DOCUMENT RESUME

ED 074 688 EC 051 747

AUTHOR Lappin, Joseph S.

TITLE Communication for Handicapped Children. Final
Report.

"INSTITUTION Vanderbilt Univ., Nashville, Tenn.

SPONS AGENCY

National Centar for Educational Reseaxrch and
Development (DHEW/OE), Washington, D.C. Regional
Research Program.

BUREAU NO ER-1-D-035
PUE LCATE 19 Mar 73
GRANT OEG-4-71-0065 -
NOTE 48p.

EDRS PRICE

MF-$0.65 HC-$3.29

DESCRIPTORS - *Communication Skills; *Exceptional Child Research:
Expressive Language; *Motor Reactions; *Physically
Handicapped; *Prostheses; Receptive Language "~
ABSTRACT

Reported were data concerned with research and

develOpment of communications systems for persons with motor
handicaps. An experiment on receptive communication which attempted
to determine whether tactual information could be acquired

simultaneously by several fingers indicated that superior performance

resulted when patterns were scanned by one finger on each of two
hands. A second experiment on receptive communication investigated

the relative effectiveness of three alternative symbol systems which
varied the geometric similarity of symbol and referent. Results
showed the greatest learning occurred when symbol and object were
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Author's Abstract

The purpose of this project has been to de’elop communications
systems for handicapped children. Initial work was conducted on
problems of both receptive and expressive communication, but current
efforts are directed toward development of systems of expressive
communication-—espccially by cerebral palsied children and adults.,

Two initial experiments on receptive communication were designed to
determine (a) whether tactual -information can be acquired simultaneously
by several fingers, and (b) the relative effectiveness of three alter-
native symbol systems varying in geometric similarity between symbol
and referent. Two prototype systems have been constructed that will
provide a means of expressive communication for two cerebral palsied
persons, one a child and the other an adult. In order to permit the
widest usage by persons of varying motor and intellectual capabilities,
this system is composed of three functionally separate components——
interface to the subject, code converter, and output display of symbols.
Plans for development of this system include research on the selection
of input codes, and arrangements for manufacture and for distribution
to users, ' '



Final Report

Project No. 1-D-035
OE Grant No. OEG-4-71-0065

Communication forbHandicapped Children

steph S. Lappin
Associgte Professor

Vanderbilt University

Nashville, Tennessee

March 19, 1973

The research reported herein was performed pursuant to a

grant with the Office of Education, U.S. Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare. Contractors undertaking such projects
under Government sponsorship are encouraged to express freely
their professional judgment in the conduct of the project.
Points of view or opinions stated do not, therefore, necess-
arily represent official Office of Education position or policy.

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF
HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Office of Educaticu
National Center for Educational Research and Development

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION & WELFARE
OFFICE OF EDUCATION

THIS BOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRO-
DUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIG-
INATING IT. POINTS OF VIEW OR OPIN-
IONS STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY
REPRESENT OFFICIAL OFFICE OF EDU-
CATION POSITION OR POLICY.




Preface

As noted in the Progress Report of September, 1971, the
objectives of this project were changed slightly at that time, from
‘an interest in problems of both receptive and expressive communication
to an emphasis on developing prosthetic devices for expressive communi-
cation by persons with motor handicaps. The latter work is described
mainly in Section IIL. Sections I and II, especially I, report work
that is somewhat tangential to the current focus of this project.

Some of the work reported in Section I was conducted prior to the
period of funding by this grant, although it is relevant to the
design of artificial communications systems. As will be evident
from the reports in Sections III and IV, this is an ongoing project,
concerned with research and development of communications systems
for person with motor handicaps. Less empirical research has been
conducted than was at first planned, simply because we have only now
reached a position to design and construct the equipment that is
necessary in order to actively seek ocut additional subjects and

to conduct the appropriate research. Some of the research plans are
_briefly described in Section IV. We are also now near the point of
discussing specific plans for the manufacture and distribution of
communications prostheses.-

The development of electronic and mechanical hardware, that is
not only workable but also promises to be economically feasible for
manufacture and distribution, has required the cooperation and con-
tributions of several different persons and groups. I acknowledge
with special gratitude the essential contributions of engineers. Howard
Johnston, Richard Manning, and Robert Ramsey; all have contributed
considerable time, expertise, imagination, and stimulation. Grati-
tude is alsc due the Heil-Quaker Corporation, with whom Mr. Ramsey is
employed, in permitting him the necessary time and freedom to work on
this project. (A schematic diagram and description of the device
constructed by Mr. Ramsey is included in the Appendix.) I am also
grateful for the cooperation and encouragement of Mrs. Jean Stubbs,
Executive Director of the Middle Tennessee United Cerebral Palsy As-
sociation. It is likely that the local UCP organization will be able
to contribute some financial support for the construction of prototype
systems, which will thus enable us to provide these devices for children
whose parents are unable to afford the costs for the electronic com-
ponents, I am also extremely grateful for the- enthusiastic contributions
of a large number of Vanderbilt students, both graduate and undergraduate,
without whom this project would not have been possible. Although their
contributions are not directly seen in most of this report they have in
fact contributed a great deal of time in working not only with the sub-
jects described in this report but also with many other handicapped child-
ren. Much of their work has not yet developed into specific findings
appropriate for this rewvort, but much of it is indirectly responsible for
the results that are z 3rted and much of it is still likely to develop
spec1rlc results that ...l be reported later.
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I. Expanding the Tactual Field of View*

Joseph S. Lappin and Emerson Foulke
Vanderbilt University ’ : University of Louisville
Introduction

Braille is read more slowly than print. The reading rates of
skilled braille readers have typically been measured at about 60 to 80
words per minute (see Nolan & Kederis, 1969); rates above 100 words
per minute are rare. Skilled sighted readers, however, commonly read
200 to 400 words per minute, with rates in excess of 1000 words per
minute occassionally attained after courses in speed-reading.

The principal reason for the difference in reading rates

-avidently derives from a difference -in the number of visual and

tactual characters that are simultaneously apprehended in a single
"glance," rather than from a difference in the speed with which an
individual character is processed. Braille readers generally utilize
only one finger, usually the index finger, to obtain information from
braille text (Fertsch, 1946). The available evidence indicates that
this information is processed serially, one character at a time
(Foulke, 1971; Nolan & Kederis, 1969). In contrast, skilled sighted
readers doubtleosly process printed text in units consisting of many
simultaneously perceived letters (Kolers & Katzman, 1966; Reicher, 1969).
When printed text is displayed one letter at a time, the reading rate
for the visual mode falls to about the same level as for the tactual
mode (Troxel, 1967) :

Braille is embossed in the same left-to-right sequential format
as print. -But this format might seem less appropriate for braille
than for print, tending perhaps to limit the opportunity for sensing
more than one character at a time. Although Fertsch (1946) found that
many good braille readers employed both index fingers, the best
readers usually read the first half of a line with the left index
finger and than read the remainder of the line with the right hand.
But suppose, for example, that braille were embossed with only one
word on each line and that a sequence of words appeared in a vertical
column down the page: Several fingers might then be used to simul-
taneously perceive the several characters of a given word. Braille
might be read much faster if it were displayed in a format that

permitted the simultaneous sensing of several characters.

. The aim of this experiment was to study the possibility that
several fingertips can simultaneously share in the acquisition of
tactual information and to determine which combinations of fingers can
most effectively cooperate in the perception of punctographic
characters. Specifically, Ss were asked to read columns of punctograph-
ic stimuli (containing either one or two raised dots) with combinations
of the middle and index fingers on each hand--either .one finger (all.
four fingers were tested individually), two fingers (all six possible
pairs were tested), or all four fingers at the Same time.
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The availalble ljterature does not provide solid ground for
predicting how efifectively several fingers might cooperate in
simultaneously perceiving several different tactual stimuli. The
basic question concerns the extent to which séveral fingers can
perceptually function in parallel, but there seems to be no direct
evidence on this question. Nor is evidence available to clearly
indicate how various comblnatlons of fingers might differ in their
effectlveness.

