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The purpose of this study was to explore
conversations between individuals who use
augmentative and alternative communication (AAC) and
typically speaking individuals. Two studies were
conducted to investigate:

The first study was to address the following
questions:

1. Does the familiarity of typically speaking
individuals affect the percentages of conversation
turns and assigned speaking roles contributed by
individuals?

2. Is there a difference in the percentages of
conversation turns and assigned speaking roles
contributed by two typically speaking individuals
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during conversations?

The second study was to address the following
questions:

1. Is there a difference in the percentages of
conversation turns and assigned speaking roles
contributed by individuals who use augmentative and
alternative communication (AAC) and typically
speaking individuals during conversations?

2. Does the familiarity of typically speaking
individuals and individuals who use AAC affect the
percentages of conversation turns and assigned
speaking roles contributed by individuals?

This study recruited individuals who use speech
generating AAC devices and typically speaking
individuals. The quasi-experimental study was
designed. Two potential difficulties might be seen.
First, it is possible that awareness of
videorecording may affect a dyad’ s performance in
the conversation to some degree initially. Telling
each participant that the videorecording mainly
focuses on the other participant’ s conversation is
an attempt to allay potential anxiety in the
laboratory (Wiemann, 1981). Second, recruiting
homogeneous group of AAC users might be difficult.
Concise Chinese Aphasia Test (CCAT) was conducted in
order to recruiting AAC users with similar auditory
comprehension abilities.

Augmentative and alternative communication (AAC) ;
conversation ; conversation turns:; speaking role
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The purpose of this study was to explore conversations between individuals who use augmentative and
alternative communication (AAC) and typically speaking individuals. Two studies were conducted to
investigate:

The first study was to address the following questions:

1. Does the familiarity of typically speaking individuals affect the percentages of conversation turns

and assigned speaking roles contributed by individuals?

2. s there a difference in the percentages of conversation turns and assigned speaking roles

contributed by two typically speaking individuals during conversations?

The second study was to address the following questions:

1. Isthere a difference in the percentages of conversation turns and assigned speaking roles
contributed by individuals who use augmentative and alternative communication (AAC) and
typically speaking individuals during conversations?

2. Does the familiarity of typically speaking individuals and individuals who use AAC affect the
percentages of conversation turns and assigned speaking roles contributed by individuals?

This study recruited individuals who use speech generating AAC devices and typically speaking
individuals. The quasi-experimental study was designed. Two potential difficulties might be seen. First,
it is possible that awareness of videorecording may affect a dyad’s performance in the conversation to
some degree initially. Telling each participant that the videorecording mainly focuses on the other
participant’s conversation is an attempt to allay potential anxiety in the laboratory (Wiemann, 1981).
Second, recruiting homogeneous group of AAC users might be difficult. Concise Chinese Aphasia
Test (CCAT) was conducted in order to recruiting AAC users with similar auditory comprehension
abilities.

Key Words: Augmentative and alternative communication (AAC); conversation; conversation turns;
speaking role



tul4

.
kL

€ 3535 #a(conversation turns) © SAR AT AR - €35 ¢ hE & 4 p(Schieffelin & Ochs, 1986;
24 F & %EI 5, 2009) - B € ﬁ%—kd BRA G RO T ERIEERE P EBE
g—g;—gmmg ERhF R m - B EERRaE SN F TR E(Clark, 1996; Wiemann & Knapp, 1975) -
%ﬁﬁ € 57 LT 0 A € ;E—Ffi— H—:’@’]‘ﬁ‘? FHEAC TR FTLORL  RisE TS A "FKE@
e erE i p & (Bloch & Beeke, 2008; Clark, 1996; Gan, Davison, & Hamp-Lyons, 2008) -

Aty A RS A B aF 0 7 e A550 ahgf B4Rk Si(augmentative and alternative
communication, AAC)# &1 7 % 3t T v 3 | el 5% - 4 > W5 (54 > Buzolich &
Wiemann, 1988; Farrier, Yorkston, Marriner, & Beukelman, 1985; Light, Collier, & Parnes, 1985a;
Muller & Soto, 2002) 4] * 3+ & € FEiEdhent ek A {7 H Br i h sLi # —*Ff BH g ’%;m;é—*ﬁ
(typically speaking |nd|V|duaIs)mg W IREAT Y PN Rip d o g e Ak AL H —"‘ Vg — AR
PR NRAY P gk 88 A HEGE AR °¢£%ﬁﬁvMéﬂ*
Ll TR ﬁ R g A (blde o FIFEAHFER S 07 &) AL H @ ET fhE &
e g Fatd L g o Bt b giRilAey o R IR PR s b Y R
g;F“,E'_ RTINS ;gf;g;'; o BB #R ,g,FLpz,/f_,a' A ﬁ"ﬁ ;v}; R gf‘gg‘;, e §_» R,p ¢ (b4
Bloch & Wilkinson, 2004; Goodwin, 1995);}IEI TP RS ki T:{ AR feR PV A AR
SR (Bde 2508 1T R 3 g & F 1)b He@pPpradnrfemagmeEi-
Tl & McTear & King (1991)4% dtenpr k> S 74 en g 3573 JF %= 2 Prdg 3 0 B35 (bl4e © 3
d ;‘i;‘iﬁrp“g,a 4ot g Rz ) m{:»m”;ugi R L 4 R e

% % %i(m |4 » Buzolich & Wiemann, 1988; Kagan Black, Duchan, Simmons-Mackie, &
Square, 2001; Light, 1988)4p &1 & 7 224 v F &2 2br FEE 7 5 HL L&A E F|A A PR ik
WP WE A kAR ﬂ & JR BREE B /R - BT RSP T 0 - B2 ﬁ‘w s A g
oo Tt s - R v T AL ﬂ H L EATEGEP B kAR T’g&%g\ SengiE o et o - A
TR H G pes gk bLig H —g €5 R R2EY 2 L € 5 4 R (Collins & Markova, 1999;
Kent-Walsh & McNaughton 2005)  Hld4r > - Ex T ;%;xb;;ﬂﬁ 50 EEAA > T g WE R
WoksRr ¥ - g RPN P TEH TR € 3 A 3 (Collins & Markova, 1999) -

