Instructions for Using Kurzweil 3000 at Smith College
	Launch the Kurzweil 3000 program by double-clicking on the Kurzweil icon [image: image1.png]My Computer Listof Neison
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 on the desktop.

This will bring up the screen seen to the right in figure 1.  

In the “License Type” window, click the down arrow to the right of “Kurzweil 3000 Color Professional 11.0” to open the dropdown menu in figure 2.  (below)
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Figure 1

	
	

	If you are just using Kurzweil to open files that have already been converted.  Please select the “Kurzweil 3000 Learn Station 11.0” option.

If you will be either scanning your own materials, or converting PDF files such as from Moodle, please select the “Kurzweil 3000 B/W Professional 11.0” option.

Only if you need to scan or convert from a color file, should you select the “Kurzweil 3000 Color Professional 11.0” option.  We have a limited number of licenses for each type.  If the  type you select is not available, you can simply make another selection.
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Figure 2

	
	

	In the User Name window, you can type your  first initial and lastname (if this is your first time).   Else, use the dropdown arrow and select your user name from the list, then click the OK button to  launch the Kurzweil software program.

Note: Having your own User Name creates a default folder for you under, “My Documents” (KESI -(Kurzweil 3000 (”User name”.  

Your User Name also saves your individual setting preferences such as reading voice, speed, toolbar settings, etc.  for the next time you launch the program.
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Figure 3


OPENING FILES 
To open a file you can click the “open” icon, or use the File menu ( Open file (or CTRL +O)

The default directory is the folder created for your username and it lives under, “My Documents” (KESI -(Kurzweil 3000 (”User name”.   Or, go to the appropriate location to find the files you want to open.  
If they are new KES files created by ODS, you will first find them by going to the ATL on ‘Rescent’\Home\Users  (this is the H: home drive for the login-- username: ATL and password: ATLAB).  Here you will find a folder named “Spring 2009 Scanned Text” which contains a folder for each course that ODS is scanning materials for.  Find your particular course folder and find the file you want to open. 

 Once opened, please use the “save as” to save to your personal flash drive for future use.  This will ensure that any highlighting, notes, or edits you’ve made to your files will not change and it will ensure that the original file does not get altered.
[image: image5.png]| Page <none>

%, Kurzweil 3000 (.




Sample of an open Kurzweil file
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propriate environment for a cow included, as T had simplypresumed, a
pasture. All of a sudden the absence from their story of that word
seemed weirdly conspicuous. As the literary critics would say, the
writer seemed o be eliding the whole notion of cows and grass. In-
deed, the longer 1 shopped in Whole Foods, the more I thought that
this is a place where the skills of a literary critic might come in
handy—those, and perhaps also a journalist’s.

Woroy Lasss, point-of-purchase brochures, and certification schemes
are supposed to make an obscure and complicated food chain more
legible to the consumer. In the industrial food economy, virtually the
only information that travels along the food chain linking producer and
consumer is price. Just look at the typical newspaper ad for a supermar-
ket. The sole quality on display here is actually a quantity: tomatoes
$0.69 2 pound; ground chuck $1.09 a pound; eggs $0.99 a dozen—
special this week. Is there any other category of product sold on such a
reductive basis? The bare-bones information travels in both directions,
of course, and farmers who get the message that consumers care only.
about price will themselves care only about yield. This is how a cheap
food economy reinforces iself.
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supermarket—is really just an imperfect substitute for direct observa-
tion of how a food is produced, a concession to the reality that most
people in an industrial society haven't the time or the inclination to fol-
low their food back to the farm, a farm which today is apt to be, on av-
erage, fifteen hundred miles away. So to bridge that space we rely on
certifiers and label writers and, to a considerable extent, our imagina-
tion of what the farms that are producing our food really look like. The
organic label may conjure an image of  simpler agriculture, but ts very
existence s an industrial artfact. The question is, what about the farms
themselves? How well do they match the stories told about them?

