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Abstrakt

Hnuti ,minutemaid“ ptsobici na americko-mexické hranici deklarovalojete cilem
je zabranit vstupu ilegalnich imigr@ntlo Spojenych stat Cilem této prace je zjistit,
zda bylac¢innost hnuti motivovana novym rasismericivtémto prevazrge mexickym
imigrantim. Studie ptom vychazi z pedpokladu, Ze stary (zjevny) rasismus uz neni
spole&ensky gijatelny, avSak byl nahrazen novym typem rasisniarykse vyznéuje
napadd ,barvoslepou” rétorikou. Tato rétorika byla typ&kpra¥ pro hnuti
.minutemari“, a da se tedy fedpokladat, Zze v sébmohla skryvat novy rasovy
piedsudek. Rétorika hnutiifppm kladla gehnany draz na ilegalitu imigrarit kterou
stakla do opozice &i pravnimu statu, jez se hnuti udajsnazilo branit. Novy
rasismus neni postaven na rase definované biolpgalk bilou i¢ernou rasu chéape
jako spoléenské konstrukty. To umaidje zachovani dichotomie mezi bilowernou
rasou ve spolmosti, a tim i pokréujici diskriminaci wci ,nebilym*“ rasam, ktera tuto
dichotomii doprovazi. K odhaleni mozného rasovélealgudku prace provadi kritickou
analyzu diskurzu ,minutemah Vysledky této analyzy ukazuji, Ze zvlaStriiraz, ktery
hnuti klade na pojem ,pravo a igaolek” je sil@ zavadjici a zdanli¢ ,barvoslepa“
argumentace hnuti vykazuje prvky skrytého, novétsového fedsudku.

Abstract

This study has for its goal to examine whether & reist prejudice against Mexican
illegal immigrants was driving the activities of the minuen movement operating
along the U.S.-Mexico border whose stated goaltawgsevent illegal immigrants from

entering the country. This work assumes that tree ldatant racism is no longer



acceptable within society but was replaced by asp@oously color-blind rhetoric,
typical of the minutemen movement, that might haraonew racist prejudice. New
racism does not put forth a race defined biologjcdlut understands the white
and non-white races conceptually. It thus contabutto the maintenance of
the white-black dichotomy within society and monepbrtantly to the discrimination
and exclusion of the non-white races. In orderisaldse a possible racist prejudice, this
study conducts a Critical Discourse Analysis of thi@utemen's discourse. Results of
this analysis show that especially the focus omttteon of law and order, so typical of
the discourse, is hugely misleading and that utfderseemingly color-blind reasoning,
there is, indeed, a hidden expression of the newtrprejudice.

Kli ¢ova slova

hnuti ,minuteman*“, americko-mexicka hranice, ilegalni imigrace, gogsismus,

predsudek, kriticka diskurzivni analyza

Keywords

minutemen, U.S.-Mexico border, illegal immigratiorew racism, prejudice, Critical

Discourse Analysis

Rozsah prace: 182 855 znak



Prohlaseni
1. Prohlasuiji, Ze jsemipdkladanou praci zpracovala samostatpouzila jen uvedené

prameny a literaturu.
2. ProhlaSuji, Ze prace nebyla vyuZita k ziskani jométulu.
3. Souhlasim s tim, aby prace bylaispupréna pro studijni a vyzkumné&sély.

V Praze dne 13. 5. 2015 Kristyna DiviSova



Podékovani
Na tomto mist bych rédda patkovala vedoucimu prace PhDr. et Mgr. KryStofovi

Kozakovi, Ph.D. za viitné vedeni prace a cenngpminky v paibéhu jejiho vedeni.



Institut mezinarodnich studii
Teze Diplomové prace

Jmeéno:
Kristyna DiviSova

E-mail:

kristyna.divisova@centrum.cz

Semestr:
ZS 2013

Akademicky rok:
2013/2014

Nazev prace:
Hnuti "minutemaf"”: novy rasismus na americko-mexické hranici?

Predpokladany termin ukonteni (semestr, Skolni rok):
LS 2015

Vedouci diplomového seminge:
PhDr. Krystof Kozék, Ph.D.

Vedouci prace:
PhDr. Krystof Kozék, Ph.D.

V ¢em se oproti pivodnimu zadani znénil cil prace?
Oproti pavodnimu zanru se diplomova prace vramci problematiky "minudedi
pusobicich na americko-mexické hranici nestedit na dvody neuspchu ¢i Upadku

tohoto hnuti, ani na absenci nebo ztratu legitiatg na aspekt nového rasismu (tef se

oproti "starému" rasismu neodvozuje od biologickéleterminismu, ale od odliSnof
danych kulturou). Prace si klade za cil vyhodnatila je u hnuti "minutemah
piitomny aspekt nového rasismu.

i

Jaké zmeny nastaly véasovém, teritoridlnim a wcném vymezeni tématu?
Vécre se prace zabyva hnutim "minuterdara now aspektem noveého rasism

Teritorialné je prace stéle vymezena statem Arizona se zviastiifazem na oblagt

americko-mexické hranice, nebpctita s tim, Ze jsou-li "minutemani” skgt€ novi
rasisté, pak budou pragabdobr ¢asto jas# rozliSovat mezi "nami" a &mi druhymi”,
¢emuz vnimani hranice jakorgmElu mezi de¥ma kulturnimi skupinami napomah
Caso¢ je prace vymezena obdobim nejakigtho pisobeni "minutemari, tedy
priblizné lety 2005—-2011.

u.

a.

Jak se prongnila struktura prace (vyjad rete struénym obsahem)?
Uvod

1. Novy rasismus

1.1 Teorie nového rasismu

1.2 Vyvoj rasismu (a nového rasismu) na Uzemiaxyz
2. Metodologie: kriticka diskurzivni analyza

3. Vznik a vyvoj hnuti "minutemait

3.1 Anti-imigrani hnuti v Arizor

3.2 Kontext vzniku hnuti "minutemah

3.3 Charakter a stény vyvoj hnuti

4. Prvky nového rasismu v hnuti "minuterian

Zawer

Jakym vyvojem prosla metodologicka koncepce prace?
Vzhledem k drazu na aspekt nového rasismu byla jako vhodnaduoktgie zvolena

kriticka diskurzivni analyza. Kriticka diskurzivahalyza pedpoklada, Ze novi rasisté




nebudou v opoziciti odliSné kulturni skupi&explicitné, protoZe takto otéeny
rasimus neni spadaosti akceptovan, ale implicitioude toto jejich stanovisko
piitomno v jejich diskurzu. Braz je proto kladenipdevsim na jejich argumenita
strategie, vnini logiku a soudrznost jejich vyjéehi, uzivani metafor, klisé atd.

Které nové prameny a sekundarni literatura byly zpracovany a jak tato skuténost
ovlivnila celek prace?

Pro ugresréni metodologického filstupu byly nejuziténgjsi prace Teun A. van Dijka
ktery je jednim z fednich odbornik na metodu kritické diskurzivni analyzy (CDA
Van Dijk zdiraziuje prée roli CDA pii poukazovani na etnickati rasovou nerovnos
ve spolénosti a udrZzovani této nerovnosti. Ve svych pra&mhkrétré ukazuje, jak 1z¢

—

text analyticky zkoumat wienych rovinach (povrchové, syntaktické, lexikani,

vyznamové, tematické atd.) z&elem "odhaleni" implicité ptitomného rasismu nel
jiné formy vyjadujici dominanci ufité skupiny nad jinymi skupinami ve sp&hesti.
Vybrané kapitoly ze sborniku "Border Rhetorics:iZgihship and Identity on the Uj
Mexico Frontier" giblizily vyznam americko-mexické hranice pro hnirtiinutemari”
a vys\tluji, jak se s jeji pomoci (tzv. concept of alation) d#ilo "minutemarim®
ucinit svij novy rasismuscasténé socialt akceptovatelnym. Pro pochopeni teg
nového rasismu byly vyuzity i prace Eduarda Bordlibry a Roxanne Lynn Doty. Oh
vyswetluji roli kulturnich odliSnosti v rdmci nového aswu v opozici k trading
vhimané rase podminé biologickymi rysy. VSimaji si takéichzu na typicky americk
hodnoty jako je pravo a padek, pracovni moralka nebo individualismus, ponmiciz
hnuti snad#i ziskava podporu vékterychéastech spolaosti.
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Charakterizujte zakladni promény prace v dok& od zadani projektu do odevzdan
tezi a pokuste se vyhodnotit, jaky pokrok na pracijste béhem semestru
zaznamenali (v bodech):

- predefinovani vyzkumné otazky {(chz na aspekt nového rasismu v ramci h
"minutemari")

- zvolena metoda kritické diskurzivni analyzy vatden k vyzkumné otazce

- shromazéni nové literatury k tématu

- na zaklad nové literatury ujasmi konceptu nového rasismu, jak séza projevova

nuti

v diskurzu hnuti "mintemari, diraz na roli americko-mexické hranice v chapani

odliSnosti mezi déma kulturami ze strany "minutemahn
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Introduction

The Minuteman Project started operating on the -Wl&ican border in April 2005

with an aim to, firstly, stop the illegal immigrati by spotting illegal immigrants and
reporting them to Border Patrol and secondly, tmgithe media attention to the
situation on the border they believed was causethéyederal government's failure to

enforce the law.

The minutemen conspicuously presented themselvesa gstriotic and highly
responsible civil movement that took up the dutyAaserican citizens to fill in for the
government. They were presenting themselves akigsigean behalf of all Americans,
claiming they were a multiethnic group where racisad no place because the only
thing they were concerned with was thegal immigration as it contradicted the rule of

law in the country they were trying to defend.

This study has for its hypothesis that despite ggemingly anti-racist rhetoric
centered on the notion of law and order, a new fofmacial prejudice against Mexican
immigrant$ might have been the driving force behind the némen's efforts along the
border. In a broader sense, the rhetoric of theuteamen is to some extent
representative of the rhetoric of the whole antmigration movement that greatly rests
upon similar conspicuously color-blind, patriotanyd legalistic rhetoric. Claims of the
anti-immigration movement are in no way marginahey are, in fact, supported by

a considerable part of the U.S. society.

They might be further echoed also by the politaradl academic elites who often use
the very same rhetoric in order to justify concrnetdicies (e.g., the controversial anti-
immigration policies passed in Arizona in the ceuos$ the last decade) that have very
concrete consequences for migrants' lives. Prothiisghypothesis might thus point out
the deceptiveness and harmfulness of this wholed kofi seemingly innocent

immigration discourse.

This thesis draws on the assumption that the @ithbt racism is no longer a relevant

ideology both because most people do not belieyenare that non-white races are

! Despite the fact that not just Mexicans are cragtiie southern border, they comprise a vast nigjofi
the border-crossers and in addition, the minutesrleaders specifically speak of Mexico as the sourc



biologically inferior and especially because theleit form of racism has become
inadmissible in the wake of the civil rights moveré the 1960s. An openly racist

movement is thus inevitably seen as illegitimateéh®sygeneral public.

Instead, a new form of prejudice, the new racis@s become relevant which
explicitly rejects biologically understood race hutstill targets particular groups of
people. These groups can be defined, for examplahdir culture that is typically
deemed inherently incompatible with the dominarituca in the society. This "new
race” might be defined by a number of traits that &ke the old race, understood as
given and not subject to change. It can compriseeagific culture or even the notions of
poverty or illegality that are conceptually undemst as non-white. The whiteness, on
the other hand, is still perceived as inherentlynan, civilized, or rational. New racism
might be especially suitable for studying prejudaginst immigrants, even more sSo on
the border with Mexico as many Mexican immigrants @ot necessarily non-white as

far as the color of their skin (the "old race"r@ncerned.

In order to find out whether a new racist prejudicas present in the minutemen
movement, this study will focus specifically on tthiecourse of the movement drawing
on van Dijk who asserts that both ideology andyzliee are reproduced by discourse.
Van Dijk's socio-cognitive approach to Critical Basirse Analysis was chosen as an
appropriate method of analyzing the discourse,leith the approach of Christopher
Hart that is heavily influenced by cognitive lingtics.

The minutemen movement this study is concerned veidimprise both the
Minuteman Project (MMP), a joint project of Jim @itist and Chris Simcox, and the
Minuteman Civil Defense Corps (MCDC) that was ajgeb of Simcox. The latter
group was technically part of the MMP but operaatsb independently both before the
initiation of the MMP and also after the two leaglaad parted their ways.

The movement's efforts basically came to halt addbe year 2011, but this study is
especially focused on the years 2004-2006 whenvibeleaders drew most media
attention. The set of data examined comprises maitérviews from the national TV
channels with the two leaders, who were in facakpes of the whole movement, most
of which were conducted in the period of 2004—200ther data gathered to study the

discourse of the movement included material froemleb pages of both the MMP and

country of illegal immigration. It can be thus soppd that they are especially concerned with Mexica
immigrants.



the MCDC and several other appearances of bothd&irand Gilchrist such as press
conferences aired by C-SPAN.

Literature Review

Theoretically, this study draws on several scholain® examine the new racism and
how it manifests itself discoursively. Among the sheelevant ones is Bonilla-Silva
who identifies, inRacism Without Racist2003), several frames that speakers use to
conceal prejudice in their utterances. His appro&gblains very well how the white
hegemony in a society is reproduced by the disedoyshe use of these frames. Yet, he
focuses mainly on Afro-Americans, but the prejudigminst this particular group has

some specifics that cannot be unconditionally fpéarged onto Latino immigrants.

Doty's article "Racism, Desire, and the PoliticsimmMmigration” (1999) is useful in
understanding how the post-World War Il immigratibas helped establish the new
racism but does not focus on how the new racismwsliiself in the discourse. Meaning
of the notion of the new race in the U.S. conteasvwexamined by Kretsedemas who
studies how Latinos were constructed as non-whiteis article "RedefiningRace' in
North America" (2008).

A number of scholars have studied specifically ititersection of the new race and
immigration. In her article "Immigration, Law, Racand Identity"(2007), Calavita
explains how immigrants have been racialized inuh®. history and emphasizes the
conceptual white-black dichotomy that thus stillrgiets in the U.S. society. Other
scholars focus on how the notion of illegality eq@d the notion of race as understood
by the old racism.

De Genova points out in his study "Migrant 'llleégaland Deportability in Everyday
Life" (2002) that the law creates the illegality thamade visible on the border, while
the law itself remains invisible. Chavez, in his mograph The Latino Threat:
Constructing Immigrants, Citizens, and the Nat{@013) focuses on how Latinos are
constructed as unassimilable in terms of theirucelt He deals with the notion of
illegality, too, that he understands as construcfBoe factors behind this illegal

immigration are, as he points out, completely axvated.

Kil examines, similarly, how immigrants have beeiiged in terms of crime, hence
illegality, and how they were constructed as aahte the "white national body" in his

work "Diseased Body Politic" (2014). He also stsdieow the use of metaphors



contributed to these outcomes. Santa Ana with hismagraphBrown Tide Rising:

Metaphors of Latinos in Contemporary American Publiscoursg2003) might be the
most significant scholar exploring the use of mbtap in the immigration discourse
that can serve to dehumanization of immigrants sina@lar way Afro-Americans were

being dehumanized by old racists.

Other scholars focus to a greater extent on thedootself. They typically claim that
the notion of the "broken" border that the minutarmeovement frequently operates
with is both constructed and misleading but traeslanto real policies that are affecting
immigrants. Andreas, in this respect, ponders thmmtended consequences of the
militarization on the border iBorder Gameg2009). Payan and Doty ifihe Three
U.S.-Mexico Border War§2006) and Border-Crossing Deaths and Spaces of Moral
Alibi (2013) discuss how the government might be conipiici the deaths of
immigrants caused as a consequence of its policiehe border. Doty describes how
migrants came to be understood as "bare bodiespletahy stripped of their identity

which makes their death more palatable.

In Prejudice in Discoursg1984), van Dijk studies the everyday, conversation
discourse on ethnic minorities in the Netherlandisctvis especially helpful to be able
to understand what strategies speakers use tossxpegative opinions about minorities
while keeping positive self-representation. Harbw$ in his monograplCritical
Discourse Analysis and Cognitive Science: New Retsges on Immigration Discourse
(2010) how findings from cognitive linguistics aadolutionary psychology can enrich
the Critical Discourse Analysis with a special fean the issue of immigration in the

Great Britain.

With respect to the minutemen movement, there myaad of both articles and
monographs dealing with the issue. Navarro exantimesninutemen movement irhe
Immigration Crisis: Nativism, Armed Vigilantism, danhe Rise of a Countervailing
Movemen{2008) in the context of nativist and broader-amtnigration movement and
policies in the country. He labels the movementaasst, yet, provides little evidence
supporting the claim. Doty concludes in her monpbra Law Into Their Hands:
Immigration and the Politics of Exceptionalig2009) that the current anti-immigration
movement, including the minutemen, has some raoistections. She does not look for
the evidence in the discourse, focusing on theslin&tween organizations instead. In

Showdown in the Sonoran Desert. Religion, Law, #rel Immigration Controversy



(2012), Rose identifies the fear of a strangertaedperceived threat to the U.S. culture
as the driving impulses for the minutemen actisitiShapira, on the other hand,
concludes in his monograpiaiting for José: The Minutemen's Pursuit of Amneeric
(2013) that was based on ethnographic research@therminutemen, that they are too
often stereotyped by the media that label themgis-wing and further examines what

other ideological aspects could be behind the mevénin addition, Gilchrist himself

co-authored a book on the movemehltinutemen: The Battle to Secure America's

Borders,2006) that sheds more light on his attitudes iiggrimmigration.

The discourse of the minutemen was analyzed byrakegeholars who typically
concentrated on their web pages. Oliviero, for gdamfocuses on the notions of
masculinity and militarism in her study "SensatioMNation and the Minutemen”
(2011). The new racism in the minutemen discowsdhe subject of a paper by Smith
and Waugh but it is, again, limited to the growp&b page$.Dissertation written at the
University of Texas by Gradsky that dealt with thenutemen's discourse, too, could
not be accessed but is also concerned only withctimeent of the movement's web
pages’

Studying the web pages in depth is useful as thiegemt a comprehensive way of
representing the minutemen and their ideas. Shmegveb pages are especially meant to
work as a means of recruitment of volunteers withatnom no organization or
movement can exist, they often offer a more expreslmnguage as the visitors are
usually already sympathetic to the group's efforts.

This study can contribute to better understandindp® role of the new racism in the
minutemen movement because it includes not onlaralysis of the texts from their
web pages but also, unlike previous studies, caaprinterviews conducted with the
minutemen leaders on the national TV. As the previ@search implies and this thesis
reasserts, the content of the utterances on the pagbs is much more open in its
opposition against illegal immigrants and more espive in its language. However,
when the speakers appeared on the national TV, rtlighit have been seen as more

tolerant towards the illegal immigrants. The peredi cultural threat from the part of

2 Margater W. Smith and Linda Waugh, "Covert Rabisicourses on the WWW: Rhetorical Strategies of
the Minuteman Project" (paper presented at thee@nth Annual Symposium About Language and
Society, Austin, April 11-13, 2008), publishedTiexas Linguistic Forurb2 (2008), accessed May 3,
2015, http://studentorgs.utexas.edu/salsa/procgetif08/Smith_Waugh_2008.pdf.



immigrants, reiterated on the web pages, never egmlore tools therefore need to be
used in order to disclose a possible prejudicéimkind of a discourse. Apart from the
Critical Discourse Analysis, Hart's cognitive lingfic approach will be employed

which offers new methods of studying immigratiosatiurse, such dsrce-dynamic

that have been relatively recent, and thereforeg/abtully made use of.

Structure

This work will be divided into five parts. The firshapter will introduce the theory of
the new racism and its evolution. It will preseiffedlent meanings this "new race" can

acquire, especially in the U.S. context and witards to immigrants.

Second chapter will deal with the Critical Discaur&nalysis. It will define the
theory, its main tenets and will also briefly dissulifferent approaches. Consequently,
the socio-cognitive approach of van Dijk will bealebrated on as this thesis's methods
to a great extent reflect his work. This part sdatled some light on how prejudice can
be mediated by discourse. Hart's approach willlbe presented that draws on van Dijk
but applies a greater emphasis on the cognitivguigtic aspect. In addition, based on
his work, evolutionary psychology and its use vii# explained. The chapter will
conclude with examination of concrete methods ofACbat are especially useful for

studying possibly prejudiced discourse that willdpplied in the latter analysis.

The third chapter has for its goal to show how Mexican immigration has been
constructed as a threat. At first, it briefly sumim@s the history of Mexican
immigration into the United States which also destates how and why the issue of
Mexican illegal immigration emerged. This chaptelt also explain the "Latino Threat
Narrative" and the "Loss of Control Narrative" tlaaé crucial to understand the current
anti-immigration discourse. Finally, it will focum the issue of the border itself and a
set of policies known as "prevention through detece” employed in the course of the
1990s that further contributed to the flawed notadrthe "broken" border fueling the

anti-immigration discourses, including the onelsd tminutemen, up to now.

The fourth chapter will provide context for the miemen movement. It will look at

anti-immigration policies in Arizona, where the miamen movement emerged, that

® Normajean Gradsky, "Vigilant patriots or vigilaste\ critical discourse Analysis of the Minuteman
Civil Defense Corps' Web site" (PhD diss.,Universit Texas at El Paso, 2007),
http://digitalcommons.utep.edu/dissertations/AAI®845/.



have helped create the anti-immigration climatehie state. Secondly, it will present
several civil border patrol groups that have ometatlong the border, and are therefore
precursors of the current minutemen movement. Guresgly, this chapter will focus
on the minutemen movement itself. It will discuss goals, the role of the media for

their activities, and above all, the features thedine the group and its ideology.

The final chapter will present the results of theti€al Discourse Analysis of the
minutemen's discourse. It will explain the reseaddsign in a greater detail and
evaluate the discourse of the group from diffeneatspectives that should enable to
assess whether the new racism is indeed preserthangdinutemen'’s claims of being

sympathetic to immigrants and only being opposetied illegality are thus deceptive.
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1 The New Racism Theory

1.1 The Emergence of the New Racism Theory

In recent decades, there have been abundant dlaangacism in the United States has
vanished and the white racist structure was replégea post-racial society where race
Is no longer a relevant factor in determining oisédus. It is sometimes referred to as a
color-blind society where "race is not seérThese claims were seemingly vindicated
by the election of the first president with Afro-&nican heritage in the U.S. history.
Hsu, for example, poses himself a question in hila published in theAtlantic
"What will it mean to be white after 'whiteness' lomger defines the mainstrearfi?"
Yet, in this chapter, it will be argued that theitghracist structure is still in place, but
the racism of today often manifests itself in a ensubtle, almost invisible way which

in turn creates a false impression that racismdsed a matter of the past.

The old blatant racism is deemed unacceptable éygémeral public and therefore,
explicit racist rhetoric is largely absent nowaddypisodic blatant racist utterances are
promptly condemned by both the elite (politiciamsl ahe media) and the publit.ast
laws that had explicitly discriminated against mnemit{e races were abolished
throughout the 1960s but the old racism has onhgrgiway to other forms of racism
that still underpin the same white racist structofethe U.S. society: institutional
racisnf, for example, prevents racial minorities from mitag equality with white
citizens in the field of employment, housing, edigrg justice, or health. Moreover, it
could be argued that there is a whole new fornaosm in place that presents itself in a

more subtle, conspicuously color-blind way.