Goffman(1981)i%, i ehz A % & 7 (speaking roles)(Tr i = Iﬂ(ammator) S EEME ;@i&—‘*‘
(author) ~ fr & R #& 1 (principal)#t i 7 - B L I Ben> X XL RA EHFEF A Eﬂfm
EILEARY BT AR P S AT o PP T I nadr S N SR Ko7 U REEE IR
B % » & 4% v v (stuttering) i % (54 » Leahy, 2004; Leahy, 2008) - © h i % (|4~ > Walsh, 2007) »
e 4 3%z (aphasia) i# % ()4~ » Damico, Oelschlaeger, & Simmons-Mackie, 1999; Simmons-Mackie,
Kingston, & Schultz, 2004; Towey & Pettit, 1980) o 4* = 7= ;%5534 & 2 ¢ 75 “Td> i i 5 &
A LR R %ﬂ%*?%%%r%ﬁiﬁ91§w€ﬁ§&9?°



AR Pl TIEFEeET A
2, -
451”1\,;&,_,.,{1‘17“—\_1.% *ﬂ‘v‘}" lﬂﬁgézf-té’

FREIVE-FHETARRE
Lo s 4 gy ’5W—ﬁ”f%$4 ARG
2. B A gEEMRY o FEFFORE @{@

F3 k¢ L RY

R ”fi-ﬁﬂfﬂn%

—_
.

FT 4 d hEA ML R?

2. ﬁﬁ‘%%ﬁﬁﬂ §d B R &

r:'i A g _@fit’ y — ,ﬂ#‘gz,/i\ﬂ ‘f’ )}}Jﬁ

AT A ERE- =

i ik F o ﬂ"‘—”’pé’uvrﬂ g‘zr,,,b 4 hi I E
fq;b%‘wiﬁi Ao ﬁﬂtﬁﬁ 'I}—"k—nﬂ“i% ° '*4737“)"‘% Fitd x- 4 p%?"*?'é’jﬁgw'sh

\«ul’é*iﬁ“’t" (e ?P?’“?r’ﬂ %wﬁ s IR o

E \Iﬁ{,v?a‘;;/»\ﬁaﬁq;ﬁ—g 44 AIMechi B9
Fa - BT FREH L Rfoa

\\\

B- - BT R § WA e e

N

QAR SR K &

L K€ thi Iﬁxfrév\ feg s &4 chi Rehi B9



N

3o F #& # (b4 Buzolich & Wiemann, 1988; Farrier, et al., 1985; Light, et al., 1985a;
Muller & Soto, 2002) % u*hﬁ; ;54;\7 ES SR IR RS S REVER s f i S
l?f.’—ﬂf“r"m;ﬁ,wﬂmg‘, LRIV Sl R ’——Jif"["F‘:,Fﬁ,;é,—:'ﬁbl‘ﬁ:gé;ii/fﬁﬁfbfé? F‘“'ﬁu‘m
Seng i o L i Banth €% :&k&ﬁﬁwi@fa@%ﬁﬁ—ﬂrwﬂwﬂ
e TR TREFEN AT S FUMAPH M B R EE R Y g A m(Tsal,
2009) > Tsai(2009) 5 £ i@ * 3 % &£ ¢ e 472 N (AT L MEF 5 Fehif B4Rk SLig ¥ & g1 -
BrFREE Do Toal dp N BB R Y F B G ROIRRE e B R
Ry @D Ffo/8 GEr FERE > AR AR P g e L Tsai(2009) 6% § F 3 12
FLQ) R &= =2 F 5 BE i es Rk kg —“Ff CHE T SR T ET R DA TLR
Elasl b R TR —*f{z FRAQF LY R RE R AR —*Ffriui - L
iﬁﬁ?¢ﬁ~4§éhiv—amg EEH AT T U RES RAE R T ENEEAR
» A FBRE-HFTY o

P BIpREE PEFFL EAOREFLPEEF B FER AT I
g (bde 0 24 2 & 5B 3, 2009)2 =k (40 0 1 # %, 2008; MiE2,2007)c 3 % B
frek & %-(2009) ~ # % > (2008)4, **Lrnﬂ%é/i%’*—ﬂk%’ HIRE R S Bl G B E D
AR I mFD (2007)1:},5, VIR OR I § i b R%E’é/@z;ﬁ&mﬁ"’ HE Rl A
PENESEYE o RA o g Tsal chEA R FIp P T RE RO R FEN AT R
ok B H FOgEi s o Vo FT R DT AR s AR

w2 Bp S FE 7 (B4 0 Kraat, 1985; Light, 1988; Nelson, 1992; O’Keefe & Delia, 1985; # #
2 & 7 %,2000) 5% B g A F b P g R N P AEE 508 pREEL TS §
gy PN g B AT § W WA e mi‘g it (Light, 1988; Nelson, 1992) - R} & % & # % fv= %
(2009)F 3 = = & Ben= ?4 SEMAG Y P B PFRT FA L B A R
Wk AL FARGELT - g5 “%o*m’&ﬂ*v%%—&rémﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁw
HARORE RE > AR ET M A T F%F‘b’?’?zf Ei R Aol BT _ﬂmg;
FF Rehe ¥ ok g 2K Tsai(2009) R ¢ M’H F- F%;;J;.—th B R R kLR —‘th mii
27 %’Fmﬂ Foedergrad ey BRAF RS 2 FP D RPHTY B %
B RPN PO S FRs (4o s — 4o B i E R RE
G- T FREFOHEP L LRk K R PET G



*P”&%aﬁﬁéﬁﬁixﬁu%?ﬁﬁ—ﬂrﬂﬁ%ﬁ§%ﬁ4ﬁ%mopﬁjgy
¥# 3% 5 B 9% 5 65 11 (speech generating) i £ A R F - v G LA
%o TR * LR %57 7 (quasi-experimental study)k 3t e
FiH

PRIV R T R R SN R R

-~ - & F%;"F"‘;é"?]{
LLFI ‘L%‘fr'%50!‘"— B F%FH‘FF’F] » @ #L3OE"—@;‘LLL '/]‘q;’ ']jr:’%l‘im‘ i P%F’U;r'jﬁ(lzat"—s' e

