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	(Writer standing by.) 
>> SPEAKER:  Hi.  I'm Laura T. Petersen, and I work at the California School for the Deaf in Fremont, which is in northern California.  I'm a 0 to 5 educational consultant.  I provide support to families all over northern California.  Marla Hatrak, my co‑presenter, wasn't able to be here.  I think she's in Hawaii.  Oh, I'm sorry, she's in Cabo.  Marla is a researcher at USCD San Diego.  Marla's in the process of receiving her doctorate, and one of her projects was to establish a Language Policy.  She and I started working together with a large group of people on the project.  The goal of Language Policy is a state‑wide policy that ensures that all deaf children have a strong foundational first language, to ensure that they enter kindergarten ready academically, to prepare professionals who are working with deaf children to understand language potentials and what it can be once the children reach kindergarten age, and the overarching goal is that each deaf kid should be able to do whatever they want to do, to reach their potential, and the reason we need a Language Policy is because we have the newborn hearing screening, which has been in place since 2000, we have cochlear implants, but we're still finding that deaf kids are behind when they reach school age.  
So, we're seeing the same comments from different individuals, starting from 1964, 1988, 1989, and as recent as 2016.  We are struggling in how to deal with kids that are falling behind academically.  So, we're not doing something right, obviously.  That's where the concept of a Language Policy came to be, to ensure that each child has a language foundation and they are kindergarten‑ready.  The current situation is that students are delayed in their academics.  Deaf children of deaf parents typically do better in reading and writing, and only 25 percent of children have parents who can sign.  People who typically focus on spoken language only have their poster children, deaf children who can speak proficiently, and some kids with hearing aids and cochlear implants do acquire spoken language.  They do, but it's a small percentage.  We also have our deaf of deaf kids, who acquire language and are exposed to language from day one, and they are typically successful.  So, those are our poster kids, right?  But what about the 80 percent of kids who are in the middle?  We're not focusing on them and what works for all kids.  I think, in the past, cochlear implants were the be all end all.  They were going to resolve all of the issues, and if you were here for our previous presentation, you saw some information that we presented about this.  The results of cochlear implants, they are not linked to automatic success for children who are implanted.  The NIH, the National Institute of Health, made a statement that they feel the investment in cochlear implants would actually save money for education, but I don't think that's what we're seeing.  
Any questions?  And, so, cochlear implants are not the only answer for most kids.  We typically have a choose one or the other, choose ASL or spoken English.  How about we do and?  Let's add and to our vocabulary.  So, if you add American Sign Language, American Sign Language does not hurt the children, children who have American Sign Language and cochlear implants can learn to speak and look the same as their hearing peers.  Exposing children to ASL early will actually bridge to another language and help the children achieve on an academic level that they should be.  It will influence their reading as well.  So, the urgency with this is because research is showing if children don't have language by the age of 5, then they will have a lifelong delay, and there's no reason that we have to have that.  So, the why the Language Policy has been developed is what we've been doing is has it been successful historically, and the Language Policy also hopes to work with professionals.  We typically have facets of those who, professionals working in the spoken language field, professionals working in the sign language field, and never shall they meet.  We're not getting the same information.  That's the current situation, and that needs to change.  The credentials for Teachers of the Deaf and speech language pathologists are very broad.  I think someone told me recently one bylaw has a one‑mile wide, one‑inch deep requirement, so the requirements for a Teacher of the Deaf for the age of 0 and the age of 22 are the same, you have to be able to teach all of them.  
So, it's the same for SLPs, you have to know how to work with babies and people who have had strokes.  We're missing the foundational knowledge of language acquisition at the critical period.  Often, professionals have limited interaction with deaf adults or other deaf children, they're only interacting with the kids at their school, they're not aware of other individuals who are deaf out in the world, and sometimes, because of that, the expectations are lowered for children who are deaf.  We want professionals telling parents that they need to raise their expectations for their children.  So, you can see the quote up on the screen.  Speech pathologists are surprised that many people don't know the difference between speech and language, and then another father who said that his oldest child, who can hear, the teacher was talking about it's important to read and get exposure to language, and then when they had a deaf daughter, no one talked about exposure to language.  We need to have a more standardized system for the parents.  
