UNIVERZITA KARLOVA V PRAZE
FAKULTA SOCIALNICH VED

Institut politologickych studii

Pavel Sara

“El sexenio de la guerra”: Legitimization of
Mexico's Drug War in the Presidential
Discourse of Felipe Calderon

Diplomova prace

Praha 2015



Autor prace: Mgr. Pavel Sara
Vedouci prace: PhDr. Vit Stritecky, M.Phil., Ph.D.
Rok obhajoby: 2015



Bibliograficky zaznam

SARA, Pavel. “El sexenio de la guerra”: Legitimization of Mexico's Drug War in the
Presidential Discourse of Felipe Calderon. Praha, 2014. 76 s. Diplomova prace (Mgr.)
Univerzita Karlova, Fakulta socialnich véd, Institut politologickych studii. Katedra

mezinarodnich vztahli. Vedouci diplomové prace PhDr. Vit Stritecky, M.Phil., Ph.D.

Abstrakt

Véaznost problému pasovani drog v Mexiku se naplno projevila v prabéhu 90. let 20.
stoleti ve spojitosti s politickymi zménami v zemi a geopolitickou transformaci v
regionu. Zacalo se ukazovat, ze drogové kartely predstavuji zdsadni soucést systému
fungovani statu a také kazdodenni reality. Felipe Calderon, novy prezident zvoleny za
stranu PAN v kontroverznich volbach v roce 2006, se rozhodl zasvétit své obdobi v
ufadu boji proti organizovanému zlo¢inu, ktery mu mél pfinést legitimitu ztracenou pii
volebnim boji. Jeho strategie v podobé& oteviené konfrontace zpocatku piinesla tispéchy,
ale velmi brzy zacala byt ostfe kritizovana. Negativni disledky vojenské kampan¢ jako
napiiklad nedodrzovéani lidskych prav, militarizace zemé& a ignorovani vaznych
problémt, kterymi trpéla mexicka spolecnost, ovliviiovaly Zivot Mexicanli vice nez
kladné vysledky ozbrojeného stfetu. Calderdn se béhem Sesti let v prezidentském uradé
snazil o ziskani legitimity pro vojenskou kampan proti delikventim pomoci fady
strategii. Cilem autora této prace je piedstavit nékteré z téchto metod a ukézat, jak byla
mexicka drogové valka legitimizovdna v kontextu strategii vyuZivanych ve vale¢nych
projevech. Autofi diskurzli tohoto typu obvykle k piesvédceni publika o nutnosti boje
vyuzivaji Ctyfi generické elementy — odvolani se na externi zdroj moci, odvolani se na
historii, konstrukci nepftitele a vyzvy k jednoté. Zamérem této prace je pomoci
tematické diskurzivni analyzy ukdzat aplikaci té€chto generickych elementli na piikladé

prezidentského diskurzu Felipe Calderona.

Abstract

The gravity of the problem of drug trafficking in Mexico became clearly visible in the
1990s in connection with the political changes in the country and geopolitical
transformations in the region. It became obvious that the drug cartels formed a key part

of the system and of the everyday reality. Felipe Calder6n, a new president from the



PAN party elected in the disputed election of 2006, chose to dedicate his presidency to
the fight against organized crime in order to regain legitimacy lost in the electoral
process. His open confrontation strategy brought success at first, however, the praise it
received was soon replaced by criticism. Negative consequences such as human rights
abuses, militarization and ignorance of other problems of the society overcame any
possible successes of the military campaign. During the six years of his presidency
Calderon strived to obtain support for his strategy by using various legitimization
strategies. The aim of the author of this thesis is to introduce some of the existing
methods and to show how Mexico's Drug War was legitimized in the context of the
strategies within the “call to arms” genre. The authors of these discourses tend to use
four generic elements — appeals to a legitimate power source, appeals to history,
construction of the “evil other” and calls for unity behind the greater good — in order to
persuade the public to support the fight for the common cause. The objective of this
thesis is to use the thematic discourse analysis in order to show the application of these

elements in the presidential discourse of Felipe Calderon.
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Introduction

Images and news from Mexico have in recent years filled the title pages and prime
time slots not only of Mexican newspapers and TV stations but had a very similar
impact on the media around the world as well. The military campaign of the newly
elected president Felipe Calderon Hinojosa, who entered the office after a highly
disputed electoral process and result, called the attention of experts and scholars since it
seemed very ambitious. Moreover, it broke with the tradition of former Mexican
presidents who instead of a direct confrontation sought accommodation with the drug
cartels and the contemporary thinking that considers drugs more as a public health than
security issue. Felipe Calderén declared war against the Mexican drug cartels and
started Mexico's Drug War that lasted during his entire presidential term.

According to Felipe Calderén, the problem of drugs and drug trafficking reached
earlier unexperienced gravity and had to be dealt with immediately in order to protect
the future of Mexican families and to strengthen the presence of the government in the
whole state’s territory since some of the areas were being taken over by the powerful
cartels and criminal organizations. The justification for the military campaign was based
on three pillars. First, the president claimed that the Mexican population had started
consuming drugs more than before and Mexico had thus transformed from a country of
transit to a country of consumption. Second, he argued that the violence had reached
intolerable levels. Third, he warned that the cartels had penetrated the political sphere
which led to increased corruption and loss of state's control over certain territories.
Nevertheless, later studies and analyses proved Calderon wrong and illustrated that the
problems that he had pointed out were not as alarming as he was trying to show them to
be.

The discourse employed by the president was very confrontational and intended to
describe the drug cartels as an evil threat to the national security. Security as such was
proclaimed as one of the three key topics of his presidency together with fighting
extreme poverty and job creation and therefore a great part of his discourses was
dedicated to the topic of security and organized crime in particular. Calderdn's speeches
attempted to ostracize the criminal groups and isolate them from the rest of the Mexican
population, thus making the distinction between 'Us' interested in the well-being and

safety of the population and 'Them' whose interest is to put in danger the lives of 'Us.'



This discursive strategy known as binary opposition as well as other legitimization
strategies used by the president will be the main focus of this thesis.

Even though Felipe Calderon's presidential term ended in 2012 and Enrique Pefia
Nieto from the opposition PRI party who succeeded him in the office declared that he
would focus on other means of fighting the drug cartels, the topic of the war on drugs is
still omnipresent in the politics and discourse as the problem not only did not disappear
but it even did not come any closer to its solution.' The investigation focused on the
legitimization strategies that reacted upon the actions on the ground but at the same time
helped to discursively constitute them is relevant as it illustrates how a military action
against an internal enemy, which has historically been tolerated by the presidents, has
been justified by Calderdn's presidency.

The necessity to legitimize the armed actions stemmed from the unpopularity of the
war which was not considered indispensable by the public mostly preoccupied by other
problems and not directly affected by the actions of the delinquents and from employing
a strategy different from the policies of the previous presidents. Calderon had to present
the problem of drug trafficking as graver than it really was. It is important to keep in
mind the case of the American Global War on Terror declared by George W. Bush as
both of these crusades are based on similar constructs® and in both cases it is unclear
whether they can be classified as wars even though they were discursively presented
this way. While the discursive aspects of the War on Terror have been investigated
many times, Mexico's Drug War remains almost untouched by academic research.

This thesis called “El sexenio de la guerra”: Legitimization of Mexico's Drug War
in the presidential discourse of Felipe Calderén® has two objectives. First, the concept
of legitimization in general and the generic elements of the “call to arms” genre in
particular will be introduced and later applied to the case of Mexico's War on Drugs.
This will allow for putting the case of Calderén's discursive strategies into a broader

context of legitimization within the “call to arms” genre. Secondly, the author will

1 The most recent event that shocked Mexico were the acts of the organized crime in the state of Jalisco
on May 1, 2015. Members of the newly formed cartel called Jalisco Nueva Generacion (Jalisco New
Generation) set on fire various banks and gas stations in Puerto Vallarta and Guadalajara which were
generally considered safe cities not influenced by the delinquency.

2 Both the international terrorism and international organized crime pose a new kind of threat different
from the traditional perception in which the enemy was associated with a state. Moreover, the
organizational structure of the enemies is not very clear as well as their financing, the connections
with the state apparatus and the real objectives.

3 The author has decided to keep the first part of the title of this thesis in Spanish as the word “sexenio”
cannot be translated well into English. Its meaning is the six-year long term limit. “El sexenio de la
guerra” thus stands for the six-year long presidential term of war.



identify in the presidential discourse of Calderén the legitimization strategies that
correspond to the generic elements of the “call to arms” texts and will illustrate why
particular strategies were employed and will explain their importance and relevance in
the Mexican context.

The principal research question the author will answer in this thesis is: How was the
military campaign against the organized crime (also known as Mexico's Drug War)
discursively legitimized by the president Felipe Calderon in the context of the “call to
arms” genre? This research question can be subdivided into four partial research
questions based on the four generic elements identified by Phil Graham in 4 Call to
Arms at the End of History: A Discourse-historical Analysis of George W. Bush's
Declaration of War on Terror and the author of this thesis can thus ask whether all of
the four elements were part of the official discourse and how were they represented.
Secondary questions that can be inferred from the main question are whether the
Mexican discourse is different from the other “call to arms” texts analyzed by Graham
and what are the discrepancies if there are any.

Geographically, this thesis deals primarily with the United Mexican States* and
international context is mentioned only when relevant to the research. The time span is
limited by the years of Calderon's presidency (2006-2012); however, a historical
background introducing the situation in Mexico and also the role of the drug cartels is
necessary in order to provide a complex image of the issue.

The research conducted in this thesis belongs to the interpretative tradition.
Discourse analysis is not understood as a particular method but as a broadly defined
strategy that encompasses various methods. The premise here is that there is no
universally accepted and used discourse analysis but concrete strategies and methods
that applied together form discourse analysis.

A particular method that the author uses for the identification of the key themes that
belong to the categories corresponding to the four generic elements of “call to arms”
texts in the Mexican presidential discourse is a thematic discourse analysis. The
thematic discourse analysis stems from the presumption that meanings are constructed
directly by the discourse, not only reflected by it. In practice this method requires
repeated reading of the texts that are the subject of analysis. There are various
possibilities of operationalization within the thematic discourse analysis, however, an

operationalization based on key words was chosen for this thesis. The aim of the author

4 The term Mexico will be used in this thesis.



is to analyze the discourse and look for words or phrases that in their nature correspond
with the four categories defined by the generic elements of the “call to arms” texts.

This study will be conducted as follows. The first part will be dedicated to the
notion of legitimization in social sciences in general and war legitimization in
particular. Various authors dealing with the topic as well as various legitimization
methods will be shown. Furthermore, the genre of “call to arms” texts and their four
generic elements as postulated by Graham will be introduced.

In the second chapter the author will look into the problem of drug cartels and drug
trafficking in Mexico. Historical background of the drug problem and the disputed
electoral results of 2006 presidential election will be shown in order to provide a better
understanding of the situation when Felipe Calderén entered the office. The author will
also analyze the military campaign conducted during Calderdn's presidency with its
successes and deficiencies as it still remains a highly discussed topic.

The final chapter of this thesis will be dedicated to the discursive legitimization of
Mexico's Drug War. The author will apply the thematic discourses analysis in order to
identify the key topics that correspond to the four generic elements of “call to arms”
texts and in the end answer the postulated research questions.

The corpus of the data used for this investigation is formed by materials that are
available on the official website of Calderon's presidency.’ It includes Calderon's
speeches, interviews, messages to the nation and participations in various events. The
most important sources include Calderén's opening statements during the meetings of
the national security council and his speeches commemorating anniversaries of
important events from Mexican history. As stated earlier, the materials cover the entire
period of Calderdn's presidential term from December 2006 until November 2012 since
legitimation strategies were employed during his entire presidency mostly because the
long war was unpopular and Calderén thus had to strive for public support and

understanding until the very end of his term.

Overview of Sources

The sources used for the purpose of this thesis can be divided into two groups. The
first collection of articles deals with the topic of legitimization in social sciences and

with the texts of the “call to arms* genre. The key text used for this investigation is the

5 Presidencia de la Republica, available at: http://calderon.presidencia.gob.mx/ (accessed June 13,
2015).



article by Phil Graham, Thomas Keenan and Anne-Maree Dowd titled 4 Call to Arms at
the End of History: A Discourse-historical Analysis of George W. Bush's Declaration of
War on Terror in which the authors conduct an analysis of 120 “call to arms” texts and
provide a detailed account of four “call to arms” speeches. Using examples drawn from
the four chosen proclamations they show that the leaders tend to utilize in their
discourses four generic elements in order to persuade the public to sacrifice their lives
and fight against an enemy. Moreover, they show that the four generic elements have
not changed substantially despite being drawn from texts that come from different
periods. They have been modified slightly in order to correspond with the realities of
the period when they were used. This article is further examined and dealt with in the
section dedicated to “call to arms” texts.

The topic of legitimization has been further analyzed by other authors who not only
investigate a specific topic but also mention more general characteristics of legitimation
and its various types. Theo Van Leeuwen in his work Legitimation in Discourse and
Communication draws upon examples connected to compulsory primary education and
establishes four categories of legitimation. The categories established by Van Leeuwen
are further developed by Antonio Reyes in Strategies of Legitimization in Political
Discourse: From Words to Actions. Reyes provides a detailed analysis from the
linguistic point of view and illustrates how various discourses are structured on the
examples of the justification of the US military presence in Iraq and Afghanistan during
the “War on Terror.”

While the above mentioned articles analyze legitimation in the general context of
social sciences, the investigation presented by John Oddo in War Legitimation
Discourse: Representing 'Us" and 'Them' in Four US Presidential Addresses focuses on
a more specific issue of war legitimation. The author compares discourses of George W.
Bush and Franklin Delano Roosevelt and shows how war actions were legitimized by
these two presidents. He concludes that both of them used similar methods and drew
upon similar strategies in order to lead the public into war. Oddo's main objective is to
challenge the stereotype as Franklin Delano Roosevelt is often praised for his actions
while George W. Bush is demonized, and their reputation as presidents is very different.
Nevertheless, according to the author, both leaders used manipulation and
misrepresentation to achieve their goals and persuade the public.

