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1.	 Overview of the Monograph’s Structure and Key Arguments
Nataliya Petlyuchenko’s The Linguistics of Charisma is a recent monograph 
that ambitiously tackles the age-old question of what makes certain public figu-
res so charismatic in their communication. It synthesises nearly two decades 
of the author’s research on charismatic communication. Petlyuchenko herself 
notes that this work is a culmination of research projects (some sponsored by 
the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation) and earlier publications on politi-
cal charisma [see: Petlyuchenko 2009a–2009f; 2010; 2014; 2017a; 2017b; 2018a; 
2018b; 2020; 2021a; 2021b; 2022; 2023a; 2023b; 2024a–2024b; Petlyuchenko, 
Artiukhova 2015; Petlyuchenko, Chernyakova 2019; Petlyuchenko, Potapenko 
2024; Petlyuchenko et al. 2021].

From the outset, the author frames charisma as a double-edged phenom-
enon – an “innovative, dynamic and inspiring force” [p. 13] that can equally 
have “a seductive and manipulative side”. The central objective of the book 
is to uncover which linguistic aspects contribute to a person’s charisma and 
to determine why so many politicians appear to possess this elusive quality. 
Petlyuchenko approaches these questions by examining a broad spectrum of 
political leaders, past and present, and by developing a methodological tool-
kit to identify and even index charisma. The monograph is divided into four 
main chapters [pp. 15–126], with an introduction [pp. 13–14], a conclusion 
[pp. 127–132], an afterword [pp. 133–134], a list of references [pp. 137–156] and 

1	 The review is based on the following work: Nataliya Petlyuchenko, The Linguistics of Cha-
risma, Frank & Timme, Berlin 2024, pp. 215.
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appendices [pp. 157–209] providing additional context. This structure reflects 
a logical progression: from theoretical foundations, through case studies in 
various cultural contexts, to proposed methods for analysing and even fore-
casting charisma. Such construction makes the book a comprehensive tour of 
the topic, guiding the reader from abstract theory into concrete analysis and 
finally into methodological innovation.

Petlyuchenko’s monograph explicitly sets out a two-fold aim. First, it aims 
to answer why and how certain political figures command charisma through 
language – essentially, identifying the linguistic markers or indicators of cha-
risma. Second, it aims to provide new methodologies for detecting and even 
predicting charisma. This hints at a forward-looking approach: not just analyz-
ing historical examples but also creating a model that could foresee who might 
emerge as charismatic leaders. The construction of the monograph supports 
these aims: Chapter 1 lays theoretical groundwork; Chapters 2 and 3 present 
rich case studies across Western and Ukrainian political contexts; Chapter 4 
introduces research methods and models for charisma detection.

The monograph begins by tracing the theoretical foundations of charisma, 
emphasizing Max Weber’s pivotal role in introducing the concept to social 
science as a form of extraordinary, almost mystical authority [Weber 1947]. 
She explores its evolution through later scholarship, presenting charisma as 
a contested concept – both a source of inspiration and a tool of manipulation. 
Building on this, the second chapter explores how charisma is constructed 
in contemporary media discourse across Germany, France, the UK, and the 
U.S. Through case studies ranging from Merkel and Churchill to Obama and 
Trump, Petlyuchenko shows how diverse rhetorical styles – whether moral, 
pragmatic, or performative – can produce charismatic appeal. The third chap-
ter turns to Ukraine, examining how charisma functions as a media weapon in 
political and wartime contexts. From Tymoshenko and Yushchenko to Zelen-
sky, the author demonstrates how leaders strategically craft their public image 
through language, especially during times of national crisis. She also highlights 
the emergence of new charismatic figures – regional officials, communicators, 
and women in war – whose calm, relatable communication captured public 
trust. In the final chapter, Petlyuchenko introduces a linguistic methodology 
for analyzing charisma. Combining rhetorical analysis, perceptual experi-
ments, and computational tools, she proposes a “charisma coefficient” [p. 119] 
to quantify key linguistic features such as emotional tone, metaphor use, and 
vocal delivery. While acknowledging the limits of such measurement, she con-
vincingly argues that language is central to understanding how charisma is 
perceived and performed.
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This clear and logical structure guides the reader from foundational theory 
through detailed case studies to practical methodological tools. Petlyuchenko not 
only develops a conceptual framework for understanding charisma as a commu-
nicative phenomenon but also offers empirical instruments for its study. How-
ever, the monograph’s strength lies not only in its structural coherence but also 
in how the author situates charisma within a broad interdisciplinary context.

Petlyuchenko approaches charisma not merely as a linguistic curiosity but 
as a complex cultural, psychological, and media-related phenomenon embed-
ded in specific rhetorical traditions and social imaginaries. Her work aligns 
with cultural linguistics and draws extensively from sociology, cultural anthro-
pology, cognitive psychology, and media studies. This wide-ranging theoreti-
cal scope enables the author to demonstrate that political leaders’ charismatic 
communication arises from a multifaceted interplay of language, culture, and 
context – rather than from any fixed personal trait.

2.	 Cultural Linguistics and Interdisciplinary Positioning
One of the monograph’s strengths is the way it situates itself at the intersection 
of cultural linguistics and multiple other disciplines. Petlyuchenko makes it clear 
that charisma is not merely a linguistic curiosity but a phenomenon embed-
ded in culture, media, psychology, and politics. She explicitly invokes a broad 
interdisciplinary landscape, drawing on concepts from sociology (e.g. Max 
Weber’s theories), communication studies, cognitive psychology, and even com-
putational science. In doing so, the author aligns her work with the emerging 
trend of treating linguistic phenomena as culturally situated and multifaceted. 
This is very much in line with the ethos of cultural linguistics, which examines 
how language reflects and influences cultural conceptualisations. Throughout 
the book, Petlyuchenko underscores that charisma must be understood in con-
text – both the cultural context of the audience and the media environment in 
which communication takes place.

