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Abstract

This article analyzes how the figure of the Mexican has been constructed as an enemy within U.S. 
political and media discourse, using a qualitative methodology with a historical-comparative approach. 
Stanley Cohen’s theoretical framework of “moral panics” helps explain how the creation of enemies 
has historically served to justify the implementation of control policies. The image of the Mexican 
has evolved from cheap labor to illegal immigrant, drug trafficker, and ultimately, potential terrorist. 
Media outlets have amplified this threat through stereotypes, while political discourse, especially 
during Donald Trump’s presidency, has reinforced stigmatization by linking immigration with 
crime and terrorism. This has led to measures such as the designation of Mexican cartels as terrorist 
organizations. Through the analysis of political speeches, media coverage, and academic sources, the 
article concludes that fear has been instrumentalized to shape a national identity defined in opposition 
to the Mexican “other,” affecting their perception in the American collective imagination.
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1.	 Introduction

Fear is inherent in human nature; it is a response to a stimulus activated by association or 
imposition (Watson & Rayner, 1920). This emotion not only affects individual behavior but also 
shapes collective dynamics, molding social and political structures historically. Thomas Hobbes 
(1940:41) defines aversion as a rejection of that to which one has a certain hatred. This assumption 
is fundamental to his political philosophy, starting from the dichotomy between the anarchy of the 
“natural state” (characterized by the war of all against all) and the need for a sovereign power that 
guarantees peace. It is precisely the fear of chaos and death that drives individuals to voluntarily 
submit to the power of the State, symbolized by the Leviathan (Hobbes, 1651:28).

	 Under this premise, fear becomes the nourishment of the political organization of a society 
eager for protection. The individual, driven by uncertainty, distrusts and transforms fear into the 
foundation of authority and protection. Robin develops this in his book Fear (2004), where he defines 
political fear as

“a people’s felt apprehension of some harm to their collective well-being—the fear of terrorism, 
panic over crime, anxiety over moral decay—or the intimidation wielded over men and women 
by governments or groups” (p.14).

	 What distinguishes this fear is its social dimension; it materializes and becomes a tool that 
enables social cohesion, while strengthening the State and legitimizing both oppression and violence. 
In this sense, it is revealing how fear consolidates a national identity that promotes and supports the 
radicality of narratives.

	 Understanding the use of fear as an instrument within the political agenda is fundamental to 
analyzing power strategies in contemporary contexts. The recent designation of Mexican cartels as 
terrorist groups by President Donald Trump reflects a recurring historical logic in the United States 
of America: the manipulation of collective fear to justify political actions and reinforce state control. 
Through this analysis, the article aims to contribute to the literature with a yet unexplored perspective 
on such policies and their consequences.

	 In this sense, the article takes a historical journey, identifying patterns that have consolidated 
control narratives in American history, better known as moral panics, defined by Cohen (2011:46) as 
perceived threats against social values. Subsequently, the designation of cartels as terrorist groups is 
analyzed through the five stages of enemy creation defined by Cohen (2011), and the article concludes 
with a reflection on the social consequences of said designation.
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2.	 Consolidation of the American Fear Discourse

This section examines the various manifestations of the politics of fear that have been recurrent 
in the history of U.S. public policies. From a geopolitical perspective, fear has been a central element in 
the construction of American national identity. Throughout its history, the United States has resorted to 
the figure of the “internal or external enemy” as a mechanism for cohesion and justification for control 
policies. From the fear of British tyranny in 1774 to the French threat in 1798 that prompted the Alien 
and Sedition Acts (Tierney, 2016: 5), this logic has remained in force. A paradigmatic example of this 
phenomenon in the contemporary era is the first Red Scare.

