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次の英文を読んで、問１ ４に答えなさい。

It has long been thought that a theorist is considered great because his theories are true, 
but this is false. (1) A theorist is considered great, not because his theories are true, but 
because they are interesting. Those who carefully and exhaustively verify trivial 
theories are soon forgotten; whereas those who cursorily and expediently verify 
interesting theories are long remembered. In fact, the truth of a theory has very little to 
do with its impact, for a theory can continue to be found interesting even though its 
truth is disputed—even refuted! 

Since this capacity to stimulate interest is a necessary if not sufficient characteristic of 
greatness, then any study of theorists who are considered great must begin by 
examining why their theories are considered interesting—why, in other words, the 
theorist is worth studying at all. But before we can attempt even this preliminary task 
we must understand clearly why some theories are considered interesting while others 
are not. In this essay, I will try to determine what it means for a theory to be considered 
‘interesting’ (or, in the extreme, ‘fascinating’). 

中略

The interesting is something which affects the attention. Websters Third defines 
‘interesting’ as ‘engaging the attention’. The question naturally arises: ‘Where was the 
attention before it was engaged by the interesting?’  

It is hard to answer this question because, by definition, one is usually not attentive to 
what one is usually not attentive to. But, for those who wish to understand human 
behavior, it is very important to answer this question because most people spend most 
of their lives in this state they are not attentive to. Harold Garfinkel (1967) has called 
this state of low attention or low consciousness ‘the routinized taken-for-granted world 
of everyday life’. Since the interesting, by definition, is that which engages the 
attention more than the non-interesting, perhaps the former can be used to make 
manifest the latter. I will attempt to use what is found interesting to disclose what is 
routinely taken-for-granted. 

If the defining characteristic of anything which some audience considers interesting is 
that it stands out in their attention in contrast to the routinized taken-for-granted world 
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of their everyday life, then the defining characteristic of a theory which some audience 
considers interesting is that it stands out in their attention in contrast to the web of 
routinely taken-for-granted propositions which make up the theoretical structure of 
their everyday life. (2) In other words, a new theory will be noticed only when it denies 
an old truth (proverb, platitude, maxim, adage, saying, common-place, etc.).  

中略

The ‘taken-for-granted world’ includes not only this theoretical dimension but also a 
practical dimension as well. A theory will be considered truly interesting only if it has 
repercussions on both levels. On the latter level, an audience will find a theory to be 
interesting only when it denies the significance of some part of their present ‘on-going 
practical activity’ (Garfinkel, 1967) and insists that they should be engaged in some 
new on-going practical activity instead. If this practical consequence of a theory is not 
immediately apparent to its audience, they will respond to it by rejecting its value until 
someone can concretely demonstrate its utility; ‘So what?’ ‘Who cares?’ ‘Why bother?’ 
‘What good is it?’ 

Source: Davis, M. S. (1971). That's interesting: Towards a phenomenology of sociology 
and a sociology of phenomenology. Philosophy of the Social Sciences, 1(2), 309-344.  

問１ 下線部(1)を訳しなさい。

問２ 著者は、”interesting”とは何かを論ずるうえで、『”interesting”ではないもの』

と対比する、という手法を採っている。『”interesting”ではないもの』とは

何か、Garfinkel の一箇所目の引用に言及しつつ説明しなさい。

問３ 下線部(2)を訳しなさい。

問４ 理論の聴衆（読者）が、‘So what?’ ‘Who cares?’ ‘Why bother?’ ‘What good 
is it?’ と叫ぶときとは、どのようなときだと著者は述べているか、説明

しなさい 
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出題意図（問２と問４ともに）： 
 英語論文でしばしば用いられる構成上の特性を把握し、その意味するところを正しく
説明できる能力を調べるため。 

問１ 下線部(1)を訳しなさい。 
理論家は、偉大だと考えられていた。それは、理論が正しいからではなく、その理論が面
白いからである。注意深く、徹底的に些細な理論を検証してきた者たちはすぐに忘れられ
た；これに対して、雑に 短に  い理論を検証する理論家は く記憶される。実際のと
ころ、理論の真実は、その影響力にほとんど関係がない。なぜなら、理論の真偽が議論さ
れ、さらに反駁されたとしても、理論は、面白いものとして継続して受け入れられ続ける
ことがあるからだ。 

問２ 著者は、”interesting”とは何かを論ずるうえで、『”interesting”ではないもの』と対
比する、という手法を採っている。『”interesting”ではないもの』とは何か、Garfinkel の
一箇所目の引用に言及しつつ説明しなさい。 

面白くないものとは、注意力や意識が低い状態で、ガーフィンケルが「ルーチン化され、
当たり前のものとされた日常生活の世界」といえる。 

問３ 下線部(2)を訳しなさい。 
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ほかの言葉でいえば、新しい理論とは、それが古い真実（ことわざ、決まり文句、格言、
言い伝え、常識など）を否定するときのみ注目される。 

問４ 理論の聴衆（読者）が、 So what?’ ‘Who cares?’ ‘Why bother?’ ‘What good is it?’ 
と叫ぶときとは、どのようなときだと著者は述べているか、説明しなさい 
理論の実践的な帰結が、聴衆にただちに明らかにならないとき。 