The discourse employed by Calderén during his presidency has not received much

attention of scholars around the world; however, one analysis comparing the



presidential discourse with the discourse of narcocorridos® was conducted by Alejandro
Madrazo Lajous. He establishes a distinction between a criminal and an enemy and
analyzes how these two categories are used in the presidential discourse. The author's
main argument is that Calderdn politicizes the criminal and describes him as someone
posing a threat to the political community which falls within the 'Us' vs. "Them' type of
legitimization.

The second group of sources that served as a basis for this investigation deals with
the topic of Mexico's Drug War from different perspectives. These sources were
valuable as they provided a more detailed historical background and allowed the author
to better understand the realities of drug trafficking, drug cartels, their role in the
Mexican society and politics. Furthermore, these sources focus on the military actions
realized during Calderon's presidential term and offer to their readers a critical account
of the campaign.

Ricardo Ravelo in the book El narco en México: Historia e historias de una guerra
comments on the situation of the cartels in the beginning of the mandate of Felipe
Calderén. The author illustrates the development and the connections between the
cartels and the government through statements of protected witnesses and tells the
stories of various people who participated directly in the operations conducted as a part
of the “war on drugs.” The interviews with people involved in the military operations
show the unpreparedness of the actions and lack of coordination between federal and
state level bodies but also among various governmental agencies and the police and the
military. Stories of important figures connected to drug trafficking complete the picture
of the war on drugs and affirm that it is impossible to separate politics from the drug
problems.

Two prominent Mexican experts Rubén Aguilar V., journalist and professor of
communication and social sciences, and Jorge G. Castafieda, a former Minister of
Foreign Affairs who extensively publishes about the drug problems in Mexico, deal in
the book E! narco: la guerra fallida mainly with the issue of the justification provided
by Calderéon when he declared Mexico's Drug War. The authors analyze Calderén's
reasoning and show how the arguments used by the administration were not fully
correct and that the discourse employed in the justification did not correspond with the

reality in Mexico. The authors claim that because none of the arguments used by

6 Narcocorrido can be translated as drug ballad. It evolved out of the folk music and its texts mention
real events and people.



Calderon to justify the war can be proven by relevant data, it is clear that declaration of
Mexico's Drug War was a clearly political decision through which Calderén sought to
gain legitimacy after the controversial elections.

Los saldos del narco: el fracaso de una guerra is the second book by Aguilar and
Castafieda used for the purpose of this thesis. It provides an updated version of the
research already published in El narco: La guerra fallida. While some arguments and
data did not change, this book benefits from better and updated information which
allows the authors to reconfirm and better develop their arguments. Moreover, a more
general evaluation of the war is provided as the book was published just a few months
before the end of the presidency of Felipe Calderon. Besides claiming that the
declaration of the war on drugs was a political decision that should have restored
Calderdn's lost legitimacy, they also advocate the legalization of drugs which they deem

better than the prohibitionist and restrictive regime imposed by Calderén.



1. Theoretical Background

1.1. Legitimization Strategies

Legitimization is in general a process “by which speakers accredit or license a type
of social behavior.”” Legitimization achieved by speech act, which is the most common
type, is analyzed in this thesis. However, it can be also accomplished by other means
that do not require using words such as elections or other political acts and events.
Furthermore, in spite of the fact that language occupies the central position when
speaking about legitimization, in some cases legitimization might be obtained using
visual or even musical means.® For the legitimization by speech act to work, it is
important to keep in mind that discourse is on one hand affected by institutional and
situational context but it also has influence over political and social reality. As
summarized by Theo van Leeuwen and Ruth Wodak, two prominent scholars that study
discourse, “discourse constitutes social practices and is at the same time constituted by
it.”

Legitimization provides an answer to the questions “Why?” — “Why should we do
this?” and “Why should we do this in this way?.”'° The response might be explicit but
not necessarily. The process of legitimization requires arguments that justify the act that
the speaker is trying to legitimize through discourse. These arguments can be of
different types and they can vary from data collected by scientific research to emotional
phrases and personal experience. The various forms of legitimization can be made use
of separately; however, a combination of methods is more frequent."" The author
introduces the commonly defined categories in this chapter. The goal of legitimization
is to gain the approval and support of the public to which the speech acts are directed.

Legitimization in politics and political discourse has received attention of scholars
and researchers since political leaders, their actions and decisions have a great impact
over the lives of their nations and possibly over the entire world. As Antonio Reyes, a
scholar interested in the research of the relationship between language and society,

comments, “political discourse refers to a genre that involves political actors speaking

7 Antonio Reyes, “Strategies of Legitimization in Political Discourse: From Words to Actions,”
Discourse and Society 22, No. 6 (2011): 782.

8 Theo Van Leeuwen, “Legitimation in Discourse and Communication,” Discourse and
Communication, No. 1 (2007): 107.

9 Theo Van Leeuwen and Ruth Wodak, “Legitimizing Immigration Control: A Discourse-historical
Analysis,” Discourse Studies 1, No. 1 (1999): 92.

10 Van Leeuwen, “Legitimation in Discourse,” 93.

11 Ibidem, 92.



publicly, those speech events are commonly made in public forums in which politicians
attempt to project their political agendas.”'? Political speeches represent an example of
the discourse of persuasive nature which authorizes the politicians to persuade without
force the public that their goals are also the goals of the audience. John Oddo labels the
power of the politicians to persuade as a kind of soft power that they possess."
Furthermore, the politicians tend to locate themselves within the audience that performs

“rational, moral, correct, and respectful behavior”'*

or in other words, the group that
fights for the right cause and which is known in the binary opposition strategy as the
group of 'Us.'

According to Luisa Martin Rojo and Teun A. van Dijk, two professors whose
research focuses on linguistics and discourse, there are three conditions that need to be
satisfied in order for the discourse to be seen as legitimate. Firstly, the sources and
authors of the discourse (understood as speakers or institutions) must be legitimate.
Secondly, their account of the events must be perceived as true and trustworthy.
Thirdly, the speech must be constructed discursively and linguistically in a way that is
socially appropriate and authorized.'> The above mentioned conditions can be applied to
political discourse. The power and legitimacy of politicians is drawn from their status
and position, their credibility is connected to the institutional authority they possess.
Thanks to their rank they enjoy privileged access to media and they are able to reach
and affect enormous audiences. The trustworthiness of their representation of the events
might be achieved by different strategies and the use of certain methods such as the
inclusion of numbers, detailed description of events, as well as citation of authorities
and sources generally thought to be credible.

As mentioned earlier, various types of arguments that are used in legitimization
discourses have been identified and grouped in order to define certain categories of
legitimization. It must be kept in mind that the same discourse strategies might also be
used to de-legitimize or criticize certain things and actions, not only to legitimize
them.'® The author of this thesis takes a closer look on two authors and their

categorization. The first text introduced is Legitimation in Discourse and

12 Reyes, “Strategies of Legitimization,” 783.

13 John Oddo, “War Legitimation Discourse: Representing 'Us' and 'Them' in Four US Presidential
Addresses,” Discourse and Society 22, No. 3 (2011): 289.

14 Reyes, “Strategies of Legitimization,” 788.

15 Luisa Martin Rojo and Teun A. van Dijk, “There Was a Problem and It Was Solved!”: Legitimating
the Expulsion of 'Illegal' Migrants in Spanish Parliamentary Discourse,” Discourse and society 8, No.
4 (1997): 550.

16 Van Leeuwen, “Legitimation in Discourse,” 92.



Communication by Theo Van Leeuwen, professor and scholar who concentrates on
linguistics and communication, in which the author uses the example of compulsory
primary education and divides legitimation strategies into four classes that are invoked
when the speaker strives to persuade the public. The second division of legitimation
strategies into categories is by Antonio Reyes in the article Strategies of Legitimation in
Political Discourse: From Words to Actions in which he shows the methods used in
social sciences on the example of the justification of the US military presence abroad
during the “War on Terror.”

The first category of contents of legitimation that Theo Van Leeuwen distinguishes
is “authorization.” In this case the ability to justify is given by the status or position of
the speaker within a certain institution. The answer to the question “Why?” is simple —
“because I say so.”'” The authority of the person does not allow for doubts or
questioning. Status is not the only characteristics that gives the speaker the necessary
authority. For example, the legitimacy of expert authority is provided by the knowledge
and expertise they possess.

Role model authority is also part of the broader category of legitimization by
authorization. People who are widely recognized as opinion leaders or role models do
not have to explain their steps or beliefs as the mere fact of their status in the society or
certain social group is sufficient for their followers to deem the actions of the leader
legitimate.

Authority in some cases does not materialize in the form of a human being as the so
called impersonal authority also serves as a legitimating mechanism. This authority
exists in the form of laws, rules and obligations. Another strand of impersonal authority
is tradition. Even though Theo Van Leeuwen claims that tradition does not serve as a

powerful legitimating tool anymore, it might still be used in some occasions, especially

99 <6 29 ¢¢

when key words such as “tradition,” “practice,” “custom,” or “habit” are utilized."

The last strategy listed as part of authorization strategies is the authority of
conformity. When conformity is invoked by the speaker, he refers to the necessity to
take a certain step or to adopt a certain belief because that is what everybody else does.

The second form of legitimation strategies defined by Van Leeuwen is called “moral
evaluation.” It is embedded in moral values rather than established by a certain authority

which is not obliged to provide further justification. The labels that are used within this

17 Van Leeuwen, “Legitimation in Discourse,” 94.
18 Ibidem, 96.

10



legitimation form can include the basic “good” and “bad” but more frequently words

99 <6

such as “healthy,” “natural,” or “useful” are made use of."” As there is no accepted
linguistic method that would allow the analysts to identify moral evaluations, they can
only be recognized on the basis of one's common-sense cultural knowledge. Historical
discourse analysts who have a deeper knowledge of the society and its history thus have
to step in to provide a deeper account of the moral expressions that the speakers occupy.

Van Leeuwen draws on three types of moral evaluation. He speaks about simple
evaluation, abstraction, and analogy.”® Simple evaluation employs certain labels that are
clearly stated. When applying abstraction, the speaker does not say directly what he
wants to say but resorts to expressions that partly hide the actual meaning. In addition,
phrases that imply a more positive interpretation are used. Lastly, the speakers adopt
analogies and comparisons. Moral evaluations are omitted while associations with other
notions thought to be moral are appropriated.

In the case of the third type of the above mentioned strategies which is
rationalization, Van Leeuwen points out two forms — instrumental and theoretical
rationalization. When employing instrumental rationality, the speakers desire to
legitimize practices via referring to their effects, uses, and goals. On the other hand,
those who apply theoretical rationalization focus on legitimizing their actions “by

reference to a natural order of things.”*

It must be noted that even though
rationalization submerges moralization, it cannot function without it.

The fourth and last class of legitimation strategies Van Leeuwen speaks about is
“mythopoesis” or “legitimation through storytelling.” He distinguishes between moral
tales where those who participate in legitimate social activities are praised and
rewarded, and cautionary tales whose protagonists are punished if they engage in
activities that are considered to be disrespectful to the established order and norms.*

Antonio Reyes draws upon the previously introduced text by Theo Van Leeuwen
and identifies five categories of legitimation: emotions, a hypothetical future,
rationality, voices of expertise, and altruism. While Theo Van Leeuwen's text is

dedicated to the phenomenon of legitimation in a variety of social practices, Antonio

Reyes deals with legitimation in the realm of politics.

19 Van Leeuwen, “Legitimation in Discourse,” 97.
20 Ibidem, 97-101.

21 Ibidem, 101.

22 Ibidem, 105-107.
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The first group Reyes talks about is legitimization through emotions. Appealing to
emotions allows the speaker to manipulate and change the opinion of its audience.

23 since thanks to

According to Reyes, “emotions are key in the legitimization process
the emotional reaction on the part of the audience, the public is made ready to accept
and support the course of actions proposed by the speaker. Negative and positive
representation of certain groups leads to the creation of the 'Us' versus 'Them'
dichotomy.

The second category called legitimization through a hypothetical future connects our
past, present, and future. This strategy requires certain linguistic and structural choices
that have a goal to persuade the audience that the present is a period in which imminent
actions must be taken in order to ward off a threat in the future.?* The speakers urge that
if the suggested course of action is not taken at the moment, the threat might materialize
in the future. Moreover, the cause of the future threat is found in the past which allows
the speakers to warn against repeating mistakes of the past and to make use of the
collective memory of the public. The discursive representation of the connection of the
causes in the past and consequences in the future leads to the acceptance of the
proposed course of actions as natural and basically the only possible way to proceed.”
Moreover, attention is deviated from the present situation which serves the interests of
the political leaders.

The third class identified by Reyes is legitimization through rationality which is
related to the concept of rationalization introduced by Theo Van Leeuwen; however,
rationality is not understood in the same way by the two authors. While according to
Van Leeuwen, rational is presumed as legitimate because of the goals or because it
follows the natural order of things, Reyes describes rational as something that makes
sense. The course of action taken by the speaker is presented as rational since the
decisions have been taken following an evaluated process. The image of thoughtfulness
is supported by references to consultations and agreements among various parties. This
impedes associating the course of action with hasty decisions that have not been well
considered.

In the fourth category Reyes points out voices of expertise as another legitimizing
mechanism. This strategy is similar to the one labeled as expert authority by Van

Leeuwen. Besides citing experts in the field to show that they are standing behind the

23 Reyes, “Strategies of Legitimization,” 789.
24 Ibidem, 793.
25 Ibidem, 794.
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actions proposed by the speakers, exact numbers and other details are also mentioned in
order to show the accuracy.

