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At the end of this stimulating congress | had tektof saying a few words.

Such a congress was a wonderful event, with spdeta@resentations from so many
disciplines : semantics, micro-sociology, developtakpsychology, and linguistics; teaching,
learning, and pedagogy; pathology and handicagm $nguage; cultural comparison;
artifacts and virtual agents; cross cultural congoar, and last but not least, the recent
contributions of neurosciences.

The list is not exhaustive but it is long enoughbe convinced of the rich future of our
Society.

To finish my thoughts | had imagined a set of axsamspired by what | heard during these
last days. | think that they roughly represent rajfofv-up impressions at the end of this
fruitful meeting.

BODIES
1.1. Face to face interaction is multimodal

This first axiom is nothing but original, at ledst all of us, scholars of communicative-
gestics: it is obvious that gestures and faciatesgions play a fundamental role in utterance
building and in the regulation of interactions.
We can schematically formulate this in the follogvimay:

The Whole Utterance (WU or ToText) =

Text (Speech) + CoText (Gesture +Voice)

1.2. Corollary: The WU exceeds what is pronounced

If we accept the previous formula, it is clear ttet Whole Utterance results not only from
putting thought into words, but also from puttihgnto gestures, and that this WU exceeds
simple verbal utterance .

2.1. Putting thought into gestures precedes puttinthought into words

The micro-analysis of the speaker’s co-verbal maoityrshows that it precedes verbal stream
or is juxtaposed with it: motoricity offers a bexdverbality.

2.2. Corollary: Co-verbal motoricity is as useful b the speaker as to the hearer

The co-verbal motoricity of the speaker integrateslf in utterance composition, and so,
facilitates the hearer’'s understanding; but it alsfbects the intermediary work of putting



thought into gestures, and the body into conteenhihciative work “) and in this way
facilitates the speaker’s work.

2.3. Corollary: One cannot speak without moving
The WU results from putting thought into gesturesassary for the wording.

3. The speaker’s body is the point of origin for satio-temporal coordinates of his(her)
discourse

The speaker’'s body furnishes fundamental “enun@atsupport for temporal and spatial
representations

4. The law of designation of the referent presentraepresentable

Every presented or representable referent is dedigby a gesture, a gaze or a head
movement). If the referent is absent but can bebsjically represented, then its representant
is designed. In the absence of the referent dsakpresentant it could happen that an arbitrary
point will be used for a virtual and shared refeeeand should be designed in the discourse
continuation.

INTERACTING
5. The W-Utterance is a product of a co-enunciation

The face to face communication is a body to bodgraction, its model is not Ping-pong but
Tango.

The hearer performs on his (her) side a gesturiVitgc which produces interactional
synchrony.

The device of co-piloting includes phatic activitiyenunciator (gaze, facial expressions) and
regulatory activity of the co-enunciator (head nddsial expressions, mirroring...).

6. The interactive co-piloting and the co-verbal mwwricity are the inductive tools of
empathic inferences necessary for the interpretatioof the Whole Utterance

Speaker’s gestures serve as empathic inductioivimggthe partner an effector model, which
facilitates body-echoingbasis of an empathic process (c.f.: neuro-phygiocéd works about
mirror-neurons).
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Thank you for your attention.
Jacques Cosnier




