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 We are grateful to the editors of the  Journal of Greek Linguistics  for off ering us 
the opportunity of clearing up some misunderstandings of our views in the 
above review of our paper concerning in particular the theoretical approach 
chosen, some methodological arguments as well as issues in Greek noun clas-
sifi cation, gender assignment, and the overall goals of the paper. 

 Usage-Based Th eory may be characterized as an approach which lets “the 
data constrain the theory, as good science would dictate” (Karmiloff  & 
Karmiloff -Smith  2001 : 142). Th is is why this induction-driven approach 
seems more suitable to us than certain deductive approaches, in particular 
generative ones. Although usage-based and construction-based approaches do 
not force the researcher to make assumptions “about the nature of the child’s 
linguistic representations other than those to which the data directly point” 
(Karmiloff  & Karmiloff -Smith  2001 : 142), it is not the case that such 
approaches do not recognise “notions such as morphological structure and 
morphological decomposition or analysis of word forms during language 
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   1  See Matthews ( 1991 ) on ancient Latin and Greek grammarians, who also deal with words 
as wholes.  

acquisition” as claimed by the reviewer (Mastropavlou 2009: 227). Although 
it is correct that according to Bybee “the stems and affi  xes … are never extracted 
from the word in which they occur” (2001: 24), S&C stress that in this 
approach “affi  xes are taken to emerge from associations between infl ected 
forms” (2008: 4). In contrast to symbolic rules, which are source-oriented and 
assume complex forms to be constructed by adding affi  xes to stems, “a prod-
uct-oriented schema generalizes over forms of a specifi c category, but does not 
specify how to derive that category from some other” (Bybee  2001 : 126). 
Bybee ( 2001 : 127-128) presents convincing evidence for the fact that even 
“fairly agglutinative affi  xation” such as that of the regular English Past suffi  xes 
/t/, /d/, or /ɨ  d/ “may be conceptualized as a product-oriented schema” rather 
than a source- or input-oriented generative rule. Th us, the concept of schemas 
does not deny morphological structure but accounts for it without however 
decomposing complex forms into their elements, a procedure leading to a 
number of well-known problems in infl ecting-fusional languages such as Latin 
or Greek.  1   

 It is not surprising that the reviewer, who adopts a diff erent theoretical per-
spective from the one taken by S&C, should be disappointed about the fact 
that their work does not result in what formalist linguists take to be at the core 
of linguistic competence, namely across-the-board symbolic rules and their 
acquisition in well-determined stages (Mastropavlou 2009: 230). In similar 
vein, the reviewer criticizes S&C for presenting too much detail rather than a 
more general picture of the children’s development. However, a usage-based 
approach to language acquisition allows one to come to grips with the gradual 
emergence of patterns and schemas based at fi rst on very few grammatical 
forms whose number slowly increases in the course of development. As S&C 
demonstrate, there is no such thing as a general development of Case or even 
the Nominative; rather, the nominative-accusative distinction is at fi rst lim-
ited to (some) masculine nouns while the number distinction is in the begin-
ning more or less restricted to neuter nouns (see S&C 2008: 21-22, fi gs. 3a 
and 3b). 

 As far as the methodology of our study is concerned, we fully agree with the 
reviewer that no general conclusions on the acquisition of Greek can be drawn 
from the data of only fi ve children. Th e small number of subjects is a general 
drawback of longitudinal studies on language acquisition, since such studies 
are usually limited to, for practical reasons, one or at most fi ve children. Still, 
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detailed case studies of fi ne-grained data such as these allow one to gain inter-
esting insights into the process of language acquisition. S&C’s (2008) main 
fi ndings are that the three grammatical categories of the Greek noun, case, 
number and gender, develop in parallel ways in the fi ve children studied and 
that variation is greatest in the onset and the pace of development. 

 Th e fact that the reviewer fi nds a systematic treatment of errors to be lacking 
in S&C’s paper is partly based on her methodological and theoretical assump-
tions. In structuralist approaches to language acquisition, including generative 
ones, overgeneralization errors are often taken to prove the existence of across-
the-board symbolic rules in the child’s linguistic competence so that the theo-
retical relevance of the usually few instances of these errors occurring in child 
data was often overemphasized in the past. More generally, the treatment of 
children’s errors is an important methodological issue in studies of language 
acquisition. It must be acknowledged that child language is neither a com-
municative and grammatical system completely independent of the “target 
language”, which represents the child’s input, nor a “deviant” variety of the 
latter. Rather, the child’s construction of language must be studied in both a 
synchronic and a diachronic way. As Smoczyńska ( 1986 : 391) correctly points 
out, “one should not separate error analyses from analyses of correct forms, 
rather one should study their interrelations.” In S&C’s Greek child data, over-
generalizations are few so that the general picture of the children’s develop-
ment is certainly not “distorted” (as assumed by the reviewer) by not attributing 
to them the importance they might have been granted in a generative study. 
We simply did not fi nd evidence of across-the-board overgeneralization of e.g. 
case endings, such as suffi  xing – s  to any noun in subject function. Rather than 
doing injustice to our data by interpreting the few examples of forms such as 
the foreign proper name  o *Plutos  (Mickey’s cartoon dog), in the speech of one 
child, as evidence of general rules, we have taken them to show the gradual 
development of productive grammatical schemas (S&C 2008: 31). In contrast 
to the few instances of overgeneralizations, what is well documented in our 
data is that the children at fi rst operated with underspecifi ed noun forms, 
especially as far as case distinctions are concerned. Although, in a diachronic 
perspective, they are deviant when used as grammatical subjects, in a syn-
chronic perspective, they show that case distinctions characteristic of standard 
Greek have not yet developed. 