A first question concerns the effectiveness of two fingers on the
same hand vs. two fingers on different hands. Considering the neuro-
anatomical representation of the fingers, the most notal:le fact is
that each hand is represented predominantly in the contralateral
cortex; two fingers on different hands are thus represented in
dlfferent cortical hemispheres, and fingers on the same hand are
represented in the same hemiSPhere. -But we are left with the question
of whether representation in two hemispheres might facilitate parallel
processing of the inputs to the two hands or whether such dual
representation might require extra time to combine the two inputs,
whether representation in a single hemisphere might result in mutual
interference in processing multiple inputs or whether single hemi-
spheric representation might improve the opportunity for multiple
stimuli to fall simultaneously under the focus of attention. For
visual stimuli, Eriksen, Greenspon, Lappin, & Carlson (1966) found
no difference in the identification of dichopically presented forxms
when the same form was presented to non-corresponding areas of the
two retinae that projected to the same or to different hemispheres;
accordingly, one might expect no difference in the effectiveness of
two fingers on the same hand or on different hands. Additional
evidence can be obtained from experiments in which Ss were asked to
judge which stimulus was presented first. Gescheider (1965, 1966)
found in two separate experiments that the threshold for reporting a
perceptible interval between two successive stimuli was greater for
stimuli delivered to both index fingers than for stimuli delivered to
the index and middle fingers of the same hand. Hill and Bliss (1968b),
however, failed to find any difference between one-hand and two-hand
displays in the accuracy of identifications of the order of two
successive stimuli. But even in the case that temporal acuity were
better for one-hand than two-hand presentations, the implication for
tasks requiring the simultaneous identification of characters by
each of two fingers is uncertain. Good temporal acuity might be
associated with inhibitory interactions between the two fingers or
with the ability to simultaneously attend to both fingers. Evidence
obtained by Hill and Bliss (1968a) on the confusions in locating
tactile stimuli on the four fingers on either hand indicated that the
confusions between locations on the same hand are much greater than
between locations on different hands. This evidence again suggests
neural interactions between fingers on the same hand. The present
experiment, however, did not require identification of either the
‘temporal or spatial location of a stlmulLs.



Additional questions concern the use ol index vs. middle [ingers
and the use of the right vs. the lelt hand. Foulke (1964) found that
experienced braille readers are progressively less able to identify
braille characters presented to the index, middle, ring, and little
fingers, in that order. The superiority of the index'finger for these
Ss might, however, be due not to differences in neural representation
but to differences in the perceptual training in recognizing braille
characters with the various fingers. Measures of the sensory cortical
areas representing the fingers (Penfield & Jasper, 1954) indicate
slightly more cortical area devoted to .the index than the middle finger,
although the cutaneous surface area is slightly smaller on the index
finger. Regarding a comparison between the fingers of the right and
left hands, available evidence would suggest that there should be
little difference between right and left hands. Although the majority
of braille readers seem to prefer the right hand, there are large
" numbers who prefer the left hand and also many who read with both hands.
Weinstein (1968) reported a slight tendency for lower two-point ’
thresholds on the left side of the body, but Foulke (1964) found no
significant difference between the right and left hands in reading
braille. '

Part of the motivation for investigating the processing of
information.by multiple fingers was a practical question about how to
~ best design tactual displays. Accordingly, the method was to determine
the speed with which a constant number of characters could be identified
by combinations of one, two, or four fingers. Although some logical
_advantages would derive from holding constant the number of characters
presented to each finger, such designs would be less appropriate for
evaluating the advantage in reading braille with several fingers
simultaneously.

The principal gquestion is: Are two (or four) fingers better
than one?

Method

Subjects.—-Eight paid volunteers s=rved as Ss. Four of the Ss
were blind and four were sighted. Two of the blind Ss (S.S. and L.S.)
were female students at the Tennessee Schoul for the Blind and were
experienced braille readers. The other two blind Ss (J.D. and E.C.)
were male students at Peabody College; both had lost their sight in
adolescence and did not regard themselves as able braille readers,
_although they had learned the braille code. The four sighted Ss were
female students at Vanderbilt who had no prior experience with braille.

‘Tactual displays.-—Patterns consisting of either one or two raised
dots were embossed on manilla paper (approximately . .18 mm thick) with

" a Perkins Brailler. The stimulus displays were in vertical columns of

32-patterns, arranged in 8 groups. of 4 patterns each. One blank space




separated each group of four patterns and there was one blank line
separating each column. The dimensions of the pattermns were as
specified for the standard braille code: height of each dot,
approximately .38mm; base diameter of each dot, approximately 1.40 mm;
‘horizontal separation between two dots in the same pattern, approxi-
-mately 4.57 min; vertical separation between adjacent patterns,
approximately 6.35 mm. The one~ and two~dot patterns each appeared
with a probability of 1/2, 1ndependent of all other patterns on the
sheet. .

.In the early portions of the experiment these columns were mounted
on a board that permitted the independent vertical positioning of- each
column, in order to accommodate differences in lengths of the middle
and index fingers; but this subsequently proved unnecessary and the
uncut sheets were used as embossed by the Brailler. A large number
of such sheets were independently generated. Sheets were reqlaced
throughout the experiment as the patterns became worn and flattened
by usage.

Procedure.--The 8s' task was to identify the number of one-dot
patterns in each successive set of four patterns. Responses were
made verbally--¥zero," 'one,"™ "two," "three," or "four." Each trial
consisted of reading eight such groups of four patterns. The main
dependent measure was the time required to read eight groups of four
patterns, which was measured with a stopwatch by the E. The E also
checked the S's responses- against the actual patterns and recordeu
the number of errors. The trial began with a verbal signal by E and
was completed with the S made the eighth response. Arrays were
always read from top to bottom, and retracing was not permitted.

There were 11 experimental conditions—-four conditions in which
a single column of 32 patterns was scanned with a single finger (the
middle and index fingers on the right and left hand), six conditions
in which two columns of 16 patterns were simultaneously scanned by a
-pair of fingers (each of the six possible pairs of the four fingers
were tested), and one condition in which four columns of eight patterns
~ were simultaneously scanned by all four fingers. When: two fingeirs on
the same hand were both in use, they scanned two adjacent columns of
patterns, but no other restriction (other than the total width of the
sheet of patterns) was maintained on the number of columns separating
fingers on different hands.

All §§;participated in at least 12 sessions. During each session
four trials were run undex each of the eleven conditions. . Two
successive trials were devoted to each of the 11 conditions, and the
sequence of conditions was then repeated in the reverse order. The
order of conditions within sessions was balanced across Ss and across
the last 11 sessions for each S. '



Results

Table 1 gives the average time required by each S to read 32
patterns (by the method described above). under each condition in the
last five sessions. (The data analyses are focused on the last five
sessions for each S because the experimental questions are mest -
relevant to asymptotlc performance and little change in performance
was evident after the seventh session.) Table 2 gives the average
number of errors on each trial (out cf eight rospunses) for each §
and condition.

As may be seen, the fastest reading times were obtained in the

Insert Tables 1 and 2 about here

conditions in which the patterns were read by two fingers, one on each
hand. The average time for the 2~finger-2-hand. conditions was 9.73
sec., whereas the average times for the 1-finger, 2-finger-l-hand, and
4-finger conditions were 11.42, 11.69, and 11.38 sec., respectively.
By binomial tests on the average reading times for each S in each
session (a total of 40 comparisons), the 2- ~finger-2-hand conditions
were significautly faster than each of the other three classes of
conditions (p £ OOl)J , two-tailed test by the normal approxima-
tion to the binomial); none of the other comparisons apprcached
significance. Considering the error rates in these four classes of
conditions, the greatest number of errors occurred in the 2-finger-
1-hand conditions: The average number of errors was .99, whereas the
average number of errors in the 1~finger, 2- finger—2whand, and 4-finger
conditions were .59, .61, and .80, respectively. Again using the
-binomial test for comparing the average errors of each § in each
session, the 2-finger-l~hand conditions were significantly worse than
the 1-finger conditions (p < .001, and the 2-finger-2-hand
conditions -~ (p < .01l), = "and the 4-finger condition was .signifi-
cantly worse than the 2-finger-2-hand conditions (p <« .05).