B120 4 ) 4e20 g A e BT FRaEE (101 7 104 ) o

(-) RE - dr FREy

12— Bo FRF (O LEb A )L T 6T o AR R ELL &R
githd- & '1 PRt REE P 6t A RE B R P g B L
- E ) R ed R LR P L o 30 E - AT R T e E #6022

[

—E-

B

%? * - ‘“K"'F%F’b"‘"ﬁ’;’;“b—[ﬂ“?—i :

° E#1 0 18 A&

] ;;Ubg EIiwEiE- £}

L ERHABEBRY P EF -3

° RFE R AL S T E R

L Bt $H G g ERE o i dg g PICRLT] B A dRil

(2) 2 - e R
20 fh gt 4 - T AR THOE 22K 0 B I the T E R I & T AR

[
® Ed8 50 18 Kk
° SR g b
° &B#ié%ﬁﬂ’ééig_%g
1 R ERaRLAvE S R
A LA R
=~ J.,.#“B% y“'iﬂjﬁ“k‘-"\%?ﬁ%-ﬁ

W

(=)

!

%s s»hg,Fng,/i@ Gy X

TR AE AR R F RN g TIERITR o H A AR
E&%fﬁ*ﬁw&wza@%i*ﬂﬁ4mﬁﬁﬂ(m%’i@é%ﬁ>gﬂ<%mﬁw’
¥ fF ﬁgﬂ@ 2 g;jz,ﬁj%; CCAT (Concise Chinese Aphasia Test) | ¢ ¢4 B2k = - B 2z

HL194 ) & 45 FWEIR(A A T24) *"‘*K:,_#F,FM % QZOA)‘;}ﬁé‘ﬁﬁ’i(.ét;*Ac,\lSA})\ 3 LA
WiE( A 124) ngﬂ‘—;&f Fl2 2 v ZI0fEi 4 o & 33 »hg,gmj_x AT .%Z:Fm LT 50
/‘L .



#4235 10 #&
BpFABEERY ¢ 2 A S5 -FT
FRERBEOLEC LR FAEIFRE (TG P FRIER)
CRFFHEAFEL PRI AR 2 SR RS
o ¥ o g R A s FIrRII B A g
DECER RS R EIE R SR R e
ARG A AT E €T RE € R
* - j&%%ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁiﬁ&%?ﬁ&# FLer CCATE &
LSRR All Al12 A13 A21 A22
£ 3 23 25 26 39 25
A g g g & A
ffr = = * * * +

U I Rk B BIEE Bl o
KT R ] B ] ¢ g o
MRE |(EEMNE 3RAGE ERATER BRIANE BREATELR
iR i # ~CP Tk &

CCAT

- HEEE 6.4 10.7 73 11 -9

- o~ U iEAkit | mEER] mIEER mIE R &t R

= Epps) 12 12 12 12 10

L %@’%ﬁﬂﬁ%’ 10 12 19 1 .

T ~ERAE | omEER 11 12 11 PR

=~ Bz 7 114 F-RES e 12 g
(7 #3) (7 #3)

S oA ST | EEER 05 @SR RmEER 2R

ASBF PR | EEER EEER RZOFR R R ik

i BHEFR | REER REER REER REER mEER

() Hret sl fAei * FRE - e FRE

F R AL H AR Fia - e HRE - BT R O K5 T AR
Bos S B A B E R E o FERE- B FREP LT RA S > 2B
T AuE
. EdT 0 18 K
u L‘LB '#7 /;«'F‘P‘V‘ y ¥ {%‘,_ ;_g—;

. PEAR ~ #eBIRIE ~ ok S e R Y F R
" ;F CAGEISE LS E3iicd
- RE W2 R R e R SRR e R (Bl R

” "umP% ﬁ%‘l 2 )



rm He g ER o —JF% I E T W) A

2z T EfR Rl Rk FRES- R FEREFAATH

#gé;‘iﬁ :‘ j)ﬁ’l;'l:/f_1§ % b_’r‘r«i\‘

fw Ed IEMEB IRER i .= S Y
B F"
+ 33 KwEEF - #4R7 d I FIRET
* 26 FimEEF B 7 z# K T
+ 26 FFEET e # 2 1B 2T
_ 67 =% r Lo y v L O
- 32 KiRERF &R P S Ea ST
(2) #Feridad Joi * F gt - A ey
B0 ot i 4 - BT GFRGEE TSR MO0k 0 B IR fh- BT SEGEH R T iR
(£
® E&3 18 K
® R KG I
® LpFAEERY ¢ AF-ET
® X} Eiamiivd T FRE
® LG ¥ AR Sy FIrRTIE A g

Fi‘?-l-%lﬂ;%

£+

/
", Juléq};jﬂz:ﬂi/‘z‘L,—%‘P\?%

PF AL R/ H

> 1

b

PR AT A %
s
=)

EAER
#

%
HE Y BRER A ARER O frR Y B P g R A REAT R AR kR
r;g&mi/;s—r,%gg;;*,xrgw_/\g p\;h%o

L3 B AR A
A T EH DG E RS B §EFF N S A 7 5T (B4 Light, etal,

1985) 0 % ¢ R EET - LA > PRI E T AT HIRTRELEH - LEBEE
WARY P FHAFA T EAFEPPNEIEAFE LR DT R o ST R EF LRI KPP A

g Zi® Hr#ft g EHTA T 7 g H ik (Gallagher, 1991) > ¥ % 3% B8t g SR o G F P

= w@

738

# AL TABR R (7 A B M fr2b B 4E 1 eh € 5(Prutting & Kirchner, 1987) o i 35 7

et mytd o «rz;}*kﬂcﬁﬂ fPeng T B ARR o

:,_pi-g_l.i_
2 5 - wa%&%%%%ﬁﬁ~&rwm%%%ﬂ |ZAREFD A EET B0 B Rk

e
"G e 11 EFET - S g R B6I 0 £108k A A § R
IR E S T ERER 0P E D S R HBERE T L gEER -

-~



N
A2 B — FEPPES I A - B SR E AR o - AT R
e AR ELREN o RSB TAREEA A EET B0 L U6
i’TSO.é_E'_ﬁ&gfa R e
25 = ﬁf*ﬁ:ﬁ“ﬁ‘a;i%i’ % %?*—*Ff H 3R 3l - Jéirw‘:ybwﬂ#ﬁ_—a\wj
3B - FRRLEFET - X EE 0 2 B0 K305 4 gEER -

