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Abstract

The presidential televised debate, as an integral part of the U.S. presidential campaign, plays a de-
cisive role in influencing the results of the presidential election. The presidential campaign TV
debate integrates multi-modal resources, so it is necessary to analyze the presidential debate
from both language resources and non-verbal aspects. This article takes the attitude system in the
evaluation system proposed by Martin & White as the theoretical framework of the semantic syn-
ergy between McNeil’s language and gestures, and analyzes the significance of the attitude of the
two nominees in the 2016 US President’s TV debate. The study found that in multi-modal dis-
course, the speaker’s language and gestures are all important resources for building the meaning
of the character’s attitude. During the speech, the speaker will make gestures to speak in conjunc-
tion with the speech, and gestures are also regarded as an evaluation process. Gestures and words
express the meaning of attitude together, and the meaning of attitude built by gestures is streng-
thened with the help of speech. In addition to gestures, eyes are also considered to be an indis-
pensable role in building attitude meaning. McNeil (2000) found that the speaker got a response
from the participants they saw by staring at them. By staring, the speaker hopes to form an alliance
with the audience they are watching. This study provides a certain reference for people to better
understand the attitude and point of view conveyed by the speaker and the position behind it.
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Table 1. Frequency of the three presidential televised debate in 2016
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Example 1. The government has no business in the dicisions that women make their famillies in accordance
with their faith, with medical advice. [judgement: immoral]
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His whole plan is to cut taxes to give the biggest tax breaks ever to the wealthy and to corporations, causing
the kind of dislocation. [Appreciation: negative]
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Example 4. What i am also arguing is that bring undocumted immigrants out from the shadows, putting
them into the formal economy would be good. [Appreciation: positive]
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