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INTRODUCT ION

In September of 1969, the Library of The Ontario Institute
for Studies in Education pUblIShed an annotated bibl jography on’
""Nongrading”: The biLllography was complled because of the number of
requests reee|Ved from school admlnlsfrafors for literature on
_confinuous progress and, specifically, on nongraded prcgrams.

» The response to the publication was gratifylng and appeared
to merit a second printing. We therefore decided to update the
bibl lography and add current references as weld as some earlier
material which had not been included originally. In the latter
category are references to a number of doctoral dissertations which
repreésent research on various aspects of nongrading. In all, some
forty additional items, including films and filmstrips, have been added -
to this new edition of the blbllography.

Aswe indicated In the earlier publication, literature on

nongrading, especially journal articles, is plentiful, This

- bibliography is therefore a representative selection of recent
material covering an approximate six-year period from 1964 to mid-1970.
Included are books, journal articles, research reports, dissertations
and audio-visual items from Canadian and American sources. Annotations
provide a very brief Indication of tontent without attempting
critical evaluation since we feel sufficient material, both favourable
and unfavourable, -has been included for the experienced administrator
to form his own judgment of nongrading and how It mighT relate to
his particular school slfuaflon:

For convenience, the bibliography has been divided into
ageneral material on nongrading, followed by specific applications to
‘elementary and intermediate schools, and to secondary schools. "A
separate section includes related research, -followed by references to
literature on the difficult problem of evaluaflng student progress.

In a nongraded system. |




AVAILABILITY OF MATERIAL
INCLUDED IN THE BIBLIOGRAPHY

Most items in the bibllography are available in the OISE
Library. We welcome visits from school administrators or teachers
engaged In .research for thelr boards or schools who wish to use the
Library's facilities. However, heavy demands on our collection by the
graduate students, the teaching and the research staff of the
Institute make It necessary for us to place certain restrictions on
lending material’,

Books, Research Reports, Theses and Pamphlets

In general, this material is not available for loan to
individuals other than our own staff or students. However, we will
lend items to other libraries (through use.of official Interlibrary
Loan forms) If they cannot be.readily obtained elsewhere.

- In a few cases, references have been made to dissertations
which are not in our collection. This information has been taken
from the University Microfilms monthly publication Dissertation
Abstracts International. The Library will supply on request photocopies
of the full abstract (usually approximately 500 words) or information
on how to obtain the complete dissertation in prlnf or on microfiim
from University MicrofilIms.

Journals
The OISE Library journal collection does not circulate,
but we will supply single photocopies of articles. A charge of 10¢
per print is made to cover cost of reproducing material. In cases
where journals are held on microfilm the charge is 15¢ per print.
‘\

ERIC Repcrts

A number of references have been taken from the U.S. Office
of Education publication Research in Education, a monthly abstract *
Journal which brings to the attention of researchers the vast number
of reports accumulated by ERIC (Educatlonal Resources -Informatlon Center).
clearinghouses throughout the gnlféd States.
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These' items are identified in the bibliography by an "ED"
number and in most cases items are available from ERIC Document. -.
Reproduction Sefvice in "print" form or on microfiche at a lesser cost.
(Microfiche is a method of reproducing up to sixty pages of text on
a 4" x 6" sheet of film which mus® be used with a special reader to
enlarge the print.) The OISE Library subscribes to all ERIC microfiche
and fhese are available for reading in the Library. "Print or
P . . ’ microfiche copies of reports may be obfained.from -

’ . : ERIC Document Reproduction Service
National Cash Register. Company .
4936 Fairmont Avenue o
Bethesda, Maryland 20014 i

- ’ / =

- Films, Filmstrips, etc.

Arrangements can be made for small groups to view films or
filmstrips which the Library has in its collection by contacting -

The Ontario Institute for Sfudles in Education ’

The Library
Educational Materials Centre
. 252 Bloor Street West ! ¢

Toronto 5, Ontario

[

May we once again emphasize that school administrators
who would like to use the Library's facilities are welcome to do so.
We would suggest that boards: or schools who wish to undertake .
research,” contact us in advance in order to ensure that material will

" be available at the time.of their visit. !nquiries about items in
the blblloqraphy (psease note each itemis numbered for convenience)
or the warary s services should be addressed to -

. ‘ The Ontario Insfifufe for Studies in Education
The Library
Reference & Information Services
252 Bloor Street West

< Toronto 5, anariQ

o . .
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PART | - GENERAL -
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Books and Reports

-

. Beggs, D.W. and Buftie, E.G., eds. Nongraded Schools Jn Action.
Bloomington, ind.: University Press, 1967, .

- Authorities In fleld discuss rationais, historical development,
theory, research, present and future developmenf of nongraded
concept. Reporfs given of lndlvldual schools using. variants of
nongraded organization,

Brown; B.F. The Appropriate Placement School: a Sgphlsflcafed
Nongraded Curriculum.. West Nyack, N.Y.: Parker Publishing Co.,
1966. '

Report based on ideas generated at a conference of U.S.
educational |eaders in nongraded movement heid in 1963 at M,i,T.
Particular emphasis on use of nongraded system as a means of
educating dropouts, dbprlved and segregated. Puts forward a
curriculum biueprint.’

Dean, S.E. Nongraded Schools. Education Briefs, no. |.
Washingten, D.C.: U.S. Office of Education, Division of
Elementary and Secondary ‘Education, -1964.

Wel.i-known educationalist analyzes "contributing factors, trends,
growth, problems and the ratlonale of the nongraded school",
Lists arguments for and against.

Frankiin, Marian Pope., School Organization: Theory and Practice;
Selected Readings on Grading, Nongrading, Muitiqrading, Self-
Contained Classrooms, Dgparfmenfallzaflon, Team Teaching,

-*  Homogeneous vs. Heferogeneous Groqplng. Chicago: Rand McNally,
1967.

Chapters 3 and 4 (pages 59- I46; contain fourteen articles on
nongraded elementary, junior and senior high schools by well- known
educators, Selected bibliographles are -Inciuded.
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0070 OTF Non-Graded Schools Committee, Handbook- on the Non-graded School

Housego, | .E. and MacKay, D.A. Role of The‘Pr}nclpal in the

Reorganization of Saskatchewan ‘Education. Saskatoon: Folicy
Committee, Saskatchewan Principals’ Short Course, 965
b

Articles on "the principal’s role in. the reorganization of
Saskatchewan schools as exemplified in the norgraded elementary

school organization and various patterns of organization in the
secondary schools". . ,

. Miller, R.I., ed. The Nongraded School: Analysis and Study. s

New York: Harper & Row, 1967.

Chaptefs by variou$ authors known either for their study of

-~ nongrading or for thelr practical work in it, Addressed to

anyone interested in subject, but especially designed "as a

tool for action". Appendices contain data on prevalence,

organization, and administration of. nongraded schools and
_guidelines for initiation of a nongraded- primary uni+,

Toronto: OTF Non-Graded Schools Committee, Ontario Teachers!
Federation, 1968.

