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 Eva Drhlíková has chosen to devote her B.A. dissertation to the issue of the current 

war on drugs declared by Mexican president Felipe Calderón. The work includes an 

Introduction, three main chapters, and a Conclusion. There are many sources cited in the 

bibliography. Miss Drhlíková has obviously made the best use of the internet when 

conducting her research. Kryštof Kozák surely provided much helpful counsel to the author. 

 In the Introduction, the author explains the issue of drug trafficking and its 

importance. Furthermore, the aim and structure of the dissertation are succinctly explained as 

is the methodology employed. She also briefly discusses the primary and secondary sources.  

 Chapter 1 discusses Mexico prior to Calderón’s assumption of the presidency. The 

first section provides a detailed history of drugs in Mexican history and attempts to combat 

their exportation to the United States. In the second section, Miss Drhlíková analyzes 

Mexico’s role as a supplier of drugs. Here the reader is taken on an excursion through recent 

Mexican political history and the stance of various Mexican presidents. Particular attention is 

paid to the waning influence of the once dominant Partido Revolucionario Institucional and 

the rise of drug-related violence. After all, after Vicente Fox became president in 2000, the 

situation deteriorated further and Fox refused to see drug violence as a security issue. 

 Chapter 2 delves into the reasoning behind the declaration of war on the drug cartels 

by President Calderón. There were four stated reasons for Calderón’s decision and the 

author’s stated aim in this chapter is to analyze the validity of three of Calderón’s arguments. 

The first argument analyzed by Miss Drhlíková is that Mexico had gone from being a transit 

point for drugs to being a consumer of drugs. According to statistics presented in a graph, 



Mexico is far behind other countries in both cocaine and marijuana use. Thus, she does not 

consider President Calderón’s first argument to be valid. The second argument scrutinized by 

the author is that there had been a sharp rise in drug-related violence. Based on statistics, Miss 

Drhlíková demonstrates that crime (especially in states bordering the United States) was not 

drug-related. The third argument made by Calderón is a threat to the national interest posed 

by the drug trade. By demonstrating the levels of corruption and the collusion between 

politicians and officials, the author states that one cannot win such a conflict by relying on 

those officials who are already colluding with the gangs of drug traffickers.  

 Chapter 3 offers an alternative explanation for the Mexican war on drugs. Miss 

Drhlíková points out the very close election results that confirmed Calderón’s victory and the 

irregularities that occurred in the electoral process. In a nutshell, she offers an alternative view 

purporting that Calderón’s decision to launch the war on drugs was motivated by Calderón’s 

desire to strengthen the legitimacy of his presidency and to detract attention from existing 

social and political instability. 

 In the Conclusion, Miss Drhlíková asserts that there are a number of explanations 

offered for Calderón’s war against the drug cartels and she does not claim that the war might 

not have been waged if Calderón’s opponent Andrés Manuel Lopéz Obrador had won the 

presidential election.  

 This work fully satisfies the requirements for a B.A. dissertation. I recommend an 

excellent mark. 
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