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The paper reveals how US vice president J.D. Vance’s hand gestures accompanying the
2025 Munich speech support the accusation effect created by the verbal means. The
applied "transforming idea into effect” procedure takes into account discursive and
cognitive semiotic perspectives of speech production. The gestures studied in the paper
comprise outstretching the right or the left hand as well as outstretching or clasping both
hands. The gestures are interpreted relative to the three parts of accompanied utterances:
pre-gestural, expressing the speaker’s intention prior to hand movement, gestural,
simultaneous with the hand movement,; post-gestural, following the gestural part if it opens
the statement. It is found that the outstretching of the right or left hand is associated with
the visuospatial and logical functions of the corresponding hemispheres of the brain.
Consequently, the pre-gestural parts of the utterances involving the right-hand movement
refer to the speaker’s personal experience while the utterances accompanied by the left-
hand movement refer to mental operations related to thinking over the past, present or
future as well as to the use of negation. Meanwhile, the simultaneous use of both hands
combines the visuospatial and logical functions of the right and left hemispheres of the
brain contributing to the formation of image schemas, i.e. dynamic recurring patterns of
organism-environment interactions. The outstretching of both hands evokes the
CONTAINER schema, which outlines boundaries, underlying the verbal reference to unity,
big quantities or textual cataphoric relations. The clasping hands gesture represents the
BLOCKAGE schema symbolizing the speaker’s resentment to particular European policies
which is also reflected in a substantial length of the corresponding utterances and in
fronting the gestural component to emphasize the accusations made.

Keywords: hand gesture, effect, verbal means, discourse, cognitive semiotics, brain,
image schema, J.D. Vance, 2025 Munich speech.
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Ilomanenxo C.I, Anopiiiko B.l. Cnogecno-ycecmosi egpekmu y eucmyni giye-
npe3udenma CLLA /Ixceit /[i Benca 6 Mwonxeniy 2025 poui

Y npononosaniii po3zsioyi noxasano, sk xcecmu pyk siye-npesuoenma CILIA Jxc. J].
Benca nio uac tioco Mwonxencoroi npomosu 2025 poxy nocuniooms egexm 36UHY8aAUeHHS,
CmMeopeanull 8epoanbHuMu 3acobamu. 3adiasHa npoyeoypa «nepemeopeHus idei Ha
epekmy ypaxogye OUCKYPCUBHUU [ KOSHIMUBHO-CEMIOMUYHULL PAKYPCU NPOOYKYBAHHS
Mmoenenus. Kecmu, pozensinymi 6 cmammi, 6KII0YAOMb 8i08€0eHHs 8OIK NPasoi abo 1ieoi
PYKU, 3 00HO20 DOKY, ma po3gedeHHs: abo CHIemeHHsl 8 3aMOK 000X pyK, 3 inuwozco. Hazeani
PYXU MOXNCYMb CNIBGIOHOCUMUCS 3 MPbOMA YACMUHAMU BUCTOBTIIOBAHHS. 00IHCECHOBOIO,
AKA NO3HAYAE HAMID MOBYs neped GUKOHAHHAM DYXI8 PYKAMU, HCeCmo8olo, sKd
CYNPOBOOIHCYE PYXU, NICIANCECMOBOIO, KA NPOMOBIAEMbCA NiCIA pyXy pyK. Becmanoaneno,
wo 8idsedenHsi YOIK npasoi abo 1ieoi pyKu NO8 A3aHO 3 8i3VANbHO-NPOCMOPOSUMU 1
JIOCTUHUMU (DYHKYIAMU BIONOBIOHUX NIBKYIb MO3KY. AHAK HACMIOOK, 002CeCmosi Yacmuuu
BUCTIOBTIOBANL, AKI Nepeoyiomb 8i08e0eHHI0 80IK Npagoi pyKu, 6KaA3yOmv HA 0COOUCMUL
00C8i0 Mo8Ysl, a ppasmenmu, wo nepedyroms pyxosi 1ieoi pyKu, 8i0ouearoms GUKOHYEAHI
mucnennesi npoyedypu. Hamomicme oO0HOuacHe 6uxkopucmauHs 000X pPYK HOEOHYE
8I3YAILHO-NPOCMOPOGI Ul 102IUHI PYHKYII npagoi ma nieoi nieKynvL Mo3Ky y ¢opmi obpas-
cxem, OUHAMIYHUX NOBMOPIOGAHUX MoOeell 63aeMOOii mina JOOUHU U HABKOIUUHLOSO
cepedosuwya. Pozsedenns obox pyk oxpecnioe obpas-cxemy KOHTEHUHEP, wo gixcye
0OMedicenHs, NOKNadeHi 8 OCHO8Y penpesenmayii €OHOCMI, 3HAYHUX KilbKocmel abo
meKkcmogux kamagopuunux gioHoutens. Cniements 000x pyk nepeo coborw cnie8ioHOCHe 3
oopasz-cxemoro  IIEPEIIIKO/]A, saxa cumeonizye HenpuuiHAmms Mo8yem NeGHUX
€BPONENCHKUX pednill, NiOCUeHe 3HAYHOW O00BNHCUHOIO BIONOBIOHUX BUCTIOBNIEHb |
BUCYVHEHHAM HA IX HNOYAMOK JHCeCcmosux 4Yacmum, AKI aKyeHmymomsv O0eK1aposaui
36UH)BAUEHHS.