4 H. Samy Alim, "Complicating Race: Articulating Raécross Multiple Social Dimensiond}iscourse
& Society22, No. 4 (2011): 379.

® Jim Hoagland, "The Post-Racial Electiofifie Washington Paslovember 2, 2008, accessed May 6,
2015, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/contaititle/2008/10/31/AR2008103103360.html.

® Hua Hsu, "The End of White AmericaZ;he Atlanti¢ January/February 2009, accessed May 6, 2015,
http://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/200##@d-end-of-white-america/307208/.

" See, for example: Carle Hulse, "Senator ApologiaeStudent for RemarkThe New York Times
August 24, 2006, accessed May 6, 2015,
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=&I3D133EF937A1575BC0A9609C8B63.

8 Institutional racism refers to discrimination aggtiracial minorities from the part of the instituis

(e.g., government, corporations, schools, etcsyltimg from their policies that are disadvantegtmusr
discriminatory of racial minorities. It is oppostdindividual racism that emphasizes rather the
individuals and their individual decisions to distinate.
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Concepts of new racism emerged during the 19809-ramce which in the
post-World War |l period experienced an influx bfrd-world nationals. According to
Balibar, category of immigrant served as a sulistitor race because different cultures
can also function like a nature that is "immutaduel intangible in its origin®Defining
these immigrants culturally allowed speakers taesptheir prejudice without referring
to the race which was becoming more and more upéaicie.

Taguieff similarly asserts that in contemporaryriee "immigration has become a
name for race par excellenc8.Both authors draw on Barker who was the first &ho
to introduce the distinction between the old an& thew racisnt’ Taguieff's
"differentialist racism" builds on the postulateiokducibility of different cultures that
translates into the notion of unassimilability oértain (immigrant) groups. This
consequently leads to a certain hierarchizationthelse groups according to their

cultural and national origin.

Unlike the old racist ideology which categorizedes on biological grounds, the
new racism does not explicitly put forth the whitee as superior but underlines the
harmfulness of eliminating borders that divide m@mtly incompatible life styles and
traditions of different culture¥. According to Doty, the new racism theory suggésas
conflict is inevitable "if human beings of diffetecultures are mixed in inappropriate
numbers.*®* She joins the aforementioned scholars in emphagizhe role the
post-World War Il migrations played. The new racigrfor her closely linked to the
crisis of the nation-state as immigration to a gedent eroded the nation-state unity

and brought about desire for order stemming frasplerceived nation-state crisfs.

In the United States, the first concept of "neasmag” albeit not yet as thoroughly
worked-out as the French concept, appeared alneaitie 1970s: in 1972, van Berghe
published an article in which he was downplayinge tlkraditional biological

interpretation of race, claiming instead that aethipihad always been understood rather

° Etienne Balibar, "Is There A 'Neo-Racism'?,'Race and Racialization: Essential Readings. Tania
das Gupta et al. (Toronto: Canadian Scholars' Pness2007), 84—85.

1% pjerre-André Taguieff, "Politisation de I'immigia et racisme: lecturesiots 18 (1989): 100.
Accessed October 17, 2014, doi: 10.3406/mots.1989.1

1 Martin Reisigl and Ruth WodaRjiscourse and Discrimination: Rhetorics of Racisna @ntisemitism
(London, New York: Routledge, 2001), 9.

12 Taguieff, "Politisation de l'immigration et racisth 98—100.

¥ Roxanne Lynn Doty, "Racism, Desire, and the Rislitif Immigration, Millennium: Journal of
International Studie28, No. 3 (1999): 589.
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as an underclass status or “failure to enter thiglimiclass® This can be connected to
the French, cultural, understanding, for examgieugh blaming cultural traits such as
work ethic or simply laziness for inevitably leagito poverty. Poverty can be thus also

understood with regards to certain "cultures” asdaherent, not subject to change.

1.2 Key Terms in New Racism

In order to understand what the theory of the nawism is really about, one must
understand several concepts it works widtism race, andracial structure The term
prejudiceis at the heart of every kind of racism. It wasaided by Allpart as an
"antipathy based on a faulty or inflexible generation.”® This prejudice can further
translate, but not necessarily, into discriminatdrghavior’” Memmi understands
racism as a form "of discriminatory judgement thatompasses the evaluation of both
real or fictitious biological differences® In the case of the new racism, Memmi's
definition is not fully appropriate. Most people wmagyenuinely disbelieve the basic
presumption of the old racism — that is, the inheréiological inferiority of
Afro-Americans, Asians, Latinos, etc. There couldrdly be an Afro-American
president elected if they still did. The ongoingevance of racism, the new racism, is
instead given by reconceptualization of the notbrrace despite its abandonment of
the biologically determined races.

Scholars now almost universally understand racea asocial construct. Race is
constructed differently in different contexts, swahgeographical, political, social, and
so forth, which also means that there is a plyradit racisms rather than one global
racism with one given racial structure based omigeusal understanding of races and
hierarchy among them. For Americans, a certairuoglltan be understood as inherently
inferior because it is, for example, less individstec than their own culture, and is

therefore subject to prejudice or perceived asathréet, another predominantly white

4 bid., 586-593. (This crisis of the nation-stat@ccording to Doty closely linked to post-World Wa
migration that has put the cohesion of the nattatesn question and eroded sovereignty of theBema
states.)

!5 pjerre L. van den Berghe, "Neo-racism in the USKansition,No. 41 (1972): 17-18.

16 Gordon Willarf Allport, The Nature of Prejudiced@bridge, MA: Addison-Wesley, 1954), quoted

from Lincoln Quillian, "New Approaches to Understiamy Racial Prejudice and Discriminatiohnual
Review of Sociolog§2 (2006): 300.

" Ibid., 300.

'8 Reisigl and Wodakpiscourse and Discriminatiqrb.
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nations do not necessarily have to evaluate thigcp&ar trait as a threat but might be

prejudiced against another trait supposedly posgdsg this same out-group.

Bonilla-Silva states, nevertheless, that there ndeed a common macroracial
discourse present in the Western countries thabeagxplained by "common historical
ideological root, the significant presence of thiaed through immigration, and by the
impact of global 'Western' culture often conceiwdéds 'American’ that binds Western
nations in an 'informal imperialism' which defenttee cultural distinctiveness of
Western nations over peripheral natiofislt could be thus assumed that in different
Western countries, the significance of being whieexplained further below to a great

extent overlaps.

Racism or racial prejudice can be understood deereitesulting from individual
prejudices (psychological predispositions within iadividual) or resulting from a
structure of power that aims at reinforcing suprsioof the dominant racial grouf.
Racism in the United States can be definitely ustded as beingystemiovhich means
that it is firmly entrenched in the U.S. institut®that contribute to the maintenance of

the dominant racist ideolody.

Despite the fact that racism manifests itselfrafividual level in different ways, it is
at all times reflective of theystemiddeology, that is, privileged position of the wdst
in the society. This ideology affects and at theedime is reproduced by the white
majority or in-group. The new racism will be thusderstood in this work as a rather
systemic phenomenon which means that both the gsbppople who are individually
prejudiced (that is, feel hatred against minorjti@eng with the group of people who
sincerely perceive themselves as anti-racists #liectad by this systemic racial
ideology, and therefore participate, consciouslyunconsciously, in maintaining the
racial status quo. The people that express anddape the prejudice consciously might
be more harmful to non-white minorities that arecdminated against. Unconscious
prejudice is not from its very nature expressedlie intention to harm, but its effect

can, nevertheless, be similar as in the former.case

19 Eduardo Bonilla-Silva, "This is a White CountrJhe Racial Ideology of the Western Nations of the
World-System,'Sociological Inquiry70 (2000):194.

0 Eduardo Bonilla-SilvaRacism without Racists: Color-Blind Racism andReesistence of Racial
Inequality in the United Statdkanham: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, 2003}87

L Kristen A. Meyers and Passion Williamson, "Racé&Tahe Perpetuation of Racism Through Private
Discourse,'Race & Society (2001): 3.
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An important implication of this claim is that tinew racism that manifests itself on
the individual level, in the everyday talk, shoutdt be perceived as something
pathological but rather as a result of the systeimitsm. To cite an example, Gaudio
and Bialostok examined discourse of a middle-claggte woman married to
a working-class Latino in which she tries to expl#ie unequal socioeconomic status
and achievements of her own and his families. Tioend out that the woman uses a
reasoning based on the culture in a way consistéht the new racist prejudice to
account for the differences. The culture is acewydp the authors said "to be 'in their
[Latinos'] blood' or attributed to centuries ofdition,"?* hence, understood as their

permanent attribute.

On the other hand, people that are systematicaltirgying the out-group (a group
that the the in-group opposes itself to) as a thpmapetuate the racist ideology
intentionally. They usually expect a certain exuoary behavior to be brought about
by their prejudiced discourse. Yet, even the newisma that is reproduced by the
speakers unintentionally should be pointed out dhyokars as it perpetuates the same

inequality between races as the old racism used to.

Finally, racial structure both the "old" and the "new," in the Western doies is
best explained as a system of white supremacyethiails social relations reinforcing
this supremacy. It can be argued that this stracttam the era of the old racism has
stayed in place but nowadays needs to rely onfardiftly phrased out ideology. This
ideology can consist of frameworks indentified bynBla-Silva that are used to explain
and justify the racial status q@d.The frameworks and how they are used will be

elaborated on further ahead in this chapter.

In sum, the new racism in the United States isesy&t and affects everyone in the
white in-group that in turn tends to protect itsvipeges and is usually opposed to the
out-group often perceived as a threat to the inygroOn the other hand, some
individuals or groups within society might delibesly present a group as non-white and
therefore a threat knowing it would elicit negatiesponse hurting the out-group. The
new racisim is actually not that different from tloéd racism in these concrete
outcomes. What it differs in is the conceptual ustdnding of the white and the

non-white races and the covert way of expressiegptiejudice that was not such a big

2 Rudolf P. Gaudio and Steve Bialostok, "The Troubiéh Culture: Everyday Racism in White
Middle-Class DiscourseCritical Discourse Studieg, No. 1 (2005): 63.
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issue for the old racism. This conceptual undedstanof race that is typical of the new
racism will be explained in detail further below.

1.3 Constructing Race in the United States

As has been already explained, in the new racigoryh race is understood as socially
constructed. According to Bonilla-Silva, the whitéest was created by Europeans as a
means to dominate the "new world." The West was ttanstructed by the colonial
powers as human, developed, civilized, rationaljsiin, superior, and clean, whereas
the new territories as subhuman, underdevelopethaban, instinctive, heathen, and

unclear?®

System of the white superiority was establishedhe United States, too, where
indigenous and black people were understood bésiralthe aforementioned terms.
Whiteness, on the other hand, has always servea sonym for citizenship. The
Naturalization Act of 1790 stated that citizensbkguld be granted to white persons
only. This proved problematic in many cases wheurtsohad to decide whether a
person could be determined as white which furtmetedines the persuasiveness of the
constructionisttheory of race as it shows that one cannot sciealliy define who is

white and who is not with an absolute certaffty.

Despite the fact that the racial composition of thated States has become much
more diverse throughout the history, the white-bldichotomy still seems to be valid
as both the "white" and the "black" designatiores rawt necessarily tied to color of the
skin but work rather as constructed concepts. Afneericans represent, in this sense, a
prototype ofothernesgather than a distinctive biological category te#dk race per se.
In order to establish their own race, and therefweal status as white, Latinos often
try to distinguish themselves from Afro-Americanshe prototype of "blackness.” At
the same time, within Latinos, Mexicans sometimegher present themselves in
opposition to Puerto Ricans who can be perceivedeasg closer to the "black"

category than Mexicans and therefore inferior tocidans?®

23 Bonilla-Silva,Racism without Racist$.
4 Bonilla-Silva, "This is a White Country'," 191-2.9
% Kitty Calavita, "Immigration Law, Race, and Idepfi The Annual Review of Law and Social Sciehice
262007):2—7. Accessed October 28, 2014, doi: 10./aWfurev.lawsocsci.3.081806.112745.
Ibid., 10-13.
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As a consequence, rather abstract and highly fiexdbntent of the notion of race
allows for racialization of groups whose phenotgpel color of the skin can hardly be
categorized as black. Typical example are Mexic@ing used to be considered rather
white. According to Calavita, there was one veryactical reason behind it
— the conquest of the territories inhabited by Maxs in 1848. The inhabitants were
consequently designated as white and thereforéleligp become U.S. citizeri5.In
this way, it was ensured that the southern pathefcountry remained racially white

and thus made the annexation of the foreign tereganore palatable.

Kretsedemas claims that "Mexican-Latino immigraats not deemed undesirable
due to the fact that they are not white, but beeaiuis feared that they will not become
white."?® The notion of a Mexican immigrant has usually vsimilar connotations the

notion of the "black” race has. He is, for exampléen depicted as someone subhuman.

Santa Ana notices in his study of metaphors ofroatiin the American public
discourse that one of the most abundant metapl®orene that likens Mexican
immigrant to an animal. According to him, thereaissame relationship between the
notions of "immigrants" and "citizens" as betwedre tnotions of "animals" and
"humans.?® This means that immigrants are suddenly undersiodlde same terms as

Afro-Americans were by the old racism.

Kil examines how nativist discourse produces angenaf "a white national body in
danger from thecriminal immigrant who represents dirt, disgust, abjection and
disorder® which again corresponds to devaluation of thesmigrants into something
below humanity. Humanity, for that matter, rougldgrresponds to the concept of

whiteness.

It is important to note that the imagery of a cnaliimmigrant and its derivatives
that Kil puts forth usually apply to illegal immignts only. Yet, the prejudices and daily
discriminatory practices resulting from this dissmiusually affect the whole group of
Mexicans or Latinos. This connection of immigratidiexicans, and illegality is not
accidental and will be elaborated on in the thindpgter. Despite the fact that nationals

" Ibid., 8.

8 Philip Kretsedemas, "Redefining 'Race' in Northekira," Current Sociologys6, No. 6 (2008): 833.
Accessed October 18, 2014, doi: 10.1177/0011390%®01.

29 Otto Santa AnaBrown Tide Rising: Metaphors of Latinos in Contenapp American Public
Discourse(Austin: University of Texas Press, 2003), 273-286

%0 sang Hea Kil, "A Diseased Body Politic: Nativisisbourse and the Imagined Whiteness of the USA,"
Cultural Studie®8, No. 2 (2014): 178. Accessed October 17, 26Gi4,10.1080/09502386.2013.789068.
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of many other countries apart from Mexico compilgal immigrants in the United
States, most of the U.S. resources aiming at ptexgilegal immigration is located on
the U.S.-Mexican border which contributes to thenfladion of Mexicans, who
comprise majority of the unauthorized border-crossavith the notion ofillegal

immigration.

De Genova points out the visibility of these imnaigts who are "swirling
enigmatically around the stunning invisibility dfet law.®* By saying this, he tries to
emphasize how the illegality is constructed by themigration law that itself is
practically invisible. As a consequence, illegalmigrants are blamed for illegally
crossing the border, but the critical role of thes lwhich provides few ways of legal
immigration for Mexicans is ignored. De Genova exps that the law's "relative
invisibility in producing ‘illlegality,” requires & spectacle of ‘enforcement
at the U.S.-Mexico border that renders a racialixégrant ‘illegality’ visible and lends
it the commonsensical air of a 'natural' fa¢tThe border is further understood as the
main theater of something called the 'border spegtthat is eagerly picked up by the
media which further contributes to the conflatidrivtexicans with the notion of ‘illegal
immigration.’

As a consequence, Mexicans are often depictedragais or in more abstract term
as invaders, disease infecting the white body, aiumal forces causing harm to the
United State$® This rhetoric creates a false impression of beawglly neutral while
relying on the law that is supposed to be "unqoeably rational” and
the border-crossers can thus be easily condemnétnasally inferior others who
should be blocked from crossing 'the bord&.The most serious outcome of this
seemingly innocent, racially neutral language,dgpof the anti-immigration discourse,
is the frequent treatment of illegal Mexican imnaigts as if they were below humanity

and deserved no respect and dignity, similarhhasstaves in the past.

To sum up, Mexicans who have been in the U.S. tyigtoost often understood as

white and thus eligible for citizenship are nowaglagmmonly associated with illegal

31 Nicolas P. De Genova, "Migrant 'lllegality’ andfdetability in Everyday Life,’Annual Review of
Anthropology3 (2002): 432. Accessed October 28, 2014, doi:
10.1146/annurev.anthro.31.040402.085432.

%2 bid., 436.

#Kil, "A Diseased Body Politic," 191-93.

3 Katrina Rebecca Bloch, "Anyone Can Be An lllegablor-Blind Ideology and Maintaining
Latino/Citizen Border,Critical Sociology40, No. 1 (2013): 55. Accessed October 4, 2014, do
10.1177/0896920512466274.
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immigration and categories such as a criminal,ramal or a disease — categories that
are traditionally associated with being black/ndmitey and therefore subhuman,
unclean, underdeveloped, and so forth. To thesegodes, a plethora of negative
stereotypes adds up which contribute to the coctstru of Mexicans as being
antithetical to whites and therefore subject to thew racist prejudice and

discrimination.

1.4 Frames

Unlike the old racism, the new racism is a moretlsuind covert form of racism. It is
called "racism without racists" because you camasily point to and condemn people
who actively participate in the reproduction of thew racist ideology. Moreover,
people who use the rhetoric of the new racism marmany cases unaware of it. The
ideology and grammar that accompany the new raigsiogy are learned socially and
unconsciously® In addition, speakers are deliberately avoidinging blatant racist
statements or any statements that could be petcasediased or negative but at the
same time slip into usage of the frames that havéd goal to justify racial status quo
in favor of the white in-group. These frames heifeiipret racial matters in a way that
supports dominant racial ideology while creating iempression of being racially
neutral. Bonilla-Silva identified four frames thate most commonly used: abstract

liberalism, naturalization, cultural racism, anchimization of racism.

Abstract liberalismbuilds mainly upon political liberalism with itsléas of equal
opportunity and economic liberalism emphasizingiviimiialism. More specifically,
people who use this frame might argue for the iiddial choice of white people to live
in segregation from black people or against affirmeaaction because it goes against
the aforementioned values. Yet, they are at theesame ignoring the institutional
obstacles preventing black people or other mirewifrom attaining equal status with
the white peoplé® This is why the new racism is called by some satsollaissez-faire"
racism®’ Donald Kinder and David Sears came up with a qoinoé symbolic racism
which is partly in line with the abstract liberalis They speak of a new form of

% Bonilla-Silva,Racism without Racist§4.

*®|pid., 28.

" The concept of laissez-faire racism was introduneBobo, Kluegel, and Smith.
Bonilla-Silva, "'This is a White Country,™ 190.
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prejudice which links moral character, individuadliand blaming the black people for

not trying hard enougf

Naturalization serves as a means of explaining racial inequsliie something
natural. It can be said, for example, that justwéite people tend to live in white
neighborhoods because it is simply natural for th®mlored minorities” have the same
tendency because it is "the way things &feThis helps displace the blame for the
racial inequalities from the white in-group (e.rom the institutional racism that

clearly goes against the naturalization hypothesis)

Cultural racismis a frame that finds a lot of use nowadays wattards to Mexican
or Latino immigrants and the attempts of numerousdgs and politicians to depict
them as unassimilable or even a threat to the wAitglo-Saxon society because of the
alleged cultural traits that they are believed tsgess. Different groups can thus be
described as lazy or simply immoral because of #teired cultural backgroufiy.

Samuel Huntington might have been one of the mmshiment scholars to apply this
reasoning. He claimed that in the long run, the Aca@, Anglo-Protestant identity was
endangered by the distinct and unassimilable alltgroup of Mexican&® Another
scholar whose beliefs received a lot of attentioithis respect is Peter Brimelow who
summarized his ideas about the consequences oftreemigration in his boolAlien
Nation In this study, he puts forth his conviction abdé harmful effects of the
contemporary immigration which he roughly assosatdth Mexican immigrants.
More specifically, Brimelow emphasizes their ladk cnltural predisposition toward
economic success and cites crime and spread ads#giseas possible consequences of
their immigration®? This translates into conviction that these immigsaare inherently
prone to poverty and crime and will thus alwaysableurden and even a threat to the

society.

¥ Donald R. Kinder and Lynn M. SandeBiyided by Color: Racial Politics and Democratioeials
(London, Chicago: The University of Chicago Prd€96), 105-6.

% Bonilla-Silva,Racism without Racist&8.

“bid., 28-29.

! Samuel P. Huntington, "The Hispanic Challeng@teign Policy March/April 2004.

“2 peter BrimelowAlien Nation: Common Sense About America’s ImmignaDisaster(New York:
HarperPerennial, 1996).
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Finally, minimization of racismsuggests that racism is not so much relevant
nowadays, just the minorities themselves are tryiaguse racism to their own

advantagé®

1.5 Relevance and Critique of the New Racism Theory

Virtanen and Huddy pose themselves a question whélle new racism qualifies as a
new form of prejudice or whether it is just an ersgonent of negative racial
stereotypes. They assert that the new racism tie maw form of prejudice but rather
an existing form of prejudice with a new relevatzeonsiderations of racial polic§™

This is important because it shows that while teer macism might be almost invisible

in the society, it is equally harmful as the olee@s it is based on a similar prejudice.

Quillian criticized the theory, blaming the newism researchers for confusing race
with other beliefs as many surveys dealing withsmacare in fact designed in a way that
does not allow to distinguish between a personfsifion to welfare or affirmative
action because he or she is a conservative in thaters or rather because he or she is
prejudiced against "colored-minorities" who disprdmnately tend to be beneficiaries
of these program®. Some people might also seem prejudiced when thegdt only
stereotype certain group. This distinction is intapt because stereotypes, unlike
prejudice, can be abandoned by the people if theyeaposed to new information
refuting the stereotype. Prejudice is a belief,thatthis respect, is much stronger and
new pieces of information that expose its untrutidas are not usually enough for the

people to get rid of it.

These claims are probably the most relevant cektitpe new racism theory must
face. To counter the methodological problems oWveys discussed above, Quillian
proposes to work with the notion of implicit atti®l instead of the explicit one that is
traditionally examined by the surveys. The impliattitude is based on the idea that

"past associations toward racial group membersyadeas a set of stereotypical beliefs

“3 Bonilla-Silva,Racism without Racistg9.

44 Simo V. Virtanen and Leonie Huddy, "Old-Fashiofatism and New Forms of Racial Prejudice,"
The Journal of Politic&0, No. 2 (1998): 313-314.

“> Lincoln Quillian, "New Approaches to UnderstandiRacial Prejudice and DiscriminatiorAhnual
Review of Sociology 32 (2006813. Accessed October 28, 2014, doi:
10.1146/annurev.soc.32.061604.123132.



21

associated with a racial category, exist in thedwand influence future judgements and

action."