	 Fifteen years before World War I, the growing migratory flow from Eastern Europe began to 
be perceived in the United States as a threat to the established social order (Olsson, 1996:876). After 
the end of the war, the first Red Scare emerged, marked by the increase in activities that unbalanced 
the existing national balance in the United States due to the expansion of communist ideals (Coben, 
1964: 59). In 1919, radical press was gaining more power, and the media generated media narratives 
centered on provoking a climate of fear toward “radical aliens attempting to overthrow the federal 
government”. (Coben 1964:64)

	 Although multiple strikes during this period were related to the increase in housing costs, the 
government attributed them to the action of Soviet radicals and immigrants (Brecher, 1972: 105; 
Coben, 1964: 67). In this context, discourses on the deportation of foreigners became popular, such 
as the expression “We must remake America” from the governor of Gary, Indiana, which anticipated 
rhetoric similar to that of Donald Trump (Coben, 1964:72).

	 The Alien Registration Act of 1940 allowed the U.S. government to track foreigners and their 
possible anti-American ideas that, according to the official narrative, could lead to the overthrow of 
the government (Puloka, 2009). Similarly, Executive Order 14159 promulgated by Donald Trump, 
titled “Protecting the American People from Invasion,” requires mandatory registration and collection 
of biometric data from foreigners, a measure criticized for its invasive nature and its potential use as 
a tool for control and surveillance (U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services, 2025).

	 In the second phase of the Red Scare (1947 and 1954), fear of communism remained latent, 
mainly due to McCarthyism1. This can be observed even in Hollywood’s film production, which 
incorporated anti-communist propaganda (Larson, 1948: 434). In 1942, President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt created the Office of War Information, with the objective of:

Formulating and carrying out, through the use of the press, radio, film, and other media, 
informational programs designed to facilitate the development of an informed and intelligent 
understanding, both nationally and internationally, of the status and progress of the war effort, 
as well as the policies, activities, and war objectives of the Government. (Executive Order No. 
9182, 1942: 4468).

1	  McCarthyism was a phenomenon led by Senator Joseph McCarthy, who promoted a systematic persecution of alleged 
communists within the government through a discourse based on fear, becoming “a paranoid witch hunt in search of internal 
subversion” (McNamara, 2005: 85).
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	 The election of John F. Kennedy as the first Catholic president of the United States, along with 
the beginning of Pope John XXIII’s pontificate, symbolically transformed the image of the American 
Catholic, gradually displacing anti-communism as the central axis of U.S. internal political discourse, 
although it continued to be a key component in foreign policy.

	 The example that definitively consolidates the fear discourse in the United States is the attack 
of September 11, 2001. Although it was not the first terrorist attack on the territory, it did represent 
a turning point in its counterterrorism policies. The attack left an irreversible mark on the American 
collective consciousness. As a result of this event, Congress approved a military response that initiated 
the war in Afghanistan and consolidated what has probably been the most media-covered enemy 
in contemporary U.S. history: foreign terrorist organizations (FTO). In his September 11 speech, 
President George W. Bush (2001, para. 12) constructed this new enemy figure by stating: “America 
has faced enemies before, and will do so again this time”.

	 This discourse, along with media coverage, consolidated a polarizing narrative of “us versus 
them,” where the enemy was clearly defined as external, threatening, and morally inferior. Within 
the discourse, phrases like “Today, our nation witnessed evil, the worst of human nature,” fostered 
an environment of permanent insecurity, stigmatizing people with Arab features or from Muslim 
countries, who ceased to be individuals and became potential terrorists.

	 This fear persisted for a time, but the interventions in Iraq and Afghanistan began to lose 
popular support, eroding the national unity generated by the anti-terrorist discourse (Tierney, 2016: 
9). The United States then understood that it is more effective to construct a close and latent enemy, 
who could be anywhere: a neighbor, coworker, or university student. In this context, Donald Trump’s 
discourse revives and reformulates fear through the rhetoric of crime, drug trafficking, and terrorism, 
positioning Mexican migrants as threats.

	 The question then arises: could the appearance of a new enemy restore the national unity that in 
other eras sustained the dominant position of the United States in the international system? If so, does 
the designation of Mexican cartels as terrorist groups and Trump’s hate discourse toward Mexicans 
represent the prelude to this new enemy construction?

