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Objectives: The purpose of this study was to identify speech-language pathologists (SLP)
perceptions of the importance, difficulty, and frequency of the duties and tasks they per-
form in their work. Methods: We surveyed more than 6,000 registered SLPs from the Ko-
rean Association of Speech-Language Pathologists; questionnaires were completed by 628
SLPs. Data was collected using online questionnaires about 5 duties, 17 tasks, and 57 task
elements that might be part of an SLP’s job. Each duty, task and task element was analyzed
for importance, difficulty, and frequency (range: 1-5). Results: First, ‘therapy’ was recog-
nized as the most important and most frequent duty; ‘research/development’ was recog-
nized as the most difficult duty. Second, results of correlation analysis suggested that the
importance and frequency of a job have a positive correlation, while the difficulty and
other perceptions of a job have a negative correlation. Third, the difference in some per-
ceptions of a job varied depending on the class of the SLP’s certificate and employment
category. Fourth, results of the survey showed that seven tasks (‘supervision of therapy
practice; ‘development of programs; etc.) were unique to first class SLPs. Conclusion: These
findings show patterns in Korean SLPs perceptions of their work. The results of this study
can be used as preliminary data for future studies on SLPs perceptions of various employ-
ment categories.

Keywords: Speech-language pathologists (SLP), Job, Importance, Difficulty, Frequency,
Class of certificate
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Table 1. Characteristics of respondents
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Table 2. Importance, difficulty, and frequency of SLP's tasks

Characteristic Number (%) Duty & task Importance Difficulty Frequency
Gender A. Diagnosis/evaluation 435 332 418
Male 47(19) A-1. Evaluation plan 440 286 4
Female 581(92.5) A-2. Execution of basic evaluation 443 2.89 435
Age (yr) A-3. Execution of supplementary evaluation ~ 4.12 3.80 369
2029 250(39.8) A-4. Interpretation of evaluation results 441 354 424
30-39 204(32.5) A-5. Reports diagnostic evaluation results 4.40 342 4.18
LD LLlezd B. Therapy 439 34 an
Class of certificate B-1. Therapy plan 433 352 423
First class 193(31.7) B-2. Preparation of therapy 4.33 3.32 4.25
Second class 429(683) B-3. Execution of therapy 441 33 426
University degree B-4. Analysis and reports of therapy results ~ 4.43 337 422
College graduate 43(6.8) B-5. Suggestions for follow-up therapy 437 8157 4.03
Il site At C. Administration 425 325 391
'B"astter Zgg 891?) C-1. Management of institution 439 297 419
C octor . C-2. Operation of institution 4.05 363 353
areer D. Education/cooperation 4.09 3.80 313
SLP 542 (86.3) ' . :
Professor 31(49) D-1. Guardian and community education 413 383 310
Others 55 (8.8) D-2. Supervision qf therapy prac.tice 392 3.82 2.99
D-3. Inter-professional cooperation 421 373 3.30
Employment category of SLP
rivere st 235 (43.4) E. Research/development 424 390 3.38
Weltare center 133(24.5) E-1. Development of programs 473 421 320
Hospital 96(17.7) E-2. Improvement of expertise 424 353 3.56
Sthool institita 25(45) Values are presented as mean of the rating (1=very low, 2=low, 3=mid, 4=high,
Others 53(9.6) 5=very high)
Workplace SLP = speech-language pathologist.
Seoul 148 (23.6)
Incheon, Gyeonggi-do 143(22.8)
Daejeon, Chungcheong-do, Gangwon-do 88(14.0) X2 S
Daegu, Busan, Ulsan, Gyeongsang-do 185(29.5) =
Gwangju, Jeolla, Jeju island 64(10.2) QO A g AR 29 ol W o] HF-S L)l 2o
SLP=speech-language pathologist. TR0l Z=Q  to]r HIE Zkzbo)| 431 2ol Q A 0] HFOo
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Table 3. Correlations of importance, difficulty and frequency on SLP's tasks

Importance Frequency
Frequency 88
Difficulty -64 =77

Values are presented as Pearson correlation coefficient.
SLP=speech-language pathologist.
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Table 4. Comparisons of importance, difficulty, and frequency according to class of certificate