Quillian discusses a number of psychological expents that are capable of
exposing the implicit racial attitude in people&hbvior. They show a low correlation
between explicit and implicit racial attitudes. $hindicates that "individuals can be
sincerely nonprejudiced in their conscious thougt still have their judgements and
actions influenced by a subtle racial bi&This further reinforces the previous claim
that even people who in no way consider themsaiaeists might be affected by the

systemic racism that manifests itself in the imphttitude Quillian examines.

The new racism theory usually gives special atbento black people as they were
the primary victim of the old racism, but since t@wv racism often helps to racialize
non-white groups (e.g., immigrant groups such asxidéms), too, these would
definitely deserve more attention in the theory. rébwer, relations among
the non-white groups in the light of the new racigmeory would be also worth

examining.

1.6 Conclusion

The new racism has not necessarily come up witthh@ewnew kind of prejudice. On
the other hand, it is certainly new in its abandentof the biological understanding of
race. Race has been redefined in rather abstraess twhich allow for racialization of
groups without explicitly referring to their race its traditional sense (that is roughly
understood as the color of their skin). This netegarization of groups is usually taken
as given and not subject to change and that isitvbgn be argued that it constitutes
prejudice, not just stereotype. These groups (lswfined by their culture) can
therefore function as "new races." In addition,d&nman, singles outaditional values
such as work ethic or individualism, mentioned @ tpart on the frames, that are
helping legitimize new racist claims as somethihgttis new compared to the old

racism?’

46 ja;

Ibid., 323.
4" Paul M. Sniderman et al., "The New Racis#ufierican Journal of Political Scien@5, No. 2 (1991):
424,
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2 Critical Discourse Analysis

2.1 Basic Characteristics of CDA and Its Goals

The aim of this paper is to find out whether thersome kind of the new racism present
in the discourse of the minutemen movement. Ctit@Bscourse Analysis (CDA)
therefore seems to be an appropriate theory as \teil-equipped for dealing with
prejudice in texts and talk because, as van Dijis ity "both racism and ideology are
prominently reproduced by social practices and @ape by discourse®® CDA was
intentionally called a theory and not a methodtas, indeed, a theory in the first place
which only serves as a starting point to differem¢thods, yet, does not offer one
universal methodology. The goal of this chaptewoistroduce the theory of the CDA,
explain the theoretical assumptions it rests upmhits methods. It should shed more

light on why CDA is especially suitable for analygiprejudice in discourse.

CDA is primarily concerned with the relation betwdanguage and power as is the
discourse analysis (DA), too. Yet, what makesritical and thus distinguishable from
the discourse analysis is the explicit politicarste it adopts and the distance it takes
from the examined dafd.CDA has come into existence by merging ideas fseneral
fields such as social theory, discourse analysisguistics, and interactional
sociolinguistics? It was also influenced by Marxist thinking (it ir example, very
explicit about its stance against exploitation) dydGramsci's concept of hegemony
that contributed with a notion of non-repressivercmn by the persuasive potential of
discourse. Habermas's thinking is also presenthenGDA with the idea of a strategic
use of languag®'

“8Teun A. van Dijk, "Ideologies, Racism, DiscourBebates on Immigration and Ethnic Issues," in
Comparative Perspectives on Racism, eds. Jessik&/aleand Maykel Verkuyten (Aldershot: Ashgate,
2000), 92.

9 Ruth Wodak, "What CDA Is About — A Summary oflitistory, Important Concepts and its
Developments," ifMethods of Critical Discourse Analysisd. Ruth Wodak and Michal Meyer (London:
SAGE Publications, 2001), 9.

*Y Encarnacion Hidalgo Tenorio, "Critical Discoursealysis, An Overview,Nordic Journal of English
StudieslO, No. 1 (2011): 188. Accessed January 24, 2015,
http://ojs.ub.gu.se/ojs/index.php/njes/article/vigs8.

*!bid., 188-189.
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CDA draws heavily on critical linguistics (CL) field that developed in the course
of the 1970s and rests in particular upon the Haylan linguistics and its systemic
functional grammat? The systemic functional grammar is a theory desigmy
Michael Halliday in which he emphasizes the sofiiaction of language/grammai.
CDA thus places special emphasis on the relatidwdsn forms and functions of
language. The language use is understood as alveayg social and the analysis of the

discourse takes place above the unit of a senfénce.

From a broader perspective, CDA originates in tmankfurt school of critical
theory. It rejects neutrality in social sciencesl @ms at exposing "opaque as well as
transparent structural relationships of dominaggsrimination, power and control as
manifested in languagé™Its ultimate goal is to "understand, expose, aftichately
resist social inequality’® In its critical approach, CDA goes against suppbse

value-free science and acknowledges its own rafeaf’

2.2 Main Tenets of CDA

There are numerous strands within the CDA which miffer to a lesser or greater
extent but all of them share a basic set of idBasclough and Wodak identified the

following features as the central tenets of CDA:

CDA addresses social problems
discourse is a form of social action
discourse produces ideological work
power relations are discursive

discourse constitutes society and culture

o gk w b RE

discourse is historical

*2Teun A. van Dijk, "Critical Discourse Analysisfi The Handbook of Discourse Analysisl. Deborah
Schiffrin, Deborah Tannen and Heidi E. Hamilton (e, Mass: Blackwell Publishers, 2001).

*3 Michal Meyer, "Between Theory, Method, and PaitiPositioning of the Approaches to CDA," in
Methods of Critical Discourse Analysisd. Ruth Wodak and Michal Meyer (London: SAGE
Publications, 2001), 22.

** Rebecca Rogers, "An Introduction to Critical Disse Analysis in Education,” iin Introduciton to
Critical Discourse Studies in Educatioed. Rebecca Rogers (Mahwah, New Jersey: Lawiericaum
Associates, Publishers, 2004): 5.

*°|bid.,3; Wodak, "What CDA Is About," 2.

*6Van Dijk, "Critical Discourse Analysis," 352.

*"Ibid., 352.



24

7. the link between text and society is mediafed

According to van Dijk, CDA attempts to bridge a dsiween micro- and macrolevel of
analysis where language use is the microlevel,eypdwer, dominance, and inequality
are the macrolevef The power is basically defined in terms of contiihe dominant
groups hold control over discourse and can thuaente minds (that is, knowledge or
opinions) of members of the dominated groups. Diisn happens "in the myriad of
taken-for-granted actions of everyday life, asy@dally the case in the many forms of
everyday sexism or racisfi>* A previously mentioned research by Gaudio and
Bialostok of the white middle-class discourse igraat example of this van Dijk's

claim.

Discourseis to be understood in CDA as an instrument of groand of the social
construction of reality* The discourse thus serves to mediate ideologyfirspecific
social representations organized into systemsatigabased on a dominant ideology in a
given society’? The notion ofideologyis crucial in CDA as it enables to sustain the

inequalities CDA scholars aim to eradicéte.

It is important to note that discourse is not jagkflection of reality nor ideology.
Discourses are, instead, material realities as thesnselves help to determine reality
and create subjects Relationship between discourse and reality isefioee dialectical.
The notion of discourse in CDA builds on Foucaultglerstanding of it as a flow of
knowledge or rather as a stored societal knowle@ggcourse therefore "creates the

conditions for the formation of subjects and threcturing and shaping of societi€s."

The discourse should be understood as historicathwimeans that it is always
grounded in a specific context. In other worddgs itsocially, politically, racially, and
economically loaded®® This points out the importance of extralinguigéictors such as

*% |bid., 353.

*%bid., 354.

% bid., 354—355.

®1 Wodak, "What CDA Is About," 9.

%2 Chris Barker and Dariusz Galaski, Cultural Studies and Discourse Analysis: A Dialogure
Language and Identitiondon: SAGE Publications, 2001): 65-66.

® Wodak, "What CDA Is About," 10.

% Siegfried Jager, "Discourse and Knowledge: Thémkand Methodological Aspects of a
Critical Discourse and Dispositive Analysis,"NMethods of Critical Discourse Analysisd. Ruth Wodak
and Michal Meyer (London: SAGE Publications, 20(85;-36.

®® bid., 35.

% Rebecca Rogers, "An Introduction to Critical Disse Analysis in Education,” 6.
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culture and society in the examination of discofifs&he context is essential in
influencing recipients' mind (that is, knowledgeijroons, and so forth).

2.3 Dominant Approaches within CDA

CDA cannot, in fact, be described as one singlerthéut rather as several theories

which share conceptual framework and a criticalspective®

Each theoretical
approach has, at the same time, its own methodoldbgis subchapter will aim at

briefly introducing the most influential approactveghin CDA.

Norman Fairclough is one of the most important satsowithin CDA. As the name
of his approachDialectical-Relational Approachndicates, it draws heavily on Marxist
thinking. In his approach, Fairclough focuses am $bmiotic imprint of social conflict
in discourses. His procedure consists not onlynchralysis of semiotic dimension of a
given social problem but also of looking into hoalanization of dominant discourses

can be resisted. Final step in his analysis compssructural analysis of the cont&t.

Authors such as Fairclough, Fowler et al., or Hodge Kress draw significantly on
the systemic functional grammar developed by Hallidaythis strand of CDA, there is

a focus on different text types as representatfesifferent social practice.

Wodak would be the main representative of whatiked theDiscourse-Historical
Approach which deals with the semiotic practices in thevieer of maintaining
domination of those in power. Special emphasislaqa on trying to connect the
textual and contextual level of analysis where ewntis closely tied to historical

knowledge’*

Socio-Cognitive Approacks associated with van Dijk who emphasizes intevsac
between cognition, discourse, and society. Thisaggt will be elaborated on in the
following subchapter and it will serve as the mapproach used in this thesis. The
approach elaborated by Christopher Hart will b@ #ken into account as it serves as
an important follow-up to the cognitive aspectstioé van Dijk's approach with its

special emphasis on the cognitive linguistics.

" Michal Meyer, "Between Theory, Method, and Paificl5.
® Christopher HartCritical Discourse Analysis and Cognitive Scieniew Perspectives on
Immigration Discoursg(Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2010): 3.
% Hidalgo Tenorio, "Critical Discourse Analysis, Averview," 190.
70 H
Ibid., 193.
" bid., 191.
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2.4 Socio-Cognitive Approach

Teun van Dijk is one of the leading scholars of @réical Discourse Analysis. He has
been publishing works related to discourse stusiiese the 1970s and is still a prolific
author in the field. His research in the discoussedies is especially focused on
cognitive aspects of discourse processing. He afises in the discourse that concerns
the media, ethnic minorities, and racism. Sincentlagn topics he deals with are racism
and prejudice, his approach seems especially coeefor the purpose of this work.
As this work deals with the new racism and thereefmejudice, the role of the society is
crucial because racism is understood here as alssgstemic phenomenon in the first
place. The processing of ethnic prejudice, howetakes place on the individual,
cognitive level. In his work, van Dijk examines eig this relationship between

society, discourse, and cognition.
2.4.1 Study of Prejudice in Discourse

Van Dijk's monograph calleBrejudice in Discourse: An Analysis of Ethnic Pdipe

in Cognition and Conversatiowas used as a basis for the approach used ith#sss.
Van Dijk's main premise is that the people who wanexpress negative opinions or
prejudice against minorities feel the urge notéosben as racists and therefore have to

strategicallysolve this tension on both cognitive and interactldevel’?

In the previous chapter, it was argued that prepidjor racism) is a social
phenomenon. Van Dijk also believes that prejudiseai "shared form of social
representation in group members, acquired duringcgases of socialization and
transformed and enacted in social communicationitedaction.”® This representation

obviously reflects the interests of the dominaiwiugr, the in-group, in the society.

The cognitive aspect in van Dijk's approach is Base the notion of thgroup
schemathat is an "organized set of beliefs and opiniobsua minority groups” and
works as the "cognitive basis of all our informatiprocessing about members of such
groups.” According to van Dijk, people have to deal withoaof information in the

social situations and that is why there are strasetp process and interpret all the

2 Teun A. van DijkPrejudice in Discourse: An Analysis of Ethnic Pujte in Cognition and
Conversatior{Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publisi@ogpany, 1984), 3.

% bid., 13.

" bid, 23.
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information in a more efficient manner. In accorclanith the group schemata about
minorities, people interpret actions involving miies with a proto-schema already in
mind and consequently build models that are in Vuid how the actions of minority
members are interpreted. These models are stordbdeisemantic memorywhich
basically stores concepts about the world, commaowkedge, and is not based on
personal experiences) and can be retrieved wheplea@nterpret situations, even

without having gained the needed information fropessonal experienc@.

As follows from the previous paragraphs, the domini&-group in the society
usually tries to protect its interests through ydeje against minorities that are seen as
potentially endangering the privileges of the dasmingroup. Yet, there are certain
social norms ruling what can be expressed in cersituations. The members of
the in-group therefore use strategies in ordernaifitain a positive self-image of
tolerant, understanding, cooperative citizéhThese strategies applied in talk are
usually referred to as strategiesseff-presentatiomndpersuasioras the speakers want
to maintain positive image of themselves, mark thelnes as the members of
the in-group who share the same values but alsd tee@ersuade the listener of the
validity of their claims. The persuasive strategsually appeals to members of
the in-group by expressing the experiences of aliviolual in a way that creates
impression that it affects the whole groiprherefore, the speaker can present certain
prejudiced pieces of information as a common trather than his own experience, and

so forth.

2.5 Hart's Approach to Critical Discourse Analysis

In his approach, Hart builds on van Dijk's socigititive approach as he works closely
with the notion of social cognition that mediatesttand social relatior8.Apart from
building on van Dijk, he believes that CDA approeghlack biologically based
explanation and that is why he applies a cogniévelutionary explanation as to why

certain strategies used by speakers are so eHedtde further examines how these

" Ibid., 30-32.

"®Ibid., 46.

" Ibid., 48-50.

"8 Hart, Critical Discourse Analysis and Cognitive Scient®,
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discoursive strategies are expressed by certaiguiBiic structures and manifest
themselves in individuals' cognitidh.

2.5.1 Evolutionary Psychology in CDA

In its evolutionary-psychological aspect, Hart'spraach sees the Darwinian
evolutionary adaptiveness in play as far as pregu@ind social cognitions stemming
from the prejudice are concerned. Thanks to thdudwoary adaptiveness, different
modules of social intelligence have evolved. Peogie, for example, capable of
attributing beliefs, emotions, and intentions tbestpeople and are consequently able to
predict their behavior accordingly. These modulesoant for something calledctical
deceptionor Machiavellian intelligenc&® This means that one can make another person
falsely believe in something which can further tngerests of the former person.
According to Hart, "where CDA is concerned withasdgic discourse, this is precisely
tactical deception involving Machiavellian intekligce.®" Other modules Hart works
with are cheater-detection moduland logico-rhetorical modulewhose use in the

discourse will be explained later.
2.5.2 Cognitive Linguistic Aspect

In accordance with the critical linguistic aspektart puts forward the idea that
communication is based on the same conceptualsyateacting and thinking. The core
idea of the cognitive linguistics is that the waye weonstruct reality is always
ideologically motivated. From the evolutionary poof view, communication might
serve to represent and therefore help mark groaptiiies but also to cooperate, for
example, through exchange of information whichwadidor anticipatory planning but

also manipulatioff?

bid., 19.

8 The term Machiavellian Intelligence refers exattythe capability of humans to resort to tactical
deception, lying for instance can be used strasdlgito deceive someone. It is commonly called aloci
intelligence as well.

® bid., 21.

% bid., 23-26.
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2.6 Methodology of CDA

As mentioned above, CDA methodology is very divessa every approach has
basically designed its own methodology. This suptdrawill provide some examples in
order to show how certain aspects of text or talk ©e analyzed, especially with
regards to text and talk possibly prejudiced agamasorities. It will combine both van

Dijk's and Hart's methodological approaches which great extent overlap.

2.6.1 Referential and Predication Strategies

Referential strategies occur when speakers refer to other people. Edpedra a
prejudiced discourse, people are usually refercedntterms of belonging to either
in-group or out-group. The importance of referrboggroups can be explained in the
evolutionary psychology by the simple fact thatidgy in groups was a means of
surviving. Therefore, negative representation ahember of the out-group could be
seen as leading to discriminatory behavior aimga@ection of the in-group. To give a
few examples of this strategy, a group can be éambély its nationality (strategy of
nationalization e.g., Mexicans) or simply as immigrants/foreignehich suggests that
they are from a different place than the in-grode-¢$patializatiop Referential strategy
of dissimilationmarks the out-group as different or unfamiliar (ealiens, strangers)
and strategy ofollectivizationsubsume groups, for example, under the pronourts suc

as "we" or "they®

Predication strategies, too, find frequent use in a prejudiced discouasethey
usually aim to attribute positive traits to in-gpsuand negative or threat-connoting ones
to out-groups. Hart believes that this strateggspecially effective as it can induce
emotion of fear in the listener which can consedlyenfluence his or her actions. Most
importantly for the discourse on immigrants, mermsbef the out-group are usually
defined in accordance with one of the sevéoploi. Hart defines topoi as "standard
argumentation schemes which represent the commmseseeasoning typical for
specific issues." The topos does not even havestevien expressed explicitly for the
hearer to understand it.

The most typical topoi associated with immigramtslaurden, crime, culture, danger,
disadvantage, disease, displacement, or exploitalibese topoi might trigger the so-

8 bid., 49-509.



30

calledcheater-detection modula the listener which means that he or she wiknpret
the group referred to in the discourse as a satiaat, a threat to his social in-group, or
the social contract in more general terms. Thishinigad to activation of emotions of
anger, fear, or contempt which can further traesiiato avoidance behavior. Bearing in
mind the strategic use of discourse emphasizeddrt; Hhe speaker might communicate
a threat in a Machiavellian way, theref@@nstructinga threat in order to elicit exactly

these reactions, while there might be no real tiffea

In more concrete terms, members of the out-grouplmedabeled as social-cheats by
being described as uneducated, unqualified burdgumsthey can be also described as
differentin terms of culture and therefore unassimilablectvitan be also understood
as an undesired cost to the in-group, and hendeeatt In the topos of crime, they
would be typically referred to akegal immigrants. In many cases, they are associated
with natural disasters such as flood. Heart showat these connotations are not
significant simply because they ascribe negativalitigs to immigrants but exactly
because they trigger the cheater-detection modhaeis responsible for emotions of
fear and anger that can translate into exclusionatypns against members of the out-
group®

Proximisation strategies can be also linked to predication strategies. Tigpically
work with spatial and temporal dimensions whosenngaial is to emphasize proximity

or imminence of a potential thret.

The main conclusions to draw from Hart regarding phejudice is that prejudice can
be linked to existence of prehistoric dangers, getprding to Hart, it is not biologically
deterministic but rather formed by the cultural iemvment. The previously mentioned
modules may, however, be "utilized in discourseiider to strategically enact social
inequality.®” This means that by means of the above-mentionedegtes, one can
actually use the discourse as an input that cggdriresponses such as fear and anger
that are responsible for exclusionary and discratary behavior.

Only a few examples of the strategies used in ibeodrse that can help to construct
a perceived threat from the out-group were mentddmere. It should be born in mind,

nevertheless, that the speaker is not free to naaleclaims without constraints as

8 bid., 60-81.
8 |bid., 73-81.
8 |bid., 84—86.
8 bid., 22.
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something calletbgico-rhetorical moduléhas evolved in humans that has for its goal to
disclose the strategic nature of discourse by dhgdts coherenc On the other hand,
on the part of the speaker, there is a number gifif@zation strategies designed to

make the discourse persuasive.

2.6.2 Coherence and Legitimization in Discourse

The notion of coherence in a discourse is importa@tause it often rests upon
ideological assumptions. That is, the logical caioas between sentences and clauses
(cohesive devices), for example, always indicattage ideological assumptions. Hart
distinguishes between external and internal coleerefhe internal coherence mainly
concerns the lexical and grammatical cohesion. &tternal coherence can be further
expressed in terms of evidentiality and epistemiodafity. In a nutshell, the
evidentialityconcerns the sources of information and the authtirey have (something
can be general knowledge or it can be just a paagpetc.), ancepistemic modality
refers to the commitment the speaker makes tortigioassertion or, in other words, to

the belief in a proposition he puts fofth.

In terms of legitimization, van Dijk focuses to aich greater extent than Hart on the
conversational strategies people use to make wegassertions about minorities
(immigrants) while maintaining positive image otthselves. They might start with a
positive topic and only then turn to a negative ,onging strategies ofontrast or
comparisorto mitigate the negative opinion they expressnake generalizations about
minorities®®

The speakers van Dijk analyzed frequently resorbedssumptions about what the
minorities themselves wanted in order to divereraibn from their own attitudes. They
would also often mention negative consequencebeoptesence of minorities but omit
the causal link between the negative consequencdsnanorities. Van Dijk also
identified numerous semantic moves that have fogdal positive self-presentation of
the speakers. Typical example often to be founthénprejudiced talk is thapparent
denialstrategy (e.g., disclaimers such as "I have ngthwgainst foreigners, but..%.

8 |bid., 89.

8 bid., 91-92.

% bid., 110, 62-64.
1 bid., 110-115.
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Van Dijk especially closely studies how stories w@thminorities are constructed.
These stories usually draw from situational modlett exist in people's memory and
are usually already prejudiced. Van Dijk breaksséhestories down into specific
schemata each of which has a particular functione Ppresence of members of
minorities in the stories is usually described m®went that is "deviant, weird, strange,
criminal, or otherwise unexpected." Typical of thenority stories is the lack of
resolution®? Apart from the schemata, frames come to use fretyuevhich are defined
as "open-ended, encyclopedic knowledge structurbEhwrepresent experience in

cultural domains®

In a speech, many additional features such as tiagear emphasizing certain
claims, even the fact whether the speaker feeladled to give examples, avoids certain
topics, etc., might play a significant role in trgito convey a particular idea without
being identified as racist. Furthermore, strategiesh asvaguenessindirectness or
mitigation (words such as a bit, somewhat, etc.)ngplicationscan work in the same

way.**

Finally, van Dijk includes even style and rhetanchis analysis. He finds that each
speaker's style is influenced by his emotionalestais social role, but also the social
context such as various rules and norms he or shmnstrained by. Some of the
stylistic features van Dijk identifies could beeafteasily overlooked such as incomplete

sentences, repairs, hesitations, and so forth.
2.6.3 Metaphors in Discourse

The first chapter of this work briefly touched uparetaphors and their use in the
immigration discourse. Metaphors can function apaat of both referential and

predication strategies. Use of metaphors is sti@tbgcause metaphors can have
highlighting and hiding effects as they can "kespfrom focusing on other aspects of
the concept that are inconsistent with that metapfioSecondly, metaphors are

necessarily ideological as they put forth one paldir understanding over alternative

2 van Dijk, Prejudice in Discourse80—87.

% Hart, Critical Discourse Analysis and Cognitive Scient@s.
van Dijk, Prejudice in Discoursel21-138.

% |bid., 134-135.