Handbook, written by members of the Committee who have worked -
in schools where flexible scheduling- and nongrading are being
tried. Includes articles and bibl,iography,

[

~

Ontario Educational Research Council. The Non-graded School -

Contlnuous Progress, Proceedings of the Fourth Workshop "In
Classroom Research, Toronto: the Council, 1967.

Keynote address by Frances Cooper of Melbourne High_School and
Seven papers presented by Canadian educators invo|ved In v
nongraded schools at elementary, junior high and secondary levels,

. Québec. MlInistére de I'Education. L'Ecole Coopéraflve:-PblyvaJence

et Progrés Continu; Commentaires sur le Reglement No. | du
Ministére de I1'Education. Quabec: 1966.

Detalled commen+ary on Regulation No. | which gives general
outline of reorganjzation of elementary and secondary -education
In Cuebec as result of Parent ‘Commission., Discusses practical
problems such as: sfructuring and administration of elementary
school without gqradés; criteria for formation of work groups;
Individual programs in system with progressive options, etc.
Stresses that this is merely phase one of full plan which will
Introduce continuous progress in elementary school and subject
promotion in high school .
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.0100 Roliins, Sidney P. Developing Nongraded Schools. |tasca, II1.: g
‘ Peacock Pub!ishers, 1968.

1
v

Discusses the rationale, curriculum, administration, physical : .
environment, and role and preparation of teachers for nongraded

elementary and secondary schools. Sample learning activity

packages are Included.

o110 Splawn, R.E. and Stoker, W.M. Administering the Nongraded School.
. |1967. (Avallable from ERIC .Document Reproduction Service
EDOI6283). .

Professors of education from West Texas State University present oo
plan for ungrading both elementary and secondary schools.

Guidelines on working with students, staff, board and. community; .
curriculum development within each subject; evaluation and

promotion, ‘Biblliography to 1966. '

ol15 Trump, J. Lloyd and Baynham, 6orsey. Focus on Change: Gulde to
Better Schools. Chicago: Rand McNaliy, 1961.

Report for the NASSP Commission on the Experimental Study of .o

the Utilization of the Staff In the Secondary Schools proposes

guldes to changes which will result ‘in more Individualized

instruction for students, greater professional tpsponslblllflés .

for teachers, necessary changes in curricuium and more

flexibl|lity and use of technology In the schools. This

publication has been one of the most influential In promoting -
Innovation in-U.S. schools, both at the elementary and secondary

level. .

>

B.. Journal Articles™

0130 Angrave, J. "TeamTeaching and Nongrading: a Case' for Individual
' Timetabling In Capadian Schools." Canadian Education and
Research Digest, V (March, 1965), 48-59. o . ) '

A professor of education In Quebec discusses Individual
+imetabling as method of deallng with Individual differences.. - .
Emphasizes that "Trump Plan" for team teaching is founded on .
basic provision of individual pupil timetables. ‘




i

Berman, L.M. "New-School Organization -- Sam§<0fd Curriculum?®’
Education bigest, XXXIIl (February, 1968), |I-14, '

v
. A .comprehensive discussion on various aspects of curriculum \
planning when a school is moving toward nongradedness. :

4
’

. LS \
S - 0150 Bethune, P. "Nova Plan for Individualized Learning.” Science \
’ Teacher, XXXI!l (November, 1966), 55-57. |
Sclence supervisor, Nova schools, Fort Lauderdale, Fla.,

reports on theory that a I-12 science program can be developed

and made to work by gliving students freedom to learn at a i ,
. . ~ rate best sulted to each.

-

0160 - Brown, C.E. "The Schools In Newton." Atlantic Monthly, CCXIV |
f (October, 1964), 74-78, \

4

Suéerlnfendénf of Newton pubfic schools explains organizalional
pattern of. school system "which permits pupilssto move ‘

continuously at their optimum rates rather than in ¢ixed \ °
_yearly Increments, which may be too large for some, too small \
for others", ) \
\
0165 Casavis, James N, "Non-Gradedness: a Formula for Change." ‘

- New York State Education, LVII (December, 1969), 22-23, o

"The author traces' the evolution of nongraded instruction, ‘ |

from its origins In colonia! times to its contemporary status
as a formula for change."

0167 "Continuous Progress Education." Manitoba Journal of Education, . |
V (June, 1970), whole Issue. ' \
The five articles in this speclal Issue discuss organization,

curriculum and resources, pupil personnel servjces, and - \
evaluation, and give pertinent comments and criticism of

. cont'inuous progress education. A twenty-seven page bibliography
, . is Included. .

¢ S~

e

0170 Dean, S.E. "The Nongraded Schoo!: Is There Magic In [+2"
Schoo! Life, XLVI| (Decemper, (964), 19-23, :

A U.S. Office of Education specialist in elementary school
organization and administration summarizes pros and cons in use ’ *
of nongraded programs in elementary and high schools in U.S.

) \
“~a .




0175 . Uodds, R.A. "Non-grading - a Misunderstood Concept." Ontprio
Education,. | (November/December,'1969)," 22-23, 32. T

Discussion of nongrading In context of need for change.
Includes chart comparing three possible models of school
organization: purely graded, outline of majority of schools
claiming a nongraded program, and nongraded school as it
develops uitimately. Intended to clarify differences between
various cbjectives in graded and ncngraded school «

0180 Fearing, P. "A Focus Report .... Nongraded Foreign Lannuage
Classes." Foreign Language Annals, |1 (March, 196¢j, 343-47.

Deals with prcblems of rigid stapdards in graded schools and
obstacles to nongraded organization. Feels summer foreign
language program excellent nongraded experiment, both for
students and teachers. Discusses information necessary for
consideration before planning summer schedules, Gives examp les.
of three American schools using this program, |nclud|ng ma jor 3
objectives, etc.

0!90 Goodlad, CdLl. "Inadequacy of Graded Organization -- What Then?"
Chil dhood Education, XXXIX /February, 1963), 274-77.

r

Recognized authority on nongraded system lists some values
and realities in devising schocl structure; indicates
Inadequacies of graded syster, explains features of nongraded
plan and its advantages.

Goodlad, John I. "The Non-graded Schoo!." Torento Education
Ouarferlx VIIl (Autumn, 1969), 19-24. i

Dissatisfacrion with graded systems, studies of individual
differences, and dove'opmenf of new curriculum materials in the
1950's have led to an era of innhovation in which the nongraded
school has moved to the forefront. Baslc assumptions underlying
nongrading and preparation necessary for establishing a
nongraded program are ¢iscussed.

[

-
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0195 "Guidelines Towards Ungraded Schools: Patterns for the Future."
New Dimensions in Education, IV (May, 1969), 3-5.

Discusses guidelires outlined by Minister of Education,
William G, DaViSt{fbr a new flexible nongraded cystem which
will replace traditional svstem in next few years. Deals wlth
Individual aspects such as credit system, continuous progress,
area of study, semester system, methods of marking, modular
scheduling, and timetabling by computer.

