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Abstract 
 

Far-right parties and anti-immigration moods were on the rise in 2017 European 

politics. After Brexit vote and Donald Trump’s triumph in the US elections, whole world 

was watching the 2017 French presidential election with great vigilance. Using the 

method of discourse analysis, the principal objective of this master thesis is to identify to 

what extent was the immigration constructed as security threat in presidential election 

and how did major presidential candidates use political discourse for identity construction 

– positive representation of French Self and negative representation of Migrant Other. 

For the purpose of analysis, first three presidential candidates with the largest share of 

votes were chosen: François Fillon, Marine Le Pen and Emmanuel Macron. Concerning 

the theoretical framework, all research stems from Copenhagen school which defines vital 

concepts for our research: societal security and securitization process. From 

methodological point of view, Lene Hansen’s Self/Other identity construction model is 

used.  

 

Keywords 
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national identity  
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Abstrakt 
 

Síla krajně pravicových stran a protiimigračních nálad v evropské politice prudce 

vzrostla v roce 2017. Potom, co jsme byli svědky Brexitu a zvolení Donalda Trumpa  

za amerického prezidenta, celý svět s napětím sledoval, jak se vyvinou francouzské 

prezidentské volby. Hlavním cílem diplomové práce je použitím diskurzivní analýzy 

zjistit, do jaké míry byla imigrace konstruována jako bezpečnostní hrozba 

v prezidentských volbách a jak hlavní prezidentští kandidáti používali politický diskurz 

na formovaní identity – pozitivní vnímání sebe a negativní vnímání migrantů. Pro účely 

analýzy byli zvoleni první tři kandidáti s největším počtem hlasů: François Fillon, Marine 

Le Pen a Emmanuel Macron. Z hlediska teorie veškerý výzkum vychází z kodaňské školy, 

která definuje nevyhnutné koncepty pro naši analýzu: societální bezpečnost 

 a sekuritizační proces. Pokud jde o metodologický rámec, pracujeme s konceptem 

konstrukce identity navrženým Lene Hansen. 
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Sekuritizace, islám, migrace, Francie, prezidentské volby, diskurzivní analýza, národní 

identita 
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Title of the master thesis 

Securitization of Migration in the 2017 French Presidential Election 

 

Subject significance 

Cultural conflicts are observable in many countries of the Western Europe in the last 

years. These disputes tend to deepen mainly because of increasing migration. Migration 

is not considered as a new phenomenon and has long history. However with the new 

globalization trends, migrants started to be perceived as a threat of national culture, 

identity and security. 

France is not an exception and according to its diverse colonial history, it presents country 

with high number of immigrants. Muslims are considered to be the largest part of 

immigrants and they are perceived as a threat related to terrorism. Similar negative 

connotations are associated with immigrants in political debates and in media. Fears of 

French citizens are related mainly to weakening or loss of national identity and culture. 

In our master thesis, we will focus on securitization process of immigration by 

presidential candidates during the 2017 French presidential election. 

Work will be based on the Copenhagen school security framework, which define 

necessary theoretical foundations. Specifically societal security concentrated on the threat 

of national identity and the notion of securitization – social construction of threat. From 

the methodological point of view, we will use discourse analysis to examine individual 

speeches of presidential candidates. 

 

 

 



Theoretical and methodological framework 

The work is geographically limited to the French Republic. Concerning the time 

delimitation, the research will focus on the period of several months before the 2017 

French presidential elections, when the election campaign was held. 

 

Master thesis will focus on dynamic process of the threat construction by political actors 

in the sphere of security policy. As noted above, it will stem from the Copenhagen school 

security framework. Copenhagen school concept of securitization is generally perceived 

as the process within securitizing actor from politicized issue constructs securitized issue. 

This process is conducted with the support of speech acts. Actors officially present certain 

phenomena as the security threats and in the case of successful securitization citizens 

accept their arguments in the form of approval with the emergency measures. 

 

From methodological point of view, interpretative nature of our research allows us to use 

discourse analysis. Discourse analysis explores how is the social reality formed by the 

discourse. The main source of inspiration for our research design will be author Lene 

Hansen and her work from the year of 2006 – Security as practice: Discourse Analysis 

and the Bosnian War. L. Hansen belongs to Copenhagen school and she developed her 

own model of discourse analysis, since she was inspired by M. Foucault, J. Derrida and 

J. Kristeva. Our attention will be paid primarily to her concept of identity, which is not 

objectively constructed. State identities are constructed in the discourses of politician 

leaders. Through the concept of identity, we will identify how presidential candidates 

discursively construct identities – positive self-perception and negative perception of 

“others” – immigrants.  

 

Structure of the thesis 

Master thesis will be divided into four chapters. After the initial definition of terms, first 

chapter will be introduced. It will lay theoretical and methodological foundations 

(Copenhagen school and securitization theory, research design of Lene Hansen and her 

concept of identity). 

 



Second chapter will focus on the French case study. It will introduce position of Islam as 

a religion in France. To make the thesis more complex, it will also include short historical 

excursus of immigration to France in the second half of the 20th century with an emphasis 

on legislative restrictions directed against immigrants. 

 

The main part of the thesis will be third empirical chapter oriented on discourse analysis 

of the presidential candidate’s speeches. At the beginning, we will characterize the 2017 

French presidential elections, presidential candidates and their party affiliation, that vastly 

influenced their political discourse. The rest of the chapter will be devoted to discourse 

analysis of the political speeches of presidential candidates. 

 

Research questions 

a) To what extent was the immigration securitized issue during the presidential 

campaign in France? 

b) How did presidential candidates differ from each other in their discourses 

according to immigration from the security point of view? 

c) How did presidential candidates use political discourse for identity construction – 

positive self-perception and negative perception of immigrants? 

 

Literature review 

Literature sources can be divided into several areas regarding the aim of chapters. First 

chapter will be based mainly on the book People, States and Fear by Barry Buzan, which 

defines necessary theoretical background. As stated before, containing methodology, we 

will use publication by Lene Hansen: Security as Practice: Discourse Analysis and the 

Bosnian War.  

 

In the second part of the thesis, we will work notably with the important laws influencing 

immigration policy and with restrictive measures associated with them.  Since we will 

use discourse analysis, we will search for public speeches, political programs, 

publications and TV debates involving presidential candidates. 

 



It should be noted, there are not many publications, that focus on securitization of 

immigrants. The exception is the French professor of the Cambridge University Philipp 

Bourbeau. His book Securitization of Migration: A study of movement and order is a 

comparative study between securitization process in Canada and France. He 

systematically examines the role of policy makers, media and other factors relating to the 

process of securitization of migration.  

 

After the 9/11 attack, number of publications concerning securitization of Islam vastly 

increased. However many works focus on this topic only in the European context. In these 

terms, author of the book Muslims in the West after 9/11 Jocely Cesari should be 

highlighted. This publication presents first attempt to study position of Muslims in Europe 

and United States. Besides that, her essay The Securitization of Islam in Europe deals 

with this theme with great emphasis.  

 

To conclude, we assume that work devoted to securitization process during the 2017 

French presidential elections will be enriching, since such a research does not exist so far. 

Moreover, based on our short literature review we can observe, that publication dealing 

with the securitization process in France lacks in academic sphere.  
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Introduction  

 

 The immigration phenomenon has become one of the favourite themes of 

nationalism in the political arena. It has been related to the substantial increase of the 

immigrant share in most European countries since the beginning of century. With new 

globalisation trends, migrants have started to be perceived as a threat to national identity 

from cultural, social and economic point of view. The rapid rise of immigration in Europe 

consequently evokes the growth of far-right political movements. We can portray today’s 

nationalism as populist nationalism and its program is not much complicated: put 

immigration on the agenda and spread anti-immigrant sentiment among the people. The 

migration-security nexus and Islamophobia increased mostly after the 2015 European 

Migrant crisis. Many European countries adopted tougher assimilationist policies and 

extreme-far-right political parties amplified their anti-immigration rhetoric. The rise of 

far-right parties was one of the main features of European politics in 2017. After Brexit 

vote and Donald Trump’s triumph in the US election, whole world was watching French 

presidential election with great vigilance. The fact that leader of extreme right party Front 

National succeeded to second round for the first time in French history made the 

presidential race even more interesting. 

 Using the method of discourse analysis, the principal goal of this master thesis is 

to identify to what extent was the immigration constructed as security threat in 2017 

French presidential election and how did major presidential candidates use political 

discourse for identity construction – positive self-perception and negative perception of 

immigrants. For the purpose of analysis, first three presidential candidates with the largest 

amount of votes were chosen: François Fillon, Marine Le Pen and Emmanuel Macron. 

Respective candidates represent politicians of party affiliation in a scale from extreme 

right through right to centrist. We can therefore examine, how did presidential candidates 

differ from each other in their discourses according to immigration from the security point 

of view regarding their party affiliation. 

 Master thesis is divided into four chapters. First part of the work discusses 

theoretical and methodological framework. All research stems from Copenhagen school 

which defines inevitable theoretical background: societal security concerned with threats 

to national identity and securitization theory that presents social construction of threats. 
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From methodological point of view, Lene Hansen’s identity construction model is 

applied. We aim to identify variability of otherness; spatial, temporal and ethical aspects 

of identity construction and process of linking and differentiation in the presidential 

candidate’s discourses inspired by her concept.  

 Second and third chapters are devoted to introduction into French case study. The 

part starts with basic historical overview of modern immigration in France with the focus 

on immigration policies practiced since the second half of 20th century. Additionally, 

position of Islam as religion in France is introduced. Third chapter discusses the 2017 

French presidential election and respective candidates running for presidential posts. We 

summarize election results of first and second presidential rounds and define all 

exceptional characteristics of the 2017 French presidential election. 

 The major part of the thesis is empirical research oriented on the discourse 

analysis of the presidential candidates’ speeches. Chapter is divided into four main parts. 

First three subchapters examine discourses of respective presidential candidates. At the 

beginning of each subchapter, we define the party affiliation of the candidates and its 

tradition in French political system, since it vastly influences their rhetoric and 

expressional tendencies in political speeches. Every subchapter  is organised around 

identity construction of French Self and Migrants Other. After analysis of three 

presidential candidates we will compare their rhetoric due to our subject of study. There 

are several research questions associated with this empirical research: “To what extent 

was the immigration securitized issue during the presidential campaign in France?” 

“How did presidential candidates use political discourse for identity construction – 

positive representation of French Self and negative representation of Migrant Other?” 

“How did presidential candidates differ from each other in their discourses according to 

immigration from security point of view?” 

 The reason for choice of 2017 French presidential election discourse analysis is 

my long-lasting personal interest in French immigration policy. Migration is the 

phenomenon that has one of the richest traditions in France. Its long history gives the 

country model how the society can become a melting pot of different cultures. During the 

writing of the master thesis, I used my knowledge about French culture and personal 

experience from four-month student internship in France where I could observe 

coexistence of French people with immigrants on daily basis.   
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Literature review 

 

 Identifying relevant literature is crucial element for each academic paper. With 

the view of embracing our research in its complexity, we work with several important 

authors and publications. According to the fact that this thesis consists of various parts, 

literature sources can be divided into several areas regarding the aim of the chapters.  

 First chapter of the thesis discusses theoretical and methodological framework. 

Since our work is based on Copenhagen school, the book People, States and Fear by 

Barry Buzan is fundamental for the chapter. The book lays necessary foundations of the 

Copenhagen school’s academic thought. The book had been first time published in 1983, 

but in order to actualize information considering post-1989 changes, it was edited in 1991. 

We work notably with the actualized version. In line with Copenhagen school, the another 

classical work of the authors forming the core of COPRI including Ole Wæver, Jaap de 

Wilde and before mentioned Barry Buzan is Security: A new Framework for Analysis 

(1998). The publications addresses two key concepts for the thesis: societal security and 

securitization theory. Regarding the part of the chapter devoted to securitization of 

migration the publications Identity, Migration, the New Security Agenda in Europe (1993) 

by collective of authors Buzan – Wæver – Leitmatre and Islam, Migration and 

Integration: The Age of Securitization (2009)  by Ayhan Kaya are crucial for us.  

According to methodological part, we use one publication from which all research design 

stem: Security as Practice: Discourse Analysis and the Bosnian War (2009) by Lene 

Hansen.  

 Second and third chapters devoted to socio-political background required different 

types of literature. We start the section with several statistics about immigrants. 

Therefore, sources for this part are French national statistical websites including Institut 

national d’études démographiques (English translation National Institute of 

Demographic Studies) and Insitut national de la statistique et des études économiques 

(English translation The National Institute of Statistics and Economic Studies). As far as 

French immigration policy is concerned, it is necessary to familiarize oneself with some 

legal acts and restrictive measures associated with immigrants. Regarding the third 

chapter, we work with many academic articles of well-known foreign periodic journals 

that examine the 2017 French presidential election.  
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 Last chapter dedicated to the empirical discourse analysis is predominantly based 

on official public speeches available online at official websites of respective political 

parties from which major presidential candidates come from. We principally focused on 

presidential campaign speeches devoted to national identity and immigration issues. As 

complementary material we used election programme and official presidential campaign 

clips. 

 To conclude, this master thesis works with many diverse materials in order to 

accomplish its major objective – examine rhetoric of the major presidential candidates 

according to national identity and immigration. We assume that work devoted to 

securitization and identity construction process during the 2017 French presidential 

election will be enriching, since such as research does not exist so far.  
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1.Theoretical and methodological framework  

 

 The principal goal of the first chapter is to introduce theoretical and 

methodological base from which our research stems. The thesis is based on theory of the 

Copenhagen school and on methodology and research design of Lene Hansen. Chapter 

starts with explanation, how was the security gradually broaden beyond the military 

sector after the Cold War. Special attention is paid to societal security, which is vital for 

the purpose of our thesis. Afterwards, the emphasis is put on the securitization theory and 

securitization of migration - the most contributive concept of the Copenhagen school for 

the work. Last part of the chapter is devoted to discourse analysis model by Lene Hansen 

and her three analytical steps to look into complexity of identity.1 

 

1.1 Deepening and widening security 
 

 What does signify the term security? We could barely searching for the uniform 

definition. One should note that it is the central notion of security and strategic studies. 

The current usage of security goes beyond its conventional limits. But for better 

understanding, it is necessary to go back to 20th century when Security Studies started to 

be formed as the independent field.   

 After the First World War, issues concerning war, peace and security were linked 

to the formation of the field of International Relations. During the Second World War 

period,  security became the significant subfield of IR and was defined in military terms 

such as defence of country’s borders against the threat of a hostile international arena. 

(Kaya, 2009, p.8) All dangers were perceived to come from outside the state and it 

subsequently connected security with armed conflict and wars between sovereign states. 

Most of the literature attempting analysis of the security problems were based on the 

concept of power deriving their ideas from the Realist school of International Relations. 

(Buzan, 1991, p. 2) The possibility that individual or group of individuals may threaten 

state security has long time been neglected. Apart from the realist concept of power, there 

was also the group of scholars who favoured the approach of peace associated with 

Liberal (Idealist) school. Liberals reasoned that their concept leads them in contrast to 

                                                 
1 Lene Hansen designed four analytical steps, how to examine the complexity of identity, however we 

discuss only three of them – relevant for our thesis. 
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Realists on the essential issue of war. (Ibid, p.2) These two approaches dominated security 

thinking until the 1980s. Realists derived security from power and liberal tended to 

perceive security as a result of peace.  

The end of the Cold War brought the transformation of international environment 

and equally new debates around the field of security. Theoretical discussions were 

divided into three main schools: (1) traditionalists emphasizing priority of the warfare; 

(2) wideners, who aimed to widen and deepen concept of security; and (3) representatives 

of critical security studies who prefer cultivation of whole conceptual framework. (Buzan, 

1997, p. 5)  

According to the second group involved in the widening-deepening debate, it is 

fundamental to centre on the Copenhagen School for the purpose of our work. This school 

has consisted of the scientists working at Conflict and Peace Research Centre (COPRI)2 

in Copenhagen. They refused to satisfy with state-centred understanding of security 

(national security) and they aimed to formulate alternative approach.  To be more 

concrete, they tried to redefine the concept of security in the light of the new events with 

regard to the changes of international order concerning break-up of the bipolar world 

system during the Cold War and increased process of the globalization.  

The core of theorists associated with the Copenhagen school includes Barry 

Buzan, Ole Wæver and Jaap de Wilde. It was Barry Buzan, who discussed the criticism 

of the narrow concept of security and introduced his ideas in the book People, States and 

Fear in 19833. Buzan extends realist concept of the national security (ensuring its physical 

existence) by “unpacking” the notion of state into three elements: (1) idea of the state; (2) 

institutions of the state and (3) physical base of the state. Two main sources of ideas are 

nation and ideology. Buzan in this vein denies the concept, where only military character 

of the threats exists. To put it mildly, dangers are not only related to physical existence 

or material base of the state, but the state ideas and institutions can be endangered as well. 

(Waisová, 2005, p. 62-63)  

                                                 
2 The Copenhagen Peace Research Institute (COPRI) was established in Denmark in 1985 and belongs to 

the most leading institution within the European context. (Guzzini-Jung, 2004, p. 1-2)  
3The book People, States and Fear from the year of 1983 was edited and in 1991 published again as a second 

edition. Barry Buzan argues, that it was inevitable to modify original version considering a post-1989 

changes. In the same way, he highlights, that the new book is not part of Strategic Studies anymore, but it 

is part of agenda for a new field of International Security Studies. (Buzan, 1991, p. 13-15)    
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Concerning the widening-deepening debate4, Copenhagen school suggested to 

broaden concept on two different levels in their publication Security: A new Framework 

for Analysis (1997). Firstly, horizontal level – the level of sectors of the threats and 

secondly on vertical level including the level of referent objects. (Wilde – Buzan – 

Wæver, 1997, p. 36) Horizontal line afterwards reflects qualitative difference of  sources 

of  the threat. Copenhagen scholars  refused to accept only military sphere and they 

introduced additional sectors: political, societal, economic and environmental. The 

societal sector is the most relevant for our work and we will put more emphasis on it in 

the following subchapter. According to vertical level, they similarly suggest to involve 

other objects and entities than the state itself which was the essential referent object up 

until then. Group of authors defined following levels of security analysis: international 

system, regional system, state, internal groups and individuals. (Ibid, p. 4) Combination 

of the vertical and horizontal sectors (Figure 1) makes the whole concept of security more 

complex and provides fundamental overview about referent objects and their potential 

threats. 

 

              

  Figure 1: Combination of horizontal and vertical levels by Copenhagen school 

(Waisová, 2005, p. 68)  

 

 

 

                                                 
4 It is noteworthy, that widening and deepening of the security has been much more discussed in Europe in 

contrast with the Unites States. The most of US international relations theorists deny such a renewal in the 

security theory, claiming that, “it risks intellectual incoherence of the field”. Put it differently, they still 

perceive the state as the only referent object of security. (Diskaya, 2013, np.)  
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1.2 Societal sector   
 

 The concept of societal security together with the securitization process are 

considered as the most enriching contributions of the Copenhagen school to the widening 

and deepening debate. Due to the purpose of our analysis, particular attention is paid to 

both of them, whereas they are closely linked with migration and religious issues. 

 The concept of societal security constitutes specific sectoral addition to the 

horizontal level of the security widening. The main focus on the conceptualisation of this 

sector was put in the publication Identity, Migration and the  New Security Agenda in 

Europe  (Wæver – Buzan – Lemaitre, 1993). The book was a reaction on many national 

conflicts launched mainly in former Yugoslavia and Soviet Union. Societal security was 

characterized as “the ability of a society to persist in its essential character under 

changing conditions and possible or actual threats.” (Buzan et al., 1993, p. 23)  Under 

the “essential character”, we can understand matters such as language, religion and 

cultural tradition (Buzan, 1991, p. 123) which constitute central elements for the existence 

of the society.  

 Societal dimension of the sectional division presents the only sector whose 

referent object is not a state, but it is the society constituting the object in danger threaten 

by migrants, hostile cultures and nations. Since the key value for the existence of the state 

is sovereignty, for the survival of the society, it is the identity. By the words of the 

professor of University of Copenhagen Ole Wæver, “society is about identity, about the 

self-conception of communities and of individuals identifying themselves as members of 

a community.” (Weaver et al., 1993, p.25) Threats to identity are therefore often 

subjectively constructed to threats of “us” against “other”. 