A clear example of the cultural-linguistic approach is the author’s discus-
sion of “mythologemes as ethnospecific ‘imprints’ of charisma.” This intriguing 
concept (covered in Chapter 1) suggests that each culture carries its own mythic 
archetypes or narrative templates for charisma [p. 25–27]. In other words, what 
counts as “charismatic” may differ across cultures because people draw on their 
cultural lore and collective memory to recognise charisma. Petlyuchenko illus-
trates this by examining, for instance, how different nations have historically 
conceptualised charismatic authority – whether as a divinely gifted hero, a rev-
olutionary tribune, or a celebrity-like figure. By positioning charisma within 
ethnospecific mythologies, she connects linguistics with anthropology and 
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cultural history. The analysis of “mythologemes” implies that speeches of char-
ismatic leaders often tap into culturally resonant symbols and stories, effectively 
speaking to the national soul. This perspective enriches the study far beyond 
a simple linguistic analysis; it shows how language and culture intertwine in 
the construction of charismatic images.

Furthermore, Petlyuchenko engages with cultural linguistics through her 
cross-national comparisons. The monograph spans examples from Germany, 
France, Great Britain, the United States, and Ukraine (Chapter 2). By doing 
so, it inherently deals with multiple languages and discourse traditions. Pet-
lyuchenko is attentive to the fact that charisma does not exist in a vacuum; 
a politician’s linguistic style may be charismatic in one cultural sphere and fall 
flat in another. For instance, the everyday pragmatism of Angela Merkel’s rhet-
oric (whom Petlyuchenko dubs an exemplar of “everyday charisma” [p. 50]) 
resonated with German audiences in a way that might not translate directly 
to, say, American expectations of flamboyance in leadership. Likewise, Boris 
Johnson’s bumptious, metaphor-laden oratory is analysed in terms of British 
rhetorical traditions (even likened to a playful “Cossack Johnson” persona 
[p. 63]), highlighting how he draws on both classical education and pop cul-
ture in a uniquely British charismatic performance. By comparing such cases, 
Petlyuchenko effectively shows how charisma is cultured: each leader’s lan-
guage is filtered through the norms, values, and even historical memories of 
their culture.

The interdisciplinary range of the book is equally noteworthy. Petlyuchenko 
explicitly claims an integrated approach that crosses traditional academic 
boundaries. She encourages an integrated methodology combining linguistic 
analysis with experimental paradigms. Indeed, the book doesn’t only discuss 
speeches and texts; it also delves into psychology and media studies. For exam-
ple, there are sections on how media discourses in Europe and America portray 
charisma and how mediatisation transforms charismatic appeal. This indicates 
that Petlyuchenko sees charisma as a communication phenomenon that spans 
spoken words, visual gestures, and mass-mediated images. Her interdisciplin-
ary stance positions the work within a broad scholarly conversation: she dia-
logues with sociological theories of charisma, incorporates experimental pho-
netics methods, and addresses how charisma operates in the theatre of mass 
media. Such breadth is ambitious, and the author largely succeeds in weaving 
these strands together. The reader is invited to see charismatic communication 
not just as language in the narrow sense, but as a tapestry of language, culture, 
and performative context – where a booming voice, a pregnant pause, a met-
aphor, and a televised gesture all converge to produce the charismatic effect.
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This interdisciplinary and methodologically rich approach provides the 
foundation for Petlyuchenko’s nuanced engagement with classical theories 
of charisma – most notably that of Max Weber. Drawing on the theoretical 
groundwork laid in earlier chapters, the monograph transitions into a deeper 
exploration of charisma as a socially constructed and perceptually grounded 
phenomenon. Here, Petlyuchenko situates her analysis within the Weberian tra-
dition, using his concept of charisma as attribution – not essence – as a critical 
pivot point. This allows her to further refine her argument: while charismatic 
communication is indeed rooted in specific linguistic and cultural practices, 
its effectiveness ultimately depends on audience recognition and interpreta-
tion. It is this relational, performative dimension that Petlyuchenko takes up 
in the next section.

3.	 Charisma in Weberian Perspective: “In the Eye of the Beholder”
No study of charisma can escape the long shadow of Max Weber, whose early 
20th-century formulation of charisma as a form of authority has set the terms 
of debate. Petlyuchenko engages directly with Weber’s concept and interpre-
tation, using it as a critical reference point in her theoretical framework. She 
cites Weber’s famous notion that charisma is not an innate or intrinsic quality 
of a person, but rather something that exists in the perception of others. In her 
own words, “charisma is not a person’s intrinsic quality, but a projection: one 
does not have charisma, one is attributed it” [p. 21]. This phrasing, echoing 
Weber [1922], underscores a key idea: charisma lives in the eye of the beholder. 
A leader may exhibit certain traits, but it is ultimately the followers or audi-
ence who endow that leader with the label “charismatic” based on their own 
perceptions and needs.