)
=
(7
P
IRy

PiPi1k

Fri g kg 27 w7 7 7 (AAC[Augmentative and Alternative Communication]
Conversation Interaction Laboratory)® * k&g m B A ol | B g 535 & > 975 ¢ 5487
BT LML R RS 0 IEL E S 7(Elder, 1999) - AT R B¢ F - Bk B ‘éﬁrg
3% 3 #+(conversation interaction) % o &g i p AR E (b4 0 7P DER)NEF I B RRKE G -
TR -BRETC-MERNVF - EEREAS ZIRGFAFET TS %}E’*ﬁ?m@_
[ #kﬂ—:—xzil H?vrrJ/Eﬁ Pergisad feens 38 & r’u;féo

J\_\'

RSN

R - Rl %iéf:‘ﬁ*’-‘_—" BATENZ TR By o 50 B ES t:i"éﬁﬁé’ﬁiﬁ»fﬁﬁ

NN

ffe

TS BEHFEREAA NN RS T ER O RS Y TS B A YR LS
IMFE A= P > T RSB E NS g e o K m,‘ﬁéﬂ 52 6 20 DA Eu B G HF -
f:gﬂi” H23 oo A ufEEw DY - 2§ ¢; I o- 28 SRR wgwﬂ AR a2
)

TR - ) -
¥
Bl- & 2- BvFleE g L s
| 5.5m |
| |
e

| 2.3m —
B i I 23m ||

7.8m 1 1

| |
= [=hi 2.3m_|_|- 0

T
2.8m

ol

EEFIBY o ETH SRR He 0 ¥ F G B &¢I $(conversation interaction)
% 42 (Buzolich & Wiemann, 1988) - 3+ % 4 4F A #-4 R Bird| B4k (T4 # 2 PR H & &%
€ FE AT o B PR #(SONY HDR-XR150) 4 =] 7 i+_ i ‘sﬁu"’; %#r2E (SONY

VCT-60AV) » & 575 € 358 oo “T8 il gL § (5 d 2 e %{zg{{%‘] EIER B
o4 % 0B 3 AT B (DATAVIDEO SE-500) » 12 41>t/ B 7 e e sl 3 BE i fo P LI A |

N

v

TRE
i

%J



]
o]
o
F“‘

qL
i-n-
=1

Fh - mREEREEIRAZ YIS TS f—m“cs':’gé—é k4 s
(BLtz) AaBriiew nz%ﬁlpﬂ s e BE(RlZ ) @ i B '%j{ ¢ 5
$5 1 0 BHUELE 7] DVD S5 48 (LG RH-387H) o f P § 253 #5 e ¢ A ulind A 2%
L2544 ¢ b (SHURE MC51B)jz+ » £ & 10 f #3235 @ 73 #7:2 3 E(PHONIC

MUS502) # {4 & & 3] DVD 4<% 4% (LG RH-387H) £ £ s 27 3 3 L iod DVD a8 15 (LG
RH-387H)J’§%€r§»‘i DVD s > £ 41 5] 22 vd i & £ AL B(TATUNG V22SCIT) » 3+ F 1 45 4 &

®EL 4% 7 o B 48 (SHURE SRH240)feiz & ¥ 4% % (TATUNG V22SCIT) & B Ar g 5 § 32
I o

\-ﬂ g

|13
i

F_*

PO AL EREA L ARENZTRY RPN T ERS T H RO G
SRR BRI J R Y el R N SR G 0 e BB E A R AR T
UARER AR B R o TS JURRAS A TR A RS S A o B¢ - JUBRRB R Y
WA PAT TR 2 23 2 do EES f+p7‘g§é’¢§kﬁ B PP o § - IR
BUELL LR F i B R SVRG ) 23 2 R B MR R R R VRS DR
oo ? = EREFFIT L Lipd D H(RZ)



I A N 2

LU RRELGE L P S
| 5.5m {
T | 2B I
1.5m
— & B
0.6m 23m1
7.8m

2]
HeAl

5 5]
—23m—/——]

=0
3

BAEEY R T R, F
1%&o£&%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁ

I -
izl oo ¥ sd H

 ~ %@‘Fj ,’/ E—FJ\} ° ;

Fj oA g I B %42 (Buzolich & Wiemann,
Yok iE R J—zgj—rap; 4 j;ﬁ'pé Fid “ ok
e T ‘

« éﬁﬁt*é*ﬁﬁgx
PR RELAI R %a%£wwa%u&ﬂ
§ e AT %:ﬁﬁw&ﬁﬂ*ﬁ&ﬂﬁ%ﬁ“ R 1 R R
ﬁmﬁﬁhgialk

KAk o rEF FpEd
AR

oy U Ak

\%ﬁw?iﬁﬁgi Eiﬂmﬁ E LI
‘.Mé?*—‘gmg%—ﬂﬁ%]:".ﬁk"wii,mw%ﬁm g ERAT RS FE G (Bz)-
Me - el ngr Fo- - BRr FREF S HES




Bl B At A4

T DS A g ER k-6 B it hRE F 2P DVD Rk (4448 DVD-R 16X 4.7GB) 1 413
T ALY o w BHBM-E AR T RS JTIEE ¢
1. #)4=(transcribe)frik:r(Notate) &5 72 7 4 € 3538 F 4
2. kYR EHNTE > hm(code) g HEF AR X EE BT H R PE EEBT K
3. i&yxGoffman (1981)#1#& M1 3 &£ ¢ TR > MMM E B F i T EF ZEEA L H R AT
Bend - BEF T b ¢ ik
4, FAPA B A N A FE RAT TR AS A T B0 hd B(%)
REDS - F S RBgarFiF A EER &“’56%—’“ » T4k e AT Y BAIRY) A s R
B AR o RS ATONG E H R SR g e T b R 321“"
Bt (%) g ITH AT o Bde s B AR 4 g""“ P E % - 41IR38= mg e
AL E R NIR62 K NEEER Rt 0 A A EHEY P H R
38%(38/(38+62)*100%) 1 1. € 3£ 358 > @ A7 5 % = F 62%(62/(38+62)*100%) 1 . ¢ tE:E M o ¥
o Blde o B R - A FedB T £ (T BB s}‘?iﬁ CEWM FERY R LR
Hiha ) B AT R D A FRR2 g T A o gt o B Y TR -
48%(48/(48+52)*100%) 4 A e s = & & > @ AT 5 % % = § 52%(52/(48+52)*100%)ik 4" fie 5 = &
§ o — AT ﬁf;ﬁ;;ﬁ g gl RN | mg & TLE-d e ¥k At 2% (paired-sample t test)
AT LKA S G p<.05e - A F%Fr»;;ﬁ SR BB R BT Rk SN Y g S
P B #ed 2 # 8 -T 3538k (Independent-Sample t Test) & & 47 » I 2% da 7 su3t & p< .05 -