% Hart, Critical Discourse Analysis and Cognitive Scient26.
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understandings. More importantly, they can actitheepreviously mentioned emotion

modules’’

Santa Ana has examined the use of metaphors ex¢gnen his workBrown Tide
Rising: Metaphors of Latinos in Contemporary AmamicPublic Discourse The
success of metaphors in the discourse lies, aguptdihim, in its power to disguise the
ideology behind it? In his understanding of metaphors, Santa Ana hedvaws on
Lakoff and Johnson and thé&lonceptual Metaphor Thearyn this theory, metaphor is
a "conceptual mapping from a semantic source dornmai different semantic target
domain." The target domain is usually somethingceptual, unable to be scrutinized
with one's senses, whereas the source domain iallyussomething much more

familiar >

In his work, Santa Ana identifies the following mehors as the most pervasive ones
in the U.S. immigration discourse: IMMIGRANT as [BHASE or INTRUDER,
NATION as HOUSE, and NATION as BODY. The immigratican be accordingly
characterized as a cancer to the U.S. body, immigrean be seen as intruders to the

house, or even dangerous waters endangering tmérgoetc®

An important function of metaphors is that usingsimple metaphor such as
IMMIGRANT as ANIMAL is not just a matter of rhetaribut it has real consequences
or, as Santa Ana puts it, it becomes a "lived tedtir many Latinos." Being a U.S.
citizen means "to be fully vested in humanity, whilbt being a citizen means not being
fully human.** Hart comes to the same conclusion, claiming tisaigumetaphors of
war "makes it conceivable to treat defenseless hupeings as dangerous enemies and

seems to justify a war-like reaction to thetff"
2.6.4 Force-Dynamic

Another category that emerged from the field ofratge linguistics and can be made
use of especially in the immigration discoursehes force-dynamic. According to Hart,
the force-dynamic schemata come from one's expsriehpressure and motion. It can

be thus applied to objects and different kinds xd#riéon of or resistance to force. It

 |bid., 125-128.

% Santa AnaBrown Tide Rising54.
% |bid., 26.

190 |pid., 253-260.

191 pid., 276.
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does not have to necessarily concern just the menewf immigration itself but also
legal and political processes, as is also pointe#dby Hart. On the other hand, the
immigration in the discourse can be also constdugtéhout implying any force and
that is why "any force-dynamic representation iscdurse on immigration is therefore

inherently ideological**®

The two participants in the force-dynamic system alled
Agonist (Ago) and Antagonist (Ant). Agonists haveiatrinsic force tendency, whereas

Antagonists hinder the moveméfit.

2.7 Critique of CDA

CDA is a relatively new field and probably also daghis fact meets with many critical
voices. Widdowson is one of the most promineniaxibf the CDA. To start with, he
disputes the notion of discourse altogether aseeds fthat "discourse is something
everybody is talking about but without knowing wihy certainty just what it ig%
Moreover, Widdowson claims that CDA is an ideol@gimterpretation, not analysis.
That means that exactly what is put forth by theAGigholars as an asset of CDA, that
is, its advocacy of oppressed groups by exposiegdibcriminatory and exclusionary

practices in discourse, might be seen by othebsased and prejudiced.

Chilton comes up with an even harsher critiquencilag that there might be no use
for CDA as people are themselves perfectly capabtisclosing ideologies in the text.
CDA, according to him, could only outdo this humeapability by sophisticated
linguistic analysis. Hart would probably agree thadst analyses should not count as
real discourse analyses and therefore, calls fooee comprehensive way of applying
the critical linguistics in CDA, instead of adomifjust a few categories from it. The
CDA scholars should be, however, capable of idgntf ideologies not easily
noticeable to common observers. Moreover, Harteke that the operation of the
logico-rhetorical module might be hindered undentaie circumstances which means
that the human critical instinct would not havebalways working in the way Chilton

claims it is'®®

192 Hart, Critical Discourse Analysis and Cognitive Scient46.
193 Christoper Hart, "Force-interactive Patterns immiigration Discourse: A Cognitive Linguistic
Approach to CDA,'Discourse & Societ22, No. 3 (2011): 273-274.
104 |ja;
Ibid., 275.
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35

Hart is persuaded that CDA can do away with theqce if "theories are applied
systematically rather than selecting certain aspecthem while conveniently ignoring
others" and if "theories are brought together inoaerent, integrated framework*”
Wodak, for that matter, suggests that CDA shoul@temzhoices but should also make
them transparent at each stage of the reseé3tchhis work reflects this critique
especially by including Hart's cognitive linguistapproach that expands the tools
offered by the lingustics and thus allow to examitre discourse in a more

comprehensive way.

2.8 Conclusion

This chapter introduced the Critical Discourse Ame&E and showed that the
socio-cognitive approach is especially suitable fbe analysis of a prejudiced
discourse. Hart's approach proves especially usefuinderstanding the function of
prejudice for a dominant group in a society anghowing how prejudice, understood
from an evolutionary perspective, can be usedegjiedlly in language. For the purpose
of examining the new racism in discourse, strategit positive self-representation,
explored especially by van Dijk, are of crucial ion@ance as explicit prejudiced
attitudes are not socially acceptable. It couldekpected that these strategies will be
heavily exploited in the discourse of the minutemanaddition, among other features,
referential and predication strategies in particmaght expose potentially prejudiced
attitudes against immigrants and will be therefsubject to special focus in the

analysis.
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3 Mexican Immigration and Its Construction as a
Threat

For decades now, the immigration has been a highhtentious issue in the U.S.
politics that is frequently taken up by politiciarsoften to exploit fears of the U.S.
population in order to advance their political goal to lure Hispanic voters. The issue
of immigration is also heavily present in the pabdiscourses on issues such as
citizenship, U.S. identity, or national security.

When the notion of immigration comes up, what isially meant is not the
phenomenon covering immigrants coming into the é&thiStates both legally and
illegally, temporarily and permanently, but it ofteefers almost automatically to the
specific issue oillegal andMexicanimmigration. This chapter aims to briefly introduce
the evolution of the notion of illegal immigratidrom Mexico and its construction as a

threat in the U.S. public discourse.

3.1 Mexican Presence from the Historical Perspectiv e

A significant number of Mexicans have always beeesent in the states bordering
Mexico. This was partly a result of the U.S. vigtosver Mexico in the war of
1846-1848 which resulted in the annexation of wastitories previously part of
Mexico. Mexicans who suddenly found themselvesnfivin the U.S. territory were
granted U.S. citizenship but it did not bring mutifierence for many of them as they
simply continued to cross the border in both dicext as they did before, which was
not illegal until the late 1920%° In the following century, Mexicans kept coming
as a result of the demand for cheap labor, yet,dethem stayed in the United States

permanently.

The demand for labor increased dramatically dutiveg\World War Il when Mexican
workers were admitted on the basis of the famow®0o Program initiated in 1942.
The program basically recruited guest workers okigemn origin for the U.S. employers

with the help of the federal government. Yet, sittéevolved certain standards to abide

199 Bjll Ong Hing, Defining America Through Immigration Poli¢philadelphia: Temple University
Press, 1994), 117-118.
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by, soon after, a phenomenon of undocumented, muarke easily exploitable workers
followed° The Mexican worker was valued as a cheap workfatisposable when no
longer needed but he was not understood as a @dt@ermanent member of the
community*** After the program had been canceled in 1964, nwnthe Mexican
workers stayed in the country and settled therbowit papers®? This has, effectively,

introduced the issue of undocumented immigratiomfMexico.

In the period from the 1960s to the 1980s, the bemofundocumentednmigrants
from Mexico significantly increased as there wezes flegal ways of coming into the
United States to either work or liv& The Immigration and Nationality Act of 1965
abolished the national origins quota system intceduin the 1920s but the number of
legal immigrants from the Western Hemisphere wasttie very first time capped at
120,000 immigrant visas a year and was furthertéichto 20,000 visas per country in
1976 Both Hing and Payan see the roots of the undoctedeviexican immigration

exactly in the inadequate (labor) immigration ppfit®

The 1986 Immigration Reform and Control Act grantadnesty to approximately
3 million undocumented immigrants. Besides the atyeit focused mainly on
preventing the U.S. employers from hiring illegatnmigrants, yet, it did little for

allowing Mexican workers to come to work to the ooy legally**®

At that time, the Mexican undocumented immigratsterted to be understood as an
economic threat for the U.S. workers as Mexicankenxs with their willingness to work
for the little money they were offered were beli@vte be taking away their jobs. These
undocumented immigrants were also perceived amdoeustrain on the states' social
benefits. States along the border which were dEptonately affected by this
immigration, especially Texas and California, weaising the alarm about demographic

changes which they believed were irreversibly ciramthe character of their states.
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3.2 "Loss of Control" and "Latino Threat" Narrative S

The above-mentioned sentiments eventually contta the emergence of two major,
considerably flawed narratives that have beenrigahe anti-immigration rhetoric ever
since. The first one introduced the notion of tles$ of control” over the border. This
narrative is according to Andreas largely manipuags it obscures the fact that "there
actually never was a time when the border was tffdg controlled,” and he further
claims that illegal crossings "have been a defirigggure of the border ever since it was
established® The "Loss of Control" narrative has had real cqnseces in amassing
resources on the border to try to prevent illegaidbr crossings and drug trafficking,
that is another major problem commonly associatell tve border, instead of tackling
underlying causes of these phenomena such as dngymption at home or illegal

hiring of undocumented immigrant¥’

Secondly, the "Latino Threat” Narrative describgdGhavez successfully equated
Latinos with the issue of illegal immigration. Cleawnderstands this illegality as being
a product of states that basically confer thisgdlestatus "upon the bodies of the
migrants themselves?® In constructing the illegality of Latinos, objeai conditions
leading to this illegal immigration such as demé&mdcheap labor, low fertility rates in

the United States, or inadequate immigration padiey disregardetf*

The number of illegal immigrants coming or beliewedbe coming into the United
States has helped to create a threat of invasitmami alleged goal of reconquering the
Southwestern portion of the United States. Moreoaecording to the narrative, the
Latino immigrants differ from previous immigrants their inability and unwillingness
to integrate in the society. The effect of theseratwves is according to Chavez
especially powerful because they have been repsatetany times that they acquired a

completely taken-for-granted naturé.

"8 pid., 7-8.
119 pid., 8.
120| @0 R. ChavezThe Latino Threat: Constructing Immigrants, Citigeand the NatiogStanford:
Stanford University Press, 2013). 28.
121 | h;
Ibid.
122 |pid., 29.
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3.3 (Unintended) Consequences of "Prevention throug h

Deterrence"?

The real effect of these narratives was especmittyounced during the 1990s when a
series of border enforcement policies was impleetem order to "reclaim control”
over the border. Andreas talks about ceremoniaktipes in this respect that
represented not a means but rather an end init8dlhese gestures were given by the
perceived need of politicians to cater to publicarée partly caused by the
aforementioned powerful narratives. As Andreas pytsabandoning these policies
might be costly for politicians who, "fearful of@hreputational costs of appearing lax on
border controls..., became trapped in the escglagmbolic performance'®

The policies of the 1990s that are commonly reter@ as "prevention through
deterrence" were largely unsuccessful becauseatempted to respond to public fears
in the first place but did not tackle the long-testructural problems that are pushing
and pulling immigrants to keep crossing the bordédre myriad of resources and
policies centered on the border have thus beerliasymbolical.

The federal government has been constructing &rmsyst fences accompanied by a
surveillance program on the border but it is a welbbwn fact that the efforts at
discouraging immigrants from crossing the bordethie large cities such as El Paso
(Operation Blockade initiated in 1993) or San Di¢@peration Gatekeeper, 1994) only
achieved to divert the immigrants to more remoté ss populated areas mainly in
New Mexico and Arizon&?

This strategy of "prevention through deterrencel e, as Andreas points out, a
higher number of smugglers arrested which did fyatise statistics but did not
necessarily mean that smugglers gave up. Insteadsnhuggling practices just adapted
to new conditions and became more sophisticatesherhand and more dangerous and
costly for immigrants on the oth&®

123 AndreasBorder Gamesl1.

2% Ipid., 11.
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One collateral consequence of this major stratediaied in the 1990s was a rising
number of deaths along the bordBoty claims that just in the first fifteen yearftea
the strategy of "prevention through deterrence"” int®duced, at least 5,000 migrants
attempting to cross the border have lost theirsli?é She is persuaded that the
government is complicit in these deaths despitefdbethat the "geographic space has
made it possible to suggest that the consequencie iform of migrant deaths result
from ‘natural causes® Whereas Payan describes these deaths as a sa@m of
unintended consequence, other scholars such aglCsrior Johnson suggest that this
tragic consequence might have been delibéfa@oty went on to describe how illegal
immigrants have been essentially reduced to "badeeb," stripped of their identities to

such an extent that their deaths do not have to hey way justified-*

3.4 The Flawed Focus on the Border

The narrative of the border as a place of dangermstility">* was further enforced by
the events of 9/11 due to the fact that personsptioinin the attacks were staying in
the country illegally despite the fact that nonehafm was proved to have come through
the border with Mexico. Another issue that is usti®rd as being inseparable from the
border and is thus indirectly associated with thebjem of illegal immigration is drug
trafficking which helps justify the militarized apgach on the border as it is understood

as a real threat for the United States.

Despite the fact that the illegal immigration itb@ United States and its scope are to
a great extent given by the inadequate immigragiolicy that does not leave much
space for legal immigration and by the need ofuh®. employers to hire cheap illegal
labor, the bulk of the resources and energy allecsticentrated on the U.S.-Mexican
border in a false hope that sealing the border dvol@ away with the whole issue of

illegal immigration. In reality, many of the undenanted immigrants come legally but

127 Roxanne Lynn Doty, "Bare Life: Border-Crossing Besand Spaces of Moral Alibi," i@overning
Immigration Through Crime: A Readexds. Julie A. Dowling and Jonathan Xavier Indaf®rd:
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overstay their visa®? Moreover, sealing the border is impossible giviea flow of
people and goods in both directions that is sd witdhealthy functioning of the trade
between the two countries. Nevertheless, the afendoned aspects have helped
establish a construct of the border as a cleadisitie between "rightness, orderliness,
and self" on the one hand and "badness, disordegiand others" on the othiérthat

has been driving the immigration discourse up tw.no

3.5 Conclusion

It should follow from this chapter that immigrandeossing the southern border have
been succesfully constructed as a threat. Moreadker; illegality is seen as if it was
something inseparable from their own identitiegedaining who they are and will be
for the rest of their lives. As distinguishing beem legal and illegal immigrants is in
the most situations in the day-to-day life nextnbpossible, the negative consequences
of this prevailing discourse affect the legal imnaigts and citizens of the United States,
too. To recall De Genova once more, the illegal igramts are thus made visible on the
border, whereas structural problems mentioned alaonkethe immigration law itself
stay invisible. This has proved convenient for botiny politicians and the minutemen
whose rhetoric is centered on the notion of th@Kbn" border but harbors negative

sentiment against "the Other" crossing it.

132 5ara Murray, "Many in U.S. lllegally OverstayedelVisas, The Wall Street Journafpril 7, 2013,
accessed May 8, 2015,

http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB1000142412788732395¥ 8404960101110032.

133 Heyman, "Constructing a Virtual Wall," 106.



42

4  The Minutemen Movement

4.1 Arizona: The Anti-Immigration Laboratory

It is no coincidence that the minutemen movemengrged in the state of Arizona.
Apart from the previously mentioned immigration ipeds at the border that diverted
most immigrants to scarcely populated areas irAtimonan deserts and therefore made
the whole immigration problem much more acute fozénans, there have been other
reasons such as economic problems the state wasienging, but also a tradition of
vigilantism along the border to build on.

Arizona has been dubbed the nation's anti-immigmalhboratory. Even though it is
not the only border state experiencing problems$ witdocumented immigration, other
reasons have predestined Arizona to take leaceianki-immigration activities. Arizona
has been hit especially hard by the burst of thasimg bubble since its poorly
diversified economy to a great extent dependedemousing markét’ Arizona is one
of the relatively poorer states in the country, ettucation system ranks among the

worst, too**®

In 2006, Hispanic population, disproportionately Xib@an, comprised 29% of the
total population. Fifteen percent of the whole pgapan has been estimated to be
foreign born and between 6.9-7.7% unauthorizeddikpanic population rose by 39%
since 20033° Furthermore, there is a huge age and cultural tpeen the older,

white population and the younger, Hispanic, pred@mily Mexican, populatioft’

Despite considerable Hispanic presence in the,dstiade electoral participation is

still quite low which plays into the hands of Reficdins who are much more prone to

134 Tom Barry,Border Wars(Cambridge: MIT Press, 2011), 118-119.
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enact anti-immigration legislation than democragigislatures>® In the course of the
last decade, Arizona has enacted a number of lawet tould be labeled
anti-immigration. Doty understands the goal of éhisvs to be to make it "as difficult

as possible for an illegal immigrant to live a natife."**

In 2004, Proposition 200 forbade voting and accésspublic benefits to
undocumented persof€ This ballot initiative gained 56% of the vote amdhs
financially supported by the Federation for Amemicenmigration Reform (FAIR),
widely known for its anti-immigration stan¢&. Shortly, more laws of this kind
followed suit. In 2006, Proposition 100 made it ospible for undocumented
immigrants to be bailed when they were chargedcéstain felonies. Proposition 102
deprived the same group of the right to seek pwnitiamages in civil lawsuits in the

state'#?

They were also banned from enrolling in publicvensities under Proposition
300. In the same year, 74% of voters supportedd3ibpn 103 and thus established

English as the state's official langudde.

In 2005, prosecutors in Arizona were given powepitosecute those who smuggle
people into the state. Maricopa County's Sheriff Aopaio later took advantage of the
law to jail dozens of migrants for conspiring whlhman smugglers to come into the
country*** "Business Death Penalty" served as a nicknamarfother controversial law
passed two years later that imposed harsh penatiibsisinesses that were intentionally

employing undocumented immigrants and could eveoketheir business licens&S.

Yet, the nation's toughest anti-immigration law visa$ introduced until 2010 when
SB 1070 was passed in Arizona. Killing of an Ariaarrancher Robert Krentz who was

shot death allegedly by an illegal immigrant isiéetd to be one of the impetuses for

138 Mark Hugo Lopez et al., "Latino Voters and the 20didterm Elections, " Pew Research Center,
October 16, 2014, accessed April 5, 2015, http:ixpyewhispanic.org/2014/10/16/latino-voters-and-the-
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the law to be introducet® The most controversial provision of the law, knoatso as
"show me your papers" provision required law erdanent officials to verify
citizenship status of individuals if there was as@nable suspicion that they might be
undocumented. This provision was upheld by the S@®With a provision that it is

applied only when enforcing other la##.

4.2 Vigilantes on the Border

The Minuteman ProjecfMMP) was founded in October 2004 by Jim Gilchrstd
Chris Simcox. Its main activity has not startediluipril 1, 2005, when a month-long
operation on the Arizonan border with Mexico waslehed whose goal was to observe
the border and report illegal crossings to Bordaird?'*® As should follow from the
previous subchapter, the emergence of this oneo#lmet civilian border patrols was
rather in line with the state's anti-immigratioripes than representing any significant

deviation from the anti-immigration political clirtein the state.

It should be noted that the Minuteman Project watstime first project of this kind.
On the contrary, it could build upon a long tramfitiof vigilantism and activism on the
border in the whole Southwestern region. The teeovigilantismis usually employed
referring to this group that designates civil astiv targeting specific groups such as, in
this case, Mexican illegal immigrants. This is éifint from the older typelassic

vigilantism which was directed rather at individu&18.

Lyall, among other scholars, points out the longtdrly the anti-Latino vigilantism
has in the United States. He estimates that at $satiundred Mexicans were lynched
between the years 1848 and 19Z8In Arizona, there has been a number of ranchers

acting on their own against Latinos — one of thadas cases took place in 1976 when a
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147 Carmen R. Lugo-Lugo and Mary K. Bloodsworth-Lut@pntaining (Un)American Bodies in
Arizona,"Peace Review: A Journal of Social Just No. 2 (2014), 266.

18 Doty, The Law Into Their Own Hang3—4.

“pid., 24.
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rancher Hanigan and his sons beat and humiliatgobap of three Mexicans: The
following year, theKlan Border Watchwas established in San Ysidro, California, by
David Duke and Tom Metzger from Ku Klux Klan whogeal was to "halt the flow of
illegal aliens streaming across the bordéf.California gave birth to other vigilante
initiatives in the course of the 1990s such as 'thieport posse" project whose
participants were questioning Latinos at the SaegBiairport on their legal statd$or
"Light Up the Border" initiative whose supporteremn illuminating part of the border

to discourage immigrants from crossind°ft.

Apart from the Minuteman Project, other influentigdoups operated along the
border, the most influential one being tRanch Rescuwhich was established already
in the 1990s. In line with the MMP's rationale eitpressed concern over the federal
government's failure to protect the border and ezaserned mainly with the protection
of private property of local ranchers by the meah%rmed interdiction and detention
of individuals they suspected were in the natitegdlly.”>° Barnett Boyatrolled the
border on the horseback and claimed that they b#irid thousands of migrarit§.in
2002,American Borden Patrolvas started by Glenn Spencer in Arizona which $esu

mainly on the video surveillance of the border ikdteing posted onling’

4.3 The Minuteman Project

The Minuteman Project came into being as a commojegt of Chris Simcox and Jim
Gilchrist. Chris Simcox was a former teacher irriggie Los Angeles kindergarten who
happened to have lost his job and family shorttgra®/11. This made him move to
Tombstone, Arizona, where he started TombstonetiMilbut of his concern over
undocumented immigration. In 2002, he bought allpeperTombstone Tumbleweed
which he also used for recruiting volunteers fag fireviously mentioned Tombstone
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Militia, later transformed intcivil Homeland Defens&® Jim Gilchrist was a Vietnam
veteran from Orange County who used to work asaountant>® He was greatly
concerned with illegal immigration, too, and wasraduced to Simcox through radio
where he heard him talking in the fall of 20641t soon led to a deal between the two

of them to establish a nationwide project calleziMinuteman Project®
4.3.1 A Job the Federal Government Won't Do

The stated goal of the MMP was, as mentioned abtovetop the illegal immigration

into the country. On their web page, the leaderthefmovement were trying to lure
volunteers for their month-long operation on thedeo where they would be "part of a
blocking force against entry into the U.S. by idégliens” and "to protect our country
from a 40-year-long invasiort® Corsi claims in his bookhe Minutemen: The Battle
to Secure America's Borddghat was co-authored by Gilchrist that the minwgem

"sought to raise national awareness that Ameriogsn borders are an ongoing
invitation for enemies to destroy us with bombsor.,to destroy us from within by

admitting an uncontrolled invasion of millions okgple who hold no allegiance
whatsoever to the United State&*"

The minutemen typically claim that they are onlyindp the job the federal
government will not dd®® The rule of law is typically called for in the Hers'
statements. They emphasize thigigal immigration "involves breaking the law," and
immigrants are therefore "by definition, crimindlem the moment they cross the U.S.
border.*®®> An important implication stemming from this undersling of illegal

immigration is conflation between illegal immigrantcriminals, and even terrorists.
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This was partly enabled by the events of 9/11 wismhtributed to the linkage between

terrorism and illegal immigratiotf®

The law-and-order mantra on which the movement&toric largely rests was
repeatedly criticized as hypocritical by some & #tholars who point out a number of
irregularities that plagued the movement. Chris @ixnhimself was convicted in 2004
for carrying a sidearm in a federal for&$t.Furthermore, he was accused of child
molestation in 2013. Simcox denied the chargesth®ritase has dragged up to rnétv.
Financial irregularities were also reported thaérdgually contributed to the group's

splitting into two entities.