Ir addition, smaller but statistically significant differences
were obtained between the index and middle fingers, the index. fingers
being faster, By the binomial test (on 40 comparisons, a two-teziled
test on the norman approximation to the binomial distribution), the
average reading time for the right index finger was faster than for
the right middle finger (p < .01 the pair of index fingers
was faster than the pair of middle 1ngprs (p < .01), ~and-
left index” finger was not quite statistically faster than the left
middle finger (p << .10); - pooling all of these comparlsons,
the index: flngers were faster in the overwhelming majority of cases
(L < .001) ‘ Althouﬁh there was a- tendency for more errors to
oceur in rcadlng with a single index finger than with a single middle
finger, the oppnsite was true for the 2-finger conditions, and the.
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total number of errors in all of the index-finger conditioﬁs was
exactly equal to the number of errors in the middle-finger conditions.

There were nr relinble differences in speed or accuracy depending
upon wh the two fingers on two hands corresponded——both
inde: - fingers.

lu. ... . .ge reading times and average erro. rates were slightly

lower for the right hand than the left hand, but there was considerable
variability in this respect, with several Ss appearlng to be consistent-
ly faster and more accurate with the left hand. Other individual
differences are also apparent in Tables 1 and 2: The two blind Ss who
were experienced braille readers were obviously much faster than all
of the other Ss, although they also tended to make more errors. The
other two blind Ss with less braille-reading experience clearly
performed less efficiently than the skilled braille readers, and

one was noticeably slower than any of the sighted Ss' and was less
accurate than three of the sighted Ss. This experiment, however, was
‘not desitned for studying these 1nd1V1dual differences.

Conclus1ons

The principal result obtained in tHiE" ‘eXpé¥iment was the superlor—
ity of performance when the patterns were scanned by one finger on each
of the two hands. The discrepancy in performance when the two fingers
were on one hand and when they were on two hands is surprising. The
question arises as to whether the explanation should be that parallel
processing was operative when two hands were used or whether mutual
interference among the fingers depressed performance when one hand was

~used. The answer seems. to be that both explanations are correct.
Comparing both types of 2-finger conditions with the 1-finger conditions,
the 2-finger-2-hand conditions were significantly better (by the speed
measure) and the 2-finger-l1-hand conditions were significantly worse
(by the accuracy measure) than the l-finger conditions. However,
precise comparisons between the 1-finger and 2-finger conditions must
be tempered by the fact that the distance traveled by each finger was
twice as great in the l-finger conditions as in the 2-finger conditions;
the relative amounts of parallel and correlated processing therefore
cannot be determined, nor can the extent of interference between two
fingers on one hand be accurately measured. Nevertheless, the
-inferiority of the 2-finger-l-hand conditions relative to the 1-finger
conditions and the similarity of the l-finger and 4-finger conditions
(requiring only one fourth the scanning distance) indicate that
differences in the scanning distance for each finger were not important
determinents of reading speed. The evidence for parallel processing
of the inputs from the two hands is reminiscent of the suggestions,
from studies of men and monkeys in whom the corpus callosum has been
sectioned, that the two cerebral hemispheres can function independently
as two separate centers for the conscious control of behavior (e.g.,
Brinkman & Kuypers, 1972; Gazzaniga, 1972). In contrast, the
inferiority of the 2- flnger—l—hand conditions might be taken to suggest

11




that the middle and index fingers on the same hand compete for limited
attention by the same processing units (i.e., for common neural
pathways) Such speculations await additional evidence. However, the
discrepancy between the 2-finger-2-hand and 2-finger-1-hand condltlons
and the inferiority of the 2-finger-1-hand conditions relative to the
l-finger conditions seem inconsistent with the finding by Eriksen et al.
(1966) of no diffe.ence in identification accuracy for visual forms
presented to the same or to different hemispheres. Perhaps touch
differs from vision in this regard, or perhaps sPeed measures reflect
limitations not tapped by accuracy measures.

One of the purposes of this experiment was to determine whether
and how one might simultaneously display tactual information to
multiple fingers in a communication system. The results suggest that
advantages can accrue from simultaneous stimulation of two fingers on
different hands —- ideally. the two index fingers. This suggestion
is compatible with the frequent practice by teachers of the blind to
encourage the use of both hands in reading braille (Lowenfeld & Abel
1967). This experiment says little, however, about the specific

“functions in which the two hands mlght best cooperate. The results
also suggest that little or no advantage is to be obtained from’ using
more than one finger on each hand. Embossing braille-type displays

so as to permit perception of whole words by the simultaneous
functioning of many fingers does not appear feasible, ‘Multiple flnger
on the same hand may, however, be used effectively in other kinds of
tactile communications systems in which the stimulation on one finger
is related to that on an adjacent finger, as illustrated by Gescheider's
(1965,1966) finding that the threshold for temporal asynchrony was
lower for two fingers on the same hand than for two fingers on
different hands.

On the other hand one finger may be added to the tactual field
of view, :

12
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Table 1

Average time (sec.) to read one set of patterns (see text)
" under each condition of finger combinations for each §.

Finger Combinations¥®

1 2 3 4 1+2 | 1+3} 1441 24+3| 2+4| 3+4 |[{1+2+3+4

Blind

S.5.14.6 | 4.3 | 4.4 4.8} 5.7 | 4.7] 5.1} 5.0f 5.0} 6.6 5.4

1.S.15.1 ] 4.7 5.4 s5.4|]l 5.4 4.8 4.9 5.2] 511 6.3l 4.9

J.D. 9.0 1 9.5 1 9.6 9.8 9.7 | 7.1t 7.2 6.8 7.1110.2 8.7

E.C.119.1 118.7 116.4 |117.3|120.1 |15.2|15.6(14.2{15.7{18.7 || 15.9

Sighted . :
H.H. {10.8 }10.6 Vll.O 10.61{12.5 }10.0410.4{10.0{10.0412.8 13.4

S.B. {16.5 |16.7 {16.1 {17.0]|14.3 {13.3|14.0{12.9]12.6]|14.5 || 16.3

V.A. {13.4°]12.3 {12.3 {12.21111.6 | 9.4] 9.8] 9.6] 9.9]10.7 || 12.5

V.B. [15.3 {15.3 }13.7 |15.21{14.5 [13.1[12.7(12.2}12.5{13.4 14.0

lAverage |11.73|11.52|11.13|11.54|11.73]9.72{9.97 |9.48]9.74{11.65|| 11.38

*Fingers are identified as follows: 1, left middle; 2, left index; 3,
right index; 4, right middle; 1+2, middle and index fingers on left
hand; etc. ‘ '
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Table 2

Average number of errors (out of eight responses) for one set of
patterns under each condition of finger combinations for each S.

Finger Combinations*

1 2 3 4 1+2 | 1+3 1+4 | 2+3 | 2+4 [3+4 1+2+3+4

Blind

S.S.{1.2501.30/1.55/1.05 }{2.85 [2.10.]1.90 |1.55 |1.20 |{3.051|2.40

L.S.| .25 .20f .20{ .15 §f .40 | .75 | .45 | .50 | .70 | 60!l .15

J.D.{ .90}1.15{ .75{1.10 | .45 | .85 | .75 | .65 | .80 | .851|1.00

E.C. 11.10o] .50] .70] .85 .90 .45 .70 «29 . 65 .50 .50

Sighted

d.H .6011.30(1.00] .80 Jl2.05 .45 .50 .65 .80 11.40}11.15

s.B. | .10l .1s| .10l .15 .s0{ .10 o5 | .os | .15 | .10l .as

V.A. | .50} .20/...05}..,00f..60 ) .00} .20 .05 { .3L | .50l .25

v.B. | .10l .35] .30] .05 .35 | .50 .30 .45 | .45 | .70l .50

verage | .60 .65| .59 .52 J|1.01 | .72 | .6L | .52 | .62 | .96|] .80

*Fingers are identified as follows: 1, ieft middle; 2, left index; 3,
right index; 4, right middle; 1+2, middle and index fingers on left
hand, etec.
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Footnote

*This report was supported in part by U.S. Office of Education
Grant Number OEG-4-71-0065, Project Number 1-D-035 to the first
author and by USOE Grant No. OEG-0-8-071185-1811(032), Project
Number '7-1185 to the second author. A paper based on this work was
presented at the Psychonomics Society Convention, St. Louis, November,
1971; and has also been accepted for publication with minor revisions
in Perception and Psychophysics.
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II. Communications Symbols for a Young Rubella Victim

Purgose

The purpose of this experiment was to compare three alterna' ve
symbol systems that might be used in a communic: lions pyosi' - Lox
Jimmy, who was a five voar -'' sictim of rubella with extensive sensory
and motor imvouivénent and was described in the initial research pro-
posal. Therthree symbologies used to represent common objects were
Rebus, a single letter, and a sequence of three or four letters in a
81ngle word. These three sets of symbols presumably vary.in their
degree of physical similarity between symbol and object (being somewhzt
greater for the Rebus symbols than for the letters) and in the
compZexity of the symbol (the word being more complex than the single
letter or Rebus symbol).

