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Investigation of Sign Language Using Status in Four Special

Educational Schools in Xinjiang

LIU Yan-hong', GU Ding-qgian', CHENG Li', GAO Yu-xiang’, ZHANG Yu-hong®
(1. Instituted of Special Education, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 1008753
2. Deaf School of Urumchi Xinjiang, Urumchi 830026

3. Elementary Educational College, Xinjiang Normal University, Urumchi 830013, China)

Abstract: The study examined the sign language using status of deaf students (n=316) and teachers
who used sign language in teaching (n=160) in four special educational schools in Sinkiang by question-
naire survey. The results show that the types of sign language using by the teachers and students from
higher to lower proportion were “two types of sign language”, “Chinese sign language” and “local sign lan-
guage”; the proportion and level of deaf students who mainly used the “local sign language” were higher
than that of teachers; the proportion and the level of teachers who mainly used the “Chinese sign language
” were higher than that of students; pre-service learning and learning from colleagues were the main ways

for teachers to learn sign language; the differences in using sign language between teachers, teachers and

students, and students affected deaf students knowledge learning and understanding, the information com-
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munication between teachers and deaf students and that between deaf students, and the teaching quality of
special educational schools; and most of the students and teachers in these schools showed agreement upon
establishing a “universal sign language system”.

Key words: Xinjiang; special education; Chinese sign language; local sign language; universal
sign language
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