The fifth and last category analyzed by Reyes is labeled as altruism. It refers to the
practice when the speakers justify their actions as common good that has nothing to do
with their personal interests. This strategy works even better if the audience is
persuaded that the actions are taken in order to help vulnerable groups such as the poor

or the innocent as the steps of this type are generally perceived as more admirable.*

1.2. Call to Arms

While the previous parts of the thesis were dedicated to legitimization strategies in
various social contexts ranging from education or immigration to military presence, this
part will look into war legitimization. It will allow the author to move to the genre of
“call to arms” texts. As John Oddo correctly states, “war is certainly one social practice
that begs the question — why? Indeed — as a dangerous, deadly activity — war must be

”27 Moreover, Oddo claims that

assigned legitimacy before it is undertaken.
manipulation is a frequent part of war legitimization. Manipulations can be witnessed
when leaders withhold certain information or misstate events because they want the
audience to accept and support certain beliefs or courses of action that serve the
interests of the speakers.®

War as a social phenomenon serves as a perfect legitimization moment as it
provides the leaders with the opportunity to describe the events and circumstances as
exceptional and threatening. The more the events are presented in this way, the easier it
is for the leaders to legitimate their actions.” Furthermore, it is important to take into
account that the reference to the seriousness of the events also allows for justification of
controversial actions as necessary and defensible in the presence of a threat.

The type of political speech that outlines the case of war has emerged as a genre of
its own and has become to be known as “call to arms.” The purpose of this speech is to
convince “people, en masse, to kill and to die on behalf of some other cause”* and to be

willing to sacrifice their lives for a cause that does not correspond to their individual

interests and aims. According to Graham, Keenan and Dowd, the “call to arms” texts

26 Reyes, “Strategies of Legitimization,” 801.

27 Oddo, “War Legitimation Discourse,” 289.

28 Ibidem, 291.

29 Martin Rojo and van Dijk, “There Was a Problem,” 546.

30 Phil Graham, Thomas Keenan and Anne-Maree Dowd, “A Call to Arms at the End of History: A
Discourse-historical Analysis of George W. Bush's Declaration of War on Terror,” Discourse and
Society 15, No. 2-3 (2004): 200.
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are generic since they are composed of “a common structure of functional units (...) that
is repeated again and again from text to text.”*' The four elements and legitimization
strategies, an appeal to a legitimate power source, an appeal to history, construction of
the evil other, and an appeal for unification, are introduced in the following paragraphs.
The first generic element is labeled as an appeal to a legitimate power source that is
external to the speaker. The independent power authority presented as inherently good
is necessarily “the ultimate moral force within the societal order of discourse of the
day.”? Historically, this source has evolved. In the highly religious societies of the past
with a moral universe driven by theological beliefs, God represented the only moral
authority. Nevertheless, other sources have been added without completely displacing
the anterior authorities and for example in the speeches of George W. Bush, the nation-
state served as the primary referent but remarks about religion were also mentioned. The
most important part of an appeal to an external power source is to show that the course
of action is not similar to the orator's will but that it is justified by something greater.
The second generic element is called an appeal to history. The history referred to in
the discourse might be conceived mythologically, world-historically, or otherwise. The
speaker tends to represent the history and past actions of the society as magnificent and
successful.”® Furthermore, the expectations of the future have to be also presented in this
way in order to justify the actions that serve as the only tool to assure that the future will
be as glorious as the past. Connections must be drawn between the course of action
proposed in the discourse and the consciousness of the audience based in the common
history and culture of the society. Links must be created to popular perceptions of
events and moments that previously happened in the society. Appeals to history
correspond to the legitimization through a hypothetical future introduced by Reyes as
connections are established between the past, the present, and the future and actions are
presented as absolutely necessary in order to assure prosperous future for the people.
Construction of the evil and aberrant other or the legitimization strategy known as
binary opposition constitutes the third generic element. The evil other is determined in
order to set up a dichotomy known as 'Us' versus 'Them.' The matter in which the evil
other is constructed is closely connected to the legitimate power source as it is

constituted in opposition to the values of the society.*® The speaker establishes a

31 Graham, Keenan and Dowd, “A Call to Arms,” 202.
32 Ibidem, 204.

33 Oddo, “War Legitimation Discourse,” 297.

34 Graham, Keenan and Dowd, “A Call to Arms,” 211.
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distinction between the positively described 'Us' and '"Them' presented in a very negative
light. A very important aspect of the description is also the focus on numbers as the side
of 'Them' is frequently mentioned as a relatively small force. At the same time it is
presented as unusually threatening and potentially responsible for very destructive
actions that will negatively affect 'Us.' The underestimation of the numbers of the other
allows 'Us' to perceive the task of defeating 'Them' as easily achievable.®

The negative characterization of the group of 'Them' is accomplished through the
use of pejorative terms that have as an objective to demonize "Them.' Generally, words
that create negative associations are utilized to describe 'Them."*® On the other hand, the
group of 'Us' is presented in terms that strive to glorify and sanitize.”” The negative
impact that the actions or even the mere existence of 'Them' has on 'Us' might also be
highlighted.

The fourth and last element is known as a call to unification behind the greater good.
When this strategy is invoked, the speakers are likely to point out that the proposed
actions are coherent with the order of the society (laws, norms, agreements, and aims)
agreed upon by its members - the citizens.®® Moreover, they remind the audience that
the threat is so grave that all differences must be put aside in order to deal successfully
with the problem. The unifying construct might be of religious, racial, political,
philosophical, or nationalistic nature.”

Graham, Keenan and Dowd also bring the reader's attention to the fact that many of
the “call to arms” speeches that they analyze have been produced during moments of
crisis of political legitimacy. Rojo and van Dijk agree with the above mentioned and
claim that such a discourse provides an opportunity to reestablish the lost authority and
regain legitimacy with the audience.* Leaders thus seek to preserve the status quo in
which they are the dominant group and undermine the standing of the group that strives
to alter the present state of affairs by using strategies that are considered to be outside of
the accepted norms of political competition.*

The thematic discourse analysis conducted in this thesis uses the generic elements

from the “call to arms” genre as its main research categories complemented with

35 Oddo, “War Legitimation Discourse,” 304.

36 Martin Rojo and van Dijk, “There Was a Problem,” 545.
37 Oddo, “War Legitimation Discourse,” 296.

38 Martin Rojo and van Dijk, “There Was a Problem,” 528.
39 Graham, Keenan and Dowd, “A Call to Arms,” 202.

40 Martin Rojo and van Dijk, “There Was a Problem,” 530.
41 Graham, Keenan and Dowd, “A Call to Arms,” 201.
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relevant legitimization methods from the previously introduced categorizations. For the
purpose of the investigation, the observed categories were established as follows.

In the first category defined as an appeal to a legitimate power source the author
looks for elements that are used by the speaker as referents showing that the decision to
participate in the war is forced by something greater than his own will. Moreover, they
also indicate that the war effort is undertaken as common good highlighting the
speaker's altruism as shown by Reyes. The speaker should avoid using authorization
which would imply that the actions are personal and based on a decision taken by the
speaker. The power sources should among others include religion and the nation state.

The second category is constituted by the appeals to history. The author's objective
is to identify the part of the discourse where the speaker talks about lessons that should
be taken from the history and also about particular glorious moments from the past,
defined by key words such as years, names or events, that should be remembered. The
purpose of employing these elements is to inspire those active in the current effort and
give them example that should be followed. Furthermore, the author will look for parts
of discourse dedicated to expectations of bright future. They are mentioned in order to
contrast them with the hypothetical future that would follow if the actions against the
threat were not taken.

In the third category the speaker constitutes a distinction between 'Us' and "Them.'
The speaker uses emotions as pointed out by Reyes to highlight the division. The
concrete elements the author looks for are the pieces of discourse which refer to the
exclusion from the society, numerical advantage, positive representation of 'Us,' and
negative characteristics of 'Them' and their actions.

The elements from the fourth category of uniting behind the greater good the author
is interested in singling out are calls for unification in spite of differences of any types

and behind a legitimate power source present in the first category.
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2. Mexico and Drug Trafficking

2.1. Historical Background

The boom of the problem of drug trafficking and the expansion of the drug cartels in
Mexico dates to the 1990s when the so called Caribbean route through which the drugs
moved directly from Colombia to the United States was closed due to the repressive
actions of the USA. Mexico became more important as a transit and producer country
since the cartels based in Colombia weakened and the organizations from Mexico
started to play a major role in the world drug trade and to dominate the drug market in
the United States.” The growing importance of the cartels and their visibility was also
connected to the increasing effects of globalization and neoliberal policies, and the
political transformation that Mexico underwent in the 1990s that resulted in the loss of
the monopoly on power of the PRI (Partido de la Revolucion Institucional, the Party of
the Institutional Revolution) party.®

The relationship between the organized crime groups and the successive
governments of the PRI party during the 20™ century continues to represent a highly
debated issue. Calderdon on many occasions said that the gravity of the situation in his
era was the consequence of the years of negligence of the problem by the previous
governments.* Even though the claims of the connections between the PRI party and
the cartels have never been formally proven, as Aguilar and Castafieda argue, “it results
as difficult to show and prove that some presidential administrations have been
accomplices, active or passive, of the organized crime as to imagine that they have not
had any relation at all.”* The informal relations between the government and cartels led
to high levels of corruption, however, levels of violence were kept low as both parties to
some extent shared the same interests and agreed on what should and should not be
done.

The cartels gradually became an important part of Mexican everyday reality. Even
though worries have been expressed about the real objectives of the cartels, a complete
substitution of the state and its functions does not seem to be one of them. The cartels

have formed part of the political system and coexistence with the state apparatus and

42 Ricardo Ravelo, El narco en México: Historia e historias de una guerra (D.F., México: Grijalbo,
2011): 43.

43 Arturo Anguiano, “La guerra que no dice su nombre,” Viento Sur, No. 120 (Enero 2012): 27.

44 Eduardo Guerrero Gutiérrez, “La estrategia fallida,” Nexos, December 1, 2012, available at:
http://www.nexos.com.mx/?p=15083 (accessed June 16, 2015).

45 Rubén Aguilar and Jorge Castaneda, El narco: la guerra fallida (D.F., México: Punto de lectura,
2009): 57.
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some kind of pacts and agreements with those in power are thus of greater value for
them than replacing the current order from which they benefit.* In some parts of the
Mexican territory the cartels have become the real sources of authority because of the
weakness of the local governments. Furthermore, the elected representatives in some
cases worked with the cartels as their passive accomplices but sometimes they
collaborated actively. The cartels demanded that their own rules were followed in the
territories under their authority. The strategy employed by the cartels to win over the
people was centered mainly in the replacement of the insufficient social programs
administered by the government. The economically weak whose loyalty was easy to buy
for the cartels were the main and also the easiest targets of the organized crime.*’

The capacities of the cartels have been largely improved due to the flow of arms
from the United States and other parts of the world.* The vicious cycle of violence has
been enhanced by the militarization of the strategy of the government.” The cartels are
forced to obtain new forms of arms to defend their positions and also the Mexican
military has to buy new weapons in order to be able to face off the cartels that possess

weaponry of higher quality.

2.2. Calderén'’s Crisis of Legitimacy and Mexico's Drug War

Felipe Calderon Hinojosa was elected to the presidential office in the controversial
election of 2006. Calderén represented the PAN (Partido de la Accion Nacional, the
National Action Party) party that held the office since 2000 when Vicente Fox won the
election and ended the 71-year-long presidential monopoly of the PRI party. Calderén's
election was considered highly problematic for various reasons. Even the electoral
campaign itself was surrounded with controversies and rumors of manipulation and
misuse of governmental funds as the administration of Vicente Fox was accused of
using money to support the campaign of the next PAN candidate.

The results of the election were not announced on the same day after a quick count
as was the custom in Mexico. The IFE (Instituto Federal Electoral, the Federal

Electoral Institute) rejected to announce the results as the margin between the two

46 César Morales Oyarvide, “La guerra contra el narcotrafico en México: Debilidad del estado, orden
local y fracaso de una estrategia,” Revista de Ciencias Sociales, No. 50 (julio, agosto y septiembre
2011): 11.

47 Ravelo, El narco en México, 32.

48 It must be noted that while the discourse that connects the flow of weapons from the United States to
Mexico dominates, weapons from Central American and other parts of the worlds also make an
important part of the fire power of the cartels.

49 Morales Oyarvide, “La guerra contra el narcotrafico,” 19.
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leading candidates — Felipe Calderén and Andrés Manuel Lépez Obrador from the PRD
(Partido de la Revolucion Democratica, the Party of the Democratic Revolution) party
— was too small. However, both candidates proclaimed themselves winners of the
election almost immediately in spite of the fact that the official results were not
published yet.

