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We invite individual pre-recorded paper contributions that can provide novel insights into
understanding visiolinguistics. Topics may include, but are not limited to:
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surveillance = Visual narratives = Computer-mediated communication = Visual methods
for analysing languaging (e.g. concordance lines, spectrographs, quantitative graphs,
diagrams, tables and transcripts) = The language of maps and mapping languages and
dialects = Media aesthetics = Translanguaging = Books and print media = Television =
Language in art = Logos and symbols = Iconicity = Scripts and writing systems = Statistics,
numbers, mathematics and economic figures
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“The medium is the message.”

McLuhan, Marshall. 1964. Understanding
media: The extensions of man. New
York City: McGraw-Hill.
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As a result, grapholinguistic concepts
and terminology are to some

degree an “expression of an attempt
to share in the benefits of what has
been achieved with considerable
success in phonology” (Ehlich 2007:
728, my translation).

grapheme

|

phoneme

Ehlich, Konrad. 2007. Sprache und sprachliches
Handeln. Berlin/Boston: De Gruyter. https://
doi.org/10.15156/9783110922721







hnc;ek

= bivir hin cekén din | #

made possible through alphabetic literacy? Davidson, Andrew. 2019. Writing: The re-construction of language.
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But why should there not be an
International Graphetic Alphabet,
identifying all the marks the human
hand can make that are capable of
playing a contrastive role in some
language — the array of straight lines
of varying length and orientation,
curves, dots, thicknesses, and so on,
which when combined result in
written letters, syllables, and
logograms?

Crystal, David. 1997. Toward a typographical
linguistics. Type 2.1: 7-23.
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% Writing is also tactile/haptic and
sometimes this is the primary
channel through which it is
used, cf. braille
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