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Dear Editor:

This letter addresses the following
sentence in the “Mobility redux: Post-
World War Il prosthetics and func-
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tional aids for veterans, 1945 to 2010”
editorial that appeared in JRRD, Vol-
ume 48, Number 2. The sentence on
page xv, second column; “Early test-
ing and rigorous subject feedback
clearly showed that DEKA II’s first
active socket design was not what
patients wanted or needed.” is not
accurate. There is evidence in the his-
torical literature on problematic pros-
thetic sockets. However, user response
to the interface design introduced as
part of the DEKA Arm System in col-
laboration with prosthetists at biode-
signs, Inc (Santa Monica, California)
and Next Step Orthotics and Prosthet-
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ics, Inc (Manchester, New Hamp-
shire) has been quite favorable.

It would be accurate to say “Early
testing and rigorous subject feedback
clearly showed that the active socket
design used as part of the DEKA Arm
System offers significant benefits and
was positively received by research
subjects.”

Sincerely,

Stewart M. Coulter, PhD

Program Manager, DEKA Integrated
Solutions, Manchester, NH
603-669-5139
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