Importance Difficulty Frequency
Duty & task
1st 2nd 1st 2nd 1st 2nd

A. Diagnosis/evaluation

A-1. Bvaluation plan 4.46 438 278 2.90 429 417*

A-2. Execution of basic evaluation 4.45 4.42 281 293 440 433

A-3. Execution of supplementary evaluation 423 4.06% 376 382 379 365

A-4. Interpretation of evaluation results 448 4.38* 350 3.56 430 421

A-5. Reports diagnostic evaluation results 447 437 334 345 426 414
B. Therapy

B-1. Therapy plan 4.46 4.36 344 BISH 430 419

B-2. Preparation of therapy 432 434 318 3.38 429 423

B-3. Execution of therapy 4.45 439 3.26 3.39 432 424

B-4. Analysis and reports of therapy results 4.46 4.42 328 3.40 422 422

B-5. Suggestions for follow-up therapy 441 4.36 351 3.60 406 402
C. Administration

C-1. Management of institution 432 4.43* 2.81 3.04** 412 422

C-2. Operation of institution 398 4.09 362 363 343 357
D. Education/cooperation

D-1. Guardian and community education 4.09 415 382 384 3.06 3.1

D-2. Supervision of therapy practice 410 3.83* 373 3.87 328 2.86™

D-3. Inter-professional cooperation 417 423 370 375 3.17 3.37*
E. Research/development

E-1. Development of programs 4.25 422 473 479 321 319

E-2. Improvement of expertise 422 425 342 358 355 356

Values are presented as mean of the rating (1
*p<.05, **p<.01.

100 http://www.e-csd.org
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Table 5. Comparison of importance, difficulty, and frequency according to employment category
Importance Difficulty Frequency
Duty & task
Pl WC H PI WC H Pl WC H

A. Diagnosis/evaluation

A-1. Evaluation plan 4.38 438 448 284 2.90 2.77 422 420 432

A-2. Execution of basic evaluation 439 448 453 2.88 291 291 433 443 444

A-3. Execution of supplementary evaluation 414 403 413 373 390 385 379 362 360

A-4. Interpretation of evaluation results 4.40 438 4.54% 3.50 354 357 4725 424 433

A-5. Reports diagnostic evaluation results 435 44 452 337 347 337 415 418 428
B. Therapy

B-1. Therapy plan 433 438 4.42 342 359 352 415 427 473

B-2. Preparation of therapy 433 425 439 324 34 337 424 412 432

B-3. Execution of therapy 438 437 449 3.26 337 339 426 425 434

B-4. Analysis and reports of therapy results 4.4 445 447 333 340 8135 419 433 424

B-5. Suggestions for follow-up therapy 435 436 442 351 359 365 404 410 408
C. Administration

C-1. Management of institution 4.34 447 4.46 299 3.00 2.96 412 4.35 4.29%

C-2. Operation of institution 4.04 410 3.9 3.56 3.67 372 3.63 359 3.31*
D. Education/cooperation

D-1. Guardian and community education 4.07 417 419 379 382 371 312 3.26 3.01

D-2. Supervision of therapy practice 3.9 3.64 413** 379 3.87 3.69* 3.14 2.7 296"

D-3. Inter-professional cooperation 416 425 421 373 363 3.70 327 347 313
E. Research/development

E-1. Development of programs 423 416 433 424 425 432 327 326 312

E-2. Improvement of expertise 423 417 437 352 350 355 3.56 354 354

Values are presented as mean of the rating (1=very low; 2=1low; 3=mid; 4=high; 5=very high).

Pl=private institute; WC=welfare center, H=Hospital.
*p<.05, **p<.01.

