fund much-needed government programs. Only governments
can create jobs for the young on the scale required. New schools, new curricula
and new job-training schemes would be a good start Retraining schemes, such
as training youth to care for the elderly, are not only badly needed for
society, but might also help relieve the unemployment crisis. Governments
should also encourage the young to work in agriculture, which has a rapidly
aging labor force, or in IT and other specially-targeted industries.
Nevertheless, direct job-creation programs, such as infrastructure projects,
would be the single most effective strategy.

[B) fi#H1]

I agree with the idea that the Japanese government should take measures to
solve the problem of youth unemployment. First, in the developed countries,
young people who have neither jobs nor schools to attend has steadily
increased. According to Ivan 0’ Werke (2012), the situation is severe, and the
statistics show that young people jobless after high school usually experience
more frequent periods out of work and earn lower wages later in life. They are
more likely to suffer from depression and various other illnesses or to
participate in criminal activity. Many under 30 are already losing hope.

Second, according to 0" Werke, over the past two decades, corporations have
given up training newly-hired employees. Many businesses have thought they can
profit quite readily by employing cheaper workers abroad. However, most
managers instinctively realize that such policies are short-sighted. While
leading players are private companies, leaving these problems in their hands,
or to so-called market forces, never brings fast relief. Ivan 0" Werke
claims, "Governments have a duty to care for all their citizens,” especially
"young people,” who "represent the future of the nations.”

Nevertheless, | have doubts about the author’s thought that the gap between
generations is a single actual reason for today s youth unemployment.
Globalization inevitably results in the economic gap between nations and one
nation’ s people. Thus, corporations boost their benefits. Meanwhile, only
government can introduce progressive taxation or increase inheritance taxes.
Therefore, the government must take the most of the responsibility for youth
unemployment. (245 words)
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A) Should the Japanese government introduce quotas for the number of women
in government and business? Why, or why not?

B) Should the Japanese government encourage more foreingners to settle in
Japan? Why, or why not?

R

() FEEEEEAR,
(2 MEXI, BN TEAEINTWEHEYZ ED O R RIK—D5|[HL T,

HRaOBR%ZF DL L&,

Q) HAOOERELIRAZLIAMICOSKT S L,

@ sIHT 2B, ToplzsElcTs L,

5B

- In her 2010 article "Against Zoos”, Malls claims, "Nature is not ours to
control.” However, | strongly disagree with that statement, because ...

- | agree to a certain extent with Devon Suzuki, who argues, ”"Schools do not
protect the rights of students enough.” in the essay by Foane (2010).

- According to 0 Werke (2010, paragraph 7), one option is indirect taxation.
although this argument ...

[ll. Read the following article and answer the questions as indicated.
"Global Charity Begins at Home” by Bette Steyput (2013)
(D In 2010, the German banker Thilo Sarrazin expressed the feelings of many
in Europe, when he declared: "Multiculturalism is dead”. Even today, many
Europeans would agree. They have only negative feelings about sharing their
towns with people who have different religions, different languages and
different ideas about clothing, food, and music.
@ Nevertheless, the case against current global migration patterns cannot
rest on such feelings. Political ideas which spring from deep-seated racial
prejudices [should] be unacceptable in the twenty-first century. Such ideas
can also be short-sighted. When immigrants adapt to the society around them,
today’ s headache [might] easily become tomorrow s comfort. Instead, we [need]
to look beyond the naive rhetoric of racism and nationalism to see why rapid
migration flows may threaten not just the stability of the host country, but
global prosperity. [Arguments against global migration are best made without
reference to race].
@ Global migration today is the result of the increased inequalities between
rich and poor, combined with environmental destruction across the global
South. People are moving in response to economic circumstances. These
circumstances are largely determined by trade patterns. Since 1945, free
trade, long advertised as a solution to poverty, has brought great wealth to
many. However, many more have been left behind. Today, billions still live in
conditions of severe poverty. Many are unemployed. Without the intervention
of the United Nations, this pattern will continue, and things will get worse.
@ Environmental destruction has driven much migration. Slash-and-burn
farming might by now be largely a thing of the past. Yet, whenever people
exploit resources without considering the future, the likelihood of migration
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increases. That has been the experience of Nauru. Encouraged by foreign
corporations, the Nauruans allowed their tropical paradise to be destroyed for
money. Today, with no other source of income available, they have turned their
island into a temporary home for migrants attempting to reach Australia.
Ironically, now that their natural resources have been used up, many Nauruans
themselves may soon choose to leave. Obviously, Nauru s story cannot be
repeated on a global scale, as there would be nowhere left to run.

