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LANGUE VIVANTE OBLIGATOIRE : ANGLAIS
Durée : 2 heures

Avertissement :
- L'usage de tout systéme électronique ou informatique est interdit pour cette épreuve.

L'épreuve comprend trois parties :

I - Théme : 6 points sur 20

II - Compréhension de I'éerit : 6 points sur 20
III - Expression écrite : 8 points sur 20

Vous indiquerez avec précision a la fin de la question de compréhension et 4 la fin de I'essai, le

nombre de mots qu’ils comportent. Un écart de 10% en plus ou en moins sera accepté. Des points
de pénalité seront soustraits en cas de non-respect de ces consignes.

I — Traduisez le texte ci-dessous et son titre en anglais.

Fusillade en Californie : Ia presse dénonce 'immobilisme de la société américaine

Face aux fusillades qui se répétent inlassablement dans une actualité macabre, la presse
américaine a du mal a trouver les mots. « Remplir : la date ; le lieu ; les tiveurs ; les motivations :
le nombre de vies perdues », énumére le New York Daily News dans un éditorial aprés la fusillade
qui a fait au moins quatorze morts, mercredi 2 décembre, & San Bernardino, en Californie. (...)
Depuis le 1% janvier, plus d’une fusillade de masse — c’est-a-dire faisant plus de quatre victimes,
mortes ou blessées — a eu lieu chaque jour en moyenne aux Etats-Unis. Mais toutes ne font pas
la "une" des joumaux. Le Washington Post note que les fusillades de masse sont
malheureusement reléguées au rang de simple fait divers tant leur fréquence est soutenue.
«Barack Obama a déclaré aprés la fusillade de Colorado Springs le 28 novembre que ce genre
de violences ne doit pas devenir la norme. Mais les chiffres prouvent que les fusillades de masse
sont déja la norme », écrit le quotidien américain.

Elvire Camus, Le Monde.fr, 3 décembre 2015.

I—Lisez le texte ci-dessous et répondez en anglais 3 la question gui suit.

Exxon’s missed opportunity to address climate change

What did Exxon executives know about global warming and when did they know it? A report by
InsideClimate News published Sunday suggests the company’s own scientists were warmning as
far back as the 1970s that carbon dioxide from fossil fuels were putting the planet at risk. From a
2015 perspective, it appears that Exxon missed a golden opportunity to take a responsible course
and gradually steer the world away from a reckless dependence on fossil fuels. Instead, the
company spent years publicly denying global climate change and the role humans play by
burning fossil fuels.

ExxonMobil spokesman Alan Jeffers responds that it’s unfair to apply today’s standards to what
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was highly debatable back when Exxon’s internal studies were warning of future problems.
James F. Black, a senior Exxon scientist, warned the company in 1977 that the continued burning
of fossil fuels such as gasoline could lead to a doubling of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere.
Trapped heat could boost global temperatures by 4 to 5 degrees Fahrenheit — even higher at the
poles. Black and other Exxon scientists warned of dire agricultural effects, skewed rainfall
patterns and growing desertification — amazing prescience considering today’s rising seas,
increasingly violent and costly storms, severe droughts and heavy flooding. Jeffers said the issue
deserves further research. The company has never curtailed its climate-change science, he added,
and its internal findings have remained consistent with prevailing scientific thought throughout
the past four decades on the effects of fossil fuel usage.
Nevertheless, we can’t shake the image of Exxon’s executives dismissing the damage their
primary product creates, but consistently questioning the science that Justifies the global-warming
argument. It reminds us of the days when Big Tobacco adamantly insisted that science was
inconclusive about the cancer-causing effects of cigarettes. Jeffers rejects that analogy, saying
that Big Tobacco concocted “junk research” that companies knew to be false. Exxon did no such
thing. The company’s stand has evolved as research increasingly confirmed the effect that
humans were having on the environment.
The record is undeniable that former Exxon chief executive Lee Raymond, whose opinions
resonated throughout Washington, led the charge against what he portrayed as a global warming
boogeyman. A full decade after Black’s first scientific results were issued, Raymond called
global warming “an illusion.” He mocked the need for an international pact aimed at reducing
dependence on fossil fuels.
Sadly, Exxon had the opportunity to lead the world toward a measured, manageable approach
toward a solution. With profits to protect, Exxon gave lawmakers the political cover to delay
global action until long after the environmental damage had reached severe levels. That’s the
inconvenient truth as we see it.

Dallasnews.com, 20 October 2015,

Répondez 3 la question en anglais en utilisant vos propres mots. (100 mots +10%)
How does this editorial show that Exxon acted unreasonably?

III — Rédigez en anglais un ¢ssai en 200 mots (+£10%).

As you see it, whose responsibility is it to fight climate change? Illustrate Your answer with
specific examples.

FIN DE L'EPREUVE

Page 2 sur 2



