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Aims of DASH-2

« Toprovide areliable measure of the speed
of handwriting, while taking account of
leqgibility.

« Toassess handwriting speed across
functional tasks with different demands.

« To provide quantitative and qualitative
information relevant forintervention
planning.
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Theoretical foundations

Components of writing DASH-2 Tasks

Composition Ideas Free

Sentences/phrases Writing | Copying

Spelling Words Alphabet
Writing

Letters

Handwriting Letter strokes

Graphic
Pen control Speed

Increasing
task demands
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special days/
L " birthdays school/
Free Writing e
] ) computers/
family/ : gaming
friends
: _ clubs/sports

= Task: write about the topicin
everyday writing for 10 minutes. e

holidays
films/ clothes/fashion

= Presentation: sub-topics canbe
discussed and used to help with
ideas.

clf'mate/ robots

= Thinking and preparation time. i
Past

= When writing, mark (//) every two il uidngs/

minutes.
computers/ health/
devices medicine
food design/

music/media criocoy
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Examples of Free Writing
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Quantitative
information

Raw score forlegible words

Scaled score forlegible
words

% illegible words

Profile over 10 minutes
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Qualitative information

= Recordedonback
page of the Record
Forme.qQ.

= Process-4Ps

= Product-7/Ss

Copyright 2025 Pearson. All rights reserved.

The 4Ps
O Posture O Paper position
O Pen grip O Pressure.

Other observations (e.g. lack of flow/fluency, discomfort/pain, fatigue, excessive visual monitoring when copying)

The 75Ss

O Shape/letter formation O Size

O stringing together/joining O Spacing (words/letters),
O Slant/Slope O Site/position on the line
O Shakines

Overall legibility - within and across tasks

Relationship between speed and legibility (e.g. adequate speed/easy to read, adequate speed/hard to read, slow/easy
to read, slow/hard to read)

Free Writing content (e.g. ideas, structure, grammar, vocabulary, spelling)
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Additional measurell

- Handwriting Legibility Scale (HLS; Barnett,
Rosenblum & Prunty, 2018).

 5criteria: Overall legibility, effort toread,
layout on the page, letter formation and
alterations.

- Each givenascore of 1-5.

« Summedto give total score (5-25).
« Higherscore = poorlegibility.

« Low, medium, high categories.
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December 2017 RIDD

For mepm three. components, consider your overall imgression UI the wmim

A. Legibility - An overall impression of global legibility based on your first reading of the text
1~ On first reading, all words are legible
5 — On first reading, only few words are legible

1 2 3 4 5
[ | | | |
B. Effort - An overall impression of the amount of effort required for you to read the script the first
time.

1 - On first reading, no effort is required to read the script
5 — On first read reading, the script is extremely effortful to read

1 2 3 4 5
C. Layout on the page - An overall impression of the layout of writing on the page. Well organised
handwriting is ¢ , with in relation to each other (e.g.

the paosition of the margin, placement of letters on the baseline, spaces within and between
words).

1-Very good layout on the page.
5 —Very poor layout on the page.

| 1 ] ! )

D. Letter formation - An overall impression of letter formation. Well formed letters are
appropriately shaped, contain all necessary elements, neat letter closures and are consistent in
size and slope.

1 - All letters very well formed

5 — Most letters very poorly formed

1 F] 3 4 5
[ | | | |

E. Alterations - An overall impression of the attempts made to rectify letters within words
Includes the addition of elements, re-tracing or re-writing of letters.

1-There are no additional elements, re-tracing or over-writing of letters within words.

5 — Most words contain additional elements, re-tracing or over-writing of letters.

| 1 | | ]

Sum score (quality of the written product):
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Additional measurelll

« Writing Quality Scale (WQS; Stuart & Criteria Score
Barnett, 2023) for students in Higher 1. Content and Development

. + Ideas are fully extended and elaborated, using descriptive detail that resuits in a 1
E d u C a t | O n coherent text that engages the reader.
. « |deas are extended, and most ideas are also elaborated with the use of descriptive 2

detail to provide a coherent text.

PY 6 criteria : Conte nt & devel opment , « |deas are extended but not elaborated. The text may appear ‘list-like’ and lack 3

coherence.
+ Ideas are not extended or elaborated and/or contain only minimal descriptive 4

structure & Orga N izati on y detail. May contain just a list of ideas with no extension of detail and/or be
incoherent.
vocabulary, sentence structure,
L] L]
punctuation, spelling.
3. Vocabulary
. + Precise, well-chosen words are used that are appropriate for conveying the 1
¢ E a C h g |Ve n a S C O re Of -l - 4 ' intended meaning and show variety for retaining the reader's interest and
engagement.
' + A good choice of words is used, appropriate for conveying the intended meaning. 2
° S u m m e d to g Ive tOta | S C O re (6 - 2 4) ' « Appropriate choice of words to convey meaning but may rely on the repeated use 3
of a limited number of words and/or contain some inaccurate or inappropriate word
' — H choices that may impact on the intended meaning.
¢ H Ig h e r S C O re = p O O r er tte n + Choice of words may be inaccurate or inappropriate for context and impact on the 4
e . intended meaning.
compositional quality.

« Low, medium, high categories.

Criteria Score
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Example case: getting the most out of Free Writing

18 year old with dyslexia

- DASH-2Total SS: 64

« Free Writing scaled score:

4, % illegible words: zero
« HLS: 16 (high), WQS: 21
(high)
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Interpretation in context
« Handwriting process and product
- Background about the individual

« Background about the
individual’s environment
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The individua

[he handwriting
process and product

The environment
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Thank you for listening!

Further information:
www.pearsonclinical.co.uk
WwwWw.annabarnett.co.uk
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