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The emergence of acceptance
On the history and present status of
Norwegian Sign Language
ZEOBREY LT —FEOER
EBRAEDIK

Lecture, Kobe, 4th June, 2016

Arnfinn Muruvik Vonen !
Departiment of International Studies and Interpreting
Oslo and Akershus University College of Applied

Sciences 30w FRIER o S
amnfinn.voner@hioa.ne 72 K1 = T X T — A K

ERTR & EIRSH

Overview of the presentation HE

~ 1. Introduction: The sign language status paradox
FLBIC : FRHEOBEONT Ry R

— 2. Historical milestones regarding official recognition
BESHIA R A JLA b—2 s RNEMISEELT

— 3. Preschool, primary and secondary education
IR, DEE, PR BRTORE

— 4, Higher edugationand reseatch S%8E L HE

- 5, Interpreting services WY —ER )

- 6. Looking ahead Chhd

—~ Norway ~ah example /Lo z— 120

[ — R B

#a5 Norwegian Sign Language is being strengthened
and weakened at the same time!
SN n—FFIE BESh, B, BRbShi!
—1h 2013, Norway ratified the United Nations Convention on the Rights
of People with Disabilities (CRPD).
—Thereby, Norway accepted its infernationaily sanctioned
responsibility to protect and promote its sign language.
20134E1T/ Ly 2~ FEE TREF OB ek,
W®oT, /Iy~ FREEEEL, BETIHBEERMICES
—~In 2014, Norway closed down three of its four remaining government-
run special schools for deaf children.
—~Thereby, Norway gave Up some of the historically most important |
arenas of sign language socialisation.
WHAEIT, /LY TR HREN D SBERARO 55305
BLE, #oT, /YR HEORBLTELEMRIERT
Holk—MaEKELE,

T L LS e ey T T

«in 2014, the situatjon is that our knowledge of the
importance of sign language and bi-/multilingualism
in the education of hedring-impaired children has
never been greater, ahd at the same time, the most
prominent environments for the learning and .
development of sign language [in Norway] are being
dismantled.» :

il ualand (2015): G Kole for tegnspriklige elav rPri‘ar and lower
;{écgn%gr)/asohoé%for s;)ignﬁlg(7 ?Jﬁpﬁs?. %‘. g?mflptrans%ﬁgr?) erlpiimary

214EDRRIE, BEICETHFEOEELOAN
A (RIF) YLHYXALIZET D H 208N
DTCHENIEE AN, B, FEEFAEY,
RETOIRESBELOOHHELSKETH S,

[T 7 R TR 3

—Why are we seeing, in many countries, . :
L DELT, Baiid, ROLSZESEZELLTVLOESSN?

—onthe one hand, —AHF Tk~ « -, :
~that sigh langlage researchis progressing  EREFEIEH LA TING
~that sign languages are being taughtmore R4 £TFREIBIShTOS
—that sign languages are becoming more visible in public seflings EIAMFETE
FTRMTBTRARS L SR TETHD
~that pullic attitudes towards sign languages are improving  E5E 1234 2—%E4
FEESEELTETND
—while atthe same time, TEREBZ - - - :

—schoolsforthe deaf are becoming smaler and closing down 23 SR T3 E
TN, FLTHEEAITHS . ’

~Deaf clubs and other special arenas for sign lahguage users ars struggling to
continue? %345 Jk¥, FRERTORIDEERIETDHCLNERS
BoTETLD '

e F A L e A TR —

r




L | | | | 6/7/2016

Ofﬁmal language policies in Norwegian deaf edueation _
S z—DASREISE T HEERE

-~ Before 1820s:No organized education of deaf children
18204 LR : D SRISH L THUNOBEFEREMN 21

- 1820s~1BBOs:Asymimetrical bimodal bilingualism
1820— 18804 : JEM ML 2EBMEH

- 1880s~1970: Unimedal unilingualism (oralism)
1880~197044% : 1E— M1 EFER (QEEH)

~ 1970s~1980s:Bimodal unilingualism (signéd Norwegian)
19701980845 : 2%~ FIEHEMA (Fig/ L9z