Knrouoei cnosa: sicecm pyku, eghekm, mosHi 3acodu, OUCKYpC, KOHIMUBHA ceMIOMUKA,
Mo30K, obpaz-cxema, [oic. /. Benc, mwonxencoka npomosa 2025 poxy.

Introduction

The notion of effects goes back to Aristotle who related their creation to
metaphors, similes, jokes (Aristotle, 1926, p. 397, 409). With time this modest list
of means of effect formation came to cover argumentation, subordination,
repetition, surprise (Perelman, Olbrechts-Tyteca, 1991, p. 45, 157, 326), alongside
distinguishing different types of effects: comic, humorous, ludicrous, poetic,
aesthetic (Perelman, Olbrechts-Tyteca, 1991, p. 117, 189, 225, 137, 142). The more
modern list of means of creating effects suggested in rhetorical stylistics includes
congeries, amplification, bracketing, homiginization (Fahnestock, 2011, p. 242,
252). Naturally, the ever broadening list of types of effects and of the means of
their formation poses a question of their limits which compels some scholars to
give up the idea of making up a compendium of effects altogether and to turn to
their more general interpretations. One of those ways is to use the confluence of
logos, ethos, and pathos (de Oliveira, Oswald, 2023, p. 7) subdividing the effects
into four categories, with respect to whom or what the message impacts. Effects of
the speaker are linked to ethos, those on the audience are related to pathos, those on
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the message are connected with logos, with all of them affecting conversational
dynamics (de Oliveira, Oswald, 2023, p. 7). A different way of dealing with effects
is to replace them with pragmatic perlocutionary force concerning the impact on
the addressee (de Oliveira, Oswald, 2023, p. 6) though it overlooks the speaker’s
illocutionary force.

