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front and center : au devant de la scène
an oˈfficial [ə] : un fonctionnaire, un élu 
little + N indénombrable : peu 
the path ˈforward /ˈfɔːwəd/ : le chemin à suivre
ˈheadway (N indénombrable) : progrès, avancée
a conˈcern [kən] : une inquiétude 
a threat /θret/ : une menace 
a ˈwarning [ɔː] : un avertissement   
a  reˈsearcher [ɪ]:  un  chercheur,  une  chercheuse  ▲ research est 
indénombrable
enˈhance : renforcer, mettre en valeur
to launch [ɔː] : lancer 
to crack : réussir à comprendre
a chip [ɪ] : une puce
Ø President Trump ▲ Notez l’utilisation de l’article x devant un titre
suivi d’un nom propre
a ˈguardrail [ˈɡɑːd] : une rampe, une glissière de sécurité

                                      0:12 to se   ̍ cede   /sɪˈsiːd/ from : faire sécession de 
0:44 : to roar : rugir  
0:49 the fall-out : ici, la dispute
0:54 the outskirts : la périphérie, la banlieue
0:59 a facility /fəˈsɪləti/ : une infrastructure, une installation ; a housing 
facility : ici, un centre d’hébergement
1:01 asylum seekers /əˈsaɪləm ˌsiːkə:/  les demandeurs d’asile
1:09 we all have to do our bit : chacun doit faire sa part 
1:27 a pamphlet [lɪt] : une brochure
1:28 fearful : inquiet, inquiète  
1:37 a risk is not worth taking : cela ne vaut pas le coup de prendre le 
risque ; worth + V-ing : valoir le coup 
1:41 newly christened /ˈkrɪsənd/ : récemment rebaptisée  
1:56 scaremongering : alarmant, alarmiste 
2:22 to ensure sth : s’assurer de qch 
2:34 a showmanship [ʃɪp] : l’art du spectacle, de la performance 
2:34 a PR stunt : un coup de pub
2:36 no legal standing : aucune légitimité juridique
2:47 to have a say : avoir son mot à dire 
3:14 increasingly xenophobic /ˌzenəˈfəʊbic/ : de plus en plus xénophobe
3:23 to whip up people against sby : monter la population contre qn
3:39 The Patriot platform is a gathering of different British far-right groups 
who call themselves ‘patriots’ and claim their hatred of foreigners.
4:01 overnight : du jour au lendemain 
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A.I. is front and center as officials from
the United States and China meet  this
week in NYC and Washington. But with
technological  competition  between  the
countries so intense, and little consensus
within the United States about the  path
forward on A.I.  regulation,  experts  do
not expect much headway. Concerns are
mounting  in  the  United  States  about
potential  threats from  A.I.,  after
warnings from  A.I.  researchers  and
incidents  of  A.I.  agents  escaping their
training  environments  and  hacking
websites. Many U.S. officials worry that
A.I.  could  enhance China’s  ability  to
launch cyberattacks on the United States
or  crack military  codes.  Some believe
the  Trump  administration  should  be
doing more  to  limit  China’s  access  to
American  chips and  other  A.I.
technology.
But President Trump has taken a laissez
faire approach. The only guardrails A.I.
needs are a “strong and smart president,”
he has said.

CHANNEL 4 NEWS

Village votes to leave UK over asylum 
housing plans

https://www.youtube.com/watch?
v=aHpWuBRJHjs 
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Don’t let AI kill the author, The Economist,  September 24th 2026
If The Economist had just two loyalties, they might well be to good prose and creative destruction. Those 
seldom previously came into conflict—until artificial-intelligence models began writing. Now, AI text is 
winning literary awards, occupying op-ed pages and, as we report this week, filling the mouths of 
politicians. One in ten words spoken in Britain’s parliamentary debates, and one in seven in America’s 
House of Representatives, are probably drafted by AI.

When it comes to the written word, no writer is a neutral party. This newspaper has applauded 
technological progress for nearly two centuries. It would be churlish to turn Luddite only now, once the 
wolves of automation have turned up at our own door. And yet. Both writers and readers should be wary 
of passing the pen to AI.

Admittedly, in some sorts of writing an AI takeover would be welcome: customer-service 
complaints, say, or technical write-ups where clarity is all. What matters in such cases is disclosing the 
use of AI and making sure that the human being whose name is on the page still takes responsibility. 
Writers of all sorts would be doing their readers a disservice if they did not use AI models for research, 
proofreading and, when appropriate, feedback.

Elsewhere, however—in novels, speeches and even news articles—surrendering human 
authorship would be a mistake. For the time being, the most popular gripe about AI writing is the 
clumsiness of the prose itself. That complaint rests on shaky foundations. The Luddites grumbled, once, 
about the poor workmanship of machine-made stockings. But then the stockings got better. Doubtless, AI 
sentences will, too.

Any serious case against AI writing must rest, therefore, on the ways that words are not 
stockings: how they carry meaning and significance beyond what ends up on the page. The act of writing 
tends to be painful, even for many of those who do it for a living. But much of that pain is really the pain 
of thinking, of crystallising thoughts in text. Sidestepping that is a sure-fire route to less rigorous, let 
alone original, human thought. Students who outsource their essays to Claude may lose the habit of 
reasoning. Politicians who let AI craft their arguments may be less mindful of their consequences.

Another big concern is with the consumers of the written word—or readers, as they are better 
known. AI writing breaks the expectations of a literate culture. Human text takes longer to write than to 
read. This offers a certain guarantee if not of quality—the world still swims in dire prose—then at least 
of effort. Someone, somewhere, thought something was worth saying. 

Whatever French theorists have to say about the death of the author, readers still want to know 
that a person wrote the words in front of them. Take poetry. Even a few years ago, when AI was less 
powerful, researchers were already finding that many people, in blind tests of AI- and human-written 
poetry, preferred the robo-rhymes. But making sense of a poem relies on the promise that a human wrote 
it, and thus that it meant something to someone. 

Even when AI is not used, it can sully readers’ experiences. They may stumble on a turn of 
phrase that sounds suspiciously machine-made, and give up on reading the rest of the text. Or the 
proliferation of AI-generated fakery may make them distrust real news. 

Technology will remake many of these norms. AI offers immense opportunities, too, many of 
which no one can yet fully grasp. Yet liberal societies negotiate these momentous changes not by 
passively surrendering to technologies, but by adapting to them. The printing press set off religious wars 
in early-modern Europe. In the 1930s the radio heralded fascism. Few associate either with such high 
drama today. Societies are grappling with plenty of other technologies that pose risks.

So it would be hubristic to try to chart out exactly how societies ought in future to approach the 
use of AI in writing. But any writer knows to start with a first draft. This is ours.

seldom : rarement an op-ed : une tribune to draft : rédiger  churlish : grossier
a Luddite [aɪ] is a person who fears progress  to be wary /ˈwɛəri/ of : se méfier de 
adˈmittedly [ɪ] : certes a write-up [aɪ] : une évaluation proofreading : la relecture, l’édition 
ˈelsewhere : ailleurs a gripe [aɪ] : la plainte shaky : peu solide to grumble : râler
to ˈsidestep [aɪ] : contourner, éviter sure-fire [aɪ] : infaillible let alone : et encore moins 
to craft : créer dire /daɪə/ : difficile to sully : entacher, gâcher to stumble on : tomber sur 
to grasp : saisir, comprendre momentous : capital, historique to set off : déclencher 
to ˈherald : annoncer to grapple with : lutter contre hubristic [ɪ] : à l’orgueil démesuré 
ought to : devoir (modal)


