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Abstract 

This thesis serves two goals. First goal is to find differences and similarities between xenophobic 

and racist rhetoric that was applied by Jean-Marie Le Pen and Sarkozy before 2007 presidential 

elections and before 2012 presidential elections that was applied by Marine Le Pen. Second goal 

is to figure out whether successful application of the anti-immigrant discourse had any 

implications for the French political space. Critical discourse analysis, developed by Fairclough 

is chosen as the most suitable methodology for the research. In particular, his three-dimensional 

model for analysis is used for analysing politicians‟ rhetoric. I found that Sarkozy borrowed and 

applied Jean-Maries‟ and Marines‟ Le Pen xenophobic discourse before 2007 and 2012 

presidential elections. Sarkozy‟s extreme rhetoric has the same meaning as Le Pen‟s, which 

resulted in his shift to the extreme-right pole on ideological spectrum. This resulted in 

implications for the French political space that after Sarkozy‟s extreme rhetoric moved from 

three-dimensional to two-dimensional: meaning that now it has only strong left and extreme-

right wing.   
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Introduction 
According to the results of the first round of presidential elections that took place in France on 

22 April 2012, the National Front‟s leader Marine Le Pen came  third and gained almost 18% of 

votes, while former president Sarkozy attracted 27% of votes (Ministère de l‟Intérieur, de 

l‟Outre-mer, des Collectivités territoriales et de l‟Immigration
1
, 2012). It has been known that 

mostly the „battle‟ in politics is between left-wing and right-wing candidates and parties. 

However, recently the French political space started to lose this clear distinction of left and right 

wings of ideological spectrum. In France, some political actors (Sarkozy) started to move toward 

right more and more, which resulted in implications for the French political space.           

 

 The electoral success of the extreme-right candidate Jean-Marie Le Pen in the first round of 

presidential elections 2002 has shown that the demand for xenophobic ideas exists. As in France, 

the extreme-right party National Front is gaining more and more popularity, emphasizing the 

immigration issue, other parties and politicians nevertheless try to include this issue to their 

programmes and electoral rhetoric. Some parties just briefly mention this aspect, some parties 

and politicians explicitly explain their position concerning immigration. The former French 

president Sarkozy and his party Union for a Popular Movement are the ones who take an 

important part in this process; applying anti-immigrant discourse. Although Sarkozy is 

considered as center-right among the population, some issues that he advertises put him on the 

extreme pole of the ideological spectrum. The research presented in this thesis is an attempt to 

figure out how Le Pen‟s and National Front‟s extreme-right rhetoric was applied by a seemingly 

non-extreme politician and what implications it had for the French political space. 

                                                           
1
 Ministry of  the Interior. 
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Immigration has always been a crucial issue for France as a former colonial state. It was brought 

to the national agenda with the existence of the extreme right National Front.  This party from 

the very beginning of its creation was the party that had a xenophobic and anti-immigrant 

rhetoric. Usually left-wing and centrist parties fail to include immigration question to their 

electoral programmes, just mentioning that illegal immigration is not good, not providing proper 

suggestions about how to reduce illegal immigration and to toughen the legal one. Though, “the 

notion of the FN in agenda-setting is vital; [...] the party has been effective in forcing other 

political formations to react to, and position themselves on, these particular issues – most notably 

of course, immigration (Davies, 1999, 1). 

 

For these reasons I want to research how the anti-immigration rhetoric was borrowed and applied 

by Sarkozy: the leader of the most popular party, Union for a Popular Movement. This research 

aims to figure out the differences and similarities between the rhetoric Jean-Marie Le Pen and 

Sarkozy before 2007 presidential elections and between the rhetoric of Marine Le Pen and 

Sarkozy before 2012 presidential elections.  

 

A lot of research has been done on the problematic of the National Front, its ideology, change 

and evolution of this party and the electoral success of this movement. Mostly, scholars were 

trying to understand how this party organized its discourse and propaganda in order to attract 

voters (Mayer and Perrineau, 1989; Davies, 1999; Simmons, 1996). However, not so much 

research in particular has been done on the problematic how the extreme-right rhetoric of the 
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National Front was applied by former French President: Sarkozy. Previous work mostly 

concentrated on the topic of the National Front and Le Pen, how this party emerged, and the 

history of its electoral record, its supporters and ideological position. Also, authors that have 

written about extreme-right showed how the National Front managed to become the third party 

in France and the strongest extreme-right party in Western Europe (Shields, 2007; Rydgren, 

2004). Other authors concentrated more on how extreme-right movement developed through the 

20
th

 century and how the threat of extreme-right has been growing at the end of century (Merkl 

and Weinberg, 2003). In a broader context the issue of immigration, extreme right and their 

relation to Islam has been discussed in work of Zuquete (2008).  

 

As it can be seen extreme-right candidate Le Pen and his National Front have always been 

popular research topic among political scientists. However, to what extent the ideas of the 

National Front was applied by seemingly non-extreme politician was not researched properly. 

My contribution to this field will address the question how xenophobic rhetoric was used by the 

leader of the most popular centre-right party in France. In addition this research will also bring a 

new insight into the current event – 2012 presidential elections and the way electoral campaign 

proceeded after the first round of elections, explaining what rhetoric was applied by Sarkozy 

before the second round of elections.                               

 

My research has two questions: first, what are the differences and similarities of applying the 

anti-immigrant rhetoric by Jean-Marie Le Pen and Sarkozy before 2007 presidential elections? 

Moreover, this research aims to investigate the differences and similarities between Le Pen‟s 
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discourse and Sarkozy‟s after the change of the National Front‟s party leader to Marine Le Pen 

before the presidential elections that recently took place in France in May 2012. The second 

question is whether the successful application of such discourse had any implications for the 

French political space.  

 

In this research I investigate whether the key symbols of Le Pen‟s immigration and xenophobic 

rhetoric had the same meaning as Sarkozy‟s. If yes, I will argue that Sarkozy applied this rhetoric 

in order to weaken Le Pen and to attract more Le Pen‟s electorate, which had consequences for 

the French political space that turned to have only left pole and extreme-right pole.  

        

For illustration of differences and similarities of extreme-right Le Pen‟s and Sarkozy‟s rhetoric I 

will take into consideration data from the period of 2002 to 2012. This time frame for analysing 

data was not chosen accidentally. First, after Le Pen‟s success in 2002 presidential elections, 

Sarkozy, being the minister of internal affairs from 2002 to 2007 and later on the leader of 

centre-right party started to use the anti-immigrant rhetoric. Sarkozy started to adopt measures 

that made this discourse more and more severe and not only populist in a negative sense, but the 

one that was implemented in real laws. For these reasons I want to explore how after Le Pen‟s 

electoral success as a candidate in 2002 presidential elections and after electoral failure of the 

National Front in 2004 legislative elections the anti-immigrant and xenophobic discourse started 

to be applied by seemingly non-extreme, centre-right leader: Sarkozy.     
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The thesis will now proceed in the following manner. The first part of this research provides the 

reader with information about methodological aspect of this work, explaining what methodology 

will be used and what kind of discourse analysis in particular will be applied for conducting the 

research and how. In the second part of this study I will provide the information about the main 

parties in France with mentioning to which part of ideological spectrum a party belongs. I will 

argue that with the rise of the National Front and with the emergence of the Union for a Popular 

Movement and Sarkozy as a candidate for presidency, the French party system was transformed 

from three-pole (left-right division) to two-pole (left-wing plus extreme-right pole). I will discuss 

that when Sarkozy was a minister of internal affairs, he started to change this three-dimensional 

space. The third part will be dedicated to comparison of the rhetoric of Le Pen as the leader of 

National Front and Sarkozy as the leader of the Union for a Popular Movement before 2007 

presidential elections. The fourth part of this thesis will investigate the differences and 

similarities of the rhetoric of Sarkozy and Marine Le Pen before 2012 presidential elections. 

Special attention will be given to the discourse of Sarkozy after the first round of elections. The 

conclusion will show that Le Pen‟s xenophobic discourse was successfully applied by Sarkozy 

before 2007 presidential elections and played a significant role in his electoral campaign before 

2012 presidential elections and in the debate after the first round of elections. Despite the fact 

that Sarkozy and his party are considered center-right, his rhetoric applied had basically the same 

as Le Pen‟s and is both xenophobic and extreme. Consequently, I will show that the three 

dimensional space in France: left-wing, right-wing and extreme-right started to turn to two-

dimensional – left-wing and extreme-right.  
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   Chapter 1: Methodology 

            

This chapter aims to explain the methodology used in conducting this research. I use critical 

discourse analysis (CDA) as a theoretical framework and as a method. This part of this thesis 

serves two goals: first, I argue why in particular I have chosen CDA. Second, I provide the data 

for the research. Finally, I elaborate in what way CDA is used in this study, in particular how 

Fairclough‟s model works for analysing the discourses of the two politicians.    

         

 

1.1. CDA 

According to one source, there are at least 57 various types of discourse analysis. “Strictly 

speaking there is no single „discourse analysis‟, but many different styles of analysis that all lay 

claim to the name” (Gill, 2000, 172-173). The CDA, developed by Fairclough (1992, 1995, 

2000) and Fairclough and Wodak (1997) has been chosen as the most suitable methodology for 

this research because it gives a possibility to analyse the discourse of the politicians in the 

broadest way. “Much critical discourse analysis research in the domain of politics centres on 

right wing populist rhetoric [..] as this rhetoric is becoming more and more hegemonic in many 

European countries” (Wodak, Meyer, 2001, 18).  

 

Moreover, I also take into consideration the use of these arguments and complement the CDA 

analysis with them. The “debates about immigration and nationality in France are characterised 
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by a frequent use of topoi, stereotypical arguments that may also be found in other genres of 

discourse about immigration” (Der Valk, 2009, 225). First, I demonstrate how different 

stereotypical arguments (topoi) reveal the real xenophobic character of politicians‟ rhetoric: “the 

use of macro and micro argumentative features can be operationalised and integrated in the 

analysis of specific texts” (Wodak and Meyer, 2001, 21).  Second, I include migration data that 

serves as a basis for the development of anti-immigrant and racist rhetoric of these politicians.  

 

1.2. Data for the Research and its Validity 

In order to conduct this research as primary sources I use: 

- Written data (programmes of politicians for 2007 and 2012 presidential elections, direct 

comments in French newspaper Liberation before and during presidential elections 2012. 