In their book on the minutemen, Gilchrist and Carg far from limiting themselves
on the aspect of illegality when it comes to imraigyn. Apart from speaking of crimes
some immigrants supposedly engage in such as tapeurder, as well as crimes of
identity fraud, welfare fraud, and tax evasioff 'they also speak of diseases such as
"drug-resistant tuberculosis, malaria, leprosy, iq@oldengus fever, and Chagas

disease"’®

that the immigrants are supposed to be carryingyTlearly try to enhance
the perception of a threat by mentioning violem@#&1S-13 that they link to common
Hispanics by claiming that the Hispanic youth regethe "gangsta rap"™ music that

celebrates these gangs.

The fact that Mexicans can hold dual citizenshipvahaccording to the authors that
they hold allegiance to this “foreign natioff'in the first place. They even raise the
issue ofreconquistathat is supposedly the ultimate goal of the illagamigrants who
plan to "get citizenship for themselves and théitdcen so that they can eventually
vote to return to Mexico large sections of the Aicam Southwest™* The book thus
clearly shows how Mexicans are constructed ass&dnade threat to both security and
identity of the Uniteed States while these claimessrikingly misleading, often lacking

any sources or evidence to support them.
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In terms of the group's ideology, Navarro furthesctibes the minutemen movement
centered on Gilchrist and Simcox as "conservatiertarian and capitalist, adhering to
a laissez-faire free-market econont{’"The minutemen were, however, strongly
opposed to trade liberalization and NAFTA whichytielieved had negative effects on
the U.S. sovereignty and was driving immigrantsrfidlexico into the United Staté&
According to Shapira, there is a critique presanthie minutemen's thinking that the
government "is selling out to big busine<&ivhich is seen in their criticism of the U.S.
employers and their hiring of illegal workforce Wehthe federal government is seen as

complicit, in this respect, for not enforcing appriate laws-’’
4.3.2 Spectacle on the Border and the Role of the M edia

The fact that the whole minutemen rhetoric andrtheiivities focused so heavily on the
border served as a powerful symbolics worthy ofrtfeglia attention. Chavez identifies
the attraction of the media attention as the pryngaal of the movement. He notices the
fact that the "spectacle" the minutemen were angatiid not lack costumes as they
typically wore military fatigues and were equippeith a wide array of equipment such
as binoculars, bulletproof vests, or gdffsThis might certainly seem shady given the
emphasis the minutemen were placing on the passiservation of the border and the
strict no-contact policy with the immigranits.Drawing on Foucault, Chavez highlights
two aspects of this "spectacle"” the minutemen wmeegorming, and that is, the

demarcation of power positions and the public whgang so. The spectacle focused
on the privileges of citizenship which were allelgechallenged by illegal immigrants

who were subject of this "spectacle.” Another Falgtian aspect present in the actions

7 Navarro,The Immigration Crisis194.

5 uis Cabrera and Sonya Glavac, "Minutemen and iD&senaritans: Mapping the Attitudes of
Activists of the United States' Immigration Frorihks,"Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studi&$, No.
4 (2010), 686—690.

7 Harel Shapiraaiting for José: The Minutemen’s Pursuit of Amefrinceton: Princetor University
Press, 2013), 18.

"7 Gilchrist and CorsiMinutemen: The Battle to Secure America's Bords$s66.

178 eo R. Chavez, "Spectacle in the Desert: The Mimatn Project on the U.S.-Mexico Border," in
Governing Immigration Through Crime: A Readed. Julie A. Dowling and Jonathan Xavier Inda
(Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2013), 115.

179 Chris Simcox, "Standard Operating Procedure, tisffiveb page of the Minuteman Project, cached
on February 7, 2005, accessed April 16, 2015,
http://web.archive.org/web/20050207151807/http:Awminutemanproject.com/SOP.html.
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of the minutemen was the surveillance of the borBierding illegal immigrants was, in
this respect, "part of the 'show™

The aspect of the "spectacle" did bring to the mmmt an enormous media
coverage. During the pilot project of the MMP in rA@005, more reporters were
supposedly present on the border than actiVits the course of the year 2005, the
Minuteman Project was allegedly covered by more thZ50 news articleS? Apart
from major media outlets, the minutemen affecteel thS. culture, too, since they
appeared in an episode of TV shdwest WingandLaw and Order®®* The minutemen
themselves were very much media savvy and took radga of the Internet in

spreading their message and to recruit their veknst®
4.3.3 Militarism and Masculinity

When discussing what the real concerns behinddtieitees of the MMP were, look at
the demographic make-up of the group can be helpfeimbers of the minutemen were
mostly white males, old, often retired, and manytlém ex-military*®® Gilchrist,
however, claimed that more then half of the volargewere actually womefi®
Gilchrist himself is a proud Vietham War veterandahis involvement in the
Minuteman Project has been likened to his partimpan this war by Corsi who wrote
that "Gilchrist knew that his nation needed hing &e chose to answer the call — just as

he had as a teenager fighting the Viet Cong irjuhgles of Vietnam*®’

Many of the volunteers shared a liking for guns awén carried arms while
patrolling the border that were allegedly only ® used for self-defense. Yet, just the
fact that they had the arms entailed a possibdftyiolence and indeed, a humber of
incidents have been reported that included usermk and violent intimidation of

undocumented immigrant&®

180 Chavez, "Spectacle in the Desert," 116.

181 Doty, The Law Into Their Own Hand85.

182 \walker, "Border Vigilantism and Comprehensive Irgration Reform”, 149.

'8 |bid., 138.

184 Doty, The Law Into Their Own Hangg2.

18 bid., 2.

18 Jim Gilchrist, speech delivered at 35th annuall&g&grum Leadership Conference, September 23,
2006, video available at C-SPAN, accessed April280,5, http://www.c-span.org/video/?194563-
2/author-panel.

'8 Gilchrist and CorsiMinutemen: The Battle to Secure America's Bordérs

18 Adalgiza A. Nunez, "Civilian Border Patrols: Adsts, Vigilantes, or Agents of Government?,"
Rutgers Law Revie®0, No. 3 (2008), 798.
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Walker looked into possibilities which ordinary izéns have to legally use arms
drawing on a historic right of citizens to arrestrgons for committing certain crimes.
Under the so calledhajority rule that applies among other states in Arizona, aegiti
can arrest a person when he or she witnesses rcaentanes — either felonies or
misdemeanors that amount to a breach of peacewfirlantry is a felony provided the
migrant was previously convicted of it but sinceizeins have no right to arrest
undocumented citizens on a probable cause buttbaueow for sure that the person is
committing a crime, it is not very likely that thegould arrest undocumented
immigrants on these grounds. As for the use of amhen arresting this person, they
could theoretically use force if it was absolutacessary but should hand him or her

over to law enforcement officials without any unessary delay?*

Even though there are few legal ways of arrestimgpaoumented citizens by persons
who are not law enforcement officials and the memugn themselves are explicitly
condemning any use of force unless in self-defethgearms played a significant role in
framing "undocumented immigrants as criminal andlent and the nation and its
citizens as both threatened and powerfully inuddrder assaults®® Nunez argues
that by carrying weapons and military fatigue, thi@utemen could be easily confused

with the Border Patrol and were in this way intiatidg the immigrant$™

Many scholars identify an aspect of masculinityttha tightly linked to the
minutemen's militarism as one of the central fezgwof the ideology of the movement.
According to Castro, masculinity was equated in elges of the minutemen with the
notion of "white manhood" which they needed to ecbon the border against the world
of savagery — theMestizoimmigrant whose presence would eventually desthmy

American culture and the white m&R.

More scholars actually argue that in the hearhefdurrent anti-immigration climate
lies exactly this fear of a stranger that can egdathe American way of |if€ On the
other hand, Shapira, for example, claims that threitemen cannot be fully understood
in terms of any ideology they supposedly hold, tatsiher in terms of a sense of losing

their past lives that used to be truly meaningfulntem. He believes that the minutemen

189 \Walker, "Border Vigilantism and Comprehensive Irgration Reform," 153-162.

1% Katie E. Oliviero, "Sensational Nation and the Mi#men: Gendered Citizenship and Moral
Vulnerabilities,"Journal of Women in Culture and Socig;, No. 3 (2011), 681-682.

91 Nunez, "Civilian Border Patrols," 811.

192 Castro, "Busting the Bandito Boyz", 9.

193 Rose Showdown in the Sonoran Desért5.
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are not really looking for an illegal immigranttime desert "but a lost feeling of respect
and self-worth.®* Yet, if an illegal immigrant is claimed to be justscapegoat by
Shapira, he still fails to explain why specificalliggal immigrants are scapegoated by

the minutemen and not any other group within thaedyp.
4.3.4 Racism

Most scholars believe that the minutemen's focusthenillegal immigrant harbors
racism. Navarro claims that "both MP and MCDC asvisa militias were xenophobic,
nativist, and racist, especially toward Mexicanbs."Castro explains that the
movement's leaders were quite successful in cangettiese sentiments by assigning
the blame for the problems they were trying to kackn the abstract notions of
terrorism and crime on the border but insists tieg discourse at the same time
"stigmatizes undocumented persons in ways thatcansistent with racially driven

animus. %

Doty, for that matter, shows that the whole antmiigration movement has racist
connections. She mentions, for example, that mégass on the web pages of anti-
immigration groups are identical to those used Wytevsupremacist groups. Doty
builds on Carol Swain that has called this wholevemoeent the "new white nationalism”
which typically puts forth one's right to "distinctiltural, political, and genetic identity

as white Europeans$®’

Castro believes that predominantly white membersthef minutemen fear that
"immigrants will disrupt age-old ascriptive hierhies that have ruled American society
from its earliest days® This fear can be partially linked to increasingmamic
globalization embodied in the first place by NAFTBeChaine further suggests that, in

this respect, with the loosening of economic basd&ociocultural border tighten§®

The group's focus on the border further suggests gbme kind of racist ideology
could be present in the group's thinking. As De@#apoints out, the whole

immigration problem "is not framed predominantlyténms of the migrants themselves"

194 ShapiraWaiting for Josg22.

19 Navarro,The Immigration Crisis194.

19 Castro, "Busting the Bandito Boyz," 8.

97 Doty, The Law Into Their Own Hand§9—63.

198 Castro, "Busting the Bandito Boyz," 16.

199D, Robert DeChaine, "Bordering the Civic Imaginaiiienization, Fence Logic, and the Minuteman
Civil Defense Corps,Quarterly Journal of Speec®b, No. 1 (2009), 49-50.
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but rather "in terms of a lack of border integtify? This is important because if the
speakers were prejudiced against these immigrartstly this would allow them to

avoid accusations of racism because instead oksyeaf concrete people, they speak
just about the border which might be seeminglyaifcineutral. On the other hand,
when they speak of the border and the problemscaded with it, the audience might

infer itself that the speaker is actually talkirgpat the illegal immigrants or Mexicans.

DeChaine works with the notion @flienization which explains how groups are
rendered unassimilable. It mainly consists ficdng immigrants' identities as "un-
Americans" which is to some extent consistent whiir racialization. He says that out
of alienization, a figure of an illegal immigrantalien, a perfect enemy, emerges that is
blamed for problems within the society and is comip@onflated with Mexicans who

are automatically understood to be both immigrantsillegal®®*

In his study of the MCDC, DeChaine finds that theup adheres exactly to what he
understands as the alienization that helps thendameert racism by focusing on the
geographical borders rather than immigrafitaihe inconsistency in denounciitiggal
immigration can be documented also by the movesentremphasis on the southern
border in comparison with the northern bortfér.

4.3.5 Success or Failure?

The primary, explicitly stated goal of the minutemmovement was to prevent illegal
immigrants from crossing the border. While completé of immigration can hardly be
imagined, a quick look at the statistics shows thate has been a considerable drop in
apprehensions on the Southwestern border. In 200¢e than 1,139,000 apprehensions
were reported by the Border Patrol, whereas in 20@% dropped to little over 500,000

and were on the decline till 201%. The MMP itself claimed that in the area they were

2O pid., 44.

% |pid., 45-51.

292 1pid., 53.

293 Cabrera and Glavac, "Minutemen and Desert Samarit&81.

24nynited States Border Patrol, Southwest Bordet@scTotal lllegal Alien Apprehensions By Fiscal
Year," U.S. Customs and Border Protection, acccesgeil 5, 2015,
http://www.cbp.gov/sites/default/files/documents#BEOSouthwest%20Border%20Sector%20Apps%20
FY1960%20-%20FY2014_0.pdf.
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patrolling, the border-crossings considerably desppAlready on April 18, 2005,
Gilchrist was claiming credit for the 94% decreasapprehension®?

In fact, the Border Patrol was reinforced in Ariaoshortly before the minutemen
launched their operation, in the midst of their rmezhmpaign but not necessarily in the
wake of the minutemen's efforts. Yet, the data dbreally tell us how big a part of
unauthorized border-crossers was apprehended.efontine, this drop is not given only
by the increasing efficiency of enforcement measwe the border but also by the
changing dynamics in the immigration into the Uditgtates itself — in 2012, it was
reported that theet migration from Mexico fell to zero which was maijirinked to the
poor state of the U.S. economy, but also to drappirth rates in Mexico, and without
any doubt also to the increasing difficulty of ivg) the bordef®®

The minutemen were definitely successful in gettimgir message out whether this
was their primary goal or not, and it is more tipaobable that despite the lukewarm or
outright disapproving reactions, the politicianstie D.C. felt compelled to step up
their efforts to at least allocate more fundingtfoe border in order to temper the voices

alarmed over the alleged failure of the federalegomnent to deal with the situation.

As for the movement's other "successes," Lyall easjdes the history of the U.S.
(anti-)immigration law that according to him creht@ state ideology that legitimizes,
among other, the minutemen and vigilante actiores, e further believes that vigilante
actions, on the other hand, often serve as andtatiof future state actions, and holds
that the MMP in fact preceded rise in ICE raids dagortation$’’

The minutemen movement, nevertheless, was notalransform itself into a stable
component of the U.S. anti-immigration movement.tid¢ beginning, the movement
successfully fueled the whole nativist extremistveroent (as was labeled by the
Soutern Poverty Law Center) that was reflectedhim increasing number of nativist
extremist groups reported by the SPLC. In 2010, &lthese groups were reported, a
significant rise from 144 identified as of 2007.tyefter 2010, the number of these

295 Jim Gilchrist, interview by Sean Hannity and Aldalmes,Hannity & ColmesFox News, April 18,
2005 (transcript available at Factiva).

20 jeffrey S. Passel, D'Vera Cohn and Ana Gonzales-da, "Net Migration from Mexico Falls to
Zero—and Perhaps Less," Pew Research Center,Z5r1012, accessed April 5, 2015,
http://www.pewhispanic.org/2012/04/23/net-migratioom-mexico-falls-to-zero-and-perhaps-less/.
27 yall, "Vigilante State," 284, 290.
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groups dropped to 188% SPLC states that this was caused mainly by thativeg
media coverage, organizational problems, and byfabethat the movement's agenda
was co-opted by state legislatures which incorgardahe anti-immigration sentiment
into their legislatiorf® Moreover, despite identifying itself with the ritiistory of the
civil protest groups, the movement was not ablgdosuade the political elites and
public about its broader legitimacy and was seenta@s extremist, if not racist.
Organizations such as ACLU and SPLC were amongetivd® feared possible violent
confrontations with illegal immigran3® George Bush was also critical of the
movement saying that he opposed vigilantes butfera&nforcing the law in a rational

Way.'ell

From the above-stated facts, it could be claimed the movement has withered
away because it fulfilled its mission and was nugker needed. On the contrary, it could
be suggested that the minutemen movement waskedy tio last for too long as it was
too centered on just the two big personalities dthast and Simcox who have,

however, parted their ways mainly because of despaver finances.

Simcox continued similar activities with his ownganization called Minutemen
Civil Defense Corps (MCDC) which functioned untiDZD when it dissolved also
because it was unwilling to assume responsibitityaictions conducted by some of their
more extreme volunteef¥’ Gilchrist was fired from the Minuteman Project3@07 by

its board of directors over allegations of embex#et and fraud*?

Yet, quite recently, Gilchrist has revived the Mimman Project and has called for a
new initiative on the border to take place in Ma@l2 which suggests that the

sentiments and concerns connected with the MMP havéaded away along with the

%8 Heidi Beirich, "Nativism Movement Collapses AmitRting," Southern Poverty Law Center —
Intelligence Report, No. 145 (Spring 2012), acceé#saril 5, 2015, http://www.splcenter.org/get-
izrggormed/intelIigence-report/browse-alI-issues/%bﬁng/the-year-in-nativism.

Ibid.
210 Mimi Hall and Patrick O'Driscoll, "Border PatraBrowing in Arizona,"USA TodayMarch 29, 2005,
accessed May 8, 2015, http://usatoday30.usatodajnesvs/nation/2005-03-29-borders_x.htm.
21vBush Decries Border ProjeciWashington TimedMarch 24, 2005, accessed May 8, 2015,
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2005/mar/2460824-122200-6209r/?page=all.
#1250nia Scherr, "Top Minuteman Group Announces BipakSouthern Poverty Law Center -
Intelligence Report , No. 138 (Summer 2010), aambggpril 5, 2015, http://www.splcenter.org/get-
informed/intelligence-report/browse-all-issues/2@L@mer/lock-and-unload.
213 David Holthouse, "Jim Gilchrist Fired By Minutem&moject,” Southern Poverty Law Center —
Intelligence Report, No. 126 (Summer 2007), acabsgril 5, 2015, http://www.splcenter.org/get-
informed/intelligence-report/browse-all-issues/2@0fmmer/minute-mess.
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whole movement! Yet, as of May 8, 2015, no activity on the bordas been reported
neither by the media, nor on the Minuteman Prgeegb pages.

21 David Neiwert, "Jim Gilchrist Announces Grand \disifor New Minuteman Border Patrols in 2015,"
Southern Poverty Law Center, July 22, 2014, accesseil 5, 2015,
http://www.splcenter.org/blog/2014/07/22/jim-gilistrannounces-grand-vision-for-new-minuteman-
border-patrols-in-2015/.
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5 Critical Discourse Analysis of the Minutemen

Discourse

5.1 Research Objectives and Strategy

This study has for its goal to examine the discewfsthe minutemen movement asking
whether a new racist prejudice manifests itselfirhheir conspicuously anti-racist
rhetoric vis-a-vis the illegal immigrants. Just tfect that this group centered its
activities on the southern border may hint to gassprejudice as the border itself

represents a symbolic line between the "We" andQtieer."

As suggested in the previous chapters, it coulddpected that if the minutemen or
the leaders of the movement who are examined s dhudy were prejudiced against
immigrants (predominantly of Mexican origin sintey were operating on the southern
border), they would try to conceal their prejudicattitude by trying to present
themselves as the good, law-abiding citizens, sdiweoof ethnic diversity and legal
migration in order not to lose legitimacy with tAenericans they were appealing to. In
theory, their possible prejudice could be stillcthsed with the help of the Critical
Discourse Analysis. In order to evaluate the mimee discourse in terms of a possible

prejudice, following features were especially faatisn:

1) referential and predication strategies applied with respect to (positive) in-group
and (negative) out-group representation (Who ctutes the in-group/out-group
and what traits are ascribed to these groups? Weg tinderstood in binary
terms, as necessarily opposed to each other?)

2) force-dynamic (How is the "spatial” movement of immigrants degicin terms
of the lexical choice, is there any counterforcaiast their movement expressed
in the discourse?)

3) legitimization and coherence (How consistent and coherent are speakers in their
discourse? Are there any inconsistencies that comlidto a prejudiced attitude

toward immigrants? How do speakers legitimize thdaims in terms of
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evidentiality and epistemic modality? What stragésgdo they use to achieve a
coherence of their discourse?)
4) what is the bigger picture that the speakers trgaovey to the audience and

whatnarrative or ideology are they trying to sell, serving to what goals?

5.2 Data Collection

The minutemen movement was basically driven byits leaders Jim Gilchrist and
Chris Simcox who were therefore considered as thstmelevant speakers for the
examination of the minutemen's discourse. In th&t folace, the analyzed data were
gathered from the interviews conducted with therthiperiod of 2005-2007. Several
interviews conducted with Chris Simcox prior 2008revadded as he had been already
working on his Civil Defense Homeland Project thetde part of the latter Minuteman

Project.

The interviews with both speakers constituted tl@nnibase of the examined data
— they were obtained from major cable TV shows #fgct a significant part of the
U.S. population. Most of the interviews availabppeared on Fox News (18), followed
by CNN (4) and MSNBC (2)* Transcripts of these shows were found at the da&@b
Factiva and CNN web pages. Interviews represerdrg valuable genre for the CDA
trying to disclose possible prejudice as the spmakee usually confronted with an
anchor or another guest who might react to theimtd and the speakers might be
therefore forced to use strategies to refute plessibcusations of their prejudice or

inconsistencies in their discourse.

In these interviews, the role of anchors is impartzecause they usually set a certain
climate in which the whole discussion takes plagchors like Sean Hannity or Lou
Dobbs are well known for their opposition to illégamigration and in many cases, it
is obvious that they are sympathetic to the minet@mstance and their activities and
are even advocating for them openly and suppottieg claims*'® In other instances,

#The Lou Dobbs's show, for example, aired on CNil & average of 631,000 viewers in October
2009. (Brian Stelter and Bill Carter, "Lou Dobbsraptly Quits CNN," The New York Timeslovember
11, 2009, accessed April 30, 2015, http://www.ngineom/2009/11/12/business/media/12dobbs.html.)
Fox News has consistently had the biggest prime-tilmwership, in 2005 it topped 1,600,000 viewers a
average. ("Cable TV: Prime-Time Viewership, by Omelii' Pew Research Center, accessed May 8,
2015, http://www.journalism.org/media-indicatorditeanews-prime-time-viewership/.)

218 Julie Hollar, "Dropping Dobbs: A Victory for MediActivism, and the Challenge Ahead," Media
Accuracy on Latin America, NACLA Report on the Anoais (January/February 2010).
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however, especially as far as Colmes and Hann&ycancerned, they were also able to
press the speakers, especially when inquiring abquissible use of violence against

immigrants. Still, in most cases, these anchorsa@ilpe considered in any way neutral.

One possible disadvantage of examining discoursa fihe TV interviews is the
very limited time slots the speakers usually hawectv might force them to simplify the
ideas they are trying to send to the viewer. Thas artially offset by inclusion of the
material collected at the old versions of the walggs of both the Minuteman Project
and the MCDC run by Simcox. The web pages weresaecethrough the web page

archive.org which archives old versions of web gafat are no longer accessible.

