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DISCUSSION: ARE THE LINGUISTIC MILESTONES IN SIGNED AND SPOKEN 
LANGUAGE ACQUISITION SIMILAR OR DIFFERENT? 
Chair: Laura Ann Petitto 
Discussants: Paula F. Marentette, Richard P. Meier, Elissa L. Newport 

THE TIMING OF LINGUISTIC MILESTONES IN SIGN AND SPOKEN LANGUAGE 
ACQUISITION. Laura Ann Petitto & Paula F Marentette. Psychology Department, 
McGill University, Montreal, Quebec, Canada H3A-IBI 

A growing controversy has emerged in child language wherein it is claif!}ed that the onset 
of signing children's first signs and two-sign combinations occurs earlier than speaking 
children's first words/combinations (hence, the "sign advantage"). We review all existing 
data on early sign language acquisition, including data drawn from our own studies. While we 
wholly agree that the existence of a sign advantage would provide critical insight into the 
timing mechanisms that underlie acquisition, direct comparisons between speaking and 
signing children's early linguistic milestones reveal that there is no sign advantage. We will 
suggest that the non-existence of a sign advantage is equally critical to our understanding of 
the maturational timing mechanism(s) that guide human language acquisition, and we will 
discuss the basis for the discrepancy between our conclusions and those in the literature. 

LINGUISTIC MILESTONES IN THE ACm.JISITION OF SIGN AND SPEECH. Richard P. Meier 
<Dept. of Linguistics, University of Texas at Austin, Austin, TX 78712>& clissa 
b..,_ Newport (Dept. of Psychology, University of Rochester, Rochester, NY 13627> 

Although the overall timecourse by which ASL is acquired maps well onto 
results froM the acquisition of speech, the timing of the very earliest mile­
stones has been a source of great debate. We discuss claims that, in the the 
onset of the one-Hord period and in the onset of two-word combinations, there is 
an advantage for the acquisition of signed languages. We suggest that data·on 
the relative timing of particular language milestones in sign and speech are of 
considerable importance: such data may reveal the role of modality-specific 

factors in determining the tieing of linguistic �ilestones. Moreover, asynchro­
nies between early linguistic milestones in sign and speech may allow us to test 
hypotheses about the nature of the maturational mechanises which determine the 
ti■ing and sequence of linguistic •ilestones. 

DISCUSSION: DEVELOPMENTAL PERSPECTIVES ON INTERVENTION IN CHILD 
PSYCHOPATHOLOGY 
Chair: Jan de Wit 
Discussants: Stephen Shirk, Grayson Holmbeck, Wim Slot, 

Robert Russell 

DEVELOPMENTAL PERSPECTIVES ON INTERVENTION IN CHILD PSYCHOPATHOLOGY 
Jan de Wit, Paedologisch Instituut, Amsterdam, The Netherlands 
Stephen Shirk, Grayson Holmbeck, Wim Slot, Robert Russell 

Although there has been a strong movement toward reconceptu­
alizing child psychopathology developmentally, relatively little has 
been done to place clinical interventions within a developmental 
framework. The purpose of this panel discussion is to consider 
therapeutic interventions from a developmental perspective. Four 
therapeutical orientations will be represented and the utility of a 
developmental perspective for understanding the treatment process 
will be illustrated. 
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