Results

Participant:
-10 year old male diagnosed with high-functioning autism.
Procedures:
-Oral and written stories were elicited using the Student Selects Story
protocol (SALT, 2012) and were compared using the Index of Narrative
Complexity (INC) and Systematic Analysis of Language Transcripts (2012).
Analysis:
-Stories (oral and written) were compared descriptively.

Methodology

Purpose:
-The purpose of this study was to compare the macrostructure and microstructure of oral
and written narratives of children diagnosed with high-functioning autism.

-Narratives can be evaluated based upon their macrostructure and microstructure.
*Macrostructure - organization and including of story grammar elements.
* Microstructure - grammaticality, sentence complexity, clarity to referent.

Comparison of Oral and Written Narratives:
-Macrostructure
*T-units - 44 in oral retell, 1 in written
*Story Grammar Elements
-Oral - characters, feelings, unclear problem, actions
-Written - characters, problem
-Microstructure
*No grammar errors in written story. Multiple errors in oral story.
*Cohesion was poor in oral story and no pronouns were used in
written.

narrative skills in both the written and oral modalities in individuals
with autism.
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Future Research

Narratives :
- Narratives are stories that convey information to the listener and vary in complexity
depending on the listener’s and speaker’s shared knowledge .

clarity for the listener support the role of ToM (Colle et al., 2008).

to follow. These observations are similar to those in previous research
(Goldman, 2008).

not listed in a temporal order. Further more, story components were

-Similar to previous research, the oral narrative was longer and more
complex than the written narrative (Brown, 2011). However, The child ‘s
age in this study may have contributed to the shorter length, as he was
younger than participants in previous research studies.

Discussion and Conclusion

- Increase the number o f participants to compare the written and
oral narratives of adolescents with autism.

Written Story Retell:
-Included title and one T-unit.
*Toy Story
*Lotso the bear killed Buzz Lightyear.”
-Pictoral drawings.

Oral Story Retell:

-Goldman (2008) found that children with HFA had narratives that were described
as a string of unconnected events, using less complex syntax, and resolution
elements, which contributed to unclear renderings. Children with
HFA did not make the goal evident and lacked information to make the story
socially meaningful.

shorter in length than typical adults in the study.

-Brown (2011) observed that written narratives of adults with high-functioning

and to understand their intents, thoughts, emotions, and motivations.

-Much of the research analyzing narratives in children with autism have focused on
the role of theory of mind (ToM). Colle, Baron-Cohen, Wheelwright, & Lely (2008),

-Autism is characterized by severe and general impairments in three areas
of development including: reciprocal social interaction skills, communication skills,
and presence of stereotyped often repetitive behaviors, interests, and activities.
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