Methed

Each of the symbols was printed on a white card. On each trial
Jimmy was shown:.one of the cards and was asked (via sign language)to
give the experimenter one of three alternative objects as designated
by the card. Correct responses were reinforced with potato chips,
incorrect responses received a '"no" in sign language and a request
to try again.

The commom objects represented on the cards were wooden or
plastiic. toys——three fruits, three animals, and three pieces of furnitirse,
@ne member of -emch category was represented by a Rebus symbol, anothex
by a =ingle letter, and the other by a word. In some sessions the »
three symbols were randomly intermixed for a series of trials on which
Jimmy had to choose @mong three alternative objects in the same categoxry
{fruits, etc.), and in other sessions the type of symbol remained the
same fior a series of trials in which the alternative objects were from
all three categories @amnd corresponded to the same type symbol

Results

‘@hichever-of the above two methods was used, performance was
always clearly-superior with the Rebus symbols. On the first session
of the experiment, performance was 78% correct with the Rebus symbols,
55% wath the single letters, and 39% with the words. After a period =f
two wesks, performance was above 95% correct with the Rebus symbols
but was still at abaut a chance level of 33% with the 1etter symbols.

Discussion

The results of this experiment indicate a-surprisingly great
importance of similarity between symbol and object. The result is
surprising in part because of the highly schematic nature of the Rebus
symbols &nd in part because of the failure to learn to associate the

three §imgle letters with their three designated objects., The question

18



—

about the basis for the discrepancy in performance with these two

sets of symbols is also suggested by the -later demonstration that
Jimmy could readily identify the graphic representation for a manually
presented : ;3n, where movement was represented with red arrows: and
dotted outiines of the hands in an alternative position. Again there
was some degree of similarity between symbol and object, but the
relationship was quite schematic. Whether this apparent deficit in

' symbolizing ability is typical of other rubella children, and whether
it can be reduced by remedial training remain to be seen.

In later work we progressed from the use of a single noun to
adjective-noun and adjective-adjective-noun constructions. But
Jimmy's performance witl: these more complex constructions was highly
variable--sometimes nearly perfect and at other times barely above
chance. In retrospect, this variable and frequently poor performance
was probably produced by a gradual heart failure that produced the
symptoms of a persistent cold.

Sadly, in August, 1971, Jimmy died of kidney and heart failure.
‘Because our research program took a somewhat different direction at
that point and because none of the other subjects with whom we have
been working have been appropriate for this same kind of investigation,
we have not cnllected any more information on this problem. We may,
however, extend this experiment to another one or two rubella children
who are currently in the multi-handicapped program directed by the
Metro Public School System and who are currently making little use of
‘'visual symbols.
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IIT. A Communication Prosthesis for a Quadriplegic*

Introduction

The Specific objective of this project is a communications prosthesis
for motorically handicapped persons. The chief target population con-
sists of persons whose motor involvement is sufficiently extensive that
they .are unable to communicate by conventional means--i.e,, by speaking,
writing, or typing. Work thus far has been with the cerebral palsied,
but is also applicable to groups with other forms of motor deficiencies.
The chief objective has been to develop a communications system for ex-
pressing desires and ideas, and interacting with other people, but this
problem is only u special case of the more general problem of control-
ling events and objects in the environment--e.g., guiding a wheelchair,
opening doors, turning on a television, etc. The communication problem
is not isolated from other control problems faced by the handicapped
person, and solutions to the- communication problem should not be considered
in isolation from potential solutions to other control problems. The fol-
lowing work on developing hardware for a communication system is intended
~to be extendable to the control of other output devices.

Motor handicaps such as cerebral palsy may in general be considered
as conditions that reduce the rate with which information may be trans-
mitted by the handicapped person. The effect of the handicap is to re-
duce both the number of alternative positions of a particular limb and
also the speed with which these alternatives can be selected. Accord-
ingly, the selective production of specific events from a large set of
alternative desired end-effects can be controlled by combining a smaller
set of input signals that are repeated and concatenated to produce the
larger set of outputs. The essential function of a communications pros-
thesis may therefore be represented as a code conversion, translating
strings of input signals into another set of output symbols.

Individual users differ in both motor and intellectual capabilities;
their requirements for input control interfacing and for output
displays of symbols are thus also variable. The adequacy of a
specific communications prosthesis depends upon its satisfying a
number of criteria: (1) the input code must be matched to the motor
capabilities of the user, being sensitive to those muscular responses
that he can most easily produce and combine. (2) The input code, the
output symbols, and their rules of correspondence must be learnable
- and understandable by the user, (3) The output symbols must be
functionally effective in facilitating the interaction between the
individual user and the various environments in which he must function.
(4) The output symbols should be understandable by the largest possible

e e s

*Based on: Johnston, H..B., Manning, R. P., & Lappin, J. S.
A communications prosthesis for a yuadriplegic. Proceedings of the
1972 Carnahan Conference on Electronic Prosthetics. Lexington: Office
of Research and Engineering Services, University of Kentucky, 1972,

pp- 25—270 . . »

20



comnunity of other persons beyond the individual handicapped user.
(5) The cost and design of the prosthesis should be such as to make
it available to the greatest number of potential users. 1In short,
the design of this communication system must satisfy demands for
both specificity and generality--being matched to the particular
capabilities and requirements of the individual user while also
being usable by a large number of persons. The required flexibility
implies that the system should be modular, constructed from a number
of  functionally independent and intarchangeable components. Specific
constraints on the design of one component should not dictate the

. design of other components,

General aspects of the communications prosthesis design problem
include (a) selection of'muscular responses and transducers to
detect them, (b) construction of input code words, (c) selection of '
a set of output symbols, (d) selection of output dlsplays, and
(e) the specific electronics for converting the input code into the

!output code.

Communlcations prostheses are currently being constructed .for two
subjects. Both devices should be completed and operative within at
least a month. The chief difference in the two devices is in the
output displays--one will utilize a visual display of up to 16
simultaneous alpha-numeric characters (a tube manufactured by the
Burroughs Corporation), and the other will activate single elements
in a matrix of 62 lighted characters and will also produce printed
output (perhaps, for example, by an IBM Selectric). Both devices
are controlled by binary input signals and use Morse code for assigning
output characters to the strings of 1nput signnls.,

These devices are based in part upon experience with several
other prototype communications systems. The previous systems with
which we have worked include (a) a code oscillator that produces two
alternative tones in response to depression of two footswitches and
which has been used for transmitting Morse code, (b) a random access
slide projector that is operated by rotating a large selector switch
to the desired one of 80 alternative positions, (c) a seven-by-seven
matrix of panels in which single panels are sequentially lighted by
advanc1ng stepping switches along the rows and columns of the matrix
in response to depreéssion of two'alternative SW1tdhes (one for the
rows and the other for the columns), and (d) an array of 33 lighted
panels to sequences of two alternative signals produced by two foot-
switches. Of these several. prototypes the last one has been the most
promising and is most closely related to the system that we are now
constructing. The audio device, mentioned first, is by far the
simplest in design, but it is llmlted by its demands on the listener—-
that he knows the Morse code for associating letters with sequences of
binary tones and that he must pay close attention to the prolonged
sequence of tones. .The audio output was also found to be somewhat
disruptive in the classroom, espe01ally when it was amblguous as to
whether ‘the fOOLSW1tches had been bumped accidentally or whether the
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~ tones were being used merely to attract attention rather than to
communicate something. The random access slide projector has simply
not been properly suited to the motor control of the children 'with

whom we have worked thus far, For example, one athetoid girl with whom
we tried the projector has adequate motor control to operate a type— -
writer, and the typewriter has proved to be noticeably superior in
speed and in the capability for producing printed copy. The projection
of displays onto another wurface has also seemed to be generally less
desir and rather more mechanically complicated and more expensive '
than simply turning on one of several alternative lights in a display
panel. A display composed of a number of individually lighted com-
partments, each covered by a semi-transparent plexiglass also offers
advantages of flexibility in being able to rapidly draw and erase
characters with a marking pencil. The specific display matrix
mentioned as- (c) above has in retrospect been found to be poorly
designed. 1Its size and weight make it difficult to move; it is
connected to the control switches by long and cumbersome wires; and

the response characteristics of the switches have made it awkward to
use by each of the three subjects with whom we have tried it. Although
this specific device has proven inadequate, the technique ¢f activating
individually lighted panels provides:'a number of advantages in simplicity,
flexibility, and low cost., Certain variations of this display appear
worth continued development and application, in ways elaborated below.

