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they had to stay in the closet. “If you
admit you’re a Le Pen supporter, you’re
automatically marginalized in society,”
said a Paris schoolteacher at the May 1
rally who would gave her name only as
Catherine M. “I don’t tell my friends or
colleagues. I even hide it from my chil-
dren.”

Mr. Le Pen hoped that some of the
people who had voted for hard-left can-
didates in the first-round would continue
their protest politics in the second round
and vote for him, but very few did. Voter
turnout was nearly ten percent higher
than in the first round, and a huge part
of the electorate made it clear it was not
voting for Mr. Chirac but against Mr.
Le Pen. Many voters wanted to go to
the booths wearing rubber gloves or with
clothes pins on their noses, but French
election laws would not permit this. Mr.
Le Pen proclaimed that anything short
of 30 percent of the vote in the second
round would be a personal failure, and
by that standard he failed, winning only
18.04 percent against Mr. Chirac’s 81.96

percent. Still, to have won six million
votes against a tidal wave of denuncia-
tion—the best figure ever for the Na-
tional Front—was a great achievement,
and demonstrated that with the Social-
ists torn to pieces by the hard left, the
front is the second-largest party in
France.

After the results were in, there was
self-congratulatory foolishness all
across Europe about democracy having
been saved. French Arabs joined in the
crowing. “We’re happy for democracy,”
said 62-year-old Moussa Brahim. “For
Algerians in France it’s a victory,” said
Fatima Helal at the Place de la Répub-
lique who was waving, of course, an
Algerian flag.

The key question now is whether Mr.
Le Pen’s showing in the presidential race
will translate into gains for the National
Front in the legislative elections to be
held on June 9. If the vote goes well,
the front could hold the balance of power
in as many as 150 of France’s 577 leg-

islative districts. Mr. Le Pen said he
looked forward with confidence to the
coming contest, and predicted that the
anti-front unity would be short-lived. “I
won’t have to wait long to see the allies
of this morbid coalition tear themselves
apart,” he said. He was right. As soon
as the Chirac victory was announced,
lefties who had voted for him poured
back into the streets to denounce him.

If Jacques Chirac’s Gaullists would
abandon their insane policy of battling
the front to the death in the second
round, thereby splitting the conservative
vote to the advantage of the left, Mr.
Chirac would have a solid, supportive
majority in the National Assembly with
which to roll back the Socialist gains of
the past five years. This is not likely,
given the bloody-mindedness of a presi-
dent who accepts the help of Trotskyites
in the fight to save democracy from Mr.
Le Pen. Still, the June 9 vote will be
another fascinating indication of the ra-
cial and national health of the French in
the face of unrelenting hysteria.

Le Pen in His Own Words

Jean-Marie Le Pen has been a fighter
all his life. He fought for his coun-
try in Indochina and in Algeria, and

has been fighting for it politically since
he founded the National Front in 1972.
His hero is also a fighter—Joan of Arc—
and his house is filled with statues of
the Maid of Orleans.

Like anyone who talks sense about
race or immigration, Mr. Le Pen must
contend daily with mind-readers who
claim to know what he thinks better than
he does himself. During the latest cam-
paign, practically every article about
him that appeared in the American press
reminded readers he was a notorious
anti-Semite who had unmasked himself
by calling the Holocaust a “minor point”
or “footnote” of history. It is fascinat-
ing that one phrase spoken 15 years ago
can follow a man around like a ghost,
but let us see exactly what he said.

First, Mr. Le Pen was talking about
gas chambers specifically, not the Ho-
locaust. The California-based Holocaust
revisionist organization, the Institute for
Historical Review, has provided a trans-
lation of his remarks made during a tele-
vision interview in September, 1987, in
which he was asked about the contro-

versy over Professor Robert Faurisson’s
assertion that the Germans had not used
gas chambers to kill Jews:

“Do you want me to say it is a re-
vealed truth that everyone has to be-
lieve? That it’s a moral obligation? I say
there are historians who are debating

these questions. I am not saying that the
gas chambers did not exist. I couldn’t
see them myself. I haven’t studied the
questions specially. But I believe that it

is a minor point [point de détail] in the
history of the Second World War.”

Far more astonishing and significant
than this remark is that Mr. Le Pen was
convicted under a law that forbids the
French to “contest” “crimes against hu-
manity” as defined by the Nuremberg
Tribunal that tried Nazi war criminals
after the war. After a long court battle, a
judge fined Mr. Le Pen the equivalent
of $200,000 for failing to give the gas
chambers the importance French law
requires.

Ten years later on a trip to Germany,
he was asked what he had meant by his
earlier remark. He replied: “There is
nothing belittling or scornful about such
a statement . . . . If you take a book of a
thousand pages on the Second World
War, in which 50 million people died,
the concentration camps occupy two
pages and the gas chambers ten or 15
lines, and that’s what’s called a detail.”