~ From 1980s: Symmetrical bimedal bilingualism
19804E{Y TRV E~— F2EEER

(== v T SN - 1

" Norwegian Sign Language {NTS) arenas outside school :
£ RN OFREORK o The “discovery" of Norwegian Sign Language
—Siholder organizations: FETEMREE ‘ R /It = —FEROFER

- Deaf clubs: The first slub was foundéd in 1878. THe Norwegian Assotiation of —1881/1083: Marlt Vogt-Svendsen published the first fing Uistic report.
the Deaf was foundedin 1918.2 39 57 : 1BT8F MO TR, 2BH5H

Yy b Fi—d b= B oA RHTOEEEMLR— FEHER
2IR1G1BRRT —1985; NTS was recognized as a ianguage ky the government.
~ The Association for Narwegian Sign Language was founded in 2008,/ L5 =— FERBIEISE YEBEE LTEMEND
Ch%%f:iﬂ; f 20064 )BT - —1996: Hearing parents of deaf children were offered 40 weeks of NTS training
= Churon: 2= L ) ) with all costs covered. %3 EOFIOBOFIFEOREANFHTER :
— The Church of the Deaf traces its history back in 1880 and is organized today as ~1897: Deaf childreri received the right o bilingual education
a sountrywide deansty within the Diocese of Oslo & 38T QERAM890 e o 1T~ e - ; :
CECETEEND, BERDSHOSMFRT HEHORREENHY, Th 53RV Y L HNBEER G DRAES D
AAERODGEEOBSERICHFEL CTLVS, - —1998: The right to bilingual equcatiun was wiitten into the new Act of Edusation,
.~ The Sigho Foundation (The Home for the Deaf from 1898) provides services for N Y HAEFER S IEIASRFTHCAR SIS

Deaf and hard-of-hearing and deafblind peo te who need them. 297 / 2 (3
SENEHOR—L) K258, BEE EL3ECTEERE
— Deaf sports; The Skiing Club for the Deaf was foundsd in 1872 Today, Deaf sports

~1987: Teachers of deaf children were expected to have NTS skills cumesponding-
to at least half a year of full-time training. 2 5 RIBAGMAHE L DT EFE
-From 1880s: Learnmg materias were developed for children usmg NTS, of,

are organized within the Norwegian Confederation of Sports. 23 ZHF—v: 55 wwwetherno 23 ROOOTEAHIEESIS
AF—EeaT2EIRE. BE 35F0AHR-YI/ L : -] ~Fromlate 1880s: Dictionary wark, of, www.tednordbok.no  SFEEOTH
D r—AR-vEK AR IR TLS. ) )

[t X

. T [T

s Language policy breakthrough:
S555  the "Language Report” (2008) _ .
T ERPUROW-ERER 25 LR— R (2008) ST NTS in the Language Council of Norway
~ Reportto the Storting No. 35 (2007-2008): “Mal og meining. A L A EEBERERICBT A/ M0 R
comprehensive lahguage policy for Norway" (the "Language Report™) The 2008 re .
- ¥ ety s - pott proposed that the Language Council of Norway should
EOE ST l“ﬁ, If;“’@‘ﬁﬁm & “Emﬁ. be given the responsibility to work on other languages than Narwegian,
— NTS “has a foundational value In itself, among other things as a mark of An adviser for NTS has been in office sinca 2011,

identity and a gehuine cultural expression of a linguistic minority in - Ao — Sesyo — )
. Norwegian saciety" ahd is "a genuine language, a part of the Norwegian 20108515 [a’)_c‘.’;i g_ﬁiﬁ; i:b;b?-:ﬁ ll? T_"‘ ”"f R 215 ‘/jl’)? r;: T -—;?ggﬁ

cufiural heritage and, not least, a part of the linguistic diversity of the 521520115-1;&_36 N s K

sountry which we all have a particular responsibility to protec Y b e ~F

~ {tis an aim in official Norwegian Janguage policy that NTS should be
x—FEEL /LD —HRIEBIETINA /YT LLTO strengthened, just like the other traditional minarity languages: the Sami

FAF y?'f T EXEMRRE LS RRMEEE D, + E’T%h languages, Kven, Romani {"romanes"), and Norwegian Romani (“ramanl

FRBEEETHY, /NI —OXLRECHSESH, JOED : ",

ERMSREERAL. RALThERETEREEHO, | EoEmEs Az —OEEERCSNT, /LY —FEERILT AT
—The government proposes the productior of a generallanguage act, in L, FHE/ LD E—DOWOTA U F4OEE (YR8, 2908,
which NTS will bg mentioned.  BURF & — 884 JZEnu’itﬁ’Dl\i"C&) Y, 3E, /L n—- QT LRBIC.

