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Type X-ENs
Durée : 4h

Consigne : Merci d’utiliser deux feuilles séparées pour la synthèse et le texte d’opinion.
Contenu du dossier : Quatre documents, trois articles et une affiche promotionnelle
Sans paraphraser les documents proposés dans le dossier, le candidat réalisera une synthèse de celui-ci, en mettant clairement en valeur ses principaux enseignements et enjeux dans le contexte de l’aire géographique de la langue choisie, et en prenant soin de n’ajouter aucun commentaire personnel à sa composition.

PREMIÈRE PARTIE (PARTIE A)

La synthèse proposée devra comprendre entre 600 et 675 mots et sera rédigée intégralement dans la langue choisie. 

Elle sera en outre obligatoirement précédée d’un titre proposé par le candidat.

Vous indiquerez avec précision le nombre de mots utilisés.

DEUXIÈME PARTIE (PARTIE B)
En réagissant aux arguments exprimés dans cet éditorial (document numéroté 5), le candidat rédigera lui-même un texte d’opinion d’une longueur de 500 à 600 mots. 

Pour les deux exercices, vous indiquerez avec précision le nombre de mots utilisés. 
Type Centrale
Durée : 4h

Rédiger en anglais et en 500 mots une synthèse des quatre premiers documents proposés (partie A), qui devra obligatoirement comporter un titre. 

Indiquer avec précision, à la fin du travail, le nombre de mots utilisés (titre inclus). 

Un écart de 10% en plus ou en moins sera accepté.

PARTIE A

DOCUMENT 1 
Biden Apologizes for U.S. Abuse of Indian Children, Calling It ‘a Sin on Our Soul’
The New York Times, October 25, 2024 
From the early 1800s to the late 1960s, the federal government forced Native American children into boarding schools where they faced abuse and neglect that led in some cases to death.
President Biden ventured into Native American territory on Friday to offer a formal apology on behalf of the U.S. government for the mistreatment of generations of children who were taken away from their families in an effort to strip them of their culture, history and language.

During a visit to the Gila River Indian Community in Arizona, Mr. Biden decried what he called “a sin on our soul” and promised to do more to make up for the federal government’s former policy of forcibly removing Native American children and putting them in boarding schools where they faced abuse and neglect that led in some cases to death.

“The federal government has never, never formally apologized for what happened — until today,” the president told a cheering crowd that included families afflicted by the policy. “I formally apologize as president of the United States of America for what we did. I formally apologize. It’s long overdue.”

He added that “quite frankly, there’s no excuse that this apology took 50 years to make” and acknowledged that it could only mean so much after so long. “I know no apology can or will make up for what was lost during the darkness of the federal boarding school policy,” Mr. Biden said. “But today, we’re finally moving forward into the light.”

Mr. Biden’s visit culminated years of study and discussion by his administration led by Deb Haaland, the nation’s first Native American interior secretary, whose own family was affected by a practice that lasted from the early 1800s to the late 1960s. An investigative report by her department in July found that at least 19,000 Native children were sent to federal boarding schools, and nearly 1,000 died while attending them.

In addition to an apology, the report called on the federal government to create a national memorial to commemorate the children’s deaths and educate the public; invest in research and help Native communities heal from intergenerational stress and trauma; and revitalize Native languages.

Mr. Biden has signed legislation to invest more than $45 billion in tribal nations, focusing particularly on infrastructure and health systems on reservations. The Gila River Indian Community, located just outside Phoenix, has received more than $80 million in federal funds to build a pipeline to irrigate crops amid drought conditions.

The community’s governor, Stephen Lewis, thanked Mr. Biden onstage. “We’ve never had a president and vice president who have done more for Indian country,” he said.

Doug Kiel, a citizen of the Oneida Nation and a scholar at Northwestern University’s Center for Native American and Indigenous Research, said Mr. Biden’s apology was a “significant acknowledgment” of the injustices.

But he added that “true healing demands” more concrete actions, including returning stolen lands, honoring Indigenous sovereignty and fulfilling treaty obligations. “Without such tangible steps, the apology risks remaining a symbolic gesture without fostering real accountability and justice,” he said.

The president made his visit in the final days of a heated campaign to choose his successor. While it took him away from the major centers of the deadlocked race, Native Americans make up 6 percent of the population in Arizona, one of seven battleground states that political strategists believe will settle the contest between Vice President Kamala Harris and former President Donald J. Trump.

Mr. Biden, the fifth sitting president to visit Native American territory, said it was important for Americans to own up to their history even when it is ugly. “We must know the good, the bad, the truth of who we are as a nation,” he said. “That’s what great nations do. We’re a great nation; we’re the greatest of nations. We do not erase history, we make history, we learn from history. And we remember so we can heal as a nation.”

Ms. Haaland, who introduced him, choked up as she talked about her own family’s experiences. “We know that the federal government failed,” she said. “It failed to annihilate our languages, our traditions, our life ways, it failed to destroy us because we persevered.”