Besides generalizing the classification of the effect types two more things
need elaboration. First, it is the distinction between planned and achieved effects.
Their existing interpretations seem to focus only on the impact that language
choices have on the audience, their thoughts, emotions, and actions, as well as on
a specific response or reaction from readers or listeners (Fiveable, 2024).
However, as it has been noted, the passage of time generally, but not always,
diminishes the effect of a speech (Perelman, Olbrechts-Tyteca, 1991, p. 49).
Consequently, besides effects achieved it is important to distinguish the intended
types which urge the speakers to employ particular linguistic and cognitive means.
The opposition between planned and achieved effects is in line with the
enormously influential pragmatic distinction between illocutionary and
perlocutionary forces (Cummings, 2005, p. 7-8), on the one hand, and the
traditional rhetorical relations of effect and cause (Aristotle, 1926, p. 265) or cause,
effects, and conditions (Perelman, Olbrechts-Tyteca, 1991, p. 344), on the other.
This opposition constitutes the basis of the "transforming idea into effect"
procedure which is meant to reveal how a belief outlined in the beginning of a
speech transforms into verbal effects, i.e. practical outcomes. This procedure has
been applied to the study of the effects achieved by President Zelenskyy’s speech
to the Polish parliament (Gtaz, Potapenko, 2025, p. 23) and by his two addresses to
the British parliament (Petlyuchenko, Potapenko, 2026, p. 131), on the one hand,
and the intended effects of his addresses to a number of parliaments worldwide
(Potapenko, Talavira, 2026) as well as of the speech delivered by J.D. Vance, the
American vice president, at the security conference in Munich on 14 February
2025 (Vance, 2025). Since the European media branded the speech as "stunning"
the mismatch between the reasonable main idea of shared values announced in the
first lines of the address and the media’s negative assessment was explained in the
article (Potapenko, Andriyko, 2025, p. 51). The current contribution turns to the
verbo-gestural means of evoking the accusation effect permeating J.D. Vance’s
Munich speech. Consequently, the research question of this paper is how J.D.
Vance’s gestures support the accusation effect created by the verbal means in his
2025 Munich address. The achievement of this objective involves the fulfilment of

215



Studia Philologica. 2026. Issue 26 ISSN 2412-2491 (Online)
DOL: https://doi.org/10.28925/2412-2491.2026.26

the following tasks: to investigate the approaches to the study of the relations
between gestures and speech, to develop the methodology of revealing the co-
verbal use of gestures, to determine the cognitive semiotic patterns of creating
intended effects.

Theoretical Background

Gestures as co-verbal signs are currently studied from the perspectives of
multimodality, semiotics, and cognitive sciences.

Cognitively, gestures are considered to be the nexus of the body, mind, and
world (Alibali, Hostetter, 2024, p. 515) relating the frame of reference to the
human body with respect to left — right, back — front, far — in front coordinates
(Boutet, Cienki, 2024, p. 276). More generally, they represent a visual scheme
extracted from other perceptual experiences (Calbris, Copple, 2024, p. 218) or
derived from practical actions (Payratd, 2024, p. 32).

Semiotically, gestures are important due to their multimodality (Bressem,
2024, p. 172) and polysemiotic nature (Cienki, 2024, p. 4) constructing and
negotiating interaction in human communication. Being characterized by dual
semiosis, gestures convey the same meaning in different semiotic modes (Harrison,
2024, p. 482) while being polysemous they relate to different referents (Mittlberg,
Hinnell, 2024, p. 69). The most important semiotic distinction between gestures
and verbal signs is that the former are motivated while the latter are arbitrary
(Calbris, Copple, 2024, p. 220).

Discursively, gestures constitute an integrated part of speech but not its
accompaniment (Harrison 2024, p. 478). They boost language production and
comprehension reducing the cognitive load on the participants (Bressem 2024, p.
170). Due to their perceptual origins gestures are considered to occur most
frequently when people are thinking or speaking about visual, spatial, motoric
topics (Alibali, Hostetter, 2024, p. 501).

Therefore, the study of the formation of verbo-gestural effects in a public
speech is to combine cognitive, semiotic, and discursive perspectives.

Methodological notes

With respect to their cognitive foundations gestures as a co-verbal
phenomenon are considered to be not only expression of thought but thought itself
(Harrison, 2024, p. 478), a heterogeneous phenomenon, represented by a number of
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conceptual structures. They comprise concepts, frames, image schemas, conceptual
metaphor, etc. (Evans, Green, 2011).

The study of gestures according to the "transforming idea into effect"
procedure merging discursive, semiotic, and cognitive perspectives involves two
steps: those of correlation and explanation.