 Theorists from the COPRI consider as the most often constructed threats of this 

sector: fast population growth, increasing inequality between poor south and rich north 

and growing influxes of migration. Regarding the migration, there is a threat of increasing 

waves of immigrants and the demographic changes which these influxes might inflict. 

Apart from that immigration is in many cases perceived as a source of diseases and 

epidemics and has an impact on the labour market. It may consequently lead to weakening 

or loss of identity of the original citizens (i.e. Russian immigrants to Estonia or Chinese 

influxes to Tibet). Immigrant societies construct their identity differently. They have 

different values, culture, identity; the growth of the new culture is regarded by original 
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citizens as the danger against their own identity  (Eichler, 2006, p. 19) These identity 

threats are consequently presented by nationalist representatives/politicians who tend to 

refer to a “nation” rather than to a state in their discourses. By suchlike rhetoric, they aim 

to get the legitimacy for the future actions. But this process will be closely defined in the 

next section devoted to securitization. 

 To conclude, it should be noted that Copenhagen school is divided upon the issues 

of the societal sector. Since Ole Wæver argues that societal sector presents one 

independent concept, the rest of COPRI theorists and notably Buzan claims, that the main 

referent object is still the state, from which the security of other referent objects stems. 

Wæver in contrast points out that not only state, but also the society with its key value of 

identity is the referent object. (Ibid, p. 19) Wæver’s approach is essential for our work, 

whereas he suggests to think simultaneously about the security of the state and security 

of the society; and of the national and societal security. According to him these elements 

exist on the same level of analysis and they mutually interact.  

 

1.3 Securitization theory 
 

 Securitization is generally considered as the most authentic, innovative but at the 

same time the most controversial concept of the Copenhagen school. Securitization 

theory5 was formed, when Ole Wæver added constructivist principles to which the 

Copenhagen school started to gradually incline during the second half of 1990s. Wæver 

developed discursive conception of security in that the securitization approach made the 

definition of security more dependent on its successful construction in discourse. (Buzan 

– Hansen, 2009, p. 213)  

 As noted above, Copenhagen approach denies objectivist perception of security 

or simple description of threats. The issue of perception was already introduced in the 

book People, States and Fear by Barry Buzan:  

“Perception has an impact to both what things are seen as facts, and what 

significance these facts carry in security analysis. It has two elements, equal for 

                                                 
5 One should note, that the term “securitization” has its roots in the United States at the end of 18st century. 

Apart from the social constructivist paradigm in international relations, it also refers to “the process through 

which an issuer creates a financial instrument by combining other financial assets. This process can include 

any type of financial asset and provides liquidity in the market place.” (Investopedia, 2017, np) 
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individuals and states: firstly, perceptions vary due to where the observer is 

situated regarding to the thing viewed, and secondly due to the internal 

construction of the viewer. Positional perspectives vary in space and in time.” 

(Buzan, 1991, p. 343)  

In this respect, perception rarely reflects the reality, whereas most of the actors do not 

dispose with flawless information. For this reason, theory rather seeks to critically reflect 

and analyse internal dynamics of the formation of dangers. Securitization theory serves 

as an instrument with the ambition to describe and explain character of the process and is 

generally understood like the synonym of existential survival.    

Roots of securitization stem from three main traditions: (1) speech act theory; (2) 

Schmittian understanding of exceptional politics, and lastly (3) traditionalist security 

debates. (Huysmans, 2006, p. 124-144) When we take into account all three roots, we get 

general concept of security derived from national security speech highlighting the 

authority and construction of threats followed by making the decision and adoption of 

extraordinary measures.  

According to Buzan, each public issue might be framed on the scale ranging from 

non-politicised (no particular attention to the issue by state and the issue is not part of 

official debates and political decisions), through politicized (issue is an integral part of 

the governmental agenda and it requires governmental decision-making and allocation of 

public means for its implementation) to securitized (issue presented as “existential threat 

requiring emergency measures, and justifying actions outside the normal bonds of 

political procedure”). (Buzan, 1997, p. 14) Based on this scale, it is possible to see 

securitization process as the extreme form of politicization (shift of issue to security 

agenda of the state). In other words, securitization is a politicization of important issues 

related to the existence of state and its values. 

  To make the theory of securitization more complex, it is inevitable to define 

actors and objects of the security process. Security analysis consists of three units: 

securitizing actors, referent objects and functional actors. Securitizing actors are mostly 

political leaders, governments, non-governmental organisations (NGOs), companies or 

lobbyists who declare referent objects as existentially threatened proclaiming it by 

security speech acts. To be more successful, they emotionally stress out the threat and 

present the danger as the scientific-based result of objective research. (Frank, 2010, p. 2)  
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On the other side, there are referent objects which are usually presented by 

middle-range collectivities existentially threatened by the securitizing actors and they are 

legitimately claimed to survive. Although Copenhagen school broadened the scale of 

referent objects in relation to several sectors (as we stated in previous subchapter), the 

state has always been considered as the most important referent object. In its indirect 

meaning, it is the nation and the protection of common identity.  

Last unit that we aim to characterize is functional actor. They are neither referent 

objects, nor securitizing actors but have vast impact on  dynamics of securitization 

process. Even if this actor do not participate directly on securitization, he notably affects 

decision making process. (Buzan et al., 1998, p. 36-39) For instance like organisation 

focusing on racism (SOS Racism in France6) or xenophobia in the field of migration.  

In light of the definition of securitization units, we can see that the securitization 

is not one-sided process. It is a mutual interaction between the objects and actors. If the 

securitization is successful, relevant public accepts the issue designated as existential 

threat by securitizing actors and emergency measures are consequently implemented. 

Unless that happens, securitization is not successfully completed and process is stopped 

in phase of securitization move. Especially securitization move is crucial for our thesis, 

whereas we do not intend to be concerned in emergency measures considering the fact 

that our analysis examines only a limited period before the 2017 French presidential 

elections.  

 

1.3.1 The limits of securitization theory  

 

 Securitization theory has evoked enormous attention in academic sphere just after 

its formation. Copenhagen school approach has not been generally perceived as flawed 

when we do not take into account state-centrist security defenders. Authors mostly 

described it as dynamic, ontologically developed and critical due to established theories. 

They did not deny originality of securitization theory and considered it as vital step with 

great potential for further research. In this light, many professionals have submitted 

                                                 
6 « SOS Racisme » is an anti-racist non-governmental organisation founded in 1984 in France. Organisation 

was created after the March for Equality and Against Racism as first national anti-racist movement in 

France. SOS Racism has nowadays counterparts in many other European countries, since the Norwegian 

branch is considered as the most significant. Slogan of the association is : « Touche pas à mon pote », what 

has the meaning: “Don’t touch my friend.” (EGAM, 2014, np) 
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suggestions how to strengthen and improve the concept. Among the major voices 

questioning ambiguity and weaknesses of securitization theory, we can consider authors 

such as Matt McDonald, Holger Stritzel or Thierry Balzacq. 

 To start with Holger Strizel, securitization theory is not sufficiently constructed 

from theoretical point of view according to him. He mainly aims at three units of security 

process of which mutual relationship and position is markedly vague and unclear. For 

illustration, he asks where is the exact boundary between the “securitization move” (one-

sided speech act) and securitization (complete security problem accepted by relevant 

audience). For empirical research, important factors remain questionable. For instance: 

how to define “relevant audience”, whether is its composition constant in time, by what 

it differs from “irrelevant” audience, how to define “moment of audience’s acceptance”. 

In this vein he suggests reconceptualization of articulation of security theory by 

Copenhagen school. More comprehensive theory should work with three layers of 

securitization: (1) the performative force of an articulated threat text; 2) its embeddeness 

in existing discourses; (3) the positional power of securitizing actors. (Stritzel, 2007, p. 

377) In final analysis, more precise patterns of interaction and more specific theory should 

be generated by implementation of these three layers.  

 One of the most often targets of criticism regarding securitization is a central 

element of Copenhagen approach, definition of security as a speech act. This definition 

is considered by many authors to be too narrow and problematic. Thierry Balzacq argues 

that such a definition is methodologically inefficient and he suggests to redefine 

securitization from the speech act to pragmatic act. Due to him security should be 

understood as a strategic or pragmatic practice as opposed to speech act. The pragmatic 

act would on the one hand preserve the discursive dimension of security, but on the other 

hand it could also take into account the external background including physical gestures 

and continuity of time. In contrast to speech act based on universal principles of 

communication, it could also better comprehend the level of persuasion and its specific 

characteristics (language metaphors, emotions, stereotypes, lies etc.).  (Balzacq, 2005, p. 

192) Balzacq claims that words do not construct new reality (i.e. threat), they can only 

modify and influence how we perceive it. In any case, it is necessary to take into account 

contextual factors for the formulation of complex theory in order to predict eventual 

reaction of the audience and to measure success of whole process.  
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 Finally, Matt McDonald similarly as previous authors claims that relying on 

language as on the exclusive form of securitization is problematic mainly for two reasons: 

(1) because language presents only one means though which meaning is communicated; 

(2) focus just on language exclude forms of bureaucratic practice or physical action that 

are part of security construction. (McDonald, 2008, p. 568-569) McDonald therefore 

proposes broader approach to construction of security including also focus on how 

political communities are constituted and how certain articulations of security come to 

capture the way that community deals with those issues. He emphasizes in his broader 

approach marginalized voices with locating alternative articulations of security. 

(McDonald, 2008, p. 565) 

We can see that there are many suggestions from various authors how could be 

securitization concept modified or broadened. Purpose of this subchapter is not to 

disapprove or negate securitization process, but to point out to some of the weaknesses. 

Securitization theory undoubtedly presents innovative instrument for analysis of current 

threats. It is inspirational approach of security thinking which still stimulates for further 

research. The above mentioned weaknesses are at the same time demonstrate that the 

concept has brought a wide range of unanswered questions. It turns out to be very 

dynamic concept still “on the move” of gradual improving and completion.  

  

1.3.2 Securitization of migration  

 

 International migration is “the large-scale movement of individuals or group of 

individuals across an international border from one country to another. The crucial 

feature is that person resides in the foreign country for a longer period of time, at least 

one year.” (Štica, 2010, p. 9) It is important to bear in mind that migration is old 

phenomenon as well as human history and has always played significant role in shaping 

the world. To illustrate, it was the moving force regarding the rise and fall of Roman and 

Greek empires and in the expansion of European imperialism. Moreover, there are many 

cases when the states were built up from immigrants particularly in Western hemisphere7. 

These countries present the extreme cases of loss of political and cultural dominance over 

the new migrant population. To be more concrete, ever since the states delineated modern 

                                                 
7 These states include the United States, Canada, Australia and South America countries. 
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borders, migration has presented the long-range challenge to adequately deal with 

political and cultural changes. (Wæver et al., 1993, p. 149)  

 However the link between migration and security or so-called migration-security 

nexus is relatively new phenomenon. It is highly connected with the Copenhagen school, 

which tends to consider migration as one of the most imminent threat in the societal sector 

of security. In this vein, concept of securitization of migration was formed with the end 

of bipolarity in the 1990s. Especially European University institute scholar Ayhan Kaya 

in his book Islam, Migration and Integration argues that even in 1960s the immigration 

was not perceived as a threat, but in contrast welcomed. It was caused by active 

population shortage and lacking working force mainly in Western Europe that has become 

one of the migration magnets of the post-war world order. Nevertheless, turning point 

occurred with deindustrialisation, unemployment rates and neo-realistic economy. These 

all factors caused that perception of immigrant has changed into “unwanted”. Immigrants 

consequently started to be connected with the problems such as criminality, 

unemployment, illegality and drug trafficking. (Kaya, 2010, p. 47-48) 

 It should be mentioned that the process of globalization and growing integration 

of the world economy has had main consequences for increasing migration. People from 

less developed and marginalised economies tend to look for better opportunities in more 

developed world. In this respect, one of the new aspects of immigration, that vastly 

reinforced the societal insecurity, has been the sentiment of citizens from developed 

world, that their homeland has become more open to foreigners of all sorts including 

migrants from poverty or anti-democratic regimes. (Wæver et al., 1993, p. 152-156) 

Consequently, cultural and religious differences of these immigrants evoke the fears of 

native population that their identity is greatly threatened.  

 In addition to differences, securitizing actors of immigration put an emphasis on 

high risk of loss of national identity in their speeches and they have divided society among 

“us” and “them” in context of defence of “our” country. Calling for the fears of 

immigrants among citizens has been often purposefully used for gaining the prestige by 

politicians.8 This rhetoric accusing migrants of several problems and highlighting its own 

                                                 
8 We will try to demonstrate this fact on presidential candidates and their aim to attract voters by the anti-

immigration rhetoric in the 2017 French election 



 

15 

 

exclusivity has been mainly in the program agenda of right-wing political parties that are 

principally against immigration.  

 Securitization of immigration as the “process of growing linkage between 

migration and security issues” (Blažek, 2010, p. 2), was significantly strengthened after 

the 9/11 attacks on the World Trade Centre by al-Qaeda. Moreover, it brought new 

connection between immigration and terrorism. It was a strong incentive for political 

actors to securitize immigrants as suspected from being part of terrorist cells and of the 

potential radicalization. Among other things, 9/11 events raised new doubts about Muslim 

migration and capacity of Muslims to be part of Western society, they gradually acquired 

the image to be too different to integrate Western democratic world. 

According to Islam-migration nexus, it is inevitable to mention that negative 

perception of Muslims in the West is not a new phenomenon and  suchlike moods 

prevailed since colonial era. For illustration, it is reflected in Edward Said’s publication 

Orientalism. In the book author presents western point of view where Orient is viewed as 

underdeveloped, irrational, mystical, and the West is on the contrary presented as 

developed, noble and rational. (Said, 1978, p. 23) Similar anti-Islam tendencies might be 

identified in famous work by Samuel Huntington Clash of Civilization, in which he 

characterizes Muslim civilization as potentially dangerous for the Western civilisation. In 

the same manner, he outlines “Us” (Christian Europeans) vs. “Other” (Middle-Eastern 

Muslims) dichotomy. Compatibility of Islam in the host societies are often doubted by 

politician referring to resembling terminology for migration including: “wave”, “influx”, 

“invasion” or “intrusion”. (Kaya, 2010, p. 8) Afterwards, people fear the demographic 

increase of Muslim population. 

 Finally, the migration-security nexus is gaining more attention mainly in the last 

decade, when rising number of the economic migrants and asylum seekers are coming 

from Muslim-majority countries to European Union. These refugees are trying to find a 

sanctuary running away from war-torn countries. Many politicians are warning their 

citizens against the potential change of cultural profile in the their countries. The 

Islamophobia and anxieties about European Islamization after the 2015 European Migrant 

crisis are on the increase. Thus, many European countries adopted tougher assimilationist 

nature of immigration policies and extreme-right-wing political parties amplified their 

anti-immigration rhetoric. 
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1.4 Methodology: Lene Hansen’s discourse analysis 

 

 Interpretative nature of our research based on the Copenhagen school allows us to 

use discourse analysis as methodology. In the words of Barry Buzan: “It is the discursive 

power of securitization which brings together actors and objects.” (Buzan-Hansen, 2009, 

p. 214) Security is considered as nothing more than speech act in this respect. 

Constructive definition was formulated by Ole Wæver together with before mentioned 

Barry Buzan and it is crucial for the securitization concept of the Copenhagen school. 

Authors also put an emphasis on the fact that the role of the language is not only to point 

out to certain issue, but mainly to construct social reality. 9 The task of the analyst is 

therefore not to study objective existence of the threat, but to do text analysis of the 

political discourse, and to understand intersubjective construction of shared meanings and 

projection.  

 If we want to characterize discourse analysis, we had to take into account that it 

presents relatively new analytical approach not wholly theoretically anchored.10 There is 

no general methodology how to analyse text in compliance with discourse analysis. 

However, scholars agree on two pivotal points: to be aware of what we want to know 

from the text and for what purpose we are analysing. We must be able to read “beyond 

the sentence” and bear in mind that language is not only an instrument for describing 

reality, but mainly the constitutive part forming the socio-political reality. (Beneš, 2008, 

p. 93) 

Our thesis will be based on Lene Hansen’s poststructuralist discourse analysis 

built on authors such as Foucault, Derrida and Kristeva. In her book Security as practice: 

Discourse Analysis and the Bosnian War, she explains what discourses are and how the 

texts can be analysed and approached as the key elements of the political world. She 

defines language “as social and political, an inherently unstable system of signs, that 

constructs meaning through a simultaneous construction of identity and difference.” 

(Hansen, 2006, p. 15)  

 

                                                 
9 Realist and neo-realist still consider function of the language only as narrow pointing to certain issue. 
10 Discourse analysis has been developing as a methodology since 1990s. 
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1.4.1 Concept of identity  

 

Identity and its ontological interlink with policy are crucial for discourse analysis 

model of Lene Hansen. Her work characterizes identity as socially constructed in the 

process of representation by political actors who present world around them in the 

domestic and international context. (Weldes, 1994, p. 4) Hansen describes identity as 

discursive, political, relational and social. Political and discursive aspects of identity 

means that identities define conditions due to particular actions which accordingly seem 

to be more valid and convenient. In line with relational character of identity, it is always 

constructed in comparison to its juxtaposition. Hansen highlights that each identity needs 

to have “Other” as referential point against whom it may be defined. Identity is 

simultaneously constructed through process of differentiation. Last point concerning the 

social aspect of identity signifies that identity is intersubjective – constituted by 

conventions and collective codes. Factual character of individuals is in this regard 

neglected. It is a structure of established meanings and social connections forming the 

image of how world looks like. 

Lene Hansen connects these four aspects of identity with foreign policy discourse 

and her methodology orients on the interpretation of external policy. However, as will be 

shown in our thesis, developed methodology can be equally used for domestic policy. 

Obviously, not only foreign policy discourse implies “us” and “them”. We suggest that 

suchlike rhetoric can be applied to domestic policy discourse opposed to migrants as well. 

The question to what extent is expansive and important the difference of “Self” and 

“Other” cannot be answered by theory forward and need to be a subject of empirical 

analysis. How the identity is constructed due to Lene Hanse is concisely expressed in the 

following citation: 

“national security is a certain form of identity construction. “Inside” the state, 

democracy, progress, order and universal rights are secured, “outside” is 

difference, anarchy and power. The national and the alien are constructed as each 

other’s opposites, as each other’s constitutive Other. This delineation of a radical 

difference between the national and alien has led security discourse to construct 

identity in terms of a national Self in need of protection against a radically 

threatening Other.” (Hansen, 2006, p. 30) 

Construction of the identity has its own structure. The most important actions for 

the construction are linking and differentiation processes. (Ibid, p. 37) For 
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illustration, Lene Hansen in her research gives an example of identity construction 

of “the Balkans” and “Europe” (Figure 2). During the analysis, one might start 

with identifying of Other and Self construction. The process is not accomplished 

through the characterization of Other or Self but rather by location of this sign 

within a larger system. Signs consequently communicate with their respective 

counterparts. In this respect, researcher should focus on linking of privileged and 

devalued signs.  

 

Figure 2: The differentiation and linking of “the Balkans” and “Europe” 

(Hansen, 2006, p. 38) 

 

 Besides the process of linking and differentiation, Lene Hansen also introduced 

three framing types of identity construction: spatial, temporal and ethical. (Ibid, p. 41) It 

extends previous analytical step of the Self/Other duality and focuses more on the content 

of identity. According to Hansen, space, time and responsibility are big concepts of 

philosophical level through which political communities are thought and argued. To start 

with spatial construction, it returns back to argument that identity is relational and 

delimitates subjects within particular limits. Last two hundred years, it is the state first 

and foremost delineating limits in the discourse. However, identity can be also defined in 

abstract political extent such as civilization, terrorists, international society or humankind. 
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Identities are in these terms often constructed as mix of territorial and abstract political 

term.  

Second, temporal construction involves certain placement of the subject in time 

containing transformation, progress, continuity, stagnation or change. One of the initial 

questions in this case might be, whether temporal delineation of the Self is temporally 

identical with the Other.  

Third ethical dimension of identity is related to the term of responsibility focusing 

mainly on its own national community or other nation that should be saved and protected. 

Ethical sphere of identity is highly based on the legitimism of policy vastly  highlighting 

construction of ethics, morale and responsibility. 