10



=oboge

3 5=

1.

o

o F.‘- é*i-

BERudm (FRRAER)

‘:‘J-i - FEHT AR

AR REARY oA - KT FREF RRRARARA RPE T 47 A ML A7
BIEAS A EGEY 0 B g R g A A Y 5 50.34%149.66% - 1R LY S
274% > ¥t B % B 0 1(107)=1.293,p> .05 d p 5 ko A LR G S - LFKHE
FRERET AR ENEZEZGEAR T REF G EEmARELA -
hipA AL gEY A f*‘*—“ﬁr’f%\ﬁa’f'z“ ¢ £ IR % 550.26%7-49.74% > L W 5
2.99% > $3rd SRR T 0 1(107)= 917, p> .05 o B F ko F ERHGE - LG
.:ang.«é'z‘fr' IR EILFFE T bR R T REFLAEF TSR RLA o
ERED L FEY 08 g EE T R A A B 5 40.97%1050.03% » R LY S
3.91% > A3t i%@f’mmyu%7p>%o_w~x FERIHE - HEE
FUEREY AR ENEFEEWEAR T REF G EiE AR RLA -
BRAES A g wwﬂg%ﬁnwﬁ&yféﬁimaJﬁwgmﬁﬂOM%’%ﬁg
v 53.86% > Myt k%A o 1(107)=-.082,p>.05¢-d pF k> FEAlHE- &
REFWEE NRHE PO FF T AR IR ﬁ;ﬂ&ﬁwj‘ dFARELE -

b5 A §REAY o ERAPAREALELFBES o 8T FREE £ HHMA R
fed 3 & & i 7

BFLAAERY B R RF RSN RARLE S AR £ AL

5] 5 .68%71.53% > 52 £ 4 %] 5 5.48%% 5.99% « A - g EY 0 A g st

g HEEBEARI P ARE T £ AMEL R A5 .07%f.07% > B8 X 4wk

7m%ﬁ7n%ozfﬁ%*%@w’gé FHA AR L 1(214)=57,p>.05 & e

T A AMLELU214)=84,p>.05 9 gk FHEFFAHELAL WA - &
CRERET A MART AR T izn@ﬁzﬂgmg;a

Fivi-FHTARE
hA A EREERY - REHREL ARRY FR- - R FEREF ERBERARAR

¥3

£ echd |eniL B2
ﬁ—%wyﬁw%&@¥ﬁﬁ—%—&rgmﬁﬁ54gﬂé,ﬁwg;iﬁ 2214
%%%%mbJFMM%MﬁSW%’ﬂ$;*“4%%oi#f%*%@f’uwy
-10.20, p<.001 - d g+ 5 %k » FEiEL *ﬁﬁfﬁ% %r?mﬁiﬁaxgﬂﬂ:w
%ﬁ?ﬁzﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁiﬂv

B PRESEE KRR FY - - T EREEA L R B R R A
fed 3 & ¢ 2o W 544.42%F55.58% » R X S 4.48% - Bt R % W%’%%
=-9.65,p<.001-d st 5 %k » fFEs jﬁﬁ?ﬁ%—%rgmgﬁvﬁ g£ir o
REFIAMELNFF s &7 R RALA -

BA A gRERY > ERFFARELALTIHT - Rl dnigr Fo- - &

(]
()

iﬁ%ﬁ%#%%ﬂﬁbwﬁaiéﬁiﬁ*ii°

Bo- g RAE RALR Y F B - R - B FHEE A X Y 0 A g g
etk A B W) 5 43.05%1056.95% 0 R AL Y 55.29% 0 st Y sk kR 0 1(29) =
-720,p<.001 - d ptf ok > F ERPGL Y EEL JIE P FR - BT FRE T

11



FBAEEY NREFITIHEEZEWBERLA -

® - Iiﬁﬁ'j’}ii,j‘iffufﬁﬁ—'ﬁk’i’ x“"’ﬁ*—ﬁ"r‘g?ﬁ,;—g,—‘ﬁﬁ LEFEE A ,«gw,—kxm/\
fes &4 AmA “41;343 26%4r56.74% » ¥ £ % 5 5.24% 5 st F s % B 0 1(29)
=-7.05,p<.0l-d gt 5 i 3 gt 0g 4 e E A _iﬁ,’éﬂfﬁ_ﬁ? &R Jxﬁg«
FAgEY 4'%,¥?m2#€4\ﬁ Fredimi Ao

® - l:ﬁIFLE""/f-ii,f‘:,f‘fuf%q*—*Ffléi’—fi%{gi—ié,’;ng’Fiu;—;ﬂﬁAgu:‘ ,51+§€éiﬁﬁqg
etk E B W] 5 45.42%154.58% o R A W 5 2.86% 0 ALt E Bk S S EEor 0 1(29) =

BI9P< O d o5 ko 3 AR E AU BEL SRR R T FRE G
R NRIHESEGEFRER  F A BARIREF LA -
o - ;;ﬁgéﬁ_i g B H F]E FRE- B FREY A E g; PR g Fr’jm/\

Fod¥ = & 4 4 34 b 5 45.58%7r54.42% » 1R £ ¥ 5 3.25% 0 suitd % B 0 1(29)
=-745,p<0lcd p gk » FLRIBAFPELIRBRT FE- LT FRBF W
< 5',.;,_,, ,,%z#f;ﬁé\gfa FRIEAR AFF TS RN REFALA -