0O 10 20 30 40 50 60

70 80 90 100
86.1

Supervision of the therapy practice
Development of programs
Improvement of expertise

Guardian and community education
Operation of institution
Inter-professional cooperation
Execution of supplementary evaluation
Suggestions for follow-up therapy
Management of institution
Interpretation of evaluation results
Analysis and reports of therapy results
Reports diagnostic evaluation results
Therapy plan

Evaluation plan

Execution of therapy

Execution of basic evaluation
Preparation of therapy

= Rate of respondents (%)

17.2

Figure 1. The rate of respondents who chose the tasks as the 1st class
speech-language pathologist’s unique works.
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Appendix 1, SO{ZSFAIC] U ZHd ZHAQ A 0| A (Kim et al,, 2014)2f 2H ki@ A0 225 HO|E, HIE

HOJAHEEALC| 242, 2HQ) ZHAQ A Egeis o= RIE

A RITH/EIt
A1 H7} A2 Al1-1. 0|4 7|£& ZEot0] BiZY L E metsict 2.61 433 4.01
A1-2. HES HAoto] 27t YEE f2SICt 2.86 4.45 432
A1-3. HIH L MRS A&t 3.11 4.42 4.30
A2. 7|2 HIt 48 A2-1. MEZALE HA[SICY, 2.78 412 3.97
A2-2. AR AAME A5t BHEE 7SSt 2.87 458 4,55
A2-3. FEARBALL| Z1E BASIC 3.01 459 453
A3, A5t EIH A3-1. EHZZRBAE Aot ESS 7|3t 3.72 414 3.72
A3-2. EHARBALS| Z1E BAISITY 3.89 4.09 3.66
A4 Bt Aot i Ad-1. TR QAL S0 78 LU S8 Ieltsict 3.30 4.46 4.36
A4-2 CHERIS| O|AAE 23 U oFd S THofsict 3.41 4,57 4.46
A4-3. CHRLS| | AAEZI0H0| PSS D|2|= 2012 metsict 353 4.41 4.25
Ad-4. QNS HONT | CHERLS| 401 0|2 = F3ks Tpetsict. 3.51 4.31 4.05
A4-5 2|2 020t 2|2 Wk T o= 2SIt 3.61 4.66 4,55
Ad-6. 0|5 ZHSict 3.92 4.07 3.75
A5 RICH/EIL 2t B A5-1. RITHHIIME 2bdsict 3.39 4.46 433
A5-2, CHEA} L HS210f 2ICHEI Z o] CHal & EStet 3.39 4.52 4.42
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B1-3. | = St M2ks HESict 3.60 4.40 424
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B3. 2= 43 B3-1. SHO| 2} 2|2 58 £3HSiCH 3.29 4.39 426
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B5-3. 2= SZ 0|2 E AHsict. 3.61 4.36 4.01

C. Y AR
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D. ng/5
D1. E&2t 2 D1-1. 2SS MO 2 WS AAIGIC 3.81 430 348
A ALS| WS D1-2. Z|Y At2|0]| A0fx| 2ot 2AEl NS HAISICH 3.88 4.06 2.84
D1-3. & 7|2 SARIE CHAC 2 RS HAISIC, 3.82 4.04 297
D2. 2|2 2= U 2= D2-1. A&y U £AZ|ZA0|A 2 HES HlSdt A =6t 3.79 3.93 3.00
D2-2. A58 U AR ZAR| X2 A5 S 2| 2=S6I0H 3.87 3.92 2.98
D2-3. A& U 2| 2AC| 212 U PR 5HE HWIKSICH 3.80 3.89 3.00
D3. & HEI1et D3-1. 22| 7|22t YEE wekstct. 3.70 411 3.18
D3-2. EHEZS Salf & HE7tet #sict 3.70 428 347
D3-3. Zofors2| S8 wsS AT} 3.80 4.24 3.26

E. A/70
E1. Z2724 ot E1-1. B7t L x| & 20243 JHLSIct 434 4.25 3.15
E1-2. @7t 2 2|z T2 40| e s AZ St 427 4.21 3.1
E1-3. 2|2 waf U w~1E JHESict 421 423 334
E2. M2 gt E2-1. B4 U 2 20F R0 ZH0{SICY, 3.38 434 3.69
E2-2. &= LU S oL &£30] 2Hofsict 3.76 4.05 3.23
E2-3. 2812 Sall 2[4 Y2 E &56it 344 434 3.76
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