0197 Hunter, Madeline and Dodds, R.A. "Why Nongrading Means Custom- g

talloring Education to the !Individual." School Progress,
XXXVI11 (September, 1969), 47-49. .

Mr. Dodds, on behalf ot the Ontario Teachers!' Federation,

. Interviewed Dr. Hunter, principal of the University Elementary
School at the University of California. The nongraded concept,
implementation In schools, problems in adjustment to
"custom-tailored" instruction by students and teachers,
deésirabliity of more equioment, books zad materials, and
evaluztion of nongraded programs are discussad.

0200 McBeath, A.G. "The Nongraded System." Arbos, ! (November-December,
1964), 22-28,

Saskatchewan Teachers' Federation Executive Assistant explores
basis for, and some Canadian research on, the nongraded system.

0210 Mcleod, D.M. "What Is a Nongraded. Schoo!?". Canadian Education
and Research Digest, V111 (March, 1968), 35-35.

v

Director of Curricula, Saskatchewan Department of Eduzation,
defines basic concept of nongrading, explains continuous
progress plan, and bases for intraclass grouping.

0220 Mcloughlin, W.P. “The Phantom Nongraded Schoo!." Ph! Delta Kappan,
XLIX (January, 1968), 248-50. . .

According to author, research shows-iittle superiorl?y in
elther academic achievemen® or social adjustment in nonaraded
schools. He questions whether true ‘nongrading has yet been )
tried and suggests that research studies have not been made
Into nongrading but Into grading which masquerades under another -
name. Lot

() -~

-

.
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- 0230  Paul, Sister Mary. "Admlnistration Problems of the Nongraded
Scheol M 3C€ﬂ Bulie !n, LXiV (August, 1967), 144-47.

Diccusses polints made by F.R. Dufay and J. 1. Goodlad regarding .
administrative problems of introducing nongradlng into a

school, . Concludes that Cathollc educators should not be afraid
*o ¥ry,” but that they. should be well orepared before doing so.

-

“

0235 Eﬁad, Edwin A. "Educafional Practice and the Theory of Continuous

Pupil Progress.”" Audiovisual Instruction, XV (February, 1970),
’ 38-40, ‘ ' ~ i T

- - - . -
-~ -1 - -

. "Ths theory of continuous pupnl progress ... is responsnble for
the development and popularization of the: nongraded school.,
the ingividualization of instruction, educatlonal media which
, accomrmodate. Individual clfference=~and facilitate lndependenf
- " . study-nongraded curriculum deswgns, and marking and reporting .
practices which reflect a. concern: for. the indlvidual and his .- -~
arow*b " . , S ) ’

< *
* .

0240 » "Raport Frotn %he{Think:Shop.“f-Hénday=Morniqg, 11 (April, 1968), 13=I8,

inferview with Dr. John Goodlad by *wo Canadian-educators who
. aquestica him on some-of his well-known theories on nongrading. .-
- Disqusses his concepts of continugus progress, ungrading,
. * individuallzed ins*truction, and cooperaflve learning. Also -
'defznes'h?s meaning of team +teaching, and qxpresses some ideas
. about use o"compu?nr in *eachlng. g

.__,,,)"

0245 Roberts, W.G. "The Nongraded School's Phantom or’Reality?™ Orbit,-
. ) {-tApril, 1970}, 16- 18. . j :
From a fwo-year'observa+lon of nongraded schools, this’
. University of Calgary professor concludes that true nongraded
.. schools are stlii most difficult to find and although allegedly
- designed to solve our problems, the nongraded school presents
) tnnumerable’ dlff!culfles to fhose trying to establ.ish- one.




. ' 0250

0253

0254

thomas, J.I. "A Critique: the Appropriate Placement.School."
Educational Leadership, XXVI {(January, 1969)-,- 355-58.

Criticizes The Appropriate Placement School: a Sophisticated
Nongraded Curriculum, by Dr. B.F..Brown. Attacks formula for
ptacing students in public school programs solely accordinn

to results on standardized tests. ODisagrées also with Brouwn's
concept of multiphased curriculum and its nonaraded aspects.
Author briefly states his own ideas of diagnostic procedures

.~ necessary for appropriate placenent of students, and nongradina

programs. - . - "

. . A q‘;\
Trot:, Jean. "Tomorrow Is ... Now.”" Teachers' Magazine, XLIX

*tarch, 1969), 19-24,

Project Officer at The Ontario Institute for Studies in
Education discusses .current reforms in Ontario schools and
the future of nondraded schools as an attempt "to,bring the
right resources, in the right way, to the right child".

r

’Trump, Lloyd, "Cruci:l Goalc for Innovation.” School Progress,

XXXVI1 1 {(September, 1969), 52-54.- ’

" . "An educational innovation is effective to the degree that
it furthers three fundamental educational goals: '

(a) Individualizing learning; "(b) Professionalizing teaching; .

(c) Refining content.” Criteria for evaluating teaching and
learning, and the school prngram, are suggested. -

’ -

8]




PART |17 - ELEMENTARY AND INTERMEDIATE SCHOOLS

A. Books, Reporfs,‘FiIms-and Tapes

0257
0258 *
—
H,_—m_-\
02664
0270

-

Charlie and the Golden Hamster - the Norigraded Elementary School
[Motion Picture] Directed by John'l. Goodlad and
B. Frank Brown. ‘Produced by IDEA, Melbourne, Florida.

From the time a child enters school he beglns an. unlnferrupfed
continuum of learning In which age and grade are unimportant.
A team of teachers working with a larger group of children .
al lows more flexibi-lity in the program, and provides more
opporfunlfy for Individual or small-group .Instruction. Instead
of a fixed currIcqum and textbooks, there are special

_ asslignments, ‘individual research and discovery, and a library
which allows a chlld to work af his own rate and ability Ie»el.

>
3

Continuous Progress; a Report -of Some Conflnuous Progress Plans In
BrTflSh Columbia. Vancouver B.C, Teachers' Federation, 1968.

The nongraded .programs of Nlcola-Canford School McKenzie
Schaot;—Salmo Elementary School and Naramata Elemenfary School
are described andanalyzed. Points- emphasuzed are organlzation,
curriculum, pupil progress, evaluation and. reporflng feacher
role, and specIaI features of eacCh program.

Dufay, F.R. ‘Ungrading the Elémentar; ,oHOoI.» West Nyack, N. Y
Parker Pubtishing Co., 1966.

3.

' ,~ Principal of Parkway School Plainview, L.1., known for- Tts

eacrly use of nongraded pracflces in elemenfary school, relates
actual steps taken in developing working program and success °
or fallure of these. Discusses use of subject speciallsts,
need for community support, role of prlnclpal and faculty

- during development. ..

-

Glogau, L. and Fessel, M: The Nongraded Primary School: a Case
Sfudy. Wesf Nyack N.Y.: Parker Publishing Co., 1967.

Prlncupa[ and "assistant principal of 0l1d Bethpage Primary School ,
N:Y., récount -expertence with nongraded organization. Report
.concerns’ school year 1964-65 during which transition. was
made. Very ful'l appendix contains detal)s of curriculum as

. well] as of" fechnlques of evaluaflon, communication wlth
parenfs etc.