Taken as a whole, the story on offer in Whole Foods is a pastoral
narrative in which farm animals live much as they did in the books we
read as children, and our fruits and vegetables grow in well-composted
sofls on small farms much like Joel Salatin's. “Organic” on the label
conjures up a rich narrative, even if it s the consumer who fills in most
of the details, supplying the hero (American Family Farmer), the villain
(Agribusinessman), and the literary genre, which I've come to think of
as Supermarket Pastoral. By now we may know better than to believe
this t00 simple story, but not much better, and the grocery store poets do
everything they can to encourage us in our willing suspension of dis-
belief.
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Kurzweil Toolbars
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To show or hide a toolbar, simply click on the leftmost color bar.  

Note in the image below that the Highlighting toolbar (green) and Writing toolbar (blue) are now hidden.
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Reading Toolbar settings:  
Let’s the user control how much Kurzweil highlights as it is reading.
Sample: Continuous by sentence
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2 What do saciologists do?

In any case, there is more emotion involved in antagonistic responses
to sociology than is compatible with an intellectual worry over how
well-defined its field of study may be.

(therefore be fear? Perhaps, however vaguely, there is some sort of
threat implied in subjecting our own social behaviour to academic
scrutiny? This is closer to the mark. If it is at all interesting,
sociological work is bound to unsettle some people some of the time.
Yet anyone who knows anything about sociology will affirm that it is
very far from unsettling all of the people all of the time. There are
some who naively associate sociology with political radicalism, with a
shaggy horde pouring over the barricades to overturn all that every
sensible citizen holds dear. However at least as many sociologists have
been conservatives as radicals, and the probability is that most are
political middle-f-the-roaders in much the same proportion as any
other discipline. It would demand a piece of extended social research
in its own right t0 validate this assertion properly. But no one having
a developed familiarity with the subject is likely to suppose that its
leading traditions of thought are located in a particular corner of the
political spectrum.

No, it is surely not primarily a sense of brooding opposition to the
status quo that can explain the attitude of reserve which sociology
seems to provoke. Maybe it is that sociology is felt to be
unenlightening? Perhaps we tend to feel that we already know enough
about the sources of our own conduct, and that of others in societies
like ours, not to need anything further? Let me put it in a provocative
way. The sociologist, it might be said, is someone who states the
obvious, but with an air of discovery. You might think it unlikely that
anyone who would accept the designation ‘sociologist’ would be at all
happy with this, because it would seem straight away to put him or
her out of a job. In fact I think this is really the nub of the issue, and
it gives particular cogency to the question: What do sociologists do?
Putting the question in a slightly more elaborate form — What kind of

What do sociologists do? 3

some part constitute what it s that they are up to, not contingently,
but as an inherent element of what it is that they are up to. In
addition, human actors have reasons for their actions, reasons that
consistently inform the flow of day-to-day activities. Neither reasons
nor actidentifications need be expressed discursively for them to
govern the content of behaviour. Yet in general I think it valid to hold
that agents virtually all the time know what their actions are, under
some description, and why it is they carry them out. There is a further
consideration. It is intrinsic to human action that, in any given
situation, the agent, as philosophers sometimes say, could have acted
otherwise. However oppressively the burden of particular circum-
stances may weigh upon us, we feel ourselves to be free in the sense
that we decide upon our actions in the light of what we know of
ourselves, the context of our activities, and their likely outcomes. This
feeling is not spurious. For it is arguable that it is analytical to the
concept of agency that the actor in some sense ‘could have done
otherwise' — or could have refrained from whatever course of action
was followed.