® Migration encourages a belief in temporary solutions. The rich and skilled
in poor countries see the move abroad as a way out. Whether we are talking
about IT specialists or doctors and nurses is irrelevant; poorly paid at home,
they are usually welcomed by foreign governments. But if this results in profit
for the host countries, the migrants’ home countries clearly lose. And it is
hard to believe that simply by sending money back home they will entirely cover
that loss. Critics of immigration are usually wrong to claim that immigrants
do not give back to the societies they adopt. Ironically, the reverse also
occurs; they should, but often do not, help out the places from where they
came.

® Today, this has become a pressing issue, because better transportation and
increased global communications have speeded up the process of migration. In
the past, the pace of change was slow. Migrants shaped the Americas as we know
them today over hundreds of years. Across Asia, population movements over many
centuries have affected virtually every nation. Today s migrations, however,
are more like tides; immigrants move rapidly into growing economies, but fail
to adapt to them and are left on the margins of society. When the money runs
dry, many will simply move on.

@ Critics of immigration as an economic cure are not always racially
prejudiced. They often support measures to help immigrants gain citizenship
and fairer treatment. Indeed, we should all make every effort to look after
those who have made the long journey to a new land. Yet, mass immigration is
not a solution, but is in fact part of a wider problem. It is easy for rich
countries to accept skilled immigrants, and equally easy for poorer nations
to allow unwanted minorities or unskilled manpower to leave. Yet both sides
need to change course. Rich nations need to find fair and equitable ways to
provide a future for all of their present inhabitants. Poor nations need to
address the issue of population growth and economic inefficiency at home. The
temporary solution of replacing people in aging societies with younger people
from elsewhere is simply a dead end: both donors and recipients are on an
unsustainable course.

[B)fi#zH] 1]

The Japanese government should not encourage more foreigners to settle in
Japan. In her 2013 article, Bette Steyput says many Europeans “have only
negative feelings about sharing their towns with people who have different
religions, different languages and different ideas about clothing, food, and
music.” It is easy to deny this attitude as she does, but when arguing about
foreign workers from the economic viewpoint, people forget we human beings are
emotional, not reasonable; what motivates at least half of our actual
behaviors is not reason but emotion. Bette Steyput argues, "Political ideas
which spring from deep-seated racial prejudices should be unacceptable in the
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twenty-first century.” However, in reality, accepting many foreign workers has
developed racial prejudices even in the United State, a nation of immigrants.
In Japan, a homogeneous island nation, the government should not run the risk
of arousing aggressive nationalism even if receiving more foreigners has some
economic rationality. As Bette Steyput argues, "Rich nations need to find fair
and equitable ways to provide a future for all of their present inhabitants.”
(175 words)

[B)fi#ZH] 2]

The Japanese government should not encourage more foreigners to settle in
Japan. Some claim accepting more foreign workers is essential because Japan
is suffering from shortages of working force due to the declining birthrate
and the aging population. However, the main reason many businesses employ
foreigners is that they can force them to work at lower wages than Japanese
workers. Accordingly, they can keep Japanese employees working at low pay,
which has made marriage and childbearing difficult and caused the birthrate
to decline. Moreover, Al and robots can radically change or eliminate many
human jobs, so the problem of labor shortage may well disappear.

