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Abstract
Popularization across genres and discursive practices: the case of climate change

If popularization is a social process that consists of a diversified set of discursive-semiotic practices, involving different types of mass media, an event like the Tenth Session of the UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change Working Group I, held in Paris on 29 January -1 February 2007 – where the issues at stake are highly relevant for contemporary society and for the public at large – tends to generate, in addition to scientific and institutional documents, a variety of popularizing texts, oral, written and multi-modal, distributed through various media. 
It is a selection from this cluster of texts originating from the IPCC meeting that is used in this paper as the basis for a case study exploring the discursive practices of the dissemination of scientific knowledge. The corpus examined includes a variety of different documents and genres, on the one hand authentic specialized and official texts generated within the context of the Paris event and, on the other hand, popularizing texts disseminating the results of the conference: working documents and statements produced by scientists, policymakers and institutions involved in the Panel’s work, summaries of the working sessions, Webcasts of the final press conference of Working Group I, and other scientific and institutional documents, a series of press releases issued by major press agencies during the event, a collection of newspaper articles in English dealing with the topics and the results of the meeting, a selection of material downloaded from Websites of associations and interest groups, a statement of intents issued by twelve major corporations within the framework of the parallel WWF Climate Savers conference, held in Paris in the same period.
Thus the materials to be analysed are representative of different kinds of discourses, characterized by various degrees of specialization / popularization, each with a different purpose (not only dissemination of knowledge, but also awareness raising, political persuasion, etc.) and participation framework (from scientists to journalists or to the layman, from journalist to the general public, from scientists to policymakers, from journalists to the layman, from societies and interest groups to the general public, etc.), distributed through different media.

Thus, it will be possible to explore the discursive practices and strategies deployed in the different categories of texts included in the corpus along the specialization / popularization gradient, with a view to identifying recurrent features and regularities as well as divergences for different categories of texts and sets of participants, the main focus being on popularising texts. Special attention will be given to genres, with a view to verifying whether the transfer of knowledge from specialized communication to popularizing texts involves any contamination in discursive practices, thus leading to hybridization and compromising generic integrity, or generating new genres.
The investigation will mainly rely on discourse analytical tools and, in the case of semiotically complex communicative events, on multimodal analysis. 
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