Petlyuchenko’s interpretation aligns with this: throughout the monograph, 
she highlights the relational and context-dependent nature of charisma. For 
example, she notes that some figures are considered charismatic by one group 
but not by another (mirroring the notion that “your charisma is our preferences” 
[p. 21] – i.e. the audience’s preferences define charisma). In line with Weber, she 
provides cases: a cult leader like Jim Jones was charismatic to his followers but 
not to outsiders; similarly, in contemporary politics, a divisive figure might be 
a hero to supporters and a charlatan to opponents. By including such exam-
ples, Petlyuchenko drives home Weber’s insight that charisma is fundamentally 
interactional: it requires a receptive audience who is willing to see the leader 
as extraordinary. In more technical terms, she frames charisma as a performa-
tive phenomenon – it is “performed” by the leader but only becomes “real” if 
validated by the audience’s belief.
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Yet, an interesting nuance in Petlyuchenko’s work is her engagement 
with a debate: Is charisma something the speaker generates (a personal cre-
ative force) or purely an audience’s projection? She outlines two scholarly 
approaches: (1) charisma as a state of inspiration emanating from the speaker, 
a kind of psychological energy or emotion that the leader projects; (2) charisma 
as pure attribution by the audience, essentially Weber’s view that it exists only 
in the followers’ eyes. According to Petlyuchenko, both approaches have merit, 
but they lead to different research focuses. In her earlier work, she leaned 
towards the first approach (treating charisma as something detectable in the 
speaker’s expressive behavior) [Petlyuchenko, Chernyakova 2019]. However, 
in The Linguistics of Charisma, she tries to reconcile them. Her solution, as 
evidenced by the model she proposes, is to view charismatic communication 
as a dynamic interplay: the leader’s inspired performance triggers the attri-
bution of charisma by the audience, and this attribution can then feed back 
into the leader’s perceived authority. It’s a kind of feedback loop. We can infer 
that Petlyuchenko regards Weberian “attribution” as the core truth of cha-
risma – no matter how passionate a politician is, if no one buys into it, there 
is no charisma – but she also insists that linguistic and paralinguistic tech-
niques are the means by which leaders attempt to cultivate that very belief 
in their audience.

By engaging deeply with Weber, the book situates itself firmly in the tradi-
tion of charisma studies, but it also pushes gently at Weber’s boundaries. Weber 
largely discussed charisma in the context of revolutionary or prophetic figures 
and emphasised its irrational or supernatural perceived nature. Petlyuchenko, 
operating in a modern secular context, broadens this: her examples include 
thoroughly institutionalized figures (like Angela Merkel) who are not “proph-
ets” but still have a kind of understated charisma. She invokes Weber’s core 
idea to argue that even such contemporary charisma is bestowed by follow-
ers – e.g. Merkel’s charisma might lie in the eye of beholders who appreciated 
her calm steadiness during crises, rather than any flamboyant traits in Merkel 
herself. In doing so, Petlyuchenko validates Weber’s relevance today, and uses 
his theory as a lens to interpret media phenomena (for instance, she might say 
that media narratives help shape the audience’s eye, collectively constructing 
charisma around a person who fits a certain need or image). The review finds 
Petlyuchenko’s integration of Weberian theory to be sound and clearly articu-
lated. She honours the classic definition and builds upon it, showing that while 
charisma may be in the eye of the beholder, the beholder’s eye can be guided – 
or even trained – by the leader’s communicative skill. In essence, the mono-
graph affirms that Weber’s concept still holds water, but it also demonstrates 
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that examining the linguistic how of that attribution enriches our understand-
ing of the phenomenon.

Building on this nuanced reinterpretation of Weber, Petlyuchenko turns 
theoretical insight into analytical architecture. If charisma, as she persuasively 
argues, is not a fixed trait but a perceptual attribution rooted in interaction, 
then the next logical question is: how does that attribution actually occur? What 
mechanisms link a leader’s expressive behavior to an audience’s perception of 
charisma? This is where her work moves from conceptual framing to model-

-building. In the subsequent chapter, she introduces the “Model of Charismatic 
Communication,” a structured attempt to capture the communicative dynam-
ics through which charisma is ignited, recognized, and potentially sustained. 
This model does not reject Weber’s foundational insights; rather, it operation-
alizes them – rendering charisma not merely as a sociological abstraction, but 
as an emergent effect of multimodal interaction.

4.	 The Model of Charismatic Communication: Contributions and 
Constraints

One of the most significant theoretical contributions in Petlyuchenko’s work is 
the proposed “Model of Charismatic Communication” [p. 23, accompanied by 
Figure 1]. This model presents a schematic representation of how charisma is 
initially constructed within the communicative dynamic between leader and 
audience. It illustrates the process by which a leader’s multimodal communi-
cative behavior – delivered through various channels – leads to the attribution 
of charisma by the audience.

Based on Petlyuchenko’s textual elaboration, the model appears to com-
prise several interrelated components: (1) the speaker’s traits and actions (e.g., 
emotional expressivity, inclusive rhetoric, confident non-verbal cues); (2) the 
audience’s receptivity, shaped by pre-existing expectations and cultural or politi-
cal mythologemes; and (3) contextual mediators, such as media amplification 
or the broader socio-political environment (e.g., crisis conditions, moments 
of transition). The outcome of this interaction is the audience’s attribution of 
charisma, which Petlyuchenko treats not as an intrinsic quality but as a socially 
constructed perception.

Petlyuchenko employs a compelling analogy in describing charisma as 
a “spark” ignited when a leader’s performative signals align with audience expec-
tations. This moment of alignment constitutes the “initial attribution” of cha-
risma. For instance, a relatively unknown political figure may deliver a resonant 
public address (leader’s action), satisfying latent desires within the audience 
(expectation), resulting in media and public discourses labeling the individual 



420� Ewelina Woźniak-Wrzesińska

as charismatic (attribution, amplified by the media environment). The model 
refines traditional sender–message–receiver communication models, adapting 
them to the charisma context. Here, the leader encodes affective and rhetorical 
cues, which the audience decodes and interprets through the lens of existing 
cognitive and cultural schemas, ultimately producing the perception of charisma.