While those countries from which foreign laborers migrate are under
development at the moment, they will probably begin to develop with increasing
speed not far from now. They are also highly likely to become aging societies
before long. Therefore, welcoming more immigrants is only a short-sighted
means to cope with a population decrease.

As Bette Steyput argues in her article (2013), "Political ideas which spring
from deep-seated racial prejudices should be unacceptable in the twenty-first
century.” Nevertheless, human beings are inherently [by nature] emotional and
illogical, not reasonable. Otherwise, human history would not have been so
full of bloody conflicts. In most developed countries, accepting many
foreigners has aroused racism and anti-foreign sentiment. Also in Japan,
aggressive nationalism is already gaining power. We should be most careful not
to excite negative human emotions. (235-236 words)

BRIWEOZ AN, &ffgedtic, RcE>THHARICE > THIR b EELH
HETh b, REHID 1L, 5IHEZHLANOHNREBRTHED, K1 v %
Wizt ar VU XL - RPN ER R I 2 Ebtt) o> Twb, 7od, Bk
MIZiZZ DL 6WTH T4, ST 4, FEEbNS, 1272L100E#E] 50D
WEREF 72O DL WIZA D, IREBID 2 T, HATHIHE DI > T, AFIHE
WHADERZ RN TNED, AL ViRA v MIREHIO 1 R L TH 5,

MYERRO D IZ5IHBIDRENT WS, AFERICL R — boim % FH RO T
HEbEZoNLDT, 5IHRESEHCILIEVWEDIHELIZW, 7ab, 2014ED
ZOTURED] OXGELE AT L7z, (2 DKk

NKELRENEEWREZZABRICHAARBETAETEEZTL20EHbIEY, E0WI kD
W Z e LAWY, XeREHAETEN O HRIEICHT DT, DEM
THEHES O W NETHAT S) & LTHIFBICEIZ 59, KRR TRD
SNAHDIE THEE-HAGE—RGE] D) Tcldie THREE—-WEE] OJjTh b, BEX
hoiEge % ) £ <EH L7 o dGETH 2 HIzoT v, BGE)) L[RIREC, %
DFRAEFRTEICE I 5 TR0 & sRGE DARXRICE 5, (2 DIHAIE)

_8_



H S (R EH - BEach SO BEHHE GReF) 3 Pty HeGh 2

LR o (A), (B) o o—2oA T, BEX T ~lZzb&lcL T, HADENR
FHRGECEHEL IV, HEAZ LCHATHOEL 2, (20165F)

(A) Should the Japanese government legalize same-sex marriage? Why, or why
not?

(B) Should the Japanese government require everyone to vote? Why, or why not?
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- In her 2010 article "Against Zoos”, Faerrer claims, “Nature is not ours to
control.” However, | strongly disagree with that statement, because ...

- | agree to a certain extent with Eve N. Suzuki who argues, "Schools do not
protect the rights of students enough.” in the essay by Foane (2010).

- According to 0’ Werke (2012, paragraph 7), one option is indirect taxation.
Although this argument ...

[. Read the following article and answer the questions as indicated.