0280 Goodlad, J.t. and Anderson, R.H. . The Nongraded Elementary achool
Rev. ed. Neh York: Harcourt, Brace & Vorld, 1963,

B

Handbook designed to provide information on nonaraded school
- ' movement and to help those Interested in creating nongraded
S schools. - Revised edition emphasizes need for nongradedness
' . throughout elementary school, nét only in primary years, and
) B ‘makes other changes of emphasis :in original 1959 edition.
Bibl iography,

’¢, -t . o~
N

0290 Graves, Witliam H., Jr. Elementary Principals Guide to Nonqraded
. Schools. AusTln, Texas: Texas A and M University, 1967.
(AvaiTable from ERIC Document Reproduction Service, ED025039)

. . Guidelines, ‘Infended to assist elementary school - prlnclpals in
} ) adopting a nonqraded or continuous progress plan, are presented
specifical I'y for committifg- faculty and staff of school to
“the plan, qrouplng students, working with_parents, and
N - organizing the plan.  Ribliography, samplé letters to parents,

progress checklists, scholarshlp records, and other’ sample
forms appended.

~ 0300 Hillson, Maurie, ed. Change and Innovation in ElemenTary'School
Organlzafloﬁ; New York: Holt, -Rinehart and WInsTon, 1966.

Collecflon of readings selected for recency and ability to
contribute to reorganizational problems. Part VI contalns ten
articles on nongrading. Bibliography appended for each part.

«

3305 . McCarthy, Robert J. and Go'l dman, Samuel. "How to Orgenize -and
Operate an Ungraded Middle School Englewood Cliffs, N.J.:
Prentice-Hall, 1967. :

-~

This monograph tells how one school developed an organizational
framework for educating young adolescents.. Factdrs considered
are the ungraded approach, interdisciplinary teaming of .
teachers and students, Instructional consultants-as a suppert
system for teachers, and-independent study.- A practical

guide for teachers and admlnlsTraTors of ungraded open area
schools. -




0310 - Maf}hews, Agnes. A First Look at Elementary School Reorganization.
Fredericton: Currfculum and Research Branch, New Brunswick
Department of Education, 1966.

Reviews background of "continuous progress™ as .administrative
device -and Its history In action in Canada. Points out

effect upon rearganization of curricuium which _must become more-
viexible. Summarizes ideas on reporting to parents and
evaluation of pupliis' work.

0312 National Education Association of the United States. Department
of Elemenfary School Principals. The Nongraded School :

Some Current Questlons and Commenfs. [Phonotape] Washington:
1968-

.

- Robert Anderson and Evelyn Carswell discuss concept of nongrading,
effectiveness of nongraded schools, individual ized Instruction,
grouping, reporting progress to parents and.children, team
teaching, responsibilities of principals and Teachers,
developing a nongraded program, special facillities and materials,
and preparation of teachers and prlnclpals for working
effectively In a nongraded school.

Nongraded Education for the Modern Elemenfary School . [Fllmsfpibj
Eye Gate House, I967. .

Set of four fllmstrips and teacher's manual designed for
in-service educatlon of professional teaching staff, parent
orientation, and orlentation of a schooi's non-feachlng staff.

It 1s suggested they be used In conjunction with the book
Ungrading the Elementary School by Frank R. Dufay. The

sectlions are: A: Nongraded education: an overview; B: The
question of grouping for nongraded education; C: Within the
ungraded school; D: Effecting the change to a nongraded program.
Quesflons for dlscusslon are glven In the Teacher s manual.

- \

» Nongraded School. A reprint of articles from the November
1967 and January 1968 issues of the National Elementary
Principal. Washington: Department of Elementary School.
Principals, National Education Assocliation, 1968.

This collection ‘contains articles on planning and organization
of nongraded schools, preparation of teachers, student
evaluation, physical facllitles, ‘and evaluaflon of exlisting
nongraded programs.
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B. ‘Joqrnal Articles

0340

»

0350

0360

Smith, Lee L. A Practical Agpéoach to the Nongraded Elementary
School. West Nyack, N.Y.: Parker Publishing Co., T968,

Designed as a workinqg quide for converting grades |-6 to a
nongraded program. Includes samples of class, schedules,
report cards, record forms, auestionnaires for teachers,
‘evaluation forms, etc. : -

Tewksbury, J.L. Nongrading in the Elementary School. Columbus,
Ohio: C.E. Merrill Books, 1967.

Practical explanation of what nongrading Is and how such a
program operates in daily practice. Diagrams illustrating

how children might proqgress from teacher to teacher. Selected
bibl iography with annotations.

Brandt, R.S. "The Middle School in a Nopgraded System." Journal of
Secondary Education, XLII1I (April, 1968), 165-70.

In general discussion of literature on the middle school as an
administrative dev]ce,'aufhor points to, need for completely
new criteria to establIsh studenfs' progress within a séhool
system. An historical,and theoretical -approach.:

N

Cotes, S.R. and Lewis, E.D.-/h'ConTinUOUS Progress' Plan Geared: to '
Pupils' Ability," Schogl Progress, XXXIV (February, 1965), 27-29.

Principal and vicé-principal of Perth *Avenue Public School , . -
Toronto, explain "developimental approach" to learning. Based :
on experience, they enthusiastically endorse continuous proqress

- In elementary school. . v

"DolngiAwa? with Grades in Toronto." Times Educ¢ational Supplement,
(London), (January 13, 1967), 86-87.

Discussison of success of nongraded schogls -~ Duke of York,
Perth and Huron Street -- as applied to problem of immigrants
from many non-Enqlish speaking foreign countries.

t

L3 - . - -
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Dufay, F.R. "When Nongrading Fails." School Management, XI

(February, 1967), 110-13.

Former principal of Parkway School, Plainview, N.Y., a nongraded
~~elementary school, asserts that.'nongrading-.i.s simply--another— -

way of teaching in a classroom", that team teaching is not
necessarily related to nongrading, and among other things,
that an open modern school plant is not essential to the program.

Franklin, M.P. "Multigrading in Elementary Education."

Childhood Education, XLIII (May, 1967), 513-15.

What multigrading. is, how it differs from hongrading, what
‘ressarch says about it. Bibllography goes back to 1938.

Gorman, C.J. "Annual Reassignment of Teachers: an Important -

Ingredient of Non-grading." Elementary School Journal., -LXIX
(January, 1969), 192-97.

Describes ahd glives outcomes .of annual reassignment of teachers
in one nongraded school. Discusses challenges In terms of
years of experience, seniority, preferences or psychological
ldentity of teachers. .

Housego, B.E.J. "The Nongradéd Elementary School: Selected

Problems." Canadian Education and Research Digest, VII|I
(September, 1968), 245-56. i o -

Problems discussed are provision of flexibility, use of

. grouping procedures, reporting of progress. and effects of

acceleration and deceleration on..pupils.

