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Abstract

Families with deaf children need information and advice by professionals of clinical and educational areas about
bilateral cochlear implants performance. In fact, they receive this data from both sources and value them to the
greater extent. Family information needs are not only on the usage of these devices used bilaterally but also on
parenting strategies, expectations regarding outcomes over linguistic development and perseverance for hearing
stimulation at home. According to the above, it is necessary to apply family centered interventions collaborating
educational and clinical areas to satisfy new family needs regarding bilateral cochlear implants.
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Clinical Benefits
Bilateral Cochlear Implantation (BCI), both simultaneous and short

interval sequenced, is a widely advantageous and valuable resource
with respect to unilateral cochlear implantation and long interval
bilateral sequenced cochlear implantation [1], generating new
concerns for families with deaf children [2].

Lammers et al. [3] recently found more statistically significant
results regarding the perception of sound and the expressive linguistic
development of children with Simultaneous Cochlear Implantation
(SCI) compared to those with sequential bilateral cochlear
implantation after 1 year of hearing experience with the devices.
Moreover, the available data show that there is no proliferation in the
risks associated to SCI, assuming that only one surgical, hospital
episode was recorded [4].

In this sense, relevant advances over BCI in deaf children are
evident. Nevertheless, efficiency and development of bilateral cochlear
implants’ performance should not be taken for a grant. Not only
clinical area influences a correct usage of cochlear implants. Family
area has always been highly involved in linguistic perception and
expression outcomes from cochlear implantation [5] and in addition to
families, it is also important to contemplate those professionals from
educational field (teachers, pedagogues, etcetera) as long as they have
been pointed out from families themselves [2-8] and even researchers
[9]. These professionals are unavoidable to reach a real social inclusion
for deaf people and their families.

Interdisciplinary Needs of Families
When a deaf child is born, his/her family needs to cope with the

situation being informed and advised. Families with deaf children tend
to be informed for decide to acquire a Cochlear Implant (CI) greater
extent by clinical and educational professionals, as well as for other

experienced families and their associations [2-8]. Furthermore, these
information sources are the best valued by families [1,3,8-10].

Families and professionals would decide BCI because they have
enough information to make the decision (76.92% of them), it would
be useful (100%) and it would be helpful for personal planning (100%)
[7].

A study of Moreno et al. [5] showed 40% of families got high levels
of auditory stimulation in the child after 1 year with the CI.
Nonetheless, 60% did not get the same outcomes due to external
pressures, which difficult to have a quality time for the family with the
child. It was also because the initial expectations of the family on the
performance of CI provide them high motivation, but as time goes in
parallel decrease auditory stimulation at home.

Perseverance has been assessed as a fundamental factor in the
successful performance of the BCI [2]. In this line, educational and
clinical professionals must develop a collaborative action with families,
centering intervention in them.

Expectations of families are a variable to which research should pay
attention in the case of CI, but when it comes to BCI perseverance is a
success factor. In other words, maintaining appropriate expectations
on the oral language development and persevering in the auditory
stimulation leads to better results. However, families need information
by the hand of professionals from clinical and educational areas to
keep expectations and persevere in stimulating.

Besides BCI, it is substantial pointing out a real, positive and active
acceptance of families regarding deafness. This attitude constitutes the
base for children’s acceptance of their own deafness. As far as families
need not uniquely information about the device, it is necessary an
intervention on parenting children who use bilateral cochlear implants,
concretely to keep encouragement, perseveration and hearing
stimulation. This task cannot be started up in isolation, but
interdisciplinary.
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Backgrounds and Self-Management
Collaborative action between clinic and education professionals has

been executed and investigated before, while it has not among those
cases of BCI. Ciccone et al. [9] provided patients with education on
strategies for self-management of chronic cardiac diseases.

It is remarkable the importance of care managers, who should
develop the following functions: to inform families regarding the
attainable goals with BCI; to derive them to the available community
services and associations; to guide them for coping the decision
making about surgery and inclusive education pathways; and to
transmit clinical information to professionals of education for
planning educational programs.

This study [9] evidence the relevance of involving educational
processes in rehabilitation, although professionals of education were
not contemplated. Definitely, day-to-day self-management in a chronic
condition like deafness requires advisement from both professionals,
educators and clinicians, as far as families seek them to be informed
and guided.

Reasons for Collaborating
Fundamentally, clinical and educational professionals inform

families who positively value both information sources. So that, it is
important to consider collaboration. This can avoid contradictions and
it is useful for offering coherent and specialized data. Additionally,
sharing relevant points about cases between clinicians and educators is
beneficial to understand the peculiarities of families and consider them
for interdisciplinary intervention.

