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Pe3ume

HampageHno e uctpaxxyBamwe Ha 14 neua co creuu-
¢uYHO ja3nuyHO omTeTyBame U 14 aena co HopMa-
JieH jasudeH pas3Boj. Cute nmema 300pyBaaT clioBe-
HEYKH, MOHOJIMHTBAJHH U €JHAKBH IO TI0JI, COLIHO-
€KOHOMCKH CTaTyC M yYWJIHIITHA CPEeIHA.
Xwunore3zara Oelie JeKka IMOCTOjaT pPa3IUKd Mery
nemnara co CJO u nmenarta co HJP Bo momeHoT Ha
HaparjaTa.

HaparuBHuTe TeKcTOBM KoM O6ea J0OMEeHH co Heop-
TaHW3UPaHO TIOTTHKHYBame (packaxyBame) Oea
aHaIM3WPaHU BP3 OCHOBA HA CIIJAHUTE BapujadIu:
BKYIHHOT OpOj Ha MCKa3H, OPOjOT Ha MPOIIUPEHU
peueHHIy, OPOjOT HA CBP3HUIM M OPOjOT HA CTH-
Mynanun. bea yTBpAeHH CTaTUCTUYKHA 3HAYUTEITHA
pasiuKu Melry TPyNHTe BO BKYIMHHOT MPOCTOP Ha
BapujabiuTe O] HAPATUBHUOT TEKCT, aHaJIU3UpaH
Ha MUKPOJMHTBHCTHYKO HUBO.

Bp3 ocHOBa Ha 0Ba MOXe Aa ce 3aKIy4H JeKa, 3a-
pamu cnennPUYIHUOT NeQHUIUT BO jazuyHara o0-
JacT, Jeuarta co Crlequ(UYHO ja3U4HO OILITETYBa-
€ Ha BO3PACT O OKOITY JIECET TOJIUHH 'Y TIOKaXKY-
BaaT CHUTE KapaKTePUCTHKH HA THIUYHUOT HapaTH-
BEH JHMCKYpC: KPaTKH TEKCTOBU CO MOMAaJl KBAJIU-
TET, CO TEUIKOTHH BO OPTaHU3UPAK-ETO Ha Hapallu-
jara Bo jasu4Ha dopmMma.

Knyunu 360posu: cneyughuuno jazuuno owmemy-
8arve, Hapayuja, HApamueeH MeKcm, MUKpPOJUHE-
BUCTNUYKA AHATU3A
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Abstract

Research has been carried out on 14 children with
specific language impairment and 14 children with
normal language development. All children were
Slovene speaking, monolingual and matched by
sex, socio-economic status and school environ-
ment.

Hypothesis was, that differences between SLI
children and children with NLD exist in the do-
main of narration.

Narration texts that were acquired with unstruc-
tured encouragement (recount) were analysed on
the basis of the following variables: total number
of statements, number of compound sentences,
number of connectors and number of stimulations.
It was established statistically significant differ-
ences between the groups in the total space of
variables of the narration text, analysed on mi-
crolinguistic level.

It can thus be assumed that due to the specific
deficit in the language area, children with specific
language impairment aged around ten exhibit all
the characteristics of typical narration discourse:
shorter texts of lesser quality, with difficulties in
structuring the narration into language form.

Key words: specific language impairment, narra-
tion, narrative text, microlinguistic analysis
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MEDICAL TREATMENT

Boegeo

Criermupu9HOTO ja3WYHO OINTETYBamE € Pa3BOjHO
HapyIyBame 32 KOe He ce MO3HATH MPUYHHUTE, a
rO KapaKTepHu3HupaaTr pasIniHu NpoQHiIn Ha ja3uy-
HU TENIKOTHH W OJl PA3JIHYHHU CTEIICHH HA TEIIKO-
tHja. ['1aBHO BIMjae Bp3 o0iacTa HAa rpamMaTHKaTa
W 3apagyi OIITETYBambETO CBEJOIM CME Ha OIIC-
TPYKLHja BO MPOLECOT HA ja3HYHHUTE IOPAKU M BO
KOPHUCTEHETO Ha ja3MKOT CO IeJl KOMyHUKamnuja 1
HacTaBa.

Hemara co CJO ce CKITOHU KOH TEIIKOTHU Ha IOBe-
Ke HUBOA Ha OPAJTHHUOT ja3WK, BKIy4yBajku TH (o-
HOJIOTHjaTa, CHHTAaKcara, BOKaOyJIapoT W mparma-
THKAaTA.

I'pamaTukara, xoja ru WHTETpHpa MOpQoiorujara
U CHHTAaKcaTa, € 001acT KaAe ja3uIHUTE TEIIKOTUH
U 1eUINUTH ce Haju3pa3eH! U BUUTUBU. THUIIHYHU-
T€ TPaMaTHYKHU TPELIKH YECTO Ce CHOMHYBAaT KaKko
BUJUIMBY 3HAIM Ha CHEHM(PUYHOTO ja3UYHO OILITE-
TyBame.

UzpasyBameTro M pazOupameTo Ha TpamaThkara
(rpaMaTHYKHUTE TpaBUIIa) Kaj HEKOU Jela € CpiKTa
Ha HUBHUOT Aeuuut. Tunuaauot aedunur ce ja-
BYBa BO OPraHM3UPAKETO HA JICTIOBUTE HA PEUCHH-
1aTa Kako ¥ BO KOOPJAMHHUPAHUTE U HEKOODPIUHH-
paHUTe BPCKH KOHM Ce¢ MOTpPeOHU 3a MHTEpIpeTa-
IIMja ¥ COCTaByBame peueHHUIa. DopMupameTo Ha
criermuUIHN W jaCHW TpaMaTHIKA BPCKH Mery
300pOBUTE W HM3PA3UTE NPETCTaBYBa TOJEM IMPOO-
JIeM 3a HeKou jena. MefyToa, oBOj MpoOiieM Moxe
JIECHO JIa c€ MIOCHTHU(HUKYBa W HAjIECTO jacHO €
M3pa3eH Kaj HapaTUBHUTE CIIOCOOHOCTH.