3.	 From Slogan to Strategy: Make America Great Again

President Trump poses a rhetoric of consternation about the role of the United States in the 
world, suggesting that it is going through a state of chaos that must be addressed. According to 
Jason Edwards (2018), Trump attributes this situation to previous administrations, which, as he has 
declared, weakened the country’s greatness through policies on globalism, immigration, trade, nation-
building, and illicit drug trafficking. Therefore, he promised to regain control of international relations 
to promote national interests (p. 181). In this context, the “Make America Great Again” (MAGA) 
discourse gains prominence. In his book Time to Get Tough: Make America Great Again, Trump 
(2011) states: “To solve the problem we have to be smart and tough... We are Americans. We have the 
potential, we just need the right leadership. Let’s make America great again!” (p. 7).

Ana Cecilia Reyes, Naomi Guadalupe Solorio and Valeria Garfias The Discourse of Fear: Turning Cartels into Terrorists



ISSN 2660-9673 YEAR 2025 - ISSUE 15
Revista Internacional de Estudios sobre Terrorismo48

	 The MAGA discourse gains relevance in a context of growing social and political unease in the 
United States, where broad sectors of the population feel marginalized, partly due to the advance of 
globalism and job loss. According to a Pew Research Center survey in 2024, approximately 31% of 
Americans consider themselves in a situation of poverty. In this scenario, the MAGA slogan not only 
functioned as a campaign slogan but as a powerful narrative that appealed to nostalgia for a supposed 
golden era in which the United States exercised global economic dominance and maintained a firm 
national identity.

	 This narrative inserts itself within a broader tradition of American exceptionalism2, which has 
been identified by authors such as Paul, Lipset (1996) and Friedman (2012, p. 22) as the foundational 
basis of the country and its vision of an “original people” with a singular destiny. Thus, Trump knew 
how to exploit that imaginary in his two presidential campaigns to construct an idea of “national 
recovery” that implied pointing out external enemies or causes as responsible for the supposed 
“American decline”.

	 Throughout his political career, Trump’s message became increasingly nationalist, using 
language that stigmatized other countries, especially Mexico. “They send us people who have a lot 
of problems; they bring drugs, they bring crime, they are rapists,” he stated in his campaign launch 
speech in 2015, establishing from the beginning a narrative that linked Mexican migrants with threats 
to national security.

	 Among the executive orders signed by Trump on his first day in office in 2025, the designation 
of six Mexican cartels as foreign terrorist organizations stands out (Maldonado, 2025). This measure 
represents a logical extension of his discourse, presenting the cartels as a threat comparable to 
international terrorism, under the argument of combating drug trafficking and ensuring border security. 
With this, these organizations fall under U.S. jurisdiction, allowing the government to adopt “all 
appropriate measures” and even undertake unilateral actions.

	 Following this stance by the American president, the need to understand the implications 
beyond the legal and political becomes evident, as the discourse of power and protection of the “us” 
defines the limits against foreign actors, contributing to a narrative of a constant foreign threat, which 
stigmatizes and excludes entire communities. It is pertinent to analyze the construction of the Mexican 
enemy within the American collective imaginary, a process that can be understood through the stages 
proposed by Stanley Cohen on the construction of national enemies.

2	  Exceptionalism can be understood as a deeply rooted belief in American national identity, present both in its political elites 
and in public opinion. This view holds that the United States is a fundamentally different and unique nation compared to the rest of 
the world, with difference and singularity being the traits that define said notion (Ceaser, 2013: 16).
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4.	 Construction of the Mexican as Enemy: Cohen’s Stages

The image of the Mexican in the American imaginary has undergone a progressive 
transformation: from being considered cheap labor, to an unwanted migrant, then a criminal drug 
trafficker, and more recently, a potential terrorist. This chronology theoretically aligns with the process 
of creating the “public enemy” described by sociologist Stanley Cohen in his work Folk Devils and 
Moral Panics (1972).

