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in May 1998 ro rhc Advisor,v C-ouncil of rhc Na_
tional lnsrirute on Dcafncss and Other C.r_rnuni-
cation Disorders: "It has now bcen demonstrared

*-":.d. long-term benefits of cochlcar i-pl"",;;;
childrcn are not .lirnircd to spcech ...ogrri,ion U;.
1rcnd, i 1to 

dramltica.lf f i mprovcd la n g"uage learn-

ig,Tj l""g:"Se lkills,i In a recent survcv, parenc
or l/o rmptanrcd childrcn pcrccived rhar: (l) 44
pcrcent of thc children had grearcr rhan 70 xrccnr
opcn speech discrimination Ging sound 

"lon" "ri,hno visual clues), (2) 6l pcrccnt o'f ,n..niUr.n lrJ
gTY,!i" 50 pcrccnr open spccch discriminarion,
a.nd (JJ U4 percent ofthc children had grearer rhan
40 percenr open specch discriminarion.{

Bccausc cochlcar implants havc rhc porential to
arnelrorare or eliminare ramifications of deafness,
thry are_opposed by DeaFculturir,r, *t,o ui.*.Coro
to "curc" deafircss or ameliorate its effccrs as an im-
monl means of killing Deaf culrure.

The theory of Deaf culrure is primarily prcmised
on a shared languxss-,4rn.r i ."n Sign'tngu;g.
(ASL), Individrials"*ho communicate via ASL
cleaily do speak a differenr language. American Sign
Language is visual ,ath.. th"n*rpJk.", *i,t ;,, .ri"
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Deaf Culture,
Cochlear I-plants, and
Elective Disabiliry
b y  B O N N I E  P O T T R A S  T U C K E R

ft +{rs€_of€eehharimpl

debate' Members and proponents of Deaf culture vigorousry oppose implants both as a seriously invasive
treatment of dubious efficacy and as a threat to Deaf culture. some find these arguments persuasive;
others do not' And in tfris contert arise questions about the extent to which individuals with disabilities may
decline treatments to ameliorate disabling conditrons. When they do so, to what eKent may they call upon
society to provide supportive services and accommodations?

T\ 
uring thc past decade, a growing concepr

lJ :j,l# *i'$,y#"H:, "il.,".: *
viewed as eithcr dcaf (wirh a small d) or Deaf (with
a capiral D). persons who vicw thcmselvcs as dcaf
are rhosc who, al$ough impaircd in rheir abiliry ro
hear, harr" assimilared inro hearing sociequ anj do
not view themsehrcs as mcmbcrs of a scparate cul_
rure. pmplc who cdl rhcmsclves .Deaf,; 

howcvcr.
vicw and define deaFness as a cultural idenrirv rarher
rhan as a disabiliry for some purposes; rhcy insisr
thar their culrurc and ..p"r"i. identiry musr bc
nourished and mainrained. i

A cochlcar implant is a surgically implanted de_
vice thar is capable of.esroring hearing and specch
understanding ro many individ-uals *hi .re sarerelv
or profoundly deaf Numerous srudies sho* bori.l
rhe abi.licy of profoundly deaf individuals ro hear
speech u,irh cochlear implants and ]re abiliry of im-
planred dcaf childrcn io develop age_appropriate
spoken and receptive language skillsi fu reporred
e@r@e%.e_e..%j%w4

Bonnic Poirrr Tucktr .,Dcaf 
Culrurc, Cochlcar lmplors. and

Elcrivc Disabilir),," Haxing Ccn*r kponZg, no.4 (lylA), f*14.
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syntax and grammar. ASL is quire
differenr from signed English, w'hich
involvcs signing each English word as
it is spoken, using English grammar
and srructure. In addirion, some
members of the Deaf culrural com-

rdking on the tclephone donc, 
'tlfe

have to usc rhe phone wirh rhe aid
of a third parry-an inrerprcrer ey 1
relay servicc, both of which presenr
octremely awkward siruations. Mosr
of us would hue rcbe able ro pick up

gpncticisu for the purposc of deter-
mining rx'hethcr rheir childrcn are
likely ro bc born deaf. fu orplained
by Jamie Israel, a generic counielor ar
Gallaudet Universiry's genetic ser-
vices cenrer, "[m]any of our [Deafl
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to be Dca{' and are proud of their thetclephoncandmakcapersonal-or families arc nor intercsted in fixingDeafncss' Dcaf culturists claim the busincss call when and horv we feel or curing deaf genes. .. [mlany. . .right to -thcir own-:cthsicigt-widl lilee it withour havtng to scramble to--couptc corne-in and mnr- . .-. [Dfa6-[their] ownlanguageand culrurc, the find an inrerprerer aid *irhout har- children."s If their children ere norsame way that Nadve Americans or ing to make th. oll wirh_athird pcr- likcly to bc born dcaf, Deaf paren*Italians [or bhcksl bond together.'n 
:oi priwy to evcry word. vc'd likc to may choosc nor to harrc children, orThey deim thc righr to "personal di- bc abtc .-go_. 