Four days after the election the IFE called Felipe Calderén winner of the election
with the margin of about 0,6% or 243,934 votes.” Nevertheless, various controversies
and irregularities resulted in the weak position of Felipe Calderon and caused doubts
among the Mexican population about the real winner of the presidential election.”
Evidence has been shown that irregularities such as vote buying, ballots found in trash,
annulled votes, and others were observed during the election. Many Mexicans
participated in public protests organized by Lopez Obrador against Calderon.
Furthermore, Lopez Obrador formed a parallel administration rejecting his electoral loss
and undermining the authority of Calderon. Arturo Anguiano, a professor and
investigator at the Metropolitan Autonomous University (UAM), even claims that
because of the disputed electoral results, the state institutions, which never enjoyed a
high level of trust of the population, lost their legitimacy for good.® César Morales
Oyarvide and the experts Rubén Aguilar and Jorge Castafieda claim that once in the
office Calderon wanted to restore his legitimacy lost in the urns through “a war in the
fields, streets and roads, now populated by men in uniforms.”*

Their claim that starting the war against the cartels was a clearly political decision is
supported by the fact that crime did not form part of the presidential campaign. The
decision of the administration to face off the drug cartels came as a surprise as Calderon
did not run on an anticrime platform but focused mainly on economic problems and
only a minority of the citizens considered drug trafficking to be one of the key issues
that troubled Mexico.* The population never felt directly affected by the violence

among the cartels as they thought themselves far away from the disputes.
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Felipe Calderon's presidential term officially started on December 1, 2006, and the
security situation together with fighting extreme poverty and job creation were
mentioned as the three priorities of his presidency during the inauguration speech.” The
formal beginning of Mexico's Drug War dates back to December 11, 2006, when the
president officially introduced the Operation Michoacan. Federal troops were sent to
Calderon's home state in order to restore the security situation in the area and protect the
population against the influence and actions of the organized crime. In total, the number
of troops deployed into various areas of the country reached more than 45,000 during
Calderén's presidency.™

The open confrontation strategy was based on three premises that Calderén used to
justify the military actions. The first justification was rooted in the increasing
consumption of drugs among the Mexican population, especially the youth. In reality,
the consumption remains very low both in absolute and relative numbers and stays low
in comparison with other states in the world and in the region.”” Calderén was
preoccupied mainly with the youth and therefore he often mentioned them as a
vulnerable group that must be protected as it is mainly affected by the drug trade.
Mexico offers such a small domestic market that it is overlooked by the cartels that
direct their activities outside of its borders where the economic opportunities are much
bigger.

The unprecedented and no longer tolerable level of violence constitutes the second
premise used by Calderon. According to the statistics, Mexicans suffered from a general
sense of insecurity; however, it was understood in a much broader sense and not
connected strictly to organized crime.*® It is paradoxical to note that in the beginning of
Calderén's term, Mexico experienced the least violent period in its history and that the
perception of insecurity during Calderén's presidency significantly increased.” It was
caused mainly by the upswing in petty crime, robberies, and assaults. Moreover, the

relatively stable relations of power between the organized crime and the state authorities
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began to dismantle by the military actions which caused the increase in the levels of
violence caused by the delinquents as well as the state forces.

The third premise is connected to the penetration of organized crime into the state
structures and its growing influence over Mexican territory and its inhabitants. This
claim of Calderon has been highly disputed and his belief that the drug trafficking
organizations want to challenge the territoriality of the state was rejected. The
objectives and interests of the organized crime seem far from trying to govern a certain
territory. Furthermore, the connections between the cartels and the local and municipal
authorities were not anything new but a practice that had a long tradition.®® Aguilar and
Castafieda point out a paradox in Calderdn's discourse. On one hand, he rejected the US
claims that Mexico was close to becoming another failed state. On the other hand, his
description of the situation of some areas that were under the rule of the organized
crime, which he used as a justification for the military actions, corresponds exactly to
one of the characteristics of the failed state.®'

Even though the arguments presented by Calderon proved not to be completely
correct, he succeeded in creating an atmosphere of crisis and exception that required
taking controversial measures. As a consequence, the justification of the presence of the
military forces was facilitated and presented as absolutely necessary despite its
devastating effects.®> With the declaration of the war and the corresponding actions the
state seemed to be promoting the fear. Insecurity as well as violence were spread to
other areas instead of being reduced and eliminated. The president in his discourse
directed not only to the opposition parties but to the public in general called for not
questioning and doubting his policies which according to him, only led to strengthening

the delinquency:

If (...) the political momentum and the energy of the country focuses on attacking, or
questioning, or weakening, it weakens the state. Yes, the legitimacy of the actions gets lost. Yes,
the moral of the troops and the police lowers. But who wins are not the political parties but who

wins are the criminals.®
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Krystof Kozdk, head of the Department of American studies of the Charles
University who focuses on the problems of migration and the situation in Mexico, adds
another comment to the topic of crisis which is, in his opinion, enhanced by the US
support and creates an image of permanent war which does not help to solve the
problem of drug trafficking but it is beneficial to the emergence and acceptance of a
strong executive branch.*

Ricardo Ravelo claims that the real objective of Calderdon's war against the drug
trafficking organizations was not to destroy the organized crime but to recover the
public spaces and to assure peaceful social coexistence.” However, the obstacle the
president chose to overcome in order to reach this objective was too powerful. He
promised the elimination of the organized crime which he was not able to fulfill. Nancy
Flores Nandéz, an investigative journalist who chose to confront the victorious
discourse of the Calderén administration, adds another point to this argument and
indicates that the war contra the drug trafficking served to confront a more broadly
defined enemy which besides others included social movements and organizations
whose activities went against the interests of the government.®

The violence and murder rates rapidly increased in the first years of Calderén's
presidency. The administration considered it a positive sign since they believed that the
drug cartels were struggling to maintain their positions and that they were fighting each
other to survive and get access to the decreasing opportunities. Nevertheless, even after
years of open confrontation, the cartels do not seem to be less powerful than before,
their influence is undisputed and it keeps spreading to the previously non-affected
areas.” What happened was a transfer of power from some cartels to others, the
eradication of some, and the emergence of other groups that used to be less powerful or
not even existed. Calderén claimed that the violence was a price that had to be paid in
order to accomplish the weakening of the structure of the organized crime that had been

in place for years.*®
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The strategy employed by the Calder6on administration focused on capturing and
killing the cartel leaders. Nevertheless, the leader itself is not so important for the
functioning of the cartel as the government strived to present it. The structure of the
cartels is more hierarchical than vertical and therefore the extermination of the leader
had little effect on the cartel and tended to cause more violence since there were usually
more candidates that wanted to become leaders and their rivalry caused tensions among
the competing factions.®

The strategy of joint operations of the police and the armed forces originally seemed
to bring success but later proved not to be so fruitful. The problem was that the surprise
factor disappeared and the cartels prepared their defense against the offensive actions of
the government. Moreover, the increasing number of the operations was more difficult
to control and the individual operations did not receive as much attention and resources
as required.”” Public support for the strategy also diminished, most of the citizens
considered the war lost and agreed that the next president should employ a different
type of plan.”

The strategy employed by Calderdn had one big contradiction that makes one doubt
its complexity. His administration did not destroy more acres of fields where illicit
drugs were planted than the previous governments, nor it focused much attention on
confiscation of marijuana, heroin, cocaine, and other drugs.”” Even though the fight
against drug trafficking was presented as the main preoccupation of his presidential
term, in the above mentioned field his administration was lacking behind the previous
presidencies. This can be explained by the employment of the military that focused
mainly on direct confrontation with the cartels and did not put sufficient resources to

other activities that would lead to confiscation of drugs or eradication of the fields.

2.3. Critical evaluation of Calderdn’'s policies

Calderon's strategy of open confrontation and militarization received generally
negative comments and criticism. It was labeled as mistaken, wrong, and inadequate.
The levels of violence in Mexico rapidly went up during Calderén's presidency and

Mexico became a symbol of insecurity at the global scene. International media
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published stories of victims of Mexico's Drug War and openly criticized the negative
effects of the employed strategy. Despite some successes in capturing the leaders or
dismantling the organizations, the challenges and negative outcomes were much more
visible.

The main point of criticism centers around the focus on the drug cartels without
paying sufficient attention to the violence and human rights abuses it produced, and
other problems of the Mexican society. Many Mexican regions suffered from
inefficiency of social services and communication lines and unemployment. Inflation
and other economic problems presented something that preoccupied the people much
more than drug trafficking.”” Furthermore, the application of the rule of law is not a
natural thing everywhere, local and federal governments are weak and cannot be
considered the real sources of power and authority in many parts of the country.

Forced internal displacement of the population was also one of the negative
consequences of the war against which the government was not able to protect its
people.” The situation was especially grave in the areas originally ruled by the
organized crime and later protected by the state armed forces as these at some point left
the territory and the drug trafficking organizations sought vengeance in the newly
created security vacuum.

Experts point out that while the administration focused on organized crime, local
security problems such as ordinary street crime, carjacking and extortion, or petty crime
flourished. These issues did not receive sufficient attention because local policing
activities were not given preference. Mexican population was thus affected by the side
effects of Calderon's strategy like violence and actions of local criminals and gangs
more directly than before.” To hide the high homicide rates, to deny the actions by the
state security forces, and to connect most of the brutality to the violence among the
cartels, the administration created a new category of crime called “victims of alleged
criminal rivalry.””

A series of human rights abuses carried out by the military has also been reported
during Mexico's Drug War which has added to an already long list of human rights
problems in Mexico which has historically been known for weak respect to human

rights of its citizens. Moreover, the innocent citizens killed during the conflict were
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reported as “collateral damage” by the administration. The outcry about the problem
was not limited only to international media, civil rights organizations and NGOs
published alarming reports about the situation during Calderon's presidency as well.”’

Other negative consequence of targeting the organized crime that became a grave
issue during Calderén's presidency is the insecurity and danger faced by the journalists
who write about drug trafficking and organized crime. Their lives are often at risk as
their articles and investigations might threaten one of the real authorities more important
than the political power.”

Another point of criticism stems from the internationalist view of the situation in
Mexico. According to Nathaniel Parish Flannery, “Calderéon adopted a unilateral

9979

response to an international problem”” and his strategy was thus doomed to fail from

the very beginning. Arturo Anguiano claims that the declared war was “a degraded
expression of the incapacity to formulate alternatives to the never ending state crisis.”™
The open military confrontation in Mexico led to the dispersion of the drug problem to
the entire region. Honduras has reached the top of the list of the most violent countries
in the world as the delinquents originally located in Mexico began to use new territories
as a base for their activities."

US support and assistance constituted an important factor of Mexico Drug War. The
USA provided funds mostly via the Mérida Initiative which to some extent corresponds
to the Plan Colombia applied in Colombia. Nevertheless, the US presence and
assistance also represents a destabilizing factor as the involved countries cannot rely on
such a strong institutional structure and do not possess enough funds to sustain the
efforts against drug trafficking and their negative consequences.® The US support
should, therefore, focus not only on the organized crime but should also assist the
countries in other issues such as in strengthening of their institutions and improving the
rule of law.

Militarization of security in general and of public space in particular is another issue
closely related to Mexico's Drug War. Some of its repercussions are already visible and
have been analyzed, while some long-term aftereffects remain to be seen. The problem

of militarization stems from the fundamental differences between the police and the
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military, while the primary purpose of the former is to respect the law, the latter's task is
to destroy the enemy. On the one hand, the police in Mexico has a negative reputation
because of the corruption of its members, its ineffectiveness, lack of experience and
preparation, little credibility, and the existence of connections with the organized crime.
On the other hand, the belief in the positive role of the military in Mexico originates
from its long tradition, its perceived integrity, and the image of nonexistence of

corruption.® Calderdn himself highlights the virtues of the armed forces:

The first virtue of the Mexican Army is its patriotism, patriotism which is expressed in the
values, in the discipline, in the loyalty to Mexico, in the loyalty to the Constitution, to the

republican institutions, to the causes of the society; loyalty which has been and will be

fundamental to boost the progress of the country and to seek the well-being of the Mexicans.*

The president strived to make the deployment of the armed forces to be seen as an
evidence that the government is ready to do what it takes to defeat the criminals.®
Calderon used the tradition and reputation of the military for its own image as he
positioned himself among the soldiers. He chose to be seen in a uniform and
accompanied by military leaders as a strong commander that is capable of solving the
problems of the country. This step has drawn many questions and was not only
criticized but also ridiculed. Calderdn's close relations with the armed forces were seen
as a sign of strength but at the same time they were perceived as a proof of his
weakness.

The Mexican experience showed that soldiers “have responded too often with
arbitrary arrests, personal agendas and corruption, extrajudicial executions, the use of
torture, and excessive use of force.”® The lack of specification and division of tasks
between the military and the police, and the existing rivalry has also led to open

disputes between the members of the two groups.
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The problem with the deployment of the military to deal with the domestic security
problems is that it takes over the tasks generally performed by the police which
therefore does not undergo the reforms and preparation that it needs in order to be able
to fulfill its tasks and to take back the authority from the military. All in all, using the
military indefinitely postpones the formation of a working police. Furthermore, the
deployment of the military was not seen positively by the opposition and many sectors
of the Mexican society. They considered the presence of armed forces in the streets as a
clear sign of the weakness of the state that is no longer able to cope with its problems
using standard measures.*’

In general, the war strategy employed by Calderén lacked a clear vision and the
necessary planning that would allow the government to anticipate the actions of the
cartels under attack. The fragmentation of the cartels resulted in more violence and this
was something unexpected by the administration.® Moreover, the administration failed
in communicating its message and strategy to the citizens. The public was never
absolutely persuaded that the war was necessary and inevitable; the objectives of the
operations and individual actions were not sufficiently explained and remained unclear
to the population.

The data show that there was not a direct relationship between the discourse
presented by the presidential administration and the statistics published by the
government itself as they did not confirm that the situation was as grave as the
presidency strived to present it.* Calderdn will thus be remembered by the history as a
president who put all his attention to the problem of drug trafficking while his country
suffered from corruption, social tensions, or health and education issues.

The failure of the open confrontation strategy in Mexico led to a wide international
debate as it remains unclear how to deal effectively with the issue of drug trafficking.
The punitive strategies not only do not solve the problem but also bring about a huge
number of negative externalities such as social upheaval, high number of victims, and
ineffective use of government resources. The reluctance of the United States towards
the punitive strategies stems from the perception of the drug problem in the USA. While
in Mexico drug trafficking and drug consumption is considered a security problem, in
the United States it is treated like a public health problem that cannot be solved by

deploying the military to the streets as consumption constitutes a graver problem than
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drug trafficking.”® According to the critics of the punitive strategy, a realistic policy thus
has to focus on the reduction of the damages caused by the drug trafficking such as the
abductions, corruption, and problems directly affecting the people, not on eliminating
the problem itself by force.