	 Cohen proposes five stages in the creation of a moral panic, understood as a social reaction to 
a perceived threat. These stages allow understanding how certain groups are stigmatized until they 
become legitimized threats within political discourse. The first stage is the identification of a threat 
derived from an event, condition, or individual that puts the security or interests of society at risk. In 
the second stage, the media reinforce the perception of the threat through the visual representation 
of the villain out of control and the moral victims, with stereotyped judgments attributed to a violent 
criminal. This triggers anxiety, fear, and collective hostility toward the designated group. The third 
stage reflects how public opinion mobilizes against said group. In the fourth stage, the government 
intervenes in response to social clamor, seeking to repress, regulate, or eliminate the threat. Finally, 
in the fifth stage, the judgment is normalized and institutionalized, bringing with it lasting social 
consequences, such as cultural and legal stigmatization (Mannion & Small, 2019: 679).

	 Below, these stages are explained as applied to the case of Mexicans in the United States, 
especially in light of the recent designation of cartels as terrorist groups.

4.1. First Stage: Threat to Values, Security, and Interests

The identification of the Mexican as a threat began in the 1920s, when migration was hierarchized 
according to nationalities, based on racial judgments that determined who had the privilege of changing 
their legal status in the United States of America. Mae M. Ngai mentions in her work Impossible 
Subjects: Illegal Aliens and the Making of Modern America (2004) a distinction where Western and 
Northern European cultures were considered welcome migrations, while those from Southern Europe 
and the American continent were perceived as invaders, lacking rights or status (Chávez L, 2013).

	 The narrative toward Mexicans presented them as undesirable and unadaptable beings to society 
due to their supposed intellectual inferiority, cultural and racial differences. The greatest concern of 
the American was their irregular arrival, along with their lack of interest in integrating into North 
American culture. In this context, and due to restrictive migration policies, the term “illegal” was 
directly associated with the Mexican migrant who crossed the border evading border control (Chávez 
L, 2013).

	 The distinctive patriotic of the white and capitalist American after World War I racialized the 
Mexican as cheap labor for sectors such as agriculture, mining, and construction. Academic, scientific, 
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and even medical discourses shared the narrative of the Mexican’s intellectual inferiority and warned 
of a supposed “cultural reconquest” (Chávez L, 2013), thus justifying the absence of fundamental and 
political rights for Mexicans on American soil.

	 It was not until 1971, under Richard Nixon’s mandate, with his declaration of drugs as the 
principal public enemy (Encyclopedia Britannica, 2025), that the image of the Mexican was linked 
to the criminal drug trafficker. This perception intensified a decade later with Ronald Reagan and the 
War on Drugs, which promoted punitive policies, severe sanctions, and massive raids based on racial 
profiles.

	 Media coverage and government campaigns consolidated the image of the Mexican drug 
trafficker, criminalizing not only individuals but entire communities. By the end of the 20th century, 
the Mexican was fixed in the American collective imaginary as a criminal drug trafficker and illegal 
immigrant. This representation was reinforced by restrictive migration policies, such as the Illegal 
Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996, and coverage by influential media 
like U.S. News & World Report. These factors contributed to the identification of an internal enemy 
that threatened the security of the American, as well as social cohesion.

	 A turning point in this perception occurred after the September 11, 2001 attack. Fear was 
planted in the individual and collective psyche, following the call of President George W. Bush, 
who emphasized the need to secure borders to prevent the entry of foreign threats such as terrorism, 
irregular immigration, and smuggling (Chavéz, 2013, 46). After the attack, the foreigner became a 
threat from which one must protect oneself.