Jedurnutute Bo o0ilacTa Ha M3Pa3yBambETO MOXKAT
na ce HabJpyIyBaaT BO (OPMUPAIHETO, OPraHU3HU-
pameTo u MOJpeyBambeTo Ha BepOanHaTa mopaka.
JlemaTta ce coodyBaaT co IpoOIeMu BO oBaa 001acT
KOTa O]l HUB ce 0apa 3a Ja pacKakar MpHuKa3Ha, 1a
HampaBaT pe3uMe, Ja OIUIIAT HacTaH win 1a (op-
MUpaaT W JaJaT MHCTPYKIMHU. Taka, Kora JETEeTO
packaxyBa, 3a0einexyBaMe May3d KOW BOJAT IO
nentedyerme. Toramr THe 4ecTo MOBTOPyBaaT 300po-
BHU, TCKOT Ha JICTATUTE MOXE J1a Oujie HEMPEKUHAT,
MOCTOW MHOIITBO HA WCKPUBEHH WIH JTYPH U W3-
MHUCJICHH 300pOBH, KOPUCTAT KPaTKH PEUYCHHIIU
WK 0I0MBAaaT BOOIIITO Ja 300pyBaar.

Bo crnopenba co menara 0e3 ja3uYHH TEIIKOTHH,
JieriaTa o] OCHOBHO YUYHITUINTE CO CHenU(UIHU ja-
3WYHHU OIITETYBamka MOCTUTHYBAaT mociabu pesyi-
TaTH Kaj HapaTUBHUTE criocoOHocTH. (1)

Introduction

Specific language impairment is a developmental
disorder without a known cause characterised by
various profiles of language difficulties and by
different levels of difficulty. It affects mainly the
area of grammar and because of this impairment
we witness an obstruction in the processing of lan-
guage messages and in the use of language for the
purpose of communication and teaching.

Children with SLI tended that have difficulties at
multiple levels of oral language including phonol-
ogy, syntax, vocabulary and pragmatic.

Grammar, which integrates morphology and syn-
tax, is the area where language difficulties and
deficits are most expressed and visible. Typical
grammar mistakes are frequently mentioned as
visible signs of the specific language impairment.

Expressing and comprehending grammar (gram-
mar rules) is for some children the core of their
deficit. The typical deficit occurs in the agreement
of sentence parts as well as in coordinate and espe-
cially subordinate relations, which are necessary
for sentence interpretation and production. The
formation of specific and clear grammatical rela-
tions between words and word phrases represents a
big problem for some children. This problem,
however, can easily be identified and is most
clearly expressed in narrative abilities.

Deficits in the area of expression can be observed
in the formation, organisation and ordering of the
verbal message. Children encounter problems in
this area when they are asked to tell a story, make
a summary, describe an event or form and give
instructions. Thus, when a child narrates, we can
detect pauses that lead to stammering. Then they
also frequently repeat words, the sequence of de-
tails might be unconnected, there is a host of dis-
torted or even made up words, they use short sen-
tences or avoid speaking at all.

In comparison with children without language dif-
ficulties, primary school children with specific
language impairment reach poorer results in their
narrative abilities (1).
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YTBpACHO € JeKa MOoJDKWHATa Ha Hapardjarta (Koja
ce Mepelle co BKyITHHOT Opoj Ha CHTe Hapalum) €
rmomajia Kaj Jelara cO ja3uyHO OIITeTyBame. Tue
KOPHUCTAT TIOMAJIKy CIIOKEHH PSUCHUITU U UM Tpeba
MHOTY NOBeKe oxpabpyBame 3a Jla pacKaKyBaar.
MeryToa, 1 IOKpaj OBa, THE KOPUCTAT UCT Opoj Ha
CBpP3HHUIM 32 MOBP3yBamke Ha peueHHUIaTa U co3/a-
Bamke KOXE3Mja. 3a Jla ce HaJMHHE 3aCTaHyBambCTO
BO Hapalyjara, THe JypH TU MPUMCHYBaaT U Tamy
KaJie He ce TIOTPEOHU WK €JHOCTABHO T TIOBTOPY-
BaaT MO CEKOe MOTTUKHYBAaWkE 3a Ja IMPOJIOJIKAT.
Tue rv KOpHCTaT Ha MOTPEUICH Ha4yWH, HOBTOPY-
BajKH U JOJaBajKu CBP3HUITA 3a Ja CH IOMOTHAT Ja
ounat nmoduryeHTHH (2).

ITocTojaT HEKONIKY CTYIUH 33 3a0aByBamHETO HA Jie-
11aTa co ja3u4yHH OIITETyBama BO 00JacTa Ha Hapa-
THUBHHTE CIIOCOOHOCTH.

Bo cBoure crymuu, Jlemmn (3), Jlmrec (4), EBanc
(5), borunr (6), Kagepsapek u Can3ou (7) criom-
HyBaaT 3HAYMUTEIHO TOCIA0W pe3ynaTaT BO CHUTE
aHaJM3UpaHU BapHjabiu CBpP3aHH CO €JICH HapaTu-
BEH TEKCT, JI0JiIeKa Ce OCBPHYBaaT IJIABHO Ha MU-
KPOJIMHTBHCTHYKUTE aHAM3M 0Oe3 pa3liuka Ha pas-
JUYHUTE HApaTUBHH >kaHpU. OBUE Pa3IUKH CE MO-
TOJIEMH Ka] MaJITe MPeIyUITHIITHY Jela, a moMa-
TM Kaj moctapure nena. Pa3BojHUOT akTop TU 1au-
(dbepenmupa nenara MoBeKe BO KOXEPEHTHOCTA Ha
Haparujata OTKOJKY BO KOXe3ujara.