"In Defense of Traditional Marriage” by Noah Reinbos (2014)
(D Today, the vast majority of governments around the world do not allow
couples of the same sex to marry. Why? Answering this is by no means easy. Our
response should not be based on blind prejudice. Instead, we should reject such
a critical change on economic, political and cultural grounds.
@ The major religions of the world have long agreed that marriage should be
between a man and a woman. As the Supreme Court of Minnesota in the USA found
in 1971, "The definition of marriage as a union of man and woman, uniquely
involving the raising of children within a family, is as old as the Bible.”
Other major religions also [proclaimed] that marriage is allowed only between
a man and a woman. Thus, though some countries have very recently legalized
homosexual marriage, other societies have an equal right not to, based on
traditions going back thousands of years.
@ However, behind such religious arguments, which ultimately depend on the
interpretation of sacred texts, lies practical economic wisdom. Heterosexual
couples, by raising children, contribute to society. In recognition of this,
most societies reward them with various benefits such as reduced taxation.
Such marriage allowances are given by choice and society can choose not to give
the same benefits to same-sex couples. How the state organizes itself and
rewards its citizens are political questions, where the view of the majority
must prevail. In other words, marriage is [economically too important to be
left to religion].
@ 1In fact, wherever marriage benefits are offered more widely, people usually
do not even bother to get married. Take Scandinavia, for example. Sweden began
offering benefits to same-sex couples in 1987. Denmark followed in 1989 and
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Norway in 1993. According to a 2004 report by Stanley Kurtz, PhD, from 1990
to 2000, the number of unmarried parents with children in Norway rose from 39%
to 50% and Sweden’s rose from 47% to 55%. Similarly, the out-of-wedlock
birthrate in Denmark rose 25% during the 1990s, and approximately 60% of first
born Danish children now have unmarried parents. As Kurtz concludes, "Marriage
is slowly dying in Scandinavia.” Promoting same-sex "marriages” [has
undermined the institution of marriage in] Scandinavia.

® Political considerations like these illustrate the vital link between
marriage and children. The most important justification for marriage is that
it allows couples to raise children in secure, stable families. Children need
both a mother and a father. Should governments really adopt a measure which
denies this? Several studies show that girls who are raised apart from their
fathers are at higher risk for early sexual activity and teenage pregnancy;
children without a mother are deprived of the emotional security and loving
advice that mothers provide. Furthermore, research has [suggested] that
children with lesbian or gay parents are more likely to engage in homosexual
behavior themselves. Tasker and Golombok (1997) found that 25% of [sampled]
young adults raised by lesbian mothers had engaged in a homosexual
relationship, compared to 0% of those raised by heterosexual mothers.
[legalized] same sex marriage will only encourage this trend.

® At root, the idea of same-sex marriage presents a challenge to the
traditional concept of marriage itself. Granting same-sex couples full legal
status is the start of a slippery slope. As argued by Ryan T. Anderson, scholar
at The Heritage Foundation, ”In recent decades, marriage has been weakened by
a radical view that makes adults’ desires more important than children’s
needs... Redefining marriage to include same-sex relationships would be the
logical result of this idea, and to do so [might leave] emotional intensity
as the only thing that sets marriage apart from other bonds.”

(@ [Few] can dispute that such trends will accelerate if same-sex marriages
become more common. Furthermore, it is likely that more children will grow up
in unstable households. The broad social costs are simply too high, compared
with the benefits of allowing individual members of same-sex couples to
express their commitment publicly. This has been the experience of countries
like the US. Although more than twenty US states currently allow same-sex
couples to marry, the remaining thirty strongly oppose it.

No society should abandon its religious, social and moral traditions,
however widely they are debated. The 2lst century has witnessed an amazingly
rapid change in how we view gender roles and political participation. Surely,
as part of these changes we should consider reducing active discrimination
against people based on their sexuality. That does not mean, however, that we
should actively reward such minorities, by casting away ancient customs and
ideas which have stood the test of time in most corners of the world.

II. Read the following article, and answer the questions as indicated.
"Following Ireland, for Better or for Worse” by Roy G. Biv (2015)

(D Same-sex marriage is an idea [whose] time has come. The recent national

referendum held in Ireland, where the citizens overwhelmingly voted "Yes”, is

one simple proof: if even a Catholic country can accept it, why should other,

less religious countries ignore its many advantages?



@ Clearly, same-sex marriage is a civil right. In the US, a 1967 Supreme
Courtcase confirmed that marriage is “one of the basic civil rights of man,”
and same-sex marriages should receive the same protections given to
interracial marriages by that decision. The NAACP (National Association for
the Advancement of Colored People), on May 19, 2012, declared same-sex
marriage as ~one of the key civil rights struggles of our time.” [ 12 ]

(@ Marriage has never been simply about one man and one woman. In most
societies throughout history, couples have lived with many other relatives in
an extended family. [Some] societies and religions permit a man to have many
wives, [and] there are many instances of community-based child-rearing around
the world. Looked at broadly, heterosexual monogamy can be considered
"unnatural” in evolutionary terms. In fact, nothing is so narrow-minded as to
assume that the modern family is the only way for people to be happy.