ZOHRIT/ U z—FEEIZ DT :&‘n BREhBHRETHS,
[—=T LD w1 [=as B S B TR G, FTH SR T}
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CRPD (EEEEE OB EH)

Public attitides (¥ (4R EHEAE)

- The Umted Nations Converition on the Rights of People with Disabilities (CRPD} was

signed in 2006, BB [ESEOENEN) A0 B Ihiz, ., =lisa genéral‘ impression that public attitudes towards NTS and signing
~ Narway ratified the CRPDn 2013 and thereby commitied ftseff to adopt “all appropnate in generalhave become mofe positive, as part of a general trend in

legls!ahvedadrtvxnxstrauvetaélg othne%r ma?:ure]s Tq th)e x/mpl%nema’t%wo% ga; rilft Es aftitudes towards cultural diversity.

recognlze inthe presen nvertion” (Aticle 4.1.a)./ b T~ < o L #o

A T TR 6 h - BRI G 218, T TORITRE, TR, E%L\ FHEICHT LR LY HENIZE> TS, %i’t!d:)‘(‘ﬂ:ﬁ‘]&ﬁﬁf-‘#
BEREALEBEZE) TR 5. FBEEO— S EBR L LB TN S,

~ Japan ratified the CRPDin 2014, BARIE201 4 (A

- %[?1 '?,Q%”i?%i?%‘ﬂ%’gﬁ ;g’;‘f@ LTé’fﬁ?F’e”t arfioles. Hefe are two quotes: I HE5% ~A recent example: Eurovision‘gong Ccntestsigned versions
- "Sta\tst Parties dShat“ alsod take appr?%rllate[m]easufresto f. l] Progde farms of Ive . BIEOH : -0 v BB T A MFEHR
assistanpe and Intermediaries, inoluding rofessional sign langusge interpreters i . . ;
M T Sk wﬁwﬁmmbm ThE | Sweden: Swedish SL versions since 2010
HEMOFEARESL. A T—F 20108/ B X ) x—=F L 5F
— "State Parties shall {.., ] by [...] Recognlzlng and proroting the use of si - . i i i i
Ianguages (Article Sile) BT L, OER e LT litb?t:t\. Eumpea? ﬁ:-nals, - lntematlonalegn verslo_ns since 2015
I..] State Parties shall [...] employ tedchers [...] who are qualified in‘sign language —AYARKEE 201560 SERFS
[ M Article 24.4)  EIRFEATAIAEASMEERA L FHIZE oL, ~Norway: NTS versipn in 2016
S z— 20164 15/ Ny = —~F5E

|- AT ; ] [ssm T S T S AP Co|

Slgn language rights for pre-school children and
school-children

HEMROSERISHT BFFOHE

—Children 0-6 years (pre-schoo! children): The right te learn NTS (Act of
Education, art. 2+8) .
DM BBRET : / AD T —FRERSEN sk $2-68)
~Children 6-16 years (primary and lower secondary school): The right to
NTS as the medium of ingtruction.and as a major subject (see next slide).
-6 L16EE (D PR (BEOFELLT, TUTEEREH
ELTOL WD x~FREOHEN
~Pupils in upper secondary educatidn (18-19/21 years): The right to NTS
as the medium of instruction or interprefing, and as a major subject,
EERHIVRIESHE (16BN 519218) : ERO (HDVIEERS
h3) EHELT, ELEBLEHELTO/ LY o—FEOER

e ea .
r ety s

EoLT AN ed
LT

Curriculum for deaf pupils in primary and Alternative: NTS as "special needs e‘duc’étion”