Pennmn 1 copaboraumute (8) crpoBenoa HCTPaxKy-
Bamke BO 00acTa Ha HAPATHBHUTE CIIOCOOHOCT Kaj
TpU TpyIH Jela: Aela CO ja3suyHO OIUTETYBameE,
nena co eaHo(oKycHaTa MO304Ha IOBpea U Jena-
Ta co Bunujamcos cunapom. Tue Oea Ha Bo3pact
ox 4-12 rogunu. Cute TpH Ipylu ce cHopedyBaa
co TpymnuTe aeua 0e3 jasuuHu TemkoTnu. Hapatus-
HHATE TEKCTOBH C€ J00Hja CO pacKaKyBame Bp3
OCHOBa Ha CIIMKHW, WM CE aHaJTM3Upaa Ha ja3U4HO
HUBO. bea 3a0enexaHW 3HAYMTENHU PA3IHKH BO
JOJDKMHATA Ha HAPATUBHUTE TEKCTOBH, a HCTO TakKa
ce HaOJbylyBaa HajrOJIEMUTE Pa3IUKU Mery IpyIu-
Te. JlenaTta co ja3u4HO OLITETYBamE KOPHCTEa IO-
MaJIKy MPOIIMPEHH PEUSHHULIN U AyPH YIITE TIOMal-
Ky cloXxeHH pedeHuuu. OBJe, CTENCHOT Ha KOM-
IUIEKCHOCTAa Ha CHHTaKcara € Imomaia Bo cropeada
co apyrure rpynu. Camo nrernara co eqHo(OKycHa
MO30YHa IOBpea I'M CTUTHYBaaT CBOMOTE BPCHU-
1M 0e3 ja3MYHM TEIIKOTUH Ha Bo3pacT of 12 roa.

It was established that the length of narration
(which was measured with the total number of all
narrations) is smaller for children with language
impairment. They use fewer compound sentences
and need far more encouragement in order to nar-
rate. In spite of this, however, they use the same
number of connectors for linking sentences and
creating cohesion. In order to overcome stopping
in their narration, they even apply them where they
are not needed or they simply repeat them after
every encouragement to continue. They use them
in the wrong way, repeating or adding connectors
in order to help themselves be more fluent (2).

There are several studies which report on the delay
of children with specific language impairment in
the area of narrative abilities.

In their studies, Lely (3), Liles, (4) Evans, (5),
Botting (6) Kadervarek and Sulzby (7) mention
significantly poorer results in all the analysed vari-
ables connected with a narrative text, while refer-
ring mainly to microlinguistic analyses regardless
of the different narration genres. These differences
are greater in younger pre-school children and
smaller in older ones. The developmental factor
differentiates children more in the coherence of the
narration than in cohesion.

Reily et al.(8) carried out research in the area of
narrating abilities of three groups of children: chil-
dren with language impairment, children with uni-
focal brain lesion and children with Williams' syn-
drome. They were aged from 4 to,12. All three
groups were compared with the group of children
without language difficulties. Narration texts were
acquired with recount, on the basis of pictures, or
they were analysed at the language level. Signifi-
cant differences in the length of narration texts
were noted and also the greatest differences be-
tween the groups were observed. Children with
language impairment use the fewest compound
sentences and even fewer complex sentences.
Here, the extent of syntax complexity is smaller in
comparison with other groups. Only the children
with unifocal brain lesion catch up with their peers
without language difficulties at the age of 12.

JAEDPEKTOJIOUNKA TEOPUJA U TIPAKTHKA 2007; 1-2: 15-24

17



MEDICAL TREATMENT

Bo cBojaTa cTyauja 3a HapaTHBHHTE CITIOCOOHOCTH,
Borunr (6) T cnopenysa aenara co cnenu(GUIHO
ja3WYHO OLITETYyBame, Jerara co NparMaTcKy Tell-
KOTUH M OHHE Oe3 TemkoThH. Bo3pacTa Ha nenata
oemre 7,7 mo 8,8 rommuu. TekcroBuTe ce mobmja
BP3 OCHOBA Ha OIUINYBaWkE HA CIIMKU U CE aHAIIHU-
3Mpaa crope] JOJDKHMHATa Ha mpukasHarta. M nBete
TPYIH Jielia CO ja3WYHH TEIIKOTHH PacKaKyBaa I10-
KpaTKy TpUKa3HU. BOTHUHT HCTO Taka TBPAW JieKa
JOJDKMHATA Ha HapalujaTa MOKe Ja MOCIYKU KaKo
no0ap MUjarHOCTUYKU KPUTEPUYM 32 UICHTHUDUKY-
Bamb€ Ha OBHUE Jela.

JlebuuTuTe Ha CHTE HUBOA HA Ja3UYHHOT CHUCTEM
W TIPOLIECHUTE, BP3 KOU CE 3aHOBa (PYHKIIMOHHpAHe-
TO Ha ja3WKOT, UCTO TakKa ce oJpa3zyBaaTr IpHU CO3-
JaBambeTO Ha Hapanujata M Kaj HapaTHBHUTE CIIO-
cobnoctu. Kora nenara packaxyBaaT, THE TH CBp-
3yBaar 300pOBHTE BO TIOBHUCOKH LIEIMHH (HA MpU-
Mep BO (hpas3u, peueHUNH, TeKCcToBH). [IpaBejku ro
TOA, THE MOpa 1a OTKpHjaT M3BECHH CEMaHTHUKH
BPCKH U TPaMaTHYKH TpaBHJIA.

Taka, merara co crenupUIHO ja3MYHO OIITETYBa-
b€ pacKakyBaaT MOMAJIKy, UMaaT MOBEKE TEIIKO-
THU KOTa TH TOBP3YyBaaT ja3UYHUTE CIIEMCHTH BO
TEKCTOT W PaCKaKyBaaT Ha TIOMAIIKy OpraHWu3WpaH
Ha4YHuH.

Hue cakaBMe na ja mcTpakyBame Hapalyjata of
MHUKPOJIMHIBUCTHYKU aCIICKT Ha acHa CO CHIelu-
(UYHO ja3UYHO OINTETYyBAKE CIIOPEICHU CO Jera
CO THITHYEH ja3WdeH Pa3BOj UCTO KaKO M Pa3INKHUTE
BO Hapalujara.

Hamara xumotesa e Jieka moctojar pa3jiuKy BO Ha-
parujara Mely rpymnarta Jiea co crenupuvHo ja-
3WYHO OINTETYBAaWkE W Tpylara jena 0e3 ja3sudHu
TEIIKOTHH.

Ilenta Ha uWcTpaxyBameTo Oecllle Ja ce yTBpAAT
pas3IUKHATE BO HapalfjaTa Mely ABETe TPYNH Jera
CO crenu(pUYHO ja3UYHO OIITETYBake W Tpyrara
JIelia CO HOPMAJICH ja3W4eH Pa3Boj.