" 
mo'ie or a play rc- .o 

"bor. 
.hild.., ; ;oo.-ion, i*. .,vcrsiry," which is "rcmcthing to bc gandlcss of-whcthercaptioning or in- hcaring or deaf p.Jpt. *,ho d.,.r-' chcrishcd rather than fixcd and t pr.,.o are available. vc'd"lila to ;i;. tro"gh g;",i'. ..;*h ,h",erased-".lnshon,rhcyclaimthedght bc abh ro panicipare in group con- their children are likelv to bo bomto their "binhright of silcnce." versarions, ro h.oithc.orri.o"iion 

", 
dJ;;;;;'il ,;,1o,; .n,,a..nMany individuals who arc dca6 the dinrrcr ablc. \7e'd like to bc ablc or to abon children in Ees.ation.howaner, do not agree that rhesc 6cts to hcar muis to hear our chitdren ih. il;;"rl?Ji._".r,il_

give rise to a true culrure. The norr and grandchildrcn laugh and cg6 to dren who will bc like them and fitdeceas€d l"ty G'Stanan, a lcading listen-ro rhe radio whin *. aredri- inco their world is cenainly under-rnembcr of che signing deaf commu- ving ro have a car phonc; to be able *"rarUrl. B;;-;;;;rs wanr' niry (a strong ProPonent and uscr of to ise the drive-up windorv at Mc- more for rheir children rhan they'sign languagc), noted that "'[D]eaf Donald's; to hear rhe announccmenr havc. rg?hile fiis authort parenc, forculturc'w:rs no( discovered; ir*as atthe airpon;tobcablerotalkrothe oo,,,p[:';;;-;;;';;.;|ff;, rh.,crcated for political purposcs- The pe.ro' in front of or behind us on a *""J;;;;;r;ilil;;;;1.,..h.,
term 

lr:s.-.vet-to be satisfactorily de- iriking rail; to be able to go ro a?rt> opponurriq,. Simitarlv, alrhough wefined'": Dr' Stan'an went on to sly fcssioial meeting on rhe spur of the cannor hear, most people who arethar "[i]n rhe largcr sense of world momcnq ,o b" 
"il. 

to ger any job we d*f ;";;;; ;ilfi'"i',j grand-' ttt"?, tl:r-at:,q of culturc is so want without having to-considcr ho*' childrcn . h;". ;;;;;[,y.-
Powerrul and complex rhat to apply our deafncss will interfcrc with rhc Dcna S. Davis nores thlt "rhc pri-it so narrowlv to a grouP of htiti iob dutics. !(rc'd panicularly likc to mar,y :ugumcnr against delibcrately' divcnc deafAmcricai citizcns' *'hose ho. o.r, o."n rrciccs and ro bc able to sccking to producc deaf childrcn ismcmbcrs arc as heterogeneous as rhe control rhe ronc and pitch and loud- rhar it violares the child,s own auron-general popularion, siriplv makes no ncss of our voices. Tlre list is endless. omy and narrows rhe scope of hersense" (p' tl!)' whv would *rr h";;;-b.i;; ,t* .i.,9.. when she grows up; in orherAJrhough Deaf culrurists equarc ,o d.r,y ,,rch plersures ro heisclf or words,.it v,iolatcs hcr right to an .opcn
bcing dcaf to being a mcmbcr of a her chiidren? future.,,',, Insisting rhar childrcn whoracial or sibal minorirv, manv dcaf Many mcmbcrs of thc Dcaf cul- arc deaf be raised in a Deaf culruralpcoplc find the analory nonscnsical. tural communiw strongly desirc to comrnuniry dcnies these children rhcDeaf peoplc lack onc of the five criri- have Deaf chiliren, who will be a righr ro choose for rhemsclves wherh-cal scnses' Tiue,deaf people such as part of ,h.1, f.r.na' Deaf culture. er-ro acccpr or reject the larger hear-rhisauthorarephysicdtyincapable of 3o*..rp..o'ni o.rr parcncs visit ingworld. 

' - --- '- 'ol

muniry claim ro be pan of a
separare culrurc as a resulc of
attending scgreptcd (oftcn
residential) schools for Deaf
childrcn,5 or as a result of
rheir parriciparion in Deaf
clubs or rvhollv Deaf envi-
ronrrrens in which they so-
cialize or worlc

According ro chc lcadcrs
of rhe Nadonal Association
of the Deaf (NAD), Dcaf
pcople likc bcing Deaf, waot
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we'd like to be able to hear our children and grandchildren
-  r -_  f f i - . r -  I  rq rp*a  a t r f f i f_ f f i . f f i tu f t * .2 ' . : f . , , . . , .

laugh and cry; to listen to the radio when we are J.iuing; ...
to be able to go to a professional mGeting at tfre spu;;;;"

%Y 
.€#rh@e

moment, ... to hear our own voaces. . . . The list is endless.
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,rjffffl'T:i.T[j:1':ff; }lilf,':1ljJlJ,il:if wo.urd denv dcafchirdren :h.].v.
cochlcar implanr fr, ,i,.1, deaf chil- cation bcrween orher sign tan- *Hi:r** ilHJ:*:irfi:dren, tlur the childrcn should be al- guage users bur can suppo-n inrel- ly in rhis hcaring world. One orallorved ro makc such decisions for lccrud development 

"nd 
thc ac_ jJd;;" K;;ruoi"n, no,.a ,1'..themsclves 

-whcn thgv arc old enough quisirion of ideas in the samc way "nearly all" thc Deaf culrure lcadersto do so. However, experience h-as that qPoken lang"^gc serves hear- hd knows "ha'e had ih. b.n.fi. ofproven chat carly implantarion is ingpcoplc.Jt is, thercforc, a folly, earty oral .du.,ion.,,l, Mr. Nolannecessary for mo<imum efficacy of a say bilingualists, ro create an arti6- aslat
cochlear implant. Thus, waiting gen cid sign systcm' such as SE
or fifteen ),eilrs ro make rhe declsion Isign€d Englishl' . ' , whcn a bona \?hy should thcy deny children
for a child to have a cochlear implant :t:::T]l'l** 

alreadv exisu. It who are dcaf rh; opfrrrrniry ,o
is the same as deciding that rhc chitd 

is not only a folly but, say most realizc rhc.am. o.dil...,r., ,h"t
will zor_have 

"n 
i-pLc If a child :Tf'::,: 

of bilingualism' a they rhemschcs havc orpedcnccd?
who is dcaf is going ro learn to elk" ::_1- :Tt 

co attcmPt to forcc . . . Heving hncfited frorn oral
he or shc ,n*", u.ii" hr;;;; ; f::c-gchildren 

to do some- cducationirih.i.o-r,chitdhoods,
,try arly rg.. e p."rron -;l: ;; lltl-t_",1*""ot 

do' rhat is, learn why do they . . . a.,ry rh.i, o"at
doo noi loln ,o :p..k .,- ;; ; 

spoken lan^guagc as a first language backgrounds-rhosc vcry back-
twetve or oldc., the €. ;; ;ilji 