 To conclude our reply, we would like to address a few misrepresentations 
apparent in the review concerning our views on Greek noun classifi cation and 
gender assignment, and regarding the overall goals of our paper. As far as noun 
classifi cation is concerned, the reviewer states that S&C present only two 
main theoretical approaches to Greek noun classifi cation, namely “a proposal 
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   2  Ralli’s (2005) noun classifi cation does not signifi cantly diff er from the one presented in her 
earlier work so that there was no need to refer to this more recent work in S&C (2008).  

classifying nouns based on gender” and a proposal “that classifi es nouns based 
on form syncretism within infl ectional paradigms” (Mastropavlou 2009: 227), 
i.e. an analysis based on phonological form. She defends the view that Ralli’s 
work (1995, 2002, 2005) presents a third position not taken into account by 
S&C (2008). What the reviewer seems to have overlooked is that the second 
proposal referred to by S&C is based on the more general criterion of “the 
distribution of infl ectional endings” (S&C 2008: 7) and thus subsumes simi-
lar (but not identical) proposals for noun classifi cation claiming that infl ec-
tion is determined by “the phonological structure of noun endings” (S&C 
2008: 7) rather than by gender. Th is is exactly what Ralli ( 2005 ) refers to 
when she assumes that one of the two main criteria for noun classifi cation is 
“the form of the totality of infl ectional affi  xes which may be combined with 
them” (Ralli  2005 :118, translated by S&C). Th us, rather than representing an 
independent third proposal, Ralli’s account diff ers from similar ones based on 
phonological structure mainly by the additional criterion of allomorphy, 
which is not crucial for S&C’s argumentation however. Since Kourmoulis 
( 1964 ) and Babiniotis & Kontos ( 1967 ) were among the fi rst to oppose 
Triantafyllidis’ ([1941] 1978) famous analysis based on gender, these authors 
are the only ones mentioned by name in S&C (2008). As far as Ralli’s work 
on noun classifi cation is concerned, Ralli ( 2002 ) is quoted by S&C (2008: 9) 
and Ralli ( 1995 ,  2002 ) has been extensively discussed by Christofi dou ( 2003 : 
100-105), where Greek gender assignment is analyzed in the framework of 
Natural Morphology (Dressler 1987, 1997 among others).  2   Th us, it is not the 
case that Ralli’s work has been overlooked by S&C (2008); rather, Christofi dou 
( 2003 ), referred to in diff erent chapters of S&C (2008), seems to have been 
missed by the reviewer. 

 Also, the reviewer does not give a correct account of S&C’s view on gender 
assignment (Mastropavlou 2009: 228). We do not doubt that Greek gender 
assignment is arbitrary (“lexical” in Ralli’s terminology) rather than semanti-
cally based, as is generally the case in Indo-European languages as opposed to 
African languages with noun classes, but claim rather that the categories of 
animacy and natural gender have an important role to play in child Greek and 
Greek child-directed speech, as shown by Stephany ( 1997 ). 

 Furthermore, the primary goal of S&C (2008) is not to study the deve-
lopment of grammatical gender, as claimed by the reviewer (Mastropavlou 
2009: 229). Quite to the contrary, the main goal of the paper is to study the 
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development of the grammatical categories of number and case. Th e acquisi-
tion of gender is merely a by-product resulting from the fact that number and 
case develop within gender classes, which can be told apart by their infl ec-
tional patterns. S&C’s results therefore do indeed contribute ”to the issue of 
the relation between gender and infl ectional class” (Mastropavlou 2009: 229) 
in Modern Greek, something which the reviewer doubts. 

 It seems diffi  cult to follow the reviewer’s criticism that S&C “overlook” “the 
role of the underlying […] feature” (Mastropavlou 2009: 230) of the three 
grammatical categories studied in the present paper, since S&C do deal with 
the functions of case and number. Th ey even explain the development of the 
more abstract category of gender by demonstrating that it derives from the 
infl ectional classes of Greek nouns. As far as we can see there is no need for any 
“underlying” level of linguistic structure besides the forms of linguistic units 
and their functions in linguistic utterances.   
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