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Abstract 
This thesis aims to analyse the use of stereotypes about the Latin-American minority in the rhetoric 

of presidential candidates, using the single case of the 2016 US Presidential Campaign. The primary 

focus is the binary relation Self-Other established by the candidates through the use of stereotypes 

about the minority group and themselves. The analysis is performed in a framework that combines 

representation theory, constructivism and post colonial theory. The speeches and debates of the 

candidates, which served as data, demonstrate that stereotypes are present and help represent the 

Latin-American group as a negative Other, a threat or victimized burden. At the same time, 

through the representation of this specific Other, the candidates are creating their Self political 

persona, which in this case is a hero who will protect the American society from the threat, or a hero 

who will rescue the poor from their own victimized situation. Both candidates show similarities in 

the use of generalized stereotypes to mention Latin-Americans or in the context in which they 

refer to them. While they differ in the way that they create the Other, their position to confront 

the problem yields a similar political persona, as both want to be rescuers. Trump portrays Latin-

Americans as a threat to security or as a poor victim, while Clinton also refers to the group as a 

victim, but also as an asset to economy. The intention of this thesis is to contribute to the field of 

stereotypes in political discourse in relation to the establishment of binary oppositions. 

Keywords: Stereotypes | Political Persona | Self-Other | US Presidential election | Latin-
America | binary oppositions 
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1.0 Introduction 

As human beings, we are accustomed to move on the plane of generality, to classify reality into 

general ideas as if we could make a scheme of everything that exists, while each person is unique, 

different and unrepeatable. Nonetheless, we tend to classify everything and everyone into general 

labels, allowing for stereotypes to arise. Because they do not reflect the real richness of each case, 

stereotypes generally distort reality. Social stereotypes can be linked to culture, to gender, to age 

or to professions; showing the preconceived ideas that a person has about the attitudes of another 

person or a group of people. As Riggins describes, stereotypes are among "the discursive strategies 

to ensure that differences between people are recognized" (Riggins, 1997). These differences, as 

Okolie states, are relational, which means that when we define the Other, for example using 

stereotypes, we are also defining our Self-identity (Okolie, 2003). 

The Latin-American community in the United States has been categorized by previous scholars as 

a minority group, portrayed according to general stereotypes which are embedded in public 

opinion (Méndez-Méndez & Alverio, 2002). Furthermore, if politicians have potential to shape 

public opinion, the use of stereotypes in their political discourse can influence public opinion as 

well (Van Dijk, 1997). In this thesis, our intention is to concentrate on the way in which stereotypes 

are integrated into the political rhetoric, with the particular focus on the binary relation of Other-

Self. In the field of political rhetoric, a case of rhetorically constructed stereotypes in politics, which 

we intend to provide, would widen the perspective about how politicians use stereotypes to refer 

to minorities and to construct their political persona. Furthermore, this study intends to avoid 

possible bias towards a specific candidate, increasing the possible generalization of the results 

obtained. 

Stereotypes of minorities have been considered by scholars throughout modern time. However, 

the studied fields have mostly been among social areas like news media, arts and education. While 

there are studies about minorities in politics, most of them focus on perception, representation, 

and electoral outcomes (Bird, et al., 2010; Jacobsmeier, 2014; Schmidt & Nosek, 2009). However 

relevant the scholarship within these fields may be for political science, there are areas and 

approaches that have not yet been granted proper attention. We consider relevant to study how 

stereotypes about minorities are integrated or incorporated by politicians in their speech, especially 

since through their discourses, they have the power to influence masses and create opinions, 

contributing to the reproduction of prejudices and with this, to the system of racism (Van Dijk, 

1997). In addition, the political discourse represents the social ideas and structures characteristic 
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of a given period in time, understanding how these structures function from an Other-Self 

perspective is relevant not only because of its influence in public opinion, but also because of the 

power relations they incorporate where it is the Self who speaks to or about the Other. 

Therefore, the general aim of this thesis is to add knowledge to the existing scholarship within the 

field of political rhetoric concerning stereotypes of minority groups. The use of created stereotypes 

about minorities, perhaps unintentional, increases social division in a vertical hierarchy scale where 

some groups are portrayed as "we", generally including positive features and other groups 

considered as "them", which usually are portrayed as "lacking" something (Riggins, 1997). 

Furthermore, the study is performed by focusing exclusively on the way politicians express 

themselves while portraying the Other during electoral campaigns and by doing so, construct their 

Self-identity.  

Three main theoretical assumptions frame our study. The first one is representation theory, 

secondly we look at the construction of ‘Otherness’ and finally, post colonial theory gives us the 

bases to understand the contrasting Self. Together, these theories give us a framework of 

understanding for the two main goals of this study: how the Other is represented through the use 

of stereotypes in campaigns and how the political candidates construct themselves through this 

representation. In our case, the analysis will concentrate on the 2016 US Presidential campaign 

between Hillary Clinton and Donald J. Trump, and the Latin American community as the 

represented minority group. The theory of representation from a constructivist perspective is 

necessary to be able to understand how Latin-Americans have been portrayed in the international 

community over the years. 

To answer how the Other is represented by stereotypes in political rhetoric and how politicians 

use this representation to construct their political persona, this study makes use of discourse 

analysis to extract the results from the gathered data. The latter includes the official speeches given 

during campaign in the country’s states with most Latin-American population, the presidential 

debates and the candidacy announcement speeches. These are all examined as a single case of the 

entire campaign through a qualitative method. It is important to point out that despite this being 

a single case, there are two candidates being analysed in parallel, which should not be confused 

with a comparison. This case has been selected due to the relevance of the United States as a 

political actor in the international arena, and the specific case of Latin-Americans as the biggest 

minority group in this country. The election took place on November 8th, 2016, but the campaign's 

length was nearly two years, where the candidates contested first at primary level with other 

candidates and later as presidential candidates. The main issues debated during the campaign 
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concerned foreign policy, economy, immigration and security. The campaign, which had vast 

coverage on media all over the world, was controversial due to both the Republican and 

Democratic candidates' opinions and actions.  

The study is structured in seven chapters. We first examine the existing relevant literature related 

to the field, which is connected to the stereotypes used in the representation of Latin-Americans 

and to the analysis of political rhetoric and minority groups. There is an absence of literature related 

to the use of stereotypes in connection to the binary oppositions created in the Other-Self relation 

during presidential campaigns. We continue, then, to the exploration of the main theoretical 

assumptions that frame our work, namely representation theory, construction of “Otherness” and 

post colonial theory, where we aim to define how to categorize the contrasting Self. The specific 

aim and research questions are then presented to proceed with the description of the method and 

the single case design. Chapter six is the core of our work where the analysis and main results are 

presented. Finally, the conclusions and main discussions leave an open door for future research.   
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2.0 Literature Review 

Through this thesis, it is our intention to analyse the presence of Otherness within the presidential 

campaign of the United States in 2016, with a special approach towards the use that has been made 

of Latin-American stereotypes. The electoral campaign and its result has given rise to a large 

number of controversies, as well as multiple interpretations about the result and unease about the 

actions of the new president regarding minorities, particularly Latin-Americans.  

This study looks closely at specific scholarship among the field of stereotypes about Latin-

Americans and the field of political and electoral rhetoric. The choice of these two lines of 

scholarship is based on the closeness to our question, but which have not yet been interconnected 

in the approach we intend. The literature analysed so far shows that there is a vast amount of 

studies related to stereotypes, specifically to the stereotype created about the Latin-American 

individual and group, but with a focus on media, literature or merely in a social context. It is our 

goal to demonstrate the importance of analysing the use of stereotypes in presidential elections 

given the scope and influence that the candidates have during such time at a national level, as well 

as in the international political arena. 

As this chapter indicates, there is extensive literature related to the study of electoral rhetoric in 

connection to minorities. However, much of this literature focuses on either the result obtained, 

the interpretation that the minority in question (in this case the Latin-American community) has 

had of the campaign as a whole or the minority's participation in the election. The scholarship that 

exists to date is mostly based on a bottom-up view, where minorities are analysed from the result 

obtained, either by their participation or representation. Furthermore, a branch of the scholarship 

concerning presidential campaigns has focused on the candidate as an individual or on his/her 

relation with the minority. This branch also focuses on how the minority group interprets the 

politicians' rhetoric. In some studies, for example, the analysis is done from a comparative point 

of view between two candidates and their different approaches, although, always studied from a 

confrontational viewpoint and not the campaign as a whole.  

2.1 Stereotypes about Latin-Americans 

The previous literature related to our topic, demonstrates a thorough examination of the Latin-

American stereotype in several areas. In this work, we have focused on the most representative 

for our study: how Latin-Americans have been represented and portrayed in news media, how 
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Latin-Americans have been described in textbooks used in schools and the Latin-American 

stereotype repeated in films. These lines of study were considered because they help to construct 

and spread negative images. Stereotypes are present in all of them and are a tool for influencing 

public opinion. Politicians are also a fundamental force for shaping public opinion, due mainly to 

the coverage of political debates and to the diffusion of their programs and ideas (Van Dijk, 1997).  

Most of the studies among news media are quantitative reviews of the frequency, number, and 

duration of Latin-American-related stories presented in major US media over several years to 

evaluate variations in results. Specifically, the literature aims to find if patterns of Latin-American 

representation had changed over time. News media as well as political discourse, shapes public 

opinion (Menéndez, 2014); it is based on this premise that we consider the line of scholarship 

interested in the Latin-American stereotypes repeated in news media is of the utmost importance. 

Through the analysis of news published in different media, various scholars show that the coverage 

related to Latin-Americans emphasize primarily the negative stereotypes. Considerable analyses of 

news showed that Latin-Americans are depicted negatively, as a "dysfunctional underclass", 

"security threat" as well as "lazy, problematic, and a burden on mainstream White society" 

(Chuang, 2014; Méndez-Méndez & Alverio, 2002). 

Additionally, there is a branch of scholarship interested in analysing the stereotypes of Latin 

America repeated in history textbooks of US schools. Within this line, most studies were both 

quantitative and content analytical; examining the frequency of words, images and photographs in 

which minority groups were mentioned or featured. The relevance of this scholarship is based on 

the impact that textbooks have upon the newer generations and therefore predetermine the actions 

and opinions of future voters and policy-makers. Textbooks also relate to history, the real past, 

not only fantasy as seen in popular media or films, they are a main source of knowledge. 

Furthermore, the image of the Latin-American individual and Latin-America as a continent, have 

an impact on the Latin-American community living in the United States that also uses these books, 

with great influence on their self-image. The main discoveries of this line of studies were that 

textbooks build up negative stereotypes of Latin-Americans as "lazy, passive, irresponsible, as well 

as lustful, animalistic and violent" (Cruz, 1994; Greenfield & Cortes, 1991; Salvucci, 1991).  