4.2. Second Stage: Amplification of the Threat Through the Media

The construction of the Mexican as an enemy had been gestating for decades in the American 
collective imaginary. The media played a crucial role in amplifying this perceived threat, promoting 
the idea of the Mexican as a dangerous figure. From 1940, the media began to portray Mexicans 
negatively, linking them to criminality, which culminated in episodes like the Zoot Suit Riots3. The 
stigmatizing representation of pachucos contributed to consolidating the idea that Mexicans were 
violent or had the potential to be (Lucas, 2009: 63).

	 After the September 11 attacks, this narrative intensified. The Bush government increased 
border patrolling, and the media collaborated in constructing the Mexican as a threat, generating 
an environment of collective anxiety. Reports and television ads were issued that distorted data and 
presented Americans as moral victims (Frothingham, 2023).

	 During the Super Bowl in 2002, the U.S. government acquired two advertising slots to broadcast 
messages linking drug consumption to the financing of terrorist groups. CNN reported that 3.5 million 
dollars were invested in this campaign, whose message stated: “Where do terrorists get money? If you 
buy drugs, some of it might come from you” (CNN, 2002).
3	  “A week of unrestrained violence against young Latinos, Blacks, Filipino-Americans, and other youth of color in Los 
Angeles, unleashed by the military, inflamed by racial tensions and fanned by one of the most iconic fashions of the 1940s” 
(Blakemore & Potter, 2023).
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	 Shortly after September 11, the media compared the operation to capture Osama Bin Laden 
with the 1916 military expedition to find the Mexican revolutionary Francisco “Pancho” Villa. This 
parallelism shows how certain pursued figures are turned into useful symbols to justify the expansion of 
state power. Through the media, these militarized hunts are not perceived as violations of sovereignty 
but as necessary actions to preserve national security (Carlson & Ruback, 2023:41).

	 In 2003, the NBC network premiered a miniseries titled Kingpin, centered on Miguel Cadena, 
a Mexican drug trafficker portrayed in a family environment marked by violence, reinforcing negative 
stereotypes. Finally, a study published in Politics, Groups, and Identities analyzed the three most 
important news magazines between 2000 and 2010, concluding that “both the text and images in the 
media often represent immigrants negatively and in a way that does not match the actual demographics 
of the immigrant population”. (Farris & Mohamed, 2018: 820).

	 The media have been key actors in the negative overrepresentation of the Mexican, amplifying 
their figure as a threat and consolidating their stigmatization in public discourse. As Goode and 
Ben-Yehuda (2009:120) explain, the power to “define and construct reality” is linked to the “power 
structure in a society”. Thus, the media narrative around the Mexican is not neutral but functional to 
the exercise of political and social power.

4.3 Third Stage: The Spread of the “Danger” Generates Collective Anxiety

In the current context, the stigmatizing discourse has resurfaced strongly, especially from 
Donald Trump’s rise in U.S. politics. Since 2015, Trump promoted an environment of paranoia, 
pushing campaigns for citizens to report “suspicious” neighbors, turning the enemy into an everyday 
figure (Hensch, 2015). That same year, at the South Carolina Freedom Summit, he uttered one of his 
most famous phrases: “Mexico won’t take advantage of us anymore. They won’t have an open border 
anymore. The greatest builder in the world is me and I’m going to build them the biggest wall they’ve 
ever seen”.

	 In 2022, after being expelled from several platforms for inciting hate and violence, Trump 
launched Truth Social, his own “uncensored” social network. This was initially rejected by the Play 
Store due to its policy against incentivizing violence (Matthias, 2024). This emphasizes the aggressive 
tone that characterizes his narrative.

	 During his first term and in his presidential campaigns, Trump consolidated his exclusionary 
discourse. In 2024, at a rally in Madison Square Garden, he spoke of his possible return to the 
presidency as a “day of liberation,” suggesting that immigrants are invaders (Gold, 2024). Already in 
2018, he had mentioned his intention to designate Mexican cartels as terrorists. At that time, Tree (an 
expert in anti-drug policies), stated that this proposal sought to “increase the stigma on Mexicans” 
(Gozzer, 2019).