The final analytical step initiated by Hansen vital for our thesis is the concept of 

identity which assumes degrees of Otherness. Lene Hansen criticizes Campbell’s 

theoretical conception of identity as radical Other without variability of the degrees. 

(Campbell, 1992, p. 78) She claims that such an identity construction results in fruitless 

theoretical and empirical limitation. To avoid the analytical brake, she adopts flexible 

ontology of identity to the forms of identity construction that one can encounter in 

concrete policies. Hansen introduces as an example Bush’s construction of the war in 

Iraq. The discourse included not only a construction of Iraq and America, but Iraqis were 

divided into Saddam Hussein and his regime on the one hand and the Iraqi people on the 

other. Saddam Hussein was considered as radical Other but the construction of Iraqi 

people was ambiguous. (Hansen, 2006, p. 36) 

On the whole, our thesis will be based on analytical steps introduced by Lene 

Hansen. We aim to find out, how presidential candidates in the 2017 French election 

constructed their national identity in relation to immigrants and how the identity of 

immigrants were formulated in the discourses. Particular attention will be paid to Muslim 

immigrants. During the text analysing, we will take into account spatial, temporal and 

ethical elements and the process of linking and differentiating that we defined in this 

chapter. 
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1.4.2 Research design 

  

The research design developed by Lene Hansen proposes series of choices how 

the discourse analysis can be put to work. She introduced four fundamental 

methodological questions necessary to answer before the analysis:  

a) whether to centre on one Self or multiple Self, 

b) whether to examine one moment or make a study of longer historical period, 

c) whether to analyse one policy event or compare policy discourses regarding 

many events,  

d) whether to examine official discourse, wider media debate, cultural 

representation or marginal political discourses. (Hansen, 2006, p. 65-66)  

According to the first question, our case study works only with one Self which is 

presented by France. French republic is traditionally popular country for immigrants and 

the question of national identity plays important role in the society. Many citizens are 

sceptic about immigrants and are afraid of the weakening and loss of the national values 

and culture. We consider therefore as greatly vital to analyse how presidential candidates 

constructed French national identity in the official discourse. 

Regarding the temporal perspective chosen, the period of several months before 

the presidential election are taken into account. To be more concrete, two limits for the 

study were set: May 2016, when Emmanuel Macron’s movement have been already 

established and he started to perform his official discourses in front of people as the 

potential future candidate. Second limit is May 2017, the date of the second round voting. 

Although the period of research covers one year, we will be interested primarily in 

speeches held from January 2017, when the presidential campaign culminated. 

The answer to the third methodological question containing the number of 

analysed events is quite simple to response. As the title of our thesis suggests, we examine 

only one policy event: the 2017 French presidential election that was in many respects 

different from its precursors in the Fifth republic. Special attention to the election is paid 

in the fourth chapter.  

One last point to be made, for the purpose of the work, we make a study of 

presidential campaign discourses, electoral programs, official campaign clips and TV 
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political debates. Research material used for our analysis is introduced at the beginning 

of respective subchapter in the empirical part. Three candidates with the best election 

result are selected for the analysis: François Fillon, Marine Le Pen and the presidential 

winner Emmanuel Macron.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3: The research design for our thesis (Hansen, 2006, p. 72) 
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2. Immigration in France  
 

 If we want to conduct a discourse analysis on the 2017 French presidential 

election, it is necessary to deeper analyse socio-political context. This chapter will be 

therefore devoted to basic historical overview of modern immigration in France with the 

focus on immigration policies practiced since the second half of 20th century. 

Additionally, we will attempt to explain role of Islam in France and the background of 

the 2017 French presidential election.  

 

2.1 History of immigration in France 
 

 France is the country with the longest modern history of immigration in Europe. 

For many decades, immigrants have been coming there to find job, to study or to reach 

safe place and escape from war-torn state or persecution. France has always presented 

relatively liberal citizenship policy and the right to political asylum has been guaranteed 

in the French constitution since the French revolution of 1789. Each following 

constitution by then have contained the sentence: “All men persecuted for their actions 

in favour of liberty have the right to asylum in territories of the Republic.” 11 (Hein, 2004, 

p. 72)  Accordingly, France has provided sanctuary to many political migrants, asylum 

seekers and refugees.  

The beginnings of modern immigration in France were connected with 19th 

century within the context of industrial revolution. Since Napoleonic wars resulted in 

many victims among the country, France lacked working force. From the geographic 

point of view, first immigration waves came from neighbouring states at 19th and at the 

beginning of 20th century. To be more concrete more than two millions people immigrated 

to France between 1880s and 1930s mainly from Belgium, Italy and Poland. (Dumont, 

2008, p.7) Spaniards who were fleeing the civil war in Spain during the 1930s belonged 

to subsequent significant group.  

After World War I, the shortage of active population continued, hence government 

authorities initiated recruitment of migrant workers from border states again. Apart from 

border countries, many workers from Czechoslovakia arrived to French Republic at that 

                                                 
11 « Tout homme persécuté en raison de son action en faveur de la liberté a droit sur les territoires de la 

République. » (Préambule de la Constitution du 27 octobre 1946) 
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time as well. Consequently, France was considered as the second most popular 

immigration destination after the United States during the inter-war period.  

 Post-World War II immigration typifies immigration to Western Europe as a 

whole in several aspects. Similarly like Portugal or United Kingdom, France received 

immigrants especially from African and Asian former colonies12. It is important to put an 

emphasis mainly on the region of Maghreb. Many inhabitants of French origin were 

settled there who came back to France primarily after independence13. During the 1950s 

and 1960s immigration to France was dominated by political migrants as a result of 

decolonisation. Almost 1.5 million repatriating French settlers from north-African areas 

arrived back to homeland in the decade. More than two-thirds of these repatriates were 

so-called pied-noirs14 from Algeria. (Hein, 2005, p.73) 

It is possible to see that the number of Muslims increased considerably in the 

period of post-war economic expansion. Government policy wrongly estimated that the 

workers would come back home when no longer needed, and when the economic crisis 

of 1970s broke out. However, diametrically opposite situation occurred – Muslim 

workers started to bringing their families from homeland to France. This occasion during 

the 1970s is considered as a turning point in the history of international migration to 

France. It was the moment when labour migration was shifted to family migration. 

(Chronologie l’histoire de …, 2016, np.) Accordingly, the situation resulted in 

challenging of public opinion and policy due to immigrants. In light of new events,  

incomers started to be viewed as communities and future citizens.  

From 1975, the number of immigrants slightly increased, but their rate in 

population stayed approximately at the same level until the end of the century. The fall 

of Berlin Wall in 1989 caused certain immigration waves from the Eastern Europe to the 

West but only to a limited extent.  

                                                 
12 French colonies in Asia were mainly situated in Indochina (Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia) between the years 

of 1880s and 1950s. Refugees from this region enter the France during the 1970s and 1980s. It is 

noteworthy, that nearly 100 000 Southeast Asian had already lived in French Republic, when the first 

refugees from this region moved in 1975. (Hein, 2005)  
13France declared independence for Morocco and Tunisia in 1956 and for Algeria in 1962. (La Vie 

Publique, 2016) 
14 Pied-Noir « Black-Foot » is a term primarily referring to people of French origin who lived in Algeria 

during the period of French rule from 1830-1962. (Cook, 2001) 
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At the end of 1990s more than 130 000 family members of immigrants arrived to 

France constituting about two thirds of all immigrants. However, it was obvious that 

general atmosphere and public opinion due to new immigrants was more strained mainly 

because of political measures which we aim analyse later on. To give an illustration 

containing refugees – around 17,000 of them arrived (who had permission to remain in 

French Republic) along with almost 100,000 asylum seekers, who faced an 80 % refusal 

rate. (Hein, 2004, p. 73) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4: Evolution of the number of immigrants between years 2004-2012 by continent 

of birth (INSEE, 2013, np.) 

 

From statistical point of view, France experienced increase of European 

immigrants in recent years. To illustrate, almost one out of two French immigrants is of 

European descent particularly from Portugal, United Kingdom, Spain, Italy or Germany. 

In contrast, three incomers out of ten are from Africa. (Insee, 2013) Overall, according to 

the data from Institut National d’Études Démographiques (INED) the largest group of 

immigrants are Algerians (773 thousand), the second place belongs to Moroccans (721 

thousand). Considering European countries, leading position has Portugal with 615 

thousand immigrant. (INED, 2014) To summarize, we can observe that immigration from 

Maghreb region still persists. The reason for this is not only common colonial history, but 

primarily geographical proximity and almost non-existent language barrier. 
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2.2 Immigration policy 
 

2.2.1 Immigration policies before 1990s  

 

Based on the previous section concentrating on historical dimension of 

immigration in France, we can see that authorities were not forced to implement any 

political measures to limit immigration flux until 1945. The reason was that immigrants 

were considered as a cheap working force and therefore they were welcomed in France. 

After the Second World War, immigration flows for the purpose of work increased even 

more. The first legislative act through which state aimed to coordinate immigration into 

its territory was implemented in 1945. It was namely the “Ordinance no. 45-2658 from 

November 2nd, 1945 regarding entrance and residence of foreigners in France and the 

establishment of the National Immigration Office”15. (Danielová, 2004, np) Accordingly, 

this ordinance has become a basis for following immigration laws which have been a 

modified version of the original act. 

Second World War was followed by the Trente Glorieuses16. During these years 

immigration policies were highly influenced by three main factors. Firstly, the trust that 

French society has the capability to integrate new comers in pursuance of the strong 

republican tradition. Secondly, the economic renovation, and thirdly highly connected 

with the previous factor – the desire to raise the population. (Hollifield, 2004, p. 189-191) 

These factors led to a relatively open immigration policy in France until the mid-1970s. 

However, the economic crisis and the oil shocks in 1973 caused unemployment and 

waves of xenophobia among citizens. French inhabitants were blaming immigrants of 

taking working places from them. As a result, political authorities were forced to take 

several measures to limit legal and avoid illegal immigration. 

In 1974, Valéry Giscard d’Estaing was elected as a president and his policy could 

be characterized in the terms of new immigrant arrivals limitations, strict control of 

immigrant residence, assistance to voluntary return to the countries of the origin and 

implementation of integration programs for settled immigrants. (Vie publique, 2016, np) 

Another attempt to tackle illegal migration brought Bonnet Law “Le loi Bonnet” in 1980. 

                                                 
15 Ordonnance relative aux conditions d’entrée et de séjour des étrangers en France  
16 Les Trente Glorieuses refers to the 30-year period from 1945 to 1975, when France’s economy grew 

rapidly like economies of other developed countries forming the Marshall Plan. These decades of economic 

prosperity were defined by a strongly developed system of social benefits. 
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It allowed a detention and expulsion of irregular immigrants out of the country first time 

in the history of immigration policy. Besides that, Bonnet law also modified the 

conditions of the arrival and the residence of immigrants at the French territory. 

 

2.2.2 Immigration policies in the 1990s – 2000s  

 

Three main axes of the French national immigration policy were outlined in the 

early 1990s: (1) control of immigration flows; (2) combat illegal immigration; (3) 

integration of settled immigrants. (Danielová, 2004, np.) In the last two decades France 

experienced terrorist attacks based on more frequent basis committed mainly by Muslim 

immigrants. Immigration is therefore highly presented as a security problem.  

In 1993, draft laws by Charles Pasqua were passed for the purpose of complete 

halting of illegal immigration. To be more concrete, Pasqua laws consisted of two drafts. 

First one proposed in 1986 which was generally considered as roughly drastic. For 

illustration, it aimed to prevent integration and naturalisation of African immigrants and 

it also tried to increase the waiting period for the non-national wives or husbands of 

French citizens from one to two years before they could apply for naturalization. It 

resulted in far more less immigration fluxes to France between 1993-1999. More 

specifically, this period was one of the lowest rate regarding immigration since the 1950s. 

But on the contrary, the number of undocumented immigrants slightly raised. (Kofman –

Rogoz – Lévy, 2010, p. 6) Second Pasqua law similarly concentrated on discouraging 

immigrants from settling in France. To achieve that, it tried to remove numerous social 

rights, such as the option to appeal the decisions containing asylum or social health care. 

Pasqua laws were considered greatly controversial, thus constitutional council had to rule 

over some provisions unconstitutional. The amended bill was finally passed in 1993, but 

still perceived as a restrictive regarding asylum applications. However Debré law17 

proposal passed despite EU discontent three years later after Pasqua law contained similar 

measures and made immigration policy even stricter. Actually, European Parliament 

denounced law as “Vichi-regime-like”. Immigrant was presented there as an element 

damaging national unity. (Hollifield, 2004, p. 203)  

                                                 
17 Pasqua and Debré laws were named after the Interior Ministers, who were currently in charge.  
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In 1997 Lionel Jospin became a prime minister and he tried to implement less 

restrictive measures against immigrants. He reconsidered both the Pasqua and Debré laws 

and the French policy had been more opened to immigrants for the first time since 1950s. 

From legal point of view, he proposed the Chevènement Law that legalized status of 

illegal immigrants, who lived in France more than ten years.  

If we should conclude Jospin’s goal according to immigration policy, his aim was 

not to halt immigration flows, but rather concentrate on how to organise these flows. Put 

it more simply, he orchestrated immigration control somewhere between restrictive and 

liberal  policy. But it did not satisfy any party and therefore this policy direction ended 

very quickly.  

 

2.2.3 Immigration polices since 2000 

 

9/11 Attacks had only a marginal impact on immigration policy in France 

compared to the rest of the world. The reason was that the anti-terrorist measures were 

implemented earlier, whereas France had already experienced terrorist attacks during 80s 

and 90s as we have mentioned before. 

The turning point in immigration policy was in 2002, when presidential election 

ended up with the big success of the extreme right for the first time. Jean-Marie Le Pen 

as the leader of Front National (party well-known for its anti-immigration and anti-

Semitic nature) was elected to the second round of the presidential election. Jacques 

Chirac (Rassemblement pour la République) won the second round at the end, but he was 

forced to deal with the issues concerning security and immigration. Overall, presidential 

elections of 2002 showed that public opinion is significantly interested in immigration 

issues in the context of their own security.  

During Jacques Chirac presidential term, Nicolas Sarkozy served as Ministry of 

the Interior. According to this post, he proposed Immigration law no. 2003-1119 of 26 

November 200318 involving control of immigration, residence of foreigners and the law 

also included the term “nationality”. (Carvalho, 2013, p. 106-107)  The 2003 Immigration 

Law or First Sarkozy law introduced certain directives of European Union and 

international agreements into the French legislative. For instance the mutual recognition 

                                                 
18 « Loi relative la maîtrise de l’immigration, au séjour des étrangers en France et la nationalité » or First 

Sarkozy Law 
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of the expulsion of immigrants, punishments for helping illegal immigrants, creation of 

the fingerprint based database for asylum seekers who are not members of European 

Union and so on. It should be noted that negotiation of this law was followed by numerous 

protests and discussions because it implemented markedly tighter restrictions on 

immigrants. The 2003 Immigration Law is also considered as the first step in overall 

reform on immigration policy. 

Second step of reform or Second Sarkozy Law was initiated after London attacks 

in June 2005 and banlieues riots in October 2005. French suburbs erupted into violence 

containing the burning of cars and public buildings at night. The socio-economic unrest 

lasted almost a month and was mainly pursued by North African and immigrant 

population. Sarkozy had intervened uncompromisingly against the young rebels and 

accordingly presented immigration policy based on “chosen selective immigration” 

(l’immigration choisie). The concept demonstrated, that France is open to decent, good 

immigrants and  some qualification or skills should be necessary and have to be required 

by France to accept the immigrants. Apart from that, Second Sarkozy Law or so-called 

Immigration and Integration Law19 extended an administrative time for family 

reunification. “ For the spouse of the French national to obtain a permanent residence 

permit the couple must be for at least three years (previous requirement was two years).” 

(Chou-Baygert, 2007, p. 5) In these terms, we can see that Nicolas Sarkozy was rather 

active in implementation of immigrant measures. In the same respect it was for the first 

time since 1974, when two separate laws including immigration were adopted within a 

single parliamentary term. 

In 2007, Nicolas Sarkozy became a president of the Republic and he continued in 

the same rhetoric as before in the previous position of minister. Nevertheless, he also 

started to speak about issues such as national identity and national culture. Moreover, he 

initiated formation of Ministry of Immigration, Integration, National Identity and Co-

Development20. The objectives of the new Ministry21 contained control immigration by 

combatting irregular immigration and ensuring successful integration of immigrants in 

the national community. The institution was regarded with scepticism whereas it 

                                                 
19 « Loi relatif à l’immigration et à l‘intégration » 
20 « Ministère de l’Immigration, de l’Intégration, de l’Identité national et du Co-Développement » 
21 Ministry was created as a transformation from “l’Office français de protection des réfugiés et apatrides” 

– l’OFPRA 
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associates the terms immigration and national identity in the French executive. (Kofman-

Rogoz-Lévy, 2010, p.24) Immigration perceived as a threat was enforced by institutional 

framework therefore.  

France was engaged in a deeply political debate over its identity initiated by 

minister Eric Besson in 2009. Fundamental questions raised in the national identity crisis 

referred to “frenchness”. Citizens were asked what does it mean for them to be French 

and how do they perceive the role of immigration in French society. (Independent, 2009, 

np) The debate was sharply criticized by left-wing politicians and intellectuals. According 

to critics, raised questions deepened hatred towards immigrants and the sole aim was to 

gain higher popularity for Sarkozy before the regional elections. 

The 2012 presidential election resulted in the victory of Francois Hollande who 

stood for the Socialist Party. Although Hollande spoke about more tolerant and open 

policy toward immigrants during his campaign, the left-wing government in fact 

continued the security approach initiated by his precursor Sarkozy. He broke his promise 

to grant foreigners the right to vote in local election and his mandate began with 

controversial Leonarda affair about young illegal Roma immigrant cruelly arrested during 

her school trip and forcedly returned back to Kosovo. Sarkozy’s 2014 immigration law 

facilitated expulsion of illegal immigrants and was generally refused by various NGOs. 

But in these terms, it is necessary to highlight that his presidency was marked by 

European refugee crisis beginning in 2015. Hence, he had to face the dismantlement of 

the Calais camp in October 2015 and also the increasing number of homeless refugees in 

Paris. Accordingly the French National Assembly approved legislation on immigration 

in July 201522. It strengthens the immigrant rights for staying in France especially relating 

to victims of violence and to parents of suffering children. The law also facilitates access 

to gain French nationality for children entering France before the age of six. (Vie 

Publique, 2016, np)  

Whole Europe was shaken by dramatic events of 2015 including terrorist attacks 

targeting offices of satirical magazine Charlie Hebdo and the deadliest attacks on French 

soil since the World War Second – Paris terrorist attacks.  These incidents fundamentally 

stressed the fracture between French society and foreign-born immigrants. In response to 

the terrorist events, France was put under the state of emergency for the first time since 

                                                 
22 « Projet de loi relatif au droit des étrangers en France » 
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the 2005 riots. Accordingly French republic temporary re-established border control as 

Schengen Borders Code provides the possibility to do that. State of emergency was 

extended five times and expired in November 2017. 

Anti-immigrant moods were on the rise after the year of 2015 and the attacks led 

to a renewed debate containing the often cited phrase of former Socialist Prime Minister 

Michel Rocard that : “France cannot welcome all the misery of the world.” (Wolff, 2017, 

np) Thus with the upcoming presidential election, migration has become an important 

topic, however no longer debated as a societal project but rather as an identity and security 

issue.  

 

2.3 “The Muslim Question” of France 
 

 Regarding the current immigration debates in France, in an atmosphere where 

security is the significant discourse, the discussion is formed mainly around the 

phenomena of “Muslim immigrants”. The fact that perpetrators of the numerous terrorist 

attacks came from Muslim immigrant families and were European-born produces many 

questions. Considering also the refugee issue, where the most of refugees are of Muslim 

religious affiliation made Muslims even more problematic and dangerous than before.  

 Concerning the role of religion in France, it should be noted that the country has 

its own distinct form of secularism – laïcité. This concept assures a separation between 

church and state. Division was legally posited by the law of 190523, which “guarantees 

the free exercise of religious worship” and describes France as the republic which “does 

not recognize, pay, or subsidize any form of worship.”(Euro-Islam, 2010, np) Obviously, 

between these two articles is a tension and it makes the definition of laïcité ambiguous. 