s 354 I = ' - “ -
‘ sgcondar}l school 6_‘7.@0)7".&')0)?3 JE R N HF5—20A T ar  BAHEHELLTOD/ L
—Dne subjectis unigue to deaf pupils: 5 3Rz & otﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂlﬂ 2 r—FEE ; . '
~"Norwegian Sign Language” T/ b7 = ~F5E] . :
~Three subjects substitute for heafing pupils’ subjects: —Other puplls may leam NTS as part of an individual educational plan
HBRAFSEHORDYOBHELLT (EP)
~"Norwegian for the Hearing lmpaired" {for *Norweyiar") {@ﬁ‘”ai’iﬁ‘l—l (ERYORS L LT/ LD c—FHFERR
TBREEERORHD ./ LS 58 ‘ ~In this case, sign language edusation takes time from other school
—"English for the Hearing Impaired” (for *English™ : . activities.
AR R IR - O D ELEE) . ._UJigﬁ‘ %nﬁﬂﬁliﬂi’.@%ﬁ?ﬁiﬁ @WHELTERL) LT
~"Drama and Rhythmfor the Hearing tmpaired” {far "Muslc") Thhd

) THEEEROEDOO FSTEYXL] (BEORDYELT
~All othier subjects are the same for hearing and deaf pupils,
TN OSERETCAEE
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Learning environments 2E OB

—Speclal schools for the deaf % 5 $4&
~Run by the central government BUFFIZ & - CEE
~Run by the local municipality — HiFEAREC L > TEE

~Ordinarylocal schools  BHE QO
~Mostly tun by the local municipality % < JEHE5 BB RIT & » TEE

~Cgmpensataty acitivities for deaf pupils in local schools: il DBEE
D5 35 RICHT B FENEEE
~Short-termstays in centres of specialneeds education ﬁ%‘l YELE
tys— (5 5%E) CORYMORE
~Vfideoconference lessons with signing peers and teacher FHiz& %
BRER (FEROTEIRELEREELLHIT)
~Follow-up by specialiéts in deaf education BPIRIz & 2 Shi9HEH

An attem}pt‘ at "co-enrollment”
3 EVA—LA Y FORA

~Inthe period 2005~2011, a small school for the deaf cooperated with a
small next-deor ardinary schaol in the small town of Holmestrand, 20056
ME20MEFET, RILLR RIS Y FENSINERET TS5 RENEO -
i H P S EBROMRELARELEET o1

~The hearing and the deaf pupils of the same age were taught in the same
classraom by two teachers, one of whom knew Norwegian Sigh
Language. FSREQRER £ 23 B, ALHEET2A0%E (—ARTE
EATED) OREESRT =,

~The learning environment of the classraamin this unigue “double” school
has heen documented by Torigoe (2016). =M1 Z—~H 20" OEED
FELLEEOREOREFIEE (2018) Isko>THESHTWNS,

~In 2011, the ordinary school was closed down because of the low nurmber
of pupils. The schooi for the deaf was formally closed down in 2014
togetherwith 20114 IC/NEIFERROBS L L YRR Ehi, 25
SR 12014 IS EICHE S hs,

S

SRATERTR 1t
Y2ty

The special schools are disappearing

BHEENRECAYDO5D

—~1n 2014, 3.0ut of 4 state-run special schools fot the deaf were closed
down,
20145 4DMELZIREDS S, 30MEHThE,
- A faw city-run or inter-municipal special schools and units exist,
some of them less permanent than athers.
W OMDTTANEE Y S80I 05 FRE0 S SEMAEHFET A
2OV OB THRENTH S,
—Most deaf children attend local schools, many of them as the enly
deaf pupil.
HLOLSREHBOPRIZES ., TOSETORRTOR—D
B3REHE.

wass™ Why were the schools closed down?
HEEENPEINOOHZION?

— The number of pupilshad gone down.  &EOMARES LTS

— Why?&e ¢ 2

— There is a more negative attitude than earlier to institutionalized childhood.