Mamepujan u memoou

Yuecnuuyu

[Mpumepoxot BkIyuu 28 nera Ha Bo3pact ox 10 ro-
muan. Cute Oea ydeHWIIM O OCHOBHO 00Opa3oBa-
Hre on JbyOsrana m okonmHAaTa. ExcnepumenTan-
HaTa Tpyna Bkiyud 14 nera co creruduuHo ja-
3u4HO omreTyBame (CJO).

In his study of narrative abilities, Botting (6) com-
pared children with specific language impairment,
children with pragmatic difficulties and those
without difficulties. The age of the children was
7.7 to 8.8 years. The texts were acquired on the
basis of description of a picture and analysed in
relation to the length of the story. Both groups of
children with language difficulties narrated shorter
stories. Botting also claims that the length of the
narration could serve as a good diagnostic criterion
in the identification of these children.

Deficits at all levels of the language system and
the processes, on which the functioning of a lan-
guage is based, are also reflected in the creation of
narration and in narrative abilities. When children
narrate, they connect words into higher units (for
example into word phrases, sentences, texts). In
doing this, they have to observe certain semantic
relations and grammar rules.

Thus, the children with specific language impair-
ment narrate less, have more difficulties when
connecting language elements in the text and they
narrate in a less structured way.

We wanted to research the narration from microl-
inguistic aspect of children with specific language
impairment as compared to the children with typi-
cal language development as well as the differ-
ences in narration.

Our hypothesis is that there are differences in the
narration between the group of children with spe-
cific language impairment and children without
language difficulties.

The goal of the research was to establish the dif-
ferences in the narration between the group of
children with specific language impairment and
group of children with normal language develop-
ment.

Material and methods

Participants

The sample included 28 children aged 10 years.
They were all primary school pupils from the
wider Ljubljana area. The experimental group in-
cluded 14 children with specific language impair-
ment (SLI).
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Excneprckn TiiM Ha COBETOAABHUOT IICHTap OLITE-
TYBaWmETO TO JHMjarHOCTUIMpAILE CIOpEeN BaKked-
kute kputepuymu. Kontponnara rpyna Bxiyuu 14
Jieria co HopMasieH jasuueH paszsoj (HJP). I'pymnwure
Oea eJHaKBM BO OJHOC HA II0JI, BO3PACT U COLHO-
KyJITypeH crtaTyc. MajunHHOT ja3uk Oelue cioBe-
HEYKH U cuTe Oea MOHOJIHHTBAJTHH.

Ilpuooobueku u ananuza na
HapamueHume mexKcmogu

Hamara anannsa Ha Hapanujata Oemle HampaBeHa
BP3 OCHOBa Ha CIIOHTaH roBop. 3a JOOMBamke Mare-
pHjanu 3a Hapanuja, IPUMEHUBME HEOpraHH3UpaHa
dopMa Ha TOTTHKHYBamE T.C. pacKaXyBambe Ha
JUYHO MCKYCTBO CO €JHO >KMBOTHO. Haparmmre
0ca CHUMEHHW, TPAaHCKpUOWpAaHU, a HAPATHBHUTE
TEKCTOBU C€ aHAIN3WpPaa Ha MHUKPOJIHMHI'BHCTUYKO
HUBO. HapaTuBHHTE TEKCTOBH ce aHaIM3Hpaa BpP3
OCHOBa Ha Bapujabnm xou ro aeduHUpaa MpocTo-
POT Ha MUKPOJIMHTBUCTHYKHUTE HApaTHBHH CIIOCO0-
HOCTH.

Bxynnuom 6poj peuenuyu e Bapujabiiata Koja TH
BKJIydyBa CHTE PEYCHHIM INTO CE IOjaByBaaT BO
HApaTUBHUOT TEKCT, 0€3 pas3iiKa JajdH THE Ce Mpo-
NIMPEHW WK MPOCTU. BpojoT Ha cuTe pedeHUIH
UCTO Taka € MepKa 3a OIeHKaTa Ha Hapalujara
MWW I0JDKMHATA Ha TEKCTOT.

Bapwujabnara 6poj Ha npowupenu peuenHuyu TH
BKJIy4yBa CHTE MPOIIMPEHU PEUCHMITH IITO CE TO-
jaByBaar BO HapatHBHHOT TekcT. Cmopen Jlabom
(7), ckenmeToT Ha HAPaTUBHUOT TEKCT CE COCTOU OJT
npommpenu pedenunu. Of rienHa TOYKa HA Ha-
paTHBHA aHaJIM3a, TEKCTOT € CO TOBHCOK KBAIUTET
aKO BKJIy4yBa HEKOJIKY MPOIINPEHN PEUCHHIIH.

Bapwujabnara 6poj na cepsnuyu TM BKIydyBa CUTE
CBP3HUIM IIITO TH CBP3yBaat 300pOBHUTE U PEUCHU-
nute. Tue ce (QyHAaMEHTATHU WHAUKATOPU Ha
CHUHTAKCHYKa M CEMaHTHYKa KOMIIeTeHTHOCT. CBp-
3yBaUKUTE C€JICMEHTU (TPaMaTUYKOTO HME UM €
CBP3HUIIM) TO BKJIYYyBaaT MPHUJIOTOT 3a BPEME mo-
2aw, KOMOWHAIMjaTa Ha CBP3HUKOT & W MPHIIOTOT
moeawi: u mozaus U CUTE NPy 300pOBH 3HAYAT
UCTO.

Bapwujabmnara 6poj na cmumyrayuume M pediek-
THpa Pa3INKUTE BO OPTraHU3UPAKETO HA Hapaluja-
Ta Ha HUBO HA KOXE3Hja U KOXEPEHTHOCT.

Expert team of the Counselling Centre diagnosed
the impairment according to the valid criteria. The
control group included 14 children with normal
language developmental (NLD). The groups were
equal as to gender, age, and socio-cultural status.
Mother tongue of all children was Slovene and
they were all monolingual.

Acquisition and analysis
of narrative texts

Our analysis of the narration was made on the ba-
sis of spontaneous speech. In acquiring materials
for narration, we applied the unstructured form of
encouragement i.e. narrating personal experience
with an animal (recount). The narrations were re-
corded, transcribed, and the narration texts were
analysed at the microlinguistic level. The narration
texts were analysed on the basis of variables which
defined the space of microlinguistic narration
abilities.

