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Purpose : The purpose of this survey was to measure the current status of Korean
speech language pathologists' education and experience, and their perception and needs
of narrative assessment and intervention.

Methods: A Google survey consisting of 55 questions was administered to 162 SLPs.
The survey included questions related to basic information; education and knowledge
related to narrative assessment and intervention; experience of narrative assessment
and intervention; and perception and needs for narrative assessment and intervention.
Results: First, most respondents had completed coursework on narrative assessment
and intervention, but they felt in need of more education and knowledge on narratives.
Second, most respondents had experiences with clients who needed to assess
narratives, but some responded they had not implemented assessment due to lack of
standardized assessment tools and knowledge of narratives. Third, most respondents
implemented narrative intervention for clients. Respondents said they used mainly
personal narratives for lower-grade elementary school students for intervention, but
most of the respondents felt burdened by narrative intervention due to a lack of
knowledge. Respondents wanted to learn in detail how to intervene usin narratives.
Fourth, respondents felt the need for education and research on narratives. Fifth,
regardless of academic background, career and qualification, there were no significant
differences between the groups in perception and needs on narrative assessment and
intervention except in needs of development of assessment and intervention materials.
Conclusions: These results suggest that Korean SLPs felt narrative assessment and
intervention was important, but also faced difficulties regardless of their academic
background, career, or qualifications; all recognized that narrative assessment and
intervention as an important and necessary process. In conclusion, intensive and
in-depth training programs for narrative assessment and intervention should be
developed for Korean SLPs.
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Table 1. Participant’s information
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Characteristics n (%) Characteristics n (%)
Gender Male 8 (4.9 1~2y 35 (21.7)
Female 154 (95.1) Career 2“% 22 ggg;

20~29 90 (55.6) ~Oy :
- 11~15y < 27 (16.7)
Age (yrs) Zgjj Sli ((SZZ; Associate’s degree 14 ( 8.6)
' Bachelor's degree 73 (45.1)
50 = 4025 Master’s diploma 13 (8)
Seoul 26 (16.0) ~ Degree Master's degree 52 (32.1)
Incheon 26 (16.0) Doctoral diploma 7 (4.3)
Reai ; Gyunggi 37 (22.8) Doctoral degree 3(1.9
Wifi(on ° Gangwon 2(1.2) Certificate Level 1 SLP 46 (28.4)
facilities Chungcheong 46 (28.49) level Level 2‘ SLP 116 (71.6)
20 session = 31 (19.5)

Jeolla 8 (4.9 Number of )

. 20~30 session 44 (27.6)
GYeongsang 15 (9.3) Session per 30~40 session 58 (36.4)
Je]u‘ — 2(12) week 40 session < 26 (16.3)
Medical institutions 24 148) Specific language impairment 76 (46.9)
Community welfare center 18 11.1) intellectual disability 100 (61.7)
Private clinic 128 (79.0) ASD 105 (64.8)
Workplace Daycare center 4 (2.5) Eg;?;;tt . Language learning disorders 38 (23.5)
type Special-education school 2(1.2) of clinicalyp Spee.ch S.OUDd. disorders 50 (30.9)
Office of special education 1( .0 cases Hearing impairment 9 (5.6)
Multicultural center 1( .6 Fluency disorders 8 (4.9)
School 1( .6 Neurologic communication disorders 20 (12.3)
Others 1( .6 The others 2 (1.2
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Figure 2. Narrative type SLP has used for narrative assessment
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Figure 4. | think narrative assessment and intervention are important
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