Moreover, for analysing Sarkozy‟s rhetoric I take his 2006 Immigration and Integration 

Law (May 17, 2006) that he adopted while being a minister of internal affairs. In addition 

I use migration data that help to show why politicians argued about immigration as an 

important issue for France.  

- Oral (on-line videos: speeches of politicians on TV. In particular, Jean-Marie Le Pen‟s 

speech on the debate with Sarkozy and Marine Le Pen‟s discourse on television before 

2012 presidential elections. For the analysis of Sarkozy‟s rhetoric before 2007 

presidential elections, I use his speech, delivered while being a minister of internal 

affairs. Sarkozy‟s discourse for 2012 presidential elections is analysed with the reference 

to his debate with Hollande after the first round of elections). 
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- Visual (images and posters of electoral propaganda of Le Pen and his party during 2007 

and 2012 campaign for presidency. Sarkozy‟s propaganda images concerning 

immigration are not used because of their absence before 2007 elections, though one 

picture is  analysed from 2012 elections).  

 

Due to the word-limit, unfortunately, I cannot use all possible data for the analysis of politicians‟ 

rhetoric. I have chosen programmes of politicians and the images of their electoral propaganda as 

valid sources for analysing the rhetoric. Speaking about speeches, I have taken those that were 

the subject of the immigration issue in France. In addition, I want to warn reader that ideological 

orientation of Libération (left-wing newspaper) does not have any impact on my analysis, 

because I take from it only original quotes of Sarkozy.  

 

1.3.Fairclough’s Three-dimensional Framework 

First of all, Fairclough sees „discourse‟ as “a form of social practice, rather than a purely 

individual activity or a reflex of situational variables”. This means that discourse should not be 

analysed only as a linguistic instance, but also is analysed within broader social practice 

(Fairclough, 1992, 63). Second, here I try to explain which components/levels his works includes 

and how the discourse of politicians is analysed on every level. For the minimal unit of analysis I 

take the commonly used rhetoric of party leaders – political language that they use. I investigate 

the key symbols of the rhetoric of Le Pen and Sarkozy and find out whether the rhetoric of 

Sarkozy had the same meaning as the rhetoric of Le Pen and National Front. If so, I would argue 

that the extreme-right rhetoric was successfully applied by seemingly non-extreme candidate. 

The results of the analysis of Le Pen‟s and Sarkozy‟s rhetoric will show that the former French 
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president could not be any more considered as a moderate candidate and that such discourse had 

consequences for French political space. 

 

Textual level is the first dimension of the framework. First, it is necessary to mention that by 

texts Fairclough understands “written or spoken language produced in a discursive event” 

(Fairclough, 2000, 148). Textual analysis is important because “text constitute a major source of 

evidence for grounding claims about social structures, relations and processes” (Fairclough, 

1995, 209). The analysis of texts will be organised according to the following structure: 

interactional control, ethos, use of metaphors, grammar (including modality). Interactional 

control defines how politicians define the topic and whether their institutional positions 

contribute to their role in defining the agenda. Ethos demonstrates how the discourse of 

politicians creates identities; metaphors will reveal politicians‟ desire to structure beliefs of 

people concerning immigration. The use of metaphors will show how politicians try to create 

negative image of immigrants. Finally, grammar analysis will show whether politicians‟ 

modality (the attitude of a speaker to the statement) is objective or subjective. Modality that 

demonstrates how political actors see their prospective: either as universal or as those that can be 

pursued in a different way (Fairclough, 1992, 152, 158, 166, 194).  In the case of politicians‟ 

rhetoric, it means that the immigration issue is framed in a way that makes it a problem for 

France and needs to be resolved.  

 

Discursive level is the second dimension of the framework. It deals with the production and 

consumption of texts. In addition, Fairlcough distinguishes “other headings involved in formal 

features of the text: the „force of utterances‟, the „coherence‟ of text and the „intertextuality‟ of 
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texts”. However these forms are used on the level of discursive practice (Fairclough, 1992, 75). 

The force of utterances will demonstrate what kind of speech acts politicians use, the coherence 

will show how texts are linked together to form larger texts and the intertextuality will reveal the 

“snatches of other texts [...] and how they constitute additions to existing „chains of speech 

communication‟ (Bakhtin, 1986, 94). For instance, how electoral programmes of politicians are 

transformed into images, posters and speeches. This means that an intertextual chain of the same 

discourses can be found in politicians‟ rhetoric. Also, institutional positions of actors can shape 

the discourse and vice versa. For example, I will show how the Sarkozy‟s discourse was shaped 

by his institutional position and also how Sarkozy discourse affected shaping new institutions. 

Finally, I will investigate whether discourses of politicians have intertextuality that “sees texts 

historically as transforming the past [...] into present” (Fairclough, 1992, 85).   

 

 

Social practice is the third dimension of Faircough‟s framework.  

The general objective is to specify the nature of social practice of which the discourse practice is 

a part, which is the basis for explaining why the discourse practice is as it is and the effects of the 

discourse practice upon the social practice (Fairclough, 1992, 237).  

 

He proposes approximate checklist that will serve as a basis for analysing social practice. It is 

social matrix of discourse, orders of discourse and ideological and political effects of discourse. 

In my interpretation, first of all, social matrix of discourse will show how particular discourse of 

politician structures the relations in society and how discourse can change relations or keep the 

status-quo.  Second, the orders of discourse demonstrate which discourse is dominant and which 

discourses are complementary to the main, how discourses are distributed within rhetoric. 

Finally, ideological and political affects of discourse deal with how discourses affect peoples‟ 

knowledge on certain issues and transform their beliefs (Fairclough, 1992, 237-238).  
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      Chapter 2: French Political Space and its Transformations 

 

In this part of the thesis I will argue that the French political space before the emergence of 

Sarkozy as the leader of the most popular party in France and a candidate for presidency has 

been three-dimensional, consisting of left-wing, right-wing and extreme-right wing parties and 

candidates. First, I will introduce the most popular political parties that exist in France. Secondly, 

I will argue that the National Front before the 2002 was the only one strong extreme-right party, 

but after the appearance of Sarkozy on the political scene as a leader of centre-right Union for a 

Popular Movement, the shift to the extreme-right pole of ideological spectrum of this politician 

will be analysed. It will be shown based on the analysis provided in two following chapters. 

 

2.1. Party Politics                    

The French political space has always had division on the left-wing and right wing parties. 

Moreover, the extreme-right also had a niche in French politics. Such party as National Front 

always pretended to play a significant role in French politics. In this part of the thesis I will show 

that clear division on left-right wing was present before the emergence of Sarkozy‟s anti-

immigration and xenophobic rhetoric and that this discourse has shaped and changed this clear 

division, making the French political spectrum more distinctive as left-wing and extreme-right. 

„The party system of Fifth Republic France has been characterised by a fine balance between the 

dynamics of fragmentation and bipolarity (Knapp and Wright, 2001, 264-265). 
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2.1.1. Left-wing Socialist Party                                               

This party was created in 1969 by an older left-wing party dating back to the Third Republic: the 

SFIO (Section Francaise de L‟Internationale Ouvriere
2
) (Howarth and Varouxakis, 2003, 73). In 

the 1970s, Francois Mitterand helped make a party into attractive, alternative to a conservative 

coalition (Krieger and Kesselman, 2010, 138). This party “is deeply divided by personal and 

ideological conflicts. When Segolene Royal ran for presidency in 2007 she failed to unite the 

party warring fractions (Krieger and Kesselman, 2010, 138). Returning back to history and to the 

results of the legislative elections, this party for a long time was the one that could form the 

government without any allies, but recently started to experience electoral fall. In this thesis the 

rhetoric of this party and its leader is not compared to the rhetoric of Le Pen because for this 

party, being the left-wing is difficult to include extensive extreme-right rhetoric and xenophobic 

discourse of immigration. Though, the information, presented above suggests that Socialist Party 

was and is the most significant electoral force on the left-wing and underlines the division on 

left-right wing that has always existed in France. Also, the “The PS, even in darkest electoral 

hour, still received more support than any other left political grouping […] [i]n this situation, the 

PS cannot succeed alone, but remains the most important single left grouping. The need of 

electoral allies is clear” (Clift, 2003, 46). 

 

2.1.2. Right-wing Union for a Popular Movement                       

Despite the fact that: 

The Socialist party was the largest political party in France from the 1978 to the 1993 legislative 

elections, in terms of membership, votes and seats in the national Assembly, […] in terms of 

percentage of votes, over the past 20 years there have been two large parties of the right and one 

confederation of smaller center-right parties. The Rally for the Republic, created by Chirac and 

                                                           
2
 French Section of the Workers‟ International 
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the Union for a New Republic. The confederation of small parties was presented by Union for the 

French Democracy (Howarth and Varouxakis, 2003, 70-72).  

 

“In November 2002, the UMP was officially transformed into an umbrella party of the 

mainstream right, the UMP (Union for a Popular Movement) regrouping most of the right and 

centre-right parties (Howarth and Varouxakis, 2003, 71). Union for a Popular Movement was 

created on the initiative of Jacques Chirac after his re-election in 2002 to unite the moderate, 

center-right in a single party:  

the June election had won the UMP an undeniable legitimacy as France‟s majority party; it was 

only the third party in the history of the Fifth Republic to commanded an overall National 

Assembly majority […] the UMP electorate has skewed to conservative (Knapp, 2003, 134).  

 

So, Sarkozy‟s party from the very beginning was the one that attracted the conservative, center-

right electorate. Its emergence was facilitated by the presidential elections 2002 that united 

several center-right and right-wing parties. According to the legislative elections 2007, Union for 

a Popular Movement has won the overall majority and continued to be the first party in France 

according to voters‟ preferences (Ministère de l‟Intérieur, de l‟Outre-mer, des Collectivités 

territoriales et de l‟Immigration, 2007
3
). Consequently, Sarkozy remained in power and was able 

to control the majority in the French parliament. 

 

2.1.3 Extreme-right National Front                     

In addition, a key role in French political space played by an extreme-right party called the 

National Front. Despite gaining a considerable vote up to year 1997, the National Front cannot 

                                                           
3
 Ministry of the Interior. 
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fully take part in the French political life in the national level because of their extremely right-

wing ideology that uses xenophobic and racist rhetoric and because of absence of parties that can 

join the National Front.  

Over a long period, the FN has articulated a powerful strand within French public opinion and 

indirectly influenced political agenda. Without allies, however, it has failed to translate its 

electoral potential into full political capital and has lacked second-round credibility, both in 2002 

presidential contest ([...]) and in parliamentary elections where the FN usually fails to hold on to 

its first-round vote in those rare constituencies where it can fight the second (Cole, 2003, 25). 