Besides not spending sufficient resources on the elimination of fields and
confiscation of drugs, money laundering and the financial markets were other aspects of
the drug problem that the administration of Calderdn basically overlooked.”" The money
that belongs to the organized crime tends to come not only from the activities directly
connected to drug trafficking but also from extortion, human trafficking, or protection
services. Nevertheless, the efforts of the government have been really mild. Ricardo
Ravelo argues that even though everybody knows that the banking system is infiltrated
by the organized crime and therefore acts as an accomplice by omission, no effective

measures have been taken to deal with the problem.”
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3. Presidential discourse during Mexico's Drug War

The thematic analysis of the discourses available on the official website of
Calderon's presidency has led to the identification of key themes within the four
categories corresponding to the generic elements defined by Graham in the texts of the
“call to arms” genre. These broadly defined groups (appeals to a legitimate power
source, appeals to history, construction of the evil other and calls for unity behind the
greater good) constitute the primary categories the author has been looking for during
the analysis of the discourses' corpus.

Within the category defined by the generic element labeled as an appeal to a
legitimating power source, the author has found the following principal themes:

(1) family and above all the children

(i1) Constitution and the law system

(111) homeland (Patria in the Spanish original)
(iv) Mexico and the values it represents

The author has classified the key points mentioned within the category of the

appeals to history into these themes:
(1) general lessons learnt from Mexican history
(i1) striving for independence and Spanish attempts to reconquer Mexico
(ii1) the actions of the Boy Heroes during the US-Mexican War
(iv) the Battle of Puebla in 1862
(v) beginning of the Mexican Revolution
(vi) defense of Mexico against the invasion of the USA in 1914
(vii) Mexico's involvement in the Second World War
(viii) bright and prosperous future
The construction of the evil other can be divided into the subsequent thematic
categories:
(1) exclusion of the criminals from the society
(i1) positive characteristics of the Mexican society
(111) numerical advantage
(iv) negative characteristics of the enemy:
1. undermining the territorial unity and state authority
2. taking over public spaces
3. posing a threat to personal integrity and personal liberties

4. putting in danger the economy and the way to a prosperous future
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5. spreading the culture of crime
6. putting the children into slavery through drugs and addictions
7. meddling into elections and influencing the democratic system
The themes that belong to the last category called uniting behind the greater good
can be observed in these categories:
(1) putting aside the differences
(i1) success depends on the participation of everybody, everyone is affected
What has to be pointed out before the analysis itself is the different terminology that
Calderon employed to label the confrontation between the organized crime and the
government forces. The label has not gone through an evolution, terms like battle
(batalla), tfight (combate), fight (lucha), war (guerra frontal) have been used
interchangeably as synonyms during the six years of his presidency which can be seen

in the following examples.

...my government is working hard to win the war (guerra) against the delinquency...”

..we are employing all the forces of the state to win the battle (batalla) against the
insecurity...”*

We have taken on this fight (lucha) with firmness and determination because what is in play is
nothing less than the present and the future of Mexico.”

The fight (combate) that we Mexicans wage against the crime is for liberty and justice of

Mexico...”
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3.1. Appeals to a Legitimate Power Source

Family and especially its most vulnerable members — children, youngsters, and the
elder people, stand for the theme that has been mentioned by Calderéon the most and
thus represents the major legitimating power source employed. The president indicated
that children composed the group most affected by the criminal actions and also the
most valuable elements of the society. Moreover, they also constituted hope for the
future because of their potential and it was therefore in the interest of every single
Mexican to assure that children lived in a more secure country. The focus on children
corresponds with the strategy called altruism by Reyes who claims that mentioning

vulnerable and innocent members of the society facilitates legitimization.

...the insecurity and the violence, drug trafficking and the addictions are the major threat for the
most valuable thing we Mexicans have which is the family, the children, and the young
people.”

Our cause are the children, to liberate the young from the claws of the drugs and the
delinquency of those who want to put them in chains of slavery and addiction to make them
permanent servants of their perfidious interests.”

...Iin this war contra the delinquency, against the enemies of Mexico, (...) we will recover one by
one the public spaces and the villages and the cities governed by the evil in order to give them
back to the children, the citizens, the mothers of the families, and the grandparents.”

You (the public/people) are the reason for this fight for security. We are fighting for you, for

your family and for Mexico.'”

In connection with the family Calderon also pointed out its own role as a father in

order to provide a better justification of the actions that were directed against the
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organized crime but their aim was to protect the children as shown in the previous

examples of his discourse.

As a father of a family, [ understand the preoccupation of the Mexicans, the Mexicans that are

scared, scared of the possibility that their kids might become victims of the delinquency when

going to school, in the parks, and in the streets.'"'

The second power source used by Calderon was the constitutionality and the law
system. Calderon mentioned that the war against the organized delinquency was not his
personal choice but something that the law obliged him and his government to do. He
basically stated that he had no other choice but to confront the cartels in order to fulfill
his legal obligations as a president of Mexico who had to provide for security of his
citizens. He portraited the actions as something that any government and president in his

position would have to do.

...the first obligation of the government is to guarantee security of the families.'"

Public security in general and the fight against the organized crime in particular (...) represent a
constitutional responsibility of the federal government...'®

It would have been easy to ignore the problem as some suggested but the duty of the
government is to protect its citizens, respect the law, and make sure that the law is respected.'®

...in the face of this clear threat it is necessary to remember that the constitutional, political,

legal, and ethic duty of any democratic government is to fight the delinquency...'®

Through the third power source employed, the president called upon the Mexicans

to fulfill their destiny and confront the organized crime in the name of the homeland (/a
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Patria) and the patriotism of Mexicans as citizens. The fatherland served as a unifying
factor that reminded everyone of the glorious moments of the past and also as a way to
assure prosperity in the future. Furthermore, Calderén described the service to the
homeland as absolutely indispensable and labeled it as something that all Mexicans who

wanted to be considered as real patriots would do without any hesitation.

Today the homeland requires us to have in mind the glorious morning of the fifth of May
(1862) when our fathers gained victory over an enemy that was thought to be unbeatable.'*
...every single day, every single day we pull away from the delinquency the spaces that belong
to the citizens and we do this because in the service to the homeland there is no hesitation, no
bargaining.'"’

We commemorate those who turned up to the call of the history and the demands of the
homeland to join the fight for liberty and human dignity. They acted like who they really are,
true patriots fulfilling their duty.'*®

...the homeland exhorts all of us and requires us to build it with our ideas of liberty, justice,
equality and democracy. The homeland is the land of our fathers (...), our homeland is a
homeland that is being constructed.'”’

...there is no enemy that would be strong enough (...) when the will, the values, and the

fatherland are put first.'"’

The last category that played an important role in the discourses of Calderon was

Mexico and the values such as democracy, peace, security, sovereignty, and justice it
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symbolized. The struggle against the organized crime represented a way to make sure

that these values would be respected and enhanced in the future.

Together with the fight against the crime, the tasks of our sovereignty and national security
that you (the armed forces) carry out serve as a guarantee of peace and tranquility for the
Mexicans.'"!

We are fighting for the cause of liberty, security, tranquility of the Mexicans. We fight to
save the new generations from the threat of drugs and delinquency.'"”

The fight that currently lead our institutions is precisely to preserve the liberty. It is precisely
to preserve and promote justice. It is precisely to strengthen national sovereignty and to fully
establish the rule of law without which there are no liberties, no justice, and no progress.'"

...it is indispensable to say that the democratic institutions of the country and the fundamental

values such as the liberty of expression are in danger because of the criminality.'"

While religion has always constituted a very important legitimizing power source
and it is pointed out in the article by Graham as one of the key aspects of legitimization
within the “call to arms” genre, Calderén has not mentioned God or religion once
during the six years of his presidential term. This might come as a surprise due to the
religiosity of the Mexican population and the role that religion plays in the everyday
life. Nevertheless, the absence of religious references can be explained by the strong
division between the state and the church originally established in 1857 by Benito
Juarez and affirmed in the Article 130 of the Mexican Constitution of 1917 which has

since been strictly respected.'”

3.2. Appeals to History

References to events from history in Calderon's discourse are of two types. First, he
spoke in general about Mexican past and the struggles that Mexico had to go through in

order to gain its independence and later on to assure the acceptance of its national
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sovereignty, democracy, and liberty. Second, during the anniversaries of important
events, Calder6én made direct connections between the historic moments and the current
situation, especially between the courage and resolution of the figures and soldiers
involved and the legacy that the heroes involved left for today's and future generations.

The events mentioned are almost exclusively armed struggles, both external and
internal, in which Mexicans gained victories over their enemies. In the discourses
Calderon usually reminded the citizens of the attributes and conditions that led to the
victory of Mexico in the past and then said that the same thing had to be done nowadays
in order to win against the new enemy threatening Mexico in the form of delinquency.

It has to be noted that Calderdn included exclusively events that took place after
Mexico gained its independence from Spain in 1810. He did not make connections with
any events that happened during the Spanish colonial rule nor with the events from the
pre-hispanic past. In addition, more recent events have not been mentioned either. The
newest moment that Calderon used to remind the Mexicans of the courage of their
ancestors was the participation of the national air-force in the Second World War on the
side of the Allies.

Besides reminding the citizens of concrete events and struggles from the past,
Calderon on various occasions also spoke about general lessons that should be taken
from the history. The most important one lied in unity and ignorance of particular
interests that not only once put in danger the fate of the country. He also compared the

enemies that Mexico faced in the past and their characteristics with the organized crime.

Today in 2010 like in 1847, 1913, 1810 or 1910 Mexico also faces enemies that wish to
impose their perverse rules, terrify the Mexicans, paralyze the authority and put everyone
through their violence.''

...when instead of being united, the Mexicans are divided, when instead of contributing to the
fight in favor of the homeland, fear and discouragement is planted to satisfy personal or group
ambitions and interests, who loses is not one person or one group, who loses is Mexico and

those who suffer the consequences are all of us Mexicans.'"’
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....throughout our history we Mexicans have faced numerous times grave problems, challenges,
and obstacles, including tragedies that have hit our homeland but they have never destroyed it
because Mexico has solid foundations of unity, identity, and integrity that are able to resist

whichever adversity.'"®

The first concrete moment mentioned by the president is the struggle that Mexico
underwent in order to gain its independence from Spain and the role that the founders of
the country played in the process. Moreover, Calderon also pointed out the courage of
those who defended the newly obtained independence against Spain that strived to
reconquer Mexican territory. The ability to defend national sovereignty and to protect
the newly gained independence against the former colonial oppressor definitely

represents one of the key moments forming the Mexican nation.

We Mexicans will get ahead, united, inspired, strengthened by the example of the heroes such
as Hidalgo and Morelos who gave us free and independent Mexico; because it has been almost
200 years during which we Mexicans have learnt to fight for liberty and to preserve it.'"”

The independence would have been impossible without the dreams, the values, and the
determination of those who started it in 1810, on a day like today. Inspired by the glorious
memory, we Mexicans like in that time, like always, will have to face and get over the
challenges, we will have to defeat the enemies of the nation, and we will overcome whichever
adversity.'?

The threats and the enemies that the country faces today are very different from those with
whom dealt the first Mexican marines but the devotion and bravery, the fairness and dignity,

the loyalty, patriotism, and the service are the same."
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122

Like the Captain Sainz de Baranda'** and the marines he commanded we Mexicans are not

willing to yield the arena to the enemy; in the protection of the population and in the defense of

the homeland not even one step back...'*

The second event from the 19" century utilized by Calderon that forms a part of the
national consciousness was the struggle against the United States during the Mexican-
American War between 1846 and 1848. Even though Mexico suffered a defeat in this
war, the conflict still produced a memorable act which was later used for nationalistic
purposes. This moment came in 1847 when the US soldiers were about to capture
Chapultepec, a well known military school in Mexico City. However, a few valiant Boy
Heroes (Nifios Héroes) defended the school and one of them, according to the myth that
was posteriorly diffused, jumped to death from the walls of the castle wrapped in the
national flag thus symbolizing the innocence of the young independent country.'**

The boy soldiers consequently became an important symbol of Mexican heroism
and national sovereignty as they did not let the flag, a symbol of Mexico and its national
sovereignty, to be captured by the enemy and therefore protected the honor of Mexico.
A lesson drawn from this war also warns against not being united because in this case it

led to a loss of a great part of Mexican territory.

Inspired by the example of the Boy Heroes of Chapultepec all of the Mexicans of our
generation should declare war against the enemies of Mexico because we know that in this fight
the nation prevails as it has prevailed in these almost 200 years of its glorious independence and

liberty.'*

The third event that Calderon made connections to is the defense of Mexico against
the French invasion in 1862. The objective of France was to occupy Mexican territory
since Mexico was not able to pay the debt it had with European countries. The Battle of
Puebla which the Mexicans won stands as an important symbol since the soldiers did

not give up even though they faced the most potent army in the world of that time which

122 Together with Miguel Barragan, Pedro Sainz de Baranda y Borreiro defended the port of Veracruz
against the Spanish navy that tried to reestablish Spanish rule over Mexico. The final acts of this
struggle on November 23, 1825 led to the consolidation of Mexican independence. The events of
1825 are commemorated through a Day of the Army on November 23.
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had more soldiers and was better equipped, a fact which Calderén highlighted various
times.

The lesson of unity was also drawn from this armed conflict as Mexico at that time
suffered from a division between the republicans and those who sympathized with the
invaders and were eager to install a monarchy. From today's perspective, the defeat of
France serves as an important nationalistic boost as Mexico realized that a strong
European country is not unbeatable and that it could defend itself against foreign

invasions with which it had dealt unsuccessfully in the past.'*

The heroes of the Battle of Puebla left us a lesson of patriotism, they wrote in our history a
great testimony that we Mexicans can deal with and win against any enemy of the nation but
only if we do it united.'?’