	 Trump’s discourse not only influences political perception but also public opinion. According 
to Pew Research Center surveys, in 2017, 65% of Americans had a favorable opinion of Mexico, 
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while at the beginning of 2024, that figure dropped to 37%. The study highlights Trump’s role as a 
determining factor in this shift in perceptions (Poushter et al., 2024).

	 Trump has functioned as a catalyst for collective anxiety that transforms fear into social 
pressure that demands “decisive” responses from government institutions to protect the citizenry.

4.4 Fourth Stage: The Government Responds to Public Protest and Presents the Alleged Threat as a 
Symptom of a Social Malaise That Must Be Addressed

	 From his first term (2017-2021) to the present (2025), the President of the United States, Donald 
Trump, has promoted collective fear toward migrants and Mexican cartels, as part of a discourse 
focused on “regaining control” of the country against external threats that, according to him, were 
mishandled by previous administrations. Already in his 2015 campaign, Trump claimed that “the 
biggest suppliers of heroin, cocaine, and other illicit drugs are Mexican cartels, who hire Mexican 
immigrants to cross the border trafficking drugs”. This narrative was consolidated with policies that 
directly affected Latino communities, and which today function as a structural antecedent of the moral 
panic intensified by the designation of cartels as terrorist organizations.

	 One of the most controversial measures was the “zero tolerance” policy implemented in 2018, 
which caused the separation of thousands of minors from their families in less than a month (BBC 
News Mundo, 2018). Likewise, the presence of ICE (Immigration and Customs Enforcement) was 
intensified, increasing raids in migrant communities. In the first hundred days of Trump’s new term 
in 2025, ICE detained 158,000 undocumented persons, with the goal of surpassing the figures of the 
Biden administration. In addition, among the detainees, 2,288 members of Latin American gangs 
were identified, which served as an argument to increase resources allocated to combating these 
organizations (Beauregard, 2025).

	 Other measures include executive orders against so-called “sanctuary cities,” which sanction 
jurisdictions that do not cooperate with immigration authorities. Processes of regularization, such 
as green card applications, were also suspended, and protections like humanitarian parole were 
eliminated. Likewise, appointments in the CBP One application were canceled, making access to 
asylum difficult for migrants, especially Mexicans (Gonzalez, 2025). Finally, Ronald Johnson, a 
former army officer with a background in intelligence, was designated as ambassador to Mexico, 
a decision that symbolically reflects a firm stance focused on security in the bilateral relationship, 
among many other policies.

	 In this sense, the fourth stage coincides with President Trump using the fear discourse to 
turn drug trafficking into a total threat that justifies extraordinary policies in the name of security. 
By designating cartels as terrorist organizations, the problem is presented as a sign of a supposed 
civilizational collapse, appealing to social malaise to reinforce a protectionist political project. 
Measures such as the tightening of asylum, tariffs on Mexico, and the expansion of the border wall 
not only seek to contain migration but function as symbolic gestures of exclusion. In this way, moral 
panic becomes a strategic tool to legitimize restrictive and authoritarian policies, framed as patriotic 
acts of national defense.
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4.5 Fifth Stage: Transformation of Society Through Institutional Responses

Cohen (1972) speaks of the legitimization of the enemy as the final milestone in the consolidation 
of a “folk devil,” which marks a change in social dynamics; institutionalized violence, perceived as 
heroic, becomes a prudent and applauded act.

	 Public inertia is a resource for foreign policy (Escalante Gonzalbo, 2012); under this argument, 
it is pertinent for the United States to create institutions such as the Department of Homeland Security, 
the Drug Enforcement Administration, and Immigration and Customs Enforcement, as these operate 
under an emergency decree, in which human rights are not the priority, arbitrary detentions are acts of 
prevention, and death penalties for migrants are deserved punishments.