 

There is variety of political parties in France but on the elections they usually go as a block of 

parties in order to be stronger and gain more votes. It is more effective and rational. However, in 

regional elections this party has stable and rather strong positions. It can be explained that there 

are certain regions in France where the immigrant flow is extremely high. These are south and 

eastern regions with population more than 30 000 (Marignane, Toulon, Orange and Vitrolles) 

[...] in particular in the regions of Provence-Alpes-Cotes d‟Azur (the south east region including 

Marseille, Nice, Toulon (Howarth and Varouxakis, 2003, 72, 76). There the Front National is 

quite popular because of the high density of immigrants from former colonies of France, that 

according to the view of this party create problems in France: “The NF is severely critical of the 

social costs of North African and black African immigrants, arguing that they are major 

contributors to unemployment, delinquency, and crime and that they impose an economic burden 

on French economy” (Simmons, 1996, 160).  Le Pen and the National Front “always linked the 

anti-immigration issue to the issue of insecurity and criminality” (Rydgren, 2004, 180).   

     

From 1988 to 1997 the French party system remained stable in terms that there were some trends 

in social and ideological profiles, these are subtle and do not indicate any major reconfiguration 
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of the French electorate views (Andersen and Evans, 2003, 185). It can be said that preferences 

of French people continued to be the same and that they gave their votes for these two blocks. 

The National Front almost always scored third in this process. Moreover, from 2002 the situation 

has changed. On these legislative elections the extreme-right party the National Front has 

experienced a considerable loss of voters and did not take the hurdle of 12,5% in order to be 

selected for the second tour. The perspectives for this party and its role in the French political 

process were under the question: “It is a little doubts that there will continue to be a political 

space for the FN within the French party system” (Ivaldi, 2003, 149).    

      

Nevertheless, some scientists have doubts concerning the role of National Front in France, it 

should be noticed that the issue of immigration has helped the National Front to gain popularity 

in France. From my point of view, one of the key roles in the French political space still is 

played by this extreme-right party. To this regard “[t]he bipolar contours of the French party 

system have been challenged by the emergence of new political issues such as immigration, 

security and environment, and difficulties, experienced by the mainstream political parties..” 

(Cole, 2003, 14).        

The National Front had become too distinct from the moderate right [...] However, as 

regard certain issues that were rising to the fore, such as immigration, crime fighting and 

European integration, the extreme-right electorate could no longer be considered as 

simply the right wing of the right. From an ideological standpoint, this electorate seemed 

to differ from the left-wing and moderate right electorates (Grunberg and Schweisguth, 

2003, 331). 

To this regard it is worth looking how the xenophobic, racist and anti-immigrant rhetoric was 

applied by seemingly non-extreme leader of the center-right party. I hypothesize that Sarkozy‟s 
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extreme discourse transformed French political space from three-dimensional to two-

dimensional.   

           

2.2. Sarkozy’s Party: Centre-right or Extreme?                  

 

It is difficult to argue with the existing views among scholars on the French party system. 

Usually it is stated that it has always had the division between left and right-wing parties. “As in 

most West European democracies, the mainstray of political competition is between left of centre 

and right of centre parties and their respective political allies” (Cole, 2003, 25). “As in the most 

European countries, polarization on the rough left-right ideological spectrum has shaped the 

French party system in the Fifth Republic (Howarth and Varouxakis, 2003, 77).  France has a 

multiparty system in which a right-left wing division exists. “We conclude that rather artificial 

bipolar multipartism exists. The left and right coalitions functioning most effectively when one 

party assumes a dominant role...” (Cole, 2003, 25). Among a variety of parties that exist and take 

part in electoral process the two most important blocks of parties were the ones that represent 

both moderate right and moderate left-wing. These were the Socialist Party and the Union for a 

Popular Movement.            

 

There is no clear division on moderate left-wing and moderate right-wing any more in French 

politics. With the emergence and intensification of Sarkozy‟s xenophobic rhetoric, the notion of 

the moderate right-wing has become less visible in the French political space. Moreover, the 

Union for a Popular Movement is a part of European People‟s Party, so the use of xenophobic 

discourse does not correspond to its position on the European space. On the other hand, the 
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extreme-right National Front applies its xenophobic discourse. This party is not a part of any 

European party and clearly it has always advertised anti-integrationist path. So, the use of 

extreme anti-immigrant discourse by Sarkozy clearly states his moving toward extreme-right, 

while Le Pen is the one that has already applied this rhetoric. Moreover, not having any 

representation of the National Front on European level liberates Le Pen from any obligations 

concerning his discourse.               

 

However, with Sarkozy‟s appearance on the political scene, the rhetoric of this politician, even 

though at the very beginning he was supposed to represent the center-right or moderate right-

wing party, later became xenophobic and racist. Especially, after the 2005, Sarkozy, who later 

became the leader of the centre-right Union for a Popular Movement, started to borrow the 

rhetoric of the National Front and apply it, had certain institutional possibilities to do so and 

simultaneously started to change the landscape of the French political space.    

 

The analysis underlines the change of Sarkozy‟s discourse to the extreme and shows that French 

political space also has undergone transformations. However, it should be noticed that Le Pen 

and Sarkozy had the similar anti-immigrant discourse with the some differences. Though, it is 

highly unlikely that they will unite under the one extreme-right umbrella. Neither of the two 

politicians will accept such union. Nevertheless, this does not liberate French political space 

from turning to the one that has only strong left and extreme-right wing.      
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Even though all these difficulties occur on the way to taking part in policy-making process on the 

national level, the National Front is still is the third party in France according to voter‟s 

preferences. The impossibility to have representatives in the French parliament is explained by 

absence of allies and weak position in the second tour legislative elections. Despite the exclusion 

of this party from the policy-making process, the rhetoric of this party always had its supporters. 

On the topic of elections, it should be pointed out that any party that wants to be present in the  

Assamblée Nationale (French parliament) needs to take the hurdle of 12,5% in the first tour in 

order to come to the second tour and compete and later to be elected and to represent their voters 

(Bell, 2002, 208). National Front never undertook this hurdle in the legislative elections. Though, 

its discourse is becoming more and more popular: the result of 2012 presidential elections shows 

this. Le Pen scored the third and gained almost 18% of votes (Ministère de l‟Intérieur, de 

l‟Outre-mer, des Collectivités territoriales et de l‟Immigration
4
, 2012). Moreover, opinion polls 

for upcoming legislative elections, which will be held in June 2012, demonstrate that National 

Front is likely to overtake the electoral hurdle of 12.5%. Prognoses show that National Front can 

take 16% of French votes (l‟Institut BVA, 2012). Moreover, after losing the president elections, 

the Union for a Popular Movement possibly can form local alliances with the National Front in 

order to prevent a leftist majority in the parliament. The cordon sanitaire can lose its meaning 

and the National Front can probably make deals with the Union for a Popular Movement.  

                

The next part of this thesis preoccupies with the analysis of the differences and similarities of the 

rhetoric of Le Pen and Sarkozy, which will support my hypothesis that Sarkozy is shifting more 
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to the right and the discourse that he applied had the same meaning as the discourse of the 

National Front and Le Pen. 
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Chapter 3: Comparison of Sarkozy’s and Le Pen’s Immigration 
Rhetoric before 2007 Presidential Elections  

This chapter of the thesis is dedicated to the immigration discourse of Le Pen and Sarkozy 

preceding 2007 presidential elections. In this part of the study, I analyse the similarities and the 

differences of the immigration discourse of the two politicians. I will find the key symbols of Le 

Pen‟s and Sarkozy‟s rhetoric. I will state that extreme-right discourse was successfully applied 

by Sarkozy and had the same meaning as Le Pen‟s, which moved Sarkozy and his party (as he is 

the leader of the party that defines the party line and politics) on the extreme-right pole on the 

ideological spectrum. Consequently, this resulted in the change of French political space from 

three-pole to two-pole: the extreme-right, which was represented by Sarkozy‟s party – Union for 

a Popular Movement and Le Pen‟s National Front, while the left pole was mainly represented by 

Socialist party. 

 

I will use Faircough‟s three-dimensional model that includes textual, discursive and social level. 

Every type (speech/electoral programme/image) of politicians‟ rhetoric will be analysed on the 

textual dimension. The discursive and social level of Le Pen‟s and Sarkozy‟s rhetoric will be 

analysed taking into consideration all types of data. Stereotypical arguments that politicians use 

in their rhetoric also will be revealed. 
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3.1. Sarkozy and the Immigration Issue 

The first round of 2002 presidential elections shocked France: Le Pen scored second (Berezin, 

2009, 141). From my point of view, it was one of the reasons why Sarkozy started to use the 

anti-immigration rhetoric. The strategy of Sarkozy included weakening one of the most popular 

politicians on the French political scene – Le Pen. It seems that Sarkozy used xenophobic 

discourse during his electoral campaign and while being the minister of internal affairs because 

the position of extreme-right candidate - J.M. Le Pen in 2002 in presidential elections was 

considerably strong. “On April 21, France, which imagined itself champion of the world of 

democracy discovers that 16.95% of electors in the presidential cast their votes for Jean-Marie 

Le Pen, head of the extreme-right” (Berezin, 2009, 165).  

 

The part of chapter that relates to Sarkozy‟s rhetoric is structured as follows. First, I start from 

his 2006 immigration law that he has adopted being a minister of internal affairs. Second, I 

proceed with his electoral programme for presidency 2007. Finally, I conclude with the analysis 

of his speech on television. This speech has been given by Sarkozy between 2002 and 2007 

when he was a minister of internal affairs. Unfortunately, the exact date cannot be found, but the 

timeframe for analysis of his anti-immigrant discourse falls within his period in ministerial 

office.    
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3.1.1. Sarkozy’s Immigration Law    

Sarkozy while being a minister of internal affairs adopted two laws concerning immigration. The 

first law is not analysed in this thesis because it did not have as strict suggestions concerning 

immigration in France as the second one. The law that I will analyse was adopted in 2006. It is 

known as: “his latest effort to open France for high-skilled immigration, stem illegal 

immigration, restrict family migration, and promote integration into French society” (Migration 

Policy Institute, 2007, 6).  

To start with the text of this law, I turn the attention to the points that I find extreme.  