Total number of sentences is the variable which
includes all the sentences which appear in the nar-
ration text, regardless of whether they are com-
pound or simple. The number of all sentences is
also the measure of the scope of narration or the
length of the text.

The variable Number of compound sentences in-
cludes all the compound sentences which appear in
the narrated text. According to Labov (7), the
skeleton of a narration text consists of compound
sentences. From the point of view of narrative
analysis, the text is of higher quality if it includes
several compound sentences.

The variable Number of connectors includes all the
connectors which connect words and sentences.
They are the fundamental indicators of syntactical
and semantic competence.

The connectors (the grammatical name for them is
conjunctions) included also the time adverb then,
the combination of conjunction and and the adverb
then: and then and all other words meaning the
same.

The variable Number of stimulations reflects the
difficulties in the structuring of the narration at the
level of cohesion and coherence.
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Hapamjata Ha gnemarta co crenu@UYHO ja3WMIHO
OIITETYBalkE YECTO CE KapakTepusupa co May3H,
MOBTOpYBamke Ha 300pOBH, MOMAJKy WM TOBeke
3a0aBeHO W3pa3yBaame, MENTeUeHhe WM CIHYHO.
3apanu oBaa mpu4MHA, HUE Tpebda Aa ro MOTTHUKHY-
BaMe TEKOT Ha Hapamujara 3a Jja MOKaT Jerara Jia
I'M HaJMUHAT MPEYKUTe M MPOJOJDKAT na 300py-
BaaT. AKo 3a0aByBameTO Oellle Mpeaosro, HUE TH
CTUMYJIMpaBMe JelaTa co KOMOWHamMja Ha CBp-
3HUKOT # W MPHJIOTOT 3a BPEME mozaul (U moaaui)
3a J]a MOXKaT TOJIECHO J1a TIPO/IOJIKAT.

Memoou u oopabomka na nooamoyu

CIIOHTaHHOT TOBOP HAa CHUTE YYCCHHIIM BO HCTpa-
KYBambeTO Oellle CHUMEH Ha JICHTa U MOT0a TPaHC-
KpuOupaH u KoaupaH. HapatuBaUTE TEKCTOBH Oca
aHaJM3MPaHN BP3 OCHOBA Ha BapHjalJIUTE KOH TO
nepuHupaa 00EMOT Ha HAPATHBHHUTE CIIOCOOHOCTH.
PaznukuTe Mery yYeCHHIIUTE Ha HCTPAaXKyBambETO
Oca yTBpaeHH cO poOycHa NMUCKpUMHWHAHTHA aHa-
mu3a (8, 9) u cure Bapujabnu Oea TECTUPaHU CO
aHasM3a Ha Pa3InIHOCT.

Pesynmamu

Pesynrarute ox poOycHaTa JUCKpUMHHAHTHA aHa-
JU3a U eHOBapHjaHTHATa aHAllM3a Ha OTCTaIlyBa-
e CC CYMHPaHHM 3a CHTE YETUPHU Bapujabiu BO Ta-
Oenarta 1 u Tabenara 2.

Tabena 1: Pesynmamu ua pobycHama OUCKPUMUHAH-
mHa ananuza 8o eapujabau mery epynama CJO u epyna-
ma HJP

The narration of children with specific language
impairment is frequently characterised with pau-
ses, word repetitions, more or less expressed de-
lays, stammering and similar. For this reason, we
have to encourage the flow of the narration so that
the children overcome the obstacles and continue
talking. If the delay was too long, we stimulated
the children with the combination of the conjunc-
tion and time adverb and then so that they could
continue more easily.

Methods of data processing

Spontaneous speech of all the participants in the
research was recorded on tape and then transcribed
and coded. The narration texts were analysed on
the basis of variables which defined the space of
narration abilities. Differences between the partici-
pants of the research were established with the ro-
bust discriminative analysis (8, 9) and all variables
were tested with the variance analysis.

Results

The results of robust discriminant analysis and
univariate analysis of variance are summarised for
all four variables in Table 1 and Table 2.

Table 1: Results of Discriminant analysis in variables
between SLI group and NLD group

ja | Jlamo

Pyukuuja amoa F df, df; Sig.
(Function) (Lambda)

1 9185 13.19 26 1 .002

HapaTuBHHTE TEKCTOBU INTO ce J0oOHja cO HEop-
TaHU3UPAHOTO TOTTHUKHYBAame (packakyBambe) ce
aHaJHM3Wpaa Bp3 OCHOBA Ha CIEIHHUTE Bapujaldiu:
BKyIIeH Opoj Ha u3jaBH, Opoj Ha MPOIIUPEHH pede-
HUIA, OpOj Ha CBP3HUIN U Opoj HAa CTUMYJIAITHH.
Bp3 ocHOBa Ha JecKpWIITHBHATA aHAIN3a, YTBP-
JTUBME CTATUCTHYKU 3HAYajHHU PA3JIUKH Ka] TPYIH-
T€ HA CUTE YYCCHHUIIM BO BKYIMHHOT 00EM Ha BapH-
jablinTe HAa HAPATUBHUOT TEKCT (OICHKUTE Ha Ma-
pamMeTpuTe Ha JUCKPUMHUHAHTHATA (PyHKIIU]a ce:

Narration texts that were acquired with unstruc-
tured encouragement (recount) were analysed on
the basis of the following variables: total number
of statements, number of compound sentences,
number of connectors and number of stimulations.
On the basis of descriptive analysis, we established
statistically significant differences for the groups
of all participants in the total space of variables of
the narration text (assessment of parameters of the
discriminating function are:
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cwta Ha maMOaa auckpumuHanuja=0.9185,F=13.19
craructuuku curandukantHo Ha P=0.02 u meH-
TPOUIM Ha ekcnupuMeHTanHaTa rpyna C,;=-0.68 u
koHToHaTa rpyna C,=.068).

Tabena 2: Pesyrnmamu Ha eOHOBAPUjaAHMHAMA
aHaIu3a Ha OMCMAanyearse 3a 0geme pynu oeya

strength of lambda  discrimination=0.9185,
F=13.19 statistically significant on P=0.02 and the
centroides of the experimental group C;=-0.68 and
control group C,=.068).