From an analytical standpoint, the model offers considerable value. It pro-
vides a visual synthesis of the multi-causal nature of charismatic communication, 
emphasizing its emergent character. By representing both the leader’s commu-
nicative performance and the audience’s interpretative response, Petlyuchenko 
effectively bridges speaker-centric and audience-centric approaches to cha-
risma. The incorporation of an “initial” attribution phase is theoretically astute, 
acknowledging the provisional and potentially ephemeral nature of charisma. 
History offers ample empirical examples of leaders whose perceived charisma 
fluctuated over time, often in response to shifting socio-political contexts or 
performance inconsistencies. Moreover, the model appears to allow for itera-
tive attribution processes – whereby charisma is either reinforced or diminished 
through successive communicative acts – thus accommodating feedback loops.

Nevertheless, the model is not without limitations. As with any schematic 
representation of complex social phenomena, there is an inherent risk of over-
simplification. Charisma often develops not through a singular communicative 
act, but through a sequence of performances embedded within broader institu-
tional and historical trajectories. While the model emphasizes communicative 
factors, it may underrepresent the role of structural and material conditions, such 
as media ownership structures, institutional legitimacy, or socio-economic vola-
tility. For example, the attribution of charisma may be substantially influenced 
by prior reputation or media framing practices – factors that extend beyond 
the immediate communicative interaction.

Furthermore, although the model is explicitly focused on the “initial attri-
bution” of charisma, it leaves unanswered questions regarding the maintenance, 
routinization, or dissipation of charismatic perception over time. This is a criti-
cal gap, particularly in light of Weberian theory, which highlights the routiniza-
tion of charisma as a central sociological process. While Petlyuchenko’s focus on 
the performative and linguistic genesis of charisma is valid and appropriately 
delimited, a more comprehensive theoretical model might integrate additional 
dimensions – such as institutional embedding, affective contagion in networks, 
or the differential media affordances available to competing leaders.

In this regard, the model can be seen as an important starting point – a con-
ceptual framework that lends itself to empirical operationalization and further 
theoretical elaboration. Future research might test the model’s components 



The Anatomy of Charisma: Reflectionson Political Language…� 421

through experimental or observational methods, quantifying variables such as 
prosodic features in speech or audience emotional arousal to assess their cor-
relation with perceived charisma. Similarly, longitudinal designs could explore 
the durability of initial attribution and the communicative strategies required 
to sustain or rebuild charismatic perception.

In sum, Petlyuchenko’s Model of Charismatic Communication represents 
a valuable conceptual innovation. It offers a clear, pedagogically effective tool for 
theorizing the communicative genesis of charisma, anchoring abstract concepts 
in a visualizable schema. While its scope is necessarily constrained, it opens 
important avenues for further theoretical and empirical inquiry. As an initial 
foray into modeling a highly elusive and dynamic phenomenon, it succeeds in 
demystifying the interplay between leader performance and audience recep-
tion – what might be termed the “charisma engine.” Expanding this model to 
capture charisma’s lifecycle would be a productive direction for future research.

5.	 Methodological Scope and Innovation
One of the most impressive features of Petlyuchenko’s work is its methodological 
range. Chapter 4 effectively doubles as a mini-handbook for charisma research, 
outlining an eclectic mix of linguistic tools – from classical rhetorical analy-
sis to modern computational techniques. Rather than committing to a single 
paradigm, Petlyuchenko adopts a multimodal approach that integrates textual, 
phonological, and gestural data. For example, she analyzes speech transcripts 
for rhetorical and lexical patterns, audio recordings for prosody and voice qual-
ity, and visual materials for gestures and facial expressions. This triangulated 
method reflects an important insight: charisma is not merely what is said, but 
how it is said – and how it is seen. Petlyuchenko treats political speech almost 
like musical performance, using her background in phonetics to interpret into-
national “waves” and rhythmic patterns as indicators of charismatic appeal.

This is especially evident in her phonological analysis. Drawing on her 
expertise in computational phonetics, she quantifies “prosodic intensity” in 
charismatic speech – showing how leaders modulate pitch, volume, and pace 
to convey emotional force. Charismatic figures often begin phrases softly and 
rise to a crescendo, creating what she terms an “appellative wave” – a melodic 
pull designed to engage the audience. These observations are supported with 
PRAAT-generated spectrograms and pitch contours, giving the work empirical 
weight. Importantly, her findings echo broader research in sociophonetics, which 
shows that vocal dynamism and pitch variation are commonly perceived as 
charismatic. By grounding such traits in acoustic data, Petlyuchenko pushes the 
study of charisma beyond subjective impressions into observable phenomena.
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The book also incorporates experimental methods. Petlyuchenko describes 
associative experiments in which participants responded to speech samples 
with free associations, as well as perceptual identification tests where listeners 
rated charisma in short clips. These add a psycholinguistic layer to the research, 
enabling her to correlate listener judgments with linguistic features – a clas-
sic strategy in communication studies. This triangulation between perception 
and production enhances the book’s methodological rigor and guards against 
anecdotalism.

However, this richness comes with trade-offs. The ambition to combine 
so many methods means some are presented in broad strokes. Readers with 
a methodological interest may wish for more transparency about sample sizes, 
statistical significance, or data sources – especially regarding experimental fin-
dings and the derivation of “charisma coefficients” for political figures. These 
coefficients are intriguing, as is her attempt to model “charisma cycles” across 
history, but the computational logic behind them remains opaque. Without 
more detail, the replicability of some analyses may be questioned.

Another limitation concerns data selection. The book largely relies on pub-
licly available recordings and transcripts, which may skew toward polished, high-

-stakes speeches rather than everyday discourse. Moreover, while non-verbal 
communication is acknowledged, the analysis of gesture remains largely descrip-
tive. Statements such as “Leader X gestured with open palms” are insightful but 
lack systematic quantification. In a multimodal study, this unevenness makes 
voice and text more analytically central than gesture or embodiment.