First, immigration in terms of work, the priority to enter the country only for qualified workers 

will be much easier than for unqualified workers. Second, if third world migrants want to have 

family reunification, the need to live in France for is increased to 18 months instead of 12 months 

as it was before. If third country national is married to a person that has French citizenship, if a 

spouse wants to have residence permit in France, she should be married with French national for 

at least 3 years instead of 2 as it was before. For obtaining French nationality on the basis of 

marriage implies living in France at least 4 years instead of 2 as it was earlier (Legifrance, 2006).  

  

First, the rhetoric will be analysed on the textual level of Faircolugh‟s framework.            

Speaking about the interactional control, Sarkozy was the one who defined the immigration issue 

as crucial for France; he had legitimacy to adopt his immigration law. Therefore, he set up and 

framed conversational agenda by signing the law. The construction of French ethos was done in 

a way, which revealed the desire to have only particular type of immigrants that later on can 

become the part of French nation: immigrants with high intellectual abilities. The immigration 

law was an attempt to create the French identity that is based on the more severe conditions for 

obtaining French citizenship. No metaphors were used due to the fact that this is an official 

document, which does not allow using any unofficial language that will be politically incorrect. 

Such grammar instrument as modality demonstrates that Sarkozy‟s modality is objective, 
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meaning that his attitude to the statement is universal. Sarkozy‟s modality can only be objective 

in this case because this comes from the nature of the document: it is law that creates certain 

rules and permissions. Objective modality frames a claim in a way that implies the change based 

on the objective ground.  

 

From the above analysis I have demonstrated that this law had a racist character. It mostly 

favoured “selective immigration”, which means that highly-skilled and intelligent immigrants are 

more welcome to France than labour immigrants. Moreover, such rhetoric shows Sarkozy‟s 

undesirability against the immigrants from African countries, as bigger part of unqualified 

workers comes from there. This law favours the conditions that put foreigners in a more severe 

position for obtaining citizenship and residence permit.    

 

3.1.2. Programme for Presidency 2007 

Now I will proceed with Sarkozy‟s programme for presidency 2007. During Sarkozy‟s campaign 

he was accused of borrowing Le Pen‟s immigration rhetoric. For example, Jewish press accused 

him in “taking le Pen‟s favorite issues: immigration, insecurity and nationalism” (European 

Jewish Press, 10 April, 2007). The analysis of his programme will help to see whether such 

claims represent reality. 
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Sarkozy‟s  main suggestions concerning immigration were the following: 

First, “ to make more stronger the conditions for family reunification in order for foreigners not to 

come to France for social benefits, but rather for work [...] to provide medical treatment only for 

those, who really necessarily need it” (Votonsinfo, 2007).   

 

Second, “to adapt annual flows of immigration for capacities and needs of France [...], prohibit 

the foreigner to go to his own country for obtaining the new visa or residence permit after five 

years” (Votonsinfo, 2007).  

 

Third, “only the best students should be attracted to come to France. Only those students are 

welcome that will contribute to the development of French economy” (Votonsinfo, 2007). In 

addition, “an immigrant can bring his family to France only if he has a decent income from a job 

and decent housing, requirement for immigrants to learn to read and write French, 

implementation of “positive discrimination”. Finally, “the State may participate in the formation 

and funding of religion: the immigrants should accept the superiority of French culture and 

integrate into it” (Débat, 2007). 

 

On the textual level Sarkozy‟s discourse can be represented as follows. Interactional control 

shows that Sarkozy sees himself as a candidate who sets up the conversational agenda. Because 

his suggestions are presented in the programme and voters cannot reply immediately to him, it 

can be assumed that he set up this topic for agenda, but was this attempt successful or not can 

only be known after elections. Ethos is constructed using different criteria: having enough means 

to cover living expenses, complying with French laws, culture and language. No metaphors were 

used in electoral programme. As it was the official electoral programme available for everybody, 

it could become the point for attack from other candidates concerning xenophobic suggestions, 

Sarkozy tried to be neutral in use of language, not mentioning any metaphors. Modality shows 

the objectivity of his statements, meaning that no phrases like “I think” are used: his attitude 

toward claims is framed in a way that represents his opinion objectively.  
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Adding to the analysis, based on Fairclough‟s framework, I have revealed the use of different 

stereotypical arguments. As Der Valk argues, there are different stereotypical arguments (topoi) 

that are present in debates concerning immigration in France: for example, the topos of decline, 

the topos of exceprional legislation, the topos of burden and the topos of profit (Der Valk, 2009, 

225-226). First, the establishment of selective immigration, proposed by Sarkozy can be seen as 

the topos of exceptional legislation. Second, I found that Sarkozy used the topos of burden and 

profit, meaning that immigrants demand more social expenditures and want to profit from this 

country. Third, the topos of decline (illegal immigration causes decline of French nation) was 

presented in the programme: this relates to complying with French culture, language and 

acceptance of state‟s role in formation religion. 

 

From Sarkozy‟s programme for presidency 2007, I have found that the immigration issue was 

presented by Sarkozy as an obvious problem that France faces and that France needs to solve. 

The measures proposed by Sarkozy were quite severe and demanding for the immigrants. 

Basically, they were created for the purpose to make integration for immigrants more difficult.  

 

Here I provide migration data that support the argument that Sarkozy‟s discourse was mainly 

against immigrants from North African countries. First, on the basis of family reunification 

immigrants from North Africa were restricted. According to the data found on immigration issue: 

“in 2005 more than 70 percent of family migration was from Africa. Migrants from the Maghreb 

(Algeria, Morocco, and Tunisia) alone made up 48.6 percent of family migration. [...] In 2005, 

Africans made up 63.0 percent of all permanent migrants and more than half of these Africans 
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were from Algeria (28.9 percent) or Morocco (23.4 percent)” (Migration Policy Institute, 2007, 

2-4). So, the immigration discourse, created and developed by Sarkozy basically was against 

migrants from North Africa, as they constituted the biggest part of immigration flow. In addition, 

the European education is known to be better one than African and more people that come from 

North Africa they work as labour force. The other aspect about reunification of family is also 

important because after the Second World War for immigrants from former French colonies it 

was not so difficult to bring a family to France, so the flow of immigrants increased. As family 

reunification is mostly directed toward immigrants from French colonies, the real reason for 

harshening French immigration policy was to decrease the level of immigrant from these 

countries, not from Europe.  

 

Second, immigrants were restricted on the basis of religion. Most of immigrants come to France 

from Muslim countries. Consequently, state‟s authority in formation and foundation of religion 

will definitely restrict Muslims in the expression of their religion. This aspect was emphasized as 

a condition for stopping the flow of immigrants from these countries.  

   

3.1.3. Speech  

In this part I analyse Sarkozy‟s comment and video speech during electoral debate with Le Pen 

on the topic of immigration. The reason I have chosen this particular speech is because it is the 

one that illustrates Sarkozy‟s propositions concerning immigration in the broadest way.  

I propose the creation of ministry of immigration and national identity, because integration is 

very important to our culture. The separate ministry that will deal with immigration, integration 

and co-development should be created (Sarkozy‟s quote in Carrera, 2009, 317). France needs 

foreigners, but foreigners with official documents and with evidence, which prove that they can 
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afford living in France. What is wrong if Romanians are sending back to Romania, Bulgarians to 

Bulgaria and Senegalese to Senegal? If you do not have official documents and enough money 

for living in France, you need to be send back to your country (YouTube, 26 November, 2011).  

 

Analysing text and speaking about interactional level I found that Sarkozy is trying to show that 

it is not him, but rather French people define immigration as the topic of the discussion: (for 

instance: „France needs‟). French identity here is constituted in such way that only those 

immigrants that stay on the legal basis can be close or later can be part of France. Metaphors are 

not used here. The analysis of grammar reveals that the speaker has objective modality and that 

he percepts his claims as universal and those that should be implemented. This can be seen using 

the „need to‟ or „I propose the creation of ministry of immigration and national identity, because 

integration is very important to our culture‟.  

 

Another quotation from Sarkozy‟s speech emphasizes the illegal aspect of immigration to 

France.  

Why do we have the open borders? We need to give access only to foreigners that can afford 

staying in France, all other countries already have done this and our country also should. French 

people do not want any more the passing Europe. If Europe cannot defend its borders, France 

will. It is necessary to have a strict control on national borders within Europe and also it is 

obligatory to reinforce the control on the external borders of the Schengen Area [...] we need to 

do this. Almost 90 000 illegal foreigners recently have passed the French border (YouTube, 26 

November, 2011).  

 

In this part of speech Sarkozy points out that French people define the topic of discussion, by 

using words „French people, France…‟. French ethos is constructed around the principles of 

financial situation of foreigners: only those, who are rich, can enter France and are allowed to 

stay there, no other foreigners, are allowed. The use of metaphors is absent. Analysis of modality 
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focuses on Sarkozy‟s high affinity with his statement. Sarkozy in this speech operates with 

numbers, which show that his modality can be universal and true, based on real numbers. These 

numbers show the illegal aspect of immigration that creates negative images of immigrants. 

 

Adding more to the analysis, now I concentrate on the use of different stereotypical arguments 

that are present in Sarkozy‟s speech. First, as Der Valk argues, the topos of abuse is usually used: 

they are abusing laws and rules and we should not trust them (Der Valk, 2009, 225). Sarkozy‟s 

speech includes the topos of burden and the topos of profit, which mean that immigrants cause 

extra expenditures from the French government and that come to France for profit as much as 

possible from it. In addition, the topos of exceptional legislation is present. It implies that France 

should be more severe concerning the immigration issue. This stereotypical argument leads us to 

another one: the topos of decline: the growth of illegal immigration will provoke the decline of 

French nation and illegal immigration should be stopped (Der Valk, 2009, 225). 

 

On the level of discursive practice Sarkozy uses in his speech threats and promises. Sarkozy‟s 

rhetoric is full of threats that migrants cause to France and is full of promises that he will follow 

if he will be the next elected president. Moreover, signing the immigration law in 2006 is kind of 

proof that he is the one that keeps promises and that more severe measures concerning 

immigrants are adopted. This law can be seen as an instance that was produced in the 

environment that was conducive for such practice: before adopting the law, some events 

happened in French suburbs that created a precedent and a hint to create and adopt this law. In 

addition, this law was adopted because in 2005 there were riots in French suburbs made by 
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immigrants from Africa. These riots surprised the entire world (Kokoreff et al, 2006). Sarkozy 

being Minister of Internal affairs at that time tried to do two things simultaneously. First of all, 

he tried to create an immigration discourse that will see immigrants from North Africa as the 

most dangerous and unrespectful, using his institutional power to do that, legitimizing it by 

making more order in the French suburbs. And, secondly, he used this „law and order‟ discourse, 

which was always used by Le Pen and the National Front (Rydgren, 2004, 180).   