In an interview, Ms. Haaland, a member of the Pueblo of Laguna, recalled that three generations of her family had been rounded up from their village in New Mexico and sent away to boarding schools. Her great-grandfather was sent to the East Coast and both of her grandparents were sent more than a hundred of miles away to Santa Fe. Her mother, who also attended a boarding school, was later too afraid to teach her children their native language, Keres.

“I felt that my life had been definitely affected by the generational trauma,” Ms. Haaland said. She can only speak a small amount of Keres. “I’m sorry to say that that is the situation with a lot of folks.”

She said the administration was pursuing other recommendations in the July report in the time it has until leaving office in January. “We have 90 days left in this administration,” she said, “and we’re going to work as hard as we possibly can.”

DOCUMENT 2 
King Charles III heckled on Australia visit by lawmaker accusing him of complicity in Indigenous genocide, CBS News, October 21, 2024 
Britain's King Charles III is paying an official royal visit to Australia, his first big trip since he started undergoing cancer treatment. But while the official reception for the reigning U.K. monarch — the first to visit Australia in more than a decade — has been cordial, it was not all glad-handing and smiles on Monday.

Even before he arrived, Charles' five-day visit to the former British colony had reignited a fierce debate about why any Briton should inherit the right to be the official head of state of the country on the other side of the globe. On Monday, Charles was loudly and publicly heckled by an Australian lawmaker who accused him of complicity in a colonial era genocide of Australia's Indigenous people.

After he delivered a speech to Australian lawmakers at Parliament House in Canberra, independent Senator Lidia Thorpe, a vocal advocate for Indigenous rights, approached the king and shouted: "This is not your country."

"You committed genocide against our people. Give us our land back. Give us what you stole from us — our bones, our skulls, our babies, our people," Thorpe yelled at Charles and Queen Camilla as they sat on a stage next to Australian Prime Minister Anthony Albanese.

"You destroyed our land. Give us a treaty. We want a treaty in this country. You are a genocidalist," shouted Thorpe. "This is not your land. You are not my king. You are not our king," she shouted as security personnel ushered her out. "F*** the colony!"

After invading Australia in the late 18th century, British colonists massacred thousands of Aboriginals and Torres Strait Islanders, according to research by the University of Newcastle in Australia.
For decades, Australia's Indigenous communities have called for treaties between the government and the country's First Nations people, similar to those signed in New Zealand, Canada, the U.S. and elsewhere.

While many in Australia have welcomed Charles' visit, which is only the second ever by a reigning British monarch, others have called for it to be the last.

The Australian Republic Movement, a campaign group that advocates for an Australian to replace the British monarch as the country's official head of state, has mocked the royal visit as something akin to an ageing music group's final tour.

The group launched a campaign last week calling on Australians to, "Wave Goodbye to Royal Reign with Monarchy: The Farewell Oz Tour!"

"We say to Charles and Camilla: 'Welcome, we hope you're enjoying our country and good health and good spirits.' But we also look forward to this being the final tour of a sitting Australian monarch," ARM co-chair Esther Anatolitis told The Associated Press.

A source close to the king and queen told CBS News on Monday that they were, "deeply touched by the warm reception they have received since touching down in Australia," and that while Charles "understands there is always a debate to be had around the role of the monarch, he firmly believes it is a matter for the Australian people to decide."

DOCUMENT 3
Insults and a haka in New Zealand parliament as MPs debate Māori rights bill
By Eva Corwett, The Guardian, November 14, 2024 
Voting temporarily suspended amid disruptions including a Māori party MP ripping up a copy of the bill

New Zealand’s parliament has erupted into fiery debate, personal attacks and a haka over a controversial bill that proposes to radically alter the way New Zealand’s treaty between Māori and the crown is interpreted.

The treaty principles bill was tabled by the libertarian Act party – a minor partner in New Zealand’s coalition government – and passed its first reading on Thursday, amid scathing speeches and disruptions.

A vote on the bill was momentarily suspended, when opposition parties and people in the public gallery joined in a haka (Māori dance or challenge), led by the Te Pāti Māori MP Hana-Rawhiti Maipi-Clarke, who proceeded to rip up a copy of the bill.

The bill seeks to remove a set of well-established principles that has flowed from New Zealand’s founding document, the treaty of Waitangi – an agreement signed in 1840 between more than 500 Māori chiefs and the crown, and which is instrumental in upholding Māori rights.

The principles of the treaty have been developed over 50 years by courts, tribunals and successive governments to help guide the relationship between Māori and ruling authorities and iron out differences in interpretations over the English and Māori texts of the original treaty. Many principles have been developed and continue to evolve, but the most recognised are broadly defined as participation, partnership, protection, and redress.

They have been used in efforts to revitalise the Māori language, including making it an official language, and were used to establish a Māori health authority to reverse poor health outcomes for Māori, which the coalition government dismantled this year.

Critics of the bill say Act’s proposal undermines the treaty and its principles, which they believe threaten Māori rights and promote anti-Māori rhetoric.