@ Extending the definition of marriage will not cause the end of the family.
A 2009 study published in Social Science Quarterly found that ”laws permitting
same-sex marriage have no adverse effect on marriage, divorce, and abortion
rates, or the percent of children born outside marriage.” The American
Anthropological Association (AAA) has also found "no support whatsoever for
the view that civilization depends upon marriage as an exclusively
heterosexual institution. Anthropological research supports the conclusion
that a vast array of family types, including families built upon same-sex
partnerships, can contribute to stable and humane societies.” Legalizing gay
marriage, therefore, will not harm heterosexual marriages or what right-wing
politicians mistakenly call "family values”.

® In fact, the opposite may be true. Divorce rates even appear to be higher
where gay marriage is banned. Massachusetts, which became the first state to
legalize gay marriage in 2004, also had the lowest divorce rate in the country
in 2010. Its divorce rate declined 21% between 2003 and 2010. Alaska, which
altered its constitution to prohibit gay marriage in 1998, saw a 17. 2% increase
in its divorce rate. The seven US states with the highest divorce rates between
2005 and 2010 all had legal prohibitions against gay marriage.

® Opponents of same-sex marriage usually [emphasize] the issue of children.
Some argue that marriage is solely for the purpose of having and raising
children. But if this is true, how should we treat those male-female couples
who do not have children? No one is proposing that such couples should be
unable to marry, or that having children is a requirement for marriage. People
choose marriage for a wide variety of reasons, and it is not the state’s right
to deny couples the chance to wed legally.

@ Interestingly, some of the same people go [so far as to] argue that same-sex
couples should not be allowed to raise families and children. On the contrary,
society needs parents to raise children in need. In the US, 100,000 children
are waiting to be adopted. R. S. Devon’s 2010 study found that children of
lesbian mothers were rated higher than children of heterosexual parents in
social and academic skills, and had fewer social problems. Malls 2010 paper
found that children of gay fathers were "no different to those adopted by
heterosexual parents.” As Washington Post journalist Ezra Klein argues, “We
should be encouraging gay couples to adopt children. We should see this as a
great gift that gay marriage could bring to kids who need [nothing more than]
two loving parents.” Gay marriage would make it easier for same-sex couples



to adopt, and thus provide stable and loving homes for children.

Marriage [should and can] be redefined as society’ s attitudes evolve.
People in most countries long ago chose to reject the idea that a woman’ s legal
rights and economic identity should be taken over by her husband upon marriage.
In the 21st century people have no problem with marriage between people of
different races. Today, many states also allow quick divorces. Time passes,
attitudes change, and societies evolve; laws ought to reflect those
developments. At present, polls show that a majority of citizens in places as
different as South Africa, Germany and Brazil all support gay marriage. It is
time for our ideas about marriage to evolve once again.
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[(A)fR5p] 1]

| agree that the Japanese government should legalize same-sex marriage. Noah
Reinbos said in his article (2014) "governments around the world do not allow
couples of the same sex to marry,” but the trend is toward legalizing same-sex
marriage in democratic countries. Democracy is based on the idea that
individual rights should be protected. Some argue that gay marriage disagrees
with the benefit of society because it does not help to give birth to children.
However, There are male-female couples who do not or cannot have a child, so
having children is not the only reason for marriage. Though Noah Reinbos
insists, "No society should abandon its religious, social and moral
traditions,” Japan has been traditionally less religious and more generous to
same-sex love, especially between males. However, too rapid changes could make
society unstable, and therefore we should progressively promote the rights of
same-sex couples. (145 words)



[(A)fi#EHI 2]

I am of the opinion that the Japanese government should legalize same-sex
marriage. Noah Reinbos said in his article (2014) "the vast majority of
governments around the world do not allow couples of the same sex to marry,”
but the trend of the times is toward legalizing same-sex marriage, especially
in democratic countries. There, people have come to regard it as a basic civil
right. Democracy should be based on the idea that individual rights and
liberties are to be protected as far as they are not against public interests.