So, that's why we have a Language Policy Task Force.  We include professionals, parents, educators, early interventionists, community advocates, people who are members of the Deaf community.  The California Association for the Deaf provides support for funding for that project and that program.  Our task force has, we've had two meetings thus far, we have another one scheduled for the end of April.  So, our vision is to try to get all of the players on the same page, to figure out what the best policy might be, what the best guidelines might be for professionals and for parents.  So, what we want is to unify best practices, provide accurate information, for professionals, parents and policymakers, meaning the legislation.  Sometimes, the legislators are not aware of the unique needs of deaf children.  Deafness is a low incidence population, so many legislators don't even have them on the radar, and we want academic success for not the bottom 10 percent or the two ends of the continuum, we want it for the middle kids who aren't receiving our focus.  You can't see the quote by Frederick Douglas.  It says, "it's easier to build strong children than repair broken men."  I wonder, from the different states who are here today, if any of you actually have a Language Policy already in place or best practices.  Yes, you do?  Which state are you from?
>> SPEAKER:  It's not state‑wide.  It's not, I don't know if I need to stand up or use my voice.  I'll let the interpreter interpret for me. 
(Off mic.) 
>> SPEAKER:  Massachusetts has a great collaboration.  Do any of you, are any of you familiar with state bill 210 in California?  It's the Lead K law.  Yes?  So, part of the establishment of the Language Policy is related to state bill 210 and the hopes that we will develop a state‑wide deaf mentoring program.  So, we're in process, it's not done yet, so when Marla submitted this presentation, she thought we would be done, but it's much more complex than was originally envisioned, so it's in process, and we have two representatives who are related to Lead K, and also on the Language Policy Task Force, Julia Rems‑Smario from California Association for the Deaf, and Sherry Arina, who's the director of the Northern California, what is it?  Services for the Deaf and Hard of Hearing.  Any questions?  I was hoping that this could be a little bit more interactive today.  Yes?
(Off mic.) 
>> SPEAKER:  Would you like to answer that? 
>> SPEAKER:  Well, there's a lot of research.
>> SPEAKER:  So, which state are you from? 
(Off mic.)
>> SPEAKER:  Oregon?  So, I think you're experiencing the same problem that we are in California.  Sometimes, I've met SLPs here who are new and young and very open‑minded, wanting to learn about the new research, but we struggle with the same thing.  So, are you aware of VL2, Visual Language, Visual Learning?  It's a research center at Gallaudet.  Laura Ann Petito, her work is being done through that lab.  She has a lot of videos that she shares and disseminates to individuals, so that's one way that you can share the information as to what's happening currently in the research.  Are there any SLPs in the room with us today?  Do you want to respond? 
(Off mic.)
>> SPEAKER:  That's a great idea.  Yes, you have a question?
(Off mic.) 
>> SPEAKER:  Oh, you're Lead K?  Yeah.  Great. 
(Off mic.) 
>> SPEAKER:  Yes.  I'll repeat the question.  So, the question was, she is from Kansas, who recently passed a Lead K law, and she's wondering if the Language Policy that we're creating, how it actually connects to Lead K.  So, the Language Policy is in support of Lead K.  It's a separate development, but it's in support of Lead K, and the hope is that we can use the Language Policy to have something published to influence more people.  That's a great question.  Any other questions?  I'm happy to share any information that I have.  I think that we need to stop being so divisive and work collaboratively instead.  I'm happy to share what information that I have so that if you'd like to, I mean, what we're doing in our state and yours, I'm here to help.  Thank you so much for being here. 
(Applause.) 
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