This material comprised various kinds of documenish as general information
about the group, a mission statement, or a stanojaedating procedure. Some of the
documents were explicitly signed by either Gilchas Simcox, some of them could not
be directly assigned to them but were still repnestieve of the movement's ideology
and were therefore included in the analysis. Thied kof documents allowed the
speakers to express their ideas in a more compseteeway then in the TV interviews.
They could also present their claims in a differefy as it could be expected that
people supposed to be reading these materialsdgliead some sympathies for the

movement which made them to click their way throtmthese particular documents.

Finally, the data set was completed with three ipudghpearances of the minutemen
leaders aired by C-SPAN. These were deemed usebause they were considerably
long and thus provided for a more comprehensivegmation of the two leaders' ideas.
Concretely, it was the joint conference of Gilch@md Simcox followed by a Q&A
session at the Press Club in D.C. in April 2006 rithdoefore meeting with the
Congressional Immigration Reform Caucus. The other appearances featured Jim
Gilchrist answering questions of the C-SPAN viewretated to immigration in the first
one and presenting and elaborating on his ideaepted in the book on the minutemen
he co-authored with Jerome Corsi in the second one.
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5.3 Referential and Predication Strategies

5.3.1 "We," the Law-Abiding American Citizens Versu s "Them," the

lllegal Immigrants

In terms of the referential strategies, the speakérays present themselves as part of
the deictic centét’ — the "We." The "We" or the in-group constituté® tAmerican
citizens, the speakers therefore aim to speak balbef all Americans. In most cases,
this is expressed as an entailed presuppositioh Whié deictic "We" referring to
Americans with the consideration of the contextedestingly, as in (1), the deictic
"We" sometimes implicitly means "we, the memberstioé minutemen,” but the
minutemen are also considered to be prototypekeoekemplary U.S. citizens, and so

being a minuteman automatically means to be a ¢itiden.

1) We [the minutemen] sit and watckVe [the minutemen] create a presence, and no one has
been coming across the border. That's a good thisdjke golf, Alan, you know, low score

wins. No one crossesie [Americans/American citizens] have secufity.

Referring to the minutemen as being part of Americaizens clearly serves as a
legitimization strategy for their claims. The speakeven draw on the U.S. Constitution
as something inherently legitimate, referring terthas "we, the peopfé® repeatedly
to create an impression that they are acting oalbehall Americans and possibly with
their implicit consent. In one instance, Gilchrestplicitly calls himself "your average
Joe Citizen®° constituting himself as an inextricable part o thmerican citizens,

being one of them.

Looking at the predication strategies underlines hauch effort the minutemen put

into representing themselves in positive termshasgood, law-abiding citizens as in

21" The deictic center refers to the point of spacenoe that basically define the speaker's perspecti
The words like "here," "we," or "them" are deictied can be understood only in context, usually by
knowing what constitutes the deictic center. Thietdecenter might be often identified also with a
certainty (epistemic truth) and morality (deonight), therefore what is described as close tadtkietic
center is also more certain and morally right.

18 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and AlasirBes,Hannity & ColmesFox News, April 26,
2005 (transcript available at Factiva).

219 |bid.

220 Jim Gilchrist, interview by Tucker Carlsofihe Situation With Tucker CarlsoMSNBC, April 3,
2006 (transcript available at Factiva).
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(2). Moreover, in the excerpt (3), they are trytogcreate an impression that they are
part of the civil protest movement and thereforespae and non-violent and that they
are only trying to attain their goals by being eydéamy citizens. This is most probably
given by a specific goal of refuting potential ipite of their malicious intentions

against immigrants that the public and the medigesaspicious of.

2) But they [our people] also have proven themseleelet the most law-abiding citizens in
this country??*

3) ...one of the most important, socially responsibte] peaceful movements for justice since
the civil rights movement of the 196¢%3.

The above-mentioned quotes also document the gyrabé exaggeration the
minutemen use to further highlight that they aréeomy law-abiding citizens, but even
"the most law-abiding citizens in this country.'nfiiarly, since the minutemen were
often blamed for racism, they probably felt comgellto explicitly state in many
instances such as in (4) that they are not radists quite on the contrary, are
sympathetic to immigrants, humane, and compas®oastin (5) and (6), and even
supportive of legal immigration. In (7), they algoint out their members' composition

to show that their group consists of responsiliieans.

4) We are not a racist group... We are a multiethmmigration law enforcement advocacy

group, 22 percent of members are nonwhite, 55 pesre womeri*3

5) This is a humane endeavor. Certainly, it's tragimes of the things we've seen in the last

almost a year that we've been doing fffs.

6) ... mean, that's the kind of people we are. Weetstdnd these are human beings, and we
want to assist them when they're in need. And ymawk but there are people that are on a

witch hunt.

2L Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alasires,Hannity & ColmesFox News, August
16, 2005 (transcript available at Factiva).

22 Chris Simcox, "Standard Operating Procedure, tiaffiveb page of the Minuteman Project, cached
on February 7, 2005, accessed April 16, 2015,
http://web.archive.org/web/20050207151807/http:Awminutemanproject.com/SOP.html.

223 Jim Gilchrist, speech delivered at 35th annual&g&grum Leadership Conference, September 23,
2006, video available at C-SPAN, accessed April280,5, http://www.c-span.org/video/?194563-
2/author-panel.

224 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alasires,Hannity & ColmesFox News, January 7,
2003 (transcript available at Factiva).
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7) The roaster of volunteers currently includes 12 &hfhree professors from state
universities, several dozen current and former nemiof law enforcement, free-lance

journalists, teachers, engineers...

The out-group, as constructed by the discourse, pasem in generalillegal
immigrants. An important aspect of the discoursiaating some kind of a prejudice is
the rigid understanding of the in-group and thegroup. Since "We," the deictic center
is understood as good and law-abiding citizens) thiee Other” is "our" antithesis, by
crossing the border illegally, they are inheremtiited against "us" — the law-abiding

citizens.

The binary understanding of the "We" and "Themalso expressed by the specific
referential strategies ofde-spatialization (illegal immigrants) or strategies of
dissimilation (illegal aliens, people on the other side). Inda@ngly, they are almost
never explicitly referred to by their origin. Theuwntry of their origin is thus only
presupposed, for example, when they are referred the "people on the other side" or
when the country of their origin, Mexico, is exjtlig blamed for the whole problem of

illegal immigration.

When examining the referential strategies, whagtiging is the abundance of the
use of the deictic "them," while concrete contenthes pronoun is completely implicit,
meaning that the speakers presuppose that the naedier the listener will infer
themselves who that is. In (8), for example, thenpun "them" refers to illegal
immigrants but the last concrete mention in thd teat the pronoun refers to is the

following, "if anyone wants to choose to come tlgiothere...."

This is when the semantic memory activates itsdllbwing the listener to draw from
the shared (world) knowledge to fill in the gapswdten he or she hears the "them" or
the "people that cross the border," they usualtgraatically think of illegal immigrants
even without a necessary context and it could eeat that they often think of those of
specifically Mexican origin. In (9), the speakarse of the pronoun "them" referring to
illegal immigrants becomes illogical as the dei€tleem" in the sentence already refers

to Border Patrol.
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8) We confrontthem in that we tellthem this is American territoryThey cannot come
through this are%>

9) And when we calthem [the Border Patrol] — by the time we ctidem [the Border Patrol],

they're [the illegal immigrants] in the mountains on theerior 2

It seems that the minutemen deliberately avoidirigllabout concrete people that
immigrate because they might think that they witbia accusations of being prejudiced
more easily when they do not talk about illegal iigmants but focus, for example, on
the problem of the "porous" or "broken" border @a&t. The strategies that are used to
make these people almost invisible in the discowanseé therefore prevent possible
accusations of racism includeminalization backgrounding and suppressionTheir
use is so frequent and at the same time detrimentlk clarity of their expression that

it almost excludes any possibility of being usethtentionally by the speakers.

The nominalizationrefers to instances when speakers try to sidedlimeagent of
certain activity by referring to them, for exampl®y the result of the process they
engage in rather than speaking of the processf.fSeln the discourse of the
minutemen, there is often no mention of immigramtspeople immigrating but they
would be typically referred to as "(illegal) actii or subsumed under nouns such as

"border crossings” or "sightings" as in (10) or)(11

Similarly, strategies obackgroundingand suppressiormight aim to de-emphasize
or leave out completely certain act6f$ln (12) and (13), the agents of the process are
not explicitly mentioned, therefore, the speakensnot be easily condemned as racists.
The actors might be made invisible but still beudpiat of implicitly so they can be
connected with certain illegal activities withouawng to refer to these persons

explicitly.

10) ...citizens are more than willing to help out ancgkpose whereriminal activity is taking
place?®

11) ...we have had essentiatip activity coming across this border, no illegal etivity .>*°

225 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and AlasirBes,Hannity & ColmesFox News, November
19, 2002 (transcript available at Factiva).

2% Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and AlasirBes,Hannity & ColmesFox News, April 19,
2005 (transcript available at Factiva).

227 paul Baker and Sibonile Elledéey Terms in Discourse Analyglsondon: Continuum, 2011), 76.
*28|pid., 11, 145.

229 Chris Simcox, interview by John Gibsdhe Big Story w/ John GibspRox News, December 12,
2005 (transcript available at Factiva).
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12) They're getting hammered[the citizens] in those area&™.

13) These paths arkighways that are carvedinto the desert... So the the trash — you
should see the trash from the air. | mean, youacamally follow the trails from the border

up to 100 miles north by following the bottles dditer and the trash of the backpat¥s.

When immigrants are not backgrounded or suppresséte discourse they are, as
stated above, often referred toilkegal immigrants or sometimes just as illegals which
further implies that they are understood in the&stpposition to the legal migrants or
the law-abiding U.S. citizens, and the only aspftning them worth mentioning is
their illegality. This understanding of them clgaperceives the immigrants themselves
as responsible for coming into the United Statesabse they are the ones who have
willingly and, more importantly, illegally, crosseéle border. Yet, in order to show their
compassion with the immigrants, the speakers somestcontradictorily call these same
immigrants "economic refugees” who are describelaagcally being victims exploited
by the "21st century slave-tradefé*Those slave-traders can be U.S. employers who
make use of the cheap migrant labor or anyone wabiitgfrom the illegal immigration

such as human smugglers.

Calling these immigrants victims or economic refegjehowever, presents a different
narrative. If they are described as being lurethieyemployers or benefits offered in the
United States, it implies that these immigrants reot personally responsible for their
illegal entry, at least not to such an extent as in thet Giase. This serves for the
minutemen to present themselves as human and ceiopate by sympathizing with
the immigrants' situation but at the same timevaldhem to present themselves as
being superior to these immigrants, as the oneswihaake care of them, and decide
on their behalf what is best for them in order totgct them. The comparison with the
slave trade is thus symptomatic of this attitudeslases were also treated as children

who do not know what is best for them.

Nevertheless, whether the minutemen understand gnamiis as illegals or victims,
the solution that would do away with this perceivpobblem™ amounts to "securing the

border” in both instances. This is due to the fhat the border is always understood as

230 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and AlasirGes, April 19, 2005.

231 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alasires,Hannity & ColmesFox News, May 6,
2005 (transcript available at Factiva).

232 5imcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alan Colmfgsil 26, 2005.
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being the primary cause of the illegal immigratiomgt the reasons "pushing" or
"pulling" the immigrants crossing the border.

In general, there is a tendency in the minutemgisourse to suppress the concrete
people, the illegal immigrants, under the notiontled “"porous” or "broken" border
whose product they supposedly are. By speakin@pebbrder, the speakers make the
people crossing the border invisible and might taig justification for deploying more
resources on this "broken" border more easily whiokvertheless, have a tangible

effect on these very same people who are madabievis their discourse.

5.4 Topoi

5.4.1 Topoi of Threat and Crime

The minutemen usually claim that the only thingheoing them about the immigrants
is their illegality, the fact that they cross therderillegally. In their discourse, they

both explicitly and more often implicitly associatemigrants with the topos of threat
— concretely, they conflate them with a number lufeats on the border such as
smuggling of drugs or other more serious crime® f@pos of crime is also commonly
brought up when speaking of immigrants and is ofté@rconnected with the topos of

burden and the topos of threat.

Often, what starts as a discussion on illegal innatign turns to discussion about
serious crimes that are thus conflated with illeégahigrants in general. The speakers
talk about the "crime wave coming into this cout¥y or “illegal immigrants who
enter this country illegally and continue a life @ime.®® In this way they often
implicitly equate illegal immigrants who are in ethplaces understood as economic
refugees with criminal activities such as drug sgimg or even cases of murder of
U.S. citizens committed by illegal immigrants.

Moreover, the immigrants are alsxplicitly assigned several crimes such as the
unauthorized entry that itself makes out of theimicrals in the eyes of the minutemen.

233 Jim Gilchrist, interview by David AsmaiYour World w/ Neil Cavutd=ox News, April 10, 2006
(transcript available at Factiva).

234 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alasires,Hannity & ColmesFox News, April 3,
2006 (transcript available at Factiva).

235 Chris Simcox, interview by Mike BarniclelARDBALL MSNBC, August 22, 2007 (transcipt
available at Factiva).
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In other instances, as in (14), the immigrantskdaened for Social Security fraud and
ID theft, but these crimes are also conflated vgich serious crimes as murders. In
extreme cases, as in (15), it is suggested thaprbiglem of illegal immigration may

threaten the security of the country in the samg tlva terrorism and 9/11 did.

14) It's not about immigrants. It is about illegal ingrants who enter this country illegally and
continue a life of crime. | mean, Social Securiguid, ID theft, this is a rampant problem in
communities across the country. And you cannot dbey90% of Americans who have
said, enough is enough. And tell that to the fai[of the victims of serious crimes such as
murders committed by illegal alienSf.

15) America does not need another reminder, as we ha@/nl, that lax immigration law
enforcement opens the door to our enemies... Méattyeohijackers obtained fake IDs from

illegal aliens™’

The minutemen try to depict a high number of mitgaoming into the country as a
threat to the survival of the nation. They achiévat by using a myriad of strategies.
Typically, as in (16-19), they use IMMIGRATION asAVER metaphor which equates
illegal immigration with this natural force. The tea metaphor in its numerous forms
(wave, tidal wave, flood) achieves the goal of @bipg to listeners' emotions because
these natural phenomena are universally understsedmething to be feared that must
be prevented from hitting the country. It can atsatribute to the creation of imagery
of inhuman mass of people coming into the countnylevencountering no resistance or
a just a weak one, that is easily overcome. Thisqudar language also serves as a good
example of theproximization strategy as it presents the immigration as an hctua

imminent threat approaching the country.

16) We have certainly a serious problem wittrous borders?®®
17) If theflow of illegals continues.?*
18) We're seeing theraveof illegals returning with Border Patrol nowhere to be fodtfd.

19) It's a virtualhuman tidal wave coming across®**

230 |pid.

Z7positions: lllegal Immigration,MCDC PAG accessed April 30, 2015,
http://www.mcdcpac.com/positions.php.

238 Jim Gilchrist, interview by John Gibsofihe Big Story With John Gibsofiox News, August 23, 2005
(transcript available at Factiva).

39 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alasir@es, April 19, 2005.

240 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alasiries,Hannity & ColmesFox News, May 13,
2005 (transcript available at Factiva).
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5.4.2 Topos of Burden

The illegal immigrants are depicted as a threah&society also by being associated
with the topos of burden. In this respect, they @epicted as undesirable, unwanted
(20), drain on resources, and so forth. It is presk in such a way to convey an
impression that even if the Americans wanted terehs no way to provide for such a
huge number of immigrants in a responsible way .(Zhis rhetoric might, as was

described in the second chapter, trigger the cheatection module in the listener who
identifies the immigrants as social-cheats thatfaaher trigger emotions such as anger
or contempt that can lead to exclusionary attitieeard these immigrants. In (22), for

example, the illegal immigrants are presented asgbalways poor and therefore

burden to the country, even the word cannibalisosed which implies almost inhuman

parasitizing on the United States.

20) ...they arenot neededin this natior?*?

21) ..we cannot possibly carry that loadby having an open invitation to hundreds of milko
of illegal aliens who want to come to the Unitedt8$ to take up shop, some of them, ten

percent, criminal mentalities, who want to comeehéf®

22) ...90% of the population that's impoverisheetause of the cannibalism of illegal aliens
coming in and taking jobs from either other illegal aliens who took the jofsem
American citizens before and we essentially hawareor reflection of Mexico, and it can

happen very quick*

The language of the minutemen also skillfully comstis a powerful imagery that
conveys an impression of infinite numbers of imrargs, also with the help of the
WATER metaphor, as in (23) and (24). The oppositionllegal immigration might
therefore seem reasonable and logical becausehd® aumber of immigrants is not
only impossible to accommodate but presents atthioethe survival of the nation as

suggested in (25).

41 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alasir@es, April 3, 2006.
242 3im Gilchrist, interview by David Asman, April 12006.
243 (i
Ibid.
24 Jim Gilchrist, interview by Robb Harlestonashington JournalC-SPAN, May 13, 2006, accessed
April 30, 2015, http://www.c-span.org/video/?19280immigration-laws.
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23) ..an endless stream of invading forcesow numbering 3 million per yeaf*>
24) Lines and linesof them?*®

25) We havesix and a half billion people in this, in the worldnow. Do we have six billion
visitors to the U.S., it's how we feed them, how prvevide water, housing, at what point
will our resources be depletéd.

5.4.3 Topos of Culture

When giving interviews, both Gilchrist and Simca@em to be very careful not to refer
to illegal immigrants as Mexicans, nor to evaluttem in terms of their culture and
possible incompatibility with the U.S. culture whicould refer to legal immigrants of
the same origin, too. Yet, on their web pagesy tla@iguage gets much more explicit in
demonstrating how the immigration might translate ia direct threat to the U.S. nation
and its culture. There, they relate much more oftem illegal immigration to the

invasion which might invoke fears of tiheconquistathat haunts many U.S. politicians

and scholars such as Peter Brimelow.

Excerpts (26) and (27) are examples of the frequsatof the future tense to picture
an apocalyptic future of the U.S. that will, in thienutemen's discourse, surely come if
the problem of illegal immigration persists. Evdrough the speakers try to speak of
various cultures and not to single out any of themn(28), they suggest that Mexico is
the culture in question both explicitly by refegito Mexican flags and implicitly by
speaking of not respecting the English languagsoutd be therefore inferred that when
they are speaking of the "wholesale attack by thvase do not love America and wish
to see her destroyed or irremediably altered fromaton of liberty, equality, and

justice, and a bastion of western civilizatiGf they hint to Mexico as well.

245" About the Minuteman Project,” official web pagitioee Minuteman Project, cached on November 26,
2004, accessed April 30, 2005,

http://web.archive.org/web/20041126221924/httpitmté manproject.com/AboutMMP.html.

4% Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and AlasirBes, April 19, 2005.

247 Jim Gilchrist, Press Conference at National P@ab, April 26, 2005, video at C-SPAN, acessed
April 30, 2015, http://www.c-span.org/video/?1864BPinuteman-project.

248 about,” MCDC PAC, accessed April 30, 2015, hifpuw.mcdcpac.com/positions.php.



68

26) ... [illegal aliens] will have made such inroad®ithe political and social systems that they

will have more influence than the U.S. Constitutiser how the U.S. is governéd.

27) Future generations will inherit a tangle of ranemounassimilated, squabbling cultures
with no common bond to hold them together, andréaiteguarantee of the death of this

nation as a harmonious "melting p&t™

28) If you investigate your local or adjacent commugstiyou will not find one community in
the United States where there is not a foreignaaeclin other words, where the U.S. flag is
neither flown nor respected nor wanted but plefitylexican flags are available. Where the
U.S. language, the official language, English, eéither wanted, it's not spoken, nor is it

respected>’

5.5 Force-Dynamic

One could suppose that the minutemen's discoursgdwamnstitute, in terms of the
force-dynamic, a powerful force of Agonist thatasming to the United States with
little or no hindrance in order to emphasize theedh the Agonist is representing.
Studying the role of the Antagonist in the disceuis important, too, because
minutemen repeatedly tried to present themselvgmssive observers, for example, as
in (29) and (30), and should be therefore constiguthemselves as force-neutral. Yet,
they can still assign the role of Antagonist to federal government or Border Patrol
when they are talking about illegal immigrationganeral and the need to stop it and

not about their own activities.

29) And we strictly observe and report to Border Patrol and sometimes local sheriff's

departments any suspected criminal actiify.

30) We sit and we watch.We create a presence, and no one has been cowgrtiogs a¢he

border?3

249"Homepage: The U.S. Wants You!: The Minuteman &rofeeks Volunteers," official web page of
the Minuteman Project, November 22, 2004, cached@mrember 26, 2004, accessed April 30, 2015,

http://web.archive.org/web/20041126131958/http e manproject.com/.

20" About the Minuteman Project,” official web pagitiee Minuteman Project, cached on March 30,

2005, accessed April 30, 2015,

http://web.archive.org/web/20050330003153/http: Awminutemanproject.com/AboutMMP.html.

1 Jim Gilchrist, speech delivered at 35th annual&&grum Leadership Conference, September 23,
2006.

252 Jim Gilchrist, interview by Tucker Carlson, Ap8i) 2006.

53 Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alan Colnmgssil 26, 2005.
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As already discussed, immigrants are in some camestructed as being drawn to
the United States by various benefits, U.S. emptopdfering them jobs, and so forth.
Yet, in the discourse, they are depicted, by ceftras a force that is moving
independently without necessarily being attractgdaby force (benefits). In fact, any
push or pull factors that can account for the mitg'amovement are strikingly absent.
In general, the movement of migrants (the Agonsionstructed as unfettered, mass,
and often violent force that is enabled by not erifg the immigration laws and
because of not having the border secured. If onkslat the verbs constituting their
movement, the migrants are usually "coming thraugtoming across,” or "entering
the country" which suggests that they have a fiessgge with no obstacle hindering
their movement perhaps because the federal govetrismeot enforcing the laws and is

thusletting these people come in.

Often, the movement of the Agonist is not depigtesd as unfettered or unhindered
but especially as violent which presupposes thatetimight be a counterforce exerted
by the Antagonist (law enforcement) but it is ballicof no use since the force of the
Agonist is stronger as in (31) and (32). The WATEBRtaphor in (33) that was already
mentioned is often used to create an imagery ddtaral force hitting the country that
has an important consequence of effectively cooBirg a tangible threat that needs to

be stopped by all means.

31) these persons who gpeercing our borders™*
32) those whoviolate our borders®>

33) the human floodbreaching our Homeland Defens&®

These metaphors are made even more powerful cothhiitle the IMMIGRATION
as WAR metaphor as can be seen in the excerpttad)ikens illegal immigration to
invasion. Ideologically, these metaphors have gmomant function of raising fear that
can lead to calls for and justification of violentilitary solutions. It can equally justify

the need of the minutemen to carry arms despitmrig that they are only going to sit,

4 Jim Gilchrist, interview by Tucker Carlson, Ap8i] 2006.

#5'The Minuteman Pledge," official web page of th€BIC, accessed April 30, 2015,
http://www.minutemanhg.com/hg/mmpledge.php.

26 About Us: Mission Statement," official web pagdiett,e MCDC, accessed April 30, 2015,
http://www.minutemanhg.com/hg/mmpledge.php.
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and watch, and observe as they are constructedilasrable and threatened by this
danger.

