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The last time (Takahashi, 1994) and this time of study are that interaction process analysis
between speech and language disability children and theirs mother and therapist. It guide to
the following considerations.

Adult must read and make the meaning that communicational volition of verbal and
nonverbal performance by child, for interaction is come into existence between child and
adult. Children are the early stage of verbal aquisition who get to communication the aspect
of action, and the communcation indication the function of communication is better than the
verbal communication. The Wetherby’s assessment is effective for autistic children.

And this study guide that if children have not mean their actions, that is made to mean
by adult. So children act next time, they see the same action but that is not same
mean, they have an intention action. Adults must be highly sensitive for children are that act
intention of rare.
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in S—child and his mother.
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Fig. 1. The continuation frequency of turn - taking
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Fig. 2. The continuation frequency of turn—taking
in N —child and therapist.
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