Table 2: Results of the univariate variance analy-
sis _for both groups of children

. CJO cpeana HJP cpeana

Bap"fjaﬁ““ Bpeanoct CJI Bpeanoct CJI F Sig.
(Variables) (SLI Mean SD) | (NLD Mean SD)
B Opoj j

KYTICH DpO] Ha HAjasH 24 (1.15) 24 (.74) 2.69 110
(Total no. statements)
Bpoj Ha mpoumpeHn
pedeHnuIn -37 ( .68) 37 (1.13) 5.20 .029
(No.compound sente)
Bpoj Ha cBp3HHIN )
(No. of connectors) 36 (1.02) 36 (.84) 4.99 .032
Bpoj Ha crumymanuu )
(No. of stimulations) 37 (1.19) 37 (.56) 5.28 .028

EnnoBapujanTHaTa aHanM3a Ha OTCTAllyBame HU
OBO3MOXH Ja T'HM HaOJbylyBaMe pa3MKUTE CO
ApPUTMETUYKN CTPEIMHHU 32 CeKoja ImoceOHa Bapu-
jabma mery mBeTe Tpymu ydecHHIH. Pe3ymrature
OJ1 CHTe Bapujadlil He TIOKa)KyBaaT KapaKTepUCTH-
KU Ha HOpMaJiHa qUCTpUOyIMja. 3aToa ce cTaniap-
IW3UpaHd, JOJeKa apuTMETHYKaTa CpeJuHa ¢ U3-
pa3eHa BO JCJIOBH Ha CTaHAapiHa JeBujaiuja (BO
Z-BPEIHOCTH).

Pasznukute mery rpynure aeua co CJO u nenara co
HIJP ce cratucTuuku 3Ha4YajHH Kaj TPU BapHjaOIiu.
Tabenara 2 mpukaxxyBa JeKa IpylnuTe 3HAYUTETHO
Ce pa3NIMKyBaaT BO OpOjoT Ha MPOIIMPEHUTE pede-
HUIM, OPOjOT HA CBP3HUIUTE U OpPOjOT HA CTUMY-
JaUHTe TIOTPEOHN 32 Ja ce TIOTTUKHE Hapalyjara.
Bo cmopenba co nemata 6e3 jasMYHM TEIIKOTHHU,
JeraTa co CreqUQUIHO ja3HYHO OIITETYBAamE CO3-
JaBaaT €IHAKBO JOJITH TEKCTOBH. Meryroa, 6e3
3roJieMeHa MOJIPIIKA THEe He OW IMOCTHTHAJIe HCTa
NOJDKHHA, OWfejku WM Tpeba MHOTY TOBEKe IOT-
THUKHYBambe OTKOJIKY Ha HUBHUTE BPCHUIIH.

Ha 10-romumraa Bo3pacT jgemara co crenu(uaHo
Ja3WYHO OIITETYBakE MPOU3BEIYyBaaT TEKCT CO €-
HaKBa JOJDKMHA, CO TIOMAJIKy MPOIIMPEHH PEeUSHH-
11 ¥ CTUMYJIAIIUU U UCT OpOj Ha CBP3HUIIMA KaKO U
HUBHUTC BPCHUILIU 663 TCHIKOTHH.

The univariate variance analysis enabled us to ob-
serve the differences in the arithmetic means for
each individual variable between both groups of
participants. The results in all variables do not ex-
hibit the characteristics of normal distribution.
This is why they are standardised, while the arith-
metic mean is expressed in parts of standard de-
viation (in z- values)

Differences between groups of SLI children and
NLD children are statisticaly significant in three
variables.

Table 2 shows that the groups differ significantly
in the number of compound sentences, number of
connections and the number of stimulations needed
to encourage narration. In comparison with the
children without language difficulties, children
with specific impairment create equally long texts.
Without extensive support, however, they would
not achieve the same length because they need far
more encouragement than their peers.

At the age of 10, children with specific language
impairment produce a text of equal length, with
fewer compound sentences and stimulations.
whereby they use the same number of connectors
as their peers without difficulties.
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Ogaa ja3nmyHa aHOMAaJMja MOXe Ja ce 00jacHU co
HPETIIOCTAaBKA JIeKa MOMAJIHUTE Aela co crenudpuy-
HO ja3sM4YHO OIITETYBambe KOPUCTAT CBP3HULH HUCTO
TaKa Ha MecTa KaJie IITO CHHTaKcara He Oapa HUB-
Ha ymnorpeba. Tue MCTO Taka 4ecTO TO KOpHCTaT
CBP3HUKOT U moeau, 3alITO OYEKyBaaT MOTTHKHY-
Bambe.

Juckycuja

Hammte pesynratu ja moTBpIOyBaaT XHUIIOTE3aTa
KOja moapa3dupa MOCTOCHE Ha Pa3IUKU BO Hapa-
nyjata Mery TpyIuTe Jena CO CIeHUuPUIHO ja3hd-
HO ONITETyBame W OHHE 03 jasWYHU TEIIKOTHH.
Mosxe J1a ce IpeTocTaBy AeKa 3apaay crenupuy-
HAOT aeuIuT BO ja3WuHAaTa 00JIACT, Aemara co
creuu(prIHO ja3UYHO OIITETyBame Ha okony 10-
TOAMIIHA BO3PACT TW IMOKa)XXyBaaT CHTE KapakTe-
PHCTHKM Ha THIUYEH HAPATUBEH THCKYPC: TOKYCH
TEKCTOBH CO IOCNA0 KBAJIHUTET, CO TEIIKOTHH BO
OpraHu3MpameTo Ha HapanujaTa BO jazudHa ¢(op-
Ma.