' ' ' ' (p' 63) g.o,;* that helped them ro be-
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co1c.1he 
-llders that they

:: ,[_ The conre_nrion on rhc.panof p, T3) _ide forhcrscffhow she wbnts to nrrc. p;-..f.rr. movemenr thar chil- 
-rodett-{P' T3} - -
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her tife. But a chitd who is dcaf who ffi ;:"":;1"J"?;:'iffi,:T vhen rhis author and many oflearns to sPcak and is pan of the hear- i:;;" 
';;k"" 

language as 
" 

6;r;l";- thc readen of rhe Deaf culrure move-ingworldduringchildhood canrarn cr"Ji;9f..1;;i:ilr;j"t; ment wcr€ growing up, rcchnorory
:";il 

o*t in life and ioin thc Dcaf irto,it 
"* 

ora..r*,,r9,*,l!a;dg w:rs vcr),limited. Most peopre of our
Manv of rhc readers "j'*:-y ffi::i!:,ffJtr*"H iffi'il:iJH,'ffiH.Til:Tculturc mo/emcnt en spcak,.as a-rc- ont!; Lgurg.. Ncverrhclcss,'advo- dcaf wete not able to obtain much, ifsult of carlyora.l tnining (or in a few catis of Elcilturallsm .rpo.rr.-,t,. an,v, hncfit from hcaring 

"i&. 
Gl,i,cases becausc drey becamc deaf later view that once a child whois deaf has 

"uthor, 
fo. ;p-il* ncrrcr bccnin life)'.and the maioriry of those acquircd. tT:1g "natural". Ianguage able to wear a i.;;g aid.) Theleaders know perfcct English-al- (AsL), the child -T t!1 be J"g[t times have changed, drasdcalllTbch-

rhough thcy know ASL as well. In- writtat (bw not spoken) English as a 
:d:q lT ,;ri; .;^p;*rd. 

Todayideed, it is their oral skills thar ha'c second language. whar biiulrurists deaffhildren *J.blJ to wear much-enabled thcm to arguc for Deaf iso- do nor crplain, 
-ar lcast in any satis- improvcd t,."rinf 

"ii. 
or to have

lationism. so pcrsuasively. Many of factolv manner, is why oren if one ac- -.t lo.. i-pl";;:;;; the technol-
these leaden of Deaf culture, howev- cepcs thc proposition that sign lan- ogv is still imp.ouing rapidlv. It is
er, do not wanr today's deaf children guage is more natural to deaf childrcn vcry likety rhar in ?en ro fifteen
I".1.*spoken English. Rarher, rhcy ::T.:q:t:l' learning ASL is morc years, pcrhaps less, cochlear implanrs
belicve rhat spokcn English should bc ;:lt$^- f"I,].:illt 

siq{ Ens- wilt have improued to rhe point
rejectcd by Dcaf pcoplc, and that 

ttn, 
.tY':o ?t.T,TtP explain why whcre dmosr all children who are

Dcaf pcopie rhouli u* only ASL as :jli:l: 
is deaf should havc to deaf could benefit very substantially

thcir 
'mode 

of 'spoken" 
i".r*rrr ::li-cgl.t lith 

learning to rcad and from an implant.
signed) tanguage. i6, i, ;;;;; :l:: 

*clitl 
T " ffid 

la',gu"gc, Dcaf cirure advocarcs, however,
rhe "bi-bi," oi"bitingual-blculural' ::1:1-tt 

the-chrld ts taught to are strongly opposed to research
approach.r' unde, ihis ;;;;. 

tlT 
,ldyl 

it would bc so much easier gcared at;.-ing" deafncss and are
deaf children.o ,o l."- 

-rJ''"-';" tor thc chrld to learn and sig,. Eng- ganicurarry opp&a o placing cocl-r-

;6:*"*i:lsjytrt nflg *!lfrh$y:r'1"ffi i::Ii l::: frfffi[,,':'l1'^{;1;'"'n
who are deaf should be taughr rhcir "'d. j;:r, of Dcaf cutrure who il:i.J:"TJr.#ffi:1",ff;:'narural 

language" of ASL' wl'ich- *pt;:; ll::r: radical inrerprera- or Hispanics.,'* Tb many membersrhgv consider to bc the "binhrighr of ,il;;i ,f,. "U;-Ui" ,nou.*.ni 
"r,l 

of rhc Deaf culruralall deaf childrcn" (p' 60)' Thcir ratio- want ro deny children who are deaf cocruear implanrs *r..Ji,1ili117;na'leisexpresedasfoliows: both spoken and signed English, matedenialofdeafncss,the ulrimare
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tend G:'l_la-ill 
1re 

usuatff pressured At least sevent rccipiena of rhat{often by ttrchleers rarher*ranf---queiioni#rc *rcrt ar,*d by thcsi
:E-* 

faculry membcrs) to rcmove quesrions. The responscs of thrce in-them or at least nor to wcar their a]Ua*t are illustntive.
proccssors. As one rcportcr succinctly To thc question about whethersated: 

goch]car imil"na ake away "your
As an1orc at Galtaudct knorn, a Deaf pridc,' onc rcspondcnt, Bill
srudcnr widr r [cochleer i-pl""t] |Vl" :::d: 

'. 
. . what the hell is

dcvicc . . . runs the risk of.5.i"e deaf.pride? Proud not to hear lour
shunned. "I have some fricnd! child,s voicc, pianos, the birds in rhc