() Eﬁ%ﬁ&gﬁﬂvﬁﬁg%jﬁ&%g%%%%ﬂﬁﬂfﬁﬁﬁféﬁ%ﬂiﬂ&
w] %.13.91%7r 13.49% > {38 £ % 10.57%2 10.48% - A3 E - HEHEY B g
T B g %%m;ﬂﬁﬁﬁ% £ AALB AL 9.17% r 8.84% £ £
AEJFSH%EGSH@mﬁL*~4%%7’gﬁﬂﬂ$%ﬂ%£§¢6&:2m2Wa%’
AP T b RRLR G H(58)=2.061 0 p<.05- d B f ko faEF AR E LA H
W Ed far Fg-4r Fm:é-;é':é:éﬁséﬂfré‘ﬁoé‘ £ PRRNREF

FITFEALE -
RELIE
ﬂ,L/{ﬂ;i‘“;‘J-iifIKﬁ fev__ ﬁiﬁ%@‘kﬁ A g—z
® LA @A rd REMRE S BB EA L g O PNRE R DE EER

%mfgﬁﬁﬁiiéamo
© AHFTIRELEINS o Rr FRIEF fRRBIR AT LS P RL
%‘I.{IF’}Lﬂ o

PHEALEERT O AW REFARIET B A L g R A RE SRS
ENEAE & S e R i‘u{’ ) f:"_g;f;.—%" 2T NI EEE 0 FNE - Y AR A AR B A
k&@%ié@mﬁﬁﬁQMMw%g P % % ¥ (author) ~ & L% 1 3 (principal) o A ¥
ERETORELBHNA R FNEEREHARARYEF 44 PRI o

LLEHW‘:‘—L%T}IR,#"MIikN 3"bl§'*'£.l;?—-¥£‘,n. 3 2 ﬁ

* “ﬁmiﬁ’”@%%ﬁ'%”Wﬂ*5‘€“6’*ﬁ&%mzﬂi HERE A

ﬁ“]lé’: £d LIEER o
® LARPEUFAfed RR L RESHHEL FRRY FE- BT FREENA A EE
P N ESARE e Eme s A A AR o
¢ FRFFIRILRITHORL JFARY G2 - Lr B L R
w3 &3 mz\»ﬁL IREFOAHELER o
R =y gprﬂﬁ&mii‘\);ﬂ}f%"@‘ﬁélf_ﬁ’ PR jﬁﬁ‘ TR ¢

%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%piémam REF A HRLE o4 R |
SREBERT - BV FRGEEHEL R F OIS b ¢ sretien o 2 &

"'S\-\

12



¢ o REE T EH T HEFEL LT REA P & (e, Farrier, et al., 1985; Light,
Collier, & Parnes, 1985b, Muller & Soto, 2002) - Pﬁfii‘v A ES A X gL R
¥ Buzolich v Wiemann (1988)5%= ¢ %% 4p & o ¥ v e r]a (DA 4 g adgd 2 4
wen7 5 (Damico, et al., 1999); ()R E ¢ ¢ jF Epf et @ hser % F e ad 5008 >
BER B PGS EBR 2 FAm L { F 5 2f# (Bloch & Beeke, 2008; Buzollch&Wlemann
1988) » G E €35F § @R Y #rpF > AL B { § hR AL (Light, et al., 1985b;
Muller & Soto, 2002) < f§ H k> REDEREF T iRFEL 5 g EEhm o LT 5 etk
AR R "HEW®E | (Buzolich & Wiemann, 1988) ¥ - * & - ' 2EEE S Aepu
P mER G T §F 247 M &M 3 (Buzolich & Lunger, 1995, Farrier, etal.,
1985; McCoy, Bedros1an Hoag, & Johnson, 2007) o %] » *g 2 géé—’ﬁ? TS d22)
FEE R LA S S

3R

ALY - BRI L AR RERFORFERT R AL ek R FEA L g3
ST RARE RS L EFY FFADEARD R R AFTEREDERE Y AR TERED
BT i bR R8s e A an 3 ¢ 0§ BT B & s (Hawthorne Effect)
T g MEF T H €357 5 (Light, 1988; Wrench, 2008) ; ~ i}u—i’\;;b s WO ATE P ot AR
% a% NI g HE 1T 5 o

%

13



%ﬁpiﬁﬁ%@?iwﬁﬁﬁ\éﬁpﬁB%Tﬁ»ﬁxé%aﬁﬁé@”%
ﬁ(?ﬂi+¢%wA$~&a~%m~%§*é—ﬁ%%1?ﬁﬁ0‘{@£
Eugmd g2y R AR FRAABFHPERE  F- KL o
L Ay r FERP-Ep AR - ZSFDPRIERIT- FEFTR
W=
[0 A p 4% (G > 121100 5 5 '2)
[] 75%4% <
(] Flexf %@ %7
(] 2 & k7
P

2. YRR LI LS R IR
we e s Oawdzf BERY D
_,? t e EE Y 2 c‘ [

J}ii@ D :J[i% |:|/r'\=}\tl .jji
H o0 (2100 F 5°2)

3. FF lﬁﬁlﬁéq}‘*‘ﬁﬁrﬁ %5_ }_g%@i{—»

E (HEBAESETRL2 RAETH

500 F 5 ')
$W€£M

Behenp 3 poa RAEH o & d 2473 38 R HE ST T owg (stuttering) B & (5] 4 o
Leahy, 2004, 2008) > ¥ h i % ()4 > Walsh, 2007) > =% 3% Jz (aphasia) # % (] 4v >
Damico, et al., 1999; Simmons-Mackie, et al., 2004; Towey & Pettit, 1980) 7 ¢ & sc
Ao MRS E & B 3

- AR BESAT §ERER I R S BT E S R TP AN
r‘;?wfix% F G EAF SN (T F T h )

- N Lhﬁﬂig\;%:ﬁ:ﬁ_‘ﬁ f“"—-ﬁt&\"”w‘:ﬁ_‘;—é'—%zﬁ gflﬂ s 18 TFBE'{IE_‘E‘??