Subjects

Both subjects are female quadriplegics. Tracy is a spastic
eight year old girl who is in her third year in the special education
program of the Metro public school system. Tracy appears to be of
at least average intelligence and is making progress in school,
although her communication both at home and at school has been limited
mainly to yes-no answers to questions asked by others. She is able
to operate a small code oscillator that outputs two alternative tones
in response to depression of two foot-switches on her wheelchair.
This device has been used. over the 'past 15 months to communicate
brief messages (usually one word) by Morse code. In April, 1972,
Tracy was able to transmit at a rate of approximately 1.5 words per
minute. . ‘

. Joy is twenty-six years of age and has had 16 years of schooling
at an equivalent of an eighth grade education; intelligence testing at
Peabody College has found her to have at least an average I.Q. and
rather above average for C.P.'s. She is spastic with slight athetosis
in all four limbs and in speech. She has been unable to sit &lone,
due to problems with balance resulting from the cerebral palsy, and has
recently completed a spinal fusion operation to improve her ability to sit
upright. Joy is currently able to communicate with her family and occasion-
ally with some others by means of Morse code, which she indicates by moving
her head in two alternative directions (one for "dots" and another for "dashes™),
As a subject for whom to develop and evaluate a communications prosthesis,
Joy is ideally suited because of her intelligence, knowledge of
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language, and experience with Morse code. She will.not require the
development of training procedures and of administrative arrangements
for training and testing.

Interfacing to the subject

Selecting muscular responses.--Cne of the most important problems
in expanding the motor control of a handicapped person concerns the
evaluation of the subject's existing muscular control and the stlection
of a set of responses to use as input to the prosthetic device. General
evaluation procedures and decision rules are, however, difficult to
specify. When the dexterity of the upper limbs is adequate, finger,

. hand, and arm movements offer a number of ‘advantages in terms of
being free to move approximately independently of the positions and
activities of other limbs. There are some reasons to believe that
hand movements should be utilized in virtually all cases.* The design
of interfacing is also typically simpler for control by hands. Eye
and head movements, foot movements, and breath control have also been
utilized in similar control systems. The initial interfaces for both
Tracy and Joy have utilized. foot movements in a downward direction to
depress ox touch a switch mounted on the foot-rest of a wheelchair.
In neither case have we rejected the possibility’ of hand-operated
controls, but in both cases this will require the construction of
custom-built seating to provide appropriate supports and constraints
for the arms. For the present, the feet are more readily available.

Input detectors.--In conjunction with evaluation of the subject's
muscular control, transducers must also be designed to detect and
translate muscular responses into electrical signals. These input
detectors must. be .compatible with the speed, accuracy, and strength
of specific responses of the subject and must, therefore, be tailored
to fit the individual. Spasticity, for example, may often be counter-
acted by designing switches that dampen the rapid erratic movements;
this may be accomplished by hydraullc linkages similar to shock
absorbers in a car. Spasticity in arm movements mdy also sometimes be
reduced by reciprocally opposing one arm against the.other in operatlng
a single centrally placed lever with both hands *

For Tracy we have thus - far had most success with push-button
switches mounted on the foot-rests of her wheelchair. We are now
‘completing the assembly of photo-cell switches that are sensitive to
ambient light and are thus activated simply by touch which thereby
shields them from the light. For Joy we had originally planned to
use her head movements to activate two micro-switches with 12-inch
fiberglass levers; subsequently, however we were surprised to discover
“much bettex control of foot movements inOted at the ankle. Foot-
switches have now been constructed that have adjustable tension and

*Personal communication. Ontario Crippled Chlldren s Centre.
September, 1972; Toronto, Ontario, Canada.
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require short travel. Cther interfaces that have been ccnsidered and
have occasionally been used in other control systems include spectacles
containing a focused light source to be directed at photo-cells, bio-
electric detectors for electro-myographic signals from muscles, and a
variety of magnetic, optical, and other systems sensitive to limb
position. ,

Input codes.-~The first consideration in constructing an input

code is the number of alternative input signals it employs. The optimal
number of input signals is determined principally by the motor dexterity
and perhaps also by the intellectual development of the -subject. For a
fixed number of output characters it seems likely that both the ease of
learning and the speed of communication increase with the number of
input signals, at least for codés of up to about 25 to 50 output
characters. ' To illustrate, many people are able to type more than
50 words per minute which is more than double the rates attained by
skilled Morse code operators--the difference is presumably due to the
use of a one-to-one mapping from input to output characters for
conventional typewriters in contrast to the concatenation of only tro
inputs to produce the same output for Morse code. - Unfortunately, very
little evidence is available to.guide the construction of optimal codes.
Although it seems obvious that the optimal number of input signals for
producing a given set of output characters is dependent upon the motor
control of the subject, it is not so clear whether and how this might

- interact with the intellectual capabilities of the subject. One of
the objectives of this project is to obtain evidence on the principles
for comstructing codes for communications systems. (See Section IV
below. )

Morse code has been selected as the initial input code for both
Tracy and Joy because of their very limited motor control and also
because they have already been using that code. Expansion to codes
constructed from more input signals is nevertheless a strong possibility
for subsequent versions of communications systems for both of these.
subjects. Increases to just 3, 4, or 6 input signals result in large
reductions in the number of repeated input signals required to produce
a given output symbol. : ' :

Whatever the input code, two basic factors dictate the assignment
of input code words to output symbols: First, the shortest code words
should be assigned to the most frequently occurring output symbols, in

~order to minimize the average number of input signals. Second, some
of the input code words must be assigned to control functions for the
specific device (e.g., carriage return, space, erase, power off, etc.).

In one of the systems now being constructed (for Tracy) two
additional foot-switches have been used to provide these control
functions. 1In the other system (for Joy) control functions are deter—
mined by the temporal characteristics of the input signals--e.g., an
inter-signal interval that exceeds some threshold will determine the
end of a character.
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Another important factor that determines the effectiveness of a
code pertains to the demands it imposes on the subject's memory--his
memory for the preceding sequence of input signals and his memory for
the list of assignments of input code words to output symbols. Some
codes permit a very simple graphic display of the mapping from code
words to output symbols and of the sequence of responses that is
required to complete and produce the next output symbol. Such factors
are obviously of special relevance for subjects of lesser intellectual
abilities--for young children and for the retarded. To illustrate the
ways in which an otherwise complex code can be given a simple graphic
representation, consider first a code with a one-to-one relation
between the sets of input signals and output characters, as with a
typewriter or a "conversation board." In this case each of the input
switches or locations can be designated by the associated output symbol;
the subject needs merely to find the desired symbol and depress that
switch. The same scheme can be extended to systems with fewer inputs
than outputs by means of a control function analogous to the shift key
on a typewriter. A different technique for simplifying the relation
between inputs needed to obtain a@ desired output can be illustrated by
a rectangular matrix of individually lighted panels that displays the
set of alternative output symbols, one in each of the separately ‘
lighted cells of the matrix, and that is controlled by two switches, one
of which advances the lighted panel from left to right across a row of
the matrix and the other of which advances the light from the top to
the bottom within a column. In this case the subject needs to remember
only the two spatial directions of change associated with the two
switches. ' This same technique can be used to graphically represent
the Morse code by simply arranging the output symbols in a binary. '"tree"
structure; one signal then advances the light along the left branch
from any node and the other advances it along the right branch of the
tree for each node. 1In fact, this "tree" structure is more efficient
in that it can be shown to produce shorter average path lengths than
the rectangular matrix axrangement. The same structure can be general-
ized to trees with more than two branches from each node. The "tree"
structure is one that we see as potentially applicable to subjects
with widely varying intellectual abilities. ‘