: with implana," sap Scott Mohan, trces' I hat's not pride' it's bull-hcad-
a sixch gencntion dcaf scnior at f": d sclfishncss. - . . I fccl rhc
Gallaudct. "Thcy just don'r usc tmPlant enhanccs my pride. I am
rhem anvmore." l;il,:.::,T,ffi.f,nr#Tffi
'You 

can undcrstand wh;' says 
to. bc part of the comm,rttity ts 

"Keith Mullcr, Exccuti.rc Dircctor 
whole, not to a 'club' 

of narrow
of rhc Lcaguc for thc Hard of 

minded.pcople."t;

Hearing in Nov York Gry. "Kids ro thc question about whcther
who rry to speak in deafrchools cochlcar ilnelana "remove )tou I a
arc ridiculed. And drc greater thcir 

member of Deaf^culrure," another re-
oral success, .h. -oi. rhey arc cipient' Mclissa Chaikof, responded:
criticizcd.'rr lf the cochlear implanr has rc_

refusal to lcr deaf chitdren be Dcaf.
(p. 4O). As sarcd by Roz Roscn, for-
mer president of NAD, since .,[h]ear-

ing is nor a life or deach maner . . . [it
isl coruequendy nor wonh rhc med-
ical, rnoral and crhical risk of alrering
a child."'3 In accord wirh rhis ,.*n]
ing, Deaf culrurists have strongly
criricized rhc National Instirute-of
Hcaldrt Nationd lnstirure on DeaF
ness and Other Communicadon Dis_
orders,-which givcs fucnl grana for
rescarch geared ar thc prwendon and
trcrrmcnr of dcafncss and orhcr com-
municarion disordcn. ra

Gallaudet srudena and their Emi_
lies or friends have informed rhis au_
thor thar cochlear implans arc grear-
ty trowncd upon ar Gdlaudet, and
that implanred individuals w-ho at-

I) Do you rhink that having a
gochl€r implant takes away your
Dcaf pridc?

2) Doyou think drat codrlcar im-
plants rcmove you as a membcr of
Deaf culture?

3) Do pu rhink rhat cochlcar irn-
plants are a way for hearing pcoplc
ro break down Dcaf sociew?

4) Do pu think that a penxln
should be allowed to .hoore
whcther or nor to havc a codrlear
implant or should it bc left up ro
rhe parcnts to decide? Cl"L. irrro
coruiderarion thet rhe longcr you
waiq thc lcss likcly it is drat [the
implantl will wo*).

movcd my da''ghtcrs Forn "tD]caf
orlturc," and it probably has, then
that is fine by mc. The tDlcaf oJ-
udss opponunidcs in liFc arc so

eg, Ms. Chaikof sated: 'In 
obrain_

ing implana for our daughter, we did
not havc the ulrerior motive oF'breaking 

down Deaf sociery., If that
is an indirecr result . . . [m]y concern
for my daughters' furures is far
grcater than for the furure of .Dcaf

sociery.'"

. The drree respondena replied to
the qucstion about whedrcr a person
shouid be allo$rcd to choose oihether
to havc a cochlear implanr or wherher
parens should make rhat decision as
6llows:

(i) Mildrcd Oberkottcr rcplied:
"for young children, ir is erscnrial
that parens choosc whar is bcst
for their childi inrercsr and [rhc
childt abiliry toj function in
his/hcr ctlture in which s/hc is- 
tiom. S-much time and posrjbl;
maximum yduc would be lost in
lenguage and auditory develop-
mcnt if and when rhc child is col-
nitirnly ready to make such a dcci_
sion for him/hcrself "re

(ii) Melissa Chaikof replied: .I

absolurcly drink that the d..i.ion
as to whcdrcr or nor ro implant
should be h rhc lunds ofthe par-
cnts . end drc implanr rearn.
Somc childrcn and some families
makc bcaer candi&tes. For exam-
plc, onc implanc rcam herc will
not implant children in roul com-
rnunication [sign and some spcech]
or manual [sign language only]
programs . . . l-flh. kids whosc
parcns are commincd ro an audi-
tory-verbd approach fieaming to
lisrcnl, as we are, stand 

" ".." 
high

chancc ofsucccss."

(ii0 Bill Boyle rcplicd: 'If this
lqucstion] is about childrcn, ir is
an enonnous rcsponsibiliry for rhe
parents to dccide. Brrr-it is a de_

lsjon [forl fie parcnts who truly
bdieve thar thcir dccision will bc
in thc bcst intcrcst of thcir child.
and not a dccision [for] NAD or
others to decide. yes, the longcr
you wait, rhe less benefir, so l.iue
rhe parents alone and lcr them
decidc. . . ."
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The harred with which Deaf orlrur-
isrs vicw cochlear imolants is ex-
pres.scd in rhe ASL sig.,'fo, a cochlear
implanr, which coniains a rwo-fin-
gered srab to thc back of the neck in- 

limitcd, and my daughrcrs' arc
dicadng a "vampire'in rhe coc6lea. tlt Funhcrmorc, it has bccn thc

One individual seeking informa- choice of thosc in the "[D]caf cul-
tion about cochlcar impli t ,cnt 

" 
ture" to cxclude thosc wich im-

list of quesdons ro selecred cochlear plana from their group. . . .ta

1T4-:fipi;1s and parena of chil- To rhc quesrion about wherher
oren lvtth cocNear implann.r6 eues_ cochlear implana are a way for hcar_rions asked included *re forowini ;;;;il to bre?& down Deaf soci-
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t
. .%il. rahernendv proclaiming the

nghr to prc€rve rhcir Dcaf cukural
herirage and denouncing rhose who
choose to dlcrriatc-ro th. rn"r,i.urn
exrenr possible-rheir deafness or
rheir childrens' deafness, members of
rhe Deaf cultural community arc
strong acrivists for rhe promulgarion
ot laws protecting persons wirh dis-
abilicies, such as tlc Americans wirh

thc Deaf in Rochcstcr, New York rryas
$42.2 million.