The correlation step consists in relating a gesture to the accompanying
linguistic units in a delivered public speech. As a co-verbal phenomenon gestures
are divided into pointing, depictive, referring to the world, and pragmatic,
accompanying the relation between the speaker and addressee (Miiller, 2024, p.
192). The three types of gestures seem to differ in the way they are related to
speech production: pointing movements correlate with the linguistic units uttered
while depictive and pragmatic ones seem to be related not only to the parts
accompanied by gestures but to the utterance as a whole. Therefore the latter can
be divided into two main components: pre-gestural, expressing the speaker’s stance
prior to the forthcoming gesture and indicating how it should be interpreted, and
gestural, which is simultaneous with the hand movement performed (1):

(1) The threat that I worry the most about vis-a-vis Europe is not Russia,
it’s not China, it’s not any other external actor. (Vance, 2025)

In (1), the pre-gestural part of the utterance, which is not inderlined, contains
the lexical units threat and worry rendering the speaker’s attitude to the coming —
gestural — part of the statement which is underlined. The main linguistic unit of the
pre-gestural part is threat whose meaning is intensified by the construction that [
worry the most about. The gestural part accompanied by the speaker clasping his
hands is verbalized by two negative constructions it’s not China, it’s not any other
external actor.

The explanation step of the analysis is aimed at interpreting the gestures
accompanying the verbal segments. The most frequent cognitive method of
clarifying the meaning of gestures is the use of image schemas, i.e. dynamic
recurring patterns of organism-environment interactions (Johnson, 2005, p. 19).
They are considered to constitute the basis of the human conceptual systems
(Evans, Green, 2011, p. 180) and to motivate and structure gestures for cognitive
and communicative purposes (Williams, 2019, p. 411). Moreover, it is claimed that
practical actions become typified and differentiated into signs with the help of
mimetic schemas underlying young children’s gestures (Zlatev, 2014).

There seem to be two approaches to the analysis of the relations between
gestures and image schemas: complex, relating a sequence of analyzed gestures to
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all known schemas (Mittelberg, 2018), and consecutive, beginning with the
analysis of simple hand movements followed by a gradual shift to the complex
ones which is applied in this paper.

Results and Discussion

The simple hand gestures made by J.D. Vance comprise outstretching the
right or the left hand as well as outstretching or clasping both hands. They are
interpreted drawing on the interaction of pre-gestural and gestural parts of
utterances.

Gr24
msc A
oty (C:ITISI
(G mer
Figure. 1. Outstreching right hand Figure 2. Outstreching left hand

The outstretching of the right hand (Figure 1) is explained by the pre-gestural
part of the utterance containing the stimuli involving visuospatial processing which
elicits brain activity lateralized to the right hemisphere (Nielsen, et.al, 2013). The
access to those stimuli is signaled by the following means: existential utterances,
e.g. It’s great to be back in Germany (Vance, 2025); by the perception verbs, e.g.

You hear this term,"burden sharing” (Vance, 2025), or practical actions, e.g. win

an election; accomplish anything of value (Vance, 2025). The outstretching
of the left hand (Figure 2) is preceded by the pre-gestural components, naming
mental activity which is associated with the logical thinking ascribed to the left
hemisphere (Nielsen et.al, 2013). The pre-gestural parts of utterances indicate the
mental operations related to thinking over the past, present or future as well as to
expressing negation. The gestural parts of corresponding utterances are preceded
by the noun argument, e.g. The argument was that Russian disinformation had

infected the Romanian elections (Vance, 2025); the verb know, e.g. And we know
the situation, it didn’t materialize in a vacuum (Vance, 2025); followed by the verb

bill, e.g. Everything from our Ukraine policy to digital censorship is billed as a
defence of democracy (Vance, 2025).
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The pre-gestural parts of utterances preceding references to the future
solutions of the current problems include the verbs focus, e.g. America focuses on

areas of the world that are in great danger (Vance, 2025), and can, e.g. Much of
value that can be accomplished with the kind of democratic mandate (Vance,

2025). The negative pre-gestural parts of utterances precede the gestural
components referring to the perceived phenomena associated with the right

hemisphere, e.g. It’s not in these stone buildings or beautiful hotels (Vance, 2025),
or combine with units denoting thinking, e.g. Expressing opinions isn’t election
interference even when people [...] (Vance, 2025).