’ Vo

Johnson, F.H. "A New Appraisal of Semi-Departmental Ization in the

1

Elementary School." Canadian Education and Research Digest, -
VI (March, 1966), 65-73. ’

Discussss research.done on advantages -and dlsadvantages of
departmental organization in elementary school. Also gives his
appralsal of Dual Progress Plan with qualified approval.

’
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" Interview with teachers.of Greendale Eféméﬁ+5ry‘32555f: }

“that school. Plan allows grouping across grade levels without -

- L4 -

Lewin, D. "Go Slow on Nongrading." Elementary School Journal, LXV|

(December, 1966), 131-34,

Author, who has experimented with ﬁongradlﬁg 18 elementary
school, examines varlous problems which will arise In starting
nongraded system, .

"The Lid's Off Learning." School Progress, XXXVI|| (February, 1969),

48—5 I .

R.A. Dodds .describes the Impact on. teachers and puplls at

~ Centennial Junior Public Schogl $§ Kingston of an Innovative

continuous program nbngradgd'sysfem. -

11 (Aprii, 1968), 19-25, '

Mickleburgh, B.° "Report from the Action Stations."” Monday Morning,

- .

Montreal, on experiences in. ungrading and in team teaching.
Ultimate. goal of thls school- 1s Implementation. 6f Quebec!s
-Regulation No, |,- -Ive, indivldual: -fearning at child's own- - -
rate In all subjécts.. -

ss, C. "A Nongraded Progfam for the Small HIgh. School:."

NASSP-Bul-letin, L (February, 1966), 19-27. °

Princlpal of a junlbféseﬁlbf‘ﬁlgh school’ I'n* Kansas dlééu;séé "
study of nongraded- orgafiizatlion ‘at 7th-8th grade level In

getting students Yoo. far away from own soclal levels. Results.

- showed -slgniflcant gain..in .achlevement for 1ndividuals and

for class norm. . .
&

Provus, M.M. "Abllity Grouping In Arithmetic." Elementary School

Journal, LX (April, 1980), 39|-98.

Experiment desligned to measure effectiveness of ability

grouplfng In arlthmetic for one schocl year In -publlc schools
of Homewood, |11,

-

-

-
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_Smal.lwood, L.H. ."The Ungraded Elemenfary School -- a Dlssenflng

©

Rogers, V.R. "Nongraded Soclal Studles." Instructor, LXXVII1 .
(May, 1969), 73-74, 76, 78, —_— '

Questions true meaning of nongrading.in soclal studies {n

U.S. elementary schools. Argues that it |s not necessary to

organlze children on basis of reading ablility or Intelligence

or achievement test scores. Dividing into heterogeneous Co,
groups of varying ages may be more successful, Confends that ' :
radical changes should be made in content ‘of course,' -
materials and procedures. .

JViewpoint." Virginia Journal of Education, (May, 1962), 19-20.

Principal of Virginia-elementary school explains modiflcation
of nongraded system and his reasons for disagreement with

" ’advocates‘of complete ungrading. Explains how grades are kept,

but intraclass grouping and movement, In partlcular cases,
from class to class are Introduced. Main emphasis on °
sectionlng within each class. .

Sturgeon, D.R. "Continuous Promotion in Elemenfary Schools "
School Admlnistration, |11 (March, 1966), 47-51,

An Ontario school Inspecfor .proposes new organizational plan

(with diagram of physical plant) t6 Improve educational i
program. Suggests union of team teaching and nongrading to -
provide for "the needed flexibility in student grouping".

‘Also glves master schedule for time-tablIng.

)

"A Symposium: Language Arts in the Nongraded School " Elemenfarz
_Engllsh XLVl (February, 1969), [I1{-46.

Involves an- [ntroductlon, including a brief bibliography on
nongrading, and four part symposium. Symposium (a) suggests
goals approprlate.for language arts In nongraded schools,

(b) discusses problems relevant In establishiflg nongrading In
language- arts, (c) reports on language arts in one school
district pioneering bayond nongraded plan In Indlvidualiy
Prescribed Instructlio and (d) concludes with review of
contributions. -

*
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Willlamson, J. "The Graded Schoo! Has Become an I'njustice
Practised on Chiidren." Educational Courier, XXXVI .
(September-October, 1965Y, -23-26. ) .

Contlinuous progréss dlscussed by-principal of South Prep,
Taronto. Pralses theory of nongraded primary school .
Appralises problems encountered with Introduction of continuous
progress and emphasizes that It requires more .work from the
classroom teacher than traditional methods. .

-
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Rooks, Reports and Films ‘ o /
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PART 11! - SECOMDARY SCHOOLS ’ /

Beggs, D.W. Decatur-Lakevliew High Schoc!: a Practlical Apolication
of the Trump Plan. anlewood Cilffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall,. 19G4.

"This report is of a schcol which has not yet becom2 unaraded
but s approaching It by means of altered Instructicnal

nractice, through different organizaticnal procedures. The
Decatur- Lakevlew plan Is a step towards the ungraded student-
centred schonl." Incorporates team teaching, larae and small
aroup Instruction with Independent study, multimedia feachinq
alds and flexlble schedulinq.

Brown, B.,F. The angraded Schonl. Englewood Cliffs, N.J.
Prentice~Hall, 1963,

Principal of Melbourne Hligh School, Fla. discusses

Indivlidual ize¢ student progress In that school. An account of
nonarading, Independent study, changes In evaluation methods
and other Innovations.

Enns, J.6., et al. [Innovatlons In Secondary School Planning.
Toronto: Ontarlo Department of Education, 1968,

Reports by principals of six selected Ontario schools In which
subject promotion has been tried for one year -- 1967-68.

Some evaluation attempted In summaries of advanfages and
disadvantages noted at end of reports.

The Improbable Form of Master Sturm - the Nongraded High School.

— LMotiom Plcture] Directed by B, Frank Brown, Produced by
IDEA, Melbourne,, Florida.

Many of the basic concepfs of nongrading are dlscussed In this
fllm. Students entering hligh school are placed In one of five
phases ranging from | - Fundamental skills to V which aliows
for more research and creativity. The phase Is determined
by the rate at which students work, and can be changed at any
_ time. Emphasis Is on learning by dlscovery and each student
working at his own rate accordlng to hls own abllity with the
veacher "directing learning". Mechanlcal functions such as
typing are taught In large groups "to free 1eachers for - .
lndlvldual or small-group Instruction. .
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-

KIng, Alan J.C. and Ripton,”Reglnald A. The.School In Tr

ansltion;
a Proflie of a Secondary School Undergolng Innovatlion '

T%ronfo: The Ontarlo Institute for Studlies In ‘Educatlon, 1970.

Comparatlve plcture of a -Secondary school undergolng major

and a student-centred approach to dlsclpline. The focus of
- the evaluation Is on the reactlons of school adminlstrators,
teachers, guldance personnel., and students, to certaln
Innovations, and on the Identlfication of the stralns on
Individuals and groups assoclated with the Innovatlons.
0550 Québec. Minlstére de |'Ediication. Dlrectlon générale de
|'Enselgnement &lémentalre et secondalre. Programmation des
Cours et des Horalres d'une Ecole Secondalre Polyvalente,
Quebec:” the MInTstry, 19587. )

-

-

A preclse deflnltlon of terms, and laying out of programs to

be used as a guide In nongraded secondary schoc,s of Quebeé
In accordance with Reguiation | of recent leglslation.