Orher services to alleviate rhe eF
fcca of deafrres arc also cosd;,, zuch
as rclay services mandared bv ADA
Title IV. In 1995, the Arizona relav
servicc, a reladvely small scrvicc, cm-
ployed approximarelv 140 ro 160
relay operarors-plus adminisrative
and tcchnical pcrsonncl-and proc-

workforce producdviry; $l2l.S bit_
lion in rhe cosr of education; and
morc than $2 billion annudly for thc
cosr of equal acccs, Social Sccuriw
Disabiliry Income, Medicare, ani
other cnridemenr of the disabled--:r

All of thcsc expcndirurcs :ue nec_
essar.v roday ro allor+' many persons
who are deaf ro takc rheii iighrfut
place in sociegv. Curendy, rhercfore,

rhe majoriry of Americans, in-
cluding our represcnrarives in
Congress, rightfully endorse
these expendirures. Bur rhe
righr oFdeafpenons [o rcceive
cosdy assistance is nor unlim-
ited. Vhile rcciety has moral
and ethical obligations ro pcr-
soru who are dcaf, peoplc who
are deaf also have monl and

t
I
I

When most deafness becomes co?rectable, an individuat
who chooses not to Gorrect his or her deafness (or the

deafness of hb or her chird) wilr rack ilre morar ,ighi
F

to demand that othens pay for costly rccommodation.

cal obligations to rccieqr
wirh righs come responsibili_

N
l
I
rq
I
l
I
I

Disabilities Ace Thgv vigorously ad-
vocare for rhc provision of spccial
serviccs to dloriate the effects of aeaf-
ness. Thc Deaf culrurd comrnuniw,
f?1...*.pt:, is opposed ro educating
childrcn who arc deaf in mainstrcari
classrooms but insists rhat such chil-
dr-en should bc placed in segregated
schools for the Dcaf so th"t rh.y*m"y
becomc ful-Redged membcrs of rhe
Deaf culrural socielv.

The costs of spccid schools for
childrcn who are deaf are high. Onc
str.rdy csrimated that rhe vearly cost of
cducadng one child in a residenrjal
school for rhe dcaf is $3 j,7g0 and cd_
ucating one child in a self-contained
class for rhe deaf (in a public school)
is $9,689, compared ro only $3,3g3
to educate the same child in a rcgular
classroom.so The fiscal vr^, Ig97
budger for rhe Phoenix ilv School
for rhe Dcaf in Phocnix, fuizona (a
nonresidcntial school), for cxample,
was nearly $5.8 million ro eduirr.
approximarely 230 children. Special
collcges for deaf srudena arc cqually
expensive. The 1995 fedenl budeet
for Gallauder Universiqv! college pio-
grarns lor dEaf studcnts was $54.2
million; rhe 1995 federal budger for
collcgc programs for deaf studf.,* 

"trhe Narionai Gchnical institute for
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csscd :pproximately 60,000 calls pcr
month. The cosr for this servicc to
Arizona relephone users was approxi-
marely $300,000 per month, or $3.6
million pcr )rear, not ro mention rhe
expenditure of hundrcds of thou-
sands ofdollan to purchase thc nec-
essaw equipment for the servicc ro
oPCrate.

Other aamplcs include the costs
of interprctcrs and captioning. Inter-
preter fccs for dcafpeoplc range fiom
.$20 ro $40 per hour in mosr citics
(more in some), and almost all inter-
prctinE agcncics require pavment of
at leasr a rwo-hour minimum fee. In
some cases, inrerprcters will bc paid
for a half &;ri work even when onlv
one hour or less of rh. interpretert
rime is rcquired. Furrher, most inrer-
preting agencies insist *rat rwo intcr-
prerers be hircd to interprer for any
pcriod longer than one'hour, or in
sorne srscs rwo hours, duc ro thc
need for rhe intelpreters ro swirch off
evcry rwenD' minutes- Rcal-time cap-
tioning may be even morc expensive.
The avcragc cost of a real-rime sreno-
grapher ranges berween .S40 and
$ 100 per hour, assuming rhe rcponcr
provida his or her own cquipmenr.

ft is estimated rhar deafness cosrs
socicry "$2.! billion per year in lost

ties. To fulfill their obligations
and responsibilities, people *ho ,*
dcaf should-suppon, rarhtr rhan pro
test, rescarch ro amelioratc or elimi_
narc deafness, and agrcc o acccpt full
responsibiliry for the ramificarions of
clnscn dafner;s or thc refusal to take
rcasonable steps to modifr the ramifi_
carions of rheir deafrress.'When 

most dea&rcss becomcs cor_
rccable, which for many peoplc has
already occurred and for others mav
well happcn in rhc near firturc, an in_
dividud who chooses nor ro correct
his or her deafncss (or rhe deafness of
his or her child) u,ilt lack the moral
righr rc demand char others pay for
costly accommodations .o .orrrp.rr-
sate for the lack of hcaring of th"t
individual (or his or her chitd). ln
this age of budget crises and cries for
ax rcform, when thcre is ulk of, and
some acion with respect to, the need
to cut funding for rvelfarc, Medicaid,
Social Securirv, fedcnlly supportcd
food banks, and other social welfare
programs, ir is unrealisric, at best, to
expect sociery ro fund cxpcndirures
thar c<ruld bc eliminated. Ar worsr,
such. an egocentric approach appears
to give credence ro philip Hoivards
Death of Common Sense.2i

A primary cri t icism of this ap_
proach is rhar it leads ro a slippery

no1 ReProduced with perrnission of the copyright owner. Furlher reproduction prohibited without permission.[:sl
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slope' Ifwe force people who are deaf Whcrlcr subrnitting to surtcry is laws prcvcnting discrimination on
eithcr tocorrect rheir dca&ress to the a "rcasonable measure-" dcperids'on the basis oF dislabillw:: do nor pro-
extenr posible or to.forgo_ public and the citcumsences. !?'e must look o vide rhat pcople wi*r-"voluntary'dis-
private bcncfits, what else will we the risk of rhe surgery the pain in- abilities 

