
Document 1 – See text on UK and US Special Relationship below –  

Vous pouvez travailler le passage de votre choix. J’en ai suggéré deux.  

Document 2 - Enhanced Games – BBC  

Sera rajouté dans la journée… 

Document 3 – Legally Blonde – The graduation ceremony –  

 

Professor STROMWELL: Ladies and gentlemen, I present the graduates of Harvard Law School Class of 2004. I am 

personally very honored to introduce this year's class-elected speaker. After getting off to a quite interesting start 

here at Harvard, she graduates today with an invitation to join one of Boston's most prestigious law firms. I'm sure 

we are going to see great things from her. Ladies and gentlemen, Elle Woods. 

 

ELLE: On our very first day at Harvard, a very wise professor quoted Aristotle. "The law is reason free from passion." 

Well, no offense to Aristotle, but in my three years at Harvard, I have come to find that passion is a key ingredient to 

the study and practice of law and of life. It is with passion, courage of conviction, and strong sense of self, that we 

take our next steps into the world, remembering that first impressions are not always correct. 

You must always have faith in people. 

And most importantly, you must always have faith in yourself. Congratulations, Class of 2004. We did it! 

Document 4 – An excerpt from The Day After Tomorrow, Roland Emmerich, 2004 

Dr. Jack Hall: What we have found locked in these ice cores is evidence of a cataclysmic climate shift which occurred 

around 10,000 years ago. The concentration of these natural greenhouse gases in the ice cores indicates that 

runaway warming pushed the planet into an ice age which lasted two centuries. 

Respondent 1: [as translated] I'm confused. I thought you were talking about global warming, not an ice age. 

Dr. Jack Hall: Yes, it is a paradox, but global warming can trigger a cooling trend. Let me explain. The northern 

hemisphere owes its temperate climate to the North Atlantic current. Heat from the sun arrives at the equator and is 

carried north by the ocean. But global warming is melting the polar ice caps and disrupting this flow. Eventually, it 

will shut down. And when that occurs, there goes our warm climate. 

Respondent 2: Excuse me. When do you think this could happen, Professor? 

Dr. Jack Hall: I don’t know. Maybe in a hundred years. Maybe in a thousand. But what I do know is that if we do not 

act soon, it is our children and our grandchildren who will have to pay the price. 

Vice President Becker: And who's going to pay the price of the Kyoto Accord? It would cost the world’s economy 

hundreds of billions of dollars. 

Dr. Jack Hall: With all due respect, Mr. Vice President, the cost of doing nothing could be even higher. Our climate is 

fragile. At the rate we’re burning fossil fuels and polluting the environment, the ice caps will soon disappear. 

Vice President Becker: Professor Hall, our economy is every bit as fragile as the environment. Perhaps you should 

keep that in mind before making sensationalist claims. 

Dr. Jack Hall: Well, the last chunk of ice that broke off was about the size of the state of Rhode Island. Some people 

might call that pretty sensational. 

 

Document 1 - Britain rethinks its “special relationship” with America 

Seventy years after the Suez crisis, the Middle East brings a new reckoning 

The Economist, Apr 23rd 2026|London and Washington, DC|6 min read 



KING CHARLES III’s trip to America on April 27th-

30th is ostensibly to commemorate the 250th 

anniversary of America’s independence from Britain. It 

is turning into a mission to help salvage the countries’ 

“special relationship”, as Winston Churchill called it in 

1946. At stake is Britain’s place in the world: should it 

keep hugging America, or embrace Europe? 

The king faces fallout from the scandal around the late 

Jeffrey Epstein and the sex-trafficker’s connections to 

the British elite, not least the monarch’s brother, 

Andrew Mountbatten-Windsor, and a former 

ambassador to Washington, Peter Mandelson. More 

pressing is whether the royal charm can bring respite 

from the bad blood between British and American 

leaders. Donald Trump has lost patience with Britain 

over Iran (“When we needed them, they weren’t there”); 

Sir Keir Starmer has tired of flattering Mr Trump (“I’m 

not going to yield” to American pressure, he told 

Parliament this month). 

It is the worst rift between the allies since the Suez crisis 

of 1956, when Britain, France and Israel attacked Egypt 

to seize the Suez Canal and overthrow its nationalist 

leader, Gamal Abdel Nasser; American ire forced them 

to withdraw. Now America has allied with Israel in a 

war against Iran; European allies are aghast but 

powerless to stop the turmoil. 

For a time Sir Keir got on with Mr Trump. At their 

meeting in the White House in February 2025 he 

proffered an invitation for Mr Trump to make an 

unprecedented second state visit to Britain. In May they 

reached a deal to reduce Mr Trump’s sharp tariffs. 

A NATO summit in June passed off well, too, as allies 

pledged to increase defence spending to 3.5% 

of GDP by 2035 plus a further 1.5% on defence-related 

infrastructure. Mr Trump cast himself as NATO’s 

saviour. At Windsor Castle in September the president 

waxed lyrical: America and Britain were “like two notes 

in one chord, or two verses of the same poem”. 

Alas, the poetry is gone. Mr Trump was irked by 

European resistance to his wooing of Russia at the 

expense of Ukraine, and to his renewed demand to 

annex Greenland, a Danish territory. The war in Iran 

brought matters to a head. Mr Trump denounced 

Europeans as “cowards” for restricting the use of their 

bases and refusing to help reopen the Strait of Hormuz. 