QOutput symbols

The selection of a set of output symbols is largely determined by
the educational level of the subject. Fox subjects who can read and
are able to spell, the most useful symbols are the alphabet plus
additional numerals and punctuation marks. Spelling permits the
generation of an unlimited vocabulary from a relatively small set of
characters

For subjects who are as yet unable to master the rather complex
- code for spelling words by combining letters, an alternative procedure
~1is to represint complete words and concepts wlth a single symbol. The
correspondence between symbol and referent can often be simplified by




the use of geometric similarity. Two examples of apparently successlul
‘applications of such hieroglyphic symbol systems are the Rebus reading
program and the set of "Blissymbolics' (Bliss, 1965) being used at the
Ontario Crippled Children's Centre. Although these hieroglyphic
systems seem very useful in representing and teaching elementary
language concepts for subjects at early educational levels, hieroglyphic
symbol systems are very restricted in representing many language
comcepts and in generating large vocabularies. The principal advantage
.of hieroglyphics might reside more in the use of a one-to-one relation
between symbol and word than in the use of the geometric similarity
between symbol and referent (see Rozin, Poritsky, and Sotsky, 1971).
Clear evidence about the variables that determine the ease of learning
symbolic representational systems is lacking, however. Premack's
(e.g., 1971) work in-teaching language to the chimpanzee provides a
good model for selecting symbol systems that can be conveniently tied
to their meaning by simple training procedures. ''Conversation boards"
have often not been very useful because insufficient care was taken in
selecting symbols with' referents that were functionally s1gn1f1cant in
training procedures for the child.

Qutput display devices

Output devices fall into two general categories--hard-copy units
similar to typewriters and soft-—copy displays. (We will here consider
only visual displays of soft-copy, although audio displays are appropri-
ate for many applications.) Hard-copy devices offer advantages in
- permanency of output and in displaying long strings of symbols ‘at the
same time; demands on the memory of the audience are thereby reduced.
.Soft-copy devices, on the other hand, enjoy advantages in cost,
maintenance, portability, number of alternative output characters, and
visibility of the display. Soft-copy displays also typically provide
much better feedback to the subject.

One of the more readily available hard-copy units is an ASR33
teletype, which costs about $1200 and will accept standard ASCII code.
Since this unit is computer-compatible, it has potential in computer-
assisted training programs. Its major disadvantages are noise, short
life-span, and a small character set.

More elaborate teletypes and modified IBM Selectrlc Typewriters
are priced from $1800 to as much as $4500. Their main advantages are
in greater reliability, less noise, and greater portability. Some of
these units have the dlsadvantage of requiring non~standard input codes.

Fortunately, less expens1ve hardfcopy units gre available. One
attractive alternative is a serial strip printer, which. produces a
long paper tape instead of a sheet with many lines of print. Such
units are available for about $350 and will accept standard ASCII code
without any additional interfacing. Another promising possibility is
‘that some conventional electric typewriters might be operated by means
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of relatively simple interfacing with the -prosthetic device. Not only
do mass production and the availability of used typewriters make this
an economically feasible alternative, but the unit can also serve a
double role as both standard typewriter and prosthetic device. We are
currently investigating such possibilities with IBM, who has expressed
a serious interest in developing such a system. (See Appendix f °

Soft-copy devices offer many advantages over hard-copy rmits. al-
though they syffer from the lack of a permament record and thereby mwequire
the presenc .. of an attentive audience. The simplest, least expensive,
and most fiwxible units are capakie of displaying only one symbc at a
time, each of which is located inmra different position in a display of
individually lighted panels. The flexibility of such a unit is
provided by the ability to change symbol sets by simple drawing a new
character on the semi-transparent cover over each light. Thus, the
same unit can be readily adapted to the needs of different subjects
of widely varying intellectual abilities and to the requirements of
different social settings in which communication occurs. As discussed
above, the best general design would seem to be a "tree" structure in
which symbols are positioned at the nodes of a branching hierarchy.

One such display to be used by Joy contains 62 symbols--26 letters,
10 digits, and  punctuation marks, commonly used words, and special
characters,

Three additional types of soft-copy devices display several
characters simultaneously, and thereby eliminate the requirement that
the audience attend to each individual symbol as it is produced and
remember the preceding series of symbols. First, displays are ,
available from the Burroughs Corporation that are capable of presenting
up to 256 characters. The cost ranges from $260 for a l6-character
display to $1100 for the 256-character unit. These units accept a
seven bit ASCII code, including an erase function, and are small in
size. We are near completion of a device for Tracy that will utilize
one of these l6-character displays, ‘

_ A second alternative is a display of say 10 or 20 characters
constructed from 5 x 7 arrays of light emitting diodes (LEDs). Such

a unit can .be driven with the same input code as with the Burroughs

tubes, but is capable of a much larger character set (e.g., hieroglyphics.)
Such a unit would cost more than the Burroughs tube in single quantity
purchases, but can be quite feasible in quantity purchases,

A third alternative is a cathode ray tube display. This approach
can provide the greatest number of alternative output symbols, but is
also the most expensive and least portable of the multi-character
displays. The availability of low-cost CRTs and read-only memories
(ROMs) for generating characters make this approach worth exploring,
though we have not yet determined the cost/effectiveness trade-off,
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Design of the Prosthesis

The communications prosthesis should satisfy several criteria:
First, it should be small, ligrt-weight, portable, and preferrably
battery operated. These conditions are especially important for
ambulatory subjects. The chief disadvantage of most hard-copy output
devices is that their lack of portability restricts operation to a
fixed physical location. Second, the prosthesis should be inexpensive,
reliable, and easy to maintain. Third, the system should be adaptable
and expandable to a variety of input codes and output symbols. The
requirements and constraints upon the communications system are widely
variable from one subject to another and from one social environment to
another. The population of nonverbal persons for whom this prosthesis
might .be desirable are widely variable in motor and intellectual
capabilities. The variety of environmental settings in which communi-
cation should occur--e.g., a classroom involving interactions with the
teacher and with other students, parent-child interactions, patient-
attendent -interactions, completion of homework assignments by the
individual, etc.—-impose varying demands on the subject-matter content
‘of the communications and on the means by which the symbolic outputs
are displayed. :

Low cost and low power consumption can be achieved by the use of
integrated circuits (ICs). These are small in size, light in weight,
and are also very reliable and easily maintained.

The adaptability of the system to variations in input codes and ‘-
output displays is determined by the logic of the intervening code
converter for mapping input to output. Without discussing the alternative
designs that have been considered, the logic that we have chosen for the
code converter component of the prosthesis being constructed for Joy is
represented in the block diagram in Pigure 1. (A slightly different
design has been employed by Robert Ramsey in the device that he is

: ~ constructing for Tracy; this is described in the Appendix.) The design
of available digital logic components demands that each input signal
be initially encoded as a binary code. (Such encoding is, of course,
unnecessary when the input is presented on two alternative switches
as in the specific device now being constructed.) These sequential
strings of input signals are first converted from serial-to-parallel

. by a shift-register into a unique n-digit binary code for each input

code word. These binary coded input words are then converted into one
of the standard codes for controlling the output device--e.g., ASCII,
EBCDIC, or IBM Selectric--by means of a field programmable ROM, such as
the "intel 1701' (available from the Intel Corporation for about $80-
$100). This last compoment is extremely flexible, since it can be
erased by exposure to ultraviolet light and then be reprogrammed. For
later less experimental devices, requiring less flexibility, preprogram—
‘med ROMs are available at a cost of only about $15. For some output
devices, such as the 64-light display described above, that require one
of 20 different outputs, the code.conversion can be 'done more directly
by means of a matrix or grid decoding structure.
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More :specifically, our Morse code input has a maximum word
lemgth of “five signals.. A "dot" is stored in the shift register as
@ zero and a "dash" is:stored as a one. At the end of a character
zamique six-bit binary numb=r is represented in the shift register.
(Tte sixth bit is necessary :=fince thisiis a variable-length code.)
Tz output of the shift register is tramsferred in parallel to the
Re:and also to two 3-to-8 decoders that are mapped into an 8 x 8
m=trix which in turn provides. one of 64 outputs by the coincidence of
@y row and column. The logic design shown in Figure 1 requires few
[Ll=. 24 IC packages are required for the 64 light display; if teletype
omzput is included, then the RCM and a parallel-to-serial converter
{=bout five additional IC packages) are required. :

The total cost for the parts for this system, 1nclud1ng 1nput
switches, and 64-light display, is about $300 for single quantity
purchases. With quantity purchases and other discounts that might be
given for a project such as this, the cost can easily come within the
reach of nearly all potential users.