Some argue that gay marriage disagrees with the benefit of society because
it does not help to give birth to children. However, permitting it by law does
not mean discouraging or preventing marriage between a male and a female. There
are also male-female couples who do not or cannot have a child, so having
children is not the only reason for marriage.

Though Noah Reinbos insists, “No society should abandon its religious,
social and moral traditions,” Japan has been traditionally less religious and
more generous to same-sex love, especially between males. Thus, accepting
same-sex marriage does not mean throwing away old Japanese traditions.
However, too rapid changes could make society confused or unstable, and

therefore we should progressively promote the rights of same-sex couples.
(214 words)
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(A) Should the Japanese government set a national minimum wage? Why, or why
not?

(B) Should the Japanese government abolish the inheritance tax? Why, or why
not?
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- In her 2010 article "Against Zoos”, Faerrer claims, “Nature is not ours to
control.” However, | strongly disagree with that statement, because ...

- | agree to a certain extent with Eve N. Suzuki who argues, "Schools do not
protect the rights of students enough.” in the essay by Foane (2010).

- According to 0’ Werke (2012, paragraph 7), one option is indirect taxation.
Although this argument ...

[. Read the following article and answer the questions as indicated.

"Unnecessary and Inefficient: the National Minimum Wage”

by Marc Etfoasses (2013)

(D The idea of setting minimum wages has been around for hundreds of years.
During that time minimum wages seem to have had little or no effect on poverty
rates or global inequality. Our societies today are more unequal than ever.
Poverty is a relative, not [an absolute] concept, and along with inequality,
poverty has actually grown too. Creating state regulations about pay will not
make matters better. It will make them worse.
@ The main problem with national minimum wage legislation is obvious: it
needlessly prevents free market competition. Wages follow the laws of supply
and demand, and vary naturally according to the availability and skills of the
workers and general market conditions. Creating artificial barriers cannot be
the right way to address the issue of cheap labor. Small businessess [consist
of] the heart of most flourishing economies. Yet no one is more affected than
small businesses and particularly start-ups. These organizations often need
to take advantage of cheap labor, particularly in the early stages of
development. Many of today’ s corporate giants [started out] small. Yet how
many might have collapsed, had early labor costs been too high?
@ Bureaucracy is never the solution to any business problem. Most able
employers can easily find ways to evade the effects of minimum wage laws. They
can cut worker hours or hire more workers part-time; they can reduce the number
of staff or worker benefits. Employment contracts which guarantee no minimum
working hours have become shockingly common in the UK since the National
Minimum Wage was re-introduced in 1998. The only certain result of such legi-




slation is a boost to the "black economy”— the informal, cash economy in which
neither employer nor employee pays tax. That cannot be a desirable outcome.
@ Furthermore, it is obvious that introducing such schemes can only result
in inflation. Many firms who refuse to cut employee hours [can/may/will] do
nothing but raise prices eventually. This feeds into the wider economy. One
UK study in 2009 found that prices in the minimum wage sectors rose
significantly faster in the four years following the minimum wage legislation.
©®  Unemployment is no longer said to be a direct consequence of establishing
a minimum wage. But in the UK, where a new National Living Wage is scheduled
to be gradually introduced by 2020, even supporters of the legislation
acknowledge that over 60,000 jobs will be lost. These job losses may involve
the sole earners for many families, so the numbers affected will be far
greater. It is [hardly] a co-incidence that France, which has one of the
highest minimum wages (60% of the median wage for adults), has also very high
rates of youth unemployment — over 25% in 2013 for those aged between 15 and
24.