	 These actions are justified by public fear; however, this fear is by no means submissive, 
but rather a call to action, which unifies and influences an entire nation to affect the exterior, and 
even more, intervene in the politics of neighboring countries. It is worth mentioning the recently 
approved mandatory death penalty for migrants guilty of capital crimes in the American state of 
Florida, a measure that normalizes extreme punishment for undesirable beings. As an addition, it is 
no coincidence that the new U.S. Ambassador to Mexico, Ronald D. Johnson, is a pillar in military 
intelligence, nor his previous tenure as ambassador in El Salvador (2019-2021), as it is a message that 
attributes a security matter between countries (Vidal Liy & Camhaji, 2024).

	 Another investigation deserves the case of El Salvador with the Mara Salvatrucha and the legal 
exceptionality applied from their designation as terrorists. It is pertinent to mention the similarities 
and indirect messages between narcoterrorists and the Mara Salvatrucha; arbitrary detention, with 
the common denominator being the stigmatization of the enemy through symbolic markers, is a 
dehumanizing strategy in the context of El Salvador and the southern border of the United States of 
America. Another example is the consolidation of penitentiary centers with systematic violations of 
human rights, with CECOT (Terrorism Confinement Center) and Guantanamo Bay being zones of 
isolation and no-rights for inmates.

5.	 Conclusion

The designation of Mexican cartels as terrorist organizations is not an isolated fact, but the 
result of a historical logic in which fear is instrumentalized as a political tool. This narrative is 
consolidated through media discourses that amplify the perception of threat, directly impacting the 
American collective imaginary and legitimizing the application of security policies and international 
interventions.

	 The State, as the actor that holds the legitimate monopoly on violence, has the capacity to 
create enemies and administer the use of force. In this context, social cohesion generated through 
fear has been an effective strategy to ensure public acceptance of its policies. In the case of the 
United States, this has derived in a persistent narrative of “us” versus “them,” where the figure of the 
foreigner, particularly the Mexican, is processed until representing a highly dangerous enemy.
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	 The concept of “narcoterrorism” does not respond solely to security criteria, but obeys political 
interests and international positioning. Unlike ideological terrorism, drug trafficking pursues lucrative 
ends rather than political destabilization. However, the ambiguity of the term “terrorist” allows States 
to redefine it according to their strategic purposes, generating diplomatic tensions and collateral effects 
on the sovereignty of countries like Mexico. It is no coincidence that, faced with economic threats 
such as the imposition of tariffs, Mexico has agreed to reinforce its borders and extradite prisoners, 
revealing a malleable political agenda, conditioned by emergency decrees and diplomatic pressure 
from the neighboring country.

	 The United States has applied a logic of “heroic violence” through extraterritorial legislation 
that does not fully consider human rights or the implications on the perception of foreign citizens. 
In this process, the media narrative has played a crucial role in consolidating this discourse. By 
amplifying alarmist messages, the media contribute to the stigmatization and dehumanization of 
entire populations, as also occurred in El Salvador. Racial arguments that associate every Mexican or 
Latin migrant with criminal activities, regardless of their real link, distort the perception of American 
citizenship, promote discriminatory attitudes, and foster a climate of fear and rejection.

	 This context has been aggravated recently by social protests within the United States in the 
face of the emergence of extreme migration measures, such as the mass deportations promoted by 
Donald Trump. Sectors of American society have begun to openly question these policies for their 
inhumane character and for the use of means to instill fear, beyond guaranteeing security on the 
part of the State. The mobilizations reflect a growing unease in the face of an official discourse that 
criminalizes migration, and evidence the internal fissures of the American national project itself and 
the rejection by its citizenship of stigmatization strategies.

	 Finally, it is necessary to critically evaluate the use of the term “terrorism” in relation to drug 
trafficking, as well as to analyze Mexico’s stance in the face of these designations, since this is key 
to understanding their impact in a more just and complete manner. It is undeniable that a negative 
social effect is generated in the perception of the Mexican, which makes it urgent to address the 
stigmatizations generated by this fear narrative, which ultimately harms innocent people and hinders 
efforts for regional cooperation based on mutual respect and human rights.	
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