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• Mass media are mechanism that has been disposition
of politics party and particularly of Mexican’s
government. From presidency of Salinas de Gortari
(1988-1994) showed how mass media (i.e. television
or newspaper) development communicative strategies
to manipulated the information of great problem (i.e.
violence) to government benefic (Bravo, 2009; Phail,
2010).



Processual approach
(Moscovici, 2001)

Social insertation
(Doise, 2013)





• H1) Differences in the content of the representation
that each newspaper conveys about violence and drug
trafficking based on their ideological positioning.

• H2) The conveyed representations by each newspaper
about violence and drug trafficking will present
common elements in their contents.



Method



• Newspapers with a different ideology: Noroeste =
conservative and El Debate = liberal (the security/police
section).

• Articles where violence and/or drug trafficking are quoted
(a total of 547 news).

• The years to analysis were 2000 and 2008.

• To avoid situations of liability or a biased position by the 
researcher, the set of data was analyzed using ALCESTE 
software.



Results



Words F X2

Commit 36 36.40
2008 11 94.32

Average 8 62.74
Homicides 29 181.48
Execution 12 11.83
Figures 14 70.16
Month 14 87.07

December 16 10.35
Case 26 16.36

Organized crime 15 64.28
PGJE 9 38.23
Crime 39 45.57

Downtown 21 23.30
Intentional 14 87.07
Register 36 12.51
Securing 6 5.85

Words F X2

Shots 36 51.19
Murders 39 36.11
Subjects 18 23.38
Agents 34 33.97
Victims 21 20.71
Body 18 20.09

Finding 28 27.25
Pistol 13 21.42

Wounded 18 23.38
Move 13 21.42
Bullet 16 23.06
Police 45 30.75
Kidnap 39 36.11

Shooting spree 23 31.77
Assassin 17 21.73

Zone 14 5.17

Words F X2

Security 46 48.03
Violence 20 19.57

Prevention 13 50.27
Corporate 17 16.74
Impunity 8 8.28
Sinaloa 19 15.65
High 21 20.93

Commando 36 35.52
Effect 10 7.02
Felony 25 25.48

Delinquents 8 6.50
Fight 14 14.20
Raid 53 53.17

Surveillance 41 41.12
Tranquility 57 56.65

Federal 14 14.49

Words F X2

Drugs 41 48.30
Government 6 5.84
Trafficking 9 8.58

Money 11 11.27
Cartel 11 12.27
Juarez 8 6.02
Allow 12 11.88

Cocaine 18 17.74
Mexico 14 13.69

Drug trafficking 42 42.09
Struggle 14 6.93

Corruption 16 16.24
Army 36 20.65

Product 16 16.46
Process 8 8.85
Country 17 12.73

Class	2:	Police	actions	against	
organized	crime

Class	3:	Delinquency’s	effect	on	
society	

Class	4:	Delinquency’s	crime	
facts

Class	1:	Drug	trafficking	
representation

Figure 1. The hierarchical clustering dendrogram of the free association with the most frequent
words and the words with the greatest association χ2(1), p < .001.



Violence and	social	positioning
Class	 Newspaper χ2 Variable	 χ2

2 Debate χ2 (1)=3.34,	p	=	
.001	

Violence χ2 (1)=25.26,	p	=	.001

3 Noroeste χ2 (1)=33.71,	p	=	
.001

Violence χ2 (1)=2.17,	p	=	.001	

4 Noroeste χ2 (1)=2.29,	p	=	
.001

Violence χ2 (1)=14.30,	p	=	.001

Drug	trafficking	and	social	positioning
Class	 Newspaper χ2 Variable	 χ2

1 Debate	y	
Noroeste

χ2 (1)=8.39,	p	=	
.001;	
χ2 (1)=10.31,	p	=	
.001	

Drug	trafficking χ2 (1)=50.68,	p	=	.001	



Conclusion
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