3HaemeTO Ha ja3UKOT ¥ HAPaTUBHHUTE CIIOCOOHOCTH
ce 3Hae JieKa Ce CHITHO HE3aBUCHU U BO MO3UTHUBHA
B3aeMHa Kopenanuja. [locTtojaT UCTO Taka HEKOIKY
HUCTPaKyBaYKH Pe3yJITaTH LITO TOBOpAT 3a 3HAYaj-
HO 3a0aByBame BO pa3BOjOT BO o0iacra Ha Hapa-
nyjara kaj Jernara co jazugHo omreryBame (3, 10,
6). MefyToa, mocrojar MOMaJKy MOAATOIM 33 HC-
TpPaXXyBameTO BO OBaa 00JacT Koe ce 3aHUMaBa Co
yUMIHIIHATA momynanuja. [loBekeTo cTyauu 3a
OBHE Jiella ce 3a Pa3BOjOT HAa HUBHHTE JIUTEPATYP-
HU CIIOCOOHOCTH.

Bapujabnara exynen 6poj uckasu Moxe Ja ce cMe-
Ta Kako MepKa 3a JO/DKHHATA WM BOJYMEHOT /
CTEMEHOT Ha HAPATHUBHUOT TEKCT. AKO 'l aHAJIN3H-
paMe MoJaToNUTe, MOXE Ja 3aKIydrMe Jieka oBaa
Bapujabia caMo MalKy Tl JuQepeHIupa Tpynure.
Bo o6nacTa Ha KBAUTETOT M TOJHKAHATA HA Hapa-
nujara Ha merarta co CJO ce KOpHUCTEHH TOCOAp-
KHHCKH TaTaHKH, TIOBTOpYBame Ha 300pOBU U HC-
NYLITEHO u3pasyBame. bpojotr Ha npowupenu pe-
yenuyu € Bapujabia Koja Kako U Bapujadiata 6poj
Ha cmumyiayuy HAJMHOTY TH Pas3lIMKyBa JBETE
rpynu. Kako mro Beke € W3HECEHO, POLTUPEHUTE
PCUCHHMIIM MPETCTAByBaaT MepKa 3a KBATUTETOT Ha
HapaTUBHUOT TEKCT, OMMICJKU caMO THE ja KOOPIHU-
HUpaaT opraHu3alyjaTta Ha PEUCHHIATa U CE CMe-
TaaT 3a HApATHBHU PEYCHUIIM, A KAKO TAKBH TO
MPETCTaByBaaT CKEeNETOT HAa HAPATHBHUOT TEKCT.

This language anomaly can be explained with the
assumption that younger children with specific
language impairment use connectors also in places
where syntax does not require their use. They also
frequently repeat the connector and then as re-
sponse to encouragement.

Discusion

Our results, therefore, confirm hypothesis, which
presupposes the existence of differences in narra-
tion between the groups of children with specific
language impairment and those without language
difficulties.

It can thus be assumed that due to the specific
deficit in the language area, children with specific
language impairment aged around ten exhibit all
the characteristics of typical narration discourse:
shorter texts of lesser quality, with difficulties in
structuring the narration into language form.
Language knowledge and the narrative abilities are
known to be strongly interdependent and in posi-
tive correlation to one another. There are also sev-
eral research results that report a significant devel-
opmental delay in the area of narration children
with language impairment (3, 10, 6). There is,
however, less data about research in this area
which deals with school population. The majority
of studies for these children are about the devel-
opment of their literary abilities.

The variable Total number of statements can be
considered as the measure of length or vol-
ume/extent of the narration text. If we analyse the
data, we can conclude that this variable only
poorly differentiates between the groups. In our
study, all of the children, having language impair-
ment or not, do not differ in the length of the nar-
ration text. In the area of the quality and length of
the narration of SLI children have been used much
more content mazes, word repetition and aban-
doned utterances.

The Number of compound sentences is a variable
which, like the variable Number of stimulations,
differentiates both groups of pupils the most. As
already stated, compound sentences represent the
measure of quality in a narration text since only
coordinate sentence structures are considered to be
the narrative ones and as such representing the
skeleton of the narration text.
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Hcro Taka HamMpoko € HpudareHo Jeka BO Ha-
panyjaTa TMPONIMPEHUTE U MPOCTHTE PEUCHHIU Ce
KOPHCTAaT MHOTY HOBEKE O CIIO)KEHHUTE PEUCHHIIH.
OIHOCHMOT pemocie] Ha TAKBUTE PEUCHUIIM MPET-
CTaByBaaT Ba)KCH aCIEKT HA HapaTWBHATAa aHAIN3a
Ha JlaboB u Banernxu (2), muoHepuTe BO HCTpa-
KYBam-CTO HA OBaa ja3nvyHa 00JIacT.

Cspsnuyume ce Bapujabia koja ru audepeHmupa
ngere rpynu. [enarta co CJO xopuctaT CBp3HULH
BO OJIHOC Ha OpOjOT Ha UCKa3uTe U OPOjOT HaA TPO-
HNIUPEHUTE PEUCHHIN TIOBEKEe OTKOJKY IITO Tpeda.
Ce comHeBaMe Jieka MHOTY O]l OBHE CBP3HHIH CE
KOPHCTAT HETOYHO WIH (KAaKO Kaj MpeTydHIHIIHU-
Te Jlena) U OHaMy Kaje IITo He Tpeba 3a Ja ce Hall-
MHUHAT OapamaTa Ha CHHTaKcaTa Koja c€ yIITe He €
coBiagana. Jlemara co ja3u4HO OINTETYyBAamE HUB
T'M KOPHUCTAT MMOMaJIKy CIIOPEJCHO CO HUBHUTE BpC-
HunM. ['pynara co ja3ndHO OMITETyBame € UCTO Ta-
Ka TOXETEePOreHa BO KOPUCTEHETO HAa CBP3HUIIUTE
1 OpOjoT Ha CTUMYJAIUUTE TIOTPEOHH 3a MOTTHK-
HYBam€ Ha TEKOT U JOJDKHHATA Ha Hapalujara.