Considering longer range plans for even more flexible and power-
ful devices that would be capable of controlling a wide variety of
.devices in the environment--e.g., wheelchairs, appliances, and other
equipment for training and employment--it is now quite realistic to
seriously consider replacing the simple code converter in Figure 1
with a general purpose micro-~computer. Within the past three months
such computers, embodied in a single IC and weighing only a few
‘ounces, have become widely available at very low cost. Even in
single quantity purchases, the cost of the computer alone can be
about $100 (e.g., the MCS-4 from the Intel Corp.); with additional..
required buffer memories and ROMs for input/output interfacing the
total cost is about $500. With quantity purchases and further develop-
ment of the market the cost will be still lower.

- Summary and Canclusions

A communications prosthesis may be considered as a system for
converting a small set of alternative motor responses from the subject
into a display of a larger number of alternative output symbols. There
are three functionally Separate components of this system: interfacing
to the subject, code converter, and output display. The greatest costs
are encountered at the output displays. The greatest uncertainties
about design and the most likely source of problems in the effective .
operation of the device involve the interfacing to the subject. The
uncertainties about the proper designs for the interface to the subject -
are concerned with determining the motor capabllltles of the subject
and then identifying the most effective mechanical and electronic
interface for translating the subject's responses into electronic ‘
signals; the motor control exhibited by the siubject is heavily dependent
upon the specific mechanical devices he is manipulating, .upon the seating
arrangements that determine posture and constrain other Yimbs, and upon
‘the sensory feedback.provided to the subject about the:efifects of his

BN | *




movements. (See Section I below for plans to investigate this

problem area.) In provid:ng communications systems for young children
or for persons with other learning disabilities, there is an additional
question about the most desireable form of output symbols.

We have now completed two specific communications systems,
each involving slightly different designs for each of the three main
components. The costs for these devices should make them available
to practically all potential users. Initial contacts have been made
about means for the manufacturing and distribution of these systems--
through IBM, United Cerebral Palsy Association, and other local groups.
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IV. Plans for Research on Designé for Control
Interfaces for Motorically Handicapped Persons

The research described below was plammed about eight months ago,
but has not yet been carried out due to unanticipated delays in
constructing the required interfacing for the small computer (PDP-8I)
that will be used in the experiments, The experiments are directly
related to the objectives of this research project; some of these
experiments would have been conducted by this time had the interfacing
been available in June, as originally expected. The computer inter-
facing is now almost finished; the initial experiments should be in
progress within less than a month

The experiments are directed toward three general sets of
questions: (1) How do the rate of learning and asymptotic speed of
performance for producing some fixed set of output characters (e.g..
the 64-light display of the prosthetic device in Section III) depend
upon the number of alternative input signals, and how does the optimal
number depend upon the motor and intellectual abilities? (2) What
measures of the subjects' movements (i.e., variations in positions,
times of occurrence, force, or velocity) can be most effectively used
to encode the input information, and how does the optimal combination
of such measures depend upon the motor capabilities of the subject?
(3) Can greater control over a particular response measure be .obtained
by the use of additional sensory feedback?

The experlmental apparatus that is being constructed consists of .
an output display of 64 lights in a rectangular matrix and an input
interface for the subjects' responses that is activated by a variable
number of switches that vary in size and location. A small laboratory-
control computer (PDP-8I) is used to control the visual display, to
measure the speed, position, and force of the subjects' responses, to
control the coded mapping from response switches to visual outputs
that determines the "correct" response for a given output, and to
deliver feedback to the subject. 1In a typical experiment, the subject

-would first be trained in the use of a particular code rule for pre-

ducing the set of outputs:with the available response switches and his
speed in producing a given set of output characters would then be
measured, A trial might begin, for example, by the computer activating
a particular light in the display and the subject would then attempt

to turn-the light off as rapidly as possible by making the appropriate
series ‘ol responses. The two general criteria for the efficiency of the
subject's performance with any given code rule are the rate of learn-
ing and_the asymptotic speed of performance. DBoth noxmal and
motorically impaired subjects will be tested.

The first experimental question listed above is prompted by the

‘absence of evidence about the rules for constructing efficient codes

for expressing and symbollzlng information. It seems likely that for

‘the normal operator codes are more rapidly learned and produced when”
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there is a one-to-one relation between input and output characters,

at least for up to about 50 output characters. For lists of output
characters that are in excess of a 100 or so items, then even the
normal operator is rather certain to find it easier to encode these

by combining the elements of a smaller alphabet of input symbols.
Rather certainly, too, the motorically handicapped operator can more
efficiently utilize a code constructed from a smaller number of

input symbols, but beyond this it is difficult to make any generaliza-
tions with confidence. '

The second set of experimental questions is prompted by the
possibility that many handicapped persons might more effectively
control the temporal characteristics of a small number of responses
tham to produce the same number of input signals by moving a given
limb to several different spatial positions. We need to determine
whether this is the case for the two subjects described in Section III,
for example, Control interfaces can be easily designed and imple-
mented in which the device itself oscillates between two or more
values of a specific input signal and the subject then selects the
desired alternative simply by depressing a single switch at the
appropriate point in time. This is, of course, more similar to the
standard use of Morse Code, in winich the duration of the operator's
response determines the value of the input signal, than is the two-
switch encoding we are currently using. .

The third set of questions. is stimulated by the recent suggestions
of several researchers (Bonwit, et al., 1972; Harris et al., 1972;
Morrison, 1972; Wooldridge, 1972) that many cases of poor neuromuscular’
control can be greatly improved by the use of supplementary sensory
feedback to the subject about the positions and movements of his limbs.
Insofar as this possibility exists, then the prosthetic control systems
described in Section III offer an excellent opportunity to illustrate
and capit alize on the possibility. Moreover, the answers to the two
sets of questions described above are dependent upon this possibility
of improving the subject's motor control.
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MORSE CODE SIMULATOR ©

_The purpose of this undertaking was to build a Tow cost Morse code
simulator'for.handfcapped persons. Two prototype experimental units were
constructed and proved very successful.

The first was completed in February, 1972 and used solid state silicon
controlled rectifiers (SCR) in a modified ring counter circuit. These SCR
counter elements were arranged in TREE configuration (F1g 3) to conform to
the International Morse code. Four input pedals were used: from left to right,
1) START or reset, 2) DOT, 3) DASHland 4) DISPLAY or print. It is intended to
use prtnt-disp]ay command to start a teletype, CRT, or other character storage
display. ‘The first model has 26 letters, 10 numbers, 10 special characters,'
b]ank, and one control e]ement. This 47 character set was accomp]ished using
26 counter circuits by wiring one-half of ‘the set in the background Using
four input peda]s, timing by the user was avo1ded Gates were provided to
eliminate contact bounce and operator error.

The second model was completed using 16 counter circuits, a small.TREE
and row-column output providing 63 characters ina 7 x 9 matrix'lFig. 4). An
output conversion was added to convert to ASCII for a Burroughs ‘scan panel.