Today the homeland calls upon the Mexicans to form a united front against the enemies of
Mexico like those brave of the Battle of Puebla, we Mexicans have to act now with unity and
patriotism to win against the whip of insecurity and criminality.'?®

Like the heroes of the Battle of Puebla we will be intransigent with those who intend to
destroy the fabric of our society and poison our young people, with those who prefer to see our

homeland demolished to gain power and material goods.'*’

From the 20™ century, Calderon used the example of the heroes of the Mexican
Revolution, especially of Francisco I. Madero who did not kneel before the oppressors
of the nation in the form of the long-standing authoritarian regime of Porfirio Diaz and
started the revolt and fight for justice and democracy. Mexican Revolution serves as a
principal symbol nowadays as the current regime is presented as an institutionalized
continuation of the revolutionary struggle. The revolution is considered to have
provided the foundation of the current system and to have rooted the principles of

democracy, justice, and respect in the society.
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I exhort you to fight like Madero did almost a hundred years ago, like he would have said, with
resolution and serenity to definitely consolidate the peace...'*

Heroes like Francisco 1. Madero who started with determination a historic fight for justice and
democracy in Mexico."!

If the generation of 1910 gained liberty, the duty of our generation is to preserve liberty. If the
generation of 1910 fought for democracy, our duty is to expand and strengthen democracy. The
legacy of the revolutionaries is the heritage of the Mexicans of today but it should be made

even greater for the Mexicans of tomorrow. '

The US intervention in the port of Veracruz was also mentioned by the president. As
Mexico was already in chaos because of the ongoing revolution, a regular army was not
present to defend the city and the inhabitants of the area themselves had to protect it
against the Americans. The moral of these events is that the enemies profit from
divisions and seek allies who are willing to cooperate with them. Furthermore, the
courage of those who did not fear the powerful invader was also repeated. The invasion
left resentment against the invading country as the USA was criticized for being present
not to impede the deliveries of arms to Mexico from Germany but to protect its

economic interests, especially those connected with the oil fields in the area.'*

Like in 1914 today we also face powerful and new enemies that put in danger the well-being
of the nation and the Mexicans."**
...to collude with those who threaten the security of our people signifies the betrayal of our

Mexico, it means betraying our history and our future.'’
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Today we commemorate the lieutenant José Azueta and the cadet Virgilio Uribe, brave patriots
who defended with their own blood our national sovereignty in April 1914, one day like

today, when the US troops attacked the port of Veracruz and aimed to invade the country.'*

The last event to which Calder6n made connection is the Mexican involvement in
the Second World War. Even though Mexico's participation was brief, its air-force
helped the USA to liberate the islands of the Philippines; it constitutes an important
moment that is remembered as Mexico contributed to the defeat of the Axis powers.
Furthermore, the members of the air-force were also considered defenders of national
sovereignty as they fulfilled the moral duty of the nation and fought for the ideals of

democracy and liberty against the enemy that stood for totalitarianism.'*’

Like the pilots and mechanics of the 201* Fighter Squadron did today every Mexican should
act with patriotism, uniting forces and always working for the progress and strengthening of
Mexico. '

Today, 65 years after the glorious feat of the 201* Fighter Squadron, the homeland faces the
challenge of those who with illegality and crime threaten the liberty and the security of the

Mexicans.'*’

Apart from the references to glorious moments in the history of the country,
Calderon also spoke about the future that lied ahead and could be fulfilled only if the
enemy in the form of the organized crime was eliminated. With the defeat of this major
threat Mexico would be able to fully use its potential and become a secure, just, and
economically prosperous country. Mentioning the future complies with the theoretical
framework established as Graham and Reyes also show that connections are made

between the heroic past and bright future in order to provide legitimization for war.
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I aspire that Mexico will be a nation of order, peace, liberty, justice, and democracy; Mexico
more secure, Mexico cleaner, Mexico more righteous, Mexico freer. Finally, this was the desire
of our heroes, our founders.'*°

The objective of this fight, friends, is nothing else but to guarantee the men and women of
Mexico an environment of liberty, an environment of peace, an environment of public

security, to which we Mexicans, especially the following generations and this one as well, have

t.l4l

arigh
We have to do it because there is future for the nation only if the state recovers minimal
conditions of security and tranquility for the citizens because without public peace there is no

future.'®

3.3. Constructing the Evil Other

Construction of the enemy and the description of his characteristics form an
important part of the discourses produced by Calderon. On many occasions he openly
labeled the organized crime and delinquency with the word enemy (el enemigo) and
pointed out that they did not belong to the Mexican society and were not part of the
nation. The enemy was not the only label that the president employed, he also called the
delinquency simply as evil (el mal). Excluding the criminals was achieved by various
strategies. Calderon very often repeated the phrase “we Mexicans” and pointed out that
if the organized crime was weakened, Mexico would be strengthened. The same logic
was applied in other discursive moments since if something was taken from the

delinquency, it would be given back to the people of Mexico.

The ground that we win over from the delinquency represents a space that we give back to the

Mexicans.'?

140 Felipe Calderon, 2006d, “El presidente de los Estados Unidos Mexicanos Lic. Felipe Calderdn en la
transferencia de personal de la Secretaria de la defensa nacional y de la Secretaria de marina,”
December 13, 2006, available at: http://calderon.presidencia.gob.mx/2006/12/el-presidente-de-los-
estados-unidos-mexicanos-lic-felipe-calderon-en-la-transferencia-de-personal-de-la-secretaria-de-la-
defensa-nacional-y-de-la-secretaria-de-marina/ (accessed June 10, 2015).

141 Felipe Calderon, 2009c¢, “El presidente Calderon en la ceremonia de entrega de condecoraciones de
la policia federal,” August 7, 2009, available at: http://calderon.presidencia.gob.mx/2009/08/el-
presidente-calderon-en-la-ceremonia-de-entrega-de-condecoraciones-de-la-policia-federal/ (accessed
June 10, 2015).

142 Calderoén, 20071

143 Felipe Calderon, 2006e, “El presidente de los Estados Unidos Mexicanos Lic. Felipe Calderon
durante la cancelacion del timbre conmemorativo del 90 aniversario del periddico El Universal,”
December 22, 2006, available at: http://calderon.presidencia.gob.mx/2006/12/el-presidente-de-los-
estados-unidos-mexicanos-lic-felipe-calderon-durante-la-cancelacion-del-timbre-conmemorativo-
del-90-aniversario-del-periodico-el-universal/ (accessed June 16, 2015).

41



...this battle for security will be long, it will cost a lot of money, it will take time, it will cost
human lives, (...) but in the end, we Mexicans will win it.'*

The adversaries of the society are the criminals, this is not some Mexicans against others...'"

An important part of the binary opposition strategy was also to describe 'Us' with
positive characteristics and highlight that the group of 'Them' did not possess these
attributes. While the criminals were associated with violence or criminality, the
Mexicans were referred to as hard-working, honest, loyal, or simply good persons.

In addition, the president various times employed the legitimization tactics that had as
an objective to persuade the public that there was a very small group of "Them' while
there were many more of 'Us.' The victory over the enemy was therefore assured due to

this numerical advantage and Calderon reminded the citizens of this.

If we continue working like this, our cities and our land will not be in the hands of the
delinquents anymore but it will be transferred to the hands of honest people who work to get
ahead their families.'*

There are much more of us who believe that hard work and effort constitute the correct way
for the country, there are much more of us who say “no” to the violence and the delinquency...'"
...we are more, millions and millions more, the Mexicans who want to live in peace, we are
more than the criminals who attack the peace that we deserve.'*®

I am absolutely convinced that in our dear Mexico the good people form the majority. There
is an overwhelming majority of women and men, youngsters, elder people that are good
persons, brave persons, noble persons, loyal persons, people who wake up every day to earn the

livelihood for their homes, who work honestly and want to move forward in a clean way.'¥

Calderon associated the enemies of Mexico with a number of activities that went

against the interests of the society and the country. These actions influenced negatively
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not only the functioning of the government but also many aspects of life of every
Mexican and because of that it was in the interest of everyone to do away with the
criminal activities and delinquency.

First, Calderon indicated that the organized crime undermines the territorial unity
and state authority due to the special relationship the crime organizations had built with
the politicians and state institutions. The president openly blamed the corrupt authorities
and their ignorance for this state of affairs. He also associated the increased presence of
the delinquency with the evolution of drug trafficking. In the past, the objective of the
organizations was to work in secret and dominate the important routes. However,
recently they began to be involved in more activities for which they needed territorial

bases and control of institutions.'>

We will not tolerate challenges to the authority of Mexico; nobody should try to put
themselves above the law. In my government there will not be impunity for none.""

The problem is not only the presence of the organized crime but also the belligerence and
impunity with which various organizations took over territorial control of different regions
of the country.'?

We Mexicans cannot and should not permit the existence of de facto powers that every single
day attack the society and disrespect the authority of the state.'”

...the organized crime in the last decade started to attack territories; that is to say to dominate
villages, communities, and to achieve this to also dominate authorities, the police, and those

in power...">*

Second, the president accused the delinquency of taking over public spaces which

should have belonged to every Mexican; however, because of the fear and violence, the

150 This phenomenon is characterized by Calderon as narcomenudeo (the state of affairs when the cartels
dominate the territory and the authorities in order to not only traffic the drugs but also to sell them).
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public spaces were governed by the criminal organizations. Recuperation of public
spaces represented one of the key themes of the presidency and Calderén dedicated a

great part of his discourses and strategies to this phenomenon.

Public spaces for our children and not a territory for the delinquents...'>
We have to win this battle (...) through recovery of public spaces that currently belong to the

delinquency..."*

Third, according to the presidential discourse, the criminals posed a threat to
personal integrity and personal liberties of the citizens. Its actions made the organized
crime responsible for undermining the quality of life of the society and for immobilizing
it. Calderon highlighted that the criminals did not distinguish between people and

everybody could become their victim.

..the organized crime attacks the security and peace of our homes, the health of our
families..."’

....the crime organizations that threaten the integrity and the security of our families, the
liberty of our people..."

...one of the major challenges that we Mexicans face today is precisely a force that aims to
impose its will, intervene in our lives, in our matters, and in our decisions."”’

..it is a fight of all Mexicans because the criminals do not make differences and harm

everyone in the same manner. Because of that your participation is vital...'®

Fourth, Calderon pointed out that due to the problems with the organized crime the
way to a prosperous future was obstructed, the national economy was put in danger and
could not develop as it would have in a peaceful environment. Because of the presence

of the organized crime, investors from abroad were discouraged from investing money
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in Mexico. Moreover, skilled workers from other countries were hesitant to work in

Mexico because they feared the consequences of the activities of the delinquency.

...the lack of security has undermined to a very alarming point the quality of life of the
Mexicans and the ability of the country to develop.'

In a few words, we are working to make Mexico a safe place to invest, work, and live.'*

We will not allow the criminals to continue obstructing Mexico from a future of major
prosperity and development.'®

The insecurity in Mexico (...) has profoundly damaged the quality of life of our families and

the capacity of our country to grow and to be successful in the world.'**

Fifth, spreading the culture of crime was also mentioned as one of the consequences
of the actions of the delinquency. Calderén showed that while the main preoccupation
of the organized crime was drug trafficking, it was also responsible for other wrongs
that affected more directly the lives of the people. In addition, the president dealt with
the critics who claimed that the increased presence of the police and armed forces led to
the escalation of violence. He numerous times repeated that the government was not
responsible for the violence. The only entity to be blamed for the wrongs of any type

was the organized crime.

...the organized crime has corrupted and degraded the social life of our communities and
robberies, abductions, extortions, and violence that dramatically affect the lives of the citizens
have flourished in this permissive environment.'*®

This is how the violence started because in order to control the drug market and to kick the
rivals out of the territories they wanted to control, the delinquents had to intimidate not only
the other criminals but also the authorities and the society.'®

...it is false that the federal presence has motivated the violence. On the contrary, the criminal
violence is what motivated the federal presence that wants to fight and overcome the
violence.'?’
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Sixth, as the cartels were not satisfied with their economic opportunities abroad and
strived for expanding their market, they had begun to put the Mexican children into
slavery through drugs and addictions. These claims went hand in hand with the
justifications provided by Calder6on according to which Mexico had become a country
of consumption and was also connected to the legitimizing power source in the form of

the family.

...fight all of those who poison the body and the soul of the children and the young people of
Mexico...'®

We know that the organized crime seeks to transform Mexico from a country of trafficking to
the United States to a destination of sale and consumption and therefore strives to give away

drugs even to our children and youngsters outside of the schools.'®

Seventh, the delinquency influenced directly the democratic functioning of the
country since it had threatened the democratic institutions and it had been meddling into
elections through the assassinations of candidates, financial support of certain
politicians, and threats against others that forced them to step down from the electoral
process. Furthermore, he called the organized crime the major threat that the Mexican

democracy has to deal with.

...their actions constitute a threat (...) also for the democratic institutions which we have
constructed with the effort of many generations...'”

In the last five years 28 mayors have lost their lives in the hands of the criminals. In recent
elections there have been registered cases of candidates of all political affiliations that have been

strongly pressured by the delinquents.'”

168 Felipe Calderon, 2007¢, “Palabras del presidente Calderon durante el desayuno conmemorativo al
Dia de la Fuerza aérea mexicana,” February 10, 2007, available at:
http://calderon.presidencia.gob.mx/2007/02/palabras-del-presidente-calderon-durante-el-desayuno-
conmemorativo-al-dia-de-la-fuerza-aerea-mexicana/ (accessed June 14, 2015).

169 Felipe Calderon, 2007h, “El presidente Calderdn en la presentacion del programa nacional contra las
adicciones,” April 17, 2007, available at: http://calderon.presidencia.gob.mx/2007/04/el-presidente-
calderon-en-la-presentacion-del-programa-nacional-contra-las-adicciones/ (accessed June 14, 2015).

