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Family Engagemeigta definition

a C Il ¥enghgément occurs when there is an-going,
reciproca, strengthsbasedpartnershipbetween families
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(Halgunseth& Peterson, 2009)

oBehaviorghat connect with and support children or others
In their environment in ways that are interactive,
purposeful, and directed toward meaningful Iearnlng and
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Why Is family engagemers
SO |mportant’?

Communication :
outcomes

“Family
EngagemenH



How can weVIAXIMI|ZEengagement ¥

+ minimisePOOr communlcatlon outcome?



Why variable outcomes?

Parents otchildren Family adjustment Peer support critical
with HL have higher correlated with Child In early stages of
stress scores Outcomes Intervention

Sarant2014 McLean 2014 Reichmuthet al 2013

Family
empowerment
increaseself

efficacy+outcomes

Familycentered
approachincreases
parent confidence

Marriage 2013 _
DesJardir2008

McLean Young (2007)Sarant(2014)VanDanet al (2012)Quittner et al. (2013); Marriage (2012)
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Context: our owrbackyard HOW?

Shepherd Centre Outcomes Early Intervention (CA5 & 6yrs)

2015 Graduate Language 2015 Graduate Vocabulary 2015 Graduate Speech
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Context: What others indicate as

possible
Ching et al., 2018 The LOCHI Study J
Sarantet al., 2014; ARC Cochlear Implant Stuy//
Fulcher et al., 2014 v
Dettmanet al., 2013 v
Dornan et al., 2007 v

Great outcomes are possible...

But there is/ariability ¢ we can reach for the_sky but
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Attendance

Attendance and language outcom

grouping n=251
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Poorer attendance Is related to poorer anguag
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Outcomes: By Socioeconomic Statu

Standard Language Assessments

L s . A Total L Standard S by SEIFA
Distribution across SEIFA deciles verage lotal Language standard Score by

Decile (n = 67)
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Despite previous beliefs:
No apparent difference between lowest and highest levels of S
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Outcomes: F2F vs Teleintervention

Standard Language Assessments

40% - R
35%
30% ’
25% KA k|
20% ’ \

15% / \

10% )/

0, \
5% .
L d
- \‘s_-
0% ~

<55 55-69 70-84\ 85-100 101 - ]9116 -130130 - 145 >145

Total Language In Persommmm Total Language Virtuak == Typically Hearing Childre

The Sydney
@ Chl|d|’EﬂS

-r | if_.-‘:..JItFﬂ'« MNetwork fl rSt S U ﬁdS The Shepherd Centre

Giving deaf children a voice
oCacy, r reh, educ



Look differently
at outcomes

What drives
outcomes?

Engaged LISTENING