Secularism in France can be perceived diversely, but it is generally interpreted as a neutral 

nature of the state that is not subordinated to any religion. Secularism was implemented 

under the Constitution in 1946, and reasserted in the 1958 Constitution.  

Phenomena of laïcité has always been the topic hotly debated in connection with 

religion, mainly with Islam because it presents exceptional case under French secularism. 

Since the 1980s, there was a visible desire for the formation of representative body for 

                                                 
23 « Loi du 9 décembre 1905 concernant la séparation des Eglises et de l’Etat » 
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Muslims. In 2003, French Council of the Muslim Faith (Conseil français du culte 

musulman – CFCM) was created to cooperate with the state of Islamic affairs. As a second 

example of exemptions to the differentiation between the state and religion, we could 

refer to a state funding for a mosques. To establish the foundation for Islam was initiated 

by Nicolas Sarkozy in 2005 despite of the fact that he was vastly criticized by defenders 

of the 1905 secularity law claimed as a pillar of the French republic. (Euro-Islam, 2010, 

np) By the creation of council and foundation for Islam in the state with the tradition of 

strong secularism, we can see how the role of Islam is meaningful for political elites and 

public opinion in France.  

 With the French concept of laïcité is related also the Law 78-17 from the 6th 

January 1978 on Information Technology, Data Files and Civil Liberties. Due to law, it 

is forbidden to distinguish residents or citizens according to their faith. To be more 

concrete, the clause number 8 prohibits “the collection and processing of personal data 

that reveals the racial and ethnic origins, the political, philosophical, religious opinions 

or affiliation with any labour union, or matters of health and sexual life.” (Loi 

Informatique et Libertes, 1978, p. 10) As a consequence, it is not possible to conduct any 

statistical studies on number of Muslim immigrants in France.   

 According to American think-tank Pew Research Centre, France has the highest 

numbers of Muslims in Europe. The country is estimated to have 5.7 million in 2016, 

creating 8.8 % of total population of France. For illustration, when we compare it with 

the year of 2010, there was estimated 4.7 million of Muslim population. We can observe 

considerable increase in the number of Muslims in six-year term therefore. France 

accepted more than half of a million Muslim immigrants between mid-2010 and mid-

2016 also as a consequence of European migrant crisis. It is expected, that country will 

have roughly 17% of Muslims by 2050 in the medium scenario. (Pew Research Centre, 

2017, np)   

 Based on the previous subchapter, we can see that the number of Muslim 

immigrants vastly increased mainly in the period of post-war economic expansion. 

Muslims presented docile migrant workers until 1980. However, post-1980 period 

brought first anti-racism mobilizations and the growth of Muslim visibility at public 

sphere. Accordingly, the transformations that happened in the Islamic geography were 

demonstrated on French media and the mention of Muslims immigrants started to be 
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highly associated with the word “problem” or the “threat”. After oil crisis and Islamic 

revolution of Iran in 1979, Islam’s presence in political debates intensified even more and 

discussions were mainly identity-based. 

 In 1972, Front National was created. FN started as a far right-wing party based 

primarily on anti-immigration and anti-Islam sentiments aiming to unify extreme-right 

hate groups. At the beginning FN worked in obscurity but in 1983 Jean-Marie Le Pen 

scored 14 percent of the first-round vote in the presidential elections. He achieved even 

better result in the 2002 presidential election, when he gained nearly 20 percent of the 

national vote in the final round against Jacques Chirac. Nevertheless, the greatest success 

was achieved by Jean Marie’s successor – his daughter Marine Le Pen. She received 34 

percent in the second round of last French presidential election of 2018, (Kuhn, 2017, p. 

366) and thus pointed out that immigration is currently perceived by the public as a 

serious political and security problem.  

 In this vein, the question arises: why does the rise of FN and anti-immigrant 

moods continue increasingly? Despite of the fact that Marine Le Pen has been prosecuted 

several times because of her hate speech and insults on race, she can mobilize relatively 

large electorate.24 Hasan Guler and Emrullah Ataseven stated in their essay “Being 

Muslim” in France (2017), that the fears of Islam lie down on two axes. The first axis 

focus on irreconcilability of European and Islamic values and the second axis is shaped 

by the question why the republican values are not possible to create a melting pot and 

how the suburbs turn into alternative identity spaces. (Guler, Ataseven, 2017, p. 37) 

Besides that, we had to take into account that specifically Marine Le Pen has the political 

skill and charisma in making immigrants and Muslims a political issue and at the same 

time to evoke negative reactions for pro-immigrant social policies. Unfortunately, we can 

observe that right-wing is copying Marine Le Pen’s programme on immigration in many 

aspects for the purpose to attract electors. This phenomena will be demonstrated in 

empirical part of the work.  

 

                                                 
24 France as the country with national motto: „liberté, égalité, fraternité“, is the country with strong anti-

racist tradition.  Hate racist speech are punished by the high financial fine or one year of prison in a worse 

case. Even the racist or ethnicity insults can result in penalties of $25,000 or half of the year in jail. (Hein, 

2004, p.75) 
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3. The 2017 French presidential election 
 

 The French presidential election was held in the spring of 2017, roughly five years 

after the election of 2012. First round was announced on 23 April, and as no candidate 

achieved a majority, a run-off was a race between two most successful candidates: Marine 

Le Pen, representative of Front National (FN) and Emmanuel Macron, leader of the new-

formed movement La République en Marche! 

 After the previous revolt against the mainstream concerning Brexit vote and 

Donald Trump’s triumph in the US election, whole world was watching presidential 

contest of pro-European Emannuel Macron and his far-right opponent Marine Le Pen 

with the great vigilance. Since France presents the eurozone’s second biggest economy 

with veto power at UN Security Council, it is clear that the potential victory of Marine 

Le Pen’s anti-EU/NATO, anti-immigration and anti-globalisation programme would 

shake up the West’s post-war order. The fact, that Macron attracted 24 % of the vote in 

the first round, what was only about three percent more than received Marine Le Pen, 

made people around the world even less certain about the result. (Kuhn, 2017, p.363) 

However, second round held on 6 May showed the desire of French citizens for open, 

pro-business and socially liberal France.  

 It should be noted that the 2017 French presidential election was in many aspects 

very different from its precursors in the Fifth republic. French journalist Gérard Courtois 

well outlined this fact in his book about presidential campaigns of the Fifth republic. The 

chapter devoted to last presidential elections is entitled: “Une campagne ne se passe 

jamais comme prévu”. (Courtois, 2017, p. 7) To put it mildly, the election race was 

characterized by many twists and turns.  

To start with François Hollande’s decision announced on 1 December 2016 not to 

run again for presidential office. It was first time since the war, what president decided 

not to take part in presidential election second time. Each previous president, who had a 

possibility to stand for a next term had done so. Hollande’s denial to run again was 

influenced by his unpopularity. Polls showed that he became the most unpopular 

president since records began. Merely 15 % of voters were satisfied with his presidency. 

Country has been significantly divided, political class has been questioning Islam’s place 

in French society and terrorist attacks brought more than 230 victims in little more than 
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two years. (Chrisafis, 2017, np) Obviously, François Hollande was not motivated to be 

part of the 2017 French presidential election anymore regarding all failures during the 

“quinquennat”. Instead, his longstanding critic Benoît Hamon was selected in the 

Socialist primary in January 2017 to run for president as the candidate for the Socialist 

party. 

 

3.1 Presidential election first round  
  

To continue with another unprecedented aspect of 2017 presidential voting, it is 

necessary to come back to first round of the election. The minimum threshold for the 

ballot access obtained eleven candidates: 

 

1. Emmanuel Macron: En Marche! – 24,01 %  

2. Marine Le Pen: Front National – 21,30 % 

3. François Fillon: Les Républicains – 20,01 % 

4. Jean-Luc Mélenchon: La France Insoumise – 19,58 % 

5. Benoît Hamon: Parti Socialiste – 6,36 % 

6. Nicolas Dupont-Aignan: Debout la France – 4,7 % 

7. Jean Lassalle: Résistons! – 1,21 % 

8. Philippe Poutou: Nouveau Parti Anticapitaliste – 1,09 % 

9. François Asselineau: Union Populaire Républicaine – 0,92 % 

10.  Nathalie Arthaud: Lutte Ouvrière – 0,64 % 

11. Jacques Cheminade: Solidarité et Progrès – 0,18 % 

 

First round of presidential elections has been normally always dominated by two or three 

opponents in the previous presidential races. We can observe at the list, which is in order 

of result, that four candidates achieved higher percentage of votes in the first round of 

presidential elections of 2017: Emmanuel Macron (En Marche!), Marine Le Pen (Front 

National), François Fillon (Les Républicains) and Jean-Luc Mélanchon (La France 

Insoumise). (Hewlett, 2017, p. 382) Every candidate presented a different set of values. 

But more importantly, they performed themselves as anti-system candidates against 

mainstream in intention to attract electorate. 
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None of two political parties that had dominated the Fifth Republic for the last 40 

years did not receive necessary share of votes to take part in second run-off on the first 

round of the presidential election. Neither Socialists represented by Benoît Hamon, nor 

the Right headed by François Fillon got the first or second place and were eliminated 

before the final round.  

 Moreover, according to election results, Socialists faced the worst score since its 

creation in 1971. The historic defeat was obviously mainly caused by disastrous 

presidency of previous socialist president François Hollande as we mentioned before. 

Despite of the fact that  Benoît Hamon presented clear break with F. Hollande and was 

highly critical to him, he was not able to persuade sufficient number of people to vote for 

him. French citizens struggled to understand his programme containing tax on robots or 

universal income. Put it together with unattractive image encouraged by media, that did 

not considered him to be serious candidate, caused his conclusive decline.  

Elimination of Republicans and their candidate François Fillon was mainly 

connected with the “Penelopegate” affair. Initially, he was considered as a great favourite 

to not only become a president but to win a majority in parliament as well. The polls 

according to his victory significantly tightened, when French satirical journal Le Canard 

enchaîné published series of articles about his alleged employment of family members in 

fictitious jobs. Particularly, he was accused of “paying hundreds of thousand euros of 

public funds to his wife Penelope for parliamentary assistance work she had not carried 

out and of paying his children for “legal advice” before they were certificated lawyers.” 

(Hewlett, 2017, p. 384) Consequences of these well-founded revelations were fatal for 

him and Emmanuel Macron overtook badly damaged Fillon’s place in first round polling. 

We will never get know, whether Fillon would succeed to become a president in the 

second round without the scandal, but Penelopegate affair certainly damaged his image 

as a respectable politician and eliminated any chances of right-wing candidate to progress 

the second round.  

Closely behind François Fillon was ranked Jean-Luc Mélenchon with the  

19.58 % of votes. It was for the second time, what he stood for presidential office. 

Compared with figures of 2012 presidential elections, he doubled his result supported by 

hard left movement La France Insoumise. In relation to Benoît Hamon, Mélanchon as 

far-left candidate obtained more than triple score and it was for the first time since 1969, 
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what such a situation occurred for alternative left. To attract electorate, he used notably 

social media, in particular his Youtube channel to get attention of younger voters. 

Mélenchon campaign aimed to combat the social inequality and all redundancies in 

companies imposing financial penalties and by these measures he intended to defend the 

interests of the ordinary working or unemployed citizens. (Kuhn, 2017, p. 366) He 

performed as a self-confident to win the presidency and on the night of the first-round 

result he was not able to hide his disappointment. He even rejected to call for a vote for 

Emmanuel Macron against Le Pen.  

 

3.2 Presidential election second round 
  

 As it was already stated, in 2017 presidential election no candidate from the Right 

or from the mainstream Left continued to the second round for the first time in the history 

of the Fifth Republic. This aspect shows how sceptic the French citizens were about 

political representatives of traditional mainstream parties. Electoral frustration of the 

people can be also confirmed by the fact, that there was the second lowest turnout (74.56 

%) in the history of the Fifth Republic and the lowest since 1969. Nearly one third of 

French citizens vote neither Macron nor Le Pen. Even more unusually, around 11,5 % of 

votes cast were blank or invalid.  (Présidentielle: un record…, 2017, np) 

 

Candidate Party Votes   % 

Emmanuel Macron  En Marche !  20 743 128  66,10 % 

Marine Le Pen  Front National 10 638 475 33, 90 % 

Number voting   35 467 327 74,56 % 

Spoiled and null votes    4 085 724 8,59 % 

Abstentions    12 101 366 25,44 % 

Figure 5: Summary of the 2017 French presidential elections second round 

(Présidentielle: un record…, 2017)   

 

 Even if the 2017 French presidential elections were characterized by unexpected 

turns and twists, no one was surprised by the fact, that Marine Le Pen progressed to the 

second round. It contrasted with the qualification to the second round of her father Jean-

Marie in the 2002 presidential election. Victory of Jean-Marie Le Pen over Lionel Jospin 
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was great shock for the French public at that time. However Marine was in different 

position than her father and since she has become the leader of Front National, she has 

worked on detoxification of the FN brand and she has also tried to broaden its electorate 

for example for women voters. (Kuhn, 2017, p. 354) By this way, she managed to have 

less negative image at media and among the French citizens.  

 Beyond all expectations, Marine Le Pen’s anti-immigration agenda combined 

with an extreme nationalism attracted only one million fewer voters than Emmanuel 

Macron in the first round. Her campaign questioned currently valid law and order 

including terrorism and uncontrolled immigration. She expressed these ideas in her 

slogan: “Remettre la France en ordre!”, what express her main goal put France back in 

order, clean the mess and make France work again. (Michel, 2017, np) Many people 

thought that after the anti-mainstream and provocative choice in 2016 by US and UK 

voters, the same would might work in the sense of the domino theory in France, but the 

reality showed the opposite. There are opinions, that the great influence on her defeat had 

the last TV debate on 3 May, where Le Pen was highly criticized to be arrogant, 

aggressive and non-professional. Le Pen’s strategy tightened only on pathetic attacking 

Macron. Marine’s performance was very weak and she struggled to answer question 

without looking to her notes compared to Macron, who knew his dossiers by heart. Even 

her supporters admitted that she failed to keep pace with Emmanuel Macron.  

 However, regardless the final debate, most people decided to vote for the 39-year 

old, neoliberal politician Emannuel Macron, who was relatively unknown before the 

election. In August 2016, he resigned his post of the Minister of Economy and he declared 

the decision to stand for next presidential election. Few months before the announcement 

he established new progressive movement En Marche, that bore his own initials. By this 

newly formed movement, he managed to unify left and right and transcend traditional 

cleavages. 

 Emmanuel Macron devoted his campaign to socially liberal ideas such as labour 

and economic market or gay marriage. He denounced candidacy Marine Le Pen to the 

camp of conservatives and endeavoured to push forward his reformist agenda including 

platform for free market and pro-business reforms. After the announcement of official 

results, which showed his decisive victory taking 66 % over the Le Pen’s 34 %, he assured 

voters that he will do everything for the France to never have reason again to vote for 
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extremes. (Chrisafis, 2017, np) France’s youngest president also promised to unite 

fractured country by defending spirit of Enlightenment.  

According to political journalist of French daily “Le Monde” Bastien Bonnefous 

the 2017 presidential elections should be characterized by two features – le 

renouvellement and le dégagisme. Politicians who had dominated the political scene 

before such as Fillon, Holland or Juppé lost their stable base of electorate and they had to 

accept the reality, where the Right or the Socialist party are experiencing existential crisis. 

Parliamentary contest, which followed few weeks later confirmed the victory of 

Emannuel Macron. Parliamentary triumph of the new-formed party En Marche! 

contributed to the sense of political renewal. To be more concrete, more than seventy 

percent of the elected deputies were new-comers to parliament. (Kuhn, 2017, p. 369) 

Political sphere has been suddenly overloaded by so many changes: new young president, 

prime minister and National Assembly made up of new movement with more women in 

the parliament, who are at the same time represented by half at Macron’s cabinet. 

Emmanuel Macron built up the government consisted of figures from both centre-left and 

centre-right and from non-party members as well.  

To continue with the second term outlined by Bastien Bonnefous: “le dégagisme” 

this modern expression is generally understood as a popular initiative of new politics to 

remove established political traditions and to vote against mainstream parties. The 2017 

presidential elections in these terms brought substantial victory for a new type of politics 

with the aim of modernizing France. People decided to vote for political “outsiders”, 

perhaps it was what Marine Le Pen and Emmanuel Macron really represented. Voters 

ignored the customs of established politics in France for the past 30 years and voted for 

the renewal of French politics united around the values of the Republic. It remains to be 

showed whether we shall look back on the Macron’s quinquennat as a time of political 

reform.  
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4. Empirical part – discourse analysis 
 

 Last chapter of our thesis is devoted to empirical research of the 2017 French 

presidential election. Our attention is paid on three major candidates: François Fillon, 

Marine Le Pen and Emmanuel Macron. Presidential candidates were chosen according to 

their electoral success in election. The main aim of the study is to examine to what extent 

was the immigration securitized issue during the presidential campaign in France and how 

did presidential candidates used political discourse for identity construction – positive 

Self-image of France and negative image of Migrant Other. To answer our research 

questions, we analyse pre-election discourses supplemented by election programs and 

official campaign clips of all three candidates.  

 The chapter is divided into four main parts reflecting discourse analysis of 

individual candidates. Last subchapter is devoted to their comparison. At the beginning 

of each subchapter, we will define the party affiliation of the candidates and its tradition 

in French political system, since it vastly influences their rhetoric and expressional 

tendencies in political discourses. Every subchapter is organised around identity 

construction of French Self and Migrant Other.  

 Lene Hansen’s identity construction model is used for the purpose of our analysis. 

We will try to identify variability of the degrees of otherness; spatial, temporal and ethical 

aspects of identity construction and process of linking and differentiation in the 

discourses. All of her analytical steps were already introduced in the first chapter.  

 As we have already stated, regarding the period chosen for analysis, two limits for 

the study were set: May 2016, when Emmanuel Macron’s movement have been already 

established and he started to perform his official discourses in front of people as the 

potential future candidate. Second limit is May 2017, the date of the second round voting. 

Although the period of research covers one year, we will be interested primarily in 

speeches held from January 2017, when the presidential campaign culminated. 

  

4.1 Marine Le Pen  

 

Marine Le Pen stood for the right wing nationalist party Front National in the 

2017 French presidential election. The party has relatively long tradition initiated in 1972. 
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First president of FN was Marine’s father – Jean Marie Le Pen. He also attempted to 

become a president several times but never achieved such a successful result like his 

daughter in the last election. National Front under his presidency was characterized by 

neo-fascist, anti-Semitic and racist tendencies. However from the year of 2011, when 

Marine Le Pen became a leader of the party, huge process of “dediabolisation” was 

introduced. She aimed purify party mainly from anti-Semitic tendencies established by 

her father. Immigration and security have outlasted as the main issues of her interest 

though. First enemy against whom FN fights are predominantly Muslim immigrants, who 

threaten French national identity and security. 

 In connection with the National Front and its impact on French political system, 

it is necessary to mention the term lepénisation. The notion is a critique of the 

complacency of a political environment that prefer the National Front in matters of 

electoral strategy and allowed for a certain set of political topics (immigration and 

security) to take on a disproportionate emphasis. (Cesari, 2004, p. 34) The term was 

created in 2002 by minister of justice Robert Badinter. He denounced this cultural trend 

in far-right discourse. According to lépenisation, immigrant is not only blameful of his 

foreign origin, but he is also guilty of his cultural heritage. In other words, “foreigness” 

of immigrant is not compatible with the “frenchness” of France.  

  Although National Front has a strong tradition, the historical name and regular 

logo of tricolour disappeared from the electoral campaign of Maine Le Pen in the 2017 

French presidential election. In the interest of broaden her electoral base, Marine Le Pen 

even temporarily gave up of the presidency in National Front. By this gesture, she wanted 

to prove, that she is not candidate of nationalists, but she is a “candidate of the people”. 

