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The total grapholinguistic fact

‘the total linguistic fact’ Structure: How are writing systems
structured?

“Comic Sans is ugly.”
“Chinese writing is difficult.’
“Comma rules make no sense.”
“To complain about a font is
pedantic’
“People who complain about
mistakes have too much time.”

|deologies:
Which attitudes and \
ideologies are Use: How are writing
associated with writing systems used?

systems and their use? ) o -,
Your/you're mistakes are embarrassing.

“Too many emojis come off unserious”



Grapholinguistics: A definition

label for efforts of gaining consistent

and
of

Glick, Helmut. 2016.

Schriftlinguistik. In

as Helmut Glick &
Michael R&del (eds.),
Metzler Lexikon
Sprache, 5th edn.,
596. Stuttgart:
Metzler.

(already exactly the same inthe firstedn. of 1993 : 533-534)



Main motivations

DE GRUYTER
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- integration of different perspectives from diverse disciplines

Dimitrios Meletis, Christa Diirscheid

- including - but not limited to - anthropology and cultural studies, WRITING
psychology and cognitive science(s), sociolinguistics SYSTEMS AND
L . . . . THEIR E
- combination of synchronic and diachronic perspectives ANovm.gwomggmum.cs

- diachrony informs synchrony and vice versa

- establishment of a unified descriptive and explanatory framework -
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

Meletis, Dimitrios, and Christa Diirscheid. 2022. Writing Systems and Their
Use: An Overview of Grapholinguistics. Berlin/Boston: De Gruyter.

https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110757835
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A model of

Writing systems

GRAPHETICS

scripts:
basic shapes
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Descriptive grapholinguistics

A. Graphetics - Materiality (WWhat does

writing look/feel like?)

1

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.

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

Attitudes about writing systems,
their learnability and difficulty: The
more phonetic, the better a writing
system./ There is no ‘optimal’
writing system, as the quality of a
writing system in a given context
depends on users’ prior literacy
experience. / Writing systems can
be beautiful/ugly/chaotic/
elegant/hard/complex/ ingenious.

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

4 Attitudes about orthography:
Orthographic rules are important. /
Everyone should adhere to existing
norms./ It's futile to complain about
spelling reforms.

5 Correction of incorrect corrections:
Spelling mistakes are embarrassing. / To
correct a spelling mistake is pedantic. /
It is wrong to judge someone as ‘dumb’
only because they have made a spelling
mistake.



Explanation

processing fit sociocultural fit
suitability for physio- sociocultural, political, ...
logical and cognitive suitability for
processing a given literate community
linguistic fit

surtability as secondary semiotic systems related
to language(s)

systematic fit

quality as structural systems



Because every time I'm writing,
'm writing, and theretfore It needs
to be correct otherwise | could
Just let It be.



Because every time I'm writing,
'm writing, and theretfore It needs
to be correct otherwise | could
Just let It be.




Literacy

- 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 emall, scribbling a
note, ...)



Literacy

- postdoc project Orthographic relativity: Comparing the relation
between literacy and normativity acrods and

writing systems literate cultures



Linguistic normativity

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



Prescriptivism

prescriptivism: enforcement or promotion of norms related to language
(use)

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

/—\

norms prescriptive practices

—_—
—
—_—
~ . —
—_————



Orthography

as a normative phenomenon

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

static reading: orthography as ‘correct’ text

dynamic reading: orthography as production of ‘correct’ texts

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 - cf. polynomic language such as Corsican,
see



How writing fosters norms

features of: [1] writing, [2] communication situations, and [3] humans as
soclal 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
stand on their own (leading to explicitness, ...). They cannot rely on some of the
features of (prototypical) spoken communication (facial expressions, gestures,
prosody, ...).



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).



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 - including exclusively or predominantly spoken - varieties (or
‘dialects’) are devalued.

Ontogenetically, with respect to acquisition, writing is learned through instruction.
This instruction (usually) aims at teaching children to write correctly.