The presence of stereotypes in films has also been of relevance within the scholarship, but also 

among media and public opinion sites. Berg creates the term “Latinism” as a clear reference to the 

Orientalism (Said, 1978) created by Said. In his book, Berg studies the repeated stereotypes 

portrayed in Hollywood films in relation to Latin-Americans where the most demeaning roles 

including the 'bandido', the buffoon, the female clown, the Latin lover, among others have been 
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repeated in US cinema for the last century (Berg, 2002). He does so through a critical analysis of 

films and the cinematographic industry with a deep conceptualization of stereotyping. Related 

works show that Latin-American actors and actresses usually represent minor roles that include 

poverty, housekeeping, drug dealers, uneducated youth grouped in gangs and sexualized females 

(Williams, 2002). Scholars identify a “homogeneity” factor, where Latin-Americans are represented 

as a homogeneous group that share the same features related to social class. Most of the studies 

were performed through longitudinal, qualitative, content analysis of publications in different areas 

of the Latin-American social world (Menéndez, 2014; Garcia, 2008). As Menéndez describes, mass 

media including television and cinema contribute a great deal to creating and reproducing negative 

images of the Latin-American individual and the Latin-American community (Menéndez, 2014). 

In addition to the literature that refers to the Latin-American stereotype present in the media, 

another line of scholarship contemplated here because of the great relationship it maintains with 

racial stereotyping, is that of immigration and how it is represented in politics. The United States 

has been receiving large numbers of immigrants from Latin-American countries for decades; 

because of this influx of people, the reactions of "white Americans" often include fear and 

insecurity (Abrajano & Hajnal, 2015). As Abrajano and Hajnal mention in their study of the 

relation between immigration and racism in American politics, this fear is promoted by the 

"immigrant threat narrative", which refers to the constant repetition of negative terms that refer 

to the cultural, social and fiscal consequences of immigration (2015, p. 31-35).  

On the other hand, these authors argue that although the immigrant and Latin-American categories 

should not be interchangeable, the great majority of white Americans think they are. The term 

"illegal" makes immigration a threat that includes the economic wastage of the country as well as 

the saturation of services (Abrajano & Hajnal, 2015). Through the analysis of numerous surveys 

and data from different areas, these authors investigate whether the changes provoked by the 

massive immigration, especially from Latin-American countries, have influenced American 

politics. Although this particular study has major implications due to its conclusions, their view 

remains in the bottom-up perspective; where the immigration/American politics relationship is 

studied from the results that the immigration issue has in the voters’ partisan ideas. They argue 

that partisan ideas are not fixed and that large concentration of white Americans tend to support 

the Republican Party and minorities often support the Democratic Party.  

It is however, our intention to understand how the candidates view the Latin-American 

individual/group and in which context they refer to them while identifying the political persona 

that is being created in the process of reference towards the “Other”. As we have seen, the image 
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of Latin-Americans, present in all these different areas, repeats the same pattern where Latin-

Americans are portrayed as a negative subject, always related to crime, laziness, illegal immigration, 

or poverty. These lines of study help us understand that there is a solid background where a defined 

image of the Latin group is repeated, helping to form prejudices that reach public opinion. If 

politicians also influence the public opinion when they speak, what do they say about Latin-

Americans and in what context do they express themselves about this minority?  

2.2 About political rhetoric, politicians and identity 

The second line of relevant scholarship for this study pertains to the analyses of the way politicians 

speak and act, particularly their rhetoric during elections. Furthermore, there are two narrow areas 

within this scholarship that have significance for the purpose of our study. Namely, the study of 

political rhetoric in relation to minorities and the study of the connection between the politicians 

and self-identity. The choice of this line of scholarship is based on the closeness to our chosen 

question for study, but which does not yet cover the specific area we seek to answer in regard to 

the use of stereotypes within political rhetoric which shape representation of both the minority 

and the politician him/herself.  

We identified different studies on the way politicians speak strategically about themselves and 

create a Self-identity. In this case, the studies mainly concerned one political figure or candidate 

and the rhetorical tactics they utilise to persuade. For instance, frameworks of discursive 

psychology are employed to examine how rhetoric is used by Pauline Hanson's speech in the 

Australian parliament. The argument made by Rapley (1998) is that Hanson deliberately constructs 

her personal identity, by exemplifying herself as an 'ordinary Australian' in order to manufacture 

her entitlement to speak on behalf of Australians as a whole (Rapley, 1998). On the other hand, 

there are studies that accentuate the value of political identity in campaign. This is the case in the 

study about the Republican candidate John McCain’s rhetoric during the 2008 US presidential 

election, where the author explains how the voters’ judgement can be positively influenced through 

their perceptions of the candidate's identity (Parry-Giles & Steudeman, 2017). In this case, the 

method used by the authors is a case study of content analysis of four of the speeches by candidate 

McCain during the period of campaign. Despite the contrasting viewpoints, the notions in both 

studies pinpoint the significance of rhetoric as a tool for shifting public opinion about the politician 

in question and how they define themselves. 
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Scholarship in the field has been observed to concentrate more specifically in the relation between 

rhetoric and minorities. Among the studies relevant for this thesis, some literature stands out due 

to its particular emphasis on Latin-America. Although, in contrast with the studies mentioned 

above, the style here is rather focused on two candidates analysed as opposing actors and their 

approaches towards attracting Latin-American voters through their rhetoric (del Valle & Portilla 

Enriquez, 2010). To some extent, the literature also examines the discourse of race and minorities, 

although it does so in relation to the politician’s ethnic background or the citizens’ perception of 

the latter (Schmidt & Nosek, 2009). Even though there are several articles and books that 

concentrate on the analysis of culture and race in connection to electoral campaigns, they do so 

from a bottom-up perspective. Essentially, they examine how voters’ perception of a candidate is 

affected based on the race and cultural background of the candidate (Jacobsmeier, 2014); or they 

study minorities’ representation in politics and their perception as voters, as well as their voting 

patterns (Bird et al., 2010).  

Finally, this scholarship also refers to the discourse of “the Other” and the rhetoric of exclusion 

that is used in politics. However, the studies focus on the rhetoric of politicians in parliament 

(Riggins, 1997) rather than in electoral campaigns, which is when they have more exposure to the 

public eye and can create a stronger impact on public opinion, especially in countries with large 

international power, such as United States, which is the selected case for this study. 

2.3 What is missing?  

We can conclude that politicians’ rhetoric in presidential elections has been studied from diverse 

perspectives. Minorities and their relation to outcomes have also been researched, and stereotypes 

have been studied as well in a social context. However, we have identified a clear absence of studies 

concerning how politicians use stereotypes of minorities in their campaigns’ rhetoric and how such 

use contributes to the Other-Self binary relation.  

Our analysis aims to open the way for a new approach, the study of an electoral campaign as a 

whole, taking the speeches and debates of the two presidential candidates. By analysing the use of 

stereotypes in their campaign, and to what extent these are a tool for the candidate to construct 

their Self-identity, this perspective intends to develop the theory related to the use of stereotypes 

in political rhetoric, while avoiding the possible intentional diversion towards a particular 

candidate. As we showed in section 2.1, most of the existing stereotypes about Latin-Americans 

are negative and prejudicial generalizations rooted in several social areas. In the broader scope, the 
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purpose of this study is to reflect on the importance of how politicians, regardless of ideology, 

express themselves and how this can affect public opinion about specific minority groups in the 

international community.  
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3.0 Theoretical Framework 

As seen in the previous chapter, many of the influencing actors of society with power to build 

public opinion have delineated a biased image of Latin-Americans. These stereotypes, which 

spread through media, literature and cinematographic works, have contributed to the generalized 

representation of a whole continent that is inaccurate or partial. The lack of previous studies that 

connect the presence of stereotypes within political rhetoric with an understanding of how these 

are used as a tool to create “Other-Self” relations leads to several theoretical implications. First, to 

distinguish stereotypes at a political level, it is necessary to identify the relevance of stereotypes 

through the use of representation theory. With its application as a complementary framework for 

our study, the question of what stereotypes have been repeated and deeply rooted in society will 

give us a concrete image of the stereotyped Latin-American. Secondly, applying social 

constructivism and its perspective towards the creation of "Otherness" to determine which 

features are attributed to Others as a group. Our goal is to apply the aforementioned theories in 

our analytical chapter, with the intention of contributing relevant knowledge that, in turn, could 

lead to their development.  

The ontological premise (what does exist and what knowledge can be acquired) proposed by 

constructivism (Baylis et al., 2011), gives us the theoretical foundation to understand how the 

representation of Latin-Americans are a socially constructed image created from repeated negative 

stereotypes. Having understood the representation of Latin-Americans as ‘the Other’, the next 

step is to determine ‘the Self’ of each candidate as a political persona with assumptions from post 

colonial theory and a particular view to the features of "whiteness". 

3.1 Representation of Latin-Americans 

The theory of representation focuses on the use of language, signs and images as a way of 

transmitting meaning. From a constructivist perspective, representation theory is used here as an 

approach that recognizes the social character of language. The meaning of things or ideas, is built 

through systems of representations, symbols and concepts (Hall, 2000). Two renown authors, 

Saussure, who is considered a structuralist because of his great interest in the structural component, 

norms and order of language; and Foucault are important scholars in this area. While the work of 

Saussure was a starting point in the studies of language as means of representation, it was Foucault 

who included a new dimension to language, introducing it into a broader framework where power 

and knowledge are combined within what he labels “discourse” (Radford & Radford, 2005). This 
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discourse includes the production of knowledge. The ideas rooted in it are the ones that confer 

sense upon language and upon the meaning that is being given (Radford & Radford, 2005, Hall, 

2000). As Hall conveys, for Foucault, the concern is with "the knowledge provided by the human 

and social sciences, which organizes conduct, understanding, practice and belief, the regulation of 

bodies as well as whole populations" (Hall, 2000, p. 51). If we agree with Foucault that language 

has a broader meaning than purely structural, that it includes a set of ideas constructed within a 

given discourse and that in turn, these are part of a relation of power and knowledge, then we 

understand the importance and implications of studying rhetoric referring to minorities and their 

representation.  

As a result, of our main objectives is to determine how stereotypes are present within political 

rhetoric and through the application of representation theory we can establish the ramifications 

that this theory offers concerning with the use and creation of stereotypes. Representation, can be 

defined as: “the process by which members of a culture use language to produce meaning”. 

Representation theory then, connects meaning and language to culture (Hall, 2000). The most 

important premise we can extract from this definition is that meanings can change; they are a part 

of a process. In different times and different cultures, the representation of an idea, a group or a 

person, will have different meanings and repercussions. 

Stuart Hall poses the term “the spectacle of the Other” in an attempt to understand the fascination 

that creates the representation of the Other as something different, with the recurrent use of 

stereotypes and as he calls it, stereotyping as a signifying practice. Stereotyping has significance in 

the representation of difference. The use of stereotypes is reductionist and fixative, i.e. they select 

simplified features of the Other and exaggerate them in a fixed and generalized way (Hall, 2000, 

pp. 257-8). In the words of Foucault and several other scholars, stereotyping is a game of 

‘power/knowledge’, where people are classified and constructed as the Other (Hall, 2000, p. 259; 

Augoustinos & Walker, 1998).  