Marine aimed to get rid of any connection with the negative image of the past and she 

wanted to run for the presidential office with “clear conscience”. Party did not issue any 

program statement and whole attention was paid to the personality of Marine Le Pen. Her 

logo symbolized blue rose which presented due to her words symbol of femininity in the 

election.25 Author of the book Tricolores: Une histoire visuelle de doit et de l’extrême 

droite Zvonimir Novak argues that Marine wanted to obtain more votes from women by 

these feminization moves. In the language of flowers blue rose means “make the 

                                                 
25 She was one of two female candidates in the 2017 French presidential election. Second woman 

presidential candidate was Nathalie Arthaud, who received in the first round only 0,64 % of votes. (Hewlett, 

2017, p. 382)  
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impossible possible” (Novak, 2011, p. 83), what we can understand in political terms as 

“make from National Front candidate the president of the Republic.”  

 

For the purpose of our discourse analysis, we work with following material:  

a) Official presidential campaign clip – Marine 2017 (Clip de Campagne officiel)  

b) Election programme: Marine 2017 – 144 presidential commitments (144 

engagements présidentiels)  

c) First speech by which she launched  presidential campaign held in Lyon on 5th 

February 2017 (Assises présidentielles de Lyon)  

d) Speech devoted to terrorism in France held on 11th April 2017 (Conférence 

présidentielle n°5: La France face au défi terroriste) 

e) Public speech of Marine Le Pen in Pageas on 13th April 2017 (Réunion publique 

de Marine Le Pen à Pageas)  

f) Grand meeting of Marine Le Pen in Zénith of Paris on 17th April 2017 (Grand 

meeting de Marine Le Pen au Zénith de Paris)  

 

4.1.1 French national identity – construction of French “Self”  

 

 Marine Le Pen highlights in each speech her passionate attachment and endless 

love to French Republic and its history. Many positive descriptions of France and self-

glorifications occurs in her discourses. 

 

“There is nothing more beautiful than France for us, there is nothing greater 

than France for us, there is nothing more needed in the whole world than France 

for us. […] Never forget, that we are great people. We are people, who know, 

that carry the means of the freedom in mind with strong belief of our values, our 

greatness and our destiny.”  (Le Pen 2017c, np)  

 

As we can see, she visibly utilizes pronouns like “we”, “us”, “our” while speaking to 

French citizens. By these words, she delineates particular frontier and presents France 

and French people as beautiful, great, needed. This rhetoric consequently develops the 

feeling among French people, that everyone, who is coming from abroad is less beautiful, 

needed and therefore will bring nothing good for the nation. She also highlights that 

citizens of the Republic should be aware of their strong belief of values, and be able to 

protect their noble cultural heritage. To emphasize this fact, we can find many references 
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to glorious characters of French history. For instance, her first speech of presidential 

campaign in Lyon was concluded with the famous quote of Victor Hugo: “We have not 

finished being French yet.” (Le Pen 2017c, np) In the same manner, she often refers to 

Charles de Gaulle26, Napoleon or Richelieu. Based on the outlined characters, she aims 

to evoke in people pride of particular key figures, who are related to glorious French 

historical periods. In this respect, she calls for reviving national sentiment among the 

people.  

Marine Le Pen presents herself as the only candidate in contrast to other, who is 

interested not only in the material capital of France, but who aims to defend nonmaterial 

heritage as well.  She highlights, that “this immaterial capital has measureless price 

because French heritage is irreplaceable, I defend the walls of our republican society.” 

(Le Pen 2017c, np.) Republican model and its principles are fundamental for positive self-

representation in Marine’s discourses. Multiculturalism is in direct opposition to 

republicanism in her view. Multiculturalism confers larger amount of rights to migrants 

to express their unique cultures. Marine Le Pen in her discourse during the fifth 

presidential conference said that : “a multicultural society is a multi-conflict society.” 

(Le Pen 2017d, np.) It directly implies rejection of different cultures in France which can 

bring only disputes and unrest among the French people. She wants reaffirm republican 

model and its values against the multiculturalism, while putting emphasis on assimilation 

of immigrants into French society.27 In this vein, she requires that migrant groups must 

gradually adapt to the attitudes and customs of the French culture.  

 

“To all, and notably to people of all origins and all religions, who we have 

welcomed, I remind: there is not and there will not be other laws and values in 

France than French. Those, who came to France, they must be aware, that they 

came here to find France, not to transform our nation to the image of their original 

country. If they want to live due to their values, they should have stayed at their 

homeland.” (Le Pen 2017c, np.)  

 

                                                 
26 Charles de Gaulle (1890-1970) was French general, statesman and  founder of the Fifth republic. To 

highlight the greatness of France in contrast to other foreign cultures, Marine Le Pen used in her speech in 

Lyon famous quote by Charles de Gaulle: „In the face of great dangers, salvation is only in our greatness.“ 

(Le Pen 2017c, np.)  
27 Multicultural approach has its tradition rather in the Anglo-Saxon world in contrast to France, where 

assimilation model is preferred mainly by right republican parties. 
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Based on Marine’s statement, it is obvious that she does not respect any development of 

foreign culture in the French territory. Incoming immigrants do not have choice and they 

must assimilate and accept French values and culture.  

Marine Len Pen devoted whole fifth chapter of her election program to far-right 

concept of French national identity. The chapter is called “Une France fière”, what means 

that Marine’s ambition is to make France proud.28 She wants to enforce France’s national 

identity by writing the protection of French historical and cultural heritage into the 

constitution. (Le Pen 2017b, p.10) Crucial point of the chapter focuses on republican 

principles of neutrality and laïcité. She suggests to renew secularism in each sphere of 

public life and requires to include it in the Labour Code.  

“We will strictly apply rules of the laïcité in our country whose tragic history 

learned us to protect nation against wars of religion. Secularism will be 

significantly extended to the public sphere and will be included in the Labour 

Code with the aim to provide satisfying answer to those who are anxious about 

reinforcement of religious demands in the enterprises and about rise of conflict 

in the workplace as well. We do not want the state promoting the hatred 

anymore.” (Le Pen 2017c, np.) 

 

Secularism and its threatening is directly linked with immigration and with the arrival of 

foreign cultures to France. Promoting of foreign symbols damages French national 

identity and republican values. One should note that Marine connects promoting symbols 

of different religion with promotion of hatred. She alludes to Islamic veil which 

influences position and status of Muslim women in the society. To be more concrete 

Marine says that “the woman can be marginalized apart from the only valuable 

community: the national community.” (Le Pen 2017b, np.) That is one of the reasons, 

why Marine wants to extend to all public space the 2004 law prohibiting ostensible 

religious symbol at the schools. In this point, we can observe traditional boundary 

between French “Self” and Muslim “Other” typical for the rhetoric of FN.29  

 In relation to constitutional changes, Marine aims to contain into constitution 

principle that: “The Republic does not recognize any community.” (Le Pen 2017b, p.10) 

It suggests her strong refusal to communitarianism and presidential goal to reinforce unity 

                                                 
28 Marine Le Pen’s 144-point presidential plan for France is divided into seven chapters reflecting her 

pledging to make France „free, safe, prosperous, fair, proud, powerful and sustainable“.  
29 French historian Gérard Noriel working at the University of Social Sciences in Paris defines dividing line 

between European „Self“ and Muslim „Other“ as a traditional speech construction of National Front. 

(Noiriel, 2007, p. 69) 
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of the nation. Communitarianism is defined in contradiction to laïcité. Religious 

preaching of  isolated ethnic and religious communities can result in conflicts and presents 

potential danger. (Le Pen 2017d, np.) Whereas she mentions religious preaching, it is 

obvious that Marine refers mainly to Muslims again - likewise in the case of secularism.  

In line with the points of chapter “Une France fière”, we can see that rather than 

enforcing national identity, Marine constructs strong delineation of French Self against 

Migrant Others. Apart from laïcité and communitarianism, it is also visible in the second 

subchapter about school reforms. Marine also expressed her opinion to this issue during 

her speech in Lyon: “We want public and private schools, which will teach future citizens 

our beautiful language and to love our culture. French must love France.” (Le Pen 

2017c, np.)  Half of the classes must be reserved to French language and no particular 

attention should be paid on education of languages and cultures for students with foreign 

origin. Resembling norms will be applied to universities by abrogation of law allowing 

to teach some classes in English.30 In relation to education, Marine wants to restore school 

uniforms, what could be perceive as the aim to obviate social inequality at first glance. 

But in the light of her constant appeal to national identity, it is visibly directed against 

religious differences in the school. (Le Pen, 2017b, p. 11) 

Even if Marine aims at extending secularism to each public sphere, she refers to 

Christianity and its link to France several times in the speeches. For instance she 

emphasizes, when she defines French identity: “The principles we fight for are engraved 

in our national motto: liberty, equality, fraternity. That stems from the principles of 

secularization resulting from a Christian heritage.” (Le Pen 2017c, np.)  She also puts 

into contradiction Christianity with Sunni Islam. Since Christianity and especially Roman 

Catholic Church is hierarchically organized and centralized, Sunni Islam has no 

legitimate central authority to state who would define what is lawful and unlawful. 

Absence of authority/organisation results in radicalization and potential danger of Muslim 

compatriots. (Le Pen 2017d, np.) By this way, she constructs Islam and Muslims as a 

threat. We explore this aspect into more detail in the following subchapter.  

On the whole, Marine Le Pen apparently desires to build homogenous France 

based on its republican values and strong patriotism.  

                                                 
30 Law was proposed by Geneviève Fioraso in 2013 with the aim to increase the number of foreign 

students at French universities. (Samuel, 2013, np.) 
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“France is thousand-year-old, historical and cultural country. France is an act 

of love, this love has a name: patriotism. We believe that now is the right time 

to revive the national feeling, to make it live on a daily basis by teaching our 

children everything that our country did and still is doing by teaching them to 

love their compatriots, to be proud of their history.” (Le Pen 2017c, np.) 

 

Marine expects from citizens to love old and beautiful France. Positive national feelings 

and devotion to the homeland are crucial for her program. She plans to establish education 

for children tightly interlocked with values of the Republic. Marine asks her audience 

during the speech: “Will our children live in free, independent and democratic France? 

Will they still refer to our value system?” (Le Pen 2017d, np.) By these questions, she 

aims to evoke fears in people that their values and culture are fading. Marine is convincing 

French citizens, that strong patriotism will result in strong, democratic and peaceful 

France.31 However, she neglects the fact that patriotism can be often changed to 

nationalism. And as the famous quotation by George Orwell is saying: “Nationalism is 

the worst enemy of peace.” (Orwell, 1945, np) Obviously, her radical statements tempt 

people to be more nationalist and hostile against compatriots with different racial, ethnic 

and religious background. 

 

4.1.2 Construction of Migrant “Other” 

 

In the context of immigration, Marine Le Pen uses adjectives such as enormous, 

massive, uncontrolled or unlimited. Description of migration as massive points out to the 

catastrophic scenario of swamping France by immigrants. In this vein, certain radical halt 

of influxes must be realized. Marine suggests in her election program to finish with this 

uncontrollable situation by reducing net migration from 140 000 people per year to only 

10 000. (Le Pen 2017b, p. 5) She claims that this measure is inevitable, otherwise France 

will be flooded by immigrants.   

 

“What does happen under Merkel’s pressure? One of her defenders Macron will 

continue accept several millions of migrants. Your neighbourhood, your village, 

                                                 
31 Marine Le Pen suggests new patriotic model of intelligent protectionism. This model contains taking 

back control of its borders, returning francs to French national currency and leaving unions and 

organisations (EU, NATO), which limit French national sovereignty and interests. (144 engagements 

présidentiels, 2017, p. 2-14)  
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your children’s school, your lives, your wages will be inevitably impacted by 

immigrants. I, as president, will put back our borders in place next day in the 

office. This is our home!” (Le Pen 2017f, np.)  

 

Marine is very radical in her statements and she wants to evoke fears among the citizens. 

Several millions of migrants will go through the borders and will affect all spheres of 

French people’s lives. Not only it is impossible to assimilate suchlike enormous waves of 

migrants, but it presents direct threat to the functioning of welfare state. According to her, 

the state is not able to accept so many immigrants and provides them social benefits 

without limiting original French citizens.  

 

“Yes, mass immigration costs us a fortune, it costs you a fortune! Because 

foreigners have unlimited access to our very generous system of social 

protection: all social minimums, free education, social housing and sometimes 

even free transportation. Yes, foreigners are now priority to social minima. It is 

not fair. I will restore national priority and I will end with suction pump for 

immigration in France. It is you, French, who will benefit first.” (Le Pen 2017e, 

np.) 

 

Marine constructs from immigrants parasites who benefit from French welfare system. 

They are depicted as burden for the society and rogue people abusing the state. Marine 

puts positive image of France and its virtuous tax payers in contrast with parasitic 

immigrants who obtain the most generous social benefits at the expense of French ctizens. 

It is quite contradictory, that Marine speaks on the one hand about migrants as 

parasites, but on the other hand, she blames them from taking jobs from French citizens. 

“A catastrophe has ravaged the French economy. Jobs have faded away and immigrants 

have flooded in, many of the Muslim immigrants, from North Africa.” (Warren, 2017, 

np.) In her second official campaign video, she emphasizes, that “France needs 

government focusing on finding jobs for French people, not for migrants.” (Le Pen 2017a, 

np) She neglects the fact, that incoming immigrants remain concentrated mainly in vital 

industrial, construction and public work sectors. Most of the French citizens would not 

take the job vacated, if immigrant left the country. How immigrants rarely take native 

workers’ jobs and on the contrary have the positive impact on labour market can be 

demonstrated by research of Institute of Labour Economics IZA (Figure 6). Marine should 

not neither forget about the immigrant workers’ extraordinary contribution to France’s 

post-World War II economic development, as we have already stated in the previous 
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chapter.32 Marine apparently wants to persuade voters about identity construction of 

Migrants Other as “job stealers” who are draining French resources.  

 

Figure 6: Public opinion on immigrants and jobs (IZA, 2011, p. 1)  

 

 Among the social and economic sphere, Marine Le Pen constitutes immigration 

as the largest security threat. She started her first discourse of campaign in Lyon with the 

words that the 2017 presidential elections are crucial for the existence of France and it is 

the choice of civilisation. In this point, it is important to point out to term civilisation. 

Authors such as Samuel Huntington or Mark B. Salter refer to the same word. Huntington 

uses this term in the title of the book Clash of Civilization. According to him, conflict 

between cultures will be the latest phase in the evolution of wars in the modern world and 

Islamic extremism is the biggest threat to peace in these terms. Salter took issue with 

Huntington’s theory and outlines benefits and limitation of  civilized/barbarian dichotomy 

in international relations. It is questionable, whether Marine used the word civilisation 

purposely for the reason to address to book and consequently evoke larger fears among 

the people regarding the catastrophic scenario of future Muslim ideological supremacy in 

the West. The fact is that she many times in her speeches refers to installation of Islamic 

                                                 
32 According to author Jeremy Hein, immigrants built 70 percent of the roads, 40 percent of the buildings 

and 25 percent of the cars in France between the years of 1950s and 1960. (Hein, 2004, p. 77-78) 
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fundamentalist, what she considers as a direct consequence of uncontrolled immigration. 

“Experience shows that terrorists know, how to hide into waves of migrants to enter the 

countries.” (Le Pen 2017d, np.) She tends to construct Migrant Otherness as Muslim and 

terroristic.   

 

“If Islam is not confused with Islamism, if terrorism does not automatically 

result from religion, it remains in all circumstances true, that terrorism has 

always existed in Islam, that justifies violence and imposes its conception of God 

and World.” (Ibid, 2017, np.)  

  

Marine directly unifies terrorism and Islam and presents the issues as the largest 

threats to French security. It accordingly reflects the chapter “Safe France” (Une France 

sȗre) of her election program. Two subchapters out of four focus on immigration and its 

dangers. Marine persuades voters in the program, that France currently faces significant 

violation and loss of national security. Subchapter called: Find again borders which 

protect and finish with uncontrolled immigration includes several measures against 

immigrants. For instance: to abandon birth right citizenship (ius soli), terminate 

naturalization of illegal immigrants or put an end to possibility of  obtaining French 

citizenship through marriage. Her rhetoric is even tighter in the next subchapter titled: 

Eradicate terrorism and break fundamentalist Islamist networks. She wants not only 

implement strict measures on immigrants, but she also plans many of them expel from 

country. Section consists of radical orders and prohibitions containing expulsing of all 

foreigners linked with Islamic fundamentalism notably individuals with the card S.33 

Marine aims to close all mosques identified by Ministry of Interior as extremist. (Le Pen 

2017b, p. 5) Herein, we can likewise observe, that although title of subchapter contains 

the term terrorism, Marine does not use this word at all within the text of subsection. She 

only works with the words Islamic fundamentalism and jihadists. It is another evidence 

that the identity of Muslims and terrorists are unified and equal for her.  

In line with Lene Hansen’s variability concept of the degrees of Otherness, we can 

see that Marine Le Pen’s discursive construction involves not only French Self on the one 

side and migrant Other on the other side. Marine splits migrant subject into Muslims and 

terrorists. Certainly, most of her rhetoric regarding immigration is conducted notably 

                                                 
33 S card (Fichés S) is an indicator used by law enforcement in France to mark individual considered to be 

a serious threat to national security. It allows state surveillance, but is not cause for arrest. 
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against massive waves of immigrants in which Islamic fundamentalists are hidden for the 

purpose of infiltrating to France. She constantly emphasizes that French people needs 

security more than ever before. Marine asks: “How many deaths, how many wounded is 

it necessary to put French under cover? The individual freedoms of potential terrorists 

are more valuable than the physical integrity of their future victims?” (Le Pen, 2017d, 

np.) She forces audience to decide between “Us” and “Them” and emphasizes the 

emotion of fear among people. If France accepts immigrants, French people will be hurt 

or killed – that is only possible scenario according to her. 

Besides the terrorist activity, Marine depicts immigrants also as major 

delinquents. Delinquency of immigrants and their descendants is found mainly in French 

banlieues.34 Marine calls these areas “zones out of law”, where French law does not apply. 

She literally describes banlieues as “zones where our law is not in rule. To be more 

concrete, there are only two laws: law of drugs and law of radical Islam.” (Ibid, 2017) 

From her words, we can deduce that the state as the highest authority has no control in 

French suburbs. Marine wants to re-establish order in these areas.  

 

“We are going to restore the rule of law, to enforce our republican law in the 

places, where law has lost the right to rule and, where radical Islam enrooted. 

We are really going to put an end to the impunity of the offenders, the zones out 

of law, the drug and arms trafficking. The sanctions for the foreign offenders 

will be automatic return to the border.” (Le Pen 2017c, np) 

 

Herein, Marine Le Pen explicitly speaks about our republican law which is constantly 

violated by immigration, mainly radical Islam. Immigrants are in her view barbarian, 

indoctrinated and dangerous. They are criminals, who are involved in arms and drug 

trafficking. In the speech devoted to terrorism in France, she told that even public services 

and rescue workers are afraid to go to “these places out of law” . She therefore emphasizes 

powerlessness of state to deal with the problem and the power of injustice usurping by 

immigrants. 

To conclude, based on our analysis, we can see that Marine constructs Migrant 

Other as the opposite to the French Self, what consequently initiates need of protection 

against radically threatening Other. If we should focus on three framing types of identity 

                                                 
34 Banlieue presents suburb of big city. These peripheries are inhabited mostly by low-income individuals, 

whereas banlieues are designed to provide cheap housing. Since the 1970s banlieues means something like 

ghettos, where mainly immigrants are concentrated. (Packer, 2015, np.) 
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(Chart 7), spatially the migrants are identified as coming from Muslim world, what is in 

comparison to France temporally underdeveloped and non-democratic. In this vein, 

Marine highlights that they have no potential for assimilation for such a large amount of 

influxes coming to France. The only possible measure is to significantly reduce number 

of foreign incomers. Radical halt presents one of the several extraordinary measures that 

should be implemented against the immigrants, as we have already mentioned in our 

analysis. From the ethical point of view, immigrants are depicted as jihadist fighters or 

Islamic fundamentalists, who aim to infiltrate into France within the migrant waves to 

radicalize Muslim compatriots and fight against unbelievers.  