Conclusion
In short: for informing and giving advice to families with deaf

children who use bilateral cochlear implants it is necessary
professionals to research and report on BCI features and professionals
to do it about linguistic development with both devices. Not acting
separately, but joining efforts and coordinating interventions to serve

these families. It has been found similar needs regarding unilateral
cochlear implant, nonetheless families reported major complexities for
parenting children with bilateral cochlear implants.

References
1. López-Torrijo M, Mengual-Andrés S, Estellés-Ferrer R (2015) Clinical

and logopaedic results of simultaneous and sequential bilateral implants
in children with severe and/or profound bilateral sensorineural hearing
loss: A literature review. Int J Pediatr Otorhinolaryngol 79: 786-792.

2. Mather J, Archbold S, Gregory S (2011) Deaf Young People with
Sequential Bilateral Cochlear Implants. The Experience of Parents and
Teachers, Deafness and Education International 4: 173-198.

3. Lammers MJ, Venekamp RP, Grolman W, van der Heijden GJ (2014)
Bilateral cochlear implantation in children and the impact of the inter-
implant interval. Laryngoscope 124: 993-999.

4. Ramsden JD, Gordon K, Aschendorff A, Borucki L, Bunne M, et al.
(2012) European bilateral pediatric cochlear implant forum consensus
statement. Otol Neurotol 33: 561–565.

5. Moreno-Torres I, Cid MM, Santana R, Ramos A (2011) Estimulación
temprana y desarrollo lingüístico en niños sordos con implante coclear: el
primer año de experiencia auditiva. Revista de Investigación en
Logopedia 1: 56-75.

6. Cabuscón CJ (2006) La población con discapacidad auditiva en cifras.
Revisión y síntesis de dos estudios sociológicos. FIAPAS 110: 1-12.

7. Johnston JC, Smith AD, O’Connor A, Benzies K, Fitzpatrick EM, et al.
(2009) The Development and Piloting of a Decision Aid for Parents
Considering Sequential Bilateral Cochlear Implantation for Their Child
With Hearing Loss. Volta Review 109: 121–141.

8. Hyde M, Punch R, Komesaroff L (2010) Coming to a Decision About
Cochlear Implantation: Parents Making Choices for their Deaf Children.
Jnl of Deaf Studies and Deaf Education 2: 162-178.

9. Ciccone MM, Aquilino A, Cortese F, Scicchitano P, Sassara M, et al.
(2010) Feasibility and effectiveness of a disease and care management
model in the primary health care system for patients with heart failure
and diabetes (Project Leonardo). Vasc Health Risk Manag 6: 297-305.

10. Spencer PE (2004) Individual Differences in Language Performance after
Cochlear Implantation at One to Three Years of Age: Child, Family, and
Linguistic Factors. J Deaf Stud Deaf Edu 4: 395-412.

 

Citation: Garcia-Garcia FJ, Lopez-Torrijo M (2021) A Short Communication on the Need for Interdisciplinary Action with Families with Deaf
Children Who Use Bilateral Cochlear Implants. J Med Imp Surg 1: 104. 

Page 2 of 2

J Med Imp Surg
ISSN: JMIS, an open access journal

Volume 6 • Issue 2 • 1000104

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25912629
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25912629
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25912629
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25912629
http://eric.ed.gov/?id=EJ954484
http://eric.ed.gov/?id=EJ954484
http://eric.ed.gov/?id=EJ954484
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24122619
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24122619
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24122619
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22569146
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22569146
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22569146
http://revistalogopedia.uclm.es/ojs/index.php/revista/article/view/20
http://revistalogopedia.uclm.es/ojs/index.php/revista/article/view/20
http://revistalogopedia.uclm.es/ojs/index.php/revista/article/view/20
http://revistalogopedia.uclm.es/ojs/index.php/revista/article/view/20
http://eric.ed.gov/?id=EJ870127
http://eric.ed.gov/?id=EJ870127
http://eric.ed.gov/?id=EJ870127
http://eric.ed.gov/?id=EJ870127
http://jdsde.oxfordjournals.org/content/15/2/162.abstract
http://jdsde.oxfordjournals.org/content/15/2/162.abstract
http://jdsde.oxfordjournals.org/content/15/2/162.abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20479952
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20479952
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20479952
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20479952
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15314014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15314014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15314014
http://dx.doi.org/10.4172/jmis.1000104

	Contents
	A Short Communication on the Need for Interdisciplinary Action with Families with Deaf Children Who Use Bilateral Cochlear Implants
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Clinical Benefits
	Interdisciplinary Needs of Families
	Backgrounds and Self-Management
	Reasons for Collaborating
	Conclusion
	References