feengf 3 & ¢ EApiueno MY SRR BT AL REET €

3 LLﬁ;{ﬁ—’%? °

= > thﬁﬂfé‘i%%\;%ﬁilﬁa— AT ;P@Fémg —?;.I'ZFE',&%JL £ 83 7 g_g;/%@;d_ g;‘;%i

;ﬁi%'fr’é} ]ﬁa‘?ﬁ’;}b; & & IR o

14



P ‘gp‘éjﬁﬁ&fﬁ%

VEZ RS - v R g kA Ros i
FT A DL RATRRT  REONFEEL J AR H 8- o T
HOERARNREF I HILRDPE -

ISP AR R HEE SRR F AR

L4 AME - T FRBEDEEE DR

[e]

RHhELEEED
l}Lp%gig_%?q’gJﬁ: g R M FE

22

Fo o BAKTEFEETIORFANRY BT & 00 SR
s A ¥ mg S A SRV jl\bbﬁg,r.]%‘ B /r-]%‘lﬁ g p‘;ﬂb *
HIRTE o

S gﬁﬂﬁ%éw;ﬁférfwﬂé%é}%%f%éé'*ﬁﬁ”ﬁ”%ﬁ’i"“" ®
ﬁ/% “'L‘l T A

FHf et

= At 3

15



34

Bloch, S., & Beeke, S. (2008). Co-constructed f;lk in the conversations of people with
dysarthria and aphasia. C/inical Linguistics & Phonetics, 22(12), 974-990.

Bloch, S., &Wilkinson, R. (2004). The understandability of AAC: A conversation analysis study
of acquired dysarthria. Augmentative and Alternative Communication, 20(4), 272 - 282.

Buzolich, M. J., & Lunger, J. (1995). Empowering system users in peer training. Augmentative
and Alternative Communication, 11(1), 3T - 48.

Buzolich, M. J., & Wiemann, J. M. (1988). Turn taking in atypical conversations: The case
of the speaker/augmented-communicator dyad. Journal of Speech, and Hearing Research,
31(1), 3-18.

Clark, H. H. (1996). Using language. New York, NY: Cambridge University Press.

Collins, S., & Markova, I. (1999). Interaction between impaired and unimpaired speakers:
Inter-subjectivity and the interplay of culturally shared and situation specific
knowledge. British Journal of Social Psychology, 38(4), 339-368.

Damico, J. S., Oelschlaeger, M., & Simmons-Mackie, N. (1999). Qualitative methods in aphasia
research: Conversation analysis. Aphasiology, 13(9), 667 - 679.

Elder, J. H. (1999). Videotaped behavioral observations: Enhancing validity and reliability.
Applied Nursing Research, 12(4), 206-209.

Farrier, L. D., Yorkston, K. M., Marriner, N. A., & Beukelman, D. R. (1985). Conversational
control in nonimpaired speakers using an augmentative communication system.
Augmentative and Alternative Communication, 1(2), 65 - T73.

Goffman, E. (1981). Forms of talk. Philadelphia, PA: University of Pennsylvania Press.

Goodwin, C. (1995). Co-constructing meaning in conversations with an aphasic man. Research
on Language and Social Interaction, 28(3), 233-260.

Kagan, A., Black, S. E., Duchan, J. F., Simmons-Mackie, N., & Square, P. (2001). Training
volunteers as conversation partners using "Supported Conversation for Adults With
Aphasia" (SCA): A controlled trial. Journal of Speech, Language, and Hearing Research,
44(3), 624-638. doi: 10.1044/1092-4388(2001/051)

Kent-Walsh, J., & McNaughton, D. (2005). Communication partner instruction in AAC: Present
practices and future directions. Augmentative and Alternative Communication, 21(3),
195 - 204.

Kraat, A. W. (1985). Communication interaction between aided and natural speakers: A state
of the art report. Toronto: Canadian Rehabilitation Council for the Disabled.
Leahy, M. M. (2004). Therapy talk: Analyzing therapeutic discourse. Language, Speech, and

Hearing Services in Schools, 35(1), 70-81.

Leahy, M. M. (2008). Multiple voices in Charles Van Riper’ s desensitization therapy.
International Journal of Language and Communication Disorders, 43(S1), 69-80.
Light, J. C. (1988). Interaction involving individuals using augmentative and alternative

communication systems: State of the art and future directions. Augmentative and
Alternative Communication, 4(2), 66 — 82.
Light, J. C., Collier, B., & Parnes, P. (1985a). Communicative interaction between young

16



nonspeaking physically disabled children and their primary caregivers: Part I-
Discourse patterns. Augmentative & Alternative Communication, 1(2), T4-83.

Light, J. C., Collier, B., & Parnes, P. (1985b). Communicative interaction between young
nonspeaking physically disabled children and their primary caregivers: Part I-
Discourse patterns. Augmentative and Alternative Communication, 1(2), T4-83.

McCoy, K. F., Bedrosian, J. L., Hoag, L., & Johnson, D. E. (2007). Brevity and speed of message
delivery trade-offs in augmentative and alternative communication. Augmentative and
Alternative Communication, 23(1), 76 — 88.

McTear, M., & King, F. (1991). Miscommunication in clinical contexts: The speech therapy
interview. In N. Coupland, H. Giles & J. M. Wiemann (Eds.), Miscommunication and
Problematic Talk (pp. 195-214). Newbury Park, CA: Sage Publications.

Muller, E., & Soto, G. (2002). Conversation patterns of three adults using aided speech:
Variations across partners. Augmentative and Alternative Communication, 18(2), 77 -
90.

Nelson, N. W. (1992). Performance is the prize: Language competence and performance among
AAC users. Augmentative and Alternative Communication, 8(1), 3 - 18.

0" Keefe, B. J., & Delia, J. G. (1985). Psychological and interactional dimensions of
communicative development. In H. Giles & R. N. S. Clair (Eds.), Recent advances in
language, communication, and social psychology (pp. 41-85). London: Lawrence Erlbaum.

Schieffelin, B. B., & Ochs, E. (1986). Language socialization. Annual Review of Anthropology,
15, 163-191.

