
Quick Look into SAT
Speech act theorists considering gestures 
‒ SAT = Austin (1962) —› Searle => how addressers can 

produce acts by means of uttering words. 
‒ Austin (1962, p. 19): illoc. acts can also be produced non-

verbally (e.g. betting, warning, ordering,…). 
‒ A certain gesture or tone of voice can affect the illoc. force. 

E.g. John, give a dollar to the bar keeper => polite request 
or strict order (Bierwisch, 1980, p. 8). 

‒ Sperber & Wilson (1995): utterances sometimes need a 
higher-level explicature —› mixture of describing (words) 
and indicating (paralinguistic cues). E.g. I have been here 
for two hours: ’here’ = restriction but not clear if it’s the 
specific room we’re in or the whole building => more salient 
by the use of hand gestures or gaze. 

‒ S&W (2015): facial expressions can trigger conversational 
implicatures. E.g. Passenger: What time is the next train to 
Oxford? — Railway official: 12.48 => A suitable facial 
expression would give the addressee the opportunity to act 
accordingly to try and catch his train. 

‒ Wharton (2009): facial expressions and hand gestures 
indicate the addresser’s internal state: Lily (with a stern 
facial expression, in an angry tone of voice, gesturing 
furiously): You’re late! => The aggressiveness of Lily’s 
gestures shows how angry she is. 

Function relating a gesture and the speech act itself 
‒ Fein & Kasher (1996): Gestures vary with (1) both the force 

and the propositional content, (2) only with the force, (3) 
just with the propositional content. 

‒ Bressem, et al. (2013): gestures with a representational or 
referential function = propositional content, while gestures 
with a performative function = the illoc. force.

1)Après tu m tu m’fais penser euh quand t’as dit un truc 
tout à l’heure [...]. 
Then you m you make me think er when you said 
something earlier […]. 

‒ Pointing = redundant but permits a better understanding 
that the addressee is the one who said something to which 
the interlocutor would now like to react. 

‒ Could draw the addressee’s attention without speech. 
‒ Contribution to the illoc. force because without the gesture 

= act of asserting but with the gesture = act of informing 
someone in particular. 
2)Et tu peux pas dire: “Ah il faut que tu fasses euh que tu 
te mettes à genoux et que tu applaudisses”. 
And you cannot say, “Ah you have to do er to kneel and 
to applaud”. 

‒ Imitation of someone ordering a religious person to kneel 
by pointing towards the ground => description more vivid.  

‒ Gesture alone = a directive + is a contribution to the illoc. 
force because without the gesture = a suggestion but with 
the gesture = an order => movement = straight, 
accelerated and accentuated, i.e. features linked to giving 
(strong) orders rather than making (kind) suggestions. 
3)C’est comme montrer aux gens: “Tu vois, ça c’est bien et 
c’que tu fais c’est mal”. 
It’s like showing people, “You see, this is good and what 
you do it’s bad”. 

‒ The addresser places her addressee in the role of a person 
who is told what is good and what is bad by pointing at her 
as she says ‘tu’ (you). 

‒ Speech and gesture = indispensable. 
‒ Gesture contributes to the illoc. force because without the 

gesture it is an act of informing but with the gesture it is an 
act of stating. 
4)Surtout, tu lui écris sa condition d’femme sur le front 
quoi hein. 
Mostly, you write her her condition as a woman on the 
forehead huh. 

‒ Points at her forehead as she discusses the fact that 
making a young Muslim girl wear a scarf = to writing on her 
forehead that she will have to live as a woman all her life. 

‒ Gesture = redundant with the words but attention = drawn 
on the forehead => emphasises the whole point. 

‒ Gesture contributes to the illoc. force, or in this case to the 
strength, as it transforms an assertion into a claim.

Experimental design 
‒ Pilot experiment: examined the use of deictic, iconic, and 

metaphoric gestures. 
‒ 2 pairs of participants were told they were taking part in a 

study on the way people express themselves => naïve to 
the exact purpose of the study. 

‒ Task: discuss at least 2 topics from a list of 13. 
‒ Assignments: given on a sheet of paper taped to the table 

in front of the participants => hands free to gesture. 
‒ Participants = standing and had 20 minutes for 

conversation, the first 5 of which were left out of the 
analysis. Each participant knew their interlocutor => more 
comfortable. 

‒ To make sure they were at ease, they (1) were offered the 
opportunity to get to know me before the experiment, and 
(2) were left alone during the whole interaction. 

Annotation procedure 
‒ ELAN + the Linguistic Annotation System for Gestures 

(Bressem, et al., 2013). The analysis was made in 3 steps: 
(1) I annotated all the features of gestures leaving out the 
sound production at first, (2) then I concentrated on the 
gestures’ relation with speech, and (3) I analysed the 
communicative acts produced. 

‒ I did the evaluation twice (with a 7-month interval).

Data Acquisition and Annotation

Results
‒ No gesture produced an illoc. act by itself. 
‒ The first two deictics could have been understood alone. 
‒ None of these deictics add extra information. 
‒ All but one are assertives. 
‒ Deictics express ≠ forces depending on movement 

character: enlarged and accelerated = excitement (e.g. 
happiness) or urgency (e.g. angriness) => perfect for 
congratulations or commands. As ≠ in force —› deictics = 
contribution to the illoc. force, while iconic and metaphoric 
gestures = contribute to the prop. content.
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