 

 Spatial Temporal Ethical 

French  Self Native citizens of 

France 

Developed and 

democratic state 

Need to defend 

republican values and 

renew lost security in 

France 

Migrant Other  Non-native residents 

mainly from Islamic 

countries  

Underdeveloped and 

nondemocratic 

civilization 

Jihadist fighters 

“striving in the path of 

God” 

 

Figure 7: Spatial, temporal and ethical dimensions in Self vs. Other identity construction  

 

 Another goal of analysis was to locate privileged signs of France and devalued 

signs of immigration within a larger system of identity construction. Based on our 

research, we constructed following schema portraying positive identity signs of French 

Self and their respective counterparts – Migrant Other. We were forced to use in the first 

two cases the identical signs as the Lene Hansen did in her study of Balkans and Europe, 

whereas Marine frames French and immigrants in the same terms. It proves, that 

politicians tend to articulate the signs likewise and they use similar patterns for describing 

positive signs of “Us” and negative signs of “Other”.  
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Figure 8: The differentiation and linking of “the French Self” and “Migrant Other” 

(Hansen, 2006, p. 38)  

 

4.2 François Fillon  

 

 François Fillon was the candidate of centre-right political party Les Républicains 

in the 2017 French political election. Traditional right-wing party the Republicans was 

formed in 2015 as successor of the former Union pour un mouvement populaire (UMP). 

Change of the party’s name was initiated by former French president Nicolas Sarkozy. 

His proposal was sharply criticized, since the term “republicanism” should be associated 

with the values of French Republic rooted in French revolution in general, and not only 

with the title of political party. (Chamorel, 2015, np.) Regardless critical arguments, UMP 

was reshaped to Les Républicains and similarly as its predecessor aimed at unification of 

French right-wing parties: gaullists, liberals and Christian democrats.  

For the presidential candidacy, François Fillon managed to defeat his high profile 

rivals in the centre-right presidential primaries in November 2016. He won against 
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candidates with long political carrier: Nicolas Sarkozy, president of French Republic in 

the years of 2007-2012, and Alain Juppé, former prime minister under Jacques Chirac 

and current mayor of Bordeaux. Nobody expected Fillon’s victory and French daily 

newspaper Le Monde entitled him as “Mister Nobody” after political humiliations, 

particularly lost race for the presidency of the UMP in 2012. (Schneider, 2016, np.) 

Significant impact on his victory had fact that many histories of corruption were 

connected with Sarkozy and Juppé. Moreover, Sarkozy instead of focusing on new 

incentives in the campaign, relied on the same rhetoric that had led him to victory in the 

presidential election of 2007. He therefore lacked the support of voters and second round 

of primaries was the battle between Juppé and Fillon. According to essay of British 

professor David Lees, Fillon’s victory (66,49%) in the second round over Juppé (33,51%) 

might be viewed “as an endorsement of traditionalist social values and a proto-

Thatcherite35, though in reality more like a French version of neo-liberal, economic 

policies opposed to Juppé.” (Lees, 2017, p. 394)  

Fillon mainly appealed to traditional conservative voters in his campaign and he 

put particular emphasis on Catholic values. In accordance with French centre-right 

political tradition, he called for traditional familial values, Christian roots of France and 

he emphasised national identity of France, sovereignty, patriotism and tougher 

immigration policy. (Ballová, 2016a, np.) At the beginning of presidential campaign, 

when he was named as the candidate of Republicans, he was estimated to be the biggest 

favourite for the presidency. However his presidential aims failed on corruption scandals 

which emerged in January 2017. Although many commentators and media thought Fillon 

to declare his withdrawal from the election, he continued fought for presidential post. 

Eventually, he became the first candidate from the centre-right, who did not reach the 

second round of a presidential election in the history of Fifth republic. 

 

 

For the purpose of our discourse analysis, we work with following material: 

a) Election programme: My Project for France – Fillon 2017 (Mon projet pour la 

France) 

                                                 
35 From economic point of view, many analysts compared him with Margaret Thatcher, who was also 

supporter of liberal economy. François Fillon openly admits, that he his large admirer of her politics.  
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b) Speech devoted to immigration policy in France held on 11th January 2017 

(François Fillon à Nice : « La France doit réduire son immigration légale au 

strict minimum »)  

c) Public speech of François Fillon in Paris on 9th April 2017 (Discours de François 

Fillon à Paris)  

d) Speech devoted to French national identity held on 15th April 2017 (Discours de 

François Fillon au Puy-En-Velay : « Je suis venu parler de l’identité de notre 

national, je suis venu parler de la France »)  

e) Public speech of François Fillon in Nice on 17th April 2017 (Discours de François 

Fillon à Nice : « Nous allons gagner ») 

 

4.2.1 French national identity – construction of French “Self”  

 

 Identity is one of the most crucial issues for right-wing ideological posture of 

François Fillon. He devoted large part of his election program36 to importance of national 

identity, particularly in the subchapter “Culture”.  

 

“Culture is the pillar of our identity and of the French influence in the world. 

More than ever, it constitutes fundamental protection against the barbarism that 

is threatening us. Only culture allows citizen to build its identity. With the 

knowledge of French language and the knowledge of history, culture constructs 

the base for our identity and integration of newcomers to France from abroad.” 

(Fillon 2017a, p. 84)  

 

We can observe, that François Fillon defines identity as a construct standing on the pillar 

of culture. Knowledge of culture helps to protect French people against the barbarism 

coming to France from abroad. It is obvious that Fillon divides society among “Us” and 

“Other” in the context of defence “our” country. In these terms, he also writes about 

assimilation of newcomers. To achieve successful assimilation, it is inevitable for 

foreigners to be aware of French culture and identity. Both of them form the “soul” of 

France. Primarily French people must be conscious of  their own “great” history and 

culture. It should be incorporated in each French citizen. (Fillon 2017d, np.) Fillon in 

                                                 
36 One should note, that François Fillon’s election program „Mon projet pour la France“ is much more 

longer in comparison to Marine Le Pen’s program „144 engagements présidentiels“. Fillon is more 

concrete in measures, which should be implemented under his presidency and elaborates individual issues 

to deeper extent.  
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every speech call for self-awareness, appropriation of French culture and shared memory 

among people living in France. 

Fillon similarly as Marine Le Pen refuses concept of multiculturalism. François 

Fillon even speaks about silliness of multiculturalism. Only integration and assimilation 

of immigrants are acceptable in his view. “To allow individuals of foreign origin express 

their different culture in French territory means that we are infidel to our nationality.” 

(Fillon 2017d, np) As we can see, Fillon pretty much exaggerate French nationality by 

the phrase infidèle à la citoyenneté. The adjective infidèle is used in French language 

mainly in the context of unbelievers of some religion. He therefore depicts nationality as 

certain kind of confession to France. Foreigners coming to France must appropriate 

French heritage: 

“We are the nation of integration. And integration means, that whoever comes 

legally to France, he consequently adopts France, and from then on, France also 

adopts new citizens like their own people. It is natural that we want our values 

to be theirs as well. Being French and living in France is a chance, but it is also 

a burden.” (Fillon 2017d, np) 

 

Herein, he again expressively outlines “Us” vs. “Other” dichotomy, where Migrant Other 

must adopt French values, if they want to live in France. Compatibility of different 

cultures in French Republic is unacceptable. Immigration without integration and 

assimilation must be stopped. Fillon reasons, that France is generous country, but it is 

fundamental to require from foreigners to respect its rules and customs for the proper 

functioning of the Republic.  

Another evidence of Fillon’s large focus on French national identity is his speech 

in Puy-en-Velay entitled: “I came here to talk about the identity of our nation, I came 

here to talk about France”. Just like in this speech and in others, he describes France as 

great, beautiful and liberal nation with human values and democratic political principles. 

François Fillon frequently highlights national motto: “Liberté, égalité, fraternité” that 

reflects French instinct of freedom and greatness. He points out to timelessness of the 

slogan which brings universal message and characterizes France as the nation aiming at 

emancipation of the world. It is quite contradictory that on the one hand, he fights against 

multiculturalism, but on the other hand, he speaks about equality and fraternity. Fillon 

even said : “I do believe in equality, equality telling people, that no matter you come from 

and what your origins are, you can go as far as you desire to go, nothing will stop your 
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courage. I do believe in fraternity that unites hearts of people in respect of differences.” 

(Fillon 2017c, np) As we can see, he claims in these lines that people of various origins 

can be united in respect of difference, but in the previous speech, he on the contrary 

refused any expression of different culture in France. 

 François Fillon characterizes himself as gaulliste37 and patriot. In this regard, he 

refers to Charles de Gaulle in several discourses and in accordance with his thoughts, he 

emphasizes French national greatness and authority. For instance, he starts one of his 

speech in Paris with words: “I am looking at you and I see great and beautiful people of 

France. You are great people, who are free and sovereign.” (Fillon 2017c, np) By these 

glorifications, he wants to persuade French people that they are better than others coming 

from abroad. It consequently evokes feelings that foreigners are less beautiful, and they 

want to damage French tradition of freedom. He depicts France as one of the five major 

powers in the world and he pledges to make from French Republic first European power 

in ten years. To illustrate, in the introduction to his election program, we can find this 

passage:  

 

“France disposes with wonderful triumphs. It is not only great country, not only 

fifth world power, it is the Nation! We must restore our national pride. France 

must strengthen its identity and radiate its greatness beyond the borders. The 

world knows us as the power with its authentic spirit and greatness of our 

achievements. I want greater France than it actually is, I want united, happy and 

confident France. ” (Fillon 2017a, p. 3)  

 

In line with gaullisme and patriotism, he encourages citizens to be more proud of French 

history and its triumphs. Fillon tries to evoke the feeling of loss of national pride and 

identity among the people which is caused mainly by arrival of new cultures into French 

territory. These vague statements with the goal of restoring French grandeur around 

Gaullist line caused that voters struggled to distinguish his rhetoric from either the centre 

or the extreme right. 

 It is inevitable to mention, that François Fillon does not hide the fact, that he is a 

Catholic. Although his rhetoric is based on traditional Catholic values and he often 

emphasizes Christian roots of French society, he is very careful to couch his political 

                                                 
37 Gaullism is French political stance stemming from thoughts and political performance of Charles de 

Gaulle. Gaullism can be perceived as a sort of patriotism emphasizing French national greatness and 

independence based on stability and authority of the state.  
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discourse in language respectful to secularism. Fillon is strong defender of this republican 

principle. To be more concrete, he perceives it as “wonderful achievement of our country, 

which must be actively defended.” (Fillon 2017e, np) According to him, it is unacceptable 

to choose religion that denounces its believers to social pressure.  

 

“I appeal to all the women, who are hiding, who are abused, because they decided 

to wear different clothes in the name of religion. I appeal to all female doctors, 

who cannot heal men because of religion. I promise these women that I will fight 

with them to defend their fundamental rights. No other rights than those of the 

Republic do not exist in France.” (Ibid, 2017) 

 

Muslim immigrants are considered to be the biggest threat to essential pillar of French 

national identity - laïcité. Fillon constructs Muslim women as victims of their own faith, 

who suffer from following their religion. Fillon neglects the possibility, that they wear 

Islamic veil, because they want to express their own identity.  

 It is important to highlight, that François Fillon perceives contemporary identity 

of France in broader European context as well. In his election program, he depicts France 

as part of  brilliant European civilization with Christian roots. He calls for strengthening 

cultural education and developing consciousness about this singular civilisation. His goal 

is to enforce sovereign France in a Europe of respectful nations. French Republic, as one 

of the founders of European Union, is the right member to become first leading nation in 

Europe.  

 To conclude, François Fillon has obviously grand ambitions with France and its 

role in the world. But in each speech, he emphasizes that everything begins from self-

awareness of its own greatness of national identity. French pride is the best driving motor 

for action. For this reason, he uses only positive superlatives and self-glorifications for 

description of France. It consequently markedly contrasts with the identity of foreigners 

with different cultures, who threaten not only traditional values of French republic, but 

values of European civilization as well.  

 

4.2.2 Construction of Migrant “Other” 

 

 Immigration and security present key themes at François Fillon’s campaign. He 

actively links these two issues. When we look at his political discourses, one of the most 
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used phrases is to protect France primarily within the context of external enemies, who 

are presented by immigrants. According to him, it is unacceptable to continue in policy 

of uncontrolled immigration. He suggests to take back control of immigration by 

imposing quotas on non-European Union nationals. He specifically speaks about quotas 

during the discourse in Nice, which is devoted to his proposals including immigration 

policy in France. It is noteworthy that Fillon chose Nice for immigration speech intently, 

whereas 86 people were killed there in July of 2016 in a truck attack claimed by Islamic 

State. (Galante, 2017, np.) He knew that inhabitants of the city targeted by terrorist attack 

committed by perpetrator with foreign origin would be more prone to support his anti-

immigrant measures. 

 

“To get situation back under control, France must reduce its immigration to a 

minimum. Parliament must adopt adequate quotas each year limiting the 

number of foreigners, who can be admitted to France, considering our economic 

needs and our integration capacities.” (Fillon 2017b, np) 

 

As we can observe, paragraph starts with the saying, that it is inevitable to get situation 

back under control. By this phrase Fillon purposely highlights urgency of the 

contemporary state and  evokes fears among the French citizens about uncontrollable 

situation. He also puts an emphasis on the fact that France must adapt its immigration 

policy due to its economic needs and integration capacities. Without quotas, there is no 

chance to realize immigration with proper integration and assimilation. In the next part 

of the speech, he is more concrete and he says:  

 

“France is generous country, but it is not a mosaic and territory without a limit. 

It is a nation with the right to choose, who can join it. France has also the right to 

demand from foreigners to comply with it rules and customs. Our tradition of 

openness and hospitability must be reasonable and reasoned. We have 6 million 

unemployed people and almost 9 million poor people.” (Ibid, 2017)  

 

François Fillon depicts positive image of France as hospitable, generous and open 

country which is abused by immigrants. Positive illustration of French “Self” is put into 

contrast with disrespectable immigrants who do not care about rules and customs of 

French Republic. Moreover, by mentioning exact numbers of unemployed and poor 

people, Fillon wants to make a higher pressure on the French citizens about seriousness 

of the situation. Migrant “Other” is portrayed as burden for French society.  
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 Fillon likewise Marine Le Pen tends to depict immigrants as delinquents. It has 

been already suggested in last citation, where he says that foreigners do not behave in 

accordance with French rules and customs. For this reason, migrants sentenced for crimes 

and offenses should be expelled from the French territory to their country of origin. 

Delinquency of immigrants is most visible in banlieues: “There are places in France, 

where the feeling of belonging to the same nation has disappeared. Identity ignorance 

has advanced and integration has backed away. I think of inhabitants of these 

neighbourhoods, where dealers and Salafists imposed laws against those of Republic.” 

(Fillon 2017b, np) By failing to respect values of Republic and not willing to integrate, 

people mainly of foreign origin live in anarchy there. Fillon sees these immigrants as 

offensive dealers and Salafists. Dangerous districts are consequently inaccessible to 

police and firemen, what means that Republic lost its control in these quartiers. 

According to Fillon, it is necessary to restore authority and ensure national unity. He sees 

the solution in strengthening the role of mayors and municipal police who are closer to 

population. 

 François Fillon markedly calls attention to illegal immigrants and considers them 

as security threat in his speeches. He says, that situation radically worsened after the year 

of 2012, when asylum applications have exploded. “Although, our country has always 

been prepared to provide sanctuary to many asylum seekers and refugees, we cannot 

admit to be overflowed by those, who do not have this status. The length of procedures 

allows the illegals to settle down in France.” (Ibid, 2017) He suggests to reduce time for 

examining asylum application and create the possibility to submit application abroad in 

the country of their origin in French consulates.  

 

“Too often, immigration is encouraged by the attractiveness of our social system. 

Those, who arrive to our country, do so mainly because they have heard in their 

countries stricken by misery and dictatorship stories giving them a high 

expectation about French welfare system. It is not acceptable, that foreigners 

come to France for the sole purpose of benefiting from our national solidarity.” 

(Fillon 2017c, np) 

 

Fillon describes immigrants as parasites, who pretend to be asylum seekers just because 

they want to receive social benefits from France. To stop this calculative behaviours, he 

proposes to set social benefits according to length of migrant’s residence. His second 

suggested measure concerns the rule that foreigners would be permitted to apply for 
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housing and family allowances only after two years. This period will make it possible to 

check the newcomer’s willingness to integrate and to assess, whether he is truly 

financially independent. “For foreigners in an irregular situation, it is necessary to put 

an end to financial leakage of state education system and medical aid, whose cost exceeds 

one billion euros, and whose number of beneficiaries has increased by 50 percent since 

2012.” (Fillon 2017b, np) Fillon blames irregular immigrants to parasite on French 

welfare system, and by mentioning percentage, he wants to persuade people that most of 

immigrants coming to France are illegal liars who arrived to parasite on French 

hospitability. On the other hand, he does not believe to be morally possible to limit the 

right to free education for children of illegal immigrants. “The children are not 

responsible. It is the honour of the Republic to ensure this schooling.” (Ibid, 2017) 

 When it comes to Lene Hansen’s concept of the degrees of Otherness, we can 

observe the same pattern of splitting migrant subject into Muslims and terrorists as we 

have already observed in the case of Marine Le Pen. Every time, when François Fillon 

starts to speak about immigration, he continuously goes to the themes concerning terrorist 

attacks, radical Islam and Islamic totalitarianism.  

“I am with you, with my all heart still hurt by the tragedy of 14th July38. Trust me, 

I will use all means to destroy the Islamic State and its terrorist ramifications. 

Islamic totalitarianism opposes our values of liberty – stronger and more 

beautiful than theirs.” (Fillon, 2017b) 

 

Fillon intentionally refers to terrorist attacks, because he wants persuade people about 

imminent security threat which will flourish without implementation of tougher radical 

measures in the near future. He therefore actively securitizes immigration as existential 

threat requiring emergency measures. One of the necessary actions to implement is to 

review Schengen border area. Due to him, it is unacceptable, that assailant of attack in 

Europe, most recently in Berlin, was able to travel easily across the continent before being 

detained by police. “Regarding the war on Islamic totalitarianism, since European 

borders are not protected by our partners, France is forced to re-establish lasting control 

at its borders.” (Ibid, 2017) To make his arguments more credible, he points out to the 

                                                 
38 François Fillon is speaking about the terrorist attack of 14 July 2016, when truck was driven into 

crowds of people on the promenade in Nice. It resulted in 86 death and 458 injured people. ISIS claimed 

the responsibility for the attack. (Galante, 2017, np) 
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United States, where people must wait more than two hours at the airports to enter the 

country.  

Fillon puts into contradiction French values of liberty, which are stronger and 

more beautiful than the barbarian values of radical Muslims. “State of emergency is 

everywhere and especially in this war that Islamic totalitarianism declared to the free  

societies and primarily to France.” (Fillon 2017c, np) Fillon persuades his audience 

about war which radical Islam declared against European nations, but primarily against 

France. Fillon compares “radical Islam” to the “totalitarianism of the Nazis” and reckons 

France should make fighting radical Islamists its major goal. Fillon even published book 

in the course of campaign with direct and specific title: “Vanquishing Islamic 

Totalitarianism.” Book deals with question of war against radical Islam, he expresses his 

opinion about religion and Republican values. “Let’s stop kidding ourselves,” he wrote. 

“France doesn’t have a problem with religion. The problem is linked with Islam.” (Fillon, 

2016, p. 32) Fillon labels Islam as a problem in French republican society and he portrays 

himself as the only candidate capable of dealing with this trouble.  

One should note, that François Fillon talks also to “good” Muslims in his 

speeches. “In this fight (against radical Islam), I will need help of our Muslim 

compatriots against those, who want to bring down our freedom.” (Fillon 2017b, np) It 

means, that he adopts flexible ontology of identity construction, where he splits Otherness 

into radical ones and those less radical, who are capable of positive change.  

 

“France must succeed in this historic mission to show the world, that an Islam of 

Enlightenment and Islam of progress is possible. We will succeed with our 

Muslim compatriots, who must rise up against obscurantism of Islamic 

totalitarianism.  Able to clearly reject inequality between men and women. 

Islam must consent to the same duties as all other religions on French soil.” 

(Fillon 2017c, np)  

 

As we can see, François Fillon does not denounce Islam completely. He claims, that this 

religion has chance for peaceful coexistence with the Republic in case of respectful 

interpretation based on French secularism. It is the principal mission of France to show 

Muslim compatriots, that the path of reconciliation is possible.  