In his book, Hall (2000) uses a diverse amount of visual information to determine the 

representation of group through stereotypes. The power of media, especially of films and 

advertisements that can be reached by millions of people, is rooted in its possibility of giving 

images to symbols. In the analysis of filmography, several authors agree on the repetition of a 

negative pattern associated with the role played by Latin-Americans (Berg, 2002; Rodriguez, 1997). 

Whereas association can be made through images in films and media, it can take place in the use 

of language and rhetoric. Words, written or spoken, have equal influence in the creation and 

embedding of meaning as images do. Although cinematography is fiction, the same negative 
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pattern is found in the news and facts related to the Latin-American group, influencing public 

opinion of reality in written form (Hall, 2000; Van Dijk, 1997). 

The repeated negative representation of Latin-Americans in other fields of study is one of the main 

arguments for the analysis of this study. This theory serves as means to identify how stereotypes 

are used in political rhetoric by identifying key concepts related to Latin-Americans and the context 

in which they are used in the specifically chosen campaign speeches. 

3.2 Construction of ‘Otherness’  

This thesis holds its foundation within social constructivism, which is a theory of knowledge in 

social science that assumes reality is socially constructed. Actors, as well as their identities and 

interests, have a socially constructed nature. They are created by their cultural environment and 

not pre-existent outside of society. Elements such as social rules and knowledge in the form of 

symbols, concepts and categories, shape and build how individuals interpret and construct their 

surrounding world. For a constructivist, reality is produced consequently with history and through 

social facts. The latter refer to socially agreed-upon aspects of human consensus. A social fact is 

only existent as long as society agrees upon it, for example race, money and human rights are ideas 

that have acquired meaning through the collective acceptance of humanity (Baylis et al., 2011). 

Constructivism engages in the awareness that difference of beliefs and practices will lead to 

different socially constructed worlds. As Wendt argues, different cultures are based on different 

types of roles in terms of which actors represent ‘Self’ and which represent ‘Other’ (Wendt, 1992). 

In other words, the world is characterized by cultural divergence among actors. These actors give 

meaning to their objects and practices in different ways and in accordance to their culture. Thus, 

creating a contesting environment concerning who has the ability to define collective standards 

(Baylis, et al., 2011, p. 157). In such an atmosphere, it is relevant to study how powerful 

international actors, such as the American politicians, can define a minority group as the Other 

solely through their speech. 

The concept of the Other, as defined by Riggins, refers to “all people the Self perceives as mildly 

or radically different” (1997). Although, the ideas of ‘Self’ and ‘Other’ can be used broadly, they 

are most commonly encompassed within other discourses in a collective form, i.e. ‘we’ and ‘they’. 

In the field of sociology, scholars speak of social identities, rather than individual ones. These 

identities reflect how categories are internally established by individuals and groups. Characteristics 

of culture, ethnicity, class, gender, etc., help shape our notions of who we think we are, how we 
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want to be perceived and the groups where we feel belonging to. Therefore, whenever individuals 

develop a self-identity, they are both accepting and declining characteristics, and consequently 

establishing a plane of similarity (what they are) and of difference (what they are not). In this way, 

the binary relation ‘Self-Other’ is always existent in a plane that is contrasting but also co-

dependent (Riggins, 1997, pp. 3-4).  

Additionally, the power struggle for defining social standards is implied in the creation of identity. 

As explained by Andrew Okolie, identities are relational and groups and individuals tend to define 

themselves in relation to others. He argues that without the “other”, self-identity is nearly irrelevant 

and thus, when a group or an individual defines the other, it also defines itself (Okolie, 2003, p. 2). 

In this way, our identity as humans is not an independent creation, but the result of the relation 

between what we are and what we are not. Therefore, when the Other is created, the Self is 

determined, and vice versa; giving the ‘determiner’ power to construct social structures and 

standards.  

What is included in the construction of Otherness? According to Derrida (1972), there is power 

contrast in the opposition of binary relations. Therefore, the ‘Self-Other’ construction can be 

called many different names; we-them, black-white, rich-poor, male-female, citizen-immigrant, 

civilized-brute, colonizer-colonized, developed-underdeveloped, etc. (Derrida, 1972). When 

establishing these dualistic relations, a categorization is created and with it, boundaries. As 

explained by Hall (2000), these “boundaries keep the categories ‘pure’, giving cultures their unique 

meaning and identity” (Hall, 2000). To some extent, marking difference through boundaries 

generates power stigmas that repel anything considered impure or abnormal (Babcock, 1978, p. 

32). Essentially, categorization contributes to always associating the Other with homogeneity; “the 

stranger” in singular form (Simmel, 1971).  

Todorov (1982) identifies the relationship between Self-Other in the length of value judgments, the 

Other is commonly good-bad, inferior-superior in relation to the Self; social distance, the Self always 

distance themselves from the Other; knowledge, how much the Self knows about the Other 

(Todorov, 1982, p. 185). As explained by Van Dijk, these characteristics to create Otherness 

through rhetoric can be found in diverse forms of discourse strategies. For instance, the use of 

stereotypes to define the characteristics and typical actions of minorities, the reference to norms 

or values (value judgments about what is correct or not), the reference to personal anecdotes in 

relation to the Other, arguments made about the knowledge that the Self has (believes to have) 

about the Other, the choice of specific words for the description of the events and actions 

performed by the Other, and the use of rhetorical figures to persuade (Van Dijk, 1997, p. 42). 
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On the other hand, these discursive strategies to create the Other also define the Self in more 

subtle ways. The Self will be represented in the rhetoric through the use of references to their own 

personal good qualities, such as tolerance, equality, hospitality, fairness, etc. Self-victimization can 

be present when necessary, for instance when controversial decisions need to be made and fingers 

pointed, politicians tend to blame outsiders or even the Other for their own decisions (Van Dijk, 

1997, pp. 36-49). This adds to the tools mentioned previously, where binary elements as we-them, 

black-white, rich-poor, male-female, citizen-immigrant, civilized-brute, etc., together with the use 

of value judgements and social distance to determine the Other, simultaneously determine the 

opposing Self. 

3.3 Post colonial us and them 
One of the first authors to mention the concept of the construction of the Other was Frantz 

Fanon, a renowned author within post colonial theory. For Fanon, the other is different, the other 

does not know, the other does not speak, the other is not me (Fanon, 1963). 

Why is it important to understand the relation Self-Other from a post colonial point of view? 

Because this theory has mainly focused on the understanding of the binary oppositions present in 

the Self-Other relation and how it was used to create the power structures that existed during the 

period of colonization, which is the basis of the contemporary global order including the ideas in 

which global politics is built (Al-Saidi, 2014). Although post colonial theory recognizes that 

important changes have been achieved since the end of colonization, many authors attempt to 

reveal the functioning of those relations while determining whether such structures of power are 

still present today (McLeod, 2010, p. 39). Post colonial studies employ the analysis of the elements 

found in the Self-Other relations. For example, Said in his work Orientalism (Said, 1978) describes 

the presence of binary relations that, combined with the knowledge that the Self recognizes to 

have about the Other and the social distance that the Self establishes between itself and the Other, 

permitted the West to create a specific idea about the Orient during colonization, creating the Self-

image of the West (McLeod, 2010). It is relevant to understand that, in the Other-Self relationship, 

it is the Self who speaks about or to the Other. Post colonial theory instead focuses on a them that 

talks to an us; a bottom-up perspective. It has also focused on the literature of the colonial period, 

and how the discourse of race was given meaning through words. One particular poem: The White 

Man’s Burden by Rudyard Kipling written in 1899, was given special attention due to its implicit 

recognition of whiteness’s supremacy, the need to help the underdeveloped savages from the 
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colonies and because it was considered the main premise of colonial expansion where superiority 

of the white race was taken as the norm (Murphy, 2010).  

An important notion for the development of this thesis is the conception of whiteness as such. 

Richard Dyer focuses on the whiteness of the racial discourses present at the time of colonisation. 

Dyer revises the lack of studies concerning the imagery of white people in contrast with the vast 

amount of studies concerning the racial Other at his time. His work White (1997) aims to fulfil the 

lack of literature concerning how the whites see themselves. The relevance of his work lies in the 

conviction that “race” is always applied to the Other, that is, race is never white, white is just 

human. To Dyer, there is nothing more powerful than being "just human". As long as there is 

nothing racial with being white, whiteness will be the norm. Whites are people, the rest are not. 

Whiteness is invisible as it is powerful. He also encounters the idea of ‘enterprise’ as a characteristic 

of the being white, which is brought up by other authors. The term is associated with the will and 

ambition of spirit in the nature of white men, who have methodological control of the Self as well 

as control of Others; it is also associated with its effects, which are related to business, wealth 

creation, organisation of labour, discovery, among others. So, whiteness is associated with the 

assumption of having innate power to lead and control development, of themselves and the 

Others. Such ability provokes an instinctual duty in the white race to guide others towards 

progress. Dyer explains that enterprise and the way for whites to put their ‘leadership skills’ to use 

was carried out through imperialism. In this way, whites took control of the labour of the Other 

(lesser) races to bring about their development, while also ensuring the whites’ economic growth 

and control over the world (Dyer, 1997, pp. 1-40).  

These theoretical assumptions are relevant in our study since they propose important "invisible" 

characteristics which can be attributed to the Self. The Self is then, the one who speaks, the one 

who knows, the norm, the Self is superior, the Self can, the Self helps, the Self protects, the Self is real. 

We can find these characteristics rhetorically by the use of positive Self-representation and Self-

glorification, negative Other-representation and sympathy towards the Other (Van Dijk, 1997). 

The Other and the Self are perpetually associated and determining one, involves determining the 

other. When notions of inferiority and superiority are embedded in this binary relation, it becomes 

pertinent to understand how a superior Self creates an inferior Other in social contexts. More 

narrowly, understanding how political leaders establish their Self-identity, their political persona in 

their rhetoric, can be beneficial for grasping who it is that they create as their dual Other and how 

the Other is affected by this. Having understood how Otherness is created in relation to the Self, 

the purpose of this thesis is to analyse the presence of binary relations, value judgements and the 
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discourse strategies used to relate to the Latin-American individual/group as the Other in the 

rhetoric of presidential campaigns. As a second step, the analysis seeks to evaluate how the political 

candidates construct themselves through the representation of the Other, that is, who is the 

contrasting Self.  

We aim to show how stereotypes can be used to create an "Other", a group that is different from 

the Self, its binary opposition. If the Other is exotic, then the Self is normal, if the Other is a brute, 

then the Self is civilized. If the Other is non-white then the Self is white. In our case, both 

candidates belong to the American upper class, considered elite and white. Our analysis aims to 

provide information about the invisible Self behind the Other. 