® [Some] would argue that creating a national minimum wage will somehow
miraculously revive the struggling economies in our rural areas. True, an
increased circulation of cash in these regions would help. However, this
measure alone will not prevent migration to the cities. In any case, these
areas may well be attractive to investors for different, more compelling
reasons, including land availability and cheap rents. Nations will always have
areas which lag behind economically and this cannot be magically changed by
legislation. Remote islands and mountain areas have their own special set of
economic advantages and disadvantages. The national wage [would ignore] these,
for no special economic reason, and only marginal gain.

(@ Worst of all is the realization that national minimum wage laws are never
entirely fair. With jobs now so hard to find, the lowest-skilled workers
usually suffer unemployment the most. Among this group are many young people,
who need job experience to gain skills in the first place. Indeed, increased
minimum wages may cause employers to discriminate at least temporarily on the
basis of gender and race. Finally, where more than one person in a well-off
family receives a minimum wage, the point is lost entirely. Without background
checks, it is likely that many minimum-wage jobs will fall to those for whom
the minimum wage was not intended.

Everybody shares the goal of a fairer society. However, we should be
cautious before applying a measure which can never be truly fair. Minimum wages
will produce economic distortions, will slow the economy in general and will
cause inflation. We should treat the idea with considerable skepticism. There
are alternatives: tax reductions for poorer households, stronger labor unions,
and better support for education. It is in these areas that progress should
be made.
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II. Read the following article and answer the questions as indicated.

"The National Minimum Wage: an idea whose time has come?”

by D. Saint-Paix (2015)

(D We live in an era of undesirable inequality, both within and between
nations. Legislation towards establishing a decent national minimum wage
should be at the top of the political agenda in most countries.
@ The idea behind the minimum wage is far from new. In medieval England it
was first put into law in 1351 by Edward III. His legislation was designed to
[create a maximum] wage, but labor at the time was so short that ironically
the opposite resulted, and a wage floor was established instead. In the
twentieth century, many countries adopted minimum wage laws. In the US,
Massachusetts was the first US state to adopt a minimum wage in 1912, but many
other states rapidly imitated. As President Roosevelt put it in 1933, "No
business which depends for existence on paying less than living wages to its
workers has any right to continue in this country.”
@ Critics of a nationally-agreed minimum wage usually protest about the
supposed economic costs. Far from being too expensive, however, a decent
national minimum wage would actually stimulate the domestic economy. Putting
cash into the hands of the poorest ensures [it would be spent] locally, thus
boosting consumption. As the bosses at two leading US discount retailers have
stated recently, they are in favor of an increased federal minimum wage: most
of their customers are among the poorly-paid.
@ Studies have confirmed that economic costs need not follow. In the 1990s,
exceptional Princeton economists David Card and Alan B. Krueger studied the
comparative effects on fast-food restaurants and low-wage employment in New
Jersey, which raised the minimum wage, and Pennsylvania, where it remained at
the federal level. [Two academics turned conventional wisdom upside down] :
their data demonstrated that a modest increase in wages did not appear to cause
any significant harm to employment; in some cases, a rise in the minimum wage
even resulted in a slight increase in employment.
© Efficiency is actually encouraged by a minimum wage. Workers are encour-
aged to gain new skills and to invest in their surroundings. The low-paid often
find employment at large corporations; yet these businesses often struggle
with staff turnover. Poorly-paid workers quit early: in the US a mere 8 months
is the average. Yet where hourly rates are higher, for example in Denmark, it
is clear that workers are happy to stay and to master the business. This
rewards the companies that invest in their workers and reduces hiring costs.
Most long-established firms that have agreed to pay a decent living wage have
reported a better standard of work. Furthermore, for employers, the minimum
wage provides an indirect incentive to invest in technology and increase
productivity. Firms can no longer simply count on cheap labor to maximize
profits.
® Many positive social effects can follow. Two groups who are at present
disadvantaged would clearly benefit. The young, who often have to work for very
low pay, would find the means to study and improve their chances.
[Additionally], women, who make up the bulk of the lowly-paid, would be able
to improve conditions not just for themselves, but also for their children,
thus creating momentum towards a better society. [Specificallyl], those women
receiving or trying to gain the minimum wage would have greater incentives to




get education. [ Finally], older male workers already in lower-paid jobs would
also be motivated to try harder for increased pay.

