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	01  Introduction and research aim



This methodology poster outlines a desk-based investigation of speech and language therapy (SLT) provision for primary-school children with ADHD and developmental language disorder (DLD) in low-income urban areas. It focuses on barriers to access, early identification and opportunities to improve support. The topic is important because language disorder was estimated at 7.58% in a UK population study and can affect educational and social outcomes (Norbury et al., 2016).
	
	02  Search strategy



The search strategy was developed from the dissertation title and proposal. Keywords included ADHD, DLD, speech and language therapy, early intervention, urban communities and socioeconomic disadvantage. Boolean operators helped to widen or narrow results. For example: ("ADHD" OR "attention deficit hyperactivity disorder") AND ("DLD" OR "developmental language disorder") AND ("speech and language therapy" OR SLT).



	Google Scholar
	PubMed
	CINAHL
	UWTSD Library
	RCSLT / UK reports



	
	03  Searching for information



Google Scholar, PubMed, CINAHL and the UWTSD Online Library were chosen because they provide access to health, education and allied-health evidence. Filters were used to focus on UK-based, relevant and accessible studies. Search strings were adjusted by adding terms such as SLCN and deprivation, and a source-tracking workbook was used to record key details. Ten UK sources were logged and the five highest-ranked were prioritised for this poster.
	
	04  Picture / graph / visual aid



The workbook identified five particularly relevant sources that together address need, identification, support allocation, intervention and workforce capacity. Presenting them visually makes the evidence base clearer and shows how the selected sources support the dissertation aims. The visual below summarises the role of each source rather than showing numerical service-access outcomes.



	Law et al.
(2011)
	Norbury et al.
(2016)
	Dockrell et al.
(2019)
	West et al.
(2021)
	RCSLT
(2025)

	Need and
referral mismatch
	Identification
and prevalence
	Allocation
of support
	Early
intervention
	Workforce and
waiting times



Evidence at a glance: the five highest-ranked workbook sources were prioritised and each received an overall CRAAP judgement of 4/5.
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	05  Research validation and analysis



Validation began by skimming titles, abstracts, introductions and conclusions to judge relevance before reading in more depth. The CRAAP test was then used to assess Currency, Relevance, Authority, Accuracy and Purpose. This helped to prioritise evidence that was current enough, directly relevant and academically credible. West et al. (2021), for example, was retained because its cluster randomised controlled trial offers strong evidence for early language intervention, even though it does not focus specifically on children with both ADHD and DLD.
	
	06  Inclusion criteria



Included sources were UK-based peer-reviewed studies and authoritative UK reports focused on children’s communication needs, intervention, identification or service provision. Research from the last ten years was prioritised, but older foundational studies were retained where strongly relevant. Law, McBean and Rush (2011), for example, remained useful because it directly examined language difficulties and referral mismatch in a disadvantaged primary-school setting.



	
	07  Exclusion criteria



Excluded material included opinion blogs, unreliable websites, studies unrelated to SLT or childhood language needs, and sources that could not be clearly traced. Non-UK evidence was avoided where findings were not transferable. Broad speech, language and communication needs were not treated as automatically equivalent to confirmed DLD, and language difficulty alone was not used to infer ADHD. These criteria supported a focused and credible evidence base.
	
	08  Ethical considerations



This was entirely secondary research, so no participants were recruited and no new personal data were collected. Ethical responsibility centred on academic integrity and fair representation of the literature. All sources were cited using UWTSD Harvard style, plagiarism was avoided through accurate paraphrasing, and limitations were acknowledged transparently. Care was taken not to overstate findings, particularly because direct evidence on children with co-occurring ADHD and DLD in deprived urban areas remains limited.



	Code
Repeated ideas and keywords
	Group
Similar codes into categories
	Theme
Build broader analytical themes
	Use
Take themes into Chapter 4



Provisional workbook themes: barriers to equitable identification and access; schools as settings for earlier recognition and response; and staff skills plus service capacity as conditions for effective provision (Braun and Clarke, 2006).
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