3.4 Conceptualization  

For a better development of our theoretical framework, it is necessary to conceptualize important 

definitions used in this study that are essential for a good management of the analysis as a whole, 

as well as the results obtained. These concepts include the definition of stereotypes, the stereotyped 

Latin American individual and the definition of political persona. 

Stereotypes 

As defined by Hamilton and Sherman (1994), stereotypes are abstract knowledge structures which 

link a social group to a set of features or behavioural characteristics. Stereotypes become 

presumptions that influence the mental processing of information about an entire group or about 

particular members of such group, encouraging a predetermined and generalized judgment about 

the aforementioned (Hamilton & Sherman, 1994). A stereotype can thus be seen as a simplified 

mental image which serves as a stencil for the brain to construe the outside world.  

Stereotyped Latin-Americans 

As described in countless scholarship in the field of stereotypes about Latin-Americans, the 

common words used to depict a Latin-American individual are: bandit, prostitute, sensual exoticism, 

female clown, male buffoon, Latin lover, dark lady, drug dealer, illegal immigrant, threat, criminal, rapist, violent, 

lazy, passive, irresponsible, conflictive, terrorist, and corrupt. As a homogeneous group, the Latin-American 

community is conceived as living in rural society, dependent on religion, living in the past, with a marked 

antisocial behaviour, recognized as illegal immigrants that creates conflicts, belonging to the lower class, not strongly 

inclined to work (Cruz, 1994; Chuang, 2014; Berg, 2002; Menéndez, 2014; Méndez-Méndez & 

Alverio, 2002; Garcia, 2008; Greenfield & Cortes, 1991). 
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Political persona 

Within the social studies of the concept as such, persona, is a “negotiated construction of the 

individual in their interactions with the collective” and this persona is impregnated with politics at 

its core. A politician arranges different identities depending on the scenario where he or she is 

communicating (Marshall & Henderson, 2016). These scenarios vary from interviews, rally 

speeches, debates, social media, etc. The public identity of the politician, their political persona, is 

therefore separate from their private individual self, and becomes a construction of what they want 

to be perceived as. 

3.5 Application of Theory  

In this study, social constructivism and representation theory are the basis for analysing how 

stereotypes are used in the rhetoric of the 2016 US presidential candidates. The conceptualization 

section above includes some of the most common stereotypes identified by other scholars in other 

fields of representation. These stereotypes and their close synonyms and antonyms will serve as 

tools for qualitatively analysing the candidates’ official speeches during the campaign. Moreover, 

by using post colonial theory through an analysis of what the candidates say about Latin-Americans 

and themselves, we explore how the presence of ‘Otherness’ contributes to the creation of the Self 

political persona.  

 Table 1: Analytical Framework 

 Stereotypes of Latin-Americans in 2016 US Presidential campaign 

 Other Self 

Personal 

qualities  

What stereotypes are made about the 

Latin-American individual/group in 

the candidates' rhetoric? 

How does the candidate speak of 

themselves in relation to the Latin-

American individual/group? 

Actions What stereotypical actions of the 

Latin-American individual/group are 

highlighted in the candidates' 

rhetoric? 

What binary relations and value 

judgements can be identified in the 

candidates’ speech when they talk about 

their policy proposals in relation to the 

Latin-American individual/group? 
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4.0 Aim of this study and precise questions 

This thesis is a two-step work, where the first step is to determine the presence of social stereotypes 

in the political discourse of two presidential candidates. The second step is to ascertain how 

stereotyping is aligned with the process of creation of the Other, through the search for binary 

elements, value judgments and representations. Through this, the analysis tries to define how by 

creating the Other, the 'Self' political persona is also constructed as a contrasting identity. 

To achieve our objective, the questions that frame our analysis are:  

1.0 How are stereotypes about the Latin-American individual/group used in the rhetoric of the 

2016 US presidential candidates to create the Other?  

2.0 How do the candidates construct a Self political persona in relation to this Other? Who is the 

contrasting Self? 

18 
 



Andrea Sosa Melendez - Victoria Marquisio Carbajal IPPE Bachelor’s Thesis 
   
 

5.0 Method: In-depth qualitative analysis of a single case 

To fully answer the specific questions of this thesis, the analysis must thoroughly and in-detail 

examine the speeches of both presidential candidates. Therefore, a single case study is carried out 

through the collection of empirical data. The data is limited to certain official speeches and the 

debates of the two candidates during the 2016 US presidential campaign. These are qualitatively 

analysed through discourse analysis with the help of the analytical tools mentioned in the 

theoretical framework. Qualitative studies are debated against quantitative studies. The advantages 

of qualitative studies include the dynamics and flexibility with which the study can be developed 

from its inception and the possibility of including the author's curiosity in the process (Corbin & 

Strauss, 2008, p. 13). After the analysis, conclusions are drawn based on personal judgments in 

relation to the analytical framework.   

This chapter begins by explaining the case selected and the reasons behind this selection, to later 

proceed to a discussion about the chosen material for the analysis, as well as the process for 

carrying out the analysis. Our work is basically a deductive one, where we start from the previously 

mentioned theory in relation to stereotypes and the creation of the Self based on the Other. We 

intend to use the theories previously mentioned as guide through the observation, analysis and 

interpretation of the selected material. On the other hand, our purpose to study these issues 

together and in a single case, is to humbly contribute with knowledge that can develop both 

theories from a new point of view. 

5.1 Single case study  

The choice of a single case provides a rather detailed view of the way politicians use their rhetoric 

during electoral periods. Choosing a different method, for instance a comparative study, could be 

interesting, but would involve a contrasting evaluation of the candidates and perhaps yield biased 

results in connection to their ideological perspectives. That is also not the gap we seek to fill. 

Additionally, single case studies are known for their possibility to analyse information in very 

thorough manners and not broadly, which is one of the few criticisms to this method. 

Furthermore, single case studies allow a deeper understanding of an event or case, with the 

advantage of obtaining information from different sources, thus developing a detailed analysis that 

can be used in other cases with similar characteristics (Creswell, 2007, p. 78). As an additional 

advantage to the possibility of studying an event in depth, the single case brings an element of 
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curiosity, breaking the conventional images of the social and political world, providing a critical 

contemplation. This process is called "Casing" by Ragin (Ragin, 1992, p. 218). 

On the other hand, the challenges faced in a single study correspond to the external validation of 

the obtained results. The generalization of the results is usually debated due to the limits of this 

type of study, which include the assumption that the cases studied are autonomous instances of 

an event, i.e. unrelated to other events; the dependence on previously established theories; and the 

possibility of bias in the selection of information, which only confirms the initial hypothesis 

(Vennesson, 2008, pp. 236-7). Regardless of these disadvantages, we consider the case of the US 

presidential campaign an event of vast scope, which can easily be generalized and replicated in 

other studies, due to the country’s influence and power in politics. 

The design and methodology for the analysis are based on the need to intently study the 2016 US 

presidential campaign, which has brought controversy worldwide. There have already been many 

analyses performed about this particular campaign, the candidates and the result obtained. Our 

interest is on a new approach concerning campaigns and representation. 

5.2 2016 US Presidential Campaign 

As we have mentioned before, the United States plays a fundamental role in international politics. 

The 2016 presidential campaign has been broadcasted and followed by mass media from all over 

the world. Because of this coverage, we consider this event propitious to analyse the behaviour of 

presidential candidates and their allusions to minorities. Despite focusing on the two presidential 

candidates, our study is a single case, given that we do not intend to give a comparison of the 

rhetoric used by each candidate, rather a global perspective on how stereotypes are used in electoral 

campaigns, with the consequent representation of the Other and the creation of the Self.  

Our particular case includes several actors, on the one hand, the candidate Donald Trump, 

currently president of the United States, his opponent in the campaign and former Secretary of 

State, Hillary Clinton and the Latin-Americans as a minority group, to which the aforementioned 

candidates have referred with occasional controversy (BBC, 2017; Abernathy, 2017, p. 338). As we 

detail in the data selection section, the bias element is intentionally avoided by studying both 

candidates as a single element, eluding to highlight results or ideological sides of either actor. 

This alternative, particularly the representation that is made of minority groups as is the case of 

Latin-Americans in the United States, is based fundamentally on the immediate results of the 2016 
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election. Among the controversial reference during the campaign, the now elected-president, 

Donald Trump, discussed the creation of a wall at the border between the United States and 

Mexico in order to avoid criminals from entering the country (Trump, June 16, 2015). The idea of 

building new walls in a world that has tried to destroy them for more than thirty years, reminds us 

of the power that politicians have in terms of building or destroying public opinion and the 

influence they have to determine who belongs to their society i.e. who is the Other. On the other 

hand, controversy also originated when opposing candidate, Hillary Clinton’s campaign blog 

personally compared her with a Latin-American “abuela” (grandmother) with a list of stereotypical 

characteristics (Luisi, 2015), thus drawing assumptions about the Other. Although our work is not 

oriented to events after the election, the candidates present their ideas in campaign, thus creating 

an image of themselves and the society they want to represent. This is why this analysis may, in 

our opinion, provide a different approach to those made so far about the election. 

5.3 Campaign speeches 
During the electoral campaign, candidates make multiple statements, debates, presentations and 

interviews. All these events generate a mass of documents. It would be impossible to analyse all 

the documents available due to matters of time and budget. To delimitate the data, we focus on 

the Latin-American group itself and therefore, on the candidates’ speeches that took place in the 

states with the largest Latin-American population. We argue that the states with the largest Latin-

American population are the precise scenario for candidates to make their statements about this 

group, both by attracting voters and by answering to their opponents about proposed policies.  

To avoid falling into bias, we also include the first speech made by each candidate, where they 

announce their candidacy, and the presidential debates, due to the amount of media coverage and 

their relevance to potentially influence public opinion. The total amount of analysed speeches is 

ten of each candidate, their candidacy announcement speeches and the three presidential debates. 

The transcripts of these speeches will be compiled from the University of California website where 

the official speeches of the campaign are transcribed. The veracity of the institution makes the data 

trustworthy. 

5.4 Behind words and meanings 

The speeches of the two candidates will be analysed qualitatively with the help of discourse analysis 

to explore the stereotypical meanings of ideas and behaviour of the candidates. First, identifying 

how stereotypes for representing Latin-Americans are used in the rhetoric of presidential 

21 
 



Andrea Sosa Melendez - Victoria Marquisio Carbajal IPPE Bachelor’s Thesis 
   
 
candidates. Secondly, by evaluating the candidates’ rhetoric about Latin-Americans in contrast with 

binary relations of Otherness, the study seeks to understand how the candidates create a Self-

identity in contrast to the Other. 

