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MODIFYABILITY SCALE EXAMPLE DA VOCABULARY: PLANNING CHECKLIST

. - : : . Modifiability Scale & Learning Strategies Checklist . Dynamic Assessment Vocabulary: Planning Checklist
° Identify (written words, pictures, sentences, &/or © (Pefa, 2000) . (Mitchell, 2021)
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: . , . . Define or describ ries, attributes,
structure. Based on evidence from a recent meta- ; Use word in context : Pl el symommy " Beck et al (2008) word list by grade range
I i I o o o Flocabulary.com word list by grad
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. . [0 Other: Robust vocabulary instruction includes. intentional
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