"." 
no, protccrcd by those

force people to do in the namc of volvcd, rhe probabf,iry of thc surgery laws, nor, fo, the inosr pan, havc rhe
common sense? lf prospccrive parenrs having succcssful results, the cosi of laws bcen inrerprcted in such a man_
choose to bear a child whom they thcru-rycry,"ndthe amounrofcffon ner.rt'W'e do not look ro "how" an
know will be bom dea{ will-we label to be eipcnded bv rhe pcrson having individual bccamc disabled when de-
that as a form of willful deafness and the rurgery to oLain ,u"ccoful rcl ciding whether sociew will assist that
deny the child accommodations? sults.2, thcn wc musr wcigh rhosc indivi?ual co prevcnt dirrimination.'Whilc 

rccognizing thc slippcry slopc, considcradons against thc- consc- How an individual bccamc disablcd,
rhis author bclicvcs that lincs can bc qucncg of not haling thc surgery.?6 howevcr, is differcnt from asking
drawn. Forcing 1 Pcrson to choosc Vhcn cochtcar iirplana"havc a whcther an individual has akcn----or

lcrwcc^n 
sutgcry aind, accommoda- high probabiliry of siinificant suc- wilt mke-alt reasonable efform to

tions, for examplc, is not analogous .or f"t all dcaf peopl&ho are can- eliminate or mitigare rhe cffects of
to forcing Parcn$ to choosc bcturccn didates for an implant, a coun would rhat disabiliry
abortion and thc right of their dcaf be likcly ro hold' that an individual In thc not rc distant furure, coum
children to rcccive appropriate ac- who bccamc deaf due ro thc fault mey begin to decline to apply dis-
commo&tions. Abortion is rhc prc- (rort) of anothcr (a tonfeasor) could abiiigu 

"nriaiscrimination 
laws to in_

v€ntion of lift; surgery is not, dcsPitc not rccover from dre tonfcasor for a dividuats who refrre to ake reason-
the contention that it will lcad to thc pctmancnr injury (pcrmancnr dcaf- able efforts-inaua;"g surgclv-ro
cnd of Dcef cultural life. i.tt) if that individual refuscs coch- climinate, or ar lcasr irinirrrir., ,h.

Anothcr criticism of 
,this 

argu- 
fe1 

implanr surgery. The deafened cffectsof rheirdisabiliria.This is par-
ment is that no individual should be individual could-nor &, rcqrircd a tiorlarly rrue whcn disabilities such as
feui$ 

t: 
Yl. 

surgery.or any othcr have surgery of coursc. Similarly, an blindnes or dcafncss arc ar issuc, be-
invasivc bodily prgccdure. [n 

.rc- injured penon who refrrses possiblc causc it is difficuk and cxpcnsirrc to
sPonse to rhe irrcfutable fact_ that sutBery duc ro rcligious o. o.ir". p..- provide accommo&tions for indi-
c\':ry Pcrson dways has the right to sonal reasons cannot bc .o-p.il.d 

"laUt 
with such disabilities. But rhe

rcfirse any $catment' Dcaf culturiss ro have surgcry. Having mad. rh"t Ermc conccpr should apply to all dis-
assen drat a Person who is deaf will choice due io rcligio,rrl, p"*nrl abilirics. Bf rray of .r"-pL, if a pcr-
bc given no rcal choice because ac- rcasons, howwer, an individual can- son wirh manii dcprcsion refuses ro
commodacions for deafness
*'ill not be arailablc as a re-
suk of that choice.

In our sociegv, hower
individuets ,.. "t*".,. ^kfj ln the not 30 distant future, coults may begin to decline

t
i.

I
t
i
t

I
i

I
I

t
*

I

individuals are always oblig- - __ .*.;: jj::,j::j:_-:"::_:::;:.':::::-T*-T1:_:j.?.:1.:,o:",":

T.lj:-T'1T: 
r?ofiYilic{-to apply disability antidiscriminiation raws to individuatsfor thcir choiccs. in rhe legal *.,;;SX::::*Z:::,::::.::X.:]:,:::..:,::"::::i:::t-'=

llltil;-f1'_i*TP,l.: .o* who refuse to take reasonable efforts-including surgery-
wnoSUIterSPhy5t6allnigry *.@*<e&we6*1,^a./v^*;..=t.

duc to rhc negligencc of an- to eliminate or minimize the effscts of their disabilities.
other may sue thc negligent
actor for damages, bur rccov-
er.v for pernancnt infury is
not pcrmissiblc if rhc iniury could be
eliminatcd by reasonable mcesurcs.23
As onc coun sated, it is "well cseb-
lishcd thar thc plaintiff in a personal
injury case cannot daim damages for
what would orhcrwise be a pcrma-
ncnt injury if the pcrmanency of rhc
injury could have bccn avoidcd by
submitring ro rrearment by a physi-
cian, including posible suqgery when
a rcasonable person would do so
under the same circumstances."rd

July-Augusr t998

not usudly recorcr damagcs for the
now permanent injury, despite rhc
6ct that, absent rhe tortfeasort neg-
ligence, thc injury would not havc
cxisted. A similar rcarcnable principle
may apply wirh respect ro peoplc
who choose to rcmain dcaf when a
choicc is posiblc, or who choose not
to alladarc many of thc ramifications
of their dcafncs.

Currcntly, the Americans with
Disabiliries Act (ADA) and orher

ake medication that would alleviarc
the wmptoms of that disabilirv (med-
icarion drat metts rhe rest of reason-
ableners), should an emplol'er be o<-
pcctcd to providc that individud
with flexiblc and shoner work houn,
relcasc from cerrain job duties, or
orher accommodatioru to his or hcr
choscn manic dcprcssion? Not in the
opinion ofthis author.