Discourse analysis is generated through collection of data by breaking down documents, reports, 

as well as written and oral material. Within political science, discourse analysis commonly focuses 

on discourse in political forums, for example debates, speeches and hearings. An advantage of this 

method is that the data collected would otherwise be nearly impossible to gather through personal 

contact, such as interviews. Furthermore, discourse analysis is fairly time- and cost-efficient and 

can be more subjective when the purpose is to pinpoint what actors are thinking (Halperin & 

Heath, 2012, pp. 177-8). Discourse analysis centres on ideas and categories reproduced in a specific 

period of time. It not only analyses the textual meaning of written or spoken words, but it goes as 

deep as to understand the meanings that these words produce or reproduce when analysing text 

in its broader context. Among other characteristics, this type of analysis is considered 

constructivist, as it assumes that people act based on their values, beliefs and ideologies, which are 

socially and discursively constructed (Halperin & Heath, 2012, pp. 309-11).  

The analysis chapter is achieved by disassembling the text of the speeches into particular words 

and expressions about Latin-American stereotypes defined in our conceptualization section. At 

the same time, we seek to find binary relations, value judgements and discourse strategies 

mentioned in the theoretical chapter, which define the relation Self-Other. This, to understand the 

meanings behind the words and the broader context in which they are placed, based on discourse 

analysis and with the help of representation, the construction of Otherness and post colonial 

theory as theoretical tools. In this way, the first step is to select the data to analyse and read all the 

relevant speeches and debates in order to identify the main issues that took place in the campaign. 

This, to then select only the speeches that took place in the states with highest Latin-American 

population, which are most pertinent to our study. Later, identifying and separating all the 

fragments in which there is reference to Latin-Americans and stereotypes about them. As we have 

previously mentioned, the concept of immigration has become interchangeable with the definition 

of Latin-American, which is why we also consider this concept and its derivations. Since much of 

the information is repeated at different rallies and conventions, the analysis may summarize those 

repetitions as one idea and use quotes from only the most representative fragment.  

Once the fragments are identified, the next step is to understand the context in which they are 

placed with the help of discourse analysis. Behind words we seek after ideas and meanings 

associated, which are not always said out-loud. To do this, we take all the theoretical assumptions 
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that frame this work into consideration, namely, the representation of Latin-Americans as the 

Other, how they are and have been portrayed and in what context, but also power/knowledge 

relations which define social structures of superiority and inferiority. This will be done with the 

help of discursive strategies, such as value judgements, anecdotal articulations, expressions of 

social distance and assumptions in order to identify how the candidate represent the Latin-

American as the Other.  

Once the representation of the Other has been analysed, the next step is to find the contrasting 

Self. To do this, it is required to understand the assumptions that derive from post colonial theory 

and the idea of whiteness and its implications. We therefore interpret the contrasting Self based 

on the characteristics found about the Other and then validate this interpretation by corroborating 

and comparing it to the fragments where the candidates talk about themselves in connection to 

the Other. To then define if and how power structures, which are observed in post colonial theory, 

are present in today’s political rhetoric. 
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6.0 Analysis and results 
The United States is a nation with more than 318 million inhabitants, more than 17% of the total 

population is Hispanic, including people from Latin American countries and Spain, being the 

largest minority group in the country (Bureau, 2017). The representation of this minority group in 

the United States has always been marked by great homogeneity and the widespread use of 

stereotypes that do not distinguish countries or cultures (Menéndez, 2014). The controversy has 

been present for many years due to the large influx of immigrants from Latin America seeking to 

find "the American dream." The reception of this migratory flow has been represented both in the 

media and in the political sphere on a constant basis, which has been one of the greatest 

recurrences in relation to the Latin American group in the United States (Abrajano & Hajnal, 2015; 

Méndez-Méndez & Alverio, 2002). 

The presidential campaign of 2016 had the Republican candidate Donal Trump, and the Democrat 

Hillary Clinton as main actors. The electoral campaign lasted nearly two years in which the 

candidates debated, both at primary and presidential level, around crucial subjects such as 

economy, international security and migration policies. Within the specific political framework of 

the presidential campaigns, the speeches given by both candidates defended their positions around 

these issues by publicizing their perspectives and ideas, thus forming their "political persona", the 

Self which would determine their actions in case of being elected president on November 8, 2016. 

This particular election draws attention because both candidates represent the American upper 

class typically characterized by "whiteness." 

Our analysis focuses on determining the political Self that candidates created about themselves 

through the representation of the Latin American individual/group as an external actor, the 

“Other", during the presidential campaign. This process includes the scrutiny of the three 

presidential debates, the speeches given in the states with the largest population of Latin-

Americans and the initial speeches of candidacy announcement. The total amount of speeches has 

been limited to ten per candidate. Given mainly that the speeches are prepared for the campaign 

as a whole and adapted to each occasion, we have detected great repetition of data or phrases in 

many of them. The main objective of the speeches during the presidential campaign is to capture 

votes and win the presidency, but in the process, the candidates define themselves through speech. 

The use of stereotypes in their rhetoric represents the social image that the candidates have over 

a certain minority group and through the creation of this image, they reflect their own identity 

(Riggins, 1997; Okolie, 2003). 
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This chapter answers the main questions of our work. Using discourse analysis, the debates and 

speeches of both candidates have been studied by selecting those fragments where the candidates 

refer to the Latin American as an individual or as a minority group in the United States. These 

fragments have been studied in depth and context. The first section describes the most repeated 

stereotypes by both candidates. For the purpose of transparency, appendix 1 includes the list of 

speeches and debates analysed. The second section deepens into the representation of the Other 

by placing the identified stereotypes in context, where the central point of the analysis is intended 

to understand how the candidates represent the Latin American individual/group as an external 

group, “the Other”. In the final section of this chapter, we interpret the correlation between the 

representations of the Other and the resulting political persona of each candidate as “the Self”. 

6.1 Grounded Stereotypes  

The candidates' speeches are characterized by the repetition of social issues in the areas of 

immigration and security.  Both candidates make use of categorization of society into minority 

groups in relation to these issues. The Latin-American group is included in this categorization 

named as Latinos, Latinas, South America, Latin-Americans, Hispanics, and in several occasions, 

the nationality is used as a categorization itself as it is the case of Mexico or Mexicans. The 

candidates employ specific words to refer to the personal qualities and actions of Latin-Americans 

in the speeches analysed. Some of the stereotypes mentioned in our conceptualization are clearly 

present. In relation to personal qualities, Latin-Americans are referred to as “immigrants”, “illegal 

immigrants”, “undocumented workers”, “hard workers”, “rapist”, “beautiful”, “criminals” or 

“poor”. When referring to their actions and behaviour, the words used are related to drugs, stealing 

jobs, killing people, committing crimes and having criminal records, arriving illegally to the U.S., 

working hard, living in violent and poor communities, suffering from violence.  

It is noteworthy to mention that both candidates have markedly different style in their rhetoric 

when referring to Latin-Americans. Clinton appeals to emotions and sensitivity. For example, at a 

meeting with young immigrants living in Nevada, the Democratic candidate answers to a young 

Latin-American after hearing his story of “hard work”: “I'm very proud to hear your story. Of 

course, I mean, let's face it, you can clean pools all year round in Nevada. […] But the fact that, 

you know, you and your dad really were determined to recover from losing your home, losing his 

job, and just doing what you had to do to be as successful as possible, is the American story” 

(Clinton, May 5, 2015).  She gives more dramatism to the story when she appeals to sensibility and 

emotions by repeating some of the facts that the young man told in public to then recall his success 
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as a part of the "American story”. She knows his situation. Trump instead, uses an attacking and 

direct language: “They’re sending us not the right people. It's coming from more than Mexico. It's 

coming from all over South and Latin America […]” (Trump, June 16, 2015). He makes this 

asseveration even greater when he goes from the mention of one single country to the (particularly 

confusing) mention of South America and Latin America. Despite their different styles, there are 

certain similarities when creating the Other. We analyse them thoroughly in the next section. 

6.2 The Other  

The representation of the Other through stereotypes is deeply analysed here in sections which 

follow the issues mentioned by the candidates in their speeches, namely, security, immigration and 

social status. It is here where, with the help of discourse analysis and representation as a theoretical 

tool, we dissect the meanings of stereotypes as words and their context to display how the 

candidates have used them. It is noteworthy that both candidates use marked stereotypes about 

Latin-Americans as arguments in their rhetoric.  

6.2.1 Security Issue 

The Latin-American individual/group has, in many social contexts, been portrayed in relation to 

crime and violence (Méndez-Méndez & Alverio, 2002; Berg, 2002). Indeed, as we have seen 

throughout this thesis, the association of minorities to certain stereotypes is not new information. 

Our analysis clearly confirms that the candidates’ use of these stereotypes creates an external Other. 

While both candidates relate Latin-Americans to the security issues, such as crime and violence, 

they emphasize these connections differently. Clinton opts for subtly positioning Latin-Americans 

in a context of violence, not directly accusing them, but still associating them with conflict. In the 

case of Trump, accusations are direct and he uses negative descriptive adjectives to stereotype 

Latin-Americans. For instance, he referred to them as “criminals” who bring drugs into his country 

and that is why he intends to build a border wall.  

"When Mexico sends its people, they're not sending their best. […] They're sending people 

that have lots of problems, and they're bringing those problems with us. They're bringing 

drugs. They're bringing crime. They're rapists. And some, I assume, are good people. […] 

It's coming from more than Mexico. It's coming from all over South and Latin America..." 

- (Trump, June 16, 2015) 
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At a first glance, the presence of defined stereotypes about Latin-Americans is clear: problems, 

crime, rapists. His strategy includes the use of adjectives of quantity to magnify the negative and 

to minimize the positive: “lots of problems”, “some are good people”, to give a direct message which 

probably needs not to be read between the lines. It is important to mention that this quote is taken 

from his candidacy-announcement speech, and after having accused Mexico and Latin America of 

introducing criminality and drugs to the United States, he proceeded to announce his intention of 

building a wall on the southern border to keep them out.  

Features of otherness in this quote, which encloses Trump’s repeated ideas about Latin-Americans 

throughout the campaign speeches, are present in several manners. He speaks homogeneously  

about the provenance of the problem (Simmel, 1971). While he mentions Mexico, South and Latin 

America as if they were one and the same thing, the first is a country which belongs to the North 

American subcontinent, the second is a sub-continent of America and the third is a cultural 

definition based on the origin of a group of languages. Mixing all three as one group spreads a 

general idea that everyone south of the US border brings problems, is a rapist and a criminal and 

they all are the same people. Otherness is also present in the knowledge and value judgements that 

he expresses with terms like “I assume” and “not their best” “some… are good people” 

respectively.  

When talking about border security, he also makes reference to specific crimes and murders 

committed by individuals of Latin-American origin. What is more thought-provoking is the fact 

that when he refers to such cases, he talks about the American victims by name, last name, age and 

even the occupation in order to appeal to the public’s empathy, while the “criminal” is only 

mentioned as such or as “illegal immigrant, gang member”. By doing so, Trump seemingly 

interchanges the categories of Latin-American and immigrant, as many Americans do (Abrajano 

& Hajnal, 2015). The following are examples of many quotes where he applies dramatization and 

accusation, with the repetitive use of “we” and “they”, where the Other is to blame for the attitude 

of the Self. 