Figure 3. Outstreching both hands

The outstretching of both hands (Figure 3) is supposed to transform the
visuospatial and logical functions of the right and left hemispheres into image
schemas, i.e. dynamic recurring patterns of organism-environment interactions
(Johnson, 2005, p. 19). Being pre-conceptual structures, in discourse they underly
varying semantics revealed by the comparison of three entities: the outstretched
hands, their relation to the CONTAINER image schema, representing boundedness
(Johnson, 1987, p. 21), and the accompanying pre-gestural and gestural parts of
utterances.

First, the outstretched hands follow the pre-gestural part with the pronoun we,
denoting unity and indicating the speaker’s support for the viewpoint expressed by

the gestural part of the utterance, e.g. We do not need to be afraid of the future
(Vance, 2025). The outstretched hands indicating unity correlate with the attribute
shared, e.g. What is the positive vision that animates this shared security (Vance,

2025), or with the combination of the pronoun we with the adverb fogether, e.g.

The crisis I believe we all face together (Vance, 2025).
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Second, the outstretched hands emphasize the size denoted by the units a lot,

more, many, €.g. I see many great military leaders (Vance, 2025), by the pronoun
they, e.g. In England, they voted for Brexit (Vance, 2025), by the noun people, e.g.
Europeans, the people have a voice (Vance, 2025). Consequently, the co-
occurrence of the outstretched hands with the pronoun somebody imparts the
indicated indefinite individual with a large scope, e.g. Somebody with an
alternative viewpoint might express a different point (Vance, 2025).

Third, the outstretched hands perform a cataphoric function representing
enumeration as a CONTAINER, e.g. what no democracy, American, German, or

European (Vance, 2025), or referring to the temporal CONTAINER, e.g. Trust me, |
say this with all humor guys can survive a few months of Elon Musk (Vance, 2025).

Figure 4. Clasping hands gesture

The clasping hands gesture (Figure 4) is considered in non-linguistic sources
to exercise some sort of ‘self-restraint’, symbolically ‘clenching’ themselves back
and withholding a negative reaction, usually anxiety or frustration (Parvez, 2025).
The enumerated features display a link to the BLOCKAGE image schema defined
as a force vector encountering a barrier and then taking any number of possible
directions (Johnson, 1987, p. 45).

In the speech under analysis, the clasped hands evoking the BLOCKAGE
schema indicate the speaker’s resentment to particular European policies which is
also underscored by a substantial length of the corresponding utterances in
comparison with those discussed above, on the one hand, and by fronting the
gestural part of the utterance to emphasize the accusations made (Potapenko,
Andriyko, 2025, p. 51), on the other hand.

In the first group, the accusation utterances accompanied by the clasped hands

gesture are introduced by the pronoun you (2), (3), (4) in the pre-gestural part or
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refer to the outcome of the audience’s activities denoted by the construction your
democracy (5):

(2) If you are running in fear of your own voters, there is nothing America can
do for you. (Vance, 2025)

(3) There is no security if you are afraid of the voices, the opinions, and the
conscience that guide your very own people. (Vance, 2025)

(4) If you going to enjoy competitive economies, if you're going to enjoy
affordable energy and secure supply chains, then you need mandates to govern.
(Vance, 2025)

(5) If your democracy can be destroyed with a few hundred thousand dollars

of digital advertising from a foreign country, then it wasn'’t very strong to begin
with. (Vance, 2025)
In utterances (2-5) the subordinate clauses of condition mitigate the

accusation stance expressed by the gestural part with the clasped hands evoking
BLOCKAGE which demonstrates the speaker’s resentment to the audience’s
conduct.

The accusation stance can be emphasized by fronting the gestural part of an
utterance beginning with the pronoun you (6) or we (7):

(6) You can embrace what your people tell you, even when it’s surprising,

even when you don’t agree. And if you do so, you can face the future with certainty.
(Vance, 2025)
(7) Now we’re at the point, of course, that the situation has gotten so bad that

this December, Romanian court straight up cancelled the results of a presidential
election. (Vance, 2025)

In (6), in addition to the clasped hands gesture, the emphasis is made by the
four-time repetition of the pronoun you and by the construction your people while
the positive outcome of this activity is expressed by the non-gestural part
concluding the utterance. In (7), the accusation stance is signaled by the interaction
of the clasped hands gesture with fronting the pronoun we and by the negative
meaning of the construction has gotten so bad.