Today, there is a rcmcndous back-
lash against laws such as dre ADA.
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-'{'read;ab|etodaso{withouraccorrr--'-zbility.tpi.io.s'l)----,aJjr;*.i*'.;#""*i...'lj^llj
mo&don).

Some mcmbcrs of socierv, panicular- with ertain.vision.impairmcnts) to interprcation contradicts the exprcsly thc busincs sector' view thc ADA chc rule dealing urr, aLu;ii,i-* ."J hnguage of thc ADA, because ,.an
as providing "special benefits" to Peo- corrcctive ,n.ii.rl ,..",rn.n,. Th. insulin-dcpendent diaberic who rakesplc with disabilitia;D those individu- DDA'' annotations offcr onc illusua- inzulin could pcrbrm major life ac-ds and cntiries do nor undersrand rion of such a rcguladon-tL;;-, riviries, . . . woutd therefore not bethat chc ADA is inrended simply to be enacted: subsrandally ili#l; rhe abiliry tolevel rhe playing field for pcopli wirh perform such acdviries, and is rhcre_disabilitics, ro dlow rhernrhc oppor- For mmple,.ar rhe moment, pco_ io.. no. dir"bhJ;jril; rhe meaning
Tni,y ,9 take pan in mainsacam so- pl. *erirrg hearing aids will bc ofTitle I of rhe ADA.I2cicry. Thc ADA does.not providc covcrcd by tnc dcfinition becausc Othcr couns 1r.". 

"t* 
disagreed"special benefits" for people with dis- hcaring aids usually p-rovide only a wirh rhe EEoci ;;oning. Thesc

illt:t 
*t example,. providing an paniicorrcction'of a disabitiry. couns s€em roublcd by the nccd totnterPreter or a spccial grPcwriter Thosc pcop.le arc still usually, and givc spccial prorection to individualstelephone (and a rclay service) for an shouldt, seen as disabled.-But if innor. plyr'i."t i.--.n,.t impair-cmployecwho is deaf is not a "spccial at somc furure darc, as a rcsult of mena (orherwisc considered disabili-bcncfit;" rather it is an accommoda- improved tcchnolory, hearing aids des) are completely corrcctable, evention (that must be provided only became as co,,,ph-Jy cff.ai'c a, thoughi.rh.;ci;rheplaintiffs

when it is reasonable for the cmploy- spccacres or cont.ct lenscs areer to do so) to atlow the dcaf pcrsJ" ;;;;might bc appropriate to ffitJ:::'Hf #1"#"::fr?t:.1ro take pan in the work forceio the 
1ctuae p.oll. in ,i", ii,u",ion commodations for problems alleviat-

nt :tif -*:i^h:.|5.f*' 
h 

t: 
fi: *1._4 dcfinition of dis- ed by such medical rrcatment. tn-

that an individual who rcfuscd roThe United Kingdomt recently The united snres Equal. F,m- il.;;-;;;;tr that would haveenactcd Disabilin' Discrimination ploymcnt oppornrnity commission rcmed.iod 
" 

pnfr;..t impairmcnr cou.ldAct of 1995 (DDA) alreadv.recog- ieEocl, w'hich is...rpon.ilt.-io, ;il;"iJ*.*t.n undcr ADAnizcs this conccpr to somc degrce. cnforcing rhc cmplo),m.r,, ,..rioi Til.;i; i"*t", u hudential In_under thc UK s DDA, an individ- (Title l)-of ,tt. nDd.ho ok, tt. slranccthe court held thar an indi-ual is deemcd tc tx drseblcd., ercn if position that the dctcrmination vidual! .*erc uiccritive colitis didrhe disabilin' is conrrclleble by mcd- whethcr an individual's physical or ,ro. .orrr,iru,. ] .or,...d disabiliryication or other mcdrqJ trcatment, if mcnral impairmcnt "substand"lly ,rod., rh. aDR U.*,o. it cou.ld harcthc disabilin' would ha'c a subsan' limits. a major life activiry" (as rc- bccn remcdied by a colostomy, a sur-rial cffcct on rhc individual! abiliry to quircd rc fali wirhin thc dchnition of gical proccdurc rhc individual rcfirscdcarry out normd drv-to{ay activitics e person with a disabiliry under the Io haue.s
without rlc mcdrqrion or medical AD$ ,l"Ua be madc ,rithoot ron- It scems likcly that in the fururcEreatment' Pracrrcd exccptions arc si&ring thc eftcr of mcdical trcac more cour* *ili hold rhat rhe lawnoted' howe'/er' mco, o-n dt. ind.ivid'al.3rThc EEoc ;;.; r;-, ;rtf ,rr* an individual

Foro<ample,rhi.ruledoesnotcr- $1-*.*]:{.*optionsrothatmle, 
wilh.a physicat impairment 66 p--

t nd to rhor. wrrh impaircd sight as has rhc U'Ki DDA Ncvenheless, vided with accommodatio.,, *,hi.h
where thc impairmcnr i, ;- sven absent such orccptions, scveral would not bc necessary if rhe indi-
rectablc by spccraclcs or conract lt-Tt: 

h"Yt disagrecd with the vidual would obtain reasonablc med-
Ienscs or by ro-. o,t., p..Ju.i EE,OC' and have refirscd, for pract! ical rrcatmenr rhat would obviare the
merhod, whaha or not tbose aids cal reasons, ro hold that a phpica.l nced for such accommodations. If
arcinfactuscd.Tliso..p,io.r.l- impairmcnt that is correctable.by couns rourincly accepr an individ-
fl.crthcf"crthatrhccorrttionof T:9*l 

rcaunent constirutes a dis- ualt refusal of reasonablc medical
impaired sighr by ,p..r"do -d abiliry underADA'Ilde I' lreatment, and requirc rhe provision

"o'ta.r 
l.r,t i. *u.tty so cffcc- for examplc' the EEOCi rcgula- of accommodarions to lorc.l-the plav-

rivc rlrat "pcoplc who *.r rp*"- 13?t :tt'.t 
that.an jruulin{ependent ing field for rhat individual, ri.,i.if

d*. o, contact 1.n.., *o,rld ,,o, diaberic is disabled for ADA Tltlc I and political mood and ai.rr",. *irl.,
generally think of t]-rc-rcl.rr." 