These remarks scem doubly to compound the difficulties of
sociology. For the persistent critic may push the argument beyond
that mentioned previously. Not only are sociologists prone to state the
obvious, but they tend to dress up what they have to say in terminology
which seems to deny to agents the freedom of action we know
ourselves to have. They may suggest that what we do is impelled by
social forces, or social constraints, independently of our own volition.
We believe ourselves 10 be acting freely, and in cogaizance of the
grounds of our actions, but really we are moved by compulsions of
‘which we are quite unaware. This sort of claim does ot ring true,
for it transgresses what we feel ourselves to be — in my view rightly
— as human actors. Sociology might therefore seem to be a doubly
redundant discipline, not only telling us what we already know, but
liar in a garb which conceals its proper nature.
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Sample:  Continuous by Line
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In any case, there Is more emotion involved in antagonistic responses

to sociology than is compatible with an intellectual worry over how

well-defined its field of study may be. Could the prompting impulse

it do sociologists do?

threat implied in subjecting our own social behaviour to academic
scrutiny? This is closer to the mark. If it is at all interesting,
sociological work is bound to unsettle some people some of the time.
Yet anyone who knows anything about sociology will affirm that it is
very far from unsettling all of the people all of the time. There are
some who naively associate sociology with political radicalism, with a
shaggy horde pouring over the barricades to overturn all that every
sensible citizen holds dear. However at least as many sociologists have
been conservatives as radicals, and the probability is that most are
political middle-f-the-roaders in much the same proportion as any
other discipline. It would demand a piece of extended social research
in its own right t0 validate this assertion properly. But no one having
a developed familiarity with the subject is likely to suppose that its
leading traditions of thought are located in a particular corner of the
political spectrum.

No, it is surely not primarily a sense of brooding opposition to the
status quo that can explain the attitude of reserve which sociology
seems to provoke. Maybe it is that sociology is felt to be
unenlightening? Perhaps we tend to feel that we already know enough
about the sources of our own conduct, and that of others in societies
like ours, not to need anything further? Let me put it in a provocative
way. The sociologist, it might be said, is someone who states the
obvious, but with an air of discovery. You might think it unlikely that
anyone who would accept the designation ‘sociologist’ would be at all
happy with this, because it would seem straight away to put him or
her out of a job. In fact I think this is really the nub of the issue, and
it gives particular cogency to the question: What do sociologists do?
Putting the question in a slightly more elaborate form — What kind of

What do sociologists do? 3

some part constitute what it s that they are up to, not contingently,
but as an inherent element of what it is that they are up to. In
addition, human actors have reasons for their actions, reasons that
consistently inform the flow of day-to-day activities. Neither reasons
nor actidentifications need be expressed discursively for them to
govern the content of behaviour. Yet in general I think it valid to hold
that agents virtually all the time know what their actions are, under
some description, and why it is they carry them out. There is a further
consideration. It is intrinsic to human action that, in any given
situation, the agent, as philosophers sometimes say, could have acted
otherwise. However oppressively the burden of particular circum-
stances may weigh upon us, we feel ourselves to be free in the sense
that we decide upon our actions in the light of what we know of
ourselves, the context of our activities, and their likely outcomes. This
feeling is not spurious. For it is arguable that it is analytical to the
concept of agency that the actor in some sense ‘could have done
otherwise' — or could have refrained from whatever course of action
was followed.

These remarks scem doubly to compound the difficulties of
sociology. For the persistent critic may push the argument beyond
that mentioned previously. Not only are sociologists prone to state the
obvious, but they tend to dress up what they have to say in terminology
which seems to deny to agents the freedom of action we know
ourselves to have. They may suggest that what we do is impelled by
social forces, or social constraints, independently of our own volition.
We believe ourselves 10 be acting freely, and in cogaizance of the
grounds of our actions, but really we are moved by compulsions of
‘which we are quite unaware. This sort of claim does ot ring true,
for it transgresses what we feel ourselves to be — in my view rightly
— as human actors. Sociology might therefore seem to be a doubly
redundant discipline, not only telling us what we already know, but
liar in a garb which conceals its proper nature.
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Sample: Continuous by Paragraph
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it do sociologists do?