         

 

 It can be seen that to a certain extent Sarkozy‟s discourse is coherent, because he continues to 

speak about the same issues in his rhetoric: protection of national borders, sending illegal 

immigrants back and acquiring only legal, high-skilled ones. This can be found in his speech and 

in the quote; though this coherence is not so visible with the link to his programme, because 

there he speaks about the rules of entering France, which implies his protectionist position 

concerning French borders. Sarkozy‟s discourse is intertextual: the chain about the same issue - 

immigration can be found in law, programme and speech. Even after adoption of the law, 

Sarkozy continued to have anti-immigrant character of his rhetoric, which means that the 

application of the same xenophobic discourse continues. Speaking about consumption of text, it 

should be said that Sarkozy was appealing to wide audience: French nation, so the consumption 

was collective. There was no particular emphasis on special niche of audience. His texts, 

speeches and comments were an attempt to lead to the changing of people‟s attitude toward 

immigration in France: by advertising the bad nature of immigrants for France, this politician 

was trying to persuade people to take his side concerning this issue. 
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On the level of social practice Sarkozy‟s discourse was trying to structure the relations in society 

by giving negative image on immigrants. His electoral programme served as an instrument to 

create the clear distinction between foreigners and French citizens. This means that Sarkozy was 

trying to bring changes into French immigration policy, making restrictions for foreigners more 

severe. In addition, the orders of discourse show that Sarkozy‟s rhtoric was xenophobic in 

general, without emphasis on the discourse of law and order or on the discourse of Islam, 

However, his discourse was not only xenophobic, but also racist, because it was against 

immigrants from North African countries.  

         

Ideological consequence of Sarkozy‟s discursive practice is his shift to the extreme-right on the 

ideological spectrum. To this regard it can be seen that French political space started to have 

only strong left-wing and extreme-right poles. From my perspective, political effects of 

Sarkozy‟s discourse helped him to attract more Le Pen‟s electorate before presidential elections 

2007, which resulted in a bigger support for Sarkozy and lesser support for Le Pen. 

 

On the level of social practice, some events happened in France that influenced the construction 

of more severe immigration discourse. These events Sarkozy used in order to legitimate the 

adoption of the 2006 Immigration and Integration law. As “a dialectical relationship is a two-

way relationship: the discursive event is shaped by situations, institutions and social structures, 

but it also shapes them (Fairclough and Wodak, 1997, 258-259). On one hand, the discursive 

event (immigration policy) was shaped by Sarkozy, because he, being the Minister of Internal 

Affairs, had an institutional power to adopt this law, shaped the form in which this immigration 
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policy was developing. On the other hand, the discursive event also shaped the institution and 

social structure: the French Ministry of Immigration, Integration, National Identity and 

Codevelopment was created in 2007 by already elected Sarkozy as a French president 

(Legifrance, 2007). The purpose of this ministry was to make the immigration policy clearer and 

more coordinated. However, the real reason was to decrease the immigration flow from former 

colonies to France. 

 

No Sarkozy‟s propaganda pictures were analysed. No xenophobic pictures were found. However, 

analysing the other types of data led me to the conclusion that his rhetoric was racist. As it can be 

seen, Sarkozy‟s immigration discourse before 2007 presidential elections was extreme and 

xenophobic. From my point of view, the purpose of all these efforts was used in order to weaken 

one of his main rivals: extreme-right candidate Le Pen and Sarkozy applied xenophobic rhetoric. 

In the following part of this chapter I will analyse the discourse of Le Pen and I will see whether 

the discourse of Sarkozy had the same meaning as the discourse of Le Pen.  

 

3.2. Le Pen’s Immigration Discourse 

At this point I want to turn to Le Pen‟s xenophobic discourse in order to show that his 

immigration rhetoric is quite similar with the one proposed by Sarkozy. While analysing Le 

Pen‟s discourse before 2007 presidential elections I, first, will start from Le Pen‟s electoral 

programme. Secondly, I will proceed with the analysis of Le Pen‟s position concerning 

immigration on the debates with Sarkozy and finally I will finish with the pictures that were 

advertised by the National Front and Le Pen during the electoral campaign for presidency 2007. 
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The part of this chapter that relates to Le Pen‟s rhetoric is structured as follows. First, I start from 

his programme for presidency 2007. Second, I proceed with his speech on the television. Finally, 

I conclude with the analysis of images that were distributed during electoral campaign.  

 

The National Front and its leader have been known from the very beginning as those who have 

been advocating anti-immigration rhetoric.  

The National Front does not officially advertise the hierarchy of races, however it advertises 

difference: necessity for every nation to live separately from each other on the basis of 

impossibility of different cultures to coexist [...] The National Front demands to stop immigration 

because the existence of French nation is in danger (Camus, 1989, 26).  

The campaign for presidency 2007 shows that the basic ideas about immigration have not been 

changed. Main suggestions, proposed by Le Pen in his programme can be seen below: 

 

3.2.1. Electoral Programme 2007 

Immigration policy proposed by other governments is one of evils from which France suffers. It 

is necessary to start though policy that will stop migration flows [...] For National Front it is the 

raison d’etre (Election présidentielle, 2007, Programme, 5). Jus soli right should be cancelled and 

only jus sanguinius right should remain. All treaties that open French borders to other countries 

should be abridged (Schengen, Maastricht, Amsterdam...) (Votonsinfo, 2007).  It is necessary to 

decrease residence permit from 10 to 3 years and to prohibit the family reunification”, [...], cancel 

all social aid to foreigners and organize their return back to their countries of origin (Election 

présidentielle
5
, 2007, Programme, 6). 

 

Text analysis shows that on the interactional level Le Pen is seen as defender of French nation 

and as the one, who defines the subject of the discussion: changes in French immigration policy. 

However, whether the application of such rhetoric was successful can only be shown after 
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elections. His programme sets the French identity as totally constituent only from French people 

without any immigrants that later can become citizens. Moreover, Le Pen denies the jus soli 

right, speaking only about jus sanguinius right, which accepts French citizens as those, who are 

only French by blood. The use of metaphors is present: „immigration policy is evil, proposed by 

others is one of the evil‟, stopping migration flows is „raison d’être’ of this party. These 

metaphors are an attempt to justify Le Pen‟s suggestions and make his rhetoric legitimate. The 

analysis of modality unleashes Le Pen‟s high affinity to his statements: he completely commits 

himself to the suggestions and presents his claims as undeniable truth. It is shown with the 

reference to using such modal word as „should‟ and the construction „it is necessary”.  

 

Speaking about the use of different stereotypical arguments, I have found that his electoral 

programme is full of them. His propositions include the topos of decline. This suggestion 

explains that the growth of illegal immigration comes through the open borders with France and 

that French nation because of this is in danger, so if France wants to remain on the map of 

Europe it should be stopped. The language of Le Pen is openly xenophobic. It is also racist from 

the point when he speaks about the cancelling of jus soli right, because usually there are 

immigrants from North African countries that come to France for the purpose of family 

reunification and later live in France and give birth to more children who automatically 

according to the French rules become French citizens. His suggestions also include the topos of 

burden, meaning that immigrants are burden for French economy and come to France only for 

profit.            
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3.2.2. Speech 

Now I would like to turn to the Le Pen‟s speech that was produced during the debates with 

Sarkozy on the issue of immigration. Unfortunately, the exact date cannot be found. However, 

this debate was given after 2002 and Sarkozy was the minister of internal affairs at that time, so 

Le Pen‟s discourse falls within timeframe before 2007 presidential elections. I have chosen this 

speech because here this politician particularly addresses the issues that should be changed in the 

French immigration policy and because I faced difficulties with finding other videos, where Le 

Pen openly speaks about immigration in such passionate manner. The reason for that can 

possibly be aware of attacks on this basis and his suggestions concerning immigration are 

explicitly present in his programme in a less radical way.  

There are different forms of racism that people speak about: Jewish racism, black racism, 

however nothing was mentioned about the racism that is practiced in France: anti-French racism. 

Millions of our people sacrifice their workplace for immigrants that come to France. 100000 of 

immigrants every year come to our country [...] The needed measures are: cancel the jus soli right 

and leave only jus sanguinius right, meaning that you need to have one of parents of French 

nationality in order to become French [...] Illegal immigrants come to our country and install 

here, giving birth to children and they become later French nationals (YouTube, 16 November, 

2011).   

 

Textual analysis demonstrates that the interactional control shows that Le Pen sets up the agenda, 

using such phrases as „millions of our people sacrifice…‟. He is the one, who is responsible for 

putting this immigration question on the agenda. In addition, it cannot be visible from the quote, 

but it is visible from the video-translation that Le Pen always interrupted Sarkozy and did not 

give him possibility to say something, by providing more arguments in the support of his 

position. This implies Le Pen‟s desire to set the conversational agenda. Ethos is constructed on 

the basis of jus sanguinius right only. This means that if you have at least one parent, who is 

French, then you can also be considered as French. Any other possibilities to obtain French 
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citizenship are declined. No metaphors were found. Analysis of modality demonstrates that Le 

Pen completely commits himself to the claims: the use of numbers expresses his high certainty in 

facts about migration flows to France. This means that Sarkozy sees his statement as universal 

and the one that represents reality in an objective way.  

 

3.2.3. Pictures (see Appendix 1) 

Finally, I would like to turn to the images, which were advertised by the National Front and its 

leader.  

 

Picture 1. This poster shows us a mosque and a woman, wearing nighab. The titles: “Stop or 

again?” and “Marseille – capital of countryside?” appeal to French people by asking them 

whether they want the immigration to be stopped or their city to change its appearance and to 

become unrecognizable like countryside in North African countries. The translation of the word 

“bled” in particular applied to the countryside in North Africa, so this advertisement is clearly 

racist and is made against black people and Arabs that come from Maghreb countries. French 

flag is in the hand, which shows that France can resist the immigration flow from these countries 

and that it is possible to stop such immigration if you will vote for the National Front.  

 

Picture 2. It is different from first two ones because it says “Not friend, not black, not white, not 

Arab (in particular Arab from the second generation of immigrants from North African 

countries), FRENCH!”. Here it can be seen that Le Pen was trying to hide the racist character of 
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its rhetoric, though applying to all immigrants no matter what origin do they have.   

                             

On the level of discursive practice Le Pen‟s rhetoric is consumed collectively, by his supporters. 