In sum, Petlyuchenko’s methodological approach is ambitious, innovative, 
and largely successful. The combination of qualitative insight, acoustic pre-
cision, and experimental grounding gives the work a unique position within 
charisma studies. Her integrated method encourages us to think of charisma as 
something that can be dissected – diagnosed, even – using scientific tools. She 
offers a kind of communicative anatomy: rhetoric as the skeleton, prosody as 
the heartbeat, gesture as the body language. Future researchers could extend 
this framework with larger datasets, more granular gesture analysis, or longi-
tudinal tracking. As it stands, Petlyuchenko’s contribution is both foundational 
and forward-looking, pointing toward a more empirical and systematic science 
of charismatic communication.

6.	 The Author’s Scholarly Background and Its Influence
Understanding Petlyuchenko’s scholarly background sheds light on certain 
choices in the book. Having been a professor at the Odesa National Academy 
of Music and a visiting scholar of linguistics in Dresden, she brings an eclectic 
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blend of expertise in music, linguistics and computational phonetics to the anal-
ysis of political discourse. This interdisciplinary training is evident through-
out the monograph. For instance, her background in phonetics and acoustics 
is evident in the detailed attention she pays to prosody – intonation, stress, and 
rhythm – in charismatic speech. Much like a musicologist dissecting a sym-
phony, Petlyuchenko analyses political oratory for its tonal and rhythmic pat-
terns. She even refers to certain delivery styles as “rhapsodic prosody” [p. 82], 
treating charismatic speech as a kind of spoken music. This approach yields 
compelling insights, such as the observation that charismatic oratory intensi-
fies the dynamic, tonal, and temporal aspects of the voice (e.g. wider volume 
swings, pitch variation, and shifts in pacing), creating an impression of pas-
sionate emotional energy that captivates audiences.

However, her grounding in Eastern European academic traditions and the 
humanities may also contribute to a tendency towards broad generalisations. 
Petlyuchenko often makes large-scale theoretical claims, such as generalising 
about “female charismatic expressiveness” [p. 36] or mapping “charisma coeffi-
cients” for historical leaders in Germany and Ukraine [p. 191]. These attempts to 
quantify and classify are intellectually provocative and reflect a scientific incli-
nation, which is probably rooted in her experience of computational analysis. 
However, there is a risk that, in seeking to systematise an amorphous and highly 
contextual phenomenon such as charisma, the analysis can become overly sim-
plistic. For instance, her typology of charismatic leadership styles – inspirational, 
practical, provocative and moral – is intriguing, but at times seems to impose 
overly rigid categories onto complex political figures such as Brandt, Schmidt, 
Strauss and Gauck.

Nevertheless, it is precisely this intellectual ambition that gives the book 
its distinctive character. Petlyuchenko’s deep familiarity with political oratory 
in different languages enables her to establish links that might escape scholars 
with a more limited focus. Her perspective also enriches a field that is often 
dominated by Anglo-American case studies.

7.	 Relevance to Polish Linguistic Research  
and Comparative Reflections

Although Petlyuchenko’s monograph does not explicitly focus on Polish lead-
ers, its insights are highly relevant to Polish linguistic and discourse stud-
ies – especially given Poland’s rich history of charismatic figures in politics 
and social movements. A Polish reader or researcher can readily apply Petly-
uchenko’s framework to local examples. Take, for instance, Lech Wałęsa, the 
Solidarity leader and former president of Poland. Wałęsa is often regarded as 
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a charismatic figure who galvanized a nation in the 1980s. How might the author 
approach illuminate Wałęsa’s communication? We can draw parallels with figu-
res Petlyuchenko does discuss. Wałęsa’s charisma had an earthy, populist fla-
vour – he was a shipyard electrician-turned-union leader who spoke plainly, 
used folksy humor, and embodied the hopes of ordinary Poles. In Petlyuchen-
ko’s terms, Wałęsa might be seen as an “inspirational charismatic” akin to Willy 
Brandt (who inspired through authenticity and emotional connection), com-
bined with a bit of “provocateur charisma” akin to Franz-Josef Strauss (given 
Wałęsa’s sometimes blunt, provocative remarks). Petlyuchenko’s emphasis on 
cultural mythologemes is pertinent here: Wałęsa consciously styled himself 
as a champion of the people, even adopting casual language and religious ref-
erences that resonated with Polish Catholic workers – a cultural imprint that 
amplified his charisma.

Polish linguistic research could use Petlyuchenko’s methodology to dissect 
Wałęsa’s speeches and interviews: analyzing his use of the Polish language’s rich 
repertoire of honorifics or diminutives when addressing people (to build cama-
raderie), or examining his intonation patterns when rallying crowds in Gdańsk. 
Did Wałęsa use the same “appellative waves” and prosodic intensifications that 
Petlyuchenko found in other charismatic leaders’ speech? Preliminary observa-
tion suggests yes – recordings of Wałęsa show him modulating his voice passion-
ately, though not with the polished oratory of a JFK, rather with a raw authen-
ticity that itself became charismatic. Furthermore, Petlyuchenko’s notion that 
charisma can be a media weapon is relevant to Poland’s post-1989 politics as 
well. The Polish press and international media were fascinated by Wałęsa’s per-
sona – his mustachioed everyman image – and this media packaging contrib-
uted to his aura. Petlyuchenko’s Chapter 3 on mediatisation of charisma (with 
Zelensky as a case study of a performer-turned-politician) might inspire a com-
parative analysis: Zelensky leveraged TV and social media effectively, whereas 
Wałęsa’s era was pre-internet but he still mastered the television interviews and 
photo-ops (like holding the pen high after signing the August Agreements in 
1980) to create iconic charismatic moments.