B.

Journal Artlicles

0555

Bogle, Don. ™Ungraded History at Thorntea Secondary School-."
Canadlan Journal of Hlstory, IV, CAprll, 1969), 23-30.,

Thornlea, an QOntarlo composlte school which opened, In 1968,
does not reglster students In a program, branch or grade,

A contlnuous progress approach, subject promotion and the
credlt sysiem are used, and studepts are free to select
subjects within the framework of requirements for diplomas.

A description and preliminary evaluation of the school's
hlstory proaram Is

glven by the chalrman of the Department of
History, .

0560

Brown, B.F. "An Answer to Dropouts: the Nongraded Higk School ,"
Atlantic Monthly, ‘CCXIV (November, 1964), 86-90.

Princlpal of Melbourne High School, Fla., strongly endorses
nongraded high school on strength of experlence In own school.
DIscusses necesslty for Increased reading efflclency. Makes

optimlstic evaluatlon of nongraded results as measured by
Increased enrollment In colle

ge, winnlng of prizes,
scholarshlps, etc.

!

Innovatlon Ircluding the credlt system, indlvidual timetables,
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b570 Denhoff; Patricia. "The Nclse of Learning." Arbos, V (January- -
- February, 1969), 10-14, .

« The E.D. Feehan HIgh School -in Saskatoon is an open climate
school where students choose-thelr own timetable and teachers, .
the semester system Is used, and emphasis is on individual
study.. , )

0580 Docking, h. and Hogan, D. "Breaking 6rade Barriers." Michigan
Education Journal, (January, 1965), 16-17.

Principal and Counselor at Chlppewa Valley High School discuss
why and how thelr staff. decided on an ungraded program-in
English and soclal studies, team teaching, Independent study,
and a flexible school schedule, -

— .

-

0585 Dunlop, W.G. "A Léarder-paced Approach In the Senior School?
’ . ' Why Not?" BC Teacher, XLIX (December, 1969), 95-97,

A North Vancouver senior physics teacher descrloes how he
- successfully uses a continuous progress, Individualized
approach with the PSST physlcs program,
N ’ .

0590 Glilbert, V.K. "The Ungraded Secondary School." Ontario Secondary

School Teachers' Federation Bulletin, XLVI1 (March, 1967), -
63"6.6 .

-

The vice-principal, Newtonbrook Secondary Scheol, North York,
takes a critical look at what must be done to make the ungraded
‘high school work. Discusses computer fImef?bllng, changes
in report cards, Increased guidance facilities, more

‘ ) Independent study, new courses. Conclusion: "This type of
school ‘does. not save money." -

.

{
0600 Griffiths, T.J. "Toward Ungrading." "The Ontario Secondary School
. Teachers' Federatlon Bulletin, XLIX (May, 19697, 159-60.

.

[y

Discusses North Lambton Secondary School, Department of

Mathematics, which chose to adopt, on small scale, a compromise

between traditional and ungraded system. Provides flexibility, -
taking ability into account, and ‘helps overcome problems

of inefficieni communication due to variety of abilities

within classes and also -unbalanced size of classes.
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0610 Hoban, P.F. and Mcltanus, B.J. "How to Nongrade a Small High School."
School Management, IX (September, i965), 79-81.

Problem of |imited resources In smali high school makes
individualized instruction difficult. Solution in Tuxedo Park,
N.Xy, Is to cycle- courses in soclal studies and English. By
oﬁ#lrlnq three courses In each, one each year, they create
sections based on ablility. Poses expected criticisms of idea
and gives his answers to critics,

0620 Kaufman, B. and Bethune, P. "Nova High, Space Age School."
Phi Delta Kappan, XLVI (September, 1964), 9-11,

Teachers at Nova High School, Fla., explain students!'
progression through series of achievement levels In each subject
. area., Emphasize use of newest educational techniques In
‘team teaching, closed circuit televislon, reading laboratory,
. science and language laboratories, large, medlum and small
group instruction, and data processing. -

0630 Kilmer, D.G. "A-Gradeless Composite School -- Phase |.," Onfarlori
Secondary Schoo! Teachers! Federaflor Bulletin, XLVIlL
- (May, 1968), T56-Gl.

Principal of North Park Colleglate-Vocational School,
- Brantford, Oat., expiains first phase: of Implemenfaflon of
plan for a gradeless school. Describes’ streams, Including
designation of subjects within stream levels, and explalns his
credit system. Deals with quesflons on all aspecfs oTf new :
modes of organlzation, -

»

0640 "Non-Graded Trimester Plan Makes High School Unique." School
- Progress, XXXIV (January, .1965), 50-53.
A
\ Description of trimester system. (September through July)
and nongraded program In which students progress through a
serles of achievement levels in each subject. Selected on
basis of their willlngness to work hard, students come from . .
seven ofhcr high schools to Nova High, Fort Lauderdale, Fla., ~°
and are drawn from all ability levels. School has most
advanced technological teaching aids. <

. .
. ” cv e
4
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S 5655 Vierssen Tr1o, Gus. The Advantages of Subject Promotion and
Tae o m s : Fndividual Txmefabllno." Headmaster, "(March, 1970), 27-29., I

e S e ”lndlyldual *lme.abllno which oermlfs subject promotion leads
’ T .~to. course streamina 16 enable the student to select each B
S . course he elects to take at a level of difficulty : .
' . +. - commepsurate with his- ability." With the credit system and )
T STl incréased independent study a continuous progress program for ™,
S ST *he _secondary school_ is feasible. '

. \ N LT < e ‘. . .

..
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S 0650 - Ward W.E. "Who's for the Brass Ring?" -Ontario- Secondary School - .
s ’ ~ Teachers' Federaflon Bulletin, XLV (May, 1967), 143-45,

oA J'/\ " - Principal o‘ Toréonto Townshlo seccndary school expresses

- g -7 ‘scepticism about ungraded high school. Criticizes Melbourne .
LE T -~ High'School (Fla.) experiment on grounds that such a system .
< could not reef'reQU|rem°nfs in Ontario either -in vocational

= S : or in university préparafuon'courses.