He knows his audience and openly speaks about excessive immigration as the main argument for 

stopping the flow of immigrants. Mainly, the audience to which this programme is addressed is 

working-class and people, who do not in general have higher education. Such rhetoric is applied 

because such people mostly can have unqualified jobs, and immigrants that usually come from 

North African countries are preoccupied with such types of jobs. So, Le Pen tried to argue that 

such immigrants are taking jobs from French workers which implies using the topos of 

unemployment: immigrants cause it and in order for French people (mainly – working class) to 

have more possibility to get access to jobs, the immigration must be stopped at all (Votonsinfo, 

2007). Though, he tries to use as many arguments as possible to attract new voters, to change the 

people‟s attitudes and beliefs and turn those people into supporters of Le Pen.  

 

The sorts of speech acts Le Pen uses can be characterized as threats and promises. First, he 

provides excessive threats that immigrants cause to France. Second, this serves as a legitimate 

reason for him for stopping immigration to France. This he does through promises. His rhetoric 

is coherent and intertextual. Pictures of electoral propaganda constitute the part of larger texts 

that are presented in the speech and in the electoral programme. The intertextuality is 

demonstrated by the fact that Le Pen uses the same arguments in his rhetoric. Intertextual chain 

demonstrates that the same rhetoric is seen in different versions: in electoral programme it is 

presented more officially, in speech in a more passionate manner, with the use of the topos of 
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decline: immigrants put French nation in danger and, finally, in images the anti-immigrant 

discourse is openly revealed.    

 

Speaking about social practice, Le Pen‟s discursive practice is in a certain way a subject to 

changing social relations in France: his rhetoric suggests that bad economic conditions in France 

are the result of the presence of immigrants. It also means that social expenditures from budget 

go on immigrants and that immigrants create higher rate of unemployment, which result in the 

lost of workplaces for French people. This discourse also tries to question power relations in 

society by promoting Le Pen as a candidate for presidency, who can represent ideas about 

immigration in his own way. Though, his discursive practice did not have political effects 

because Le Pen did not succeed in becoming a president. Le Pen‟s immigration rhetoric 

demonstrates that anti-immigrant discourse is prioritised under the discourses of religion/culture 

or under the discourse of law and order. Anti-immigration discourse is linked to the discourse of 

law and order: “In fact that the statistics for the crimes committed by the foreigners is absent, 

however this is undeniable fact” (Election présidentielle
6
, 2007, Programme, 8). Le Pen 

elaborates stereotypical argument about the level of crimes and links it to the immigrants without 

any evidence provided. Orders of discourse show that the anti-immigrant discourse is seen as 

major, though other discourses (discourse of law and order and discourse of Islam) are 

complement to it. Ideological effect points on the adoption of his rhetoric by other political actor 

– Sarkozy, whose extreme rhetoric have implications for changes in the French political space.  

 

                                                           
6
 Presidential election. 
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I have demonstrated the analysis of Sarkozy‟s and Le Pen‟s immigration rhetoric. The main 

similarity that I found is that both of politicians want to control French borders despite the 

existing Schengen Agreement. On one hand, Le Pen wants to cancel the Schengen Treaty and 

wants France to leave this zone. On the other hand, Sarkozy is just trying to make suggestions 

for controlling national borders within European Union is not very satisfied with the current 

situation with Schengen Agreement. Basically, Le Pen‟s rhetoric is against all immigrants that 

come to France; however, particular emphasis is on immigrants from Muslim and North African 

countries. To compare, Sarkozy‟s discourse is against poor, not poorly skilled immigrants that 

mostly come from North African countries. Both politicians have objective modality that 

represents their claims as objective reality. Finally, they both use such sorts of speech acts as 

threats and promises, which help them to give the immigration issue a negative connotation and 

helps them to show themselves as those who places this issue on the agenda. 



C
E

U
eT

D
C

ol
le

ct
io

n

39 
 

 

Chapter 4: Comparison of Marine Le Pen’s and Sarkozy’s 
Anti-Immigration Rhetoric before 2012 Presidential Elections 
 

In this chapter the analysis of Sarkozy‟s and Marine le Pen‟s discourse is conducted. I 

demonstrate that the key symbols of their rhetoric had the same meaning. This serves as a 

support to my hypothesis concerning the change of French political space from three-

dimensional to two-dimensional. In addition, the results of presidential elections will serve as an 

additional supportive argument for changes that French political space has undergone the space 

that turned to have only strong left-wing and extreme-right dimension. The roadmap for this part 

of the chapter is the following. First, I analyse Le Pen‟s programme for presidency 2012. 

Second, I proceed with images, which were distributed during electoral campaign. Finally, I 

conclude with the analysis of her speech concerning immigration issue in France.  

 

4.1. Marine Le Pen’s Discourse: More Moderate than her Father’s? 

Marine Le Pen became the leader of the National Front in 2011. Some people believe that she is 

much more democratic than her father. However, the analysis of her rhetoric shows that her 

discourse is not more democratic, but had the same meaning as her father‟s. 
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4.1.1. Programme for Presidency 2012  

First, I will start the analysis from the Marine Le Pen‟s programme for presidency 2012. On the 

website, which is dedicated to her electoral campaign I found her thoughts concerning 

immigration in France.  

Immigration is the source of many problems, in particular for destabilizing our society and 

reducing the average salaries. Assimilation is not possible for massive immigration. Both legal 

and illegal immigration is a danger and it should be stopped. Under Sarkozy‟s presidency the 

immigration is the most visible. Illegal immigration continues because canals that absorb these 

illegal immigrants have not been deleted […] Communitarianism is the poison for national 

cohesion […] Lionel Jospin was the one who opened State Medical Aid specially for illegal 

foreigners and this year more than 600 million Euros were spent on that from the budget […] 

Immigration has increased under the presidency of Nicolas Sarkozy and this is one cause that 

provoked financial crisis and increased the level of unemployment in our country. Under 

Sarkozy‟s presidency France has delivered 203 000 residence permits in 2010 in comparison with 

28 000 in 2009 (Programme électorale
7
, Marine Le Pen, 2012).  

 

The textual level demonstrates that it is Le Pen, who defines the topic of the discussion and puts the 

immigration issue on the top of agenda. By blaming previous governments for worsening the 

migration situation in France, Le Pen sees herself as a defender of the French nation and the one 

who can tackle this question on the conversational agenda. French identity is defined by those 

people who are French citizens now. No immigrants are allowed to become French citizens. 

Different metaphors such as “canals that absorb” or “poison for national cohesion” are used in 

Le Pen‟s discourse that point to the necessity to stop immigration. I think that metaphors are 

strong because they help to accuse previous governments with unsuccessful French migration 

policies. The analysis of modality reveals Le Pen‟s objective modality. She is confident that 

immigration causes much harm to France and to the French nation. She does not say „probably‟ 

or „I think‟, she just says it does: for instance „Immigration is the source of many problems‟.  It 

demonstrates that Le Pen frame her rhetoric in a way that represents reality objectively. She 

                                                           
7
 Electoral programme. 
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expresses her thoughts in claims that can be true. The construction of such reality includes the 

use of numbers: „Under Sarkozy‟s presidency, France has delivered 203 000 residence permits in 

2010 in comparison with 28 000 in 2009‟ (Programme électorale
8
, Marine Le Pen, 2012). 

Speaking about stereotypical arguments, the use of the topos of decline and unemployment is 

present: because of immigrants, French people lose their workplaces and the French nation is in 

danger. Here the topos of burden is combined with the topos of unemployment and the topos of 

complicity, meaning that immigrants take social expenditures from the budget and they increase 

the level of unemployment in France because there are fewer workplaces. Moreover, the topos of 

complicity includes the accusation of the left-wing politicians, who favour immigration to France 

and favor not only legal immigration, but also illegal. The use of these stereotypical arguments 

strengthens the negative impact of immigrants on French economy.  

 

Now, let us turn attention to the particular propositions made by Marine Le Pen.  

First, in 5 years reduction of legal immigration that favours only highly-skilled immigrants who 

can make a contribution to the development of our country. Moreover, cancelling any family 

reunification and not giving refugees place for staying in France. Thirdly, the jus soli right and 

Schengen agreements that allow free movement of people should be cancelled. France will 

control its borders by herself. […] Anti-French racism like a motivation for crime will be 

considered as the one that will have serious and aggravated consequences and France through 

bilateral agreements with countries, which figure the most in the list of delinquency in France, 

will organize the transportation of these people to their home countries with making sure that 

these people will be put in prison […]. In addition, a New Ministry of Interior, Immigration and 

Secularization should be created […] the enforced cooperation with African countries should be 

developed (Programme électorale
9
, Marine Le Pen, 2012).  

 

                                                           
8
 Electoral programme. 

9
 Electoral programme. 
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The first dimension of Fairclough‟s framework describes Le Pen as the one who raises the 

immigration issue and puts it on the national agenda. Though, because voters cannot reply to her 

suggestions immediately, to see whether agenda setting was successful or not will be possible 

only after elections. French ethos is constituted as desire to be free from immigrants (both legal 

and illegal) and can only consist of those people who possess jus sanguinius right. French 

citizenship will not be given any more to immigrants who give birth on French territory and thus 

automatically receive the citizenship. Beyond this jus sanguinius right Le Pen stresses the 

necessity to stop migration flows from North African countries, as mostly they come from that 

part of the world to be united with their families. In this part of Le Pen‟s programme I have not 

found the use of metaphors. This can be explained by providing a potential voter with more 

neutral information, not giving him a possibility to see the extremity of the discourse. The 

analysis of grammar demonstrates that the speaker has objective modality with the use of strong 

modal word „should‟.  

 

Consequently, Le Pen‟s discourse is openly racist and xenophobic because it emphasizes 

particularly on the cooperation with North African countries. This cooperation will allow having 

certain agreements that will reduce and stop flow of immigrants from those countries.  So the 

stress is against people coming from Maghreb countries. The xenophobic character of her 

discourse also is included in the idea of creation of a ministry which will deal in particular with 

secularization that demonstrates Le Pen‟s concerns with Islamisation of France. 
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4.1.2. Pictures (see Appendix 2) 

Now I proceed with the analysis of pictures that were distributed during Le Pen‟s campaign for 

presidency 2012. Regarding the fact that the pictures are big, I insert them into Appendices.  

 

Picture 1. 