R kR, PEHERR (SRORR) ISHITFS C E~OFRNAEESYX

— The 40-week parsnt training programme in NTS makes it easler for deaf childrento
stay gthome, 40EMBIHTEIFESBFOAT S ALY, FELLRLVLED
EEBBIILTNS,

— Cochiear implants make it easier for deaf children to finction in spoken-language
conversations. AZREICLY, EFERICLBIx 25— 3 LABAR
HoThd,

— But the goverhment was criticized for closing down the schools withaut having a plan
ready for alternative sign language arenas. FEOENABEZEHT 28 0E TS
LERLEBLES, PRERSLTOIZLICH LTRARBRMEATNG

|
SPEST Challenges WK OO ERE
—Shortage of schoolteachers who are proficientin NTS, leading to
the use of non-trained teaching assistants and even sign language
interpreters,/ )5 = ~FEATE IRFHN DAL, O LAHE
gﬁéﬂi‘é’é H‘“CL\EL\T"/ZQ v MOEEEREEEET L&
£
—Response: NTS bas now heen given priority in current teacher
reform; However, real proficiency takes years., .
Wik & LT REOHMRE T/ LI 2 —FRINERIEEOR
LEEEE TN LOLERS FEOREICEREIMND
~Ignarance and old attitudes in local schools and municipaliies. s
MRS ARG TOESR HIVEHENEE
~Response: Recent pilot projects have shown that it is possible
to spread information and awareness.
HEE LT : BEOA(ov bFadcs LR, WREERSE
¥ d T LIEwHE
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Higher education BWE%EE PCTA 4 SEfE

m o

ree institutions offer bachelor's programmes in Sign Language and e
Interpreting. For a few yéars, the University of Oslo offered NTS at FRER 2084
. master's fevel. 3DQARFECEFLBERIZ PV TRELLANQTIT I 4L,
FRARECE, BELALTAI) o—FEEMETEDS,
~There are sevearal plans to introduce sign fanguage and interpreting _
at the master's level 8+ L AL COH AT O 7S ADOEE '/‘J“EZ»& . e
—~Thete is also a plan to introduce other speacializations at the . e
bachelor's level than interpreting. 58 L AL, %uﬁa_'ﬂuﬂwﬁﬁ FERBRAM
BTOEROBADEES B, 30ELET
~Today, we find sighers as students in many educational programmes, but .
‘there are no programmes exclusivaly for signers, In the 1990s and
2000s, there existed a teachertraining programme for Deaf students, <
B, %E“s@ﬁ%m\ahféaajua I LTRATVT, FHEERES . .
Bl Lk IO SLRBAL, 04K, 20008&Izik2 o%‘mf%w%‘(é . -
RTINS LN BT, FEIERE 208 .
—~Bign language mterpretmg programmes have recently been opened to
?eaffstudents FEBRREN IR VS AICE, BES3ELAETEE
otz

(e R £ |

FEEMIGTEE SBf
i zanbelgus
. R -EPIRI 0By

Cnmhvunlcaun
. n.LRngU%Ee ‘
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frmy comy | = loes

v pIee Feee Ay
e ’

T
Research ®%

~There is a serious fack of knowledge about NTS grammar.
I —FEDICEITOVTH, EEERGANFORMNSS.
—Researchin NTS grammar has been going on for 35 years, but only a
few people have taken partin it./ b2 T—FEOETFEIET TIZ35
FRETHATHSA, TACESLTLIEMRZSED.
~Currently, a pilot version of an NTS corpus is being built.
B, /A9 —FEOA—AR (KEEEERT—Y) OUEESN
TEIOHS.
—~There is some research on the Deaf community and communicative
issues within educational and social sciences. A HHFE VLR RHFED
ABT, 5B BIZ s —2a VETAIFENMShTN S,

. Nav - the provider of interpreting services

FIRY— A DI

e
- G

i
@ pguat

The right to "gerp"e““g services —Nav = the Norwegian Labour and Welfare Administration 3 &84k R
BRY—ERE 2T 58EF ~Nav administers a third of the national budget through schemes such as

FRELBEERTEOIADIER> T, UTOBRET>TL 5.

~Acsording to the National Insurance Act, art. 10-7, the gavernment . . =Unemployment benefit Z&¥EH~DFY
provides f&fRIRE FH10-7H ~Workassessment allowance BRI FL
“interpreting assistance to the hearing-impaired and —Sickness benefit EWHEFY
~interpreting and escorting assistance to the deaf-blind. —Pensions §%&
E){ﬁ HERREERICHT HEREE, EB SEIZHYT HER - NMEIE ~Child benefit REFY

~Cash-for-care benefit (REFH
~Eatlier, there were réstrictions to the amount of services pruvxded but — Assistive technology FIRHH
these restrictions were removed in 2002.