34) | have phone calls from people in those areas \algdigat they are being, 48 hours after the
Minuteman Project withdrew on April 3€hey were being deluged with invasiorall over
again®’

35) And againwe're at a time of alert and alarm against enemiedoreign and domestfc®

Moreover, the citizens are represented as vulneraidl exposed because "anyone
who wants to come into the United States, just comehrough and have your way
with our households?®® This assertion draws on the HOUSE as NATION metaphd
implies that illegal immigrants are raping the Unation if they come uninvited. The
HOUSE metaphor is useful for the minutemen's dissmbecause if we understand the
nation as a house, we also believe that we carmalactuave a control over who enters.
Moreover, house has always a limited capacity andccommodate people over that

capacity is deemed irresponsible.

Metaphor of the IMMIGRATION POLICY as DOOR is coswnt with the
previously mentioned metaphor. The minutemen spafakhe current immigration
policy as of an open door as in (36). People contiegally are understood as intruders
and trespassers as in (37) which logically eliditimpression that "we need &top

people from breaking into the count’®

This metaphor discloses an important incoherencthenminutemen's discourse.
They want to point out the failure of the federalgrnment to enforce the immigration
law, hence the metaphor of the immigration polisyaa open door. On the other hand,
they also try to construct the immigrants as aahs® instead of seeing them as just
entering the open door, they also depict them esaking in" or "violating the borders"
which shows the incoherence of the minutemen'ssgofkriticizing both the federal

government and the illegal immigrants in their disse.

57 Jim Gilchrist, interview by Sean Hannity and Aldolmes,Hannity & ColmesFox News, May 13,
2005 (transcript available at Factiva).

%8 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and AlasirBes, November 19, 2002.

29 Jim Gilchrist, interview by Sean Hannity and Al@almes,Hannity & ColmesFox News, January 26,
2005 (transcript available at Factiva).

260 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and AlasirGes, April 26, 2005.
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36) ...we've gone for 40 years disregarding what olitigal leaders have set forth for us. And

what they have set forth for us isa-door policy.?**

37) ..trespassing over our international borderinto the United States®?

Interestingly, the minutemen describe their actiamstrictly passive: they sit, watch,
report, and in no way confront the immigrants, bat their discourse, quite
paradoxically, they speak of themselves ablacking forceagainst entry into the U.S.
by illegal aliens®? or "a visible deterrent, where if anyone wanthoose to come
through there, then they're choostogtake on the American peopf@* These quotes
clearly presuppose at least a threat of violencainay the immigrants that the
minutemen supposedly also want to protect from atgilon. Sometimes, the
minutemen openly contradict themselves, for exampleen saying that "we need
border guards so that we don't have cttch people,” while calling for a strict

no-contact policy®

Generally, the examination of the force-dynamitheitidentifies a force of the
Agonist that has an inherent tendency to move timoUnited States and is either let in
by an implicit absence of any counterforce (lawoecément) or gets through because it

is stronger or violent as apparent in (38) and.(39)

38) ...how many people that we've documentedhhbat slipped through the Border Patrol's

fingers 2%

39) The overrun of refugeesacross the border is not acceptable anyrffdre.

Again, the concrete people who constitute the Asfoare always understood as
being the product of the "broken" border which alothe speaker not to reflect on
concrete reasons or motives for their immigratibhe proposed solution that is often

called for is thus simply engaging the military a@ese "nothing short of military

21 3im Gilchrist, interview by Sean Hannity and Al@olmes, January 26, 2005.

252 3im Gilchrist, inteview by Tucker Carlson, April 3006.

#3"Homepage: The U.S. Wants You!: The Minuteman &roeeks Volunteers," official web page of
the Minuteman Project, November 22, 2004.

%54 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alasires, November 19, 2002.

%5 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and AlasirBes, May 13, 2005.

266 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and AlasirGes, April 26, 2005.

257 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alasires, November 19, 2002.
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intervention will cease the flow?® The people coming into the country need to be
stopped simply because they are coming illegalgytare unwanted or uninvited
guests, and the country cannot possibly accommadatee people who want to come.
The minutemen thus grasp complex issue of illegahigration in simplistic terms and
therefore believe that just shutting down or septhre border as in (40) and (41) will do
away with the whole issue of illegal immigration.

40) We feel thathe borders need to be sealeft®

41) We haveshut it down. There are no aliens coming acré9s.

The image of a sealed border also implies a dtitary understanding of the "We"
and "Them" on opposing sides of the border andlaa that "We" are better off cutting

"ourselves" off from the people on the other side.

5.6 "We" Are the Law

The main, overarching idea in the minutemen's dissmthat follows from the previous
findings is the binary understanding of "We" verSlikem” in terms of the notion of

the law versus the notion of the illegality. This important because, again, it
oversimplifies the reality and makes anyone outth@daw, such as illegal immigrants,

undesirable and possibly subject to exclusionahaber.

The main contradiction present in this rhetorithis simplistic understanding of the
law. Law, in the minutemen's discourse, is sometlgiren, highly abstract, and almost
untouchable. This encourages labeling of peoplssimg the border as "illegals” simply
because they have committed something technicgi&mat the law usually with no
mitigating factors such as push and pull factokenanto account. The adequacy of the

current immigration law is never questioned.

The law-and-order aspect of the discourse is smitapt that it basically embodies
the in-group. If one looks at the demarcation @ tte" in the discourse and the law

on the other hand, it is apparent that the twotiestioverlap. Moreover, both are

%8 Chris Simcox, "Standard Operating Procedure, tiaffiveb page of the Minuteman Project, cached
on February 7, 2005, accessed April 16, 2015,
http://web.archive.org/web/20050207151807/http:Awminutemanproject.com/SOP.html.

29 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and AlasirBes, November 19, 2002.

270 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alasiries,Hannity & ColmesFox News, April 7,
2005 (transcript available at Factiva).
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understood, in terms of spatiality, as the deiceater. In this sense, exactly as the
border represents a clear dividing line between'tiie" and "Them," it also represents
a line between the law and the people prone to dbbegally, hence the negation of the
law. Therefore, in their discourse, the minutemen reot only "the most law-abiding
citizens in the country,” but in terms of spatiglihey often emphasize that they operate
within the law, staywvithin the boundaries of the law and will suffer irrefeadamage

to their reputation, if one single individual "sgepver the line?* Gilchrist explicitly

comes to the conclusion that "we're — the rulewf '

Immigrants in this rhetoric are, on the other hahlidgal at the very moment they
step across the border as in (42). Both explidtiamplicit connection with crime and in

many cases serious crimes have been already deganithe paragraph about topoi.
4?2) If they're coming across the border, they're illégenigrants, OK3™

Among several consequences that are mentionedoagtirabout by or connected
with illegal immigration (such as the economic hamdto the society, crime, or
terrorism) the minutemen's discourse claims thatrthe of the law itself is in danger.
The speakers further envision almost apocalypticréuwhere there "will be the green
light to open the flood gates that we are no lormeration governed by the rule of
law.">"* This vision entails illegal immigrants taking partan insurrection (43). A new
racist prejudice against Mexicans might be presethis narrative that points out that
"about 70 million of that 280 million, maybe 80 fimh [illegal immigrants], will be

from Mexico alone?’®

while the above-stated "un-American" activitiesythare
expected to engage in imply their unwillingnessssimilate as described by Chavez's

"Latino Threat Narrative."

43) When you have 200 million illegal aliens by the ye&925 threatening to engage in

insurrection or march on the streets on their fpreflags if they don't get immediate

21 Chris Simcox, "Standard Operating Procedure, tizffiweb page of the Minuteman Project, cached
on February 7, 2005, accessed April 16, 2015,
http://web.archive.org/web/20050207151807/http:Awminutemanproject.com/SOP.html.

272 3im Gilchrist, speech delivered at 35th annual&g&grum Leadership Conference, September 23,
2006.

273 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alasires, November 19, 2002.

27 Jim Gilchrist, speech delivered at 35th annual&g&grum Leadership Conference, September 23,
2006.

272 |pid.



74

amnesty and citizenship and of course along wilt tomes dual voting rights in their

homeland as well as in the United Stat&§...

The minutemen thus present a very simplistic nagagaying that if you do not
enforce laws, in this case the immigration lawwyiit inevitably lead to the outright loss
of the rule of law. Country no longer governed hg tule of law or, in other words,
country that lets illegal immigrants come, is ireithview an uncivilized country
because "a nation that has no respect for the olilaw is no longer a civilized
nation,”’” and in addition, a country plagued with chaos amarchy as evident in (44)
and (45). The illegal immigrants who are seen ascHuse of this potential decay of the
nation are at the same time defined by being madtlylexican origin and inherently
"un-American" while no evidence for their culturgdstential hostility to the U.S.

culture and values is stated.

44) ...illlegal alien invasion crisis currently threaten the sovereignty, prosperity, and

governance by the rule of law of the United Stafes.

45) The final result: political and social mayhém.

The only alternative to illegal immigration the mtemen offer is to immigrate
legally or, as they often put it, simply "get imdi, come legally*®® which obviously
overlooks how difficult the law they worship so rhubas made it for Mexicans to
immigrate legally. The illegal immigration should tackled by putting the military and
the National Guard on the border as suggestedanagdd only then is a discussion on

immigration reform possible.

46) ...we don't need legislation. We need our militand National Guard on our border to
support Homeland Security, and we need to enfancdagvs. While we do that, then we can

negotiate how to come up with immigration refcfih.

278 |pjd.

277 bid.

2’8"News Media and L.E.O.," official web page of Ménuteman Project, cached on April 3, 2005,
accessed April 30, 2015,
http://web.archive.org/web/20050403024229/http:Awminutemanproject.com/LEO.html.

279 About the Minuteman Project,” official web pagitiee Minuteman Project, cached on March 30,
2005.

280 Chris Simcox, interview by Mike Barnicle, August,2007.

%81 Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and AlasirGes, April 3, 2006.
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Employing the military might seem justified in tdescourse that presents a chaotic
lawlessness as the natural consequence of thaliliegnigration. Also, this rhetoric,
again, overlooks significant part of illegal immagits who, for example, overstay their

visa rather than cross the border illegally.

In this rhetoric, the reasoning of the minutemenldde put in the following
way: if we seal the border, we will prevent thesmmgle from entering illegally and
therefore prevent our nation from falling into deel in addition, we will still be seen
as humane because we will also ensure that thesplepethe would-be illegal
immigrants, will not be exploited by the human siglegs or U.S. employers, and we
will not have them dying of dehydration in our bgakds because "when we force

people to come through the orderly queue, theyboeepted.??

5.7 Coherence and Legitimization

The speakers representing the minutemen movemeiajpgarently well aware that they
might be easily accused of being biased againspé&ople coming across the border,
who are represented mainly by Mexicans, and thexaiige a number of strategies to
establish their authority as of good, human, andpassionate citizens. Secondly, they
try to present their claims as a common truth adid disputed. As already stated, they
were not quite successful in doing that, for instawhen they talked about immigrants

as the victims on the one hand and criminals omther.

The coherence of a given discourse can be exammesfms ofevidentiality and
epistemic modality In terms of the former, the minutemen intentibnalescribe
themselves as the good, law-abiding citizens andenmaportantly, as a voice of all
American citizens and thereby increasing their auityh as the speakers. As in (47),
they typically speak of themselves as the ones kiaw the truth and are therefore
obliged to enlighten the ignorant majority. The whagy do that was already described

by the predication strategies referring to the rioug.

47) It's about time we get the truth out. That's alrev&rying to dd’>

82 Chris Simcox, Press Conference at National Préss, @pril 26, 2005, video at C-SPAN, accessed
April 30, 2015, http://www.c-span.org/video/?1864B2inuteman-project.
83 Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alan Colmksjuary 7, 2003.
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The speakers also commonly draw on history to sti@vobvious truthfulness of
their claims. They refer to, for example, the cpibtest movement of the 1960s that
they believe is justifying what they are doing,%t1 with which they aim at people's
emotions and which contributes to the constructibthe seriousness of the threat they
are trying to convey. Not surprisingly, as the véhohovement's name draw on the
American Revolution, the Constitution is frequerdfypealed to as showed in (48-50).

48) We, the people are going to hopefully put enough pressure orgthwernment now to get

them to relieve us from duty?®*

49) You must read our Constitution, sir. You're not tbear about our rights as citize?3.

50) This is our constitutional right to protect our Bers>*®

Another means of legitimization of their claims asreliance on numbers and
statistics as in (51) whose source is, howeverenstated. Furthermore, these numbers
often seem exaggerated and the minutemen thus agatwerful imagery by inflating

the size of the threat.

51) Eighty percent of your illegal alien population fioMexico are economic refugees. Ten
percent are criminal fugitives. Another ten preceatome criminals after they enter the
United States. About 4 million illegal aliens comito the United States from Mexico alone
per year and they are unapprehended and no onesknbw they are, where they are or

what they're doing her&®’

In terms ofepistemic modalitythe speakers try to present their claims as aisvio
and common sense to enhance their persuasivenesahat they do is simply
observe,®® and the situation on the border édearly unacceptable?®® A common way
to present controversial claims is through the HEN sentences which help to
establish their claims as a common sense whilendéaving out important pieces of

information as they did, for instance, in (52) 88)

24 Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alan Colmfgsil 26, 2005.
285 ||
Ibid.
86 Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alan Colnmésyember 19, 2002.
87 Gilchrist, interview by Robb Harleston, May 13080
288 Gilchrist, interview by Tucker Carlson, April 30@6.
289 Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alan Colnmgssil 26, 2005.
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52) Well, if they are here illegally, they are certgihlere in violation of U.S. law. And if we are
going to maintain our — our governance, under tie of law, we actually have to enforce
that law or those law&s?

53) No one crosses, we have secufify.

Use of clichés ("It's too little, too lat&” or "when the going gets tough, the tough
get going®? may also help achieve the same goal as it cremtesnpression of
common truthThe speakers also commonly exaggerate the threyatatie constructing.
Partially already described was the appeal to emstthey achieve in numerous ways:
they might present a threat as exaggerated, usarcadjectives such as "tlehaotic
neglect by members of our local, state and fedgoaernments® or “cavalier and
recklesdack of enforcement of U.S. immigration l&®™which have both for its goal to

point out the irresponsibility on the part of th@vgrnment.

Strategies such dasackgroundingwere already mentioned with regards to illegal
immigrants whose explicit presence in the discoursght lead to accusations of
racism. The speakers are therefore often vaguetdbem and do not say explicitly
who exactly is the agent of the actions that aepfiening" across the borders, speaking

of "porous” borders instead.

Strategies oflisplacementre typically used in the discourse of the minwdeno
displace the blame that is imposed on their movémemther groups instead, that they
deem as opposed to them. In (54), they are tryngfute the claim that their alleged
racism is a threat by claiming that the illegal ilgrants, on the contrary, are a threat.
They would also mention the minutemen's presencéhenCanadian border to deny
potential racism that follows from their disproponate focus on the southern border
without being asked about it, yet, are able toroffiely few details about what plans
they exactly have for the northern border. Whenc®inis confronted with the claim

that they are getting in the way of the Border ¢ldiy setting off sensors by mistake, he

29 Jim Gilchrist, interview by Sean Hannity and Al@almes,Hannity & ColmesFox News, April 10,
2006 (transcript available at Factiva).
291 Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alan Colnmgssil 26, 2005.
292 1t

Ibid.
293 Chris Simcox, "Standard Operating Procedure, tiaffiveb page of the Minuteman Project, cached
on February 7, 2005, accessed April 16, 2015,
http://web.archive.org/web/20050207151807/http:Awminutemanproject.com/SOP.html.
294 About the Minuteman Project,” official web pagitiee Minuteman Project, cached on March 30,
2005.
29 Jim Gilchrist, Interview by Lou Dobb&pu Dobbs TonightCNN, December 7, 2005, transcript
accessed April 30, 2015, http://edition.cnn.com/NSLCRIPTS/0512/07/1dt.01.html.
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accuses the anchor of conforming to what the Da@s sind promptly shifts the blame

on the minutemen's enemy, the American Civil LiesrtUnion (55).

54) Yes, we're on the Canadian border. And still peapéeplaying the race card. You're racist.
You're a threat to society. Come on. The peopleingin are a threat to our sociéty.

55) And you're getting the party line down from Wasliorg.. The sensors are being set off by
the media and ACLU observers who are traipsingngbdmwn the road all the tinfé’

These were just a few examples of the means thatemren use to legitimize their
claims. They might seem irrelevant for finding evhiether they are prejudiced against
illegal immigrants coming from the south of the der. Yet, they help understand what
kind of claims the minutemen think need to be bdckeath special legitimization
strategies as otherwise, the audience would noessecly accept them. This is
especially done with the strategy of positive seffresentation with which they often
exaggerate their positive traits and at the same townplay the reliability of their de

facto internal enemies such as ACLU (56) or thefakdgovernment (57, 58).

56) | have an issue with the ACLU and that's not the_LliGhat | remember twenty years ago.
It's an anarchist, communist organization and Ehav use for it and you can quote me on

that?®

57) | cannot accept the weak excuse from our governthanthe problem is unsolvable. That

mindset is un-Americaft’

58) ...chaotic neglect by members of our local, statéfaderal governments charged with

applying U.S. immigration lawf°

5.8 Main Conclusions

It can be possibly claimed that if the minutemenmembhiemselves persuaded about the

rightness and consistency of their claims and gotisre would be no need to

2% Chris Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alasirles,Hannity & ColmesFox News, October
17, 2005 (transcript available at Factiva).

297 Simcox, interview by Sean Hannity and Alan Colmfgs:il 7, 2005.

2% Jim Gilchrist, Press Conference at National P@ab, April 26, 2005, video at C-SPAN, acessed
April 30, 2015, http://www.c-span.org/video/?1864BPinuteman-project.

29 Chris Simcox, "Standard Operating Procedure, tiaffiveb page of the Minuteman Project, cached
on February 7, 2005, accessed April 16, 2015,
http://web.archive.org/web/20050207151807/http:Awminutemanproject.com/SOP.html.

30 About the Minuteman Project,” official web pagitioe Minuteman Project, cached on March 30,
2005.
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emphasize that they are the most law-abiding ciiz&imilarly, if the threat of the
illegal immigration was so acute, a simple enumenadf the problems it is causing
supported with numbers and statistics by respeztatganizations would be sufficient.
Instead, they are often vague about who exacthgethdegal immigrants are or
exaggerate the threat by equating them with natlisalsters such as flood, tidal wave,
or with an outright invasion. This understandings hat the same time important
consequences because if you have a threat ofid@sy®ou are trying to tackle it even
with the use of the military instead of lookinguaiderlying causes of why this threat in

the first place exists.

Moreover, the coherence of the minutemen's clagems at least dubious given the
inconsistencies in their discourse. Firstly, thgeobof their efforts, the notion of illegal
immigration, is very vague in their discourse. Ttpeak of both economic refugees
who logically need protection and do not know wisabest for them but also about

criminals who are personally responsible for tlileggal crossings.

The immigrants are sometimes constructed as crimisinply because of their
unauthorized entry or relatively minor crimes tlogynmit consequently such as having
a fake ID, sometimes they are conflated with crahiactivities as serious as murders.
Especially on the minutemen's web pages, hintbeatcultural threat from the illegal
immigrants to the cultural identity of the Unitetht®s are not uncommon, yet, what this
identity entails, is left unanswered. The law whbesach is condemned is simply given
and never understood as created by concrete pepplgiven time and context which

could have possibly changed.

The disproportionate focus on the southern boslatsio contradictory to the broader
goal of tackling illegal immigration because bordevssings do not account for all the
illegal immigrants in the country. The calls foraBeg or securing the border create a
false impression that the border has ever beenetauthe way that there was absolute

control over who comes in.

The minutemen's discourse thus largely rests onagsimption that the illegal
immigration is driven in the first place by the ingrants' decision to immigrate and
they themselves are therefore responsible forhieyThardly admit any complicity from
the part of the U.S. citizens. In a few instantlesy talk about the "unscrupulous™" U.S.
employers or businesses that exploit the cheap faboe but nowhere, they speak of
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how this cheap labor is profited by Americans, esdly in the services they all use

where the illegal immigrants' workforce is common.

An alternative discourse to this one would be a dna admits some U.S.
complicity. Its proponents might blame NAFTA thattieased the structural inequality
between the United States and Mexico, or cite tlfe deed for cheap labor as one of
the main reasons for illegal immigration. What theve in common is, nevertheless,
the conviction that the immigration is a result mish and pull forces that they
emphasize rather than the immigrants’ own decisiand therefore personal
responsibility for their illegality. They often ¢ha that these immigrants should be in

the first place treated as human beings.

The former discourse usually aims at securing threldr in order to do away with
the illegal immigration, the latter calls for corepensive immigration reform that
would offer more ways to immigrate legally or pragrs aimed at reducing poverty in
countries such as Mexico. The latter group is ia thscourse of the minutemen
represented especially by the federal governmendt tae ACLU which are very
obviously not considered a part of the "We," the-&biding citizens. They are more
often seen as the ones aiding the illegal actithey minutemen are opposed to in the

first place.

5.9 Prejudice in the Discourse

This study was trying to answer whether a new tamgjudice could be identified in
the minutemen's discourse and is therefore driviver efforts on the border. The
following features of the discourse specificallyimido presence of some kind of a new

racist prejudice:

1. Firstly, the immigrants are always defined by thiggality in such a way that it
is understood as an inherent part of their idenatynost like the color of the
skin was understood as given in the case of theagidm. Nowhere, there is any
indication that they could get rid of this illeggli rather, they are said to be
continuing the life of crime after committing thdirst crime of unauthorized
entry. The difference between a murder and a fBkis blurred in the discourse
as they both fall under the simple notion of illiya This phenomenon was

partly examined by De Genova who speaks of thesibpiity of the immigration
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law in opposition to the visibility of the illegammigrants®* Yet, in the
discourse of the minutemen, even the migrants &en anade invisible as
described further below. Ackerman in this respemjgests that the notion of
illegality in the immigration discourse emergedaasonsequence of the "erasure

of overtly racialized language from mainstream "%

2. The immigrants are understood as being necessalilyrden to the society in a
similar way they are presented as inherently cranimhey are seen as defined
by their poverty and therefore always prone to exphe social system in the
country. There is no supposition that they can aledk, pay taxes, or in other
words, be deserving members of the society, noetiseany sign of a possibility
of social mobility on their part. This correspongsthe previously mentioned
understanding of the (new) race as an underclassssbr a "failure to enter the

middle class" as van den Berghe pufit.

3. The cultural new racism is staunchly avoided whenrhinutemen leaders give
interviews on a national TV. Yet, in the statememtstheir official web pages
or, for example, in the Gilchrist's public preséiata of his book, the cultural
threat to the United States is explicitly expressHte unassimilability of their
culture is expressed by the apocalyptic envisiomhthe future America which
will not only lose its face due to the Mexican g immigration but will also
fall into chaos and anarchy because it will be ar@er governed by the rule of
law. This cultural racism was described by Bon8liasa, yet, in the case of the
minutemen, concrete traits of immigrants' cultureemed inferior and
incompatible with the dominant culture were prolyaibitentionally left out as

the speakers could be seen as prejudiced if tingjesi them out explicitly>*

4. The illegal immigrants are also dehumanized in maays, for example, when
they are referred to by using the strategy of naiization or equated with
natural forces. This is basically consistent whik findings of Santa Ana who

%1 Nicolas P. De Genova, "Migrant 'lllegality’ andfdetability in Everyday Life,"Annual Review of
Anthropology3 (2002): 432. Accessed October 28, 2014, doi:
10.1146/annurev.anthro.31.040402.085432.