Bo ob6nacTa Ha KBalIUTETOT M AOJDKMHATA HA Hapa-
[MjaTa Ha YYWIUIIHATE JIela, UCTPAXyBABETO T10-
Ka)XyBa CIMYHHU pe3ynTatd. Pemnn u copaboTHu-
mute (8) coommuTyBaaT Jieka pa3BojoT Ha JOJDKHHA-
Ta Ha HapalldjaTa Kaj Jelara co ja3UuHO OIITETY-
Bambe MO AHIVIMCKH ja3UK € CIMYHO CIOPEIEHO CO
nenara 6e3 temkotud. O pa3BojHA IIe[HA TOYKA
MOCTapUTe YYCHUIM BO KOHTPOJHATAa Ipyna Ko-
pHCTaT MOBEKe MPOUIMPEHN U CIIOKEHH PeUCHHLIN
KOTa ce CIIopelyBaaT co MOMAaIHTE Jela BO KOH-
TponHata rpyna. [locron TeHaeHIMja KOH HamaJe-
Ha ynoTpeba Ha NPOIIMPEHUTE PEUCHNIN HA CMET-
Ka Ha CJI0)KCHHUTE PEUCHHIIH.

Bo Herorara ctymuja 3a HapaTUBHHUTE CIIOCOOHOC-
™, botmHTr (6) TH cropemyBa merara cO CIICIH-
(UYHO ja3WYHO OINTETYBame, Jelara co mparMa-
THYHU TEHIKOTHH W OHHME Oe3 TemkoTuu. JlBere
TpynH Jela CO ja3uyHM TEHIKOTUU PacKa)kyBaaT
IMOKPAaTKU IMPUKA3HU. BOTI/IHF, HCTO Taka, TBpAU OC-
Ka JO/DKMHATa Ha HapalujaTa MOXKE Ja MOCITYKU
Kako mo0ap MHjarHOCTHYKH KPUTPUYM TIPH HIICH-
TU(UKaNMjaTa Ha OBHE Jella.

HctpaxxyBameTo Ha HapaTHBHUTE CIIOCOOHOCTH Ha
JenaTa Ol OCHOBHOTO oOOpa3oBaHue Koe Oemie
CHPOBE/ICHO 32 XPBATCKU ja3WK of ArmpamoBuk (2)
nH(pOpMHpa 3a CIMYHK M BO HEKOHM CIIy4al HCTH
pe3yaTaTH.

It is also widely accepted that in narration, com-
pound and simple sentences are used more than
complex sentence structures. The relative order of
such sentences represents an important aspect of
narrative analysis of Labov and Waletzki (2), the
pioneers in the research of this language area.

The Connectors are a variable, which also differ-
entiate both groups. SLI children use connectors
with regard to the total number of statements and
the number of compound sentences more than nec-
essary. We suspect that the majority of these con-
nectors are used incorrectly or (like with pre-
school children) are used more than necessary so
as to overcome the requirements of the syntax they
have not as yet mastered. Children with language
disorder use them less in comparison with their
peers. The group with language impairment is also
more heterogeneous in the use of connectors and
number of stimulations needed to encourage the
flow and duration of narration.

In the area of the quality and length of the narra-
tion of school children, foreign research shows
similar results. Reily et al. (8) report that the de-
velopment of the length of narration of children
with language impairment in the English language
is smaller when compared with the children with-
out difficulties. From the developmental point of
view, older pupils in the control group use more
compound as well as complex sentences when
compared with their younger counterparts. There is
a tendency towards a decreased use of compound
sentences in favour of complex ones.

In his study of narrative abilities, Botting (6) com-
pared children with specific language impairment,
children with pragmatic difficulties and those
without difficulties. Both groups of children with
language difficulties narrated shorter stories. Bot-
ting also claims that the length of the narration
could serve as a good diagnostic criterion in the
identification of these children.

The research of narrative abilities of primary
school children which was carried out for the
Croatian language by Arapovi¢ (2) reveals similar
and in some cases equal results.
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Hamure Haonu ce aeka aeuara co CJO 3aoctany-
BaaT BO rOJIEM CTeleH Kaj HAMHOTY KapaKTepUCTHU-
KM O] Hapalyjara IuTo ja aHanusupasme. Mma ro-
JieMa BepOjaTHOCT JieKa MO JICCETrOMIITHA BO3PACT
JeraTa co CHeU(PUIHO ja3HYHO OIITETYBaEe MO-
’KeOM HeMa Jia CTEKHAT IIeJIOCHA ja3uyHa CI0Co0-
HOCT BO 00JylacTa Ha Hapalujata.

OBaa mperocTaBka HYIU TPOCTOP 32 MOHATAMOII-
HO HCTpaXXyBame BO MPHUPOJATa Ha ja3MYHHUTE Jie-
(GULNUTH ¥ HApAaTHUBHUTE CIIOCOOHOCTH. 3HAEjKU TO
1 pazbupajku 1o (UHAITHUOT CTaTyC Ha KOpPHUCTe-
BETO Ha ja3UKOT 3a HAPATUBHH IENIM, MOXE Ja
nu3ajHupaMe eeKTUBHHU MPOrpamMH 3a MOAPILIKA.
HapaTuBHHTE CTOCOOHOCTH TPETCTaBYBaaT BaKeH
aCIIeKT OJ] 3HACKETO KOoe Jierara Tpeda ja ro moka-
KaT 3a BpeMe Ha IIKONYBamETO-01 300pyBame
npes K1acoT BO TEKOT HA MPBUTE TPU TOAWHH Of
JICBETTOJIUIIIHOTO 0Opa3oBaHHe, MHUIYBAKE COCTA-
BU U €CEU-JI0 KPaTOK IMperJie] / pe3uMe Ha JuTepa-
TypHH Jeja KO T JTOoOMIIe KaKo JOMallHa 3a1ada
MO YHTAke WU 33 J0OMBamhe 3HAYKA 33 YUTAHC.
Cé¢ oBa ce puuMHM 30IITO Tpeda Aa ce Gokycupa-
Me ¥ TIOBEKE U MOpPaHO Ha TOJIETO Ha HApaTHBHUTE
CIOCOOHOCT Kaj Nlerara co Crenu(uvHO ja3udHO
OIITETYBAE.

Moxe na ce 3a0eneku moJo0pyBame BO TIOBUCO-
KaTa XpOHOJIOIIKA BO3pacT, MeryToa, 3amdpa Ha
BO3pacT Mery JeceT W JBaHaeceT romuHu. Ko
KpajoT Ha 00pa30BaHMUETO, Jelara cO ja3uYHO OIll-
TETyBambe 3HAUUTEIHO 3a0CTaHyBaaT 3a]l HUBHHUTE
COYYCHHIIN 0€3 TCIIKOTHH.
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