Research into profoundly deaf children’s English language comprehension and expression
Marilyn Peterson, on the basis of research data on 36 children 5 to 11 years old, stated: “It is very apparent to me that children receiving Cued Speech surpass the majority of signing and oral children in verbal language skills.”

Marilyn Bourne Peterson, M.A., deaf educator/speech therapist at the Houston Ear Research Foundation for three years, tested more than 75 profoundly deaf children for the cochlear implant center where she worked.  She compiled data on a subgroup (36 children who were in the age range of 5 to 11 years) based on the results of three tests that measure proficiency with the American-English language.  These included an informal question test, the Maryland Syntax Evaluation Instrument (MSEI), and the Expressive One Word Picture Vocabulary Test (EOWPVT).  She tabulated the results for those children who met the following criteria on at least one of the three measures, children who:

1.   Answered the question forms with at least 85% accuracy.

2.  Formulated at least six perfect sentences (of 10 possible) on the MSEI.

3.  Achieved at least the 20th percentile on the EOWPVT.

Of the 36 children whose scores Ms. Peterson used, 20 customarily received some form of signed English (most SEE-2), seven Cued Speech, and nine the speechreading (oral/aural) approach.  Since the EOWPVT was normalized on children through 11 years old, older children were not included in this study.  Ms. Peterson’s findings:

1.   Most of the children receiving cues did well on all three tests.

2.  Only 12 of the 36 children had at least one “high” score.

Three of 20 signers, six of seven cuers, and three of nine oral children met the criterion level for at least one of the three test measures:


Question Test
EOWPVT
MSEI

                                                             (Vocabulary)              (Sentences)


6/7 (86%) of the cuers
4/5 (80%) of cuers
5/7 (71%) of cuers

1/8 (13%) of oral
2/9 (22%) of oral
1/9(11%) of oral

3/18 (17%) of signers
2/20(10%) of signers
1/20(5%) of signers




Ms. Peterson comments:

“It is very apparent to me that children receiving Cued Speech surpass the majority of signing and oral children in verbal language skills.  Additionally, I have been pleasantly amazed to witness the early ages (5 and 6 years) at which some profoundly deaf children have achieved superior language proficiency via Cued Speech.  I have not witnessed this advanced level of American-English language achievement with young children receiving language via other methodologies.”

Ms. Peterson concludes by explaining that her teaching background was primarily with signing:

“Prior to my employment at the cochlear implant center I taught/assessed hearing-impaired children for 11 years in a Total Communication program.  I was a firm believer in the importance, for both parents and teachers, of signing (and speaking simultaneously) each and every word and morphological ending.  But, as time passed, I became increasingly frustrated by the limitations of signed/spoken English. Specifically:

a)  nothing intrinsic in the sign helps the child pronounce the word or even know how many syllables it contains; 

b)  the phonics approach to reading cannot be used without excessive use of additional, time-consuming steps; 

c)  often the same sign has to be used for different words (e.g., choose/pick); 

d)  often a word does not have any sign assigned to it and has to be fingerspelled. Prior to accepting the necessity of fingerspelling the word, however, one has to go to the effort of looking up the word in one or more sign books only to discover that it must be fingerspelled;

e)  more than 95% of parents of deaf children in signing programs are poor signers and fail to contribute significantly to the language development of their deaf children.

I began using Cued Speech as a supplementary tool in my Total Communication classroom my last two years and found it to be extremely helpful.  My students liked Cued Speech, too.  However, it was not until I came to the Houston Ear Research Foundation and assessed children exposed solely to Cued Speech that I came to grasp its true potential for allowing the profoundly deaf child total access to our language.”

Peterson, Marilyn B (1991) Houston Ear Research Foundation

In The Cued Speech Resource Book for Parents of Deaf Children Dr Cornett and Mary Elsie Daisey comment:  Ms. Peterson’s use of Cued Speech as a “supplementary tool” is typical of the practice of using Cued speech in Total Communication programs for (only) speech therapy and reading/English or introduction of new vocabulary.  As she explains, this produces some favorable results, but does not reflect the potential of Cued Speech.

Taken from The Cued Speech Resource Book for Parents of Deaf Children by Dr R Orin Cornett, Ph.D. & Mary Elsie Daisey, M.Ed.
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