Finally, Petlyuchenko’s work invites Polish researchers to consider com-
parative studies with figures she analysed, such as Willy Brandt, who has a spe-
cial connection to Poland (his famous Kniefall in Warsaw in 1970, a gesture of 
humility, is an iconic moment of moral charisma). Brandt’s charismatic image 
as an “inspirational charismatic” and a reconciler could be compared to Pol-
ish leaders like Tadeusz Mazowiecki or Bronisław Geremek, who also carried 
themselves with moral authority and calm inspiration during Poland’s transi-
tion. Alternatively, one could compare Poland’s charismatic leaders with the 
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more populist strains Petlyuchenko examines (like Donald Trump’s business-
-entertainer charisma). Poland has seen populist communicators as well; exam-
ining, for instance, the rhetoric of Szymon Hołownia (a television personality-

-turned-politician) through Petlyuchenko’s framework might yield insights into 
how celebrity and anti-establishment style function in Polish charisma, much 
as she looked at Zelensky and Trump.

In conclusion, the monograph’s relevance to Polish linguistic research 
is significant. It provides not only a framework and methodology that can 
be transplanted to Polish data, but also a sense of how to situate Polish expe-
riences of charismatic leadership in a broader context. Petlyuchenko’s work 
encourages looking at language, voice, and gesture together – something Polish 
linguists could apply to their own corpus of political speeches (e.g. analyzing 
Lech Wałęsa’s 1995 presidential debate with Aleksander Kwaśniewski for cha-
risma signals, or the contrasting speaking styles of Donald Tusk versus Jarosław 
Kaczyński in contemporary politics). Additionally, Petlyuchenko’s interdisciplin-
ary reach means that Polish scholars can dialogue with international charisma 
research armed with her findings – connecting local insights (like the Polish 
cultural trope of the “szlachetny przywódca” – noble leader) with global pat-
terns. If anything, the book might inspire a dedicated study or volume on The 
Linguistics of Charisma in Polish Discourse, applying similar analyses to Polish 
leaders. Given Poland’s ongoing interest in the power of oratory and leadership 
(dating back to Piłsudski and beyond), Petlyuchenko’s monograph is a timely 
and enriching resource that could spur both retrospective studies (on historical 
figures) and forward-looking ones (on how charismatic communication might 
shape Poland’s future leadership narratives).

8.	 Conclusion: A Source of Inspiration for Further Research
Despite a few ideological overtones, The Linguistics of Charisma succeeds in 
providing a fertile ground for future scholarship. In fact, one of the most valu-
able aspects of the monograph is how it sparks new questions and suggests 
avenues for additional research. Petlyuchenko’s integrated approach – com-
bining qualitative discourse analysis with quantitative and experimental meth-
ods – serves as a methodological template that researchers can adapt and refine. 
For instance, she includes Appendix A with sample questionnaires used in her 
charisma perception experiments [p. 159]. This transparency is an invitation 
for other scholars to replicate or build on her studies. A researcher interested 
in charismatic speech could take these questionnaires (originally in German, 
as noted) and apply them in another context, say, to test how Polish audiences 
perceive the charisma of different speakers. The fact that Petlyuchenko not only 
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presents findings but also shares her tools makes the book a practical spring-
board for further investigation.

Moreover, Petlyuchenko frequently points out unresolved questions in the 
text, implicitly encouraging others to take up the mantle. For example, when 
discussing the dark sides of charisma (like its “toxic” or manipulative mani-
festations), she raises ethical and psychological questions that lie beyond the 
scope of her linguistic focus. These questions – such as how do we objectively 
evaluate charisma’s ethical implications? – are explicitly acknowledged in the 
book (she wonders about evaluating charisma from “ethical, aesthetic or other 
perspectives” [p. 21]). While Petlyuchenko herself stays mostly within the lin-
guistic lane, she effectively flags that charisma studies would benefit from inter-
disciplinary collaboration. This could inspire joint research between linguists, 
ethicists, and psychologists to examine, for instance, the fine line between char-
ismatic influence and demagoguery.

The breadth of case studies in the book also means that many stones are left 
unturned, which is good news for future researchers. Petlyuchenko analyzes 
a wide range of figures across different eras, but due to space constraints, each 
case is relatively concise. A motivated scholar could easily pick one of her exam-
ples and delve deeper – say, perform a dedicated study on Margaret Thatch-
er’s “iron charisma” [p. 60] (one of Petlyuchenko’s intriguing labels), exploring 
aspects that the monograph only hints at. Likewise, Petlyuchenko’s concept of 
charisma coefficients for historical leaders (in Appendix B [p. 191]) provides 
a rough quantitative measure that others might refine with more data or different 
criteria. It is not hard to imagine a follow-up study that takes her idea of index-
ing charisma and applies advanced computational techniques – for example, 
mining social media or large speech corpora with machine learning to validate 
what linguistic features truly correlate with perceived charisma.

In addition, the monograph’s comparative cross-cultural angle can inspire 
parallel studies in other cultural spheres not covered by Petlyuchenko. She 
focuses on Europe and the U.S., with a special emphasis on Ukraine. This leaves 
open the question: how does charismatic communication manifest in other cul-
tures? Scholars from those regions might be inspired by her methodology to 
examine their own charismatic leaders in a similar fashion, perhaps uncovering 
new “mythologemes” and culturally specific charisma patterns. The integrated 
approach would work well – combining local linguistic analysis (e.g. examin-
ing metaphors and proverbs a charismatic leader uses in an African context) 
with perceptual experiments on local audiences. Petlyuchenko’s work thus acts 
as a catalyst, showing a way to marry quantitative and qualitative insights. The 
creative analogies she uses – at times describing charisma in terms of “divine 
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grace” versus “theatrical performance” [p. 39] – also encourage researchers to 
think outside the box and perhaps explore charisma through the lens of per-
formance studies or religious studies.