170 Calderon, 2010e.

171 Felipe Calderon, 2012b, “El presidente Calderon en la XXXII sesion del Consejo nacional de
seguridad publica,” February 29, 2012, available at: http://calderon.presidencia.gob.mx/2012/02/el-
presidente-calderon-en-la-xxxii-sesion-del-consejo-nacional-de-seguridad-publica/ (accessed June
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The criminality and violence constitute a principal threat to the democratic regimes we have

constructed in our region...'”?

Calderon also used in his speeches the metaphor of organized crime as cancer that
benefited from the ignorance of the authorities that governed in the past and was not
cured in time. It was therefore indispensable to take a resolute action to remove the
tumor once for all. This metaphor corresponded to the claims that during the previous
PRI administrations the problem of drug trafficking was ignored and Calderén thus had

to clean up what had become an enormous problem.

This cancer ignored in its genesis and development for a long time nowadays threatens the
well-being and the future of our families...'”

The actions of the organized crime, the actions of the delinquency and the drug traffickers
are like a cancer. Its presence is not fully perceived until its harmful symptoms appear.
Nevertheless, when the symptoms become visible, it is too late and therefore the treatment to
cure the patient, the only treatment possible, has to be much more drastic and much more
intense.'™

Maybe if it had been attacked in time, it would have been cured and overcome quicker. But
today this cancer has to be removed, this cancer has to be fought and we will persevere until

we leave Mexico free of this cancer, the organized crime.'”

3.4. Uniting Behind the Greater Good

The last generic element of the discourse that the author takes a look into is the call
for unification. Calder6on on various occasions asked the people of Mexico to put aside
their differences of any kind — political, social, religious — to fight the biggest enemy of
our time in the form of delinquency. Appeals to unity were frequently connected with
the legitimizing sources of power already mentioned such as the family or the

homeland. The president claimed that support of everyone was more than indispensable
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for the success of the military campaign. Unity was put into a historical context because
Calderon reminded the Mexicans of the problems that the country faced in the past
when the nation was not united. He claimed that unity against an enemy was absolutely

necessary in order to preserve the nation and its well-being.

...the homeland demands that all of us put the supreme interest of the nation above our
political differences.'”

In this battle we should stay united despite the political, social, regional, or religious
differences and should not yield a single space to the enemy.'”’

Let every female citizen, every male citizen, every mother and every father of a family join this
battle for one Mexico in peace and order. If we do it like this, the delinquency will lose its
ground for actions and impunity.'”™

When we were united, we conquered our independence, when we were divided, we lost the half
of our territory, united we won our revolution the fruits of which we enjoy until nowadays.

Only united we prosper. This is the great lesson from our history.'”

The support of every Mexican was crucial and therefore Calderén on occasions
spoke directly to the citizens and provided negative examples of what might have
happen if the individual citizens did not join the fight against the criminals.
Furthermore, Calder6n also dedicated parts of his discourses to the assurance given to
the audience. He strived to show that the individual Mexicans were not alone because

they could count on the support of the government and the security forces.

Not joining the effort against the delinquency, not joining the common front for a country more
secure, it is a way to consent to the fact that our communities fall under the pressure of
insecurity and violence.'®

We will show to the citizens that they are not alone, that the institutions and the government,
we are here to support them, that their police, their marines, and their soldiers fulfill and fulfill

effectively the duty to protect.’®
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Conclusion
Drug trafficking represents a problem from which Mexico had suffered for many

years but which became more visible during the 1990s given the political changes in
Mexico and in the world and also the transit of power from Columbian cartels to their
Mexican counterparts. Signs of the influence of the organized crime over politics began
to be more visible and the association of the drug problem with the country turned into a
constant of the discourse about Mexico.

The author introduced in the first part of this thesis the concept of legitimization in
social sciences in order to provide a basis for the ensuing analysis. Legitimization
represents a way to justify why certain things should be done and why the audience
should support the proposed actions. The author looked into various methods of
legitimization which allowed him to move to war legitimization and the texts of the
“call to arms” genre and the legitimization strategies used within this particular type of
discourses (appeal to a legitimate power source, appeal to history, construction of the
evil other, and calls for unity behind the greater good).

The second part of this thesis is dedicated to Mexico's Drug War which was
declared by the Calderén administration in December 2006. Calderdon justified and
based the course of action of his government on various premises that proved not to be
absolutely true by the subsequent research. His strategy of joint operations originally
seemed to be successful but the negative consequences of the direct conflict strategy
soon became predominant and criticized. Disrespecting human rights, increased
militarization of Mexican public security, a great number of civilian victims, and other
problems constituted the phenomena that preoccupied not only the nation but also
people and experts around the world.

The aim of the author in this chapter was to show that the declaration of the war was
a reaction to the crisis of legitimacy that Calderon went through as his electoral victory
was highly disputed. Even though security did not seem to be high on the list of his
priorities during the campaign, he dedicated his presidency to the conflict against the
organized crime through which he strived to regain legitimacy lost during the elections.
The other reason can be identified in the effort to leave positive legacy that would
ensure the election of another PAN candidate in the next presidential election. In order
to justify the armed struggle sometimes labeled as war, on other occasions as battle or

fight, and to persuade the public that it was indispensable, Calderon employed a number
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of legitimization strategies which were the subject of the research conducted by the
author and introduced in the next chapter.

The third chapter of this thesis dealt with the discourse analysis of Calderon's
speeches and interventions. In order to answer the main research question, the author
chose the method of a thematic discourse analysis. The results of the analysis showed
that the conflict against the internal enemy in the form of the delinquency was
legitimized within the genre of “call to arms” texts as defined by Phil Graham because
all four generic elements were made use of by Calderdn. It is evident from the thematic
analysis that various legitimization strategies were employed during the entire six years
of the presidency as even during the last days of his term Calder6on made references to
themes that belong to the four categories corresponding to the generic elements.

The key themes from the first category (appeal to a legitimate power source)
presented in Calderdn's discourses included the family, the Constitution and the law
system, the homeland, and the values associated with Mexico. Calderén pointed out that
it was his duty to carry out the conflict in order to fulfill his constitutional role as a
president that had to protect the families and especially the children. Moreover, he
presented himself as the protector of the values that form Mexico chosen by the
homeland to fulfill this patriotic mission.

Appeals to history were made by Calderéon on various occasions. He made
references to general lessons that should be taken from Mexican history, especially
those of unity and valiance in the confrontation with a more powerful enemy. Moreover,
he tried to establish connections to six particular events (the Mexican Independence, the
Boy Heroes of Chapultepec, the Battle of Puebla, the Revolution, defense against the
US invasion, and involvement in the Second War World) from which today's Mexicans
should take example in order to defend their nation and its future.

The enemy in the form of the organized crime was constructed by Calderén using
different strategies. Calderén described the Mexicans with positive characteristics and
claimed that the delinquents constituted the enemy of Mexico and thus excluded them
from the society. Furthermore, he indicated that the enemy was not numerous and
therefore the millions of Mexicans had to win the fight. The enemy was also associated
with a number of negative attributes. Calderén showed that its action influenced
negatively not only the lives of individuals but also the functioning of the government

and its democratic institutions.
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Calls for unity were also present in Calderdn's discourse. The president said that
unity was indispensable and that differences of any kind must be put aside in order to
win the fight against the delinquency. Moreover, he suggested that if someone did not
join the battle, it might have had negative consequences and that it was everybody's
fight since every single person was affected in the same way and might become a victim
of the organized crime at any time.

In conclusion, the topics pointed out in the Calderén's discourse fully correspond
with the general themes that constitute the basis of the “call to arms™ genre. The only
discrepancy identified by the author of the thesis is the absence of religion as a
legitimate source of power. It stems from a strong separation of church and the state in
Mexico enshrined in its constitution and strictly followed since then.

Although Calderén used a great number of different legitimization strategies in
order to gain support for the conflict and in order to justify it, his effort was not
successful as he did not achieve legitimacy for his actions and his steps were not
understood by the public that was more interested in other topics such as the economy,
social policies, and employment. The author considers that Calderén's chances of
successfully legitimizing the war were very limited as his position was weak from the
beginning of his mandate given the disputed electoral process and result. In addition,
while the actions of the organized crime did not substantially affect the lives of the
people, the consequences of the armed confrontation influenced the Mexicans directly.

The war has been seen as a failure as the organized crime did not disappear but
remains in place. If recent actions are taken into account, it does not seem less powerful
than before and the government does not seem to know how to confront it. Moreover,
the war has had many undesired consequences that have had and will likely have a
negative influence over the course of the country and the lives of its people in the future

as well.

51



Souhrn

Problém pasovéani drog a vlivu organizovaného zlo¢inu v Mexiku se stal velmi
aktualnim a diskutovanym tématem v pribéhu 90. let 20. stoleti, kdy kviili politickym
zméndm v zemi a geopolitickym proménam v regionu, zacala byt zifejma propojenost
karteltl s politikou a kazdodenni realitou. Cilem této diplomové prace je za pouziti
tematické diskurzivni analyzy zkoumat diskurz prezidenta Felipe Calderona Hinojosy,
jenz na zacatku svého plsobeni v ufad¢ vyhlasil valku drogovym kartelim.

Legitimizace v socialnich védach se snazi odpoveédét na otazku, pro€ by se lidé meli
chovat tak, jak je navrhovano fecnikem. Zakladnimi predpoklady tspésné legitimizace
urcitého jednani je postaveni fecnika, vérohodnost informaci, které poskytuje, a pouziti
nutnych lingvistickych spojeni. V této praci jsou piedstaveny dvé rGzné typologie
legitimizace dle Thea Van Leeuwena a Antonia Reyese.

Hlavnim pfedmétem zkoumani v této praci je valecnd legitimizace. Diskurzy, které
vyzyvaji k vélce a snazi se posluchace presvédCit o nutnosti obétovat zivot za nékoho
jiného, patii do samotného Zzanru valecnych projevi. Podle Phila Grahama, ktery ve své
préaci zkoumal vice nez stovku diskurzd, tyto projevy obsahuji Ctyfi generické elementy
— odvolani se na legitimni zdroj moci, odvolani se na historii, konstrukci nepftitele a
vyzvy k jednoté. Autor této prace si kladl otdzku, zda a v jaké podob¢ byly tyto Ctyii
generické elementy pfitomné v diskurzech Felipe Calderdna.

Calderon se ihned po svém zvoleni potykal s krizi legitimity nasledkem
nesrovnalosti jak ve volebni kampani, tak hlavné pti samotném priibéhu voleb. Konec¢ny
vysledek hlasovani byl velmi tésny. Porazeny kandidat Andrés Manuel Lopez Obrador
odmitl jeho platnost a nasledné vytvofil paralelni vladu, kterd Calderénovi ztéZovala
vykon funkce. Calderén ihned po nastupu do ufadu vyhlésil valku organizovanému
zloCinu, piestoze bezpec¢nost nepatfila k hlavnim tématim jeho kampané ani mezi
problémy, které by nejvice tizily mexické obcCany. Sviij krok zdivodnoval zvySenou
konzumaci drog v Mexiku, nadale netolerovatelnou trovni nasili a propojenosti kartelil
s politikou, které vedlo k tomu, ze kartely zacaly ovladat ¢asti mexického teritoria a
spolecenského prostoru.

Oteviena konfrontace s kartely vedla k naruseni zavedenych struktur a zvySeni
urovné nasili. Navic se zaCaly projevovat negativni disledky vojenského stretu, které
souvisely s militarizaci mexického tzemi, poruSovanim lidskych prav ¢i s ignoraci
dalSich problémii, kterymi trp€la mexickd spolecnost. Zaroveni byl Calderon kritizovan

za neschopnost piesvédcit Mexi¢any o nutnosti zasahu proti kartelim. Mal4 popularita
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stietu vedla k vyuzivani velkého mnozstvi legitimiza¢nich prostiedki v prubéhu celého
prezidentského obdobi.

Calderon ve svych projevech aplikoval vSechny Ctyfi generické elementy typické
pro valecné projevy. K hlavnim legitimizacnim zdrojim moci, na které se odvolaval,
patfila rodina a predevs§im pak déti a mladi lidé, Gistava a pravni systém, vlast a hodnoty
spojené s Mexikem. Dé&ti byly piedstaveny jako nejhodnotnéjsi soucast spole¢nosti,
ktera musi byt chranéna. Zakony zéarovenn Calderéna nutily k tomu, aby proti
delikventim bojoval. Dllezitym poznatkem je neptitomnost ndbozenstvi a Boha jako
legitimiza¢niho zdroje, ktera vyplyva ze striktni separace statu a cirkve v Mexiku.

Odvolani se na historii se projevilo v podob¢ pfipominek slavné minulosti a utrap,
konkrétni udalosti vyuzité Calderénem patfily boj za nezavislost, hrdinstvi Nifios
Héroes ve valce proti USA, obrana teritoria proti francouzské invazi a bitva u Puebly,
zacatek mexické revoluce, zabranéni americké invazi v roce 1914 a zapojeni Mexika do
bojt v Pacifiku v rdmci druhé svétové valky. Zaroven byla slavnd minulost diskurzivné
spojena i se zainou budoucnosti, kterd Mexicany ¢eka.

Nepritel v podobé drogovych kartelti byl konstruovan pomoci nékolika strategii.
Calder6on delikventy vyloucil ze spoleCnosti a piipominal, ze MexiCand, ktefi byli
charakterizovani pozitivnimi vlastnostmi, bylo mnohem vice. Taktéz kladl diraz na
negativni jednani organizovaného zloc¢inu, které neblaze ovliviiovalo nejen fungovani a
budoucnost statu, ale také Zivot kazdého jedince. Dilezita bylo i metafora kartelt jako
rakoviny, kterd byla 1éta ignorovanad prezidenty ze strany PRI, a proto musela byt
radikalné odstranéna.