. o R S . - >

- ~
- . . v -

i . 0855 ¢ Wzise, Donald F. "Hongrading, Electing, and Phasing; Basics of
- o Revolukion for Relevance." English Journal, LIX (January, 1970), ° -
T 122-30. . T : ’ .
. . . -~ The basi. concepts of APEX: A Nongraded Phase-Electiveé English _
} . Curriculum developed at Trenton High School, Michigan, are -
‘ . discussed. "Nongradnno ts the ellmlnaflnq of grade levels-
' and tracks as devices for orouplng students and-defining
- ) ) " causes ... Electing is the allowing of students to ~. =ly
seLecf Their own courses ... Phasnng is the describing of
- courses, in a general way, by assigning to them a number from -

.b‘

T - one to five to indicate their degree of difficulty." -
- ) ]
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PART iV - RESEARCH

A. - “Books and Reports

0660

0662

0664

Buffle, G.W. ™A Comparison of Mental Health and Academic Achlevement:
the Nongraded School vs. the Graded School." Unpubl I shed
Ed.D."dIssertation, Indlana Unlversity, 1962. (Dissertation
Abstracts, XXiil, 4255). ¢
Study administered and evaluated tests to determine whether
there were significant differences between the two groups In
general academlc achievement and adjustment.” Children In
nongraded primary schools seemed to be cleariy superior to
graded pupils In the areas of language and work-study skilis,
as well as In over-ail academlic composite score. 1In addition,
nongraded students seemed ‘better adjusted. -

s

Carbin, Joseph Willlam. "A Study of Nongraded Primary Programs,
In Publlc Eiementary Schodls in Californla." Unpubilished
Ed.D. dissertation, University of the Paclific, 1967.
(DIssertatlion Abstracts, XXViii, 20i8-A).

Questlionnalres Indicated that nongraded programs were ascribed
high status by principals, teachers, parents and students;
currlcuiar and Instructlonal changes were taking place, with
emphasis on recognition of Individual differences; and programs
were belng evaluated on a contlinucus basls: Of fifty-three
districts orlginally surveyed, nlne reported the dlscontinuance
of 'a nongraded program In laier surveys. Reasons given were

no evidence of higher pupl.d achlevement and lack of proper
planning for evaluation. S

Chandler, Gail Eilsworth, "An Investigation of Schodl Anxlety and
Nongraded Ciassroom Organlization." Unpubiished Ph.D.
dissertation, Unlversity of Texas at Austin, i(968.
(DIssertatlon Abstracts, XXX, 2371-A). - .

A comparison of students In graded and nongraded classes In an
elementary school resuited In littie evidence for age-grade
difference In school anxiety. The princlipal hypothesis, that
nongraded classroom organization would reduce schooi anxlety,
was not conflirmed, though a flrst-year "Hawthorne" effect
was noted, as well as a‘tendency over a two-year perlod for
*chliidren In the equlvalent of the fourth grade to show iess
school anxiety than thelr controis., .
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" 0666 Christian, Mary Taylor. "A Study of the Dimensions of the Nongraded
School Concept.". Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Michigan
State University, 1967. (Dissertation Abstracts, XXVIIF,
1336-A). ’

The objectives of this study were to determine: |) how Teachers
and administrators perceive the concept of nongrading,
2) operational practices of teachers in nongraded classrooms,

g o 3) nature and extent of problems encountered by teachers, and
4) implications for teacher education. Perceptions of nongrading
by participating principals and teachers were conflicting
and often Inconsistent with the philosophical concept of a - -

. nongraded school. A major conclusion was that school Systems
should not move ‘into a nongraded: program without a continuous
and extensive program for retraining and Inservice training

- of teachers and administrators.

0668 Delgado-Marcano, Maria T. “The Operation of Curriculum and
i, Instruction in Twenty Nongraded Elementary Schools." Unpublished
‘ ’ T Ed.D. dissertation, Indiana University, 1965. (Dlssertation .
i Rbsfracfs XXVI'l, 698-A). . A
Tﬁe main purposes of the sfudy were to find out how.curriculum
and Instruétion were organized and operated, and to what
extent actual practices were compatible with the models of
nongradedness supported by Goodlad and Anderson. _Although all * .
schools had a.wrltten nongraded philosophy, only five schools :
were found to be completely nongraded. It was concluded that
nongrading requires an adequate period of careful study and
preparation Involving administration, teachers, parents, and
comnunity and that the operation. of Individuallzed insfrucfion'
requires more teacher Trainlnq to close the. gap befween theory
and practice. .-

0670 Egbert, R.L. and Cogswell, J.F. System Design for”a Continuous
Progress School -- Part |. Santa Monica, Callf.: System ) -
Development Corporation, 1964. (Available from ERIC Document
Reproduction Service EDOIO561). )

"... following topics discussed and Illustrated by flow charts:
. overview of Continuous Progress School; student movement
- through the school (generalized); preregistration and
"~ reqgistration procedures; course work in language arts and
speech; speclal academic functions of testing; scoring and
Interpretation.”
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Egbert, R.L. and Cogswell, J.F. System Design for a Continuous
Progress School -- Part |1, Survelliance end Detection Sysfem.
Santa.Monica, .Calif.: System Development Corporation, 1964.
(Avallable from ERIC Document Reproduction Service ED0I0562).

-

Design for application to continuous progress school as means
of finding out about student academic problems -- existent
or imminent, and of ulerting appropriate personnel for action.
Problem of control (i.e. teacher knowing where each student
is in his progress) becomes greater In this kind of school.

Grote, Donald Victor. "A Comprehensive Approach to a Program of -
" Continuous Learning Experiences for Early Adolescents."
Unpublished Ph.D, diSsertation, Northwestern University, 1966,
(Dissertation Abstracts, XXVIl, 2026-A).

"The study descrlbeg a curriculum design and an organizational
Pplan for a middle.school -with contlnuous’ learning experliences.
The school would be nongraded, have a flexible modular
schedule, a faculty organized-in both horizontal and vertical
teams, and a sequential curriculum organized around basic
concepts with content and skills arranged in levels."

t
-

Harrell, "L.W. and Tilley, H.T. Continuous Curriculum Development --
Rural- School: Evaluation Report and Contlinuation Appiication.
Goshen, 1nd.: Falrfield Community Schools, 1968, (Avallable
from ERIC Document Reproduction Service ED021665) .

Program development and evaluation procedures -of a project
involving faculty, students, and community in a continuous
curriculum development project are reported. Exhibl+s illustrate,
all stages. Statistical comparisons. presented on achlievement --
test scores and several questionnaires, «

—

HosTeTter;_RoberT Charles,. "Concepts and Practices Asso¢iated
with Nongrading by Certified Personnel of Elementary Schools
Assoclated with the Oregon Program. Unpubl ished. Ed.D.
dissertation, University of Oregon, 1969. (Dissertation

* Abstracts, XXX, 1335-A). . - g

Although the sample identified sixty-five practices associated
with nongrading, only threé were mentioned by over one-third
of the sample: child Is free to progress at his own rate
(teachers, 75%; principals, 36%; superintendents, 100%);
nongraded’ classes are.referred to by levels rather than grades
(teachers, 36%; principals, 46%; superintendents, 63%);
individualized ‘instruction (teachers, 38%; principals, 36%;
superintendents,. 50%). ° :

d
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Johnson, Glenn Ross. "An Investigation of the Classroom Related

Acfnvnfnes in a Selected Number of Nongraded Elementary
Schaol Classrooms.”" Unoublished £d.D. dissertation, Columbia
University, 1968. (Dissertation Abstracts, XXIX, 2039—A).