Britain is hardly the only target of his wrath, but his 

broadsides carry particular force because of the 

countries’ historical closeness. 

Always more special to Britain than to America, the 

relationship is being rent by many forces. Britain’s role 

as a bridge between America and Europe, questionable 

at the best of times, has collapsed with Brexit. America 

has wanted to turn from Europe to constrain a rising 

China. To exacerbate matters, Mr Trump has a contempt 

for rules and alliances that Britain holds dear. MAGA’s 

online echo chamber, moreover, portrays Britain as a 

land of violent crime and rampant Islamism. 

Chart: The 

Economist 

The American and British publics are growing 

disenchanted. Opinion polls suggest Americans and 

Britons still held each other in high regard at the turn of 

the century, with more than 80% of respondents in each 

country saying they had a favourable view of the other 

(see chart 1). Americans’ approval of Britain has fallen 

from 91% to 76% in the past five years. Britons’ 

opinions have deteriorated more gradually but farther: 

just 34% now express a positive view of America. 

Americans and Britons alike give higher ratings to other 

countries, such as Denmark, France and Japan. 

American and British views of each other’s most 

prominent public figures are not exactly flattering either 

(see chart 2). 

Chart: The Economist 

Senior British figures say relations with America are, 

like the sea, “choppy on the surface but calm below”. 

Mr Trump and Sir Keir may see political advantage in 

jabbing at each other, but their subordinates still work 

https://www.economist.com/britain/2026/04/22/sir-keir-starmer-cannot-govern-he-has-only-himself-to-blame


well together, not least in military and intelligence 

matters. One problem for Britain is that Republicans 

who normally defend allies also tend to be hawkish on 

Iran and irritated by Europeans’ qualms. 

Unarmed to the teeth 

A persistent criticism concerns the hollowing out of 

Britain’s armed forces. Britain boasts a nuclear 

deterrent, albeit one dependent on extensive American 

help, along with two aircraft-carriers, F-35 stealth jets, 

nuclear-powered attack submarines, deployable land 

forces, top-notch special forces and more. But the 

reality is less impressive. Britain deployed an armoured 

division (about 26,000-28,000 troops) as the main 

formation fighting alongside Americans against Iraq in 

1991 and 2003. These days, a senior officer admitted 

publicly, it would struggle to send even an armoured 

brigade (3,000-5,000 troops). Air-defence and artillery 

batteries are woefully short, too. 

The aircraft-carriers have had problems with their 

propeller shafts and are both tied up for maintenance 

(Mr Trump recently derided them as “toys” compared 

with America’s). Britain ended its permanent naval 

presence in the Gulf earlier this year, and struggled to 

muster a destroyer to help protect Cyprus last month. 

Just two of seven frigates and one of five active attack 

submarines are thought to be deployed. The air 

force’s F-35s lack long-range weapons, such as Storm 

Shadow cruise missiles used by older Typhoon jets. 

Insiders admit that British forces “are naked” when not 

fighting together with American ones, whose might has 

hidden many of Britain’s gaps. They note that 

equipment programmes are underfunded by £28bn 

($38bn), even before new requirements from last year’s 

strategic defence review (SDR) are added. A ten-year 

defence-investment plan, promised last autumn, has yet 

to be published, prompting George Robertson, a 

former NATO secretary-general and co-author of 

the SDR, to denounce “corrosive complacency”. These 

days the Trump administration refers to Israel, not 

Britain, as America’s “model ally”. 

Co-operation in intelligence is more equal. In Ukraine, 

Britain has been willing to take more risk than America 

in sending officers to liaise with Ukrainian ones, gaining 

better insight on the fighting. Britain is part of the “Five 

Eyes” intelligence partnership (with America, Australia, 

Canada and New Zealand). But this, too, is being 

questioned. Britain stopped sharing intelligence on 

Latin American drug gangs when America started to 

sink alleged drug-running boats with missiles. Mark 

Dubowitz of the Foundation for Defence of 

Democracies, a hawkish American think-tank, 

provocatively suggested America should give up on 

Five Eyes in favour of a new pact with Israel, Poland, 

Ukraine, the United Arab Emirates, Japan and South 

Korea. 

Britain is thus being forced to reconsider the lessons it 

drew from Suez. Whereas France decided an 

untrustworthy America must be kept at arm’s length, 

Britain resolved not to be parted from America again. 

Britain long had the better of the argument. But now 

France looks vindicated and Britain dangerously 

exposed. 

Peter Ricketts, a former British national security 

adviser, argues that Britain must “rebalance its 

relationship” with America by moving closer to fellow 

Europeans. Some officials still hope that, as happened 

after Suez, America will turn back to its British friend. 

Yet even a more sympathetic successor to Mr Trump 

will expect Europeans to do a lot more to defend the 

Atlantic as America turns to the Pacific. 

Vladimir Putin ended Britain’s long peacetime 

dividend. Mr Trump is scuppering notions of its special 

place in the world. He will courteously welcome the 

king, but has made it plain that he sees Britain as a much 

diminished power. ■ 

. 

https://www.economist.com/britain/2026/04/23/british-nukes-are-utterly-reliant-on-america
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