“We have a situation where we have our inner cities, African- Americans, Hispanics are 

living in hell because it's so dangerous. You walk down the street, you get shot. […] We 

have gangs roaming the street. And in many cases, they're illegally here, illegal immigrants. 

And they have guns. And they shoot people. And we have to be very strong. And we have 

to be very vigilant” (Trump, et al., September 26, 2016). 
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The next quote is one of six cases of “Countless Americans who have died”, (once again, 

overstressing quantities), due to the existing immigration policies, which Trump uses to argue for 

increasing security and building a border wall. 

“my good friend, Jamiel Shaw, lost his amazing son at the age of 17 – he was viciously shot 

and killed by an illegal immigrant.” (Trump, October 5, 2016)  

The identity of the criminal is not relevant because the candidate is generalizing in order to 

strengthen his argument that Latin-American immigrants are criminals and murderers. It is only 

by further research about each case that we identify their origin and nationality, as well as the 

specific details that took place. One of the six cases mentioned in his speech is that of Sarah Root, 

who was killed by a man who “arrived at the border, entered federal custody, and then was released 

into a U.S. community” (Trump, October 5, 2016). What Trump does not mention is that the 

event took place in traffic and the driver, Eswin Mejia, hit Root’s car while street racing under the 

effects of alcohol, causing her death. In this case, it is Mejia’s illegal status that Trump considered 

most relevant for accusation and not the action of driving while drunk. A similar case is the murder 

of Kathryn Steinle, also mentioned by Trump in his speech, where he states that Steinle was 

“gunned down” by an “illegal immigrant”.  The man who fired the gun was indeed an 

undocumented Mexican, nonetheless, the bullet that killed Steinle was shot against the pavement 

and it ricocheted off, but it was never aimed to gun her down as Trump argued. Both previous 

cases show the candidate’s specific choice of words to highlight the generalization that Latin-

Americans that immigrate illegally to the United States are a threat to the population.  

The Democratic candidate, Hillary Clinton speaks rather positively about Latin-Americans and 

seeks to help bring all minorities together in the country. Nonetheless, when talking about Latin-

Americans and other big minorities, she mainly refers to them in a context of violence and 

criminality. While she does not accuse any specific group of creating violence, she always associates 

Latin-Americans and other groups with the problem.  

“We need to come together, work together – white, black, Latino, Asian, all of us – to turn 

the tide, stop the violence, build the trust” (Clinton, September 21, 2016).  

She has a different style to that of Trump. In the previous quote, she reduces the social distance 

to construct or to refer to the Other. She tries to unite different minority groups in an “us” context 

which is meant to stop the violence and to build the trust. Clinton promotes helping minorities as 

they presumably are affected the most by violence and crime. In this case, she relates the idea of 
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violence and crime to racial groups only, thus associating Latin-Americans and other ethnic groups 

with crime. It is interesting how she includes herself as the white group to unite and work together, 

which is one of the few times she mixes herself with minorities. However, in her search to unity, 

she is mostly dividing when she classifies groups by race.  

The analysed fragments and their repetitions throughout the speeches of both candidates confirm 

the presence of Otherness through the use of stereotypes, both when referring directly about 

Latin-Americans or in the context in which they are mentioned. Criminality, illegal immigration, 

violence, rape and problems are repeated when speaking about this group in matters of security. 

When these concepts become a definition of who the Latin-American is, then the group as well as 

the individual are automatically associated with being a threat to security. 

6.2.2 Immigration Issue 

To clearly understand our analysis, it is important to recall the fact that categories such as Latin-

American and immigrant are interchangeable ones for the great majority of Americans and that 

the term “illegal” increases the problematic ideas behind the issue of immigration. Furthermore, 

the great majority of undocumented immigrants and undocumented workers arriving at the US 

are from Latin-American countries (Passel, 2006; Abrajano & Hajnal, 2015). It is clear that 

immigration from Latin-American countries is seen as a problem related to the negative 

consequences it implies for the economy. The constant mentioning of the group in terms like 

“undocumented worker”, “illegal immigrant”, “hard workers”, stealing jobs, etc. corroborates the 

association to economic matters. Both candidates make use of these terms to debate, accuse each 

other and defend their arguments about the economic and migration policies they intend to carry 

out. In this way, they are using the subject of the Other as means for their political purposes. Some 

quotes that represent these ideas: 

“Companies like Carrier, General Electric, Motorola, Mattel, Fiat Chrysler, and so many 

others are moving their jobs to Mexico, and to other countries. […] We are going to 

renegotiate NAFTA…”  (Trump, October 5, 2016). 

For Donald Trump, a main economic issue during the campaign was his purpose to combat the 

outflow of companies that are leaving the US to settle in Mexico. This led to his intentions of 

renegotiating trade agreements like NAFTA and bring back those big companies to the United 

States. It is interesting here to observe how Mexico is mentioned here with name as the only 
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responsible for taking the companies from the United States, when it is the national companies 

that decide to move because of better profit prospects outside the border. 

“But if we're going to make our immigration system work, then we have to be prepared 

to talk honestly and without fear about these important and very sensitive issues. For 

instance, we have to listen to the concerns that working people, our forgotten working 

people, have over the record pace of immigration and its impact on their jobs, wages, 

housing, schools, tax bills and general living conditions” (Trump, August 31, 2016). 

He is assuming that the fears of the workers are real in terms of the negative implications that 

immigration includes. Appealing to empathy, different from what he accustoms when mentioning 

immigration and economy, to give an effect of compassion and understanding towards the 

working middle class to which he refers in multiple occasions during his speeches and which is 

credited with the success of his election. He includes all areas by which American workers can be 

affected by immigrants in general, not only illegal immigrants. In this way, Trump uses the idea of 

the Other as a fearful threat to the economy as leverage for his argument. 

“So is immigration. Do we want to round up millions of people who are here working, 

raising their families, as he has suggested he will do? I don't think so. I think what we want 

is to bring them out of the shadows so that they can't be exploited by employers like 

Donald Trump, who refused to hire Americans and hired undocumented workers so he 

could pay them less. I don't think that's right” (Clinton, November 3, 2016). 

Here Clinton repeats her style when mentioning “their families” to discuss a subject that has major 

implications as it is the accusation that Trump uses illegal labour forces to gain economic benefit 

from hiring illegal workers. Clinton speaks continuously about undocumented workers who 

migrate to the US in search of jobs. She proposes pro-immigration reforms to bring more workers 

and increase the country’s GDP (Clinton, September 21, 2016). Similarly, Trump also refers to 

“patriotic hardworking immigrants” (Trump, October 5, 2016). In both cases, the candidates have 

the power to determine when the immigrant and undocumented workers, of which Latin-

Americans are a majority (Passel, 2006), can be accepted or instead, defined as a problem.  

The following is a fragment of the 2nd Presidential Debate in October 9th, 2016: 

Hillary Clinton: “But it is clear, when you look at what Donald has been proposing, he started 

his campaign bashing immigrants, calling Mexican immigrants rapists and criminals and drug 

dealers, that he has a very different view about what we should do to deal with immigrants. Now, 
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what I am also arguing is that bringing undocumented immigrants out from the shadows, putting 

them into the formal economy will be good, because then employers can't exploit them and 

undercut Americans' wages. And Donald knows a lot about this. He used undocumented labor to 

build the Trump Tower. He underpaid undocumented workers, and when they complained, he 

basically said what a lot of employers do: "You complain, I'll get you deported." I want to get 

everybody out of the shadows, get the economy working, and not let employers like Donald exploit 

undocumented workers, which hurts them, but also hurts American workers”. 

Donald Trump: “But what she doesn't say is that President Obama has deported millions and 

millions of people just the way it is”. 

Hillary Clinton: “You know, half of all immigrants—undocumented immigrants in our 

country—actually pay federal income tax. So we have undocumented immigrants in America who 

are paying more federal income tax than a billionaire. I find that just astonishing”.   

In this way, both candidates state value judgements about the immigrants in question, for Clinton, 

they become acceptable when they are a productive asset that can benefit the country’s economy, 

and for Trump they are acceptable when they show patriotism and work hard for his country, and 

he defends or accuses them to his own benefit. Immigration becomes here an aspect of Otherness 

that the candidates use as a movable piece that is good or bad depending on what is most 

convenient for them. “Immigration”, “illegal immigrant” or “undocumented workers” are used in 

different contexts, positive or negative, according to the political intentions of each candidate. This 

infers power on the candidate to determine the value of the Other, or the lack thereof. 

In comparison to the previous section, where Trump’s rhetoric style is more accusative and directly 

associates the Latin-American Other to security problems and Clinton does it more vaguely, they 

both discuss and debate immigration in a rather recurrent and similar manner. In their repetitions 

the immigrant becomes a wildcard that can be used to defend their proposed policies or to accuse 

the other candidate. 

6.2.3 Social Status Issue  

The candidates believe Latin-Americans are poor. This is our main conclusion after reading each 

speech or debate between both candidates. The context of poverty or the representation of a low 

status is firmly highlighted in their rhetoric. This characteristic has been used on numerous 

occasions and, as well as with the subject of immigration, it has worked as an exchange currency 
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between accusations, self-glorifications or positive proclamations about United States as a country. 

For instance, Clinton notoriously repeats allusions to the difficult, hard and problematic situation 

experienced by Latin-Americans. Their children, their families, are constantly mentioned by her 

and by those who participate in her meetings. Her references to Latin-Americans often include 

terms of struggle, constantly denoting their low status and need for help. This is displayed in terms 

like “hardworking” or “feed people”. Immigrants are seen as “hard working” which gives a 

physical idea of the Latin-American, as a ‘labourer’, ‘pawn’, ‘physical tough work’ and low-class 

individual. Clinton says that she will help those who are not at the top. Latin-Americans become 

successful when they enter the American system, where they need to be “treated equally” at the 

same time that they need “to work together to stop violence”.  

“We need to come together, work together – white, black, Latino, Asian, all of us – to turn 

the tide, stop the violence, build the trust. We need to give all of our kids, no matter who 

they are, the chance to grow up safe and healthy in their communities and in our country” 

(Clinton, September 21, 2016) 

A reference to the Other from an inclusive perspective is done when Clinton includes herself as a 

group (white) to "come together", that is, the Other and the Self, to stop violence that occurs in 

their communities and affects our country. On the other hand, while she tries to unify society, the 

fact is that Clinton constantly classifies everyone by race or status and consequently divides society 

instead. The repeated allusion to unity is notorious in her speeches, she uses a particular strategy 

where she constantly divides society to target groups that do not mix with each other. It is the case 

of her repeated reference to women, within which she does not include other groups, this 

connotation has important implications due to its discursive strategy. In order to unite, something 

first has to be divided. On the other hand, it is a resource that appeals to the identity of citizens, 

who in one or another group will find their "place". For Hillary Clinton there are always many 

Others for which she fulfils the unifying role. 