In the accusation utterances of the second group the pre-gestural part denotes
the subjects criticized while the gestural component accompanied by the clasped
hands names the activities the speaker resents. The subjects blamed include police
(8), a judge (9), British law enforcement (10) denoted in the pre-gestural parts of
the utterances:
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(8) Police have carried out raids against citizens suspected of posting anti-

feminist comments online as part of, quote,"combating misogyny on the internet, a
day of action. (Vance 2025)
(9) The judge in his case chillingly noted, Sweden’s laws to supposedly

protect free expression do not .. grant ... a free pass to do or to say anything.
(Vance 2025)
(10) British law enforcement spotted him and demanded to know what he was

praying for, Adam replied, simply, it was on behalf of the unborn son he and his

former girlfriend had aborted years before. (Vance, 2025)

The gestural parts of the utterances (8-10) denote the activities of the
European authorities which the speaker detests, namely, how they deal with
suspects (8), protect free speech (9), or interrogate the subjects (10).

For more emphasis the accused authorities are denoted by the noun
government (11) in the fronted gestural part or both in the pre-gestural and gestural
components of utterances by the constructions European courts and senior officials
(12):

(11) Naturally, the government urged readers to report any fellow citizens

suspected guilty of thought crime. (Vance, 2025)
(12) European courts canceling elections and senior officials threatening to

cancel others, we ought to ask whether we ‘re holding ourselves to an appropriate
high standard. (Vance, 2025)
In the accusation utterances of the third group the pre-gestural parts denote the

activities the speaker personally dislikes, namely, censorship (13) and Soviet-era
words (14):

(13) I will admit that sometimes the loudest voices for censorship have come
not from within Europe but from within my own country. (Vance, 2025)

(14) Old, entrenched interests hiding behind ugly, Soviet-era words like
"misinformation" _and "disinformation,” who simply don’t like the idea. (Vance
2025)

The analysis of the accusation utterances reveals that the clasped hands

gesture evoking BLOCKAGE schema demonstrates the speaker’s personal
resentment to the activities of the denoted subjects representing him as the mentor
teaching the audience good manners.

The main findings of this section of the paper reveal that the gestures mainly
emphasize mental structures related to perception and thinking, on the one hand,
and to the activities of the brain and the mind, on the other.
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Conclusion and prospects for the research

The update of the "transforming idea into effect" procedure with the study of
hand gestures allows to reveal additional means of forming the accusation effect
the verbal means created in J.D. Vance’s 2025 Munich speech. It is found that hand
gestures are to be interpreted relative to the three parts of an utterance: pre-gestural,
expressing the speaker’s stance before hand movement; gestural, accompanying the
hand movement; post-gestural, following the gestural part which opens the
statement. The updated methodology discovers that the outstretching of the right or
left hand separately is associated with the visuospatial and logical functions of the
corresponding hemispheres of the brain. As a result, the pre-gestural parts of the
utterances involving the right-hand movement refer to the speaker’s personal
experience while the utterances accompanied by the left-hand movement refer to
mental operations related to thinking over the past, present and the future as well as
the use of negation. The simultaneous use of both hands merges the visuospatial
and logical functions of the right and left hemispheres of the brain into image
schemas, known as dynamic recurring patterns of organism-environment
interactions. The outstretching of both hands evokes the CONTAINER schema,
representing boundedness, which underlies the portrayal of unity, big quantities or
performs a cataphoric function. The gesture of clasping hands in front underlies the
BLOCKAGE schema symbolizing the speaker’s resentment to the European
authorities’ particular policies which is also signaled by a substantial length of the
corresponding utterances and by fronting the gestural component to emphasize the
accusations made. The prospects for further research concern the investigation of
verbo-gestural effects in the speeches of other English-speaking politicians or
participants of TV programs.
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