 To sum up, the discourses articulated above demonstrated that François Fillon 

relied on process of differentiation aiming at construction of French Self against Migrant  
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Other. Consequently, the identity of the French Self is posited vis-à-vis radical, extremist 

Migrant Otherness. Regarding three framing types of identity (Figure 9), spatially the 

Other is identified by unintegrated immigrants mainly from Muslim countries who do not 

respect secular republican principles of France. In contradiction to them French Self 

composing of native citizens and assimilated immigrants respectful to French values is 

depicted. The fact that some Muslim immigrants are already successfully assimilated 

indicates potential assimilation of Other from temporal point of view. Ethically, 

immigrants from Muslim world aimed at supremacy of Islamic totalitarianism in all 

aspect of French society. It is the historical mission of France to show them the possibility 

of developed, enlightened Islam. 

 

Figure 9: Spatial, temporal and ethical dimensions in Self vs. Other identity construction  

 

 Obviously, François Fillon chose similar rhetoric as Marine Le Pen, as he looked 

to win votes from the far-right party. In the same manner, he locates privileged signs of 

French self as civilized and lawful in contrast to barbarian and criminal Migrant Other. 

However Fillon more points out to expansiveness of Islam in French territory to which 

France must be resistant. He constantly warns that democratic France is in war with 

Islamic totalitarianism. We were therefore forced to modify previous chart of Marine Le 

Pen and highlight privileged signs : democratic and resistant France on the one side and 

expansive and totalitarian Migrant on the other side.  
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Figure 10: The differentiation and linking of “the French Self” and “Migrant Other” 

(Hansen, 2006, p. 38)  

 

4.3 Emmanuel Macron 
 

 Emmanuel Macron was relatively inexperienced in the world of party politics. 

Between the years of 2006 and 2009, he was a party member of the Socialists. François 

Hollande brought him to public’s attention in 2014, when he was appointed to be Minister 

of Economy. Macron’s economic policy was in favour of free market, private enterprise 

and his orientation on pro-business reforms were out of left-wing socialist line. In august 

2016, he resigned his post of Minister and started to work on own project based on the 

vision of merging centre-left and centre-right into one party. In April 2016, he announced 

the formation of new progressive movement En Marche! (“On the move!”) unifying left 

and right and transcending traditional cleavage in French politics. (Hewlett, 2017, p. 378) 

In this vein, only several months prior to the presidential election, he began the journey 

to the Elysée with no large party machine behind him. 

 Most of the politicians did not take his candidature seriously and considered him 

to be too vague or ambiguous. Some of them even labelled him as “prodigal son” of 

François Hollande whose he betrayed. (Cudel, 2017, np.) The fact that Macron had never 

participated as a candidate in any election prior to 2017 presidential contest, and he was 

absolute novice to electoral politics made him less credible in the eyes of the rivals. 

(Kuhn, 2017, p. 367) It is noteworthy that each former presidential candidate of the Fifth 
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republic was elected to particular political post before becoming president, with the only 

important exception of de Gaulle. Regardless the critics coming from his political 

counterparts, Macron had relatively positive media coverage. He organised many 

meetings, gathered with normal French people and visited places, where other politicians 

did not go. By these rallies, he gave to the French faith that even though contemporary 

political system does not work, he can form something new and better – with larger 

representation of civil society and women in the Parliament. (Ballová, 2017b, np.) 

Citizens got a feel, that someone is listening and trying to understand them.  

 Macron concentrated only on yourself in presidential campaign and performed as 

progressive politician who is not rightist and leftist neither. His movement combined 

ideologies of both traditional parties: in economy tended to be more liberal and in social 

issues leftist. Macron promised “democratic revolution” of progressive, liberal and pro-

European France in contrast to current “empty” political system. (Hewlett, 2017, p. 379) 

His movement rapidly gained more members than the governing Socialists party. Image 

of young politician, who wants unify French people, won the favour among whole 

Republic. His victory of the 2017 French presidential election has challenged the 

established bipolarisation of the French party system, since he has become first president 

of Fifth republic, who is not from traditional right-wing or left-wing political party. 

 

For the purpose of our discourse analysis, we work with following material:  

a) Public speech of Emmanuel Macron devoted to French national identity held in 

Orléans on 8th Mai 2016 (Intervention d’Emmanuel Macron à Orléans)  

b) 100-minute speech of Emmanuel Macron “Initiative for Europe” held in Sorbonne 

on 26th September 2016 (Initiative pour l’Europe) 

c) Election programme: Emmanuel Macron president – My contract with the Nation 

(Mon contrat avec la Nation) 

d) Public speech of Emmanuel Macron in Berlin on 10th January 2017 (Discours 

d’Emmanuel Macron à Berlin) 

e) Interview with Emmanuel Macron about the culture held on 27th January 2017 

(Interview d’Emmanuel Macron sur France Culture)  

f) Public speech of Emmanuel Macron in Lyon on 4th February 2017 (Discours 

d’Emmanuel Macron à Lyon) 
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4.3.1 French national identity – construction of French “Self”  

  

In contrast with Marine Le Pen and François Fillon, Emmanuel Macron does not 

consider national identity as the key issue in his speeches and he perceives nation rather 

inclusive than exclusive. We could barely trying to find slogans rising nationalism in his 

discourses as we did in previous two cases.  

 

“French national identity is a constantly renewed project to which one should 

fulfil its duties before asking for the rights. It is an open project that has always 

welcomed the other and the weak. It is an original project forged on a culture 

and looking for universal. Demanding and generous. That’s our identity.” 

(Macron, 2016a, p. 5) 

 

Emmanuel Macron highlights openness of French national identity, what indicates his 

revolutionary plans to innovate and improve life in France. He refused the idea that 

identity is fixed or closed. There are many important historical figures, who forged 

national identity, and France must continue in this process. For stronger democracy and 

vitality in France, it is necessary to overcome French borders and to be internationally 

open. Macron underlines, that France is hospitable country ready to welcome foreigners 

and asylum seekers. He therefore does not present the need to enclose the frontiers, but 

on the contrary “France in its strength, in the spirit of justice and progress” should 

continue in the tradition of hospitability. “Because the hope is rooted in our history. The 

hope that incites a family to give up of everything to come to live with us, learn our 

language and  understand our history.” (Macron, 2016a, p. 4) But on the other side, 

France is also demanding. Foreigners coming here must be aware of the commitment to 

study language, history and culture.  

 Macron similarly as Le Pen and Fillon does not support concept of 

multiculturalism. He claims, that Anglo-Saxon multicultural model is not in accordance 

with French secularism. “I built my political identity and my deep conviction on 

secularism of 1905 defining neutrality of the state, and with the desire to integrate 

everyone into a common political project.” (Macron  2017c, np.) He argues, that 

“multiculturalism is not our history” in contrast with secularism “rooted in the heart of 

the French national pact”. (Ibid) In his political programme, he writes about strict 

application of secularism. He suggests concrete measures: developing the knowledge and 

providing specific formation of different religions together with lifting a ban on the veil 
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at Universities. (Macron, 2017a, p.18) It is obvious that Macron, within the line of 

secularism, aims at freedom which allows at public space living together in the respect of 

another.     

Any unconquerable frontier to glorify Us in contrast to Them is not used in the 

case of Macron. Although he uses these pronouns, it is not for the purpose to depict Us 

more beautiful or needed. He does not aim to evoke feeling of less needed foreigners 

among the French citizens.  

 

“Freedom of conscience is fundamental for our nation. It is the way how to live 

with others, among the French. This is what authorizes elements founding our 

identity: dialogue, debate, exchange, recognition, tolerance. And to do this, we 

must get out of the hate speech. It is necessary to defend freedom and not to 

stigmatize others just because of their religion. Never. It divides the country. But 

in the same way, to respect our national identity, one should not refuse to shake 

hand with a woman by the title of religion. I do not accept that.” (Macron 2017d, 

np.)  

 

We can see that Macron tries to demonstrate, how French people should peacefully 

coexist with Migrant Other. He emphasizes dialogue and tolerance as fundamental 

elements of French national identity. By mentioning hate speech dividing society, he 

indirectly calls attention to his rivals who demonizes Migrant Other in order to raise fears 

from difference among the citizens. At the end of the paragraph, Macron condemns 

behaviour which is in conflict with republican values of French society. Immigrants must 

respect principles of the territory, where they decided to live regardless of their religion.  

 Although Emmanuel Macron does not delineates strict frontier of better Us in 

opposition to Migrant Other, he describes his election program “as patriotic project 

aiming at reconciling France”. In these terms, Macron often appeal for unique fervour 

and love to the Nation. 

 

We are all same, everyone with our differences, vibrating for the same cause. 

Continuing the same ambition to bring France into new century by carrying our 

beautiful values, by bringing our rich history. We all love freedom and 

universe and we are all able to refuse an established order, to want change the 

rules in every moment. For that I want to reconcile France with the world, 

reconcile freedom and equality, which have been divided for too long, to create 

a collective future, to find the progress that unites all of us. (Macron 2017d, np.)  
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Macron wants to renew patriotism. In the process of renewal, French people must still be 

aware of their rich history and beautiful values. “Because to restore France’s brilliance 

means to restore confidence of French people.” (Fillon 2017a, p. 19) It is time to move 

on. To change established and ineffective order. Macron desires to restore democracy in 

politics and overcome traditional bipolarisation of the French party system. “I do not tell 

you that the left and the right mean nothing and it no longer exists. But are these divisions 

in historical moments indispensable?” To make his argument more credible, he refers to 

François Mitterand. “Did party affiliation play any role, when François Mitterand 

delivered his great speech about Europe a few weeks before his death? No. You must be 

only French in crucial moment, nothing else is important.” (Macron, 2017d, np.) By 

saying this sentence, candidate of En Marche aims at convincing his audience about 

inutility of traditional party cleavage in the decisive moments, since he is a leader of 

independent centrist party. This statement could be considered as quite provoking, 

whereas established bipolarisation has the origin in French revolution and belongs 

necessarily to French political identity. According to Macron current functioning of 

political system is not transparent and opened enough. In this respect, he defends equality 

between women and men. Macron highlights that “by defending gender equality, we do 

not defend women, we defend our society and the common vitality of our identity. At least 

half of our candidates must be women. ” (Macron 2017c, np.) We can observe that 

Emmanuel Macron suggests many changes mainly due to traditional French political 

identity and he calls this process “une hygiène démocratique nécessaire”.  (Ibid) 

 Emmanuel Macron often refers to important characters from French history such 

as before mentioned François Mitterand or Charles de Gaulle, but due to his speeches, the 

greatest historical heroine is Joan of Arc39. This glorious figure gave three lessons to 

France which forms French national identity until now. Firstly, people are force of 

progress – the established order of things cannot be endured, if it is unfair. Secondly, 

France will succeed only if the government manages to reconcile France. Differences 

should not be denied. And thirdly, citizens should trust to energy of the country – it is not 

enough to love the country, people must also have a reliance on its homeland. (Macron 

2017c, np) Emmanuel Macron chose Joan of Arc intently, because she was the gender-

                                                 
39 Jeanne d’Arc is French heroine, who led French army during the Hundred Years War against England. 

Later, she was accused of heresy and burned at the stake in Normandy under the English rule. Afterwards, 

she was canonized as a Roman Catholic Saint. (Eschner, 2017, np)  
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bending woman fearless of revolution and change. Her philosophy suits with his plans of 

departure from what France has known for many years. 

 In terms of French national identity construction, it is necessary to emphasize that 

Emmanuel Macron perceives it in broader European context. He starts his 100-minute 

speech “Initiative for Europe” at the Sorbonne in Paris by these words:  

 

“I have come to talk to you about Europe. Because this is where our battle lies, 

our history, our identity, our horizon, what protects us and gives us a future. […] 

Only Europe can guarantee sovereignty to defend our values and interests. 

Europe is what constructs our profound identity.” (Macron 2016b, np)  

 

Instead of concentrating energy on internal divisions, France should consider how to 

make a Europe stronger.  We can see that Macron understands by our all Europe in this 

case. “If we want to be credible on the international scene, we have to speak as 

Europeans.” (Macron 2017b, np) He persuades his audience about larger credibility of 

European identity than French. Following his words, France must be reasonable and 

resists the fantasy of national retrenchment, because without the will to act together 

countries remain powerless. “Maximum diversity in minimum space: that is what Europe 

is about. We built a unique common democratic political construction of peace, freedom 

and prosperity.” (Ibid) Due to him, although the European construction was initiated by 

men of experience, it is now on young people to develop this project. In this context 

Macron highlights that he defends an Erasmus programme generalized to all students. “It 

is to forge our identity and this ethic, grounded in the knowledge of the other rather than 

the fear of neighbour.” (Macron 2017d, np.) French national identity should be therefore 

developed by knowledge of foreign culture and identity. 

To conclude, although we used so far only Lene Hansen’s variability of the 

degrees of Otherness, the same pattern can be applied on discursive construction of Self. 

Emmanuel Macron in his speeches splits Self into French and European. Indeed, each 

citizen living in France should considered himself primarily as French, but since France 

shares with Europe common history, values and interests, the individual should be aware 

of his European identity as well. 
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4.3.2 Construction of Migrant “Other” 

 

 Emmanuel Macron has not devoted large part of his campaign to immigration 

issue. It would be fruitless to search for the words “migrant” or “migration” in his election 

program. Macron concentrated on different themes such as unemployment, economic 

revitalization or democratic reforms. However, even if Macron did not address to 

immigration any word in paper program, he partially did it in his official discourses. 

Macron does not find himself in assimilationist philosophy of the right and extreme right. 

The candidate of En Marche suggests integration as a cornerstone of his immigration 

proposals. He proposes “strengthen integration by offering each foreigner in regular 

situation language formation” and “encourage municipalities to launch integration 

programs”.40 (Macron, 2017a, p. 18)  

 Emmanuel Macron tries to not reinforce perception of immigrants as security 

threat and refuses linkage of these two issues. In accordance with the laïcité, he wants to 

provide liberty to all religions living in France within the bounds of French republican 

law. In his discourse in Lyon, he gives an example of woman who he met in Lyon and 

she said to him: “I am prevented from working with the veil.” Macron reacts to this 

experience of Muslim lady very negatively. “This woman lost part of her freedom and if 

we accept such a behaviour, we are opposing our core values..” Macron reasons that she 

does not work in a public space, where neutrality is required. “Secularism should be a 

shield and not threat to anyone. It is a freedom for all.” (Macron 2017d, np.) In this case, 

Macron depicts immigrant as victim and he tries to evoke feelings of sympathy and 

responsibility among the French citizens. He indicates that if French citizens have 

suchlike behaviour, they are losing their national identity.   

 Macron condemns negative representation of immigrants. He is saying that 

“immigration should not worry French population [...] It is a chance for France from 

economic, cultural and social point of view.” (Macron, 2017, Lyon) Herein, we can notice 

contribution of immigrants to French society and in contrast to his opponents, positive 

representation of Migrant Other. Macron perceives them as part of the society which 

actively helps to develop country economically, culturally and socially. In Macron’s 

speech in Paris, we can also find the term “the immigration of knowledge”. It means that 

                                                 
40 Although these two measures are from his program, he did not use the term migrant in them, but only 

foreigner.   
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centrist presidential candidate supports reduce formalities for acquisition of visas for 

talents. This measure should develop circulation of visas for professionals and at the same 

time simplify access to labour market for foreign students graduated with master’s degree 

in France. 

 “We cannot lack effectiveness and humanity, closing borders would be both 

illusionary and ineffective.” (Macron 2016b, np.) In this respect, he says that migration 

crisis is not a crisis, but long-lasting challenge which has emerged from the profound 

inequalities of globalization. This challenge concerns not only France, but whole Europe. 

 

“We must understand that our true borders are the EU borders. When we speak 

about migration, when we speak about terrorism, it is not about national 

domestic borders. We must preserve the Schengen Agreement. We all need 

pragmatic and much more efficient European answer. Those who pretend to kill 

Schengen, they just want to restore national and domestic answer. It is not 

efficient.” (Macron, 2017d, np.) 

 

Within the context of migration challenge, Macron clearly delineates European borders. 

He believes that only right answer to this challenge is a European answer, and he does 

not suppose that current organisation is sufficient vis-à-vis new environment. In these 

terms, the only possible solution is construction of a common area for borders, asylum 

and migration. Macron therefore suggests reforms of European migration policy 

including external police force at common borders, genuine asylum policy, a large-scale 

programme to train and integrate refugees. First, European border police force would 

provide rigorous management of borders across Europe and the return of those who 

cannot stay. Second, genuine European asylum office would accelerate procedures and 

interconnected database would facilitate administrative procedures, whereas French 

administrative currently process many asylum application which European partners have 

already declined. And third, common training for integration of refugees would help to 

find a place for refugees. (Macron 2016b, np.) We can observe that Emmanuel Macron 

has concrete measures in mind how to deal with immigration and he does not speak about 

the challenge in national terms. By this way French citizens get a feel that they do not 

face immigration alone, but there are other European nations with who they can 

cooperate. Macron does not suggest any radical action to halt immigration but on the 

contrary, he proposes progressive reforms of future cooperation in this sphere.  
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 When it comes to terrorist threat, the candidate of En Marche considers it as the 

present largest danger with the stated goal of splitting European free societies. Combat 

against terrorism must be similarly waged with cooperation of all EU countries and 

primarily with Germany. Macron suggests to recruit more police officers and 

reorganisation of intelligence forces. He refuses to adopt any measures, which would have 

an impact on immigration. In this regard, centrist candidate does not link Migrant Other 

with the threat of Islamist jihadism.  

 

“In a lot of our debates, there is much confusion between refugees, migrants and 

terrorists. Muslim people can witness the reality of this awful mixture. We 

have to be tough and lucid on terrorism, we have to be very strict when 

communitarianism increased and when some people want to weaken and 

jeopardise our societies, but we do so to protect our values and our people. If 

we forgot our values, what is the purpose of such an initiative, of the fight?” 

(Macron 2017b, np.) 

 

Macron denies the mixture between terms refugee, migrant and terrorist. He mentions 

Muslims for illustration, since they get used to be automatically associated with terrorists 

or refugees. France should be strict on individuals jeopardising French Republic, but no 

linkage of migrant with terrorist should not be utilized. By contrast, there must be a stress 

on differentiation of words, if France wants to live in accordance with its values. Macron 

also brings attention to communitarianism which weakens French national identity. In 

light of this social and political philosophy, Macron wants to put an end to all associations 

under cover of religion attacking the Republic. In his programme, there is an appeal for 

closing places of worship where radical preachers have an apology for terrorism. (Macron 

2017a, p. 19) He warns against Islamic radicalisation and terrorist propaganda.  

 Regarding refugees and asylum seekers, Emmanuel Macron claims that it is “our 

duty to protect refugees when they risk their lives with families at home and on their way. 

Our duty is to organize ourselves with a common organisation to deal with that.” 

(Macron 2017b, np.) According to him, it is the worst scenario, if asylum seekers risk 

their lives without any perspective of the final answer. Macron proposes in his program 

to examine asylum demands in less than 6 months. “It is necessary to welcome with 

dignity these refugees, who have the right on protection from France. The others will be 

returned without delay to their country to minimize appearance of illegal immigrants.” 

(Macron 2017d, np.) We can observe that in contrast to Marine Le Pen and François 
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Fillon, who framed refugees as parasites benefiting of French welfare state, Emmanuel 

Macron is prepared to provide sanctuary to all these asylum seekers who have no other 

option besides of running away from war-torn country and searching for save place. 

  To reduce inequalities and drive the migration phenomenon, Emmanuel Macron 

calls for deeper development partnership between Europe and Africa. 

 

“We also need to look further, and I want to say clearly that even the most robust 

borders and most ambitious security policy will not suffice to curb long term 

migration flows. Only stabilization and development in countries of origin will 

dry them up. Today’s great migrations are fuelled by the inequalities that have 

taken root and the resulting crises.” (Macron 2016b, np.)  

 

Macron wants to increase development aid to Africa. French foreign policy should be 

based on far-reaching project of mutual investment, education, health and energy in the 

Mediterranean area. “We cannot forget that Mediterranean is the heart of our 

civilisation.” (Ibid) According to him problems must be solved where they arose, and if 

Europe fails to seize this opportunity, whole EU will face all of the consequences. We 

can see that Macron uses for the first time words such as migration flows or great 

migration in the statement. He wants emphasize the necessity of deeper cooperation and 

help to these developing countries, because without the development aid, immigration 

flows will continue even in greater extent.  