"[Donald Trump] calls women 'ugly,' 'disgusting,' 'nasty' all the time. He calls women 'pigs,' 

rates bodies on a scale from 1 to 10. We just heard from Alicia. She was Miss Universe 

when Donald Trump owned the pageant. Well, he said she put on some weight and it made 

him angry, so he called her 'Miss Piggy.' He called her 'Miss Housekeeping' because she's 

a beautiful Latina."  - (Clinton, November 3, 2016) 

Regarding Hillary Clinton's quote, it is relevant to note how the repetition of the word "woman" 

is used when describing the 'victims' of Trump, although, when referring to Alicia Machado, 
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Clinton only states her situation as a "latina" and not as a woman. Furthermore, instead of 

highlighting any other positive feature about Ms. Machado, Clinton chooses to call her "beautiful", 

which is an example of stereotypical exoticism of the Latin-American woman. She also assumes the 

relation between the term 'Miss Housekeeping' to her ethnic background as Latin-American, which 

is not certain that Trump mentioned in relation to the term. She presupposes that he is using the 

term ‘housekeeping’ due to Machado’s Latin-American background, when in fact she is making the 

association. That is, in her intention to blame Trump of using this negative stereotype, it is Clinton 

who creates the relationship, thus stereotyping Machado herself. 

Trump also refers to the inferior status in which Latin-Americans and other groups live in the 

United States. He uses these references for accusation one more time. He assumes most of the 

time that Latin-Americans are “trapped in poverty”. 

“We are also going to fix our inner cities, and help Latino Americans. 45% of African-

American children under the age of 6 live in poverty. 58% of African-American youth 

don't have jobs” (Trump, October 5, 2016).  

“Another 2 million Latinos have joined the ranks of those in poverty. Incomes for Latino 

households have declined by nearly $1,000 under President Obama. The number of Latino 

children living in poverty increased by 15 percent” (Trump, September 16, 2016). 

By mixing minority groups and categories, Trump mentions the “inner cities” which is a reference 

to the poor conditions in which minorities live, not a part of the city itself. It seems for him that 

only Latin-Americans and African-American, that is, Other Americans, are the ones living this 

situation. Here the meanings are connected to a “we” category that will fix “our” problematic 

situations, in which “Others” live. The Other lives in problematic situations, we see it, we know it. 

Trump also moves in his speeches between accusation and dramatization where criminality is 

brought by illegal immigrants, but also a problem for the “Latino child” who, for example, cannot 

access good education because of living precariously.  

The topic of immigration, which is present in all the issues mentioned previously, promotes the 

image of Latin-Americans = immigrant = problem. Whether the immigrant is good or criminal, 

he/she is always associated with a problem. The ‘good’ migrant is a victim and has to be helped, 

which is why he/she represents a burden to the American society because of their poverty status. 

If the immigrant is criminal, he/she is a threat to society and the candidate has the need to find a 

solution to this.  
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Hall affirms that “stereotyping divides the normal and the acceptable from the abnormal and the 

unacceptable. It then excludes and expels everything, which does not fit, which is different” (Hall, 

2000, p. 258). The results of this section show a marked tendency to use stereotyped arguments 

against Latin-Americans as an external Other that often represent a threat to society due to their 

infringement to security or economy, affecting the overall image given to the group. We find some 

flexibility in the tones in which both candidates use when mentioning these terms. In most cases, 

criminality, loss of employment, loss of state income due to undocumented workers is the basis 

that both candidates use to accuse each other or to declare themselves strong in the face of the 

problem. On the other hand, and according to the candidates' convenience, the illegal or precarious 

situation in which Latin-Americans live in, are seen with compassion. Both candidates refer to 

their superiority in regard to this situation, in which both can be the solution. We conclude 

therefore that the Latin American is an external, conflictive Other, represented as a problem from 

two, somewhat different, angles. The Republican candidate emphasizes the dramatic criminality 

that comes with Latin-American immigration. While for the Democratic candidate, Latin-

Americans are representative of a social and structural problem present in the country due to 

migration policies and bureaucracy that apparently only affects Latin-Americans and other 

minority groups, but that manages to be solved once these individuals enter the system and live 

the “American story”.  

6.3 The Self political persona  
Following the theoretical assertions that frame this work referring to binary oppositions, if the 

Other is a problem, then the Self is a solution; if the Other is a victim of its own situation, then 

the Self is the solution as well, especially if it is a political candidate. According to the theory of 

binary oppositions and the construction of the Other, the Self and the Other are perpetually 

contrasting and their determination will always be implicit in this binary relation. For this reason, 

when determining the Latin-American Other, who is spoken for/of, we can also identify the 

contrasting Self as a political persona, the speaker. What the Self says about the Other and how it 

is said reflects the visible or invisible discursive strategies that help create these relational structure. 

Foucault says that language and words have meanings that include a set of ideas, which create 

discourses and in turn are a part of power and knowledge structures (Hall, 2000). These structures 

define levels in which one is superior and the other inferior, and they are related to binary 

characteristics with which the Other is defined and represented. Seen from a post colonial 

perspective, these relations can also define power structures (McLeod, 2010). 
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Because the use of stereotypes defines the Other as a threat and a victim/burden, then the 

contrasting Self is a guardian of the American’s (read “real” American) wellbeing, but also a 

defender of the Other underprivileged victim’s rights, whom the Self seeks to protect but not 

include. Both candidates coincide when speaking about and to Latin-Americans, reminding them 

constantly about their inferior status. The Latin Other is always poor, always struggling, hard-

working, dreamer, working-class. It is only when the Other declares his/her loyalty to the United 

States, through hard work and patriotism, he/she is accepted as a part of the American “us”. For 

Clinton, the Latin Other is an asset, who produces economic growth for the country, while Trump 

praises the patriotic immigrant who works and behaves as an American should. The convenient 

acceptance and inclusion of the Other when they are means of production and labour force 

reminds us of the colonial structures where the purpose of the colonized, determined by the 

colonizer, was to yield wealth. We conclude that the candidates create different but also similar 

Others, although they share certain similarities in the contrasting Self that is created in that process. 

We find that both candidates are different versions of the same discourse, a discourse of superiority 

and privilege to decide and to speak about and to the Other. 

For Trump, the Other is a threat to both security and the economy. His perspective changes when 

the situation of the Other allows him to show him-Self as part of the solution or the hero that will 

save the American society, the Other included, only when they accept their American patriotism. 

In his discourse, we also find numerous previously described connotations about the Self, both 

rhetorically visible and invisible, i.e. those ideas that are only identifiable when the context is taken 

in consideration. It is in this way that, his discourse becomes a heroic self-glorification (Van Dijk, 

1997) to promote him politically. He makes use of nearly visual effects to create his political 

persona:  

“I am also going to fight to help millions of Latinos trapped in poverty, and to help their 

children grow up in safety and peace” (Trump, October 5, 2016). 

 “At home, Hillary Clinton failed Latinos and African-Americans, producing only more 

poverty in the inner cities” (Trump, October 5, 2016). 

 “Poor communities will see a massive infusion of new small businesses, and new high-

paying jobs. I am also going to fight to provide school choice to every low-income African-

American and Latino child in this nation” (Trump, October 5, 2016). 
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Similar to a hero, Trump (himself) will fight to break all Latin-Americans free who are trapped in 

precarious conditions. He claims to be the hero who will bring ‘greatness back to America’, which 

he assumes characterized his country. He wants to “work for all Americans”, although what an 

American is for him, can be a good research question for further studies. His creation of the Other 

includes the corresponding binary opposition; the contrasting Self knows, he is real and represents 

the true solution to the Other’s problems. The continuously changing tones when he speaks to the 

middle working-class are also notorious, where he constantly notes the problems which migration 

entails. Whether it is due to jobs being stolen away or the increase of criminality, which he describes 

with words that imply brutality, such as “viciously shot” or “gunned down”. However, his 

references try to recreate a compassionate and tolerant Self only when he speaks about children 

and the vulnerable, while constantly recalling the sad situation that Latin-Americans live in through 

the use of words like “trapped”. He knows the causes and consequences of the Other entering his 

country and he has a solution that will help American society be great again by getting rid of and 

preventing the “bad others” from coming to the country. 

Contradictorily, Trump’s Self representation changed during the campaign process. He starts by 

blaming the Other as a threat, who brings criminality, drugs and rape. During this time, he is 

authoritarian and accusative, and through his rhetoric about the Other he creates a heroic Self for 

the American society. However, during the time closer to the election and during the Presidential 

debates, he chooses to be compassionate and empathetic towards the vulnerable Other. Therefore, 

later creating a heroic figure for the poor and helpless Other. Post colonial affirmations, which 

relate the discourse of binary oppositions in the creation of the Other to reflect the contrasting 

Self, are present in the way Trump defines what the problem is: the loss of economic status and 

the security threat; who generates it: Immigrants of which Latin-Americans are a majority, and who 

can solve it: Him.  

For Clinton, the Other is an asset or a victim. The other is also a problematic element, but in this 

case, victimization becomes more present. Her discourse includes much greater sensitivity or 

reference to emotions, broken families, working hard, etc. Her Self is a compassionate and 

condescending being, who understands and helps to improve the helpless situation of the Latin-

American. She presents herself as the solution to the problems of social division existing in the 

country, in spite of her continuous mention about minority groups that she will unite. Women, 

Latinos, Afro-Americans, POW, LGBT, are some of those she continuously mentions as a part of 

her ‘uniting’ discourse. She includes “whites” when mentioning other groups only when they need 

to come together and help each other.  
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“We need everybody to turn out and vote – women, young people, people of color, the 

LGBT community, Latinos, African Americans, Americans from all walks of life” (Clinton, 

October 30, 2016) 

“That's one reason why I care so much about supporting working parents. It's one reason 

why I'm such a strong supporter of comprehensive immigration reform. Because bringing 

millions of undocumented workers into the formal economy will decrease abuse and 

exploitation, and it will increase our economic breath and our tax base. It is estimated if 

we did this, despite what you hear from the other side, we would increase our gross 

domestic product by an estimated $700 billion in 10 years. Now, we need that” (Clinton, 

September 21, 2016). 

“But it is at heart a family issue. And if we claim that we are for families, we have to pull 

together and resolve the outstanding issues around our broken immigration system. The 

American people support comprehensive immigration reform, not just because it's the 

right thing to do, and it is, but because they know it strengthens families, strengthens our 

economy, and strengthens our country” (Clinton, May 5, 2015). 

“We're talking about the young people at this table. They are dreamers in much more than 

name. They are kids that any parents or grandparent would be proud of. And I don't 

understand how anyone can look at these young people and think we should break up 

more families, or turn away more hard workers with talent to help us build the kind of 

country we all want to see” (Clinton, May 5, 2015). 

