O6Hall or an, K. L. (in press XOMHyldayandBiul t i mod a
Paltridge (edsCompanion to Discourséondon and New York: Continuum.

Multimodal Discourse Analysis

Kay L. OO06Hall oran

6l ndeed, we can dednmioticsystamscasétstolisyseemsaof a set of
meaning, al | o(Hallidal& ldakan,i1985:4)r r el at e 0
Introduction

Multimodal discourse analysis (henceforth MDA) is an emerging paradigm in discourse

studies which extends the study of langupgeseo the study of language in

combination with other resourgesuch as images, scientific symbolism, gesture, action,

music and sound. The terminology in MDA is used somewhat loosely at present as

concepts and approaches evolve in this relatively new field of study. For example,

language and other resources whitchtie gr at e t o create meaning 1in
oOmul tisemioticdéd) phenomena ( e-:dgnensignali nt mater
objectsanddatood ay events) are variously called O6se
omodal iti esd. MDA aist séenmhufl tiismordeafleirtryedd, &6 mul t i

Omul ti modal semioticsd® and Oé6multi modal studi
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For the purpose of clarity, in this chapsemioticresourceis used to describe the

resources (or modes) (e.g. language, image, music, gesture and are)itecich

integrate acrossensory modalitiege.g.visual, auditory, tactile, olfactory, gustatory,
kinesthetic)in multimodal texts, discourses and events, collectively catledimodal
phenomena Following Halliday(1978: 123) s emi ot i ¢ resources
meanings that constit ut enedium$fitee meanetlrdught y 6
which the multimodal phenomena maadise (e.g. newspaper, television, computer or
material object and event). In what follows, the major concerns of MDA, the reasons for
the emergence of this field in linguistics, and the variety of approaches which have been
developed are discussed, lrefeoncepts specific to MDA are examined in more detail

and a sample multimodal analysis is presented.

MDA is concerned with theory and analysis of semiotic resources and the semantic
expansions which occur as semiotic choices combine in multimodal peeaoirhe

01 nsteemmi ot i endodal) elations arisirgyfrom the interaction of semiotic choices,
known asintersemiosisis a central area of multimodal reseafdwitt, 2009a) MDA is
alsoconcernedvith the design, production and distribution of multimodal resources in

social settingge.g. van Leeuwen, 200&nd theresemioticisatior{ledema, 2001b,

2003)of multimodal phenomena which takes place as spoétices unfoldThe major
challenges facing MDA include the development of theories and frameworks for semiotic
resources other than language, the modelling of social semiotic processes (in particular,
intersemiosis and resemioticisation), and therpretation of the complex semantic space

which unfolds within and across multimodal phenomena.
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There are several reasons for the paradigmatic shift away from the study of language
alone to the study of the integration of language with other resources discourse
analysts attempting to interpisie wide range of humatiscourse practicdsave found

the need to account for the meaning arising from mulsipfaioticresources deployed in
various media, including contemporary interactive digital teaygies Second,
technologies to develop new methodological approaches for MDA, for example
multimodal annotation tookRohlfing et al., 2006havebecomeavailable and

affordable. Lastly, interdisciplinary reseh has become more common as scientists

from various disciplines eek t o sol ve similar probl ems.

having its own domain, its own concept of theory, and its own bothetliod , t he
twentieth century has emergasld a gfe t h @Halleay61991: 39)aimedat solving
particular problems. MDA is an example of this paradigm shift, and it has a key
contribution to make with respect to multimodal analysis, search and retrieval of

information.

Approaches to MDA

Gunther Kress and Theo van Leeuw#f96 [2006])andMi ¢ h a e | (199 R@lO]) e
providedthe foundations for multimodal research in the 1980s and 1990s, drawing upon
Mi chael {Ha7B;198%[H9402004ocial semiotic approach to langudge
modelthe meaning potential of words, sounds and imagssts of interrelated systems

and structureKressand van Leewue(2006)explored images and visual design, and

Fr
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OO0 To(RME®ap | i ed Hallidayds systemic functional

displayed art, paintings, sculpture and architecture

Hal | i(IP&yHalsday & Hasan, 198%pncern with both text and contekistance
and potentialis reflected in these foundational workBhat is, Kress and van Leeuwen
(2006)adopt a (topdown) contextual approacetith a particular orientation to ideology,
derivinggeneral principles ofisual desigrwhich are illustrated via text analyswhile
OO0 T o(A0n(develops a (bottormp) grammatical approach by working closely with
specificé t e x t mibtings,iarchitectural designs and sculpturedgtoveframeworks
which can be applied to other works. Subsequent research has built upon these two
approaches and extended them into new domains. For exaroptextual approaches
have been developdadr speech, sound and mugian Leeuwen, 1999%cientific texts
(Lemke, 1998)hypermedigLemke, 2002)action and gestur@lartinec, 2000)
educational resear¢lewitt, 2006 )and literacyKress, 2003)In addition, grammatical
approaches tmathematic¢O'Halloran, 2005)hypermedigDjonov, 2007)and a range
of other multimodal textée.g. Bednarek & Martin, 201®ave resulted in an approach
which has been called systenfimctionalmultimodaldiscourse analysis (SDA).
Jewitt(2009b: 2933)c | assi fies contextual and grammati c

semiotic multimodailsdcywdr aemdamanluy ¢ ii sno drae spect

Theseapproacheprovide complementary perspectives, beaiegived from Michael
Hal lidayés social semiot i dsealgdpmap2803)fhict o t e xt |,

grounds social critique in concrete social practices through thnelamental principles:



(1)

(2)

3)
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Tri-stratal conceptualisation of meaning which relates low level features in the text
(e.g. images and sound) to higlweder semantics through sets of iatelated
lexicogrammatical systemsind ultimately to social context$ situation and

culture

Metafunctional theory which models the meaning potential of semiotic resources

into three distincb met af uncti ons o6:

1 Ideational meaningdi.e. our ideas about the world) involves:

- Experiential meaningrepresentation and poayal of experience in the

world.

- Logical meaningconstruction of logical relations in that world.

1 Interpersonal meaningnactment of social relations.

1  Textual meaningorganization of the meaning as coherent texts and units.

Instantiation nedels the relations of actual choices in text to the systemic potential,
with intermediate subpotentidlsregisters appearing as patterns of choice in{ext

types (e.g. casual conversation, debate and scientific paper)

Multimodal researchapidly expaded in mid 2000s onwards as systemic linguists and
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other language researchers became increasingly interested in exploring the integration of
language with other resources. There was an explicit acknowledgement that

communication is inherently multimodah@that literacy is not confined to language.

Further approaches to multimodal studies evolved. These includ8ddion,Suzanne
WongScol |l on and Sigrid Nor r i s(NorrispR004; Nonso d a |
& Jones, 2005; Scollon, 2001; Scollon & Wong Scollon, 2008dyeloped from mediated
discourse analysis which has foundations in interactional sociolinguistics and
intercultural communi c @&drdevlle & UriashgarisC20@) | e s
cognitiveapproach to multimodahetaphor based on cognitive linguistitakoff &

Johnson, 1980 In addition, critical discourse approaclese been developéachin,

2007; van Leeuwen, 2008)ased orsocialsemioticsandothercritical traditions A

variety of distinct theoretical concepts and frameworks continue to emerge in multimodal
studieg(see Jewitt, 2009¢cput mosthave some relationship to one or more of these

paradigms.

The increamg popularity of MDA is evidenced by recent publicati¢esy. Baldry &
Thibault, 2006; Bateman, 2008; Bednarek & Martin, 2010; Jewitt, 2009c; Unsworth,
2008; Ventola & Moya, 2009)Jnsurprisingly, there is much lolgte about the nature of
this emergindield (Jewitt, 2009c¢) While multimodalitycan becharacterized a&
domain of enquiy §Kress, 2009: 54{e.qg. visual design, displayed art, mathematics,
hypermedia, education and so forttmeories, descriptions and methodologies spetfic

MDA areclearlyrequired(O'Halloran & Smith, forthcomingdndsomeframeworks and

For
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tools haveindeedalready beenlevelopede.g. Bateman, 2008; Bednarek & Martin,

2010; Lemke, 209; O'Halloran, 2005; O'Toole, 2010)

As a domain of enquirynultimodal studies encouragagagenentand crosdertilisation
with other disciplines which have the same object of study. Incorporating knowledge,
theories and methodologies from othercgiines poses many problems, however, not
leastbeingthe provision of adequate resources for research to be undeatakss

traditional disciplinary boundaries

The development of theories and practices specific to Midthe other handyill

potentally contribute to other fields of study, includirighportantly,linguistics. In this
sense, MDA Ouse[s] texts or types of text
general issues in multimodal studies, such as those arising from the development
theoretical frameworks specific to the study of multimodal phenomena, or

met hodol o g®'idallotan & Srsthy ferth@ming) This chapter deals with

MDA precisely in this way as a new field of study which reqes specific theoretical

and methodological frameworks and tools which in turn may be applied across other

disciplines and domains.

Theoretical and Analytical Issues in MDA

Theoretical and analytical issues in MDA include:



O6Halloran, K. L. (in j

(&) Modelling semiotic resaees which are fundamentally different to language.

(b) Modelling and analysing integemiotic expansions of meaning as semiotic choices

integrate in multimodal phenomena.

(c) Modelling and analysing the resemioticisation of multimodal phenomena ak socia

practices unfold.

These issues are consideredum.

(a) Modelling semiotic resources which are fundamentally different to language.

Following Halliday, language can be modelled as sets ofiatated systems in the form

of system networks, whiclre metafunctionally organised according to taxonomies with
hierarchical ranks (word, word groups, clauses, clause complexes and paragraphs and text
(see Martinbés chapter in present vol ume).
meaning on the semanticaum(see Matrtin, this volumeBystems which operate on

the expression plane (i.e. graphology and typography for written language and phonology

for spoken language) agdsoi ncl uded i n Hallidaydés model

Most semiotic resources are fundamentally défférto language, however, with those
having evolved from language (e.g. mathematical symbolism, scientific notation and

computer programming languages) having the closest relationship in terms of

Th
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grammaticality. Images differ, for example, in that paréspsrceived as organised

patterns in relation to the whole, following Gestalt laws of organisation. Furthermore,

foll owing Charles Sanders Pierceds categoris
system which has no relationship to what is being ssmted, while images are iconic

because they represent something though similarity. Therefore, analytic approaches and
frameworks based on linguistic models have been quest{teszhin, 2009)

Neverthelessnodes adapted fr om | i n2pl0)havd beensvidelyuc h as (
and usefullyapplied to mathematical and scientific images, cities, buildings, museums

and displayed art. I n O6Tool edbs model, the
images are composed ofintere |l ated parts in the compositior
(2010)draws visual overlaysf systemic choices on the image, suggesting a visually

defined grammar as a possible way forward.

Gestalt theory provides the basis for other approaches to visual analysis, including
computational approaches to visual perception involving geometrical structures (e.g.
points, lines, planes and shapes) ancepattecognitior{e.g. Desolnexi Moisan, &

Morel, 2008)andvisual semantic algebrgs.g. Wang, 2009Perhaps one key to such
descriptions is the provision of an alastrintermediate level, where low level features
are related to semantics via systemic grammars. However, the problem is that
hierarchically organised categoricgistems such as those developed for language have
limitations when it come to resources sashimages, gestures, movement and sound
which are topological in natuf@éemke, 1998, 1999)Van Leeuwer{1999, 2009)

proposes modellingystemswithin multimodal semiotic resourcés.g. colour, font style
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and font size for typography, and volumejce quality angbitch) as sets of parameters
with gradient values rather than categorical teoies orderechiterms of delicacyi.e.
sub-categoriesvith more refined options)n some cases, the existence of an intermediate
grammatical level for resources such as music has been quegseradn Leeuen,

1999)

(b) Modelling and analysing intesemiotic expansions of meaning as semiotic choices

integrate in multimodal phenomena.

The interaction of semiotic choices in multimodal phenomena gives rise to semantic
expansions as the meaning potentialidferent resources are accessed and integrated,;
for example, in textimage relationgBateman, 2008; Liu & O'Halloran, 2009; Martinec,
2005; Unsworth & Cleirigh, 2009yesture and spee¢Martinec, 2004)and language,
images and mathematical symboligemke, 1998; O'Halloran, 2008This semantic
expansion is also related to the materiality of the multimodal arteffadtiding the
technology or other medium involveddebook, interactive digital medig)ewitt, 2006;

Levine & Scollon, 2004; van Leeuwen, 2005)

Semantic integration in multimodal phesmena may be viewed metafunctionally
whereby experiential, logical, interpersonal and textual meaning interact across elements
at different ranks (e.g. word group and image). The resulting multiplication of meaning
(Lemke, 1998)eads to a complex multidimensional semantic space where there may be a

compression of meanin(Baldry & Thibault, 2006)and divergent (even conflicting)

10
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meanings(Liu & O'Halloran, 2009) Indeed, there is no reason to asswaneoherent

semantic integration of semiotic choices in multimodal phenomena

The processes and mechanisms of semantic expansion arising froisemtesis have

yet to be fully theorised. It may be that insamiotc systems beyond the sets of inter
related grammatical systems for each resqur@ er at i nggr asmmmamned a
required. These intesemiotic systemgould have the potential to link choices across the
hierarchical taxonomies for each resource, ab @hword group in language, for example,

is resemioticised as a componenaafomplex visual narrative, or vice versa. One major
problem for multimodal discourse analysts is the complexity of both thesateiotic
processes and the resulting semasyiace, particularly in dynamiexts(e.g.videog and

hypertexts with hyperlinks(e.g.internet).

(c) Modelling and analysing the resemioticisation of multimodal phenomena as social

practices unfold

MDA is also concerned with the resemioticiation afltimodal phenomena across place

and ti me: O[r]l]esemioticisation is about how
context, from practice to pr adléedenae20030r fr om
41). ledemg2003: 50)is concerned with resemioticiation as a dynamic proatsésh

under scores O6the materi al and historicised d

11
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Resemioticisation takes place within the unfolding multimodal discourse itself (as the
discourse shifts between different resources) and across different contexts as social
practices unfold (e.chowa policy document is enacted). From a grammatical
perspective, resemioticisation necessarily involves a reconstrual of meaning as semiotic
choices change over place and time. In many cases, resemioticisation involves
introducing ®w semiotic resourceandmay result in metaphorical expansions of
meaning as functional elements in one semiotic resource are realised using another
semiotic resourcdor example, the shift from language, to image and mathematical
symbolism inunfoldingmathematics discourse. This process takes place as linguistic
configurations involving participants, processes and circumstances, for example, are
visualised as entities. Resemioticiation necessary results in a semantesshifices

from different seniotic resources are not commensugheEmke, 1998)

Processes specific to MDA, such as intersemiosis and resemioticisation of multimodal
phenomena, add to the complexity of the semantic space which must be madédlled

analysed. Indeed, managingstbomplexity lies at the heart of MDA.

Sample MDA Text Analysis

Concepts specific to MDA, namely semiotic resource, intersemiosis and resemioticiation,

are illustrated through the analysis of an extract fecti@levisimn multiparty debate,

Epi sode Two of the Australian Broadcasting C

6Q&A: Adventures in Demo c'tMayx290B. Thenodematbc a st o n

12
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is senior journalistony Jones and the panel consists of Tanya Plibekélister for

Housing andheSt at us of Women in Kevin Ruddods Feder
Abbott (then Opposition Liberal Party froiiencher, now.eader of the Opposition in the

Australian House of Representatives) and Bob Brown (Leader of the Aaisi@Gieen

Party). Other participants in the panel discussion, although not considered here, are

Warren Mundine (Indigenous Leader and former president of the Australian Labor Party)

and Louise Adler (CEO and PublisherChief of Melbourne Universiti?ublishing.

The extract is concerned with interactions between Tony Jones, Tanya Plibersek and
Tony Abbott about leaked cabinet documestgarding &5overnment Cabinetecision
in favour of a FueWatch scheme to combat risipgtrol pricesand reservatiaabout

this schemeasrevealed through the leaked docume(itte: * indicates overlap).

TanyaPlibersek €& The reason that cabinet do
senior public servants feel comfortable giving frank advice to th

government of ta day.

Tony Jones Alright. Tony Abbott, youbdve
enough isndt it.
Tony Abbott: Ah, yes it is, but the interesting thing is that the new governmer

already leaking Tony. | mean normally it takes many years *bef
ail beforeibef ore a government é w
Tony Jones: * yes a littleT a little bit like the coalition. Leaking going on all

round.

13
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Tony Abbott: Tired old governments leak. New, smart, clever, intelligent
governments arenodt suptthesed

government is leaking so badly so early is a pretty worrying sig

The multimodal analysis includes the interactions between the spoken language, kinetic
features (including gaze, body posture and gesture) and cinematography effects
(including carera angle and frame siz@ee also Baldry & Thibault, 2006; ledema,

20014a; Tan, 2005, 2009)The multimodal analysis presented here is for illustrative
purposes only. A more comprehensive linguistic analysisddoave been presented, in
addition to the inclusion of other semiotic resources (e.g. studio lighting, clothing,
proxemics, seating arrangement and so forth). Furthermore, semiotic choices are
presented in a static table (see Table 2), rather than a adyftamat which would have

permitted the unfoldingf choices anghatterns to beepresented

Hal | i(20@4yHéallglay & Greaves, 2008)ystemic functional model for language
(including i nt(200%a200Dpysteinic madal for Haze ahd kinetic action

(Figure 1) and camera angle, camera movement, and visual frame (TablerBware
uponfortheanalysis as is van Leeuwends wohmKegon the s
1999) Comprehensive descriptions of these models are found elsewhere, and thus are not
repeated here. The multimodal analysis of the extract with key salient frames are

presented in Table 2. The following analysis reveals how the multimodaéshiony

Abbott makes, particularly with respect to linguistic choices, intonation, gesture and body

posture, work closely together to reorientate the discussion about the leaked documents

14
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from beinga legal issue to a political issue in order to criga@snd undermine Kevin

Rudd &he Australian Prim#inister) Labor government.

eye contact

— directed at other participant(s body parts
Actor and Goal connected

by Vector =connected
transaction (material process)

inside personal space
— engaged | directed at object(s ) {
Reactor and Phenomenon

clothing, props

outside personal space
connected by vector
(= transitive reaction) no clear Vector =
body Circumstance of
. . . arts
Diegetic world/ — directed at self P Means
[ on-screen space clothing, no Vector =
[ no vector, or props Circumstance of
movement only Accompaniment
—disengaged — (intransitive, material

action process)

Directionality
of Gaze and — self-involvement (Mental Process)
Kinetic Acton — Interpersonally engaged;

Vectors

gaze directed at viewer
= direct address/visual demand

engaged; participant is Reactor,

Phenomenon shown in next Shot

— Off-screen space —— = disconnected transactive reaction

(realized through POV -shots, shot/shot -reverse
shots, eyeline matches, match -on-action shots)

disengaged; only one patrticipant,
no Phenomenon = non -transactive
reaction (Mental Process)

Figure 1 Systemic Networks for Gaze and Kinetic Action Vedfbas, 2005: 45)

15



HP

POV

CM
mobile,

pan,

tilt

zoom-in/out
COMRALNDY

closg-up

gxtreme close-up
gxtreme long shot
long shot
medium, long shot
medium, shot
medium, close-up

O6Hall or an,

Angle/Power, Perspective

Horizontal Angle: frontal angle signals involvement, oblique angle signals
detachment

Wertical Angle denotes power relations: high/median/low

Point-of-View (subjective image)

Camera Movement

Camera Movement

Stationary Camera

Mobile Framing

Camera travels in any direction along the ground: forward, backward, circularly,
diagonally, or from side to side

Camera scans space horizontally from left to right or right to left

Camera scans spaces vertically up or down

Camera does not alter position; space is either magnified or de-magnified
Directionality of camera movement is indicated by short directional arrows

Size of Visual Frame

Shows just the head, hands, feet, or a small object

Singles out a portion of the face (eyes or lips)

Human Figure is barely visible; landscapes, bird"s-eye views
Full view of human figure(s) with background

Human Figure is framed from about the knees up

Frames the human body from the waist up

Frames the body from the chest up

K.

Table 1 Camera Angle, Camera Movement, and Visual F(&arge 2009: 179)

16



andience//inter-
viewer/Tanya

audience//inter-
viewerTanya

audience//inter-
viewerTanya

audience//inter-
viewer/ Tanya

O6Hall oran, K.
[Stage ‘Petrol Prices’
Phase Leaked Cabinet Documents
[Sub-Phase Leaking Documents as Lepal Issue Leaking Documents as Political Issue
SHOT 1 SHOT 2 SHOT 3 SHOT 4 SHOT 5
Salient Visual Frame
A} ¥ A1l Y ¥
Frame 1 Frame 2 Frame 2 Frame 4 Frame 3 Frame 6 Frame 7 Frame ¥ Frame 9 Frame 10

SEMIOTIC
RESOURCE:
Speech:

Speaker 1 - Alright. Yo ve been in the * vega little — a | Leaking going on

Tony Jones Tony Abboit frenches. That's fifile bif live the all rownd

(interviewer): fair enough isn 't coalition.

ir?
Speaker 2 - Ah, ves itis | bupthe interesting | leaking, Tony. |*before a — before oo el - inelligent leak, and the fact |sg early is a
Tony Abbott: thing is that the | I mean normaily — hefore a Tired old New, smart, BOVEFHIMENIS that this preity worrving
Hew Bovernment it iakes many EOVEFHMENT EOVEPHIEHIS clever, aren 't supposed | government is  [sign.
is already years 1o leaxing so badly

Kinetic Features:

Gaze: off-screen; off-screen; off-screen; off-screen; off-screen; off-screen; off-screen; off-screen; off-screen; off-screen;

engaged, directed | engaged; directed disengaged, engaged; directed | engaged; directed | engaged; directed | engaged; directed | engaged; directed | engaged; directed | engaged; directed
at interviewer at Teny Abbott directed at self at studic at studio at camera'viewer at studio at studio at Teny Abbott at studio

audience//inter-
viewer/ Tanya

Plibersek Plibersek Plibersek Plibersek Plibersek
Body Posture: angled angled; leans | angled; leans back|  angled. angled. Suaight angled. angled angled angled
forward toward
Teny Abbott
(iesture: raises hand; raises hand; hand raised; | hoth hands raised; | hoth hands raised; | hoth hands raised; both hands raised;
palm facing palm facing palm facing palms facing palms facing palms facing palms facing
outward outward outward outward'sach outward/each outward/each outward/each
other other; gap other; pap other at reduced
Narrcwing Narrowing distance;
downward
movement
(Cinematography:
Camera Angle obligug/ abligus/ obligug/ abligus/ obligus/ Trontl/ obligug/ obligug/ obligug/ obligus/
{hormn_tat) detached, detached, detached detached, detached inyelved, detached detached detached detached
perspective
Size of Frame medinm medinm medinm medinm medinm medinm medinm medinm medinm medinm
glosg-up glosg-up glosg-up glosg-up glosg-up glosg-up glosg-up glosg-up glosg-up glosg-up
Table 2 Multimodal Analysis of 6L eBhrsddy 28Nap 2008k t

17
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Tony Jones puts forward to Tony Abbotp@positionwith thetagfi i s n(@hichi t o

explicitly signak that aparticular kind ofesponsés requiredl with respect to Tanya

Pl i bersekds defense of her governmentds hand
enough isndét 1it?20 The seex add g & eapthleydgiiibtoan & s4 (
i s (displayed in Figure 2) addsservabn to this propositionandis an interpersonally

focused reply, both in the sense ©bthe having t
negotiatory element of the clauséut also in that there is ramldition ofexperiential

meaning(interms of cotend,unt i | Tony Ab b butthe intecestibgithmg e s wi t |

is that the new government is already | eakin

18
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Figure 2 Tony Albabiday 86Greaves 2008) i IST lotoe (4 mage

produced using Praat software)

Tony Abbottthus concedefria polarity)the proposition as pubutenactseservation

(via intonation)with respect to another field of discourse, that of politics: that the new
government is alreadedking. This for him thdegal issue is not what is at stake here,
rather there is a shift to the leaking of the documents as a political issue, resulting in a
new subphase in the Leaked Cabinet Documents phase (see Table 2 and Figut¢e3(a)).

moves théattle to a new ground, and then proceeds to elaborate on his point.

