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Webinar Series: 
Webinar 3: SALT – Beyond the Basics

Marleen Westerveld, PhD

Thanks for coming along! This webinar 
will begin shortly.

The webinar will be recorded so it is 
accessible to others after the live 

session.

Please remember to turn off your 
camera and microphone.

Feel free to post your questions into the 
chat box. I will attempt to answer them at 

the end of the presentation. 

Webinar 3: 
SALT ‐ Beyond 
the Basics
Marleen Westerveld, PhD

Overview

• Comparing to a database and 
generating a performance report

• Linking transcripts for monitoring 
progress

• Inserting special codes

• Questions & Answers

https://www.marleenwesterveld.com/salt‐webinars/

Let's go back to our 
case study

Daniel, age 5 years, 10 months 

History of speech/language difficulties 

History of SLP intervention 

You elicit a language sample as part of 
your six‐monthly intervention review 
process. 

CELF‐P2 results – see RH panel. 

Daniel is in Prep; teacher has concerns 
about his participation in the classroom. 

Decisions 

Discourse context:

• Age appropriate, relevant to 
curriculum:

• story retell and 
comprehension

• Compared to typical peers

Hypotheses / 
Questions

• Struggling with 
Syntax/Morphology 
at discourse level?

• Ability to tell a 
coherent story?

• Difficulties in story 
comprehension?

Measures:

• MLU‐M, 
Grammatical 
Accuracy, Errors,

• Narrative Quality

• Comprehension

Elicited Ana Gets Lost (email for a copy of the task)
‐ 0:00

E what happened in the beginning?

C Anna was going out of the door.

E uhuh.

C and he looked into the shops.

C and him was crying.

E uhuh.

C And the police pat on his back.

E uhuh.

C and take her home.

E uhuh.

C and him got lost.

C And the policeman said you don't have to go out of ever again.

‐ 1:20

ONC: Daniel obtained a story 
comprehension score of 1 (out of 8)

ONQ: Daniel scored 16 on the oral 
narrative quality rubric. 
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Analysis

Our questions:
• MLU‐M
• Grammatical accuracy
• Errors
• Comprehension
• Quality 

Analyze – performance report

Analyze – performance report Analyze – performance report

Daniel Personal 
Narrative sample

• MLU‐M: 4.57

• Grammatical accuracy: 83.4%

• Number of error codes: 12

Summary: 
Analysis 
allows you 

to:
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Database

Our questions:
• MLU‐M
• Grammatical accuracy
• Errors
• Comprehension
• Quality 

Quick demonstration (4 mins)

Compared to his peers:
• Fewer utterances (Total Utterances)
• Poor Oral Narrative Quality
• Poor Comprehension
• Fewer utterances with verbs
• Low number of total words 
• Low rate 
• Poor grammatical accuracy 
• High number of errors 

Relative strengths:
• MLU 
• Number of Different Words (Semantics)
• Low mazing behaviour (no mazes!)

Shaded in grey: 1 or 2 SD from the mean (* or **)

Database:
Quick Look 

Decisions you had to make

• Which database – remember we cannot compare apples to pears.
• How many samples? 
• What age range: +/‐ 6 months, 12 months, other ?
• How many utterances?  For example in personal narratives or play‐
based samples

• Matching for complete transcript or no. utterances?

What about his 
personal narratives? 

Matched: by age only [note 
length of transcript]

• Lower intelligibility 
• Low MLU
• Lower NDW / Moving average 

NDW
• Poor grammatical accuracy 
• High number of errors 
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