Clinton’s Self is constructed as a defender of immigrants’ rights. She will offer a better life to the 

poor and the victimized who enter her country. Her condescending and helpful Self political 

persona claims knowledge about the Other and presents itself as a solution to their struggle. She 

constantly presents a humanitarian Self, although the intention of the helping the Other is mainly 

connected to the economic benefits that increased labour force entails to the United States. She 

seeks to maximize benefits for her country in a rational fashion. Furthermore, she also seeks to 

unite the country and bring everyone together. However admirable her intentions may be, she is 

also dividing in her rhetoric when she uses racial categories to name society’s groups. In this way, 

she admits that there is a social distance between groups and wants to shorten it and “come 

together”. 

37 
 



Andrea Sosa Melendez - Victoria Marquisio Carbajal IPPE Bachelor’s Thesis 
   
 
Her Self political persona is constant during the entire campaign. She is portrayed as tolerant and 

inclusive, while trying to remove distance between her Self and the Other, while she is recognizing 

social differences. In this way, Clinton is the hero of the immigrant working-class, who she wants 

to help through a comprehensive immigration reform, which will also generate economic growth 

and bring together the families that have been broken apart because of the current migration 

system; and a hero for the American society who will benefit from the economic progress that 

comes with her intervention. Post colonial thoughts are seen in her rhetoric in two ways. First, she 

uses the idea of organizing the Other as means of production, similarly to the concept of colonial 

“enterprise” (Dyer, 1997), and aspires to bring them into the country as labour force to improve 

the economy. Secondly, she encourages her fellow Americans to help her bring the poor and 

helpless minorities out of their misery, as if this was her responsibility. In this way, she is depicting 

the idea of the “white (wo)man’s burden” (Murphy, 2010), where the developed and 

knowledgeable help the undeveloped and ignorant. 

Both candidates, although in different ways, include similar situations in their rhetoric to refer to 

Latin-Americans. Our findings show that both candidates represent the group in two broad 

categories. First, a clear victimization with assertions such as "trapped in poverty" and “broken 

families”; and a second category where the problematic situation of the Other is transmitted as a 

threat to security and the American economy due in great part, to the negative consequences of 

the immigration flows from Latin America. It is important to note that while both candidates use 

different words, such as “undocumented workers” or “illegal immigrants”, they replace the Latin-

American identity for a homogeneous categorization. 

Although both Selves differ slightly in their position in relation to the Other, we find certain 

similarities in the power that they express before the minority group. Both candidates present 

themselves as a compassionate hero who seeks to help the patriotic, hard-working immigrant, who 

wants to integrate to the country. Although our analysis focuses on the reference that the 

candidates have made regarding the minority group, we must not forget that the speaker is a 

presidential candidate of the United States, who transmits messages, not only to the group to which 

it is directed, but also to all people they reach nationally and internationally through media, thus 

influencing public opinion around the globe.  

The constant referral of Latin-Americans as an external group with an inferior status by a white 

superior Self, contributes to maintain post colonial relations alive. Given that both candidates 

demonstrate these relations in their discourse through the use of stereotypes and portray 
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themselves as the heroic solution to the Other’s struggle, we argue that their Self belongs to a 

collective superior identity, a white collective Self. 

7.0 Conclusions and discussion 

Our work connects the study of the stereotypes used about minority groups, with the political 

representation that is made of external groups seen as the Other, as well as the invisible 

representation that can be interpreted of the political Self in this representation. To do this, we 

have thoroughly studied the speeches made by two presidential candidates in a country with great 

international influence such as the United States. In the singular electoral event of 2016 where the 

Republican Donald Trump and the Democrat Hillary Clinton disputed the presidency for almost 

two years with the final result of Donald Trump being elected president. 

To achieve our objective, we have carried out a qualitative and in-depth analysis of the speeches 

given by both candidates during the campaign. We have explored the following questions: How 

are stereotypes about the Latin American individual / group used in the rhetoric of the 2016 US 

presidential candidates to create the Other? How do the candidates construct a Self political 

persona in relation to this Other? Who is the contrasting Self? 

We identified that both candidates use stereotypes about Latin-Americans in general terms to refer 

to them individually or as a group, or in the context in which they are talked about. Each candidate 

emphasizes different stereotypes of the Other, therefore representing different Others. Although 

in certain issues, such as immigration and poverty, the Other is represented as equally problematic 

for both. Trump highlights the “criminal” and “illegal” generalizations about Latin-Americans in 

order to create a threatening Other. However, his representation of the Other changes when he 

needs to portray a tolerant and helping Self. Whereas Clinton applies a rhetoric of emotions and 

sympathy to the victimized Latin-Americans, whom she refers to mainly as an “immigrant” or as 

“hard-working”, which is contradicting with the “lazy” stereotype found in previous literature. 

Furthermore, it was demonstrated that while Clinton presents a discourse of unity and bringing 

the nation together, she divides society in classes and groups, Latin-Americans being one of them. 

Once the Other has been defined, the second step of this thesis was to identify the contrasting 

Self as a political persona. In this case, candidate Trump is constructed as the defender who stands 

against “criminals” and “illegals” who represent a threat for his country. His Self political persona 

is strong and authoritative with glances of white superiority that we have related to the post 

colonial idea of whiteness. On the other hand, Clinton constructs her political persona as a 
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defender who stands for the poor and the victimized who enter her country in the search of a 

better life. Her Self can be interpreted as helpful and condescending, claiming that she knows the 

needs and the problems they face. In her case, we also identified post colonial traces of “white 

(wo)man’s burden”, as she encourages the white, developed society to help Latin-Americans. At 

the same time, her way of claiming the economic benefits of introducing immigrants as workers 

embodies the notion of colonial imperialism and “enterprise” (Dyer, 1997), where the Other is 

appropriated as labour force to produce economic growth for the white. 

Our results show different conclusions, on the one hand, we confirm that diverse stereotypes 

established in different areas of society are also present in the rhetoric of the presidential campaign; 

either to address the Latin-American directly or to establish the context in which they are 

mentioned. On the other hand, our analysis affirms the presence of ‘Otherness’ on behalf of both 

candidates. Although variations have been identified in the depiction of the Other, since the 

republican candidate highlights the threatening situation that the presence of Latin-Americans 

implies for the American society, while for the Democratic candidate, Latin-Americans are 

represented mainly as a notoriously victimized group. As for the Self that is generated in this 

construction, we observe a similarity of characteristics that include the affirmation of a strong, 

superior Self that defends the society from the problematic contexts that the Latin-American 

represents. While both candidates have a different perspective on how the Self should behave, for 

Trump the Self must be a hero capable of defending American society from the threat, as for 

Clinton the Self is a protective hero who must grant protection to the minority group. Nonetheless, 

both candidates represent the same discourse of white superiority and privilege to decide and to 

speak about and to the Other. 

These results are relevant because they confirm that Latin-Americans are constantly portrayed in 

negative contexts. Also, that in order to create the Self as a superior and strong candidate, it is 

necessary to represent an inferior and weak Other. The constant reference to the way in which the 

Latin-American immigrant survives as a hard worker or trapped in poverty, assumes that the 

situation for them is always problematic and does not give rise to the possibility of seeing the 

group as productive beings or as legitimate members of society (part of the “real” Americans), in 

an independently positive context. None of the candidates emphasized the Latin-Americans’ own 

capability of developing by themselves, except through the help of the Self. 

We must not forget that beyond the Self we have identified in our work, both candidates are white 

American citizens. Beyond the conclusions drawn in this paper, we open the doors to possible 

future discussions, for example the influences that the politician has on the white American 
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population to have stereotyped opinions about minorities, including Latin-Americans. It is 

therefore important to understand that public opinion, which the candidates spread through their 

representations or ideas, will shape how their sympathizers see those groups as well. 

So long as societies continue to measure themselves in terms of negative difference, defining only 

the undesirable features of the Other to reflect a positive Self, where the superior Self has the 

power to determine who the Other is, racist prejudices will continue to mark the direction of 

national and international public opinion. On the other hand, the result of this election has been 

object of great controversy at international level, so much by the affirmations maintained by the 

winning candidate as by his first actions as president. Using similar arguments of criticism or 

accusation against minority groups as an external “Other”, have generated electoral results similar 

to the United States in other parts of the world. See Brexit.  
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Appendix 1  

All fragments analysed in this work have been extracted from the transcription of speeches and 

debates available at The American Presidency Project website, hosted at the University of Santa 

Barbara California, United States. Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/index.php. The 

following is a compilation with the links to the documents directly used in this thesis.  

Hillary Clinton 

- Video Remarks Announcing Candidacy for President  

April 12, 2015 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=110028 

- Remarks at a Roundtable with Young Nevada Residents in Las Vegas, Nevada  

May 5, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=110272 

- Remarks in San Diego, California  

June 2, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119295 

- Remarks at Texas Southern University in Houston 

June 4, 2015 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=110269 

- Remarks at the Frontline Outreach Center in Orlando, Florida  

September 21, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119162  

- Remarks at Coral Springs Gymnasium in Coral Springs, Florida 

September 30, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119150  

- Remarks at Broward College's North Campus in Coconut Creek, Florida 

October 25, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119689  

- Remarks at Curtis Hixon Waterfront Park in Tampa, Florida 

October 26, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119693 

- Remarks at the Dickerson Community Center in Daytona Beach, Florida 

October 29, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119691 

- Remarks at the Manor Complex in Wilton Manors, Florida 

October 30, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119697 

- Remarks at Pasco-Hernando State College East Campus in Dade City, Florida 

November 3, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119498 

 

 

Donald Trump 

- Remarks Announcing Candidacy for President in New York City  

July 16, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=110306 

- News Conference in Doral, Florida 

July 27, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=118047 
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- Remarks at a Rally at the Pensacola Bay Center in Pensacola, Florida 

September 9, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119204 

- Remarks at a Rally at the James L. Knight Center in Miami, Florida 

September 16, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119208 

- Remarks at the Remembrance Project Luncheon at the Omni Houston Hotel at Westside in 

Houston, Texas 

September 17, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119207 

- Remarks at Prescott Valley Event Center in Prescott Valley, Arizona 

October 4, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119168 

- Remarks at Henderson Pavilion in Henderson, Nevada 

October 5, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119169 

- Remarks at the Reno-Sparks Convention Center in Reno, Nevada 

October 5, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119170 

- Remarks at Remarks at Aaron Bessant Park in Panama City, Florida 

October 11, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119171 

- Remarks at the Southeastern Livestock Pavilion in Ocala, Florida 

October 12, 2016 Available at: http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=123517 

- Remarks at the Bayfront Park Amphitheater in Miami, Florida 

November 2, 2016 Available at http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=123514 

 

Presidential Debates 

- Presidential Debate at Hofstra University in Hempstead, New York 

Septermber 26, 2016 Available at http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=118971 

- Presidential Debate at Washington University in St. Louis, Missouri 

October 9, 2016 Available at http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119038 

- Presidential Debate at the University of Nevada in Las Vegas 

October 19, 2016 Available at http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=119039 
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