On this image the report on immigration demonstrates that for the last four years the level of 

immigrants has increased by 203 000 per year and there is the image of residence permit, which 

were given to immigrants during Sarkozy‟s presidency. Sarkozy on this picture is accused of 

both legal and illegal immigration. Moreover, the question of Islamisation of France is tackled: 

Muslims demand more and more rights in France). Also there are suggestions concerning 

immigration on this picture. However, they are the same as presented in the electoral 

programme, but they are in more brief form, so they will not be analysed. To this extent Le Pen‟s 

rhetoric is intertextual because the same key symbols are reproduced in different documents.  

 

Picture 2. This image has the title: “Denmark controls its borders… Why not us?”. This implies 

the use of the topos of legislation: other countries are stricter, so we also should be strict: “More 

than Demark, our country needs to control its borders because it will help to preserve our 

workplaces and cancel social aide for foreigners”. This quotation repeats Le Pen‟s concern about 

evil that immigration causes for France and French nation. “Marine Le Pen wants to protect 

France and French!”.  
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Picture 3. “Double nationality: we should stop it! […] Numbers of French are shocked by the 

fact that French minister can be simultaneously French and Tunisian”. Here open racism 

concerning immigrants that come from Maghreb countries can be seen. Moreover, these people 

even though they have French nationality are not desired to have official positions in 

government. This creates not only xenophobic character of Le Pen‟s rhetoric, but also racist. 

 

Picture 4. “Radical Islam. It is necessary to stop permissiveness of UMP”. “Fundamental 

Islamism has developed in France and is a real danger for the French. Political authorities did not 

keep their words […] UMP favours Islam in France by creating French Council for Muslim cult, 

where the non-French Muslims are present, […] Muslims emphasize on the importance of their 

mosques and receive financial support from rich Muslims that live abroad”. As it can be seen, 

here the use of topoi of culture and advantage are present. Topos of culture means that their 

culture is different from French and they cannot be integrated harmoniously into French culture. 

The topos of advantage implies that by first of all, creating this council, and, secondly, by 

allowing them to build mosques and minarets, they make the French disadvantaged concerning 

the decisions that are made in Muslims‟ favour.  

 

4.1.3. Speech 

Now I will analyse the speech, given by Le Pen during campaign for presidency 2012.  

We have five million of unemployed in our country and if we continue to favour legal 

immigration the situation will not become better. 200 000 of immigrants every year want to come 

to our country for the search of jobs and receive residence permits. They want more workplaces 

and more social expenditures. Our social system cannot afford this: today we do have a big 

deficit. Our social budget is unstable. 70 millions of euros are needed for the expenses concerning 

immigration. Multicultural society is always a society that has lots of problems. Multiculturalism 
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has mixed French laws and French identity. For the sake of France we should stop immigration 

both legal and illegal. In addition, jus soli right should be cancelled because it is the prior interest 

of our country. It is necessary to create some order in our country, which will preserve cultural 

values, values of republic and French identity (YouTube, 11 September, 2011).  

 

On the textual level the discourse of Le Pen demonstrates her responsibility for setting such vital 

issue on the national agenda, the issue that should be resolved, according to her. For instance, 

„we have five million of unemployed‟, „for the sake of France‟ demonstrate that she is seen as a 

defender of French people and that she puts this issue on the agenda. French identity is 

constructed upon the principle of jus sanguinius, excluding the jus soli right. No immigrants are 

allowed to receive French citizenship, except those who have French parents. French identity 

should be based only on the republican principles. I did not find the use of metaphors in this 

speech. Speaking about grammar, the analysis of modality shows Le Pen‟s absolute commitment 

to the statements she makes; this is shown in her body language and in her suggestions to stop 

immigration at all. Her modality is objective: the use of „it is necessary‟, „we should‟ and „our 

system cannot‟ demonstrates this. Moreover, certain stereotypical arguments are used: the topos 

of burden, the topos of unemployment, the topos of abuse.  

 

On the level of discursive practice, Le Pen‟s rhetoric contains such speech acts as accusations. 

Such discourse creates the negative image of immigrants that makes them to be a threat for the 

French nation. With these accusations Le Pen tries to create herself an image, which will 

legitimize her actions. Moreover, recent events in March 2012, which happened in French cities: 

Tolouse and Monatuban, where French citizens of North African origin committed crimes by 

organizing shooting people on streets (BBC, March 22, 2012). These events contributed to more 

severe and strict discourse of Marine Le Pen concerning immigrants.  Marine Le Pen‟s discourse 
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is coherent and intertextual. The intertextual chain of texts was found in images, which were 

advertised during the campaign and in propositions made in the electoral programme. 

Intertextual chain showed that content was transformed and structured differently: pictures 

included more facts and discourse was organized in a clearer manner, pointing at key 

suggestions. On the other hand, in Le Pen‟s programme fewer facts were present about 

immigration, Islam and crimes committed, however the emphasis was on using in general anti-

immigrant discourse, without any particular emphasis on the discourse of Islam or on the 

discourse of law and order. 

 

With the regard to recent shootings in French cities, Marine Le Pen intensified her rhetoric: she 

did not hide the racist and xenophobic character of her discourse, in which she was attacking 

Sarkozy and his party on the basis of allowing more immigrants to come to France. In my 

interpretation, the consumption of her rhetoric was collective, though, it mostly appealed to a 

certain audience. In particular to those French citizens who are unemployed or mostly to workers 

without full higher education, who can possibly be in danger of losing workplaces because of 

immigrants.  

 

On the level of social practice, Le Pen‟s rhetoric can be seen as one that leads to social change: 

changes in French immigration policy.  Le Pen‟s discourse was distributed across texts with the 

main emphasis on discourse of immigration that was linked to the discourse of Islam and to the 

discourse of law and order. The orders of discourse show that before 2012 presidential elections, 

the anti-immigrant discourse in general was dominant, while the discourse of Islam and the 
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discourse of law and order also played a significant role.  The political consequences of such 

discursive practice resulted in almost 18% support for Le Pen in the first round of presidential 

elections 2012. The ideological consequences of Le Pen‟s discursive practice resulted in 

applying the same rhetoric by another candidate – Sarkozy, which in the result changed the 

power positions in France: socialist candidate                                                                                                                                                                

Hollande became president. This, from my perspective, is the supportive evidence that France 

now has two-dimensional politics, which consist of left-wing (represented by Hollande) and 

extreme-right wing (represented by Le Pen and Sarkozy). Moreover, Sarkozy‟s shift to the 

extreme-pole resulted in the disappearance of right-wing pole in the French political space.   

 

To conclude, from the analysis above Marine Le Pen cannot be considered as more democratic 

than her father. No major differences from the rhetoric of Jean-Marie Le Pen and Marine Le Pen 

were found. Moreover, most of suggestions of both Le Pens had the same key symbols and 

meaning: stop both legal and illegal immigration, restrict family reunification and abridge 

European treaties.  

 

4.2. Sarkozy’s Discourse before Elections 2012: Still Xenophobic? 

In the previous chapter it was shown that Sarkozy‟s discourse when he was the minister of 

internal affairs and before 2007 presidential elections was racist and anti-immigrant. Thus, this 

probably helped him to attract more votes from Le Pen. This part of the chapter proceeds with 

Sarkozy‟s immigration discourse before 2012 elections, reveals that he continued to apply such 

rhetoric and points to differences and similarities which it had with Le Pen‟s discourse.  The 

roadmap for this part of the chapter is the following. First, I analyse Sarkozy‟s  programme for 
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presidency 2012. Second, I proceed with the analysis of a picture, which I found on the website 

of his campaign. Finally, I conclude with the analysis of his speech concerning immigration in 

France given before the second round of presidential elections.  

 

4.2.1. Electoral Programme 2012 

Propositions made concerning immigration:  

First, decrease the amount of residence permits given every year from 180 000 to 90 000. Second, 

demand from European Union to control its migration and asylum policies. If European Union will not 

follow these instructions in one year, France will start to control its own borders by itself. Third, the 

ultimate conditions for family reunification should be stricter: an immigrant should possess a good 

knowledge of French language and agree with the values of the Republic. Moreover, in order to have 

access to social benefits an immigrant should live in the country no less than ten years which includes five 

years of working experience. It is not needed again to immigrate to France for receiving social benefits. 

Finally, for fighting the illegal immigration, the special separate Court should be created. The creation of 

such court creates the necessity to change the constitution. If it is not possible through parliamentary 

decision, I will address this question to the French people (Le Programme de Nicolas Sarkozy, 2012).   

 

On the textual level the interactional control defines that this is Sarkozy who sets immigration on 

the agenda, because he says: „I will address the question to the French people‟. The French ethos 

is based on the immigrants‟ possibilities to comply with French values: men and women should 

be treated the same. No metaphors were used. As electoral programme is considered to have 

official language, the metaphors were not revealed there. Such grammar instrument as modality 

shows that Sarkozy has objective modality. This is demonstrated with the reference of using such 

modal word „should‟ several times.  

 

In this part of his programme I have found the use of certain stereotypical arguments. For 

instance, the topos of exceptional legislation: if Europe will not comply with French 
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propositions, France will be forced to control its own borders by itself. The topos of culture is 

also present: foreigners need to accept the values of the Republic, including the same attitude 

toward men and women. This contradicts Muslim culture where different sexes are treated 

differently in a society. It can be seen that Sarkozy is opposed to this attitude and his 

propositions can be obstacles for Muslims to immigrate to France. Strengthening asylum policies 

across Europe also demonstrates that Sarkozy is basically against immigrants from third world 

countries as they are known to be asking for asylum in well-developed countries such as France. 

Consequently, Sarkozy‟s discourse can be seen as both xenophobic and racist. 

 

4.2.2 Picture (see Appendix 3) 

Picture 1  

This picture presents efforts made by Sarkozy and his agents concerning immigration from 2002 

to 2011. From year 2007 the number of foreigners that were deported decreased from 140 000 to 

30 000 per year. The number of immigration organizations which help foreigners illegally to 

come to France started to reduce from 2010. Picture does not promote at any stage legal 

immigration, mentioning only achievements of Sarkozy concerning illegal entry. Emphasizing 

the negative aspect of immigration, the creation of negative image of France as a country that 

does not want any foreigners at all is constructed. 
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4.2.3. Speech/Comments 

For analysing Sarkozy‟s rhetoric I found data that will in particular interest because this is the 

debate between Hollande and Sarkozy given after the first round of elections 2012. This shows 

how, after Le Pen‟s exclusion for the second round Sarkozy applies extreme-right rhetoric. 