(@ Because a minimum wage rewards work, it must surely be preferable to
government payments. In fact, this is one way governments can reduce their
welfare administration. Governments everywhere waste considerable sums on
multiple programs to combat poverty. Wouldn't it be fairer, however, to make
employers properly reward work than to have the state hand out free money? A
decent wage for those who worked might also prevent many from turning to drugs
or crime, and slow the growth of the underground loan businesses. Companies
can and should contribute to social welfare.

Today, the main questions about the minimum wage should not be [whether]
to require it, but at what level to fix it, and how to harmonize it across a
nation. India, where there are 1,200 different minimum wages, illustrates the
economic disadvantages of not creating a simple but fair regime. India is far
from alone, however. In many developed countries, minimum wages are set either
by specific industries, or by local, not national authorities (e.g. Japan).
On the other hand, failure to set a national living wage leaves citizens in
remote areas at a profound disadvantage and contributes to undesirable
urbanization, by drawing valuable human resources from the countryside to the
big cities.

@ Fixing a national minimum wage is a vital step for most nations today. Many
economists have long argued for it. Adam Smith himself believed that the
poor ~should have such a share of the produce of their own labor as to be
themselves reasonably well fed, clothed and lodged.” That is what current
campaigns for a standard minimum wage are all about. Ultimately, the minimum
wage should be set at a level which would enable the person who earned it to
lead a decent life. It simply needs political will.
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[(A)f#EHI 1]

| agree that the Japanese government should set a national minimum wage. The
Japanese economy has been steadily declining for more than two decades. Some
claim that this is because of the declining birthrate and the aging population.
Others argue that it is due to the failure of the government in economic
policies. Probably most will admit that it has caused unemployment,
underemployment, and low-paid work, as well as financial gaps between
metropolitan and local cities. Introducing a national minimum wage is the most
effective way to solve these. Critics believe that it increases, rather than
decreases, unemployment or underemployment because companies, especially
small ones, have to cut costs to avoid raising prices. However, according to
D. Saint-Paix (2015, paragraph 4), a modest increase in wages did not appear
to cause any significant harm to employment; in some cases, a rise in the
minimum wage even resulted in a slight increase in employment. Critics also
regard it as natural for nations to have areas that lag economically and claim
that legislation cannot readily change this. To be sure, that is true to some
degree, but leaving this with the laws of supply and demand, not taking any
measure, is the government’s irresponsibility. As D. Saint-Paix insists,
"failure to set a national living wage leaves citizens in remote areas at a
profound disadvantage.” It is the role of politics to tackle this problem.
Therefore, | agree with the idea that the Japanese government should set a
national minimum wage. (250 words)

[ (A)fiEEHI 2]

| agree that the Japanese government should set a national minimum wage. The
Japanese economy has been declining. That has caused unemployment,
underemployment, and low-paid work, as well as economic gaps among
prefectures. Introducing a national minimum wage is the most effective way to
solve these. Critics believe that it increases unemployment or underemployment
because companies have to cut costs to avoid raising prices. However,
according to D. Saint-Paix, a modest increase in wages did not appear to cause
any significant harm to employment but even resulted in a slight increase in
employment. Critics also regard it as natural for nations to have areas that
lag economically and claim that legislation cannot readily change this.
However, leaving this with the laws of supply and demand is the government’ s
irresponsibility. As D. Saint-Paix insists, "failure to set a national living
wage leaves citizens in remote areas at a profound disadvantage.” Therefore,
| agree with the idea that the Japanese government should set a national
minimum wage. (165 words)