—Sign language interpreting is offered by the assns(lve technolngy centres
ﬁ‘?fli“ﬂ'—l:K%""’I"‘%;nl-.ﬁ’m?ﬁ(%Of A, 20024812 Z OFIH

in each county.
MgEE A, FHEBERE, ThThomBoIEgfiizrs—hoREshsd
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" A comprehensive review of the interpreting

area” (2016) ERERI=H T2 LROALRIE

. ~A report prepared for the Ministry of Workand Social Affairs by
S =) AQE, B J:%SDOTJ{\ o ) Agegda }Izauppang (a private cmr%any), assisted by me as :n g,xpext in
—Of these, abul.!t 5,000 are Deaf, hearing-impaired or deaf-blind the field, 120 LF— b AEREEED 5 [EEBEE - 2H Shi
cahsumers of interpreting services. - ) (FLBMARLLTESLE) .
M3, S000AM, 3F, BEEBER HHLRESIF ) ’
TELBERY— R OBIE ~Aims: B
: Th;’;i"i;’j;gz;;%g%z;:‘::‘%ﬁ'ﬁzﬁrgemﬁ: » —8ecure a maximally efficient, predictable and appropriate

Interpreting service in the fufure;
JEChEZRLHENT, FHTRET BEYERY—-EAE
®ETD i

- About 140 man-years in permanent pasitions In Nav
140N/ FOTNE A LOBERE

- About 500 individuals WDrkiﬁQﬂeelaﬂce to some extent } —Securs thatthe consumers are provided with interpreting with the
500AD 7 Y —F ADERE ) . quality that they need, when they heed it.
- A smaller number of individuals warking at work-places, which receive DREN, BEETILEC PESEOSVERY—-EA%E

supportfrom Nav. SMOALLI, BRODRICEYD, TITHEE . BE+E
AEMSENEZH TS ) ‘

Some of the recommendations in the review
: WOADHE (&8 '
~The interpreting services should be revrganized as a national service, not
- as part of the assistive aid centras, AT —E AL, BICRBE#EEY
. A—oitETi, BRLALOY—ERELTHEHEBET S, -
~The arganization of the setvice should be improved to utilize the available
intefpreters better. H— A ZRET2EHE, BRFTHEIRET
BLUAFLEGAE '
~\Videaphons technology has the best potential in the sherterterm as an
efficiency-enhadncing technology, 7 L EEEBiiOTieiE
~The responsibility for covering interpreting costs should be with the
interpreting service. BRIZHNDPER, —E L TEERRREY—
ERAESAE . ,
~More interpreters should be hired to cover demands for interpreting
outside offica hours. BHEOH BB ERI BRI —EXOEREH
kT, B2L8{NERFEEHTAE .
—Salary differentiation based on qualifications may be a good idea.
BHICESNEREOEVEERTAE

e The sign language status paradox persists:

Hol

FHROBECETZST vy RFzhh o HHE<

N1 B
s

¥ r

—Even though the general knowledge in society about sign language is mush
better than a generation ago, as withessed in institutions and practices, it
stillis not profound enough, BT & HX, FEICET 288 ERICE
Mol LTh, REEE+HITEL.

—~Old prejudices about sign language limiting spoken language acquisition
and bilingualism being a cognitive hindrance still attract the public and even
somae professionals. : :

FEOBIAEETEEENESTEEWL, S ) L ALEBANERRES

Lot XOEMERIT. $hB—BoAeE EMRS) BTT .

—For example, we cah see them in'expressed beliefs that cochlear implants make
sign language "unnecessary", and that the relevant language chaice is between
spoken language unly and signlanguage only, A 13, ATREZYHL, TR
FaETRL, b, BEEERE ERSEOANTHEEOAN.

—Alsp, the crtisial importance of adequate arenas for language acquisition
and use does not sesm ta be taken as satiously as we might have hoped
for, FEEEOBSVEROLHCBYHEENATNCEZETCH LV
ST &M BASEBTIELRIERYBORTHEVLICBRS..
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