". 
Pu,rPoses if-the only wa7 rhe individ- respcct ro laws such .. ,h. aDa i.aisabrcd "':o (emphasis added) s:ffi5T:;r1'fii"ffffr'riJ xliru:"1;:';':5,ff*':ird::The u'K't DDA provides that rJre sulin thc 

1.dr:d{ 
*ouli hpsc iruo ly to aslc why should rJrc public andSecreurv of state may issue regula- a coma). ln Gghlan ,. H. j. or;rt iri*,. ,..,o^ be ,eq,ri..d ro spendtions making other exceptions (in ca. rhe .ou* iir"gr.ed wirh _th-ar il;;;;;;uil. 

"..o--odationsaddition ro thc cxccption dealing rcasoning, holding i',.t t-1,. EEoci fr. . ;.;;;';ilse dis"bilirv i, cor-
1 2  H A S T I N G S  C E N T E R  R € P O R T
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recable, when corecting the disabili- never-ending cosrs associatcd with
ry would in itself help rc level the uncorrected lifelong deafness.
playing 6eld for rhat pcnon? Cochlcar implants do not, and

This is not to say, howwer, that likely will not, eliminare deafnas al-
pcople who arc dcaf and havc coch- rogether. An individud who has an
lear implanr, or orher people with implant is sdll deaf The diftrcncc is,
disabilitics who accept mitigaring howevcr, that thc ramificarions of
medical intervenrion, should not be deafness are significandy reduced. At
prorccted in any fuhion by laws such thc prescnc dme, it is known that
as tlre ADA This aurhor agrces thar most children, and people who be-
such individuals rnay sdll bc illcglly come deaf lacr in lifc and haw mcm-
discriminatcd ageinst. Supposc, for orv of normal hearing, do rcr,v well
eramplc, thar an cmployer refirsed to with cocblear implana, thus rcducing
hirc a deaf pcrson simply becausc thar (if not climinating) dre need for spe-
p€rson was dcaf and had a cochlear cial schools, inreqprctcrs, and odrer
implant. Such conducr should bc costly accommodations. Such indi-
held ro violatc thcADA This rype of viduals who rcfusc roday to hevc
siruation is quite differcnr 6om re- cochlear implants, yct dcmand costly
quiring thc provision of costly ac- accommo&dons, should, in this au-
commodations rhat would not bc thort opinion, be vierved as acting
necssary if reasonable medical intcr- unethicdly.
vcntion was acccptcd. It is crucial - In spirc o_fdl,rhar is said abo/r, it
that we disringuish between thc two is impossible not to recognize the

rypes of siruations. sourcc and ralfrlity of drc anger, hoe-
Morcocr, thc argumcnt rhat $c tfiry, and solidarity cxpressed by thc

r*'ho refusc cochlear implants for Dcaf culturisc who choose to ejcct
thcmsclvcs or thcir children should hearing sociery and who do not wish
not dcmand costly accommodations ro be "hearing" ro any degrec. Any
neccsitatcd by deafrress has ralidiry individual with any compassion who
onl.v to thc crcnt rhat cochlear im- knowsanythingofrhchistoryofpco
plansarcfinancidhacccssible. Coch- ple who are dcaf must understand
lear implants thcmselrc arc not in- how rhe conoepr of Deaf culure
e<pensive-it is csdrnatcd dnt in fic camc into cistcncc. Many pcople
Unitd Stag thc cost of an imphnt, who arc dcaf continuc ro lirrc as scc-
including ncccssary rehabilitation ond dass citizcns, as indicatcd not
and tnaining approximarcs $40,000. only by the rcjection of deaf pcoplc
Prcrntly, most (bur not dl) insur- by most hearing people but by rhe
ancc companics @\rcr thc bulk of this facts thac
cost;v in orher circumstances state-
fundcd medical pr"gr";';r;;- tt: 

",1':"t' 
dcaf person todav

incomc Families o, irra"iiJ J.. 
r'cads at 

l 
founh grade level' onc

.' io thrcc drops out of high school.Ine cosri ln sull ourcr clrcumsEncg
organizacions ,*h ., nEiRl;;; only one in five who stans collegc

vcr have donatcd 
", 

oboi;;-f;; ges e dcgree' Deaf edults makc 30

to covcr rhe cosrs or ...1;r;-;.- pcrccnt less than the general popu-

planc. To rhe extenr .rt"..r i.pr"", F l":; 
Their unemployment rate

is not aveilablc duc ro fi";.il;;- o. htcl". and when thcy arc cm-

straints, an individuat h**;;;;. PbI d' i: is usua.lly in manual iobs

a choice to remain dof (o; ,o l;; such as kitchen workers' janiton'

her child rcmain dcaf) *J *"" * 
machine.opcrators' ailors ar'd car-

dcmand accommodatio", i.; # i;; 
pcnters' for which a srong corn-

her childi) deafrras. I, -"d: i;; 
mand of English is nor rcquircd

more scnsc for socicry'to bc required
ro fund cochlear implanrs ro eradicate Rcjcaing hcaring sociery, rechnol-
the effecs of dcafness, hovever, than ory thar will allariare rhe ramifica-
for society ro be rcquired ro fund rhe dons of deafness, and the potentid

July-Augusr i998

cradicacion of mosr deafness, howcv-
cr, is not thc solution to fic problems
of deaf people. Racher, deaf pcople
with cochlcar implancs, particularly
children, havc a wcalch of opponuni-
tics and porcntid life expcriences
a'railablc to them. To dcny such op-
portunidcs b'ascd on thcories of segre-
gadon is indecd illogical.
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