Amazingly, in Dec., 1997, a Paris
court again found him guilty, fining him
and ordering him to pay to have the
court’s decision printed in a dozen
French newspapers. At that time, he
vowed never again to talk about gas
chambers, noting that it is now a legally
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taboo subject, on which certain opinions
are now required by law.

Although Le Pen’s comments may
sound insensitive, as Professor Fauris-
son himself has noted, his views are no
different from those of several distin-
guished authorities. There is no mention
of gas chambers at all in Dwight
Eisenhower’s 559-page war memoir,
Crusade in Europe, nor in Winston
Churchill’s six-volume The Second
World War, nor in Charles de Gaulle’s
2,054-page Mémoires de Guerre. The
British tank warfare specialist and his-
torian Sir Basil Liddell-Hart never men-
tioned Jews in his final book, The Sec-
ond World War, much less the gas cham-
bers.

Mr. Le Pen speaks in vigorous
phrases that lend themselves to quota-
tion, both by friends and enemies. Dur-
ing the campaign, he summarized his
positions this way: “Socially I am to the
left. Economically I am to the right.
Nationally, more than ever, I am for
France.”

Here is a selection of some of his
other observations:

“Look at California. The Americans
conquered it from Mexico. Now Mexico
is getting it back through immigration.”

“Our system of social support encour-
ages the lowest elements of society to
breed like rabbits—why should we
spend our tax money to pay for unwed
black mothers to  produce more babies
who will grow up into illiterates?”

“I call the Euro ‘the currency of oc-
cupation;’ it’s the currency of the Euro-
pean Bank, of Frankfurt [seat of the
European Bank]. It doesn’t express any-

thing for me. The Franc, on the other
hand, is bound to our national and his-
toric identity. The loss of our monetary
independence will lead to the loss of our
budgetary independence, and then to our
political independence as well.”

“There is an Islamic population in
France, most of which comes from the
North African countries. Though some
may have French citizenship, they don’t
have the French cultural background or
sociological structure. They operate ac-
cording to a different logic than most of
the population here. Their values are
different from those of the Judeo-Chris-

tian world. Not long ago, they spat at
the president of the republic. They booed
when the national anthem was played
at a soccer game [in Paris, between the
national teams of France and Algeria].
These elements have a negative effect
on all of public security. They are
strengthened demographically both by
natural reproduction and by immigra-
tion, which reinforces their stubborn eth-
nic segregation, their domineering na-
ture. This is the world of Islam in all its
aberrations.”

The identity of France “is indissolu-
bly linked to blood, soil and memory. . . .
It is composed of a homogenous people
living on a territory inherited from its
forefathers according to tradition.”

“In the Olympic Games there is an
obvious inequality between the black
and white races in sport, running in par-
ticular. This is a fact. . . . I observe that
the races are unequal.”

“We are supposed to be electing a
president of the republic but the repub-
lic no longer exists. France does not even
have the powers of an American state
like Florida or California because it can-
not even reestablish the death penalty
[which is forbidden by the European
Union].”

This is a fact. . . . I ob-
serve that the races are

unequal.”

Europe on the March

There is an encouraging renais-
sance of nationalism all across
Europe. The movement is still

fragile in most countries and no nation-
alist party has yet taken power, but the
trends are unmistakable. Before long, if
the European Union continues to sanc-
tion countries that include nationalists
in coalition governments—as it did Aus-
tria—it will have no one left to sanc-
tion. The next great breakthrough to
hope for is a nationalist president or
prime minister, which would probably
lead to similar successes in other coun-
tries. For now, the situation is as follows:

Austria

The nationalist right is represented by
Jörg Häider’s Austrian Freedom Party
(FPO). In the October, 1999, legislative
elections, it surprised the world by win-
ning 27 percent of the vote and coming
in second. Since February, 2000, it has
shared power with the conservatives, in

a coalition government in which the
FPO holds five cabinet posts as well as
the vice chancellorship. For seven
months, the European Union imposed
sanctions on Austria because of the
FPO’s participation in government, but
backed down as the absurdity of pun-
ishing a country for its electoral choices
became increasingly clear. Recently, the
FPO’s popularity may have begun to
decline. Its support dropped from 27.9
percent to 20.25 percent in the munici-
pal elections in Vienna in March, 2001.

Holland

Politics in Holland were thrown into
turmoil by the assassination on May 6
of Pim Fortuyn (pronounced fore-
TOWN), an openly promiscuous homo-
sexual and former Marxist who had
burst into prominence as leader of a
party that wants no more immigration.
A white, animal rights fanatic named
Volkert van der Graaf shot him five or

six times as he was leaving a radio stu-
dio after an interview. The killing, the
first political assassination in Holland
since 1672, deeply shocked the nation,

in which politicians rarely have body-
guards and often take public transpor-
tation. Every political leader, even those
bitterly opposed to Mr. Fortuyn’s views,
strongly condemned the killing, and sup-

Pim Fortuyn.
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