Finally, the book’s own questions about the future of charisma research are 
a prompt. Petlyuchenko ponders how to identify future charismatic politicians – 
a somewhat speculative endeavor. This forward-looking challenge could be 
taken up by political scientists and data analysts: can we predict which rising 
politician will become widely charismatic using Petlyuchenko’s index? Although 
that may verge on political fortune-telling, it’s a stimulating idea that merges 
linguistics with predictive analytics. In summary, The Linguistics of Charisma 
is more than a study of past and present leaders; it is a rich source of inspira-
tion. Its interdisciplinary and innovative methods provide a toolkit that others 
can refine, and its broad vision of what charisma entails opens many doors for 
further exploration in adjacent fields.

Bibliography
Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2009a), Charisma i shenskij gender (na materiale politicheskih 

vystuplenij A. Merkel i J. Timoshenko) [Women’s charisma (using the example of 
the political appearances of Angela Merkel and Yulia Tymoshenko)], “Linguistic 
Sciences”, 8, pp. 74–85. [in Russian]

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2009b), Harysmatychnyj politychnyj lider u prostori nimezkogo 
ta ukrainskogo apeljatyvnogo dyskursiv [Charismatic political leader in the space of 
German and Ukrainian appellative discourse], “Problems of Comparative Seman-
tics”, No 9, pp. 434–438. [in Ukrainian]

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2009c), Kharizmatika: movna osobystist’ i diskurs [Charismat-
ics: Linguistics personality and discourse], Odesa.

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2009d), Kinetychna spezyfika apelatyvnogo dyskursu nimezkih 
i ukrainskyh harysmatychnyh politychnyh lideriv [Kinetic specificity of the appel-
lative discourse of German and Ukrainian charismatic political leaders], “Zapiski 
z romano-germanskoi philologii”, No 24, pp. 203–212. [in Ukrainian]

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2009e), Verbalna organisazija apeljatyvnogo dyskursu nimez-
kyh i ukrainskyh harysmatychnyh politychnyh lideriv [Verbal organization of the 
appellative discourse of German and Ukrainian Charismatic Political Leaders], 

“Linguistic Sciences”, No 9, pp. 101–112. [in Ukrainian]
Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2009f ), Verbalnye sposoby apelljazii harismaticheskoj jasykovoj 

lichnosti [Verbal means of appeal of a charismatic linguistic personality], “Philo-
logical Sciences”, No 6, pp. 199–205. [in Russian]



428� Ewelina Woźniak-Wrzesińska

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2011). Homo charismaticus у німецькому та українському 
політичному дискурсах: контрастивний аспект [Homo charismaticus in German 
and Ukrainian political discourses: A contrastive perspective] [Cognition, Com-
munication, Discourse. Series Philology], No 2, pp. 85–104. DOI: https://doi.org 
/10.26565/2218–2926–2010–02–09. [in Ukrainian]

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2014), Geburt und Tod des Charismas: Maidan 2004 vs. Euro-
maidan 2014 (diskursive Besonderheiten der Appelle in der Antrittsrede von Petro 
Poroschenko bei seiner Amtseinführung am 7. Juni 2014), “Odessa Linguistic Jour-
nal” iss. 4, pp. 336–341. [in German]

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2017a), Kineticheskaia spetsifika inspirativnogo diskursa khariz-
maticheskikh politikov sovremennoi Germanii [The Kinetic Specifics of the Inspi-
rational Discourse of Charismatic Politicians in Contemporary Germany], “The 
Odessa Linguistic Journal”, No 9, pp. 195–200.

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2017b), Kontrasty nemetskoi i amerykanskoi kharyzmy 
(k stoletiiu teorii kharyzmatycheskogo liderstva Maksa Webera) [Contrasts 
of German and American charisma (on the centenary of Max Weber‘s theory of 
charismatic leadership)], in: Kontsepty i kontrasty: monohrafiia [Concepts and 
Contrasts: A Monograph], eds. Nataliya V. Petlyuchenko, Serhiy I. Potapenko, 
Oksana A. Babeleuk, Odesa, pp. 304–314.

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2018a), Charisma-Korrelate in Sprache und Diskurs: Kann ein 
Idealtyp ein Objekt der experimental-phonetischen Forschungsein?, “Odessa Lin-
guistic Journal” No 12 pp. 75–80. DOI: https://doi.org/10.32837/2312-3192/12/11. 
[in German]

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2018b), Grassroots-Charisma: diskursive und experimentell-
-phonetische Identifikation potenzieller Charismatiker in der Graswurzelbewegung 
Deutschlands und der Ukraine, “Odessa Linguistic Journal” No 11, pp. 159–166. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.32837/2312-3192-2018-11-159-166. [in German]

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2020), ‘Movna osobystist’ yak ideal’nyi typ u lingvistytsi 
[Linguistic personality as an ideal type in linguistics], in: Mizhkul’turnna 
komunikatsiia v naukovomu i osvitn’omu prostori: zb. I-oi Mizhnarodnoi naukovo-

-praktychnoi konferentsii (28–29 kvitnia 2020 r. , m. Odesa) [Intercultural Com-
munication in the Scientific and Educational Space: Proceedings of the 1st Inter-
national Scientific and Practical Conference (April 28–29, 2020, Odesa)], Odesa,  
pp. 103–106.