392 Edwin Ackerman, "'What Part of lllegal Don't Yownterstand?’: Bureaucracy and Civil Society in
the Shaping of lllegality,Ethnic and Racial Studie®7, No. 2 (2012): 190-191.

93 pjerre L. van den Berghe, "Neo-racism in the USAansition, No.41 (1972): 17-18.

%94 Bonilla-Silva,Racism without Racist@8—29.
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identified the metaphor of IMMIGRANT as ANIMAL, thas, being inhuman,
as the most pervasive one in the immigration dissmi{>

5. The minutemen leaders conspicuously try to avoehkmg of who exactly the
illegal immigrants are, where they come from, owyittiey are coming into the
country. In a few instances, however, they spealcarhplicity of Mexico,
Mexican flags, etc., which implies that they areapng of immigrants from
Mexico. Moreover, their disproportionate concernthwthe southern border
presupposes what kind of immigrants they are comckerwith. Even when
Simcox speaks about the need to secure the nortieeder, he immediately
goes on to speak about the practice of Mexicansdglyo Canada from where
they cross the border into the United Stdt&dn this respect, DeChaine, for
example, emphasizes the role the notion of geograpliborders plays in

avoiding racisn?’

These features show that a new racist prejudicerisinly driving the minutemen's
understanding of immigration. All previous featureay elicit, as Hart suggests, the
exclusionary and discriminatory behavior againstigrants if they are presented as a
national security threat, criminal threat, cultuttateat, and undeserving social cheats.
This shows that the minutemen's conspicuously rantst, "migrant-friendly" rhetoric
is deceptive. It is rather driven by the prejudicdtitude that might further trigger
irrational fears of irreversibly changing Americhat might consequently justify
exclusionary behavior against those deemed as ibgngbout these changes, the

members of the out-group.

This faulty, simplistic discourse surely desen@dé exposed and criticized on the
one hand as it is clearly a means of reproductiahe hegemonic power of the white
majority that can lead to discrimination of a nohi#® minority. The negative sentiment
against illegal immigrants might affect legal immagts, too, as one cannot distinguish
between them simply by looking at them. The simpliof the discourse should be
pointed out also because it hinders creation ohteonmal consensus regarding possible

solutions to the issue of the illegal immigratiarcls as a comprehensive immigration

395 Otto Santa AnaBrown Tide Rising: Metaphors of Latinos in Contenapp American Public
Discourse(Austin: University of Texas Press, 2003), 273-286

3% Chris Simcox, Press Conference at National Préss, @pril 26, 2005.

%97D. Robert DeChaine, "Bordering the Civic Imaginahjienization, Fence Logic, and the Minuteman
Civil Defense Corps,Quarterly Journal of Speec®b, No. 1 (2009): 53.
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reform. On the other hand, it does not mean thahalclaims of the minutemen should
be automatically rebuffed as some of them echoa@aterns, especially of the citizens

living along the border that still need to be death.
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Conclusion

This study had for its goal to assess whether éve nacism was a driving force behind
the minutemen movement that operated along theoAaz part of the U.S.-Mexico
border starting in 2005. At the first sight, th@gp's rhetoric was strikingly anti-racist,
trying to establish the members of the group asqtat, responsible, and law-abiding
citizens who were only carrying out the duty of @ning laws in the absence of the
federal government. In addition, they claimed tthety were actually sympathetic to

immigration and were only opposed to thegal immigration.

The fact that they focused so heavily on the sooth®rder hinted at a potential
prejudice against predominantiyexicanimmigrants who cross this border. Moreover,
the focus on the border itself implies a powerfghbolism of the dichotomy between
the "We" and the "Other."

This work builts upon the assumption of the unataigpty of the old racism. The
new racism theories assume that the old blatargmabas become inadmissible in the
wake of the civil rights movement in the 1960s. psthe fact that the old racism
cannot be called dead and manifests itself evewyaral then, its proponents are always
condemned by the society and any movement thatdvopknly advocate the old
racism will inevitably fail to establish itself @ meaningful player within the civil

society.

New racism does not put forth the race understaobbdically, yet, this does not
mean that the white-black dichotomy is no longestext. Rather, the races keep on
living as concepts. White race still works as acsym for citizenship. Bearers of white
race are therefore understood as those being nuonarh civilized, rational, or clean.
Black race, on the other hand, is identified witloups that are understood as being
antithetical to the white race. They are thus ieh#ly uncivilized, irrational, and dirty.
These notions might further translate into the oxadiof poverty, crime (illegality), or
supposedly inferior culture of the non-white ractdst is deemed inherently

incompatible with the dominant, white one.

These new races are therefore understood as cosstout they work, in fact, in the
same way as the races in the old racism did asateynderstood as simply given and

not subject to change in the course of time. Conedly, the new racism is thus based
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on the same prejudice that posits the superioritthe dominant white race in the
society, but it is deemed more legitimate since pghegudice does not manifest itself
explicitly. The existence of this prejudice is sfgrant because it can further translate
into discriminatory and exclusionary behavior tosvéine non-white groups, just as the

old racism often did.

In order to answer the question of whether the teimen movement harbored new
racism in its activities, its discourse was exardingorking on the assumption that
every discourse is ideological and prejudice cars the reproduced by the discourse,
too. The Critical Discourse Analysis was used as tibol of the analysis as it is
especially suitable for studying prejudice in thiscdurse. Specifically, van Dijk's
socio-cognitive approach, combined with Hart's apph resting to a great extent on the

findings from the field of cognitive linguistics drevolutionary psychology were used.

The analysis of the discourse concluded that themaeist prejudice can be, indeed,
found in the minutemen's discourse based on thewirlg findings. Most importantly,
the immigrants are in the first place defined bgirthllegality that is understood as
something given and inherent to this out-group jastthe old race was seen as
permanent. They are therefore usually referregttbegal immigrantsor illegals. They
are rarely explicitly labeled as Mexicans, but tdomtext indicates that the group does
entail Mexicans in the first place (e.g., thera imention of Mexican flags, the speakers

complain abouMexicancomplicity in the problem of illegal immigratioetc.).

The notion of illegality is said to be driving tmmigrants' behavior even after
they have crossed into the United States, in threitemen's words, "they continue life
of crime."” The in-group, on the other hand, thahpdses both the minutemen and the
U.S. citizens that they aim to represent, consitéthe mostlaw-abiding citizens."
Ultimately, they embody the law itself. This is,viever, hugely misleading as the law
is understood as something objective and givererenttly right. A possible inadequacy
of the current immigration law is completely disaeded.

In a similar way, immigrants are associated witlvgsty that defines who they are
and how they can be expected to behave for theofdsieir lives. In the eyes of the
minutemen, they will be therefore inevitably a emdo the society, exploit its social
system, and ultimately impoverish the whole coumisytheir numbers will grow. This
envisioning of the apocalyptic future the U.S. widlce because of the illegal

immigration is also typical of the cultural threidat the immigrants are said to be
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embodying. In this vision, their culture is inhetfgrun-American and will ultimately
bring about the end of the rule of law in the coymiccompanied by anarchy and chaos.
Interestingly, the content of the culture assigteetioth the in-group and the out-group

is very vague.

Dehumanization of the members of the out-groupemimiscent of the old racism.
Immigrants are commonly equated with natural fomgsh agidal waveor floodsthat
perceive immigrants as a mass force hitting thentgu The force-dynamic analysis
reveals how the immigrants’ movement is construateldeing violent and stronger than
any possible resistance. For example, the immigrarg said to beiolating or piercing
the borders. The dehumanization is an importaneaspf a prejudiced discourse
because it helps justify equally strong and violesponse to stem the movement of the

Agonist, the out-group, that is described as a magtent force.

The number of ways of how the immigrants are bamlgded or outright suppressed
in the discourse is partially related to the pregideature of dehumanization. The
content of who exactly comprises the out-group fieroas vague as possible. The
speakers might think that mentionsiltégal activitiesor problemsalong the border are
enough for the receiver of the message to infer tha illegal immigrants are being

referred to.

Similarly, instead of speaking of concrete immidgsarthe wordtrash is used once
that is automatically associated with the movenwntnmigrants who leave this trash
behind. This might be useful for the speakers twmidvtalking about the
out-group itself and thus avoid accusations ofsraciThey can also use it to justify the
use of a counterforce, such as the military or dveti Guard against the immigrants
without emphasizing that it will, in fact, targeirecrete people, not an abstract notion of

illegal activity or "porous" border

Apart from these features directly pointing out thew racist prejudice, other
properties of the minutemen's discourse reinfaneeprrevious findings. In terms of the
discourse, it is obvious that the speakers userétfit strategies to establish themselves
as responsible, law-abiding, and good citizens lvisierves to enhance their authority
and therefore validity of their claims. On the athand, groups not sympathetic to their

efforts such as the ACLU or the federal governnaeatcriticized and ridiculed.

Moreover, the apparent tension between the neefdrdsent the minutemen in
positive terms on the one hand and their prejuditehe other manifests itself in the
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incoherence of the discourse where immigrants adenstood as both victims of the
illegal immigration and those who are personallspansible for it. Similarly, they are
said to bdured by the U.S. employers but also describediakating andpiercing the
border in order to get to the country that itselidescribed with the help of the house
metaphor as having itdoor open This obviously raises a question, why are the

immigrants seen as having to use violence in denter an open door?

Another incoherence becomes evident in the minutédeclared physical passivity
with regards to immigrants and the expressive lagguof their discourse where they
are calling themselveskdocking forceagainst the immigrants' entry or where they are
warning that these immigrants will havetake on the American peopiethey cross
illegally.

The discourse implies that the border itself ishie heart of the illegal immigration
and thereforesealing the bordera highly simplistic idea, would solve all the plems
associated with the phenomenon of illegal immigratiThese problems can include the
threat the immigrants present (e.g., to the U.Bnemy, culture, and security), but also
the threat to the immigrants themselves who woudd dxcording to the discourse,
equally protected by this sealed border as therddvoe no more deaths or exploitation
by both human smugglers and the U.S. employers, thet structural problems that

cause illegal immigration are almost completelyefyarded.

Overall, there is a difference between the dis@muhn® minutemen produce when
giving interviews on TV and in a more "private"tsgg such as their web pages where
their audience is expected to consist mainly oir teepporters or potential volunteers.
The language they use on the TV is thus more céist there is a greater tendency to
be vague about the illegal immigrants and who tlaeg. They are more often
understood simply as being part of the problem wlita border. The cultural threat,

emphasized on their web pages, is never articulatdee interviews.

This demonstrates the usefulness of studying bwhwieb pages and TV interviews
because when examining only the discourse fromniieeviews, more tools need to be
employed to disclose the prejudice that is mucheneasily concealed without referring
to the cultural threat that is probably the mostiobs feature of the new racism. The
new racist prejudice thus often manifests itselfather sophisticated ways that can be,
however, examined by the critical discourse ansly$he Hart's cognitive-linguistic

approach has, in this sense, a lot to offer forathaysis of the immigration discourse.
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The previous studies of the minutemen's discounaé mainly focus on the web
pages analyze also the images that can be foume, thleereas this thesis focused on
the texts only. Studying the images is important daderstanding the minutemen's
ideology but not so much to examine their prejudisdhe pictures on their web pages
usually point out mainly the patriotism of the gpowhich is part of the group's positive
self-representation strategy and is thus only eddly related to the issue of prejudice in

the discourse.

The examination of the discourse also showed tlatyntheories of the new racism
are far from being comprehensive and accountinglfgrarticular cases. Bonilla-Silva's
frames, for instance, proved as only partially usefhe cultural racism he identifies,
was, indeed, present in the discourse. But theofetste frames, for example those that
focus on using traditional values such as individua to explain inequalities can be
found in the discourse only indirectly. The poveaiyd illegality that are ascribed to
immigrants could be, however, understood as sirntoldine lack of effort (that is usually
seen as causing the economic inequalities byliséract liberalismframe) because the
immigrants are not expected to get rid of thesebates even after immigrating to the
United States.

Yet, the Bonilla-Silva's theory clearly applies sifieally to Afro-Americans who
are already in the country and it thus cannot g ftansplanted onto immigrants who
are yet to come. The new racism should be thusaptghunderstood in more general
terms — as a form of a prejudice that is similath® old racist prejudice in its goal of
maintaining the white dominance within society ttose content is understood rather
conceptually, often as a flexible notion of culttinat can include a broad range of traits
and values such as poverty, illegality, or laclceftain values (such as individualism).
The focus on the traditional values that often refi new racism seems as not fully

comprehensive.

Secondly, the new racism is new in its consciouscealment of the prejudice as
blatant expression of prejudice has become inadloiess he use of the wondcismin
this theory might seem controversial since theambf race is no longer explained
biologically. Yet, as the minutemen's discourse $laswed, fixing a group's identity
even in cultural terms might be equally harmful amaly result in the same exclusionary

outcomes. That is why the continuous use of thelwacism seems appropriate.
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New racism is understood as bemgstemicrather than emerging on the individual
level. Prejudiced discourse of the minutemen tloeecfeflects the dominant ideology
within the society that places the white majoritya privileged position. It could be
argued that every member of the white, dominargroup is to some extent instilled
with this hegemonic ideology. In this light, all mbers of the white in-group could be
accordingly seen as racists which certainly racsedroversies. Yet, it could be argued
that the word only signifies a presence of a systebut still harmful ideology, and
should not be understood in any way as a propgpigdl of pathological personalities.
Also, despite the fact that the new racism is ustded as systemic, it does not mean

that the discourse of the minutemen can be extetate® whole society.

Quite contrarily, a significant part of the popudat rejects the discourse of the
minutemen and other anti-immigration groups whosealirse is to a great extent
similar to the minutemen's discourse. This paithefpopulation claims instead that the
illegal immigrants are human beings in the firshigal, while the U.S. is complicit in
producing the illegal immigration. Still, it couldbe assumed that even this
counterdiscourse can bear some traits deemed pmegydidentical with the
minutemen's discourse as they have already becateatized even in the mainstream
discourse and some of them might be product oftiséemic prejudice in the society.
For instance, speaking tibods of immigrantss in no way an exclusive property of the

anti-immigration discourse.

Further research could thus look into differentcdigses on immigration with the
aim to single out what particular features of thenutemen's discourse that were
evaluated as prejudiced can be found within othescadirses by more
"immigrant-friendly" groups. It is possible thatrtzen prejudiced expressions can be
used unintentionally by both the minutemen and ipbssther, rather mainstream
groups that have something to say on the immigratssue. These would still be
product of the systemic racism existent in theetgcand therefore serving to reproduce
the hegemonic ideology of the white in-group no teratvhether used deliberately or
not as in both instances, speaking of the floosmmhigrants helps create an impression
of a threat and in both instances might result disariminatory behavior against these
immigrants. The minutemen's discourse differs, harein its apparent goal to

deliberatelyconstruct the illegal immigrants as a threat dredgrejudice is clearly not
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expressed unintentionally in a way it can be exq@édsn the private, everyday talk by
people who might even consider themselves antstaci

More generally speaking, the discourse of the neimen is representative of a
narrative shared by a broader anti-immigration muset. This narrative rests upon the
rigid opposition to the previously mentioned notioh illegal immigration that is
usually understood as the result of the immigrantividual decision to come into the
United States, while completely overlooking undedystructural problems that would
point out also the U.S. complicity. The counterdisse, on the other hand, establishes
the illegal immigration to a much greater extentaasatural consequence of the

inequality between the United States and Mexico.

The rigidity of the former discourse has significaonsequences because not only
that it reproduces prejudice against (Mexican) igrnamts but it also forestalls a
creation of a national consensus on this mattechvig an essential precursor to any

meaningful solution such as a comprehensive imriggraeform.

Resumé

Tato prace se zabyvala hnutim minutetakteré operovalo na americko-mexické
hranici od roku 2005 s deklarovanym cilem zabrastupu ilegalnich imigrait na
GUzemi Spojenych stit Prace se pokouSela potvrdit hypotézu, Ze za mépad
.barvoslepou”, anti-rasistickou rétorikou se ve teknosti skryva novy rasovy
predsudek.

V prvni kapitole prace fedstavila teorie nového rasismu a pokusila se wkdea
dichotomie mezi bilou &rnou rasou v americké spéhesti getrvava navzdory tomu,
Ze stary (zjevny) rasismus, ktery expli¢itippostuluje nathzenost bilé rasy nad
~nebilymi“ rasami za satasného definovani ras jako biologicky podémych, je
predevsim v dsledku olsanskopravniho hnuti Sedesatych let povazovan daecgpsky
negijatelny. Rasa je vSak i nadale relevantni katagdfebaze je chapana spiSe jako
koncept, kde bila rasa asociuje vlastnosti jakskidt, civilizovanost, racionalitu a
Cistotu, zatimco ,nebilé" rasy jsou chapany jako bgin ,nelidskosti“
necivilizovanosti, iracionality a mestoty. Novy rasismus jéasto chapan také kulturn

Dana skupina tak fize byt vnimana jako determinovana svou kulturoar&je navic
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dominantni (bilou) skupinou vniména jako nevyhmitaiesl&itelnd se svoji vlastni

kulturou.

Druhd kapitola ukazuje vyhody kritické analyzy disku pra¢ pro zkoumani
potenciald raso¥ zaujatych text ¢i projevi. Vychazi pitom z gedpokladu, Ze
ideologie jako rasismus jsou udrzovany také diskomz Tatocast vys¥tluje, Ze se
mluv¢i ¢asto obavaji obvimi z rasismu, a pokouSi se mu tak zabranit.nsipategii
pozitivni sebereprezentace, kterd je vykresluje jakdpo¥dné a soucitné @hany.
Prislusnikim jinych skupin naopakasto pisuzuji vyhradd negativni vlastnosti a

konstruuji je jako hrozbu, kterou vSak ve skatesti nemusi byt.

Nasledujici kapitola poukazala na pnuti mezigmdu levné mexické pracovni sily
pro americkou ekonomiku na jedné stranstale restriktiveSi imigratni politikou Vici
Mexi¢anim na stra# druhé. | to pispélo k ustaveni fenoménu mexické ilegalni
imigrace. Ta byla staléastji asociovana s pojmem ,propustné” hranice, ktemyné
odvadl pozornost od neadekvatni imigra politiky, ale gispél také ke ztotozZéni
mexické a ilegalni imigrace. Ta byla postagropojovana s dalSimi problémy, jako je
pasSovani drog a dokonce terorismus, coZz napomdidpani ilegalni imigrace jako
hrozby pro bezpmost Spojenych st&t Dispropotni diraz na hranici vedl
v devadesatych letech k mnoha d@patm uskutéenénym prae¢ na hranici, ktera se
ukazala jako nuihnedostaujici, nebd nereflektovala strukturalni problémy na obou

stranach hranice, ktera ilegélni imigractigpbuiji.

Hnuti minutemafi navazalo na chapani jizni hranice jako zdroje ne#i¢é coz
samotné nazravalo potencialni fedsudek w¢i Mexi¢anim, ktefi tvori vyznamnou
cast ilegalnich fechodi praw pres tuto hranici. Kriticka analyza diskurzu tgného
materialy z webovych stranek hnuti a rozhovorydsylihnuti Jimem Gilchristem a

Chrisem Simcoxem ukazala, Ze novy rasimus je vicgdnuti skuténé pritomny.

Za prvé, ilegalita imigraiit je chapana jako&o daného, tést jako ,stard“ rasa,
jako atribut, ktery se aktivuje nejpagd s ilegalnim gechodem fes hranici a
determinuje chovani imigraintpo cely zbytek Zivota. Podobrje chédpana i jejich
chudoba, diskurz dbec nepoitd s moznosti socialni mobility, imigranti jsouofw
chapani nutdé jako @itéZ pro spolénost. Jsou takéasto popisovani, jako by nebyli
konkrétni lidé, ale pouze produkt ,propustné” hcadi ,ilegalni aktivita“. To mluwim
umoziuje vyhnout se obvimim z rasismu, nefaémei nemluvi o konkrétnich lidech,

ale o abstraktnim konceptu ,propustné* hraniceha jgsledcich.
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V extrémnich pipadech jsou imigrantifpovnavani k pirodni katastraf nebo invazi
postihujici zemi, ktera se této masové silé bibec nebrani, anebo je touto silou Rrav
porazena. To poukazuje i na nasilnost hrozby itdgahigrace, coz ospravetilje
volani po patebé vojska na hranici, které jedinéde podle ,minutemaif této
nepételské hrozd celit. Podobného efektu dosahuji mtivaké binarnim chipéanim
sebe jako okam dbalychzakona s kterym se v podstartotoziuji na jedné strana na
druhé straé imigranti, ktefi jsou negaci zakona, nebbo ilegalnim aktem ekrateni
hranice porusuji. Zcelafipom opomiji neadekvatnost s@asného imigréniho pravagi

~push* a ,pull“ faktory, které tuto ilegélni imigca spoluvytvéeji.

Predsudek v diskurzu se odrédzi i v jeho nekonzistatinkdy se liéi hnuti na jednu
stranu snaZzi prezentovat jako soucitni, a protgramty na skolika mistech oznaiji
jako ekonomické uprchliky, kite jsou zneuZzivani americkymi zéstnavateli ¢i
paSeraky s lidmi, na druhé stéamSak oznéuji imigranty jako osob® zodpowdné za
jejich imigraci, tedy za svou ilegalitu, kterdgasto ztoto#iuji i se zavaznymi trestnymi
¢iny typu vrazdy.

Analyza poukazala také na rozdil mezi televiznioihovory, kde se lidl snazi
predevsim zachovat si t/gako lidSti, soucitni a zodpéeni ok¥ané a jejich webovymi
strankami, kde pouzivaji velmi expresivni ptedky na vykresleni vaznosti hrozby
ilegélni imigrace a dalekoastji poukazuji na kulturni hrozbu ze strany Maé&xm,

kterd povede aZ ke zteatlady prava a americké identity.

Prace z&rem poukazuje naidledek takto pojatého diskurzu, a to sice udrZzovani
hegemonické ideologie nového rasismu stéle posédnena dominanci bilé rasy, ktery
nevyhnuteld vede k diskriminaci ,nebilych ras”. Na konkré&i Urovni odrazi diskurz
~-minutemarii* diskurz SirSicasti anti-imigraniho hnuti, picemz jeho rigidita postavena
na dichotomii mezi vladou pravailagalni imigraci poukazuje na obtiZnost najitcste
body s alternativnim imigtaim diskurzem, ktery vyzdvihujef@devSim nutnostesit
strukturalni problémy, z kterych ilegalni imigracenikd. Casledkem je petrvavajici,
vyhroceny problém ilegalni imigrace a neschopnasrat se k jehaeSeni, nap

prostednictvim komplexni imigrani reformy.
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