A brief, mostly visual,
history of AVSP con‘erences
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Brief timeline

Dodd & Campbell’s
Hearing by Eye, 1987

“Speechreading by Man and
Machine” held at the Chateau
de Bonas, France, 1995

1st AVSP, 1997,
Greece (satellite
Eurospeech)

“The Multiple Senses of
Speech Perception” at
ICSLP, USA, 1996

Talking Head Website, 1998
Rubin & Vatikiotis-Bateson

http://www.haskins.yale.edu/featured/

heads/contents.html

2nd AVSP,
1998,

Australia

(satellite
ICSLP)

AVISA (the Auditory-Visual
Speech Association), 1998
2nd ISCA SIG



Speechreading by Man and Machine” held at the
Chateau de Bonas, France, 1995

“They don’t do conferences like this anymore”
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How many can you recognize?




Word clouds — based on the published papers
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