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2021a), Istoryko-kul’turnyi fon formuvannia zakhidnoho kont-
septy KHARYZMA [Historical and cultural background of the formation of the 
Western concept of CHARISMA], Zakhid-Skhid: kul’tura i mystetstvo: tezy mizh
narodnoi naukovo-tvorchoi internet-konferentsii, 25–26 veresiia 2021 r., eds. Olek-
sandr L. Oleynik, Olha V. Ohanezova, Olena M. Markova, Halyna F. Zavgorodnia, 

https://doi.org/10.26565/2218-2926-2010-02-09
https://doi.org/10.26565/2218-2926-2010-02-09
https://doi.org/10.32837/2312-3192/12/11
https://doi.org/10.32837/2312-3192-2018-11-159-166


The Anatomy of Charisma: Reflectionson Political Language…� 429

Olha V. Muravska, Dariya V. Androsova, Svitlana V. Miroshnychenko, Liud-
myla V. Zima, Nataliya V. Liubenko, Odesa: pp. 98–99.

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2021b), Kharizmatychnyi imidzh Anhely Merkel u ZMI Nimetch-
chyny: vid “divchynky Kolya” do “matinky Nimetchchyny” [The charismatic image 
of Angela Merkel in the German media: from ‘Kohl‘s girl‘ to ‘Mother of Germany‘], 
Odes’ki dialohy kultur: tvorchist’, liudyna, mova & Rytoryka mediinoho diskursu: 
tezy I Vseukrains’koi naukovo-praktychnoi konferentsii ta krugloho stolu (26–27 lys-
topada 2021 r., m. Odesa), eds. Oleh L. Oliinyk, O.I. Samoilenko, Nataliya V. Petly-
uchenko, i in., Odesa, pp. 92–95. [in Ukrainian]

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2022), Polydiscursive Transformations of Volodymyr Zelenskyi’s 
Political Charisma, in: Proceedings of the International Scientific and Practical Video 
Conference “Ukraine in a Transcultural and Multimodal World”, 25 May 2022, Kyiv, 
pp. 192–193.

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2023a), Charisma as a Media and Political Weapon in the 
Ukrainian Military Discourse, in: Materials of the International Scientific and 
Practical Video Conference “Narratives of Modern Ukraine in World Geopolitics”, 
18–19 May 2023, Kyiv, pp. 234–236.

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2023b), Charisma of Ukrainian Women in Politics and Art before 
and after February 24, 2022, in: Proceedings of International Conference “Voices from 
Ukraine: Women Philosophers and Scientists against War and Ecocide”, Paderborn, 
27–28 October 2023, Paderborn, p. 28.

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2024a), Experimental and Instrumental Methods for Studying 
Political Charisma, in: Proceedings of Round-Table Discussion “Current Trends in 
Phonetic Studies”, 26 April 2024, Kyiv, pp. 10–13.

Petlyuchenko Nataliya (2024b), Feminization of the Charismatic Media Discourse of 
Ukraine, in: Proceedings of the International Scientific and Practical Conference 

“Semiotics of Ukrainian Fragility: Language – Education – Discourse”, 16–17 May 2024, 
Kyiv, pp. 183–185.

Petlyuchenko Nataliya, Artiukhova Anna (2015), Aggressive Rhetoric: Prosodic and 
Kinetic Means, in: Proceedings of International Conference “Gesture and Speech in 
Interaction” (GESPIN 4), Nantes, France, 2–4 September, eds. Gaëlle Ferré, Mark 
Tutton, Nantes, pp. 191–194.

Petlyuchenko Nataliya, Chernyakova Valeria (2019), Charisma & Female Expressiveness: 
Language, Ethnoculture, Politics’, “Lege Artis. Language Yesterday, Today, Tomor-
row”, vol. 4, iss. 1, pp. 83–132.

Petlyuchenko Nataliya, Potapenko Serhiy (2024), Ukrainian President Zelenskyy’s Inter-
national Charisma throughout the Frst Year of War: British Perspective, in: Kulturwis-
senschaftliche Linguistik: Knotenpunkte und Netzwerke, eds. M. Scharlaj, M. Schulz, 
Berlin, pp. 146–161.



430� Ewelina Woźniak-Wrzesińska

Petlyuchenko Nataliya, Petranova Dana, Stashko Halyna, Panasenko Nataliya. (2021), 
Toxicity Phenomenon in German and Slovak Media: Contrastive Perspective, “Lege 
Artis. Language Yesterday, Today, Tomorrow”, vol. 6, iss. 2, pp. 105–164.

Weber Max (1947), The Nature of Charismatic Authority and its Routinization, in: idem, 
Theory of Social and Economic Organization, transl. A.R. Anderson, Talcott Parsons. 
Originally published in 1922 in German under the title Wirtschaft und Gesellschaft, 
chapter III, § 10. Available online. (Quote based on Petlyuchenko)

Weber Max (1980 [1922]), Wirtschaft und Gesellschaft, Grundriss der verstehenden 
Soziologie. VA: 5. Aufl., ed. Johannes Winckelmann, Tübingen. (Quote based on 
Petlyuchenko)

dr Ewelina Woźniak-Wrzesińska – Institute of Eastern European History, Justus Liebig 
University (JLU) in Giessen; research interests: political linguistics, corpus linguistics.

Conflict of interest statement
The author declares that there were no conf licts of interest in this study.

Author’s contribution
The author assumes sole responsibility for: preparing the research concept of the article, the 
way it is presented, developing the method, collecting and analyzing data, formulating conc-

lusions, and editing the final version of the manuscript.


	The Anatomy of Charisma: Reflections
	1. 
	2. 
	3. 
	4. 
	5. 
	6. 
	7. 
	8. 
	Bibliography