The extent of individualized instruction in arithmetic, reading,
and social studies, and the relationship of individualized
instruction to classroom climate and patterns of time allocation
were studied, and not found to be significant.” Studies
indicated that more teacher preparation and inservice training,
additional personnel to assist teachers, and new techniques

to help teachers guide®student learning are necessary tc
increase the effectiveness of’ individual iniirucfion.

McLouahlin, William P, Evaluation of the Nongraded Primary.
Jamaica, New. York: St. John's Unlversity, 1969.

. Procedures and results of a 1964-66 evaluation. The three
major problems studied were benefits to students; preparation
knowledqe, and effectiveness of teachers; and the educational:-
programs of nongraded schools. Ccrrelations of all variables
between araded and nongraded classes yielded insignificant:
values almost without excepflon Emphasizes, however, the
“principal differences between graded and nongraded sChoéIs
studied were organizational, not insiructional, and these, by
themselves, can hardly be expected to produce genuine.
differences in achievement and adjusimert of children".

HcLnghlfn, W.P. The Nongraded School: a Critical Aséessmenf.

Mancdso Charles Salvatora. "A Comparison of Selected

Albany.: University of the State of New York, State kducation
Department, '1967..

Contains concise "review of the research", and: appends list
of references concerning research dorie up to 1965.

avr

P

Characteristics and Organizational Climate of Graded and
Nongraded Elementary Schools."” Unpublishéd Ed. D, dissertation,
Statk University of New York at Buffalo, 1969. (Dnsserfaflon C
Abstracts, XXX, 1781-A).

- /

This study of a sample of schools paﬁflcipafing in the New York
Educational Department Experimental Program in Nongradlnq i
indicates that there was no significant difference in-general
school characteristics, objectives, instructional materials,
evaluation, and orqanizatjonajlclimafe of graded and nongraded
schools. Differences-were found in,the amount of
individualized instruction and use of grouping procedures.
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Muck, Ruth E.S. "The Effect of Classroom Organization on Academic

y

Achievement in Graded and Nongraded Classes." Unpublished
Ed.D. dissertation; State University of New York at Buffalo,
1966. (Dissertation Abstracts, XXV T, 2923-A),

In a comparison of primary children in nongraded and graded
classrooms it was found that nongraded classes did not achleve
better than the graded classes In academi¢ areas of the °
curriculum, Another suggests studies of social and emotional
growth as well as academic achlevement would be useful in
assessing. thé nongraded school ,

<@

Otto, Henry J. [and others], Nongradedness: an Elementary School

Evaluation. Austin: University of Texas, 1969, g )
A comparative evaluation of a nongraded school (grades | - 6)

(1) distribution of teachers' instructional time; (2) scope
of Instructional resources used In reading, spelling, and
arithmetic; (3) formation, number, -sfze, and achlevement range

-of subgroups; (4) puplis! use of the centralized library;

(5) chlldren's school anxiety; and (6) children's achlevement,
The results were mixed except for the fifth Item which
indicated anxiety increased over the school year in the
nongraded program.

L3

Parker, James Robert, "A Comparison of OrganlzaflonaL and

Instructional Practices in Graded and Nongraded Schools,"
Unpubl ished Ed.D, dissertation, University of California,
Berkeley, 1967, (Dissertation Abstracts, XXVIIl, 913-AJ,

Major differences between nongraded and graded schools were
that in nongraded .schools pupils were assigned to classes by’
reading achlievement rather +han grade or year, and were
generally regrouped for arithmetic ihstruction, Despite .
nominal commitment to grading or nongrading, provisions for
individual dffferences tended to be similar for all schools,
although Informallx recognized in graded schools.

Perrin, Jerry Dale., "A Statistical and Time Change Analysis of

Schools," Unpubl ished Ed.D, dissertation, University of
Arkansas, 1969, (Dissertation Abstracts, XXX, 530-A),

]

Concludes that there was no significant difference in
achievement -at the end of the first year, put durlngmfhe

P




second and third years [t appeared that the nongraded aparoach
enhanced the academic achievement of s+udenfs from the
Iower socno-econom|c segment.

l
0708- . Pillon, Nancy Bach. "Role of the Library in the Nongraded

Elementary School." Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University
of Kentucky, 1967. (Dissertation Abstracts, XXX, 1757-A).

The purpose of This study was to evaluate the nature and

) v function of |ibraries in graded and nongraded schools. It was
found that both types of schools fallzd to meet the American’
Library Association standards, and that:there was little N
difference in funds, materials, quarters, personnel, and
services between the two types of schools. The survey also _
revealed that -many school systems had discontinued the nongraded
plan because of insufficient materials or because this
innovation required oo much time.

v

0709 Ross, Geneva Armeania.. "A Comparaflve Study of Pupil Progress in
' Ungraded and Graded Primary Programs." Unpublished Ed.D.
dissertation, Indiana University, 1967. <(Dissertation Abstracts,
XXVILL, 2146-A). . ) S

N

In a comparison of students in ungraded and graded progra"s,g
It was concluded that the nongraded organizational plan alone
does not contribute to greater academic achievement, bettér
-mental health (as measured by an anxiety scale), and improved
. soclal relationships, and that it is difficult to measure . ‘
‘The effectiveness of the ungraded plan because the phllosophy ) =
"emphasizes The whole child".

071V Saskatchewan. Depariment of Education. Research and Plannlng
Branch. Nongraded Continuous Progress Plan; Report of The
Self-Evaluation Study 1968, Reglna: Lawrence Amon, 1969,

Evaluation of nongraded program which was begun in
Saskatchewan in 1964.

0715 Steere, Bob F. "A Comparative “rudy of a Nongraded and Graded
Secondary School as to Achlievement, Attitude, and Critical
Thinking Ability." Unpublished Ed.D. dissertation, Utah
State University, 1968. (Dissertation Absrrac1s XXIX; 1410-A),

In this comparison, no significant difference was noted in
reading comprehensicn, attitudes or crlrucal Thlnklng ab|I|+y
However, grade” students gained significantly more in
marhemafical reasoning. Author suggests further, longer study
necessary before conclusions can be drawn on The worth of the
nongraded proaram.

Iy

-
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Nogel, Francis X. and Bowers, Norman D.” Pupil| Attitudes,
* Achievement and Behavior In a Multi-Age Nongraded School: Final
Report. Evanston, Il1.: Northwestern University, 1968. - .
(Available.from ERIC. Document Reproduction Service ED025030)..

Conclusions: (1) Nongrading encouraged pupi| devélopment. ‘in
conceptual maturity and group activity participation,

(2) teachers ‘In nongraded schools more tolerant of "disorderly
pupll behavior" than teachers in graded sohpools, (3) gradédx
system encouraged pupi| development in achievement, attitude
toward school, and contributing activities during usual
teaching episodes, (4) differences among age groups general ly
as expected -and (5) behavior of underage, normal age, and-
overage pupils supported multiage nongraded plan. )

+

Ward, Dayton Nissler. “An Evaluation of a Nongraded: School -
Program In Grades One and Two." Unpublished Ed.D. dissertation,
University of Texