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Abstract: Observing the development of multimodal discourse analysis ( MDA) to multimodal critical
discourse analysis ( MCDA) it is found that MDA though extending the study of meaning beyond
language to other modes of meaning making has not paid due attention to the intention social actors
aim at by deploying various meaning-making modes. The paper further discusses MCDA’ s concep-
tualization of its research objects and methods and by analyzing them in terms of postmodernity

proposes that MCDA compared with other approaches in MDA is a new step in the developing
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process of MDA. This proposal is solidly supported by a detailed illustration of MCDA’ s conceptuali—
zation of “semiotic resources” and the “cognitive” and “critical” analytical methods.
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