Poslednim identifikovanym elementem byla vyzva k jednoté. Calderon apeloval na
vSechny Mexicany, aby odlozili své politické, nabozenské, socialni ¢i jiné rozdily a
spojili se v boji proti spolecnému neptiteli. Kromé¢ toho pfipominal, Ze ignorace
neptitele miize mit negativni disledky pro kazdého, kdo se do boje nezapoji, a také to,
ze neptitel nedéld rozdily a kazdy obc¢an je zranitelny.

Prestoze Calderonova snaha o legitimizaci konfliktu byla zjevna, podpory obyvatel
nedosahl. Mexi¢any zajimaly jiné problémy, ptedevSim pak jejich nepfizniva
ekonomickd situace. V kampani proti organizovanému zlo¢inu nebylo dosazeno
vyraznych Uspéchil a kartely se z dneSniho pohledu zdaji silnéj$i nez diive. Ozbrojeny
stiet navic vedl k fad¢ negativnich jevi, jejichz nésledky budou Mexiko ovliviiovat i v

nasledujicich letech.
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Projekt diplomové prace

Legitimizace mexické drogové valky: analyza mexického oficidlniho diskurzu za
Calderonova prezidenstvi

VOLBA TEMATU

Problematika drogovych kartelti v Mexiku je dlouhodobou zalezitosti, ktera vSak
razantn¢ nabyla na vaznosti v 90. letech 20. stoleti v souvislosti se zvySenim vyznamu
Mexika jako tranzitni zem¢ pro kolumbijské kartely. Mexické drogové kartely zacaly ve
velké mife ovliviiovat politickou, ekonomickou a socialni situaci v Mexiku a v ur€ité
dobé¢ se dokonce hovoftilo o tom, kdy se Mexiko stane dal$im ,,zhroucenym statem*
(failed state).

Po dramatickych volbach v roce 2006, doprovéazenych spekulacemi o volebnich
manipulacich, nové zvoleny prezident Felipe Calderon v prosinci 2006 odstartoval
operaci Michoacan, v ramci které bylo 6500 vladnich jednotek vyslano do statu
Michoacan, aby zakrocily proti mistnim drogovym kartelim. Pravé tento krok je
povazovan za oficialni zacatek ozbrojeného stfetu mexické vlady s drogovymi kartely,
znamého téz jak mexicka drogova valka.

V nasledujicich letech se vladni jednotky soustfedily na likvidaci ¢elnich predstavitelt
kartell, coz vedlo k rozdrobeni ustavenych struktur a k jesté vétsi eskalaci nésili mezi
jednotlivymi skupinami, které soupetily o moc v nové vzniklém vakuu. Prestoze byla
eskalace nasili siln€ kritizovana, prezident Calderon ji povaZoval za pozitivni, protoZe ji
pokladal za znak toho, Ze kartely jsou oslabovany a dochazi jim dech. Vyhrocené situaci
odpovidaly nejen vojenské akce, ale také oficidlni mexicky diskurz, jehoZ ukolem bylo
nasili legitimizovat.

Kwvili tomu, Ze oficidlni diskurz reagoval na pravé probihajici ozbrojené operace a
zaroven je pomahal konstituovat, ma charakteristiky odpovidajici textiim zanru ,, call to

‘

arms “, a proto tato prace muze konkrétni ptipad mexické valky proti drogdm zkoumat
pohledem tohoto konceptu. Piinosem prace bude zasazeni mexického diskurzu do
obecn¢jsiho konceptu ,, call to arms * a také zjisténi toho, jakym zptisobem byly obecné
rysy téchto textl aplikovany v podminkéach mexické drogové valky za Calderénova

prezidenstvi.

VYZKUMNA OTAZKA
Autor si v této diplomové praci bude klast otazku Jakym zpuisobem bylo v kontextu textii

zanru ,,call to arms “ diskurzivné legitimizovano zakroceni proti organizovanému

zlocinu (znamé téz jako mexicka valka proti drogam) prezidentem Calderonem?
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Navrhovanou zastteSujici vyzkumnou otazku Ize poté rozlozit na 4 ¢asti a ptat se, jakym
zptisobem byly v mexickém oficidlnim diskurzu prezentovéany ctyii rysy identifikované

Philem Grahamem a kol. v Zanru texti ,, call to arms “, které jsou podrobné rozebrany v

teoretickém zakotveni prace, a jestli mexicky diskurz v porovnani s dal§imi texty tohoto
zanru zapada do obecného konceptu ,, call to arms “, ¢i jestli se néjakym zptisobem

odlisuje, a pripadné v ¢em.

HYPOTEZA
Hypotéza pro tuto praci byla stanovena tak, ze mexicky prezidentsky diskurz odpovida

obecnému konceptu ,,call to arms* ve vSech ¢tyfech stanovenych kategoriich. Tato
hypotéza bude potvrzena ¢i vyvracena zkoumanim toho, jestli mexicky diskurz vyuziva
prostredky stejné ¢i velmi podobné tém, které byly identifikovany Grahamem. Cilem
prace samoziejme bude tyto konkrétni prosttedky rozebrat a zasadit je do kontextu

situace a vyvoje v Mexiku.

TEORETICKE UKOTVENT{
Navrhovana diplomova prace bude vychézet z textu 4 call to arms at the end of history:

a discourse-historical analysis of George W. Bush's declaration of war on terror, jenz
na prikladu textl vyzyvajicich k valce (zanr ,, call to arms ), jejichz cilem je presvédcit
posluchace o legitimité ozbrojenného stietu a vyzvat je k boji ¢i polozeni Zivota za
nekoho jiného, identifikuje ctyti zdkladni rysy, které texty tohoto typu maji spolecné.
Predmétem této prace je pravé zkoumani mexické valky proti drogam pohledem téchto
Ctyt tematickych kategorii. Vyuzitim konceptu ,, call to arms * se politicti predstavitelé v
dobé¢ krize obecné snazi vyuzit spoleCenského kontextu a vyzyvaji jeho prostiednictvim
k boji ¢i polozeni Zivota, ¢imZ zaroven posiluji svoje postaveni.

Zaprvé se jednd o odvolani se na zdroj moci, ktery je vii¢i autorovi diskurzu externi a je
prezentovan jako dobry ve své podstaté. Odvolani se na externi zdroj, ktery je v dané
spolecnosti piijimany jako nejvyssi moralni autorita, slouzi k legitimizaci a posvéceni
nasili. Podoba autority, na kterou se texty zanru ,,call to arms* odvolavaji, se postupné
proménovala — nejprve to byl Biih, poté lid, narod ¢i statni zfizeni a hodnoty, které
predstavuje.

Zadruhé je to odvolani se na historicky vyznam spole¢nosti, ve které je diskurz
situovan, a jeji historické povédomi. Napojeni na historii, narodni mytologii, kulturni
dédictvi, vyznamné postavy historie a diilezit¢ momenty z minulosti slouzi k lepSimu

objasnéni toho, co je po publiku vyzadovano.
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Ttetim rysem je konstrukce absolutné neptatelského druhého, ktery musi byt smazéan z
povrchu zemského. Konstrukce nepfitele stejné jako ostatni tii faktory reflektuje
aktualni spolecenské usporadani a jeho diskurz a vychazi ze specifickych podminek
dané spole¢nosti.

Poslednim je z&dost o sjednoceni za legitimnim externim zdrojem moci. Timto
sjednocujicim konstruktem, ktery spojuje ¢leny spolecnosti a legitimizujici zdroj moci,

muZze byt naboZenstvi, rasa, nacionalismus, politicka ¢i filozofickéa entita.

METODOLOGIE A OPERACIONALIZACE
Tato prace bude vyuzivat metodologii diskurzivni analyzy, kterd neni v kontextu tohoto

vyzkumu chapéna jako specifickd metoda, nybrz jako epistemologicky rdmec a
zastfeSujici metodologie, v jejimz ramci budou kombinovany rizné konkrétni metody.
Vychazi se z toho, ze v podstaté neexistuje zadna univerzalné pfijimana a pouzivana
diskurzivni analyza, ale pouze rizné konkrétni strategie a metody, jez poté jako celek
tvoti diskurzivni analyzu. Jazyk je chapan nikoliv jako nastroj, kterym by byla
popisovano realné fungovani svéta, ale jako prvek, jenz socidlné-politickou realitu
Vytvari.

Diskurzivni korpus budou tvofit projevy, rozhovory a tiskova prohlaseni prezidenta
Felipe Calderona, ktera jsou v prevazné vétsin¢ dostupna na oficialnich strankach
Calderénova prezidentstvi. Bude se jednat o materialy z obdobi prosinec 2006 az
listopad 2012. V seznamu literatury je Calderénovych vystupt uvedeno jen nékolik pro
ilustraci.

Konkrétni metodou, ktera bude vyuzita pro identifikaci klicovych témat v mexickém
diskurzu spadajicich do vyse rozebranych ¢ty zékladnich ryst textd zanru ,, call to
arms “, bude tematicka analyza. Tematické diskurzivni analyza je zalozena na
predpokladu, ze vyznamy jsou diskurzem piimo vytvareny, a ne pouze reflektovany.
Praktické provedeni této metody je zaloZeno na opakované Cetbé zkoumanych texti.
Prestoze existuje nékolik moznosti operacionalizace, pro tuto praci byla zvolena
operacionalizace zalozend na klicovych slovech. V diskurzu budou hledana slova ¢i
slovni spojeni, kterd svym vyznamem spadaji do Ctyt analyzovanych celkt/kategorii,
které odpovidaji obecnym rystim textli zanru ,, call to arms .

Ctyfmi analyzovanymi kategoriemi budou odvolani se na externi zdroj moci, odvolani

se na historii, konstrukce nepfitele (dichotomie my vs. oni) a zadost o jednotu.
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KRITIKA ZDROJU

Zakladnim teoretickym zdrojem pro tuto praci je text A call to arms at the end of
history: a discourse-historical analysis of George W. Bush's declaration of war on
terror, jenz analyzuje 120 textd z zanru ,, call to arms *“ z posledniho tisicileti, jejichz
ucelem je presvedcit posluchace, aby zabijeli ¢i umirali za n€koho jiného. Autofi tohoto
textu dochazi k zavéru, ze vSechny jimi zkoumané texty si jsou velice podobné. Jsou
téméf identické ve Ctyfech zakladnich rysech, jak bylo podrobné popsano v ¢asti
zabyvajici se teoretickym ukotvenim a metodologii. Dal§im specifickym znakem je, Ze
se objevuji v dobéch krize politické legitimity.

V teoretické kapitole zabyvajici se obecné diskurzem a dilezitosti textti zanru ,, call to
arms “ budou vyuzity zdroje Normana Fairclougha, ktery se zabyva diilezitosti diskurzu
a jeho specifi¢nosti v ndvaznosti na aktuélni spole¢enské usporadani.

K zasazeni tématu mexické valky proti drogam do historického kontextu poslouZzi
publikace Mekky podbrisek naveky: Dusledky asymetrie mezi Spojenymi staty a
Mexikem od Krystofa Kozaka, jez zkouma problematiku mexickych drogovych karteli
v kontextu vztahl se Spojenymi staty. Pro praci je téZ zasadni nastinéni politické situace
v Mexiku v souvislosti s volbami v roce 2006, ktera méla podle nékterych autorii na
dalsi kroky Calderéna piimy vliv.

Aktualni a zaroven kriticky pohled na problematiku drogové valky piinasi kniha E/
Narco: La Guerra Fallida od Rubéna Aguilara a Jorgeho Castafiedy, ktefi pisobili v
prezidentské administrativé Vicente Foxe (2000-2006). Tématu se vénuje t€Z nedavno
vydana kniha El narco en México: Historia e historias de una guerra od Ricarda
Ravela, jez ptedstavuje divody, které prezidenta Calderona vedly k vyhlaseni valky a
zabyva se celou situaci z odliSnych perspektiv, napt. drogovych kartelti, mexické
armady, ptedstavitel mexickych stata atd.

Diskurzem mexické prezidentské administrativy v prilbéhu drogové valky se zabyva
kniha La Farsa: Detras de la guerra contra el narco (El dedo en la llaga), jez se snazi
kriticky dekonstruovat triumfalisticky oficialni diskurz a porovnat ho s redlnou situaci v
Mexiku (moc jednotlivych kartell, Groven korupce a zasahovani kartelti do fungovani
statu atd.).

Z anglicky psané literatury k tématu stoji za pozornost kniha Drug War Mexico:
Neoliberalism and Violence in the New Narcoeconomy, jez tvrdi, ze vyhlaSeni valky
proti drogdm mélo za ucel podpofit nepopuldrni neoliberalni strategie, slabou

autoritativni mexickou vladu a nespravedlivy status quo.
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Pii vyzkumu tématu budou taktéz velmi pfinosné dvé zavérecné prace mexickych
studentli. Jedna z nich systematicky mapuje vyvoj prezidentského diskurzu od roku
1988 a zkouma, jakym zptsobem byl fenomém obchodu s drogami (narcotrafico) v
diskurzu prezentovan. Druhd prace se zabyva osmi Calderénovymi projevy a analyzuje
je z lingvistického hlediska pomoci statistickych metod. Zaroven se na Calderontiv

diskurz diva pomoci kritické diskurzivni analyzy od van Dijka.

OSNOVA
Uvod

Teoretické zakotveni a uvedeni do tématu
1. Vyznam diskurzu
2. Koncept ,,call to arms*
3. Drogové kartely a obchod s drogami v Mexiku

II. Mexicka drogova valka pohledem konceptu ,,call to arms*

1. Odvolani se na externi zdroj moci
2. Odvolani se na historii
3. Konstrukce nepftitele (dichotomie my vs. oni)
4. 7adost o jednotu

Zaver
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