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Proficiency in the spelling of Dutch verbs at the end of primary Goal at the end of primary education:
school (grade 6) does not meet the standard of at least 80% 75% writes 80% of the verbs correctly.
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the final half year of primary school: checking via a shortened 2008 |Schools inspectorate |60 %

version of the full algorithm learned earlier, comparison with an 2014 |Peters et al., this study |66 %

easy to spell nonsense verb smurfen, or simply more training?
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Checklists as - Distinction of item types in the verb spelling test.
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o shortening - Earlier intervention (two other studies, work in progress).
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