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Date: 19th January 2016 

Time: 15:30-17:00 

Place: UvA, Bungehuis, Spuistraat 210 

 

“Contemporary Anti-Abortion Discourse in Spain: Between Christian and Secular legislation” 

Julián Albaladejo Suárez, University of Amsterdam  

 

My study concerns the contemporary anti-abortion discourse in Spain. In 2010, Zapatero’s Socialist 

Government Law on Sexual and Reproductive Health and the Voluntary Interruption of Pregnancy was 

passed. It was a radical change from the first law on abortion (1985) and specified women’s rights to 

choose for abortion up to 14 weeks of pregnancy, or 22 weeks in case of health risks or deformation 

of the foetus. However, in 2011 the conservative Christian-democrat People’s Party (PP) came into 

power and proposed a reformed, more restrictive, Law on the Protection of the Conceived that would 

have “ended the right of women to decide freely without having to provide a reason” (El País, 2014).  

As a case study, I will discuss methods of analysis of a broadcast interview with the former Minister of 

Justice, Alberto Ruíz-Gallardón (PP) to find how he negotiates self-responsibility and traditionally 

opposed ideologies with the public. I focus on (1) changes in footing (Goffman, 1981) and grammatical 

person to characterise the negotiation, (2) how women are represented in this interview and  (3) 

lexical and argumentational features of ideological construction. The results reveal the tension 

between Gallardon’s attempt to address the broad public, while maintaining his conservative 

ideology, veering between his personal challenge and the public interest, between secular and 

Christian principles and between women’s rights and their traditional role (Van Leeuwen 1996).  

The findings reveal rhetorical aspects of political discourse around one of the most contentious issues 

in Spanish politics today and illustrate new ideological patterns of reasoning that are increasingly 

characteristic of Spanish political discourse. 

 

Date: February 8 

Time: 15:30-17:00 

Place: Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam, Main Building, room to be annnounced 

 

“The Politics of Fear vs The Politics of Hope: Analysing Greek political discourses and election 

campaigns - A discourse historical approach” 

Salomi Boukala, Hellenic Foundation for European and Foreign Policy (ELIAMEP) 

 

The Greek national election campaign of January 2015 revolved around Fear and Hope. In its wake, 

the Greek bailout referendum took place in July, in a climate of polarization and insecurity. At the 

campaign level, the referendum was an extension of the national election and its discursive 

constructions.  



I would like to discuss the discursive constructions of the final speeches held by the two Greek party 

leaders (Tsipras and Samaras) in the campaign for the bailout referendum. In a political climate of 

polarisation and insecurity, the leaders took opposite positions: The Prime Minister and leader of 

Syriza party, Alexis Tsipras, called for a ‘No’ vote on European and national blackmail, using war 

metaphors and aiming for a popular mandate to ‘change Greece and Europe’: ‘Greece has been 

transformed into an experimental austerity laboratory for the last five years…and the experiment did 

not succeed”. At the same time, the conservative New-Democracy opposition party urged for a ‘Yes’ 

because of threats to Greece’s Europeanisation and economic growth: ‘‘No vote means No to Europe 

... No vote will be a catastrophe” (Samaras). Typically, in-groups and out-groups were constructed in 

different frameworks of fear and of hope.  

Drawing on Spinoza’s ‘affects’ (2001) and Aristotle’s concept of ‘topos’ (Wodak & Boukala 2015) I take 

a Discourse Historical Approach to argumentation strategies. My aim is to explain the complexities of 

dominant political identities and their discursive constructions and to illustrate what argumentation 

strategies are applied in these speeches and how they constitutethe resurgence of political 

dichotomies. 
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Date: March 8 

Time: 11:30 tot 13:00 

Place: University of Amsterdam. Room to be announced. 

 

“Piketty and other thinkers about increasing inequality in the 21st Century” 

Rob de Lange, Utrecht University and Utrecht University of Applied Sciences 

The English translation of Thomas Piketty’s Capital in the Twenty-First Century (2014) has made a big 

impact on today’s discourse on society and the economy. It has unleashed a public discourse about 

inequality from a societal and political point of view. Together with international teams of economists, 

Piketty shows how, after a period of steady decline,  inequality has increased dramatically in 

developed societies during the last quarter of the 20th century. Present generations may still 

remember the reconstruction period following the Second World War, the economic boom, the 

leveling of income and the catch phrase ‘distribution of knowledge, income and power!’. But such 

discourse seems to have faded and while economic discourse focuses on inequality in income and 

capital, social inequality has fallen back to the level of around 1900. This historic social change needs 

a different approach and discourse than the familiar ‘income and capital’ measure of wealth. Piketty 

was not the first, nor the last to address this issue and gradually a small library has emerged with an 

alternative view, including Stiglitz, Reich, Krugman, Atkinson, Standing, Wacquant, Rifkin, Putnam, to 



mention just a few. These authors take different approaches, but the overall narrative is similar. In 

this meeting we can discuss their differences and search for their common features.  

 

Date: April 20 

Time: all day 

Place: University of Antwerp, IPrA Research Centre, Antwerp 

 

A joint meeting between ACDC and the IPrA Research Centre for Pragmatics to build a Dutch-Flemish 

relationship in CDA. Presentations and discussions will concern current developments in CDA in the 

region, with a focus on shared  issues such as religion, climate, immigration, discrimination, academia, 

education and their discourse in the media, law, politics and everyday usage. The aim is to see if 

collaborations can be established to apply discourse analysis and the co-constrcution of discourses in 

participative research and practice. The meeting is organised by ACDC in collaboration with Jef 

Verschueren and Jan Zienkowski. More details to follow. 