There has been significant public backlash to the bill, with thousands of people joining a nine-day hīkoi (protest march) this week. Starting at the tip of the North Island, participants are expected to arrive at parliament on Tuesday.

More than 40 king’s counsel lawyers also wrote an open letter to the prime minister, Christopher Luxon, and the attorney general, Judith Collins, urging them to abandon the bill.

Speaking in the house, Act’s leader, David Seymour, said the principles “afford Māori different rights from other New Zealanders … The purpose of this bill is break this parliament’s 49 years of silence to define the principles in law so it is crystal clear what the treaty means to modern New Zealanders”.

Seymour’s address was met with groans and exclamations of disapproval from opposition parties, prompting the speaker of the house to repeatedly ask for the “barrage” of rebuttals to stop.

Labour’s Willie Jackson followed Seymour with a withering rebuke of the bill and its architect. “Shame, shame, shame, on you David Seymour,” he said. “I said some time ago that [Seymour] was the most dangerous politician in New Zealand, and that has come to pass.

“The principles are clear – they are about partnership, equity, active protection and redress – why does this offend the minister so much? … This bill will undermine Māori rights but still David Seymour persists with this disgusting piece of legislation.”

Jackson ended his speech by calling Seymour a liar, and was forced to leave the house when he refused to retract his statement.

The Te Pāti Māori co-leader Rawiri Waititi delivered a similarly impassioned address, likening the Act party to the “KKK with a swipecard to the Beehive [New Zealand’s parliament]” and calling them “complicit in the euthanising of the treaty of Waitangi”.

Opposition parties called on coalition MPs to vote down the bill. “My question to MPs is: are you here to hold on to power at any cost, or are you here to do the right thing?” said Chlöe Swarbrick, the Green party co-leader.

“Are you here to listen to your conscience, or are you here to give it all up on one of the most significant votes in this house in our lifetimes? Because if you wear the mask for a little while, it becomes your face.”

The introduction of the bill formed part of Act’s coalition agreement with National – the major centre-right party. National and the third coalition partner, New Zealand First, have ruled out supporting the bill beyond the first reading and select committee process, meaning it is likely doomed to fail.

The justice committee will hear submissions on the bill, which is expected to take six months, after which it will return to parliament for a second reading.
DOCUMENT 4: “Reconciliation through Art” Promotional Poster, Ontario, Canada 

https://www.reconciliationthroughart.ca/
Reconciliation Through Art was a unique and uplifting event that coincided with the National Day for Truth and Reconciliation. The event united communities through art, performances, dialogue and storytelling from local and Indigenous artists. 
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PARTIE B 








Texte d’opinion  Here’s what Keir Starmer gets wrong about reparations: we’ve made them before, but now we have to do it right
By Kojo Koram, Adapted from The Guardian, October 30, 2024 

You could be mistaken for thinking that reparations are some wacky idea that have never been tried before. Listening to the debate about them in Britain, it’s almost as if the Caribbean nations of the Commonwealth are asking for something unprecedented, their mere suggestion prompting bile and bluster on breakfast news shows. Kemi Badenoch, prospective leader of the Conservative party, described the argument for reparations as a “scam”, and urged people not to “fall for it”. Writing in the Daily Mail, her rival Robert Jenrick suggested Britain’s former colonies ought to be thankful for the legacy of empire rather than demanding reparations. “Where does it end?” Nigel Farage recently cried on GB News. “We cannot concede anything. The past is the past … There are many other countries in the world that have done far worse.” Perhaps, Farage suggested, Britain should call for reparations against the French.

For all the incredulity that Badenoch and Farage show whenever they hear the R-word, reparations are increasingly a fairly standard part of international human rights law, the transitional justice version of those “Have you suffered an injury that wasn’t your fault?” ads on daytime TV. They have been used numerous times and there are UN guidelines that outline when a violation of international human rights law can give rise to a right to reparation, and there have been a number of legal cases where reparations have been recognised and quantified by judges. Once you see reparations as routine rather than ridiculous, Keir Starmer’s refusal even to engage in the conversation looks increasingly absurd. 

There’s a broader dissonance between where we are culturally as a nation and where we are politically on this issue. We consume films like Steve McQueen’s 12 Years a Slave, documentaries like the BBC’s Britain’s Forgotten Slave Owners and books like Andrea Levy’s The Long Song which detail the horror of plantation slavery, correctly identifying this as one of the worst crimes in human history. Yet our elected officials can’t even issue a formal apology for fear of what this would mean. The government’s woefully ahistoric stance looks even more untenable when we remember that Britain has already paid out reparations for slavery. Only these reparations went to the slave owners rather than enslaved people or their descendants. The 1837 Slave Compensation Act paid £20m, worth about £17bn today, to 40,000 claimants for the “property” they lost through abolition. 

Perhaps part of the resistance of the British establishment is that, as opposed to it being impossible to find out who profited from slavery, it is actually relatively easy to identify the families and companies that got rich from the human misery of the Caribbean plantation. Many of them are still highly influential today. Reparations are as much about the present as they are about the past. And they might soon seem like an inevitability.