No, it is surely not primarily a sense of brooding opposition to the
status quo that can explain the attitude of reserve which sociology
seems to provoke. Maybe it is that sociology is felt to be
unenlightening? Perhaps we tend to feel that we already know enough
about the sources of our own conduct, and that of others in societies
like ours, not to need anything further? Let me put it in a provocative
way. The sociologist, it might be said, is someone who states the
obvious, but with an air of discovery. You might think it unlikely that
anyone who would accept the designation ‘sociologist’ would be at all
happy with this, because it would seem straight away to put him or
her out of a job. In fact I think this is really the nub of the issue, and
it gives particular cogency to the question: What do sociologists do?
Putting the question in a slightly more elaborate form — What kind of

What do sociologists do? 3

some part constitute what it s that they are up to, not contingently,
but as an inherent element of what it is that they are up to. In
addition, human actors have reasons for their actions, reasons that
consistently inform the flow of day-to-day activities. Neither reasons
nor actidentifications need be expressed discursively for them to
govern the content of behaviour. Yet in general I think it valid to hold
that agents virtually all the time know what their actions are, under
some description, and why it is they carry them out. There is a further
consideration. It is intrinsic to human action that, in any given
situation, the agent, as philosophers sometimes say, could have acted
otherwise. However oppressively the burden of particular circum-
stances may weigh upon us, we feel ourselves to be free in the sense
that we decide upon our actions in the light of what we know of
ourselves, the context of our activities, and their likely outcomes. This
feeling is not spurious. For it is arguable that it is analytical to the
concept of agency that the actor in some sense ‘could have done
otherwise' — or could have refrained from whatever course of action
was followed.

These remarks scem doubly to compound the difficulties of
sociology. For the persistent critic may push the argument beyond
that mentioned previously. Not only are sociologists prone to state the
obvious, but they tend to dress up what they have to say in terminology
which seems to deny to agents the freedom of action we know
ourselves to have. They may suggest that what we do is impelled by
social forces, or social constraints, independently of our own volition.
We believe ourselves 10 be acting freely, and in cogaizance of the
grounds of our actions, but really we are moved by compulsions of
‘which we are quite unaware. This sort of claim does ot ring true,
for it transgresses what we feel ourselves to be — in my view rightly
— as human actors. Sociology might therefore seem to be a doubly
redundant discipline, not only telling us what we already know, but
liar in a garb which conceals its proper nature.
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The Reading Toolbar is also where you can control:
· the speed, WPM (words per minute)

· The size of the image (% increase or decrease)

· And easily move through the pages using the up/down arrows or by typing in the page you want in the text window.
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least (and least edible) of his many crops, and he broughtwone of it to
market. But undergirding the “farm of many faces,” as he calls it, is a
single plant—or rather that whole community of plants for which the
word “grass” is shorthand.

/theme of symbiosis. Salaun is the choreographer and the grasses are his

verdurous stage; the dance has made Polyface one of the most produc-
tive and influential alternative farms in America.
Though it was only the third week of June, the pasture beneath me
had already seen several rotational turns. Before being cut earlier in the
week for the hav that wanld fead .hﬁlr"m'r amimale theaah tha oin _"_I
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Instructions for Scanning directly into Kurzweil
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Scanned Page Size:

This lets you control how much of the scanner bed is used.  If you are scanning a small paperback, you need only scan the portion of the flatbed that is covers.  This speeds up the scanning process by not capturing more image space then necessary.
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Note: you will want to change these setting to match what you are scanning to save scanning time.  For instance, change height to 11.00 in for a standard letter size paper or book.  You can change these both to smaller dimensions if you are scanning a paperback for instance.

Apply Toolbar Sets

[image: image15.png]£, Kurzweil 3000 (mbourbea)
it

Wew Open

carring

ading

11 Test Taking

by Bulding

ting Path





Customize Toolbars:

Allows you to customize what icons appear on each of your toolbars.  You can add as much or as little as you need to use.
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Toolbars:


Red-Main


Yellow-Reading


Green-Study Skills


Blue- Writing














