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Structure: How are writing systems 
structured? 

Use: How are writing 
systems used?

Ideologies: 
Which attitudes and 

ideologies are 
associated with writing 
systems and their use?

ά/ƻƳƛŎ {ŀƴǎ ƛǎ ǳƎƭȅΦέ
ά/ƘƛƴŜǎŜ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘΦέ
ά/ƻƳƳŀ ǊǳƭŜǎ ƳŀƪŜ ƴƻ ǎŜƴǎŜΦέ

ά¢ƻ ŎƻƳǇƭŀƛƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ŀ Ŧƻƴǘ ƛǎ 
ǇŜŘŀƴǘƛŎΦέ
άtŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ŎƻƳǇƭŀƛƴ ŀōƻǳǘ 
ƳƛǎǘŀƪŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻƻ ƳǳŎƘ ǘƛƳŜΦέ

ά¸ƻǳǊκȅƻǳΩǊŜ ƳƛǎǘŀƪŜǎ ŀǊŜ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƛƴƎΦέ
ά¢ƻƻ Ƴŀƴȅ ŜƳƻƧƛǎ ŎƻƳŜ ƻŦŦ ǳƴǎŜǊƛƻǳǎέ
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The total grapholinguistic fact

ΨǘƘŜ ǘƻǘŀƭ ƭƛƴƎǳƛǎǘƛŎ ŦŀŎǘΩ 
Silverstein 1985

Silverstein, Michael. 

1985. Language and the 

culture of gender: At 

the intersection of 

structure, usage, and 

ideology. In Elizabeth 

Mertz & Richard J. 

Parmentier (eds.), 

Semiotic mediation: 

Sociocultural and 

psychological 

perspectives, 219 ς259. 

New York: Academic.



label for efforts of gaining consistent descriptions 

and analyses of the written form of language and 

of developing them to a general theory of writing 

as a constitutive part of a general theory of 

language
 DƭǸŎƪ нлмсΥ рфсΣ Ƴȅ ǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ 

SO FAR

OPEN
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(already exactly the same in the first edn. of 1993: 533 ς534 )

DƭǸŎƪΣ IŜƭƳǳǘΦ нлмсΦ 

Schriftlinguistik . In 

IŜƭƳǳǘ DƭǸŎƪ ϧ 

Michael wǀŘŜƭ (eds.), 

Metzler Lexikon  

Sprache , 5th edn ., 

596. Stuttgart: 

Metzler.

Grapholinguistics: A definition
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ONGOING



-integration of different perspectives from diverse disciplines

- including ς but not limited to ς anthropology and cultural studies, 

psychology and cognitive science(s), sociolinguistics

-combination of synchronic and diachronic perspectives

-diachrony informs synchrony and vice versa

-establishment of a unified descriptive and explanatory framework ς 

including methodology and concepts (e.g., allography) for all writing 

systems regardless of type

-publication of findings (at least additionally) in English to foster 

international visibility and exchange

5

aŜƭŜǘƛǎΣ 5ƛƳƛǘǊƛƻǎΣ ŀƴŘ /ƘǊƛǎǘŀ 5ǸǊǎŎƘŜƛŘΦ нлннΦ Writing Systems and Their 
Use: An Overview of Grapholinguistics . Berlin/Boston: De Gruyter. 
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110757835
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Main motivations

https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110757835
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WRITING SYSTEM

GRAPHETICS

GRAPHEMATICS

ORTHOGRAPHY

LANGUAGE SYSTEM

scripts:
basic shapes

graphemes

norms, rules

linguistic units

A model of 
writing systems
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A. Graphetics ς Materiality (What does 
writing look/feel like?)

Comic Sans: The font is ugly. / Its 
use in specific contexts is 
inappropriate. / To complain about 
the font is justified/pedantic/ableist. 

Typographic mimicry: Emulating 
fonts are often designed 
unprofessionally. / Their use is 
problematic/racist. / Only people 
who belong to a culture in question 
are allowed to make judgments 
about the appropriateness of the 
use of such fonts.  

7

B. Graphematics ς Linguistic function 
(How is writing related to language?)

Attitudes about writing systems, 
their learnability and difficulty: The 
more phonetic, the better a writing 
ǎȅǎǘŜƳΦ κ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ΨƻǇǘƛƳŀƭΩ 
writing system, as the quality of a 
writing system in a given context 
ŘŜǇŜƴŘǎ ƻƴ ǳǎŜǊǎΩ ǇǊƛƻǊ ƭƛǘŜǊŀŎȅ 
experience. / Writing systems can 
be beautiful/ugly/chaotic/ 
elegant/hard/complex/ ingenious. 