This shifting of the field of discourse is a characteristic of political discourse (well known

as Opoliticians not answering the qmestiond)
Abbott effectively employs a range of multimodal resources which function inter

semiotically to change the field of discourse, displayed in Table 2 and FigurecB(b)

These resources includause grammat adv er si ve ¢ enfojmationcutiti on o6 but
grammar( use of the Or eser vedidingtomey)gestureal i zed t hr
(holding up his hand in a oO6wait ond movement
series of gesture strokes to emphasise the points made, see Figuiec8bpsture

(first, sitting back and then leaning forward as he makes his point about the new

government leaking); andterpersonal @ixis( Vocati ve O0Tony6 enacting
Following this, Tony Abbottontinues speakingshesits back andhenengages

successivelywith the studio audience, Tony Jones diadiya Plibersekhrough gaze and

angled body posture, while expandimg hand gesture somewhat (see Figure-8¢h)

19
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He also briefly budirectly engages with the viewer with a straight body posture wit

both hands raised and palms facing outwards to further engage the viewer, before turning

his attention back tthe panelistsTanya Plibersek and Tony Joreewd the studio

audience Tanya @hobpres&édd response in the for
expression (Frame 9 in Table 2, also see second last frame in Figure 3)) is a study in

itself: she makes no other significant semiotic sigut is clearly quite familiar with her
political opp. dotethatthe samerddemoled gse sesioresource

here, in thechace to frame her at this point, setting up a dialogic context between Tony

Abbott and herself, despite the fact that it was Tony Jones who asked the question.

Figure 3(a) The Change of Field from Legal Issue to Politicaklssu

20
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Figure 3(b) Gaze and Gesture

Figure 3 (c) Body Posture

Figure 3 Tony Abbottés Leaking Documents as

21
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Tony Abbott usegestureand speech rhythm Emphasise lexical itemgaising the

textual status both of the individual wordsriselves and the overall poisud thereby
creatingaform of a graduation in emphagdartin & White, 2005) The use of gesture
andaccent togethgrrovide amoredelicate range dextualgradienceorganisng the

flow of informationinto varying degrees of prominenice semioticexpansion arising

from the combined visual and aural gradience of the bandwidths of gestural stroke and

accent

At this citical pointAbbott establishes erucialintertextual referencf_emke, 1995}o

the whole discourse of the previous Federal election in Australia, when his Liberal

government of eleven years was soundly defeated by an opposition which pritgstted

as being fresh and 0cl e viwunbenpgoyernmenhHer ast wi t h
does this primarily throughhythm: p to the pointwherehesay it i red, ol d gove
| e a ksets up a distinct temporal patterning of accents, whidters disturbed at the
pointb et ween O0clever6 and o6intelligentdé in fiNe\
areno6t s up Plbstiehdsplayiroricallpheréon ths recent electioneering

discoursdé andhis directgaze (see Frame 8 in Tablea2yotakes on a semiotic

rendering of the ironic satiricaltonasa vi sual si gnal of dédplaying

There are many other opportunities to demonstrate how multimodal resources function
inter-semiotically to achieve the agenda of the involvadigs, including the producers
who use camera shots to create a dialogue between the participants. For exaitaple,

Tony Jones engages Tanya Plibersek in a critical dialogue amusnment
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environmental policy initiativethe cameraiew changes tanclude Bob Brown, Leader
of the Australian Green Party, witseen tgaise his eyebrows, nod his head, lick his
lips and shake his head from side to swdeich gestures, afforded by choice of camera

shot, entirely recontextualises the dialogue of WiBcownat this point is not (verbally)

a part.

A :

nods headl  licks lips [l shakes head

Figure 4:Camera: Visual Frame

The entire Q&A sessioitself is resemioticised on the Q&A website (Figure 5) wheee

notion of political debat e asTosyplayatandi s evoke
Bob. Thursday, 29 May. Tony Abbott and Tanya Plibersek are back in the boxing ring for

Q&A's second episode. Joining them are Bob Brown, Warren Mundine and Louise Adler

for their first gr.Buti hbeb§thegabdiche®&SBAr pant er s o
encouraged to participate, through interactive blog forums arrayed under each of the

showés questions where website members may p
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resemiotisation of the issues debated during the show (from expert to pubiand, as

well as post questions for the show itself (
mathematical chagostshow alsaives some (limited) analytical information about the

time devoted to the topics under discussion, and further downethsite the panelists

are introduced via photos and short writeups.

Figure 5 Q&A Website: Adventuré&s in Democrac
The above discussion shows clearly that context is an essential part of any analysis, not
just the immediate caext of situation (the Q&A event and subsequent resemioticisations

of that event), but the context of culture in general, including in this case the intertextual
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