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Introduction

Environments and the people that surround us can make us develop skills that are relevant for our common communication. Sometimes people can be forced to develop skills and be able to act differently from the way they could have been if they could have been in different environments. One of the major areas that have found significance with this regard is the children who are born with Deaf parents. Such children, as referred to by scholars as “Children of Deaf Adults,” find it challenging but as well as enlightening in a way.  The children grow up and they are forced to adapt to more than one world and be able to formulate a way of communication with the Deaf parents. 

In my research work, I will be handling Children of Deaf Adults since this is one of the places that have been forgotten in society with all the challenges it faces. Many people have ignored for a long time the challenges that are faced by these children in their day to day lives. In contemporary society, the CODAs face many challenges that the hearing community are not conversant with. The main question remains how unique do these children equip themselves faster with the necessary skills required to handle the different world they face and how they end up approaching the challenges they face every day. In the first place, the have to learn sign language which can enable them communicate effectively. Secondly, they have to embrace their entity as among the Deaf people for them to be accepted into this community. Such children as well are supposed to cope with the other branding names to them as being Deaf even if in reality they are not Deaf. Therefore, they have to put up with the world of the Deaf community as well as the hearing community which at times can be challenging. 

Parents with audiological deafness can have hearing children though audiological deafness cannot be termed as Deaf. Previous studies have demonstrated that, when children are brought up in families with deaf parents, there seems to be a unique dynamic different from the one where hearing children are brought up with hearing parents. For instance, authors in bilingual studies like Preston (1995) have suggested that when Deaf parents raise hearing children, the children are raised in an extraordinary and unique family setting as they may have to interact with different linguistic, cultural as well as social systems. They have to interact with the social status of the Deaf parents culturally, familiarize themselves with the community of the Deaf and as well be able to cope with the hearing community of their peers as well as adults. Besides, there are cultural differences the two groups of people because the community of the Deaf utilizes sign language in their communication while the other group of hearing community uses spoken language in their communication. Therefore, there develops an ambiguity of the Children of Deaf Adults (CODAs) as they have to incorporate an aspect of being culturally Deaf and be hearing functionally as well. According to (Clark, 2003), there is a need for these families therefore to close the gap amid the two worlds of hearing and Deaf through as there are unique cultural and communication challenges. Thus, there needs to be needed for delegation of roles of language broker in families of Deaf parents which can help in understanding the dynamics played by order of gender and birth in role delegation. 

Literature review

The distinction amid “Deaf” and “deaf”

There is a discrepancy amid an individual being “deaf” from the “Deaf community.” Hoffmeister & Bahan (1996), suggested that “deaf’ is an audiological status while “Deaf” is the cultural identity that identifies the individual who has the hearing disability. Deaf in a community signifies cultural membership with a common language as well as experience while deaf regards the concept of audiology which signifies difficulties in hearing (Murray et al., 2007). The Deaf persons recognize themselves as Deaf through the use of the Noun instead of the verb of the word deaf. In this case, they can place their pride in the identification of their status as “Deaf Person,” and they can align themselves with the culture of both Deaf community as well as the Sign Language they use. Therefore, with this regard, the Deaf Community identifies them Deaf people and gives them due respect, unlike the oppressive attitudes that they might receive from the hearing community. On the same note, deaf will only signify the audiological dimension that relates to the hearing ability of a person. When people identify themselves as deaf, then the Deaf society will view such people as outsiders since they have not embraced the common language or the culture of the Deaf people (Mcllroy, 2008). Therefore, deaf people comprise of a Community of the Deaf and this forms the distinction between “deaf and “Deaf.”  Hence it is important comprehend the Deaf culture for one to know the experiences the hearing kids born to Deaf parents. 

Deaf Culture and Community

Clark (2003) argues that, Deaf people identify themselves through their language. Even though all the Deaf people do not know how to use the Sign Language, it is still regarded as the most significant connection and binding force that brings together the Deaf Community. Regarding this proposition, the Deaf people from other countries like the United States came up with a community that they referred to “DEAF-WORLD” that has developed to have its language as well as culture. The community has a shared experience of their Deafness as a human experience despite the fact other people view that a minority group in society. The community seems to be exclusionary to the outside people, and therefore there is a criterion that is used to absorb one into the Deaf Community. With this regard, Singleton and Tittle in their 2000 publication postulate that it is either one is born into the Deaf community or one will opt to join the community when all the efforts to identify oneself with the hearing community have seemed futile and therefore no option other than joining the Deaf community. 
Additionally, these authors display other ways through which one can identify himself or herself with the Deaf community. These ways include one’s ideological status, the goals of the political support offered by the Deaf community, the community’s social contact as well as the fluence in the sign language linguistic of the community. Besides, there is diversity in the way people may identify themselves with the Deaf people despite the degree of their deafness physiologically and the extent measured. For instance, children who hear but born to Deaf parents can give themselves an identity with the Deaf. Therefore, for such people to be identified and be part of community of Deaf, they should adopt the cultural aspects of the Deaf including proficiency in Sign Language. For instance, one of the countries that have formed an identifiable Deaf community is South Africa where the community tends to keep itself and resultantly appears to be guided by their language and culture. Sign language use and one’s attitude seem to be the form of acceptance and acculturation into this community and not the audiometric status of a person (Singleton & Tittle 2000). On the same note, for one to be fully identified as belonging to the Deaf community, such a person should have the right attitude towards the people who are Deaf, know their language proficiently, their culture as well as the minority status. 