C. Orthography ς Normativity (What are the 
conventions/rules?)

Attitudes about orthography: 
Orthographic rules are important. / 
Everyone should adhere to existing 
ƴƻǊƳǎΦ κ LǘΩǎ ŦǳǘƛƭŜ ǘƻ ŎƻƳǇƭŀƛƴ ŀōƻǳǘ 
spelling reforms.

Correction of incorrect corrections: 
Spelling mistakes are embarrassing. / To 
correct a spelling mistake is pedantic. / 
Lǘ ƛǎ ǿǊƻƴƎ ǘƻ ƧǳŘƎŜ ǎƻƳŜƻƴŜ ŀǎ ΨŘǳƳōΩ 
only because they have made a spelling 
mistake.

1

2

3

4
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Descriptive grapholinguistics



processing fit
UNIVERSAL

suitability for physio-

logical and cognitive

processing

sociocultural fit
  SYSTEM-SPECIFIC

ǎƻŎƛƻŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭΣ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭΣ Χ 
suitability for

a given literate community

linguistic fit
TYPOLOGICAL

suitability as secondary semiotic systems related 
to language(s)

systematic fit
STRUCTURAL

quality as structural systems
8
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Explanation (which entails comparison)



.ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ŜǾŜǊȅ ǘƛƳŜ LΩƳ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎΣ 
LΩƳ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎΣ ŀƴŘ therefore it needs 
to be correct, otherwise I could 
just let it be.

9

[B01: L. 149-150]
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.ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ŜǾŜǊȅ ǘƛƳŜ LΩƳ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎΣ 
LΩƳ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎΣ ŀƴŘ therefore it needs 
to be correct, otherwise I could 
just let it be.

10

[B01: L. 149-150]
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-psycholinguistic perspective: literacy as (context-independent) skills of 

reading and writing autonomous approach 

-cultural studies/anthropological perspective: literacy as embedded in 

(sociocultural, sociopolitical, individual) contexts ideological 

approach

-predominantly acquired in formal educational settings

-and enacted in literacy practices (reading a book, writing an email, scribbling a 

ƴƻǘŜΣ Χύ

11
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Literacy



-postdoc project Orthographic relativity: Comparing the relation 

between literacy and normativity across writing systems and literate 

cultures

12

writing systems   literate cultures

literacy practices
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Literacy



shared conventions or norms that govern the use of a language (variety) 

within a given community or society

- norms encompass various aspects of language: grammar, vocabulary, 

pronunciation, spelling

- serve as guidelines for what is correct (absolute, context-independent, product-

oriented) or appropriate (gradual, context-dependent, use-oriented)

- is the basis of prescriptivism 

13
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Linguistic normativity



prescriptivism: enforcement or promotion of norms related to language 

(use) Rawlins/Chapman 2020

- active application of norms (to maintain a certain status of language)

14

norms   prescriptive practices
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Prescriptivism

Rawlins, Jacob D. & Don 
Chapman. 2020. 
Introduction: Values and 

binaries in language 
evaluation. In Don 
Chapman & Jacob D. 

Rawlins (eds.), Language 
prescription: Values, 
ideologies and identity, 

1ς11. Bristol: 
Multilingual Matters. 
https:// doi.org /10.21832/

9781788928380 - 002 



as a normative phenomenon Meletis 2020

- this reading is prevalent in non-Anglophone research (e.g., 
German)

- ǎǘŀǘƛŎ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎΥ ƻǊǘƘƻƎǊŀǇƘȅ ŀǎ ΨŎƻǊǊŜŎǘΩ ǘŜȄǘ

- ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎΥ ƻǊǘƘƻƎǊŀǇƘȅ ŀǎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ΨŎƻǊǊŜŎǘΩ ǘŜȄǘǎ

- broad reading: awareness of conventions/norms among 
users, no official regulation by an authority of language policy 
(e.g., Council for German Orthography) needed
- this awareness arguably exists even in the absence of an 

implemented standard ς cf. polynomic language such as Corsican, 
see Jaffe 2021

15
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Orthography

Jaffe, Alexandra. 2021. 
Polynomic standards. The 
enactment of legitimate 

variation. In Wendy Ayres -
Bennett & John Bellamy 
(eds.), The Cambridge 

Handbook of Language 
Standardization, 442 ς469. 
Cambridge: CUP. 

https:// doi.org /10.1017/978
1108559249.017 

Meletis, Dimitrios. 2020. 
The nature of writing. A 

theory of 
grapholinguistics. 
(Grapholinguistics and Its 

Applications 3). Brest: 
CƭǳȄǳǎ ;ŘƛǘƛƻƴǎΦ 
https:// doi.org /10.36824/20

20 - meletis  



features of: [1] writing, [2] communication situations, and [3] humans as 

social communicators

Writing as communication: Writers write to be understood, readers read to 

understand, which makes necessary conventions. 

These are more important in written communication as it occurs (prototypically) 

asynchronously: Writing is not bound to a shared time or place. Thus, texts must 

ǎǘŀƴŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴ όƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŜȄǇƭƛŎƛǘƴŜǎǎΣ ΧύΦ ¢ƘŜȅ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ǊŜƭȅ ƻƴ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

features of (prototypical) spoken communication (facial expressions, gestures, 

ǇǊƻǎƻŘȅΣ ΧύΦ 

16
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How writing fosters norms



Writing is more salient than speech due to its graphic (visual/tactile) 

nature. 

It is (prototypically) semi-permanent, making it possible to revisit what 

someone has written, including deviances from a standard. 

As individuals in a society in which such a standard is perceived as 

(socially) binding, we want to be accepted and write correctly to save our 

face. Deviating could lead to sanctions and stigmatization. 

This renders (the unevenly spread knowledge of) norms a form of power 

used in prescriptive practices (e.g., as positioning strategies). 

17
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How writing fosters norms



At the collective level, standards have developed historically for political reasons (e.g., 

unification, see the emergence of nation states). Standards carry connotations of 

prestige while other ς including exclusively or predominantly spoken ς varieties (or 

ΨŘƛŀƭŜŎǘǎΩύ ŀǊŜ ŘŜǾŀƭǳŜŘΦ 

Ontogenetically, with respect to acquisition, writing is learned through instruction. 

This instruction (usually) aims at teaching children to write correctly.   

18
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How writing fosters norms
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writing communication
humans 

(individually and societally)

-material/visual salience
- permanence
- devoid of extralinguistic 

features of spoken 
communication

- (prototypically) more explicit 
and elaborated than spoken 
language

- not bound to a shared 
communication situation (i.e., 
prototypically asynchronous 
and independent of a given 
place)

- desire to be accepted
- fear of social sanctions
-wish to assert power/position 

oneself

- desire to be connected to 
others (unification)

+ acquisition: learned through instruction 
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How writing fosters norms



-metalinguistic awareness as a byproduct of literacy (= reciprocity)

- example of (segmental) phonological awareness as one facet of this 

awareness Read et al. 1986, Morais  et al. 1987, Scholes [ed.] 1993, De 

Gelder et al. 1993, Nagy/Anderson 1995, Wydell 2023 ; restricted metalinguistic 

awareness in illiterates Kurvers et al. 2006

-metalinguistic awareness as a prerequisite of linguistic normativity 

(?)

- language users often employ descriptive concepts as prescriptive 

ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜǎ Υ Ψ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎƴΩǘ ŀ ǿƻǊŘκǎŜƴǘŜƴŎŜΗΩ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜǎ ŀƴ ƛŘŜŀ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ ŀ ǿƻǊŘΣ 

ǎŜƴǘŜƴŎŜΣ Χ ƛǎ

- this idea may be formed during literacy acquisition because these concepts 

are more or less bound to writing see Davidson 2019

-more so, expectations of correct/well-formed manifestations of these categories, e.g., 

Ψ{ǇŜŀƪ ƛƴ Ŧǳƭƭ ǎŜƴǘŜƴŎŜǎΗΩΣ, are shaped by literacy
20
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Normativity without literacy?

Davidson, Andrew. 
2019. Writing: The 
re - construction of 

language. Language 
Sciences 72. 134 ς
149. 

https:// doi.org /10.1
016/j.langsci.2018.0
9.004 

5Ŝ DŜƭŘŜǊΣ .ŞŀǘǊƛŎŜΣ 
Jean Vroomen  & Paul 
Bertelson. 1993. The 

effects of 
alphabetic - reading 
competence on 

language 
representation in 
bilingual Chinese 

subjects. 
Psychological 
Research 55. 315 ς

321. 
https:// doi.org /10.1
007/BF00419691 

Kurvers, Jeanne, Ton 

Vallen, and Roeland 
van Hout. 2006. 
Discovering features 

of language: 
Metalinguisitc  [sic] 
awareness of adult 

illiterates. In 
Jeanne Kurvers, 
Ineke van de Craats  

& Martha Young -
Scholten (eds.), 
Low- educated second 

language and 
literacy 
acquisition: 

Proceedings of the 
inaugural symposium, 
69ς88. Utrecht: LOT. 

aƻǊŀƛǎΣ WƻǎŞΣ WŜǎǳǎ 
Alegria & Alain 

Content. 1987. The 
relationships 
between segmental 

analysis and 
alphabetic 
literacy: An 

interactive view. 
Cahiers de 
Psychologie  

Cognitive/Current 
Psychology of 
Cognition 7.5. 415 ς

438.

Nagy, William E. & 
Richard C. 

Anderson. 1995. 
Metalinguistic 
awareness and 

literacy 
acquisition in 
different 

languages. 
Technical Report 
No. 618. Champaign: 

University of 
Illinois at Urbana -
Champaign. 

Read, Charles, 

Zhang Yun - Fei, Nie 
Hong- Yin, Ding Bao -
Qing. 1986. The 

ability to 
manipulate speech 
sounds depends on 

knowing alphabetic 
writing. Cognition 
24.1 ς2. 31 ς44. 

https:// doi.org /10.
1016/0010 -
0277(86)90003 - X 

Scholes, Richard J. 
(ed.). 1993. 

Literacy and 
language analysis. 

New York: 
Routledge. 

Wydell, Taeko N. 

2023. Are 
phonological skills 
as crucial for 

literacy 
acquisition in 
Japanese as in 

English as well as 
in accounting for 
developmental 

dyslexia in English 
and in Japanese? 
Journal of Cultural 

Cognitive Science 
7. 175 ς196. 
https:// doi.org /10.

1007/s41809 - 023 -
00126 - 2 



- to conquer the Eurocentrist bias: What about orality? 

- orality is as much a complex bundle of practices as literacy Finnegan 1990

- e.g., recanting texts orally arguably requires an awareness of their form

- what may be lacking (to a certain degree) is a prescriptivist mindset

ά²ƘŜƴ ƭƛƴƎǳƛǎǘǎ ƳƻǾŜ ǘƻ ŀ ŦƛŜƭŘǿƻǊƪ ǎƛǘǳŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜȅ ƛƴŜǾƛǘŀōƭȅ ŀƴŘ Ƴƻǎǘƭȅ 

unconsciously brings [sic] their native ideology of language with them (to a significant 

extent canonized by their training in linguistics). But preliterate communities are 

ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ǎƘŀǊŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŀǎǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴǎΦέ Foley 2003: 86

- research on language ideologies/attitudes with respect to normativity (both 

in literate and oral language communities) is in its infancy

21
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Normativity without literacy?

Finnegan, Ruth. 1990. What 
is orality ς if anything? 
Byzantine and Modern Greek 
Studies 14. 130 ς150. 
https:// doi.org /10.1179/byz
.1990.14.1.130

Foley, William A. 2003. 
Genre, register and 
language documentation in 
literate and preliterate 
communities. In Peter K. 
Austin (ed.) Language 
Documentation and 
Description, Vol 1, 85 ς98. 
London: SOAS.
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- normativity is not inherent in writing systems (or language)

- ōǳǘ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ƻƴŜ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ όŀƴŘ ŀƴ ŀǊƎǳŀōƭȅ ΨƴŀǘǳǊŀƭΩύ ǊŜŀŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

variation found in them 

- ŀǎ ŀ ΨǊŜŀŎǘƛƻƴΩ ƳŀƴƛŦŜǎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜ ǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ ƛŘŜƻƭƻƎƛŜǎΣ ƴƻǊƳŀǘƛǾƛǘȅ 

may be inherently interactive (and collapse partially with prescriptivism)

- historically, what is important is the demotisation of writing, i.e., the widening 

of its user circles from an elite to a majority in a society

- pattern of a trajectory that places pressure on language communities to 

ǳƴŘŜǊƎƻ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ŀ ΨƴƻǊƳŀǘƛǾŜ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴΩ Karan 2014
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Literacy without normativity?

Karan, Elke. 2014. 
{ǘŀƴŘŀǊŘƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΥ ²ƘŀǘΩǎ 
the hurry? In Michael 

Cahill & Keren Rice 
(eds.), Developing 
orthographies for 

unwritten languages, 
107ς138. Dallas: SIL 
International.



ά
ώΧϐ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀ ƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀǘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ 

structural differences between [writing systems] 

have any implications for prescriptive rules and 

attitudes. Coulmas 2016: 41

-status of literacy; exercise of diverse literacy practices; attitudes 

-sociolinguistic and sociocultural conditions, e.g., diglossia, contact between 

literacies

-authorities of linguistic policy that regulate literacy and language in general 
23
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Orthographic relativity

Coulmas, Florian. 
2016. Prescriptivism 
and writing systems. 

In Ingrid Tieken -
Boon van Ostade & 
Carol Percy (eds.), 

Prescription and 
tradition in 
language: 

Establishing 
standards across 
time and space, 39 ς

56. Bristol: 
Multilingual 
Matters. 

https:// doi.org /10.2
1832/9781783096510 -
005 



ά
the availability of the written form has a profound influence on 

language structure and representation at both the individual level 

(mental grammar) and the social level (language as a conventional 

system shared by a community of speakers) Dabrowska 2020: 75

-users often view writing as pars pro toto language (unsurprising given its 

salience)

-writing not only depicts, but shapes language

-examples include vocabulary and syntactic complexity Dabrowska 2020

-this means while language may be viewed as an amodal system, modalities 

(including the written modality) shape this amodal system

-in conclusion, the study of writing is not ŀƴ ΨŀŘŘ-ƻƴΩ ǘƻ ƭƛƴƎǳƛǎǘƛŎǎ ōǳǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 

included in mainstream linguistic paradigms
24
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Writing shapes language
DŊbrowska , Ewa. 

2020. How writing 
changes language. 

In Anna Mauranen & 
Svetlana 
Vetchinnikova  

(eds.), Language 
change: The impact 
of English as a 

lingua franca, 75 ς
94. Cambridge: 
CUP. 

https:// doi.org /10
.1017/978110867500
0.006 
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Comic Sans



-ΨƛƴŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜΩ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘǎ ƻŦ ǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ ƘƛƎƘ ŦǊŜǉǳŜƴŎȅ ƻŦ ǳǎŜ 

(oversaturation) as biggest arguments

- ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ƭƛƪŜ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎΥ άƛǘ ƛǎ ǎƻ ƛǊǊƛǘŀōƭȅ ǎƛƳǇƭŜΣ ǎƻ ŀǇǇŀǊŜƴǘƭȅ 

ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ōȅ ŀ ǎƳŀƭƭ ŎƘƛƭŘέ

- concern not the quality of the typeface per se, but its use; thus, it is 

(also) a criticism of the people who use the typeface ΨƛƴŎƻǊǊŜŎǘƭȅΩ ƻǊ 

ΨƛƴŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜƭȅΩ

- quality of the design of Comic Sans is mainly criticized by 

designers and typographers

- question of which actors participate in which discourses
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Against



ΨLƴŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜΩ ǳǎŜǎ
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- ά/ƻƳƛŎ {ŀƴǎ ƛǎƴΨǘ ōŀŘ ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘΩǎ ǳǎŜŘ ƛƴ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ ŎŀǎŜǎ ƭƛƪŜ ŎƻƳƛŎǎ 

όƻōǾƛƻǳǎƭȅύΦ LǘΩǎ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜŦǳƭƭȅ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ ΨǎƛƭƭȅΩ ƭƻƻƪ ώΧϐΣ ǎƻ 

when professors use Comic Sans in their powerpoints, it seems out of 

placeΦέ 

- ά¢ƛƳŜǎ bŜǿ wƻƳŀƴ ƛǎ ŀ Ŧƻƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƻƴŜ Ŏŀƴ ǎǘƻǇ ƴƻǘƛŎƛƴƎΤ ŜǾŜƴ ƛƴ ƭŀǊƎŜ 

ŘƻǎŜǎ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ŎƻƳŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀŘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǘŜȄǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ǾŜǊȅ 

ŎƻƳƳƻƴƭȅ ǳǎŜŘ Ŧƻƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ Ƴƻǎǘƭȅ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƘŀǘΦ /ƻƳƛŎ {ŀƴǎΧ ƴƻǘ ǎƻ 

ƳǳŎƘΦέ 

- άǘƘŜ sweatpants ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ŧƻƴǘ ǿƻǊƭŘέ

- ά{ƻΣ ǘƘŜ ǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ /ƻƳƛŎ {ŀƴǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƻŦ ŀ ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ǘŜǊǊƛōƭŜ ŦƻƴǘΣ ōǳǘ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ƻŦ 

a mediocre font, used incorrectly on a massive scale.έ

ATTITUDES AND IDEOLOGIES ABOUT WRITING SYSTEMS 1. COMIC SANS Dimitrios Meletis
WHY WRITING SYSTEMS CREATE NORMS COMIC SANS Dimitrios Meletis

Voices