 Overall, although Emmanuel Macron utilizes pronouns such as “we”, “us”, 

“them” and “other”, he denounces the rhetoric accusing immigrants of security problems 

as previous two candidates. He does not securitize Migrant Other as suspected from being 

part of terrorist attacks and condemns negative perception of foreigners in France. If we 

should apply three framing types of identity (Figure 11) due to Lene Hansen, we can find 

positive temporal representation of immigrants, who are identified as chance for France 

from economic, cultural and social point of view. France on the other side presents 

developed land of economic opportunities. Spatially are immigrants framed as non-native 

residents coming from Mediterranean area, who look for sanctuary in France to leave 

war-torn countries. Ethical reason of their arrival to France is necessity, since they have 

no other option except of leaving oppressive regime of their homeland. 
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Figure 11: Spatial, temporal and ethical dimensions in Self vs. Other identity construction 

 

 Further objective of our analysis was to find positive signs of France and devalued 

signs of Migrant Other, but whereas Emmanuel Macron is very modest in using negative 

signs for representation of immigrants and does not depict Migrant Other in contradiction 

to French Self, application of Lene Hansen’s model of linking and differentiation would 

be pointless. We can summarize that France is in his view constructed as strong, 

generous, tolerant and developed. But Macron does not utilize any adjectives to describe 

Migrant Other negatively. Macron many times repeated, that he denies to establish his 

campaign on the hatred. Candidate of En Marche promised human and more efficient 

solution for migration challenge within the frame of European Union. With regard to this 

position, he gained most of the votes in the second round and won against Euro-sceptic, 

the right-wing extreme candidate Marine Le Pen. 

 

4.4 Comparison of presidential candidates 
 

 Using the method of discourse analysis, the principal goal of this chapter was to 

identify to what extent was the immigration constructed as security threat and whether 

major presidential candidates put an emphasis on risk of loss of national identity in their 

speeches by dividing society among “Us” and “Them” in the context of defence of “our” 

country. For the purpose of discourse analysis Lene Hansen’s identity construction model 

was used. We aimed to identify variability of the degrees of otherness; spatial, temporal 
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and ethical aspect of identity construction and process of linking and differentiation in 

the discourses.  

 

4.4.1 French national identity – Construction of French “Self”  

 

 After analysis of three presidential candidates with different party affiliation in a 

scale from extreme right through right to centrist, we can observe repeating signs possible 

to locate in each selected discourse. According to construction of French Self, all three 

candidates referred to republican model regarding national identity and French values. It 

was essential element for positive self-representation stemming from French historical 

tradition. Republican model aspired to establish cultural unity, what was visible in 

speeches of all three candidates.  

 In line with republicanism, we can see emphasis on laïcité directed against Muslim 

immigrants who were considered to be the biggest threat to this fundamental pillar of 

French national identity. Candidates defended law of 1905 which put into practice 

concept separating church and state. Even if, they wanted to implement it to all spheres 

of public life, both candidates – Marine Le Pen and François Fillon highlighted Christian 

roots of French republic as well. In accordance with secularism, they called for ban on 

ostensible religious symbols and inadequate behaviour at schools, hospitals and all public 

institutions.  

 Multiculturalism was depicted in direct opposition to French laïcité, whereas it 

permits to express migrants their unique culture. All three candidates denounced this 

Anglo-Saxon model. There is only republican model and its values which should be 

respected by whole nation regardless religion and cultural origin of individuals. It is 

noteworthy that Marine Le Pen and François Fillon were in fond of complete assimilation 

of immigrants into French society, while Emmanuel Macron denied this assimilationist 

philosophy41. He suggested integration as a cornerstone of his immigration proposals 

which were in contradiction to communitarianism. Strengthening communitarianism was 

rejected by all candidates. Philosophy emphasizing the connection between the individual 

and community was considered as a tool for radicalising Muslim compatriots. It 

                                                 
41 The difference between assimilation and integration is very subtle but significant. Since assimilation is 

defined as adopting another culture and fully becoming part of a different society. Concept of integration 

aims at incorporating individuals from different groups into a society as equals. (O’Brien, 2016, np.)  
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encourages religious preaching of isolated ethnic communities and presents potential 

danger for Republic. 

 Attention of each candidate was also drawn to patriotism and passionate 

attachment to France. They called for reviving national sentiments and devotion to the 

homeland. France was depicted as beautiful, great, strong, generous, hospitable and 

tolerant. Mainly Marine Le Pen and François Fillon called for restoring French 

“greatness”. France should be number one in Europe. Emmanuel Macron thought 

differently and he perceived French national identity in broader European context. Some 

progress can be realized only by stronger cooperation in unique common democratic 

construction. Marine Le Pen absolutely refused European Union and she would have 

organised withdrawal referendum in case of victory. François Fillon was in European 

question reserved and he preferred progress of France at the expense of European 

partners. French Republic must be first European power in ten years according to him.  

For better summarization, we put together construction of French Self from 

previous subchapters of all candidates into one table (Figure 12). Table presents Lene 

Hansen’s model of spatial, temporal and ethical identity construction in relation to 

Migrant Other. Presidential candidates are organised with regard to their rhetoric. As the 

first is positioned Marine Le Pen, since she was the strictest in her speeches. Le Pen 

understood French national identity in its tightest and the most exclusive sense. François 

Fillon is classified as second. He perceived French Self in broader sense and did not 

denounce all immigrants. Fillon respected assimilated immigrants and considered them 

as a part of French Republic. Last place belongs to pro-European Emmanuel Macron who 

seaw nation rather inclusive than exclusive. Inspiring by Lene Hansen’s concept of the 

degrees of Otherness, we identified two degrees of Self split into French and European in 

his discourses. On the whole, we can see that every candidate was different regarding 

rhetoric of French Self construction. These expressional tendencies were highly 

influenced by their party affiliation defined at the beginning of each subchapter. 
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Figure 12:Comparison of  Spatial, temporal and ethical dimensions of French Self 

identity construction between major presidential candidates  

  

4.4.2 Construction of Migrant “Other” 

 

 When it comes to identity construction of Migrant Other, it is necessary to 

highlight vast difference between right-wing candidates and centrist Emmanuel Macron. 

Marine Le Pen and François Fillon designated immigration as existential threat to French 

society. They constructed from immigrants securitized issue by emotionally stressing out 

the danger of enormous, massive and uncontrolled waves of foreigners coming to France. 

Due to them, the country is not able to accept so many immigrants without affection of 

all spheres of French people’s lives. Le Pen and Fillon suggested radical halt to finish 

with this uncontrollable situation. Le Pen proposed exact limiting number of 10 000 

migrants per year in her program, Fillon planned put into practice quota system on non-

European Union nationals. It is obvious that suchlike measures were unreal, because the 

highest number of foreigners arriving to France are mainly family members of immigrants 

for the purpose of family reunification. EU legislation establishes common rules for the 
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right concerning this policy in member states.42 Marine Le Pen went in anti-immigration 

measures even further like Fillon. She proposed to expel many of them from the country. 

 Following the Lene Hansen’s concept of the degrees of Otherness, both rightist 

candidates used the same pattern splitting migrant subject into Muslims and terrorists. 

When they spoke about migration, they always continuously started to analyse terrorist 

attacks, Islamic totalitarianism and jihadism. François Fillon even purposely chose for his 

immigration speech Nice, since terrorist attack had been held there couple months before 

the discourse was made. Both candidates referred to terrorist events, because they wanted 

persuade people about imminent threat which would grow up without implementation of 

radical measures in the near future. However, it should be noted that François Fillon in 

contrast to Marine Le Pen accepted existence of good Islam capable of positive change 

in his discourses. He did not denounce Muslim compatriots completely like Marine Le 

Pen. In case that Muslims respected French republican model and secularism, there would 

be a chance for peaceful coexistence. 

 Besides the terrorist activity, both candidates depicted immigrant also as burden 

for French society. Immigration must be adapted to its economic needs. France is 

generous and hospitable country, but it is impossible to provide so many immigrants 

social benefits without limiting original French citizens. In this vein, they talked about 

illegal migrants who pretend to be asylum seekers only because they want to receive 

social benefits from France. Marine Le Pen also framed immigrants as delinquents who 

take the job away from French people. She claimed that without any well-founded 

information. Explore in more detail negative illustration of Migrant Self as delinquents, 

right-wing candidates spoke primarily about problematic areas called banlieues. They 

called these areas “zones out of law” ruled by radical Islam and criminals. Dangerous 

areas are consequently inaccessible to police. Republic lost its control in these districts. 

Immigration therefore causes that state is losing authority on its own territory.  

 In line with the rhetoric of Marine Le Pen and François Fillon, we can see that 

they outlined in each speech positive representation of “Us” (French) and negative 

representation of “Other” (Migrants). They actively used terminology including: wave, 

influx or invasion to evoke fear of demographic increase of immigrants. Migrant Other 

                                                 
42 The right to family reunification is established by the Directive on the right to family reunification from 

the year of 2003.  
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was framed as dangerous, barbarian, terroristic, unwanted and indoctrinated. Both 

candidates suggested concrete extraordinary measures how to stop these uncontrolled 

waves of dangerous immigrants. Whereas no one of them did not succeed in presidential 

election, we cannot know if the measures would be implemented in such an extent how 

they talked about. French people eventually voted for pro-EU centrist Emmanuel Macron 

who denounced to follow anti-immigration agenda of his right-wing opponents. He on 

the contrary stressed out economic, cultural and social potential of immigrants and their 

positive contribution to the country. Although he condemned negative representation of 

migrants, he proposed certain action how to face immigration challenge more effective. 

All these measures were in the context of EU, since he considered French national identity 

tightly interlocked with the European entity.  

  

Figure 13: Comparison of spatial, temporal and ethical dimensions in French Self 

identity construction between major presidential candidates 

 

To conclude, analysis of major presidential candidates’ discourses allows us to 

examine the most important and stable spatial, temporal and ethic elements of identity 

construction of Migrant Other. For better comparison, we put together two schemas of 

linking and differentiation process portraying privileged identity signs of French Self and 

respective devalued signs of Migrant Other according to Marine Le Pen and François 

Fillon. The adjectives were chosen following the basis of the accent to individual negative 

attributes  assigned to immigrants. Fillon failed to distinguish himself from either the 
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centre or the extreme right in his rhetoric, as he wished to win votes from the far-right 

party. He identified positive signs of civilized and lawful France in contrast to barbarian 

and criminal Migrant Other in the same manner as Marine Le Pen. But in comparison to 

Le Pen, he more spoke about expansiveness of Islam and about the war against Islamic 

totalitarianism. On closer inspection, he highlighted French Self as democratic and 

resistant and Migrant Other as expansive and totalitarianism. There is no schema 

regarding Emmanuel Macron’s position, since he does not frame negatively Migrant 

Other in contrast to French Self. Application of Lene Hansen’s model of linking and 

differentiation would be therefore pointless.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 14: Comparison of Marine Le Pen and François Fillon’ model of the 

differentiation and linking of the “French Self “ and “Migrant Other” (Hansen, 2016, p. 

38) 
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Conclusion 
 

The 2017 French presidential election differed from its precursors of the Fifth 

republic in many aspects. Former president François Hollande refused to run again for 

presidential office. Number of spoilt and invalid votes reached the record high level. 

Neither Right presented by François Fillon, nor Socialists headed by Benoît Hamon did 

not receive necessary share of votes to participate in the second round of presidential 

election. Two major political parties that have dominated French party system of the Fifth 

Republic since the Second World War were therefore eliminated before the final run-off 

to release the way for two political “outsiders”: far-right leader Marine Le Pen and centrist 

politician Emmanuel Macron. 

Migration and national identity issues played undoubtedly important role in the 

2017 French presidential elections. After the 2015 European migrant crisis and numerous 

terrorist attacks committed by perpetrators of foreign origin on the French soil increased 

anti-immigration moods and caused public demand for solutions to migratory issues in 

France. This master thesis aimed at discourse analysis of three major presidential 

candidates by using Lene Hansen’s self/other concept identity construction. Our attention 

was primarily paid to what extent was the immigration constructed as security threat and 

how did presidential candidates used political discourse for identity construction. 

Thesis consisted of four chapters that concerned different aspects of our research. 

First chapter introduced theoretical and methodological framework. The work was based 

on theory of the Copenhagen school and on methodology and research design of Lene 

Hansen. Concerning the Copenhagen school, mainly the concept of societal security and 

securitization process were crucial for our thesis. Lene Hansen’s identity construction 

model served as suitable tool for explaining how the identity is formed. We used her three 

analytical steps to examine identity construction including: (1) variability of otherness; 

(2) spatial, temporal and ethical aspect of identity construction and (3) process of linking 

and differentiation. Afterwards, socio-political background divided into two main parts 

was presented. Firstly, we described immigration policy, position of Islam in France and 

particular attention was paid to modern history of immigration since the second half of 

20th century. Secondly, the background of the 2017 French presidential election was 

explained with the focus on its twists and turns during the campaign. We introduced 

presidential candidates, election results and all exceptionalities linked with first and 
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second round. Last chapter presented the most important one, whereas it was devoted to 

empirical research of speeches of major presidential candidates. Using the discourse 

analysis method and Lene Hansen’s identity construction model, we aimed to answer 

research questions posed in the introduction. To make the section more organised, we 

split chapter into four parts reflecting discourse analysis of individual candidates. Last 

subchapter dealt with their comparison.  

Based on our analysis of three presidential candidates with different party 

affiliation in a scale from extreme right through right to centrist, it is possible to observe 

that candidates were approaching in some points of their rhetoric and in another points 

they markedly differed from. Obviously, right-wing candidates Marine Le Pen and 

François Fillon disposed with very resembling expressional tendencies mainly with 

regard to narrow concept of French national identity and immigration. Emmanuel Macron 

on the contrary refused their anti-immigration agenda and focused on positive 

representation of Migrant Other.  

All three candidates utilized pronouns like “we”, “us”, “our” while speaking to 

the French citizens. Marine Le Pen used these words for the purpose of excluding Migrant 

Other. She saw French national identity in its tightest and most exclusive sense. Only 

native citizens of France were understood under French Self in her view. François Fillon 

similarly delineated strict frontier between Us and Them, but in contrast to Le Pen, he 

also included assimilated immigrants, who respect republican values, to French national 

identity. Emmanuel Macron perceived nation in the most inclusive way and he claimed 

that it is constantly renewed project always ready to welcome the other and the weak. In 

line with Lene Hansen’s concept of the degrees of Otherness, we found out that the same 

model can be applied on discursive construction of Self in the case of Emmanuel Macron. 

National identity is depicted in broader context and he split it into French and European.  

Positive self-representation primarily in connection to French republican values 

and national identity was captured as the common sign of all three candidates. France was 

depicted as beautiful, great, strong, generous, hospitable and tolerant. Mainly Le Pen and 

Fillon used only positive superlatives and self-glorifications for description of France. 

They called for restoring French “greatness”. Attention of each candidate was also drawn 

to patriotism and passionate attachment to France, since they presented themselves as 

great patriots. We found many references to glorious characters of French history in the 
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speeches, but figure of Charles de Gaulle dominated in all discourses. In the same manner, 

they defended national motto: liberty, fraternity, equality; French form of secularism 

laïcité, and on the other hand denounced communitarianism and Anglo-Saxon model of 

multiculturalism.  

Although presidential candidates depicted French Self relatively similarly, they 

considerably varied in a way how they put France into contrast with Migrant Other. 

Marine Le Pen and François Fillon designates immigration as existential threat to French 

society. They constructed from immigrants securitized issue by emotionally stressing out 

the danger of enormous, massive and uncontrolled waves of foreigners coming to France. 

Due to them, French Republic is not capable of accepting such a number of immigrants 

without affection of all spheres of French people’s lives. Le Pen and Fillon suggested 

radical halt to finish with this uncontrollable situation. Migrant Other is framed as 

dangerous, barbarian, terroristic, unwanted and indoctrinated. By suchlike rhetoric, they 

aim to get the legitimacy for the future actions. Whereas neither Marine Le Pen, nor 

François Fillon did not win the presidential election, we cannot know if the measures 

would be implemented in such an extent how they talked about. We could have not 

examined all securitization process considering the fact that our analysis made a study 

only of a limited period before the 2017 French presidential elections. For this reason, we 

drew attention to securitization move (one-sided speech act) practiced by two candidates 

out of three in the presidential election. Le Pen and Fillon as securitizing actors of 

immigration put an emphasis on high risk of loss of national identity. They divided society 

among “us” and “them” in context of defence “our” country and split migrant subject into 

Muslims and terrorists. 

Our analysis was conducted one year after the 2017 French presidential election. 

In the run-up to presidential elections back in May, Emmanuel Macron refused anti-

immigration rhetoric of his right-wing rivals and in contrast to them opposed to express 

concerns over security linked with migration. However one year later, it is possible to 

observe that centrist politician seems to leave open door refugee policy and on the 

contrary he is determined to tighten French immigration. Few month after his victory, he 

declared end to the state of emergency almost two years after Paris terrorist attacks by 

signing counterterrorism law which enforce police to fight violent extremism. Human 

groups strongly denounced the law by saying that it establishes permanent state of 

emergency and harms citizens’ rights to liberty and freedom of assembly and religion. In 
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February 2018, Macron presented another tough new immigration bill and asylum law by 

claiming that France can not take in all the misery. (Osborne, 2017, np)  So we can see 

that even if Emmanuel Macron refused to securitize migration issue, now his rhetoric 

radically changed. Our aim was to conduct discourse analysis of presidential candidates’ 

speeches before the French presidential election, it is possible to observe that anti-

immigrant sentiment is constantly growing and is conducted by those politicians who 

would be at least expected to. For this reason, we suppose that immigration and national 

identity issues will continue to present rich field interfering in everyday life and are 

therefore very vital and actual for further research. 
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Summary  

 

 Cultural conflicts are observable in many countries of the West in last years. These 

disputes tend to deepen mainly because of growing migration. 9/11 terrorist attacks 

represented turning point for negative perception of immigrants. Politicians started to 

present immigration from poor and non-democratic regimes as the biggest threat for the 

society. Security speech of right-wing parties has begun to emphasize high risk of loss of 

national identity and divide society among “us” and “them” in context of defence “our” 

country on more frequent basis. France is not an exception and similar negative 

connotations are connected with immigrants in political debates and in media. Anti-

immigration moods in France even increased after 2015 terrorist attacks targeting offices 

of satirical magazine Charlie Hebdo and the deadliest attack on French soil since the 

World War Second – 2015 Paris terrorist attacks. When anti-immigration leader of Front 

National succeeded to second round for the first time in French history two years later in 

the 2017 French presidential election, whole world was wondering whether French 

Republic is going to leave its traditional liberal citizenship policy based on national 

motto: liberty, fraternity and equality. 

 In this work, we analysed election programs and presidential campaign speeches 

of three major presidential candidates of the 2017 French presidential election. Our goal 

was to examine securitization of immigration. Unlike the classic securitization model 

formed by the Copenhagen school, we relied on securitization move (one-sided speech 

act) since we could have not examined all securitization process considering the fact that 

our analysis made a study only of a limited period before the 2017 French presidential 

election. From methodological point of view, we used Lene Hansen’s self/other identity 

construction model. The analysis has shown that each candidate utilized pronouns to 

delineate particular frontier between French Self and Migrant Other. Right-wing 

candidates (Marine Le Pen and François Fillon) were characterized by very similar 

rhetoric according to French national identity and immigration. They constructed 

immigration as security threat by emotionally stressing out the danger of enormous and 

massive waves of foreigners coming to France. Emmanuel Macron on the contrary 

presented open door refugee policy and refused anti-immigration agenda of his rivals.  
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 The analysis of the text sample showed that immigration was securitized by two 

out of three candidates. Although Emmanuel Macron opposed to present negative image 

of immigrants, he at the same time denounced multiculturalism as a concept of 

coexistence of culturally diverse communities. He therefore argued that all immigrants 

should be integrated to French republican model of society respecting traditional form of 

secularism laïcité. One year after the 2017 French presidential elections, we can see that 

Emmanuel Macron has left his enthusiastic policy due to immigrants and by contrast he 

has proposed several tough immigration bills. It is therefore likely that immigration in 

France will continue to challenge the limits of liberal democracy and national identity.  
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