Deafness as a Disability

There is a view of deafness as a disability by the Deaf community. Filer & Filer (2000) argue that there is a general less understanding about the Deaf culture by these people as well. Moreover, the professions that have been involved in providing education to the Deaf people view deafness as pathological since they focus only on physiological deafness. However, the author claims that the regard of deafness as a disability should not be viewed as his opinion but rather an aspect of providing an in-depth understanding of the people who are Deaf as well as the Children of the Deaf Adults and their position since they inhabit two worlds and through which they have to thrive. For instance, when referring to South Africa, the study has shown that deafness is the single most considerable disability that has elicited concerns either locally, nationally and internationally (Storbeck, 2010). DeafSA, the Federation for the Deaf in South Africa, they have shown that approximately 10 % of the population in South Africa has a disability of some way and that 3.5 % of the population have are some deafness degree. Nevertheless, the major problem with the disabled in South Africa is that they lack access to the basic knowledge of health and other social services (Barratt, 2007). Nevertheless, the little knowledge of the Deaf is associated with the apartheid rule that excluded the Deaf community in participating from the hearing society. Despite the disability view, the deaf people do not consider themselves as isolated or disabled, but instead, they view themselves as linguistic and cultural minority which has been underprivileged by a barrier in the language (Murray et al., 2007). 

Children of Deaf Adults

Bishop &Hicks (2005) define CODA as a person who has been born to a family with one or both Deaf parents. There is a cultural as well as linguistic difference between Being a CODA and being a Deaf- born child to hearing parents and also a hearing-born child to parents that are hearing too. Bishop and Hicks (2005) suggest that CODA as a term is retained for the persons who do not regard themselves as fitting into either Deaf or hearing categories and therefore it's like they want to carve a third category in which they can belong. Besides, a child born to one deaf parent and one haring parent is still recognized as a CODA. However, in a research study by Quigley (1990), he asserted that approximately 5% of CODA are born to both Deaf parents, and about 10% are born to one Deaf parent and one hearing parent. Besides, in 1996, Lane et al, suggested that it is not only audiological deafness that can determine whether one is Deaf or not, but what matters is the extent of recognition within a community of deaf people. Napier (2002) added that the deciding factor in such a situation is the attitudinal deafness. The hearing CODAs can come from different backgrounds ethnically, religion and economic. The common characteristic that defines all the CODAs has parents that are Deaf.
There are unique experiences of life that are common with children of Deaf grown-ups. The children experience Deafness as from their childhood as a typical part of the family rather than a different aspect or concept that they grow to encounter in their adulthood. Hoffmeister (2008) asserts that hearing children born to Deaf people are the most successful individuals in the community of the Deaf. When Deaf people marry, they get hearing children, and the children grow to be the representation of the relatively invisible cultural and linguistic minority. The children largely grow as part of the community of the Deaf. This means that the first language they are entitled to learn the sign language (Bishop & Hicks, 2005). 
When kids of Deaf parents are born, they grow in a family of Deaf, but it is prevalent to note that not all the CODAs may grow in the Deaf community. Therefore, in the understanding of the experiences in life of the CODAs, it is pertinent to note that CODAs have an outstanding linkage between the community of the Deaf where they often share their insights and the emotional suffering experiences as part of their community when their identity is defined as some disability (Mand et al., 2009). 

Language brokering in Deaf families

Furthermore, it should be noted that even in language brokering in the families of Deaf parents arise because most of the Deaf adults might not have the ability to read or write the spoken language. Besides, Deaf adults might not be able to adequately communicate via the spoken language (Hall & Guery, 2010).  Therefore, as a result of this, the children of these parents become the language brokers between the Deaf community and Deaf parents. 

There is still much that need to be done in regard to research involving hearing children born to Deaf parents. It might seem simple as we have seen in this study but in the real sense there is much that is underlying beneath the skills that the children gain to help them communicate effectively with the parents. As well, the ways such people end up identifying themselves with the Deaf community raises eyebrows from the fact that they are hearing children but they have to be branded Deaf for them to cope with their Deaf parents. In future research, there are prospects of looking at whether the Deaf parents pass any genetic materials to these CODAs that makes them be faster in grasping the required skills for survival. When such children are compared with other hearing children born to hearing parents, there is a great difference that calls for further research to identify the center of the disparities that are seen in the two sets of children. Therefore, in a future research, I would propose further research into this field to establish the basis of the skills the CODAs tend to manifest. 
Conclusion

Conclusively, it is prudent to note how challenging it as being a CODA. There are many things involved and one of them being branded as a disabled. The branding has led to the CODA identifying themselves through sign language and acceptance of their status as well as developing an attitude towards this. Many of CODAs face challenges of language are brokering, but this is also a way of making their parents be identified in the Deaf community. Therefore, CODAs are one of the most important parts of a community that has revolutionized the long-standing view of Deaf adults.
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