This device stores 16 characters entering right to left, shifting with each
disp]ay'comnand. - This a]]ows‘simp1e sentence\disolay or continuous information"
“display and is small, light and portable. -

The. selection‘of Morse code was difficu]t" It has the advantage of
re]at1ve1y easy 1earnab111ty, fewer operations for frequent]y used letters,

1. e., E T, A, and N; but d1sadvantages of t1m1ng requ1red for word and letter
‘spacing. Th1s was overcome by us1ng four 1nput peda]s ‘The unequa] character “T '

’gllengths of Morse code prove very d1ff1cu1t and costly to convert d1rect1y,: :

© MNov. 29, 1972 Robert W. Ramsey




however, this was overcome with the unique TREE counters and row-column
conversion to a standard code (ASCII, etc.). The cost of.the TREE counter
is nominal, say $1.00 per circuit. The d1sp1ays and code converter are the
remegining cost itens (for the Burroughs, $270) leaving the cost per system
less than $500.00.

The standard ring counter (Figc 1) works as follows: when power is applied
at +, all lamps are off. A reset pulse through diode Dr will cause gate G of
SCRy to fire, conduct and latch the SCR on, causing the anode to go low and
the Lampy to Tight. This lamp will remain 1it untt] power‘is removed or this
SCR is commutated by the second SCR. After reset and Lamp; is 1it, a pulse at

the input count Tine wi]l cause SCRZ to fire, turning on Lamp, and turning off

Lampy. The second pulse will cause SCR3 to fire and turn off SCRp. The same

thing will happen on pulse #3, turning on SCRg, Lamp4,‘and.turning off SCR3 and
Lamp3. This can be extended to any number of ring counter circuits. The circuits,
except for the reset, are all the same and.wjll be used exactly in the unique TREE
counter except two input lines will be used, one for DOTS and one for DASHES.

| The method ot selection of the SCR in the string to be turned on is of
interest. If SCRy anode A is low, then Dy is near forward bias§lhowever, all

other diodes are heavily reverse biased by‘the resistors when the preceding SCR
anode is high. Therefore, only the diode following the SCR that is on can conduct
from the pujse line, thus turning'on the next SCR.

The capacitor Cp commutates the on SCR by forc1ng a reverse charge on the

‘._prev1ous SCR anode

It shou]d be noted- that SCR S were se]ected because of the1r ab111ty to
store or latch, the1r relat1ve1y 1arge curirent capac1ty. and ‘the easy c1rcu1try

for the ring: counter These SCR r1ng counters can be arranged in a s1mp1e matr1x, .

‘say 8 X 8 for those not w1sh1ng to use Morse code

we wou]d recommend a circu1t s1m lar to F1g 2 w1th one 1nput for rows o

‘and one for co]umns ‘ f'




Figure 1, RING COUNTER (STANDARD)
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Figure 3. BASIC TREE COUNTER

Shown above is the TREEicQunter used in the first experimental model.
Thé lights were arranged as above for a learning tool. Only the counter
circuits on .the left were éonstructed.» A11 letters on the right wére actiVated
- by using SCR TREE counters on thé left, using a common line latched 1ihe off.
the "T" SCR. The lgft dot () input‘bedal feeds all (-) diodes on fhe counters,
but only the SCR that has.a feeding SCR resistor iow‘can fire, i.e. to send
a letter "R", the cdunt begins at "START" which set$ up the v and‘“fﬁ, v
but if a (~) is sent, the "E" 1ights, setfing up “I" and fA“, then a‘(-)‘will
‘1ighf "A", thus setting up ilVR"}and "W", then a (*) Wi]] 1fght‘”R". If .
then:a aisplay is inputted- and proper code conversion is available, the "R"

can be stored on a display and the opriator moves to the next letter.




5
On the second model, the TREE counter was reduced to 7 SCR's and simple

storage in 9 other SCR circuits. This was to reduce the number of parts and

to provide more characters (63). It was arranged as follows:

Figure 4..  SMALL TREE COUNTER WITH ROW STORAGE




o]
After reset, the TREE count starts with Blank (BLK) and Start (STA) on.
A (") yields an "E" (Start still on). The selection is now "I" or "AY as
before. The second (-) yields- an "I" (STA still on). The selection is now "S"
or "y". The‘third:(-) yields an "S*, "BLK" and curn off "STA". A fourth ()
vields "S" and "E". The fffth () yields an "S" and hI". This is the end of

a five Tevel code which is all that is required for International Morse and

63 characters. ‘ ' —

Notice, all one and two lTevel characters are in row one, called "STA",
All three‘1eve1 characters are in rows 1 through 8. S U, R, W, D, K, G, 0
under BLK;’ A11 four level characters are in these same rows under Co1umn "™
or "T" and‘a11 five 1eve1 characters are under "I", "A", "N", and "M". This
suggestsva‘reinforcind‘1ight‘sy5iem rcw by co1umn,requiring only 16 Tights of - -
display. (The basic fREE is still recommended for learning.)

- This forms the 7 x.9 matrix with two lamps always on. More examples of
the 4 and 5 level d1sp1ays are "H" re1nTorced under "E" and "S" and 5 (ERERE )
under "I"\and‘“S". |

The "ROM" address (Fig,‘S),forms the remaining characters. These can be
changed to‘neet the requirements*Of fhe_user. -

Arprogrammab1e‘read-only-memnry was planned for the conversion to ASCII
from the 7 x 9 Morse7disp1ayf"WEJﬂater‘built a diode matrix using TRI-in-state‘

“hex--inverters- to-select the~diodes:set. As this is a Tot off1abor, the PROM
AWOU1d probabTy‘be the best se1ecﬁipn. In a 256 x 8 bit PROM, four codes can
be stored, i.e., ASCII, setectric ® (18m), EBCDIC, BAUDOT. The output could
then be se1ected nanua11y for the“disp1ay system used’ Only 6 bits are used

‘for the 1nput address, 1eav1ng bits 128 and 64 for cnde se1ect10n via a

" manual sw1tch
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Figure 5.
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Appendix B

Letters from United Cerebral Palsy Association
and IBM to werify cooperation




FL.

Imernatlonal éuenness Machmes COI’pOl’atlon ‘ ) New Circle Road
Lexington, Kentucky 40557
606/233—2000

March 14, 1973

Dr. Joe Lappin
Department of Psychology
Vanderbilt University
Nashville, Tennessee

Dear Joe,

In response to your request, we are sending you a wused
"Selectric" 73% Tmput/Output Typewriter to serve as

the output unit for the prototype machine you are develioping
for use by handicapped persons. In addition, we shall
forward some schematics to assist you in fully utlllzlng

the equipment.

IBM views your undertaking as a very worthwhile endeawvar

~and, with the understanding -that no commercial exploitation

is 1ntended is prov1d1ng the machine free of charge on: a
permanent loan :basis, i.e., IBM maintains. title to ‘the machine
and reserves the’ right to recover possession in the ewent that
the\above stated conditions ‘are breached. However, the machine
is ydurs to 'use as needed for- your handlcapped program.

‘In addltlon, as-you and I dirscussed, offering this one
machine should mot be misconstrued to imply any commitment
"on IBM's part to supply machines or material in the ‘futmre.
However, we are interested in the work you are doing and
request  that you keep us abreast of your developments.

When you are prepared to proceed to full scale evaluations,
or production of" your handlcapped machlne, we would Ifke to
discuss your program with youwrs ™

Best of 1luck.to you, Joe. .

C. R. Thomas
»Product Planning Representatlve
‘Used,Equ;pment‘ :
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CECIL SIMS CENTER
OF MIDDLE " TENNESSEE

337 .22ND AVENUE, NORTH = NASHVILLE, TENN, 37203

TEL. 327-2961
Y

March 12, 1973

Prafessor Joseph S. Lappin o S e
Psychology Department: , ‘ '
Vanderbilt University ‘ ‘ o

 Nashville, Tennessee 7240 | | o L

Re: ' Status of proposed plans
for providing funds for
construction of communi-
cations prosthesis for k
cerebral palsied persons. | E

This note is to wverify our desire to cooperate with
yomin constructing:amd evaluating communications aids
for cerebral palsied pemsons. Our Professional Advisory
Committee has- recommended that the Cecil Sims Center
provide up to $300 for ithe construction of each
dndividual devies,, :@ccmrding to.the guldellnes discussec
at eur meeting on Neowvember 1, 1972. Due to financial
,cmm51derat10n8 unrel@zed to the quality of this project L
the: Board of Directemr=ihas not yet been able to'give -

anxious to assistinmmaking these communications aids :
available to cerebralipalsied persons. . ‘ ‘ RS

Sincerely»

Mrs. in.
Executive Director