I am opposed to Islam in France; I am opposed to Islamisation of our country. Foreigners do not 

need to have a right to vote. Immigrants from North African countries constitute the first 

community of foreigners. First of all, these are Algerians, Tunisians, Moroccans, Somaliland. 

This is reality. North Africa is Muslim or not? Algeria, Morocco – for sure, Tunisia – it is similar. 

This is from where the problem appears. We cannot just wear a masque and do not see this 

problem. Problems come from North and Sub-Saharian Africa. Islam has become the second 

religion in France. It should be stopped (YouTube, 2 May, 2012).    

 

There are too many foreigners on our territory, our system functions worse and worse, because 

we cannot find apartment, workplace, and school for them. By welcoming too many immigrants 

we have paralysed our system of integration. This is reality (Liberation, 2 May, 2012).  

 

The textual level shows Sarkozy‟s enormous desire to reduce the flow of immigrants. During his 

speech he interrupts Hollande and does not allow him to express himself, which demonstrates 

that Sarkozy is the one who defines the topic of discussion and makes an emphasis on the 

immigrants from North African countries. French ethos is constructed on the openly racist 

principles, against people coming from North Africa. Furthermore, discrimination on the basis of 

religion is revealed. Though, Sarkozy does not use metaphors. Sarkozy has subjective modality 

in this case: the use of personal pronoun „I‟ points on this, meaning that this Isalmisation can 

only be stopped if Sarkozy will become a president, not if someone else. His words „I am 

opposed‟ also show that modality is subjective.  
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The level of discursive practice demonstrates that Sarkozy uses different kind of speech acts. 

Except commonly used threats (e.g. immigrants cause harm for France and are a threat) and 

promises (e.g. family reunification rules should be changed), Sarkozy used certain numbers in 

the propaganda picture to show the progress. In particular, such numbers were shown for 

creating the better image of him. These numbers revealed that under his presidency achievement 

concerning flow of immigrants took place. As Sarkozy was the president of France, he could 

have manipulated migration data and provide more suitable data for him. Data were taken from 

the Ministry of Interior, where Sarkozy worked before 2007 as a minister. This creates also the 

possibility of providing migration data different from reality. The analysis shows the coherence 

and intertextuality of texts. The intertextual chain shows that the content is not similar in the 

electoral programme and in the picture. Programme includes more general information about 

immigration, while picture emphasizes the number of illegal immigrants. At the level of 

consumption, this rhetoric applies to a broad audience: the French people, though the emphasis is 

on the very religious people for whom the importance of what faith France will have.  

 

The level of social practice demonstrates that Sarkozy‟s rhetoric is preoccupied with an anti-

immigrant character which is linked to a discourse of Islam. The social matrix of discourse 

shows that the rhetoric of this politician leads to potential changes in society: in particular the 

changes in French migration policies can lead to the more severe distinction between who can be 

considered as a foreigner and who as a national. The orders of discourse demonstrate that anti-

immigrant discourse in general and Islam discourse have an equal contribution for placing 

Sarkozy on the extreme pole of French political space. This especially was demonstrated with 

the reference to Sarkozy‟s debate with Hollande after the first round of presidential elections. 
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Ideological consequence of Sarkozy‟s discursive practice results in the transformation of the 

French political space from three-pole to two-pole. Political effects of his rhetoric have changed 

the power relations in society: the change of political elites took place: from Sarkozy to left-wing 

president Hollande. This means that people changed their attitude and did not want to accept 

extreme-right president.  

 

To conclude, the rhetoric of Marine Le Pen and Sarkozy was racist and xenophobic. To a certain 

extent Le Pen‟s suggestions concerning immigration were more severe and radical. His discourse 

implies stopping both legal and illegal immigration and abridging European treaties, especially 

those that allow free movement of people within Europe. While Sarkozy‟s rhetoric did not 

clearly advocated the anti-Islamisation of France, it was presented in a hidden manner.  In 

general both politicians showed a strict opposition toward immigrants. Both politicians had 

interdiscursive rhetoric: for Sarkozy the discourse of immigration was linked to the discourse of 

Islam, while for Marine Le Pen it was linked also to the discourse of law and order. Though, 

Sarkozy has taken part of Marine Le Pen‟s rhetoric, he also was trying to appeal to her electorate 

after the first round of 2012 elections: “According to study Viavoice for Liberation 49% of 

voters will support Sarkozy in second round” (Libération, 29 April, 2012).  



C
E

U
eT

D
C

ol
le

ct
io

n

53 
 

Conclusion 

This research served two goals. The first question was about the differences and similarities of 

applying anti-immigrant and xenophobic rhetoric by Le Pen and Sarkozy before 2007 

presidential elections. Moreover, I investigated how the discourse of extreme-right National 

Front differed with the change of the party leader form Jean-Marie Le Pen to Marine Le Pen 

before 2012 presidential elections and compared it to Sarkozy‟s. Second, I figured out what 

implications Sarkozy‟s xenophobic discourse had for the French political space. Critical 

discourse analysis was chosen as the theoretical framework and methodology for analysing Le 

Pen‟s and Sarkozy‟s rhetoric. In particular, Fairlough‟s three-dimensional framework served as a 

model for analysing politicians‟ discourse. This model was complemented with the revelation of 

stereotypical arguments (topoi) that helped to identify what were beyond Le Pen‟s and Sarkozy‟s 

words, meaning what these politicians tried to show using these stereotypical arguments. 

 

In this thesis I have demonstrated that Le Pen‟s and National Front‟s distinctive anti-immigrant 

and racist rhetoric has been applied by seemingly non-extreme political actor: Sarkozy. I argued 

that key symbols of Le Pen‟s rhetoric had the same xenophobic meaning as Sarkozy‟s. This 

resulted in implications for French political space, which due to application of such discourse has 

been transformed from three dimensional to two dimensional. Consequently there is no more 

right wing pole, only left-wing pole that is represented by socialists and extreme-right that is 

represented by Le Pen and Sarkozy.  
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On the one hand, in this research I have found that Sarkozy‟s discourse had xenophobic and 

racist character. This rhetoric was advocated by Sarkozy when he was a minister of internal 

affairs between 2002 and 2007 and a leader of the most popular party in France, Union for a 

Popular Movement. This was shown with reference to his 2006 immigration law, electoral 

programme, speech and the creation of special ministry of Immigration, Integration, National 

Identity and Codevelopment. The analysis of Sarkozy‟s discourse indicated that his language 

was full of different stereotypical arguments that had sometimes open, sometimes hidden anti-

immigrant character. Sarkozy was promoting only selective immigration based on the financial 

status of immigrant, religion, intellectual skills and accepting values of the republic. Moreover, 

before 2012 presidential elections, Sarkozy‟s discourse continued to be xenophobic. I have 

demonstrated this with the reference to the analysis of his electoral programme, picture, 

speeches, comments and the fact that Sarkozy was appealing to Le Pen‟s supporters after the first 

round. Sarkozy mostly had anti-immigrant discourse, which was linked to the discourse of Islam. 

French ethos was constructed on the basis of financial situation of immigrant and his working 

skills. Only those immigrants who correspond to such criteria can later become French citizens. 

 

On the other hand, this study has shown that Jean-Marie Le Pen‟s rhetoric before 2007 

presidential elections and Marine Le Pen‟s rhetoric before 2012 elections was both xenophobic 

and racist. This was demonstrated based on electoral programmes, pictures and speeches. The 

analysis of Le Pen‟s rhetoric revealed its intertextuality. In the case of Le Pen it was xenophobic 

discourse, linked to the Islamisation of France and to the discourse of law and order. The 

Islamisation of France was a key aspect of programmes. Le Pen‟s rhetoric was more extreme 
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than Sarkozy‟s because it advertised stopping both legal and illegal immigration. The 

construction of French identity was based only on jus sanguinius right. 

 

The important difference is that Sarkozy‟s institutional position allowed him to apply and 

implement xenophobic rhetoric while Le Pen has never had the possibility to implement it and 

turn his ideas into reality. Sarkozy‟s discourse was less xenophobic during two electoral 

campaigns, while Le Pen‟s was more severe. However, before 2012 elections Sarkozy‟s rhetoric 

was more racist and extreme, than before 2007 elections. This was shown with the reference to 

the discourse of Islam that he linked to the discourse of immigration.  

 

Consequently, the discourse of both politicians concerning immigration in France had the same 

meaning with some differences. Both advocated stopping the Islamisation of France, reducing 

illegal immigration, preventing immigrants from receiving social benefits from the state, making 

family reunification difficult or impossible, and self-controlling the borders of France. Speaking 

about differences, I have found that Le Pen‟s Islam discourse was openly advocated and linked 

to the discourse of law and order, while Sarkozy‟s discourse mainly concerned immigrants in 

general, though with further investigation it was found that this discourse was also against 

Muslims and immigrants from Maghreb countries. 

 

As I have demonstrated Sarkozy‟s xenophobic rhetoric had implications for the French political 

space. After the first round of 2012 elections Sarkozy appealed to Le Pen‟s electorate. The 
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second round of presidential elections 2012 has demonstrated that French people in majority do 

not want to accept the extreme-right president and that 52% of votes were given to left socialist 

candidate Francois Hollande (Ministère de l‟Intérieur, de l‟Outre-mer, des Collectivités 

territoriales et de l‟Immigration, 2012). Sarkozy with its anti-immigrant rhetoric cannot be seen 

as the representative of the French nation. So, some can argue that there is still three-dimensional 

political space in France, but with the analysis of his rhetoric I showed that with the emergence 

of Sarkozy as a candidate for presidency on the political scene the French political space has 

undergone some major transformations that made it into two-dimensional, consisting of left-wing 

and extreme-right. 
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Appendices 

Appendix 1 

Picture 1 

 

    (Source: EMAJ Magazine, 2007). 

 

Picture 2        

 (Source: Reuters, 2007).  
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Appendix 2 

 Picture 1 (Page 1) 

 

 

(Source: Marine Le Pen. 2012). 
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Picture 1 (Page 2) 

 

 

 

 

(Source: Marine Le Pen. 2012). 
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Picture 2 

 

 

 

(Source: Marine Le Pen. 2012). 
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Picture 3 

 

 

 

(Source: Marine Le Pen. 2012). 
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Picture 4 (Page 1) 

 

 

 

(Source: Marine Le Pen. 2012). 
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Picture 4 (Page 2) 

 

 

 

(Source: Marine Le Pen. 2012). 
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Appendix 3 

  

(Source: La France forte. NS. 2012). 
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