How writing fosters norms

writin communication LT
J (individually and societally)

- material/visual salience - not boundto a shared - desire to be accepted

- permanence communication situation (i.e, - fearof social sanctions

- devoid of extralinguistic prototypically asynchronous ] :’)Vr';z;ﬁ assert power/position
features Qf spoken and independentofagiven  _ 4ot 10 be connected to
communication place) others (unification)

- (prototypically) more explicit
and elaborated than spoken
language

+ acquisition: learned through instruction



Normativity without literacy?

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

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

awareness
; restricted metalinguistic

awareness in illiterates

- metalinguistic awareness as a prerequisite of linguistic normativity

(%)

- language users often employ descriptive concepts as prescriptive
categories : 'This isn't a word/sentence!’ requires an idea of what a word,
sentence, ... IS

- this idea may be formed during literacy acquisition because these concepts
are more or less bound to writing see

- more so, expectations of correct/well-formed manifestations of these categories, e.g.,
‘Speakin full sentences!’), are shaped by literacy



Normativity without literacy?

- to conquer the Eurocentrist bias: What about orality?

orality is as much a complex bundle of practices as literacy
e.g, recanting texts orally arguably requires an awareness of their form

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

“When linguists move to afieldwork situation, they inevitably and mostly
unconsciously brings [sic] their native ideology of language with them (to a significant
extent canonized by their training in linguistics). But preliterate communities are
unlikely to share their assumptions.”

research on language ideologies/attitudes with respect to normativity (both
in literate and oral language communities) is In its infancy



Literacy without normativity?

- normativity is not inherent in writing systems (or language)

- but rather one possible (and an arguably ‘natural’) reaction to the
variation found in them

- as areaction’ manifested in language use and ideologies, normativity
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
undergo standardization due to a ‘'normative expectation’



Orthographic relativity

...] t1s a legitimate question whether the
structural differences between

have any implications for prescriptive rules and
attitudes. coutnas 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



Writing shapes language

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)

- 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

- 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 an ‘add-on’ to linguistics but should be
Included in mainstream linguistic paradigms



My research

Dimitrios Meletis
Warum hassen alle Comic Sans?

Metapragmatische Onlinediskurse zu einer typographischen
Hassliebe

1 Einleitung

If you love it, you don’t know much about typography, and if you hate Comic Sans you don’t
know very much about typography either, and you should probably get another hobby.
Vincent Connare, Designer von Comic Sans'
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People incorrectly correcting other people: The pragmatics of (re-) I

corrections and their negotiation in a Facebook group

Karina Frick ™', Dimitrios Meletis " '

* Leuphana Universitt Liineburg, Instiut fiir Deutsche Sprache und Literatur und ihre Didakiik, Universititsallee 1, 21335 Lineburg, Germany
® Universitit Wien, Institut fiir Sprachwissenschaft, Sensengasse 3A, 1090 Wien, Austria

ARTICLE INFO

Keywords:
Stancetaking
Correction

Language ideologies
Linguistic normativity
Prescriptivism
Orthography
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“Is your font racist?” Metapragmatic online discourses on the

use of typographic mimicry and its appropriateness

Dimitrios Meletis

Department of German Studies, University of Zurich, Zurich, Switzerland
ABSTRACT

Typographic mimicry is the wrapping of writing in a “foreign dress,”
i.e. the use of typefaces in which one’s script (e.g. Latin) is made to

KEYWORDS
Typographic mimicry;
cultural stereotypes;

visually resemble a different script (e.g. Chinese) with the goal of ~ indexicality; metapragmatic

discourse; typographic
ideologies; cultural
(re)appropriation

evoking associations with a “foreign” culture. First, this paper
addresses the formal aspects of this practice, specifically the
choice of visual features to be mimicked. The core part then
focuses on typographic mimicry as a social practice and includes

ABSTRACT

In highly ized literate cultures, ic norms are perceived as socially binding, giving rise to
negative evaluations of ‘incorrect’ writing, i.e., writing that deviates from the norm. This is evident in pre
seriptive practices in interactions on social media including direct corrections of a deviance (*you're) or com
ments more o less implicitly referring to it (“would be great if you knew how to spell”). In this study, we focus on
aspecial type of corrections and the reactions to them: incorrect corrections. They are often corrected in so-called
te-corrections, which frequently give rise to entire chains of corrections and comments that reflect diverse
practices and attitudes both shaped by and towards normativity. By conducting an exploratory case study, we
investigate (meta-)pragmatic strategies of stancetaking - such as mocking or doing being an expert - as well as
their negotiation in (re-Jcorrections. Specifically, we focus on three posts taken from the public Facebook group
People Incorrectly Correcting Other People consisting of, on the one hand, decontextualized screenshots showing an
incorrect correction and ensuing re-corrections framed by the reaction of the poster posting them to the group.
On the other hand, given the large number of group members, they include a myriad of additional comments
discussing (re-Jeorrections at a meta-level. Our analysis suggests that re-correcting serves (o criticize not a
mistake but the positioning of correctors as superior. Thus, it implicitly challenges the normativity of standard
language ideologies by exposing the hypocrisy of prescriptive practices.

DiskursGlossar

Grammatiknazi / Grammar Nazi

Kategorie: Schlagworter

Verwandte Ausdriicke: Rechtschreibnazi, Sprachpolizei,
Laiensprachkritik, orthographisches Shaming, Sprachkritik
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Correcting correction as social action: Critical

ELSEVIER

{
z

metaprescriptivism in online interaction S
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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Article history: Drawing on a qualitative analysis of 14 comment threads from the Facebook group People

Received 15 December 2025
Received in revised form 20 March 2026
Accepted 23 March 2026

Incorrectly Correcting Other People, this article examines correction and recorrection as
forms of social action in online interaction. It shows how participants respond to
misguided corrections along multiple dimensions: linguistic accuracy, tone, motive, and
social legitimacy of corrective acts. These responses frequently rely on humor and playful
ing, through which users position themselves, (dis)align with others, and manage
2 face. To capture this reflexive dimension, the article introduces the concept of critical
Metapragmatics s 2 7 R
Critical metaprescriptivism riptivism, defined as sgc d 0 dl practice that scrutinizes the
(Re)correction social acceptability of prescriptive logic in the very act of reproducing it. The analysis
Stance and alignment demonstrates how (re)corrections function as stance-taking practices shaped by shared
Norm enforcement moral expectations and affective norms within the interactional context. These practices
Humor and affect reconfigure prescriptivism as an interactional resource through which authority is
Online interaction claimed, performed, contested, and parodied. The study contributes to research on met-
apragmatics, stance, as well as norm enforcement by showing how prescriptive orienta-
tions are negotiated in interaction and how correction operates as a socially and morally
embedded practice in online discourse.
© 2026 The Author(s). Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the
CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
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Comic Sans

Rounded Terminal
SIMON GARFIELD

BEST-SELLING AUTHOR OF JUST MY TYPE

Cap Height

= The quick brown fox

Ascender

Handwritten-Style Stroke

Comic Sans

Jumps over The lazy dog

OF A TYPEFACE

Tracking Counter (THE aBc OF FONTS)
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Against

- 'Inappropriate’ contexts of use and high frequency of use

(oversaturation) as biggest arguments

- appears like children’s writing: “it is so Irritably simple, so apparently
written by a small child”

- 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 ‘incorrectly’ or
‘inappropriately’

- quality of the design of Comic Sans is mainly criticized by
designers and typographers

- question of which actors participate in which discourses



Tnappropriate” uses

: . she loved her husband
. __.sheloved herson
she loved her granddaughters
she also loved tosleep 7
e andngu.af peace o
x «sﬁe ;an sleep fore\m'

HELP PREVENT A TRAGEDY

If you see children or adults inside
or attempting to enter this substation
please call 08000 727282
or the local police immediately

SSE Power Distribution