Simmons-Mackie, N., Kingston, D., & Schultz, M. (2004). "Speaking for another": The management
of participant frames in aphasia. American Journal of Speech-Language Pathology, 13(2),
114-1217.

Towey, M. P., & Pettit, J. M. (1980, June 1-b). /lmproving communicative competence in global
aphasia. Paper presented at the Conference on Clinical Aphasiology, Bar Harbor, ME.

Tsai, M.-J. (2009). Conversational Contribution between AAC Users and Typically Speaking
Partners. PhD Doctoral Dissertation, Wichita State University, Wichita, KS.

Walsh, I. P. (2007). Small talk is" big talk" in clinical discourse: Appreciating the value
of conversation in SLP clinical interactions. Topics in Language Disorders, 27(1), 24.

Wiemann, J. M., & Knapp, M. L. (1975). Turn-taking in conversations. 7he Journal of
Communication, 25(2), 75-92.

Wrench, J. S. (2008). Quantitative research methods for communication: A hands-on approach.
New York: Oxford University Press.

34 E,& 5%k 5. (2009). H w0 I #1p Rop T Ak 2 3F ¢ FF A 7. [AStudy of Turn-Taking
Competence in Preschoolers with Asperger Syndrome]. #% % 5 # 7= 2° 7/, 34(2), 47-72.

hE%.(2008). AR gE T FEY K 275 AL, 4% 5. Available from Airiti
AiritiLibrary database.

M t.(2007). LA R ESS 27 FHFAEY 782~ F4, £ 8F# 5. Available from
Airiti AiritiLibrary database.

BA L, & T F.(2009). w4 B RATL T M Al Bt BAET. < £# 19(2), 199-209.

17



RAL gt pmd g SR T4

p#:2013/10/29

B g

PE LA W R MO R * K g AT

PEAFA ETG

3% % 101-2410-H-040-011- BMALRE: HRARY

EEE SR HA T




10l FREHFETFHEFLT SR EL

PHEIFELFEEG

33 %5 0 101-2410-H-040-011-

h LA (MO R P K g A

g i R CF ©ow
A ER I
4 %37 REedd s | FERF | g TP TR
B (s |Ik(z 75 AL = | B S
fegr) | ) #H oo o= ¥ ...
%)
4 0 0 100%
_ B 5 AR 2 B 2 |0 0 100%
W F T
i g% 0 0 100%
P 0 0 100%
o1 : ?i_é g 0 0 100% .
S T 0 0 100%
sl i g 0 0 100% “
B
¥4 0 0 100% S
R 0 0 100%
ggrrd L4 [Baa 0 0 100% L
(&) [ELuFsh 0 0 100% B
P 0 0 100%
PR
DEIE 3 6 70% ff'?“ LR
e Eie P AR 0 0 100% h
B | 6 100%
P 0 0 100% 2 /%
o4 s 0 0 100% "
s T 0 0 100%
# 0 0 100% £
B I
¥4 0 0 100% +a
R 0 0 100%
gorh A4 |1 0 0 100% L
=X
(HRE) [ELegEsE |0 0 100%
P 0 0 100%




H@ A5
ESERRE ST S A
5 hoyE B s d S
(C:- R A
AT A R R
IR R A
EE 2 LM EE
BRI F AR

}ljo)

£ #F ¥ = W% ¥ 7 -International Journal of Language & Communication
Disorders-% & % R

o I S E LY

’i X538 P

[l
1%
%‘\
2
=
F
¥
R
==
P

#R%EL S(7 FRredn)

/e

Re|grga epe A1 8

21

Fi

2 ye s IR

R LI

3
1
4e
g |FiHE/ iy
i
p

PEASHAEZ 2 (BR) Ak

OO O OO O o (o




FREET LR G H R A AR i T

LR bl S i

PR R kL R g
(ﬁk-@ it AN E i A 2 A S E o B

B FhE-AHFELT ) LT
Eagi gAY R AL FRAACFHBES - F- FEFR o

L RPN FE R R PR E YRR

3l-

2
.xiz\ﬂﬁ'—
R p 4% (F#P > 121100 3 5'2)
L% 5% % pe
(I51%3 % ¢ 8
[J# & R 7]
G
2. PR Rk n BT A A IR
we e gd agdz~5% BERY L&
B e &® O0¢ 50 E&
'ﬁ:ﬁ D J}iﬁ D/r’?’xﬂ .jli
w1 (12100 3 5 2)
3 y 2T {2 g

BT FRENEREE AR

Ll Tk CRE s TEURECR § 2 Ll i
E(HEact SR A2 R AR EBENE-H
500 F 3 *2)

FHE L

ety paw RE* F 3 &5 L4773 58 R $EH o oef (stuttering) B % (54 » Leahy,
2004, 2008) > * Rk B % (&4 Walsh, 2007) > fv4 3%z (aphasia) i % (4 > Damico, et
al., 1999 : Simmons-Mackie, et al., 2004 ; Towey & Pettit, 1980):¢ 3&ac 4 o ¢t
PRy gisad & 2e 5.

- A RGBS E BTSN SR A R T A A SR

g AR S (T BT RS )

S M AR ERA B MU FREE Y 0 B PIROE ER R i S
AR LT X R RBKELEFF T ELRBEEF§Ha 4 W RDAT o

EoOMFEIVESRER- RO FRBOEEATRERT I BT EFEEH/IA

FERE PR
Ej'&ﬁja? B ’i— g ET‘JZ\'E;L°

B GRARAORELBHNS Co T FREE N R R RS T &
Eﬁ.ﬁ;ﬁ?\ ;_E FJ_E % 5 ,E i—]-'%"#’ﬁlzlf_xg J‘< l(,bfé # Fj l”h’—— —13;";‘:" ﬁ%ié‘é‘%{ E‘J’jgé’é%\‘ IEJ:I’,IEJ%E%] i‘};{:

AR

C T R R R ki Jﬂ" MILPE EE A RGBSy 5 £ LR

kg

%)




Tk €& P E s
PRV RNTRE LR g

¥ BARTEXFEFTTIORFAARYFT A A TR R RS A &

Foo BARTEFEFTORFLAEL R FTORERT LB PR e
: _

+ =L 5=
'ﬁ—ﬁ.gﬁr”;b% °




