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Julian Albaladejo Suarez (University of Amsterdam) 
Contemporary anti-abortion discourse in Spain: Between Christian and secular legislation 
 
Julian Albaladejo presented a detailed discourse analysis of segments of a television interview with 
Alberto Ruiz Gallardón, former Minister of Justice and member of the Partido Popular in Spain. First 
he sketched the political background of abortion legislation and its reform in Spain, which had 
undergone dramatic changes between 2009 and 2011, from the legalisation of abortion under 
restrictive conditions (2009) to abortion as a legal right in the light of women’s self-determination 
under the Socialist Government, and Gallardón’s Reform Bill to return to restrictive, paternalistic 
conditions. Second, he sketched the media context of the interview, which was broadcast on a 
channel sympathetic to Gallardón’s party ideology. There is no sign of adversity. We hear the 
interviewer using words with negative connotations towards those in favour of women’s rights to 
abortion.  

The analysis of the interview segments was structured around Goffman’s ‘dyadic model’ of 
interaction (1981), and Van Leeuwen’s classification model of social actors (1996).  
1. Roles of speaker and hearer. The communication between the interviewer and the Minister was 
aligned because of their common ideological perspectives. More interesting is to see how Gallardón 
addresses the public in terms of personal pronouns. He switches between 1st person ‘I’ and ‘Us’ 
(insiders), creating a basis for common ground, set off against 3rd person ‘them’ (outsiders). 
2. Religious-Secular motivation. Although anti-abortion politics stem from deeply religious principles, 
Gallardón does not mention that explicitly. However, he refers to the unborn fetus as ‘the 
conceived’, which has religious connotations, but an unusual label in the Spanish language, as 
demonstrated by a corpus study of common Spanish usage. It appears that Gallardón tries to frame 
abortion in a modern rational discourse, with connotations to religious motives against abortion in 
an attempt to address the Spanish public at large at a time when religion was loosing its solid ground. 
3. He sets general scientific claims next personal to emotional claims that both lead to disapproval.  
4. Women are portrayed in the Mother role, as victims (of sexual abuse), and as irresponsible for 
wanting to have an abortion when they should be caring. He shows an authoritative and paternalistic 
role for himself/the Government: “women have to be told”, and if women will keep their child, the 
state will take care of them: in Lakoff’s terms “nurturing mother” and “strict father”). 
Gallardón stepped down when his Reform Bill was rejected in Parliament. 

A lively discussion followed with Manon’s Language in Society and Pragmatics students, Sue 
Blackwell, Joyce Lamerichs, Bertie Kaal, Matthijs Hak, Anne Bannink and others. We discussed the 
position of CDA in scientific (academic) research and the political connotations of doing CDA. It was 
said that CDA is an exploratory way of approaching research with an open mind. In principle CDA is 
not politically biased, but rather, it investigates language use as a communicative act with 
social/political consequences. The ‘political’ comes in when CDA is applied to create awareness of 
how language use directs human motivation for social action. The emancipatory affordances of such 
awareness may be political if it leads to creatively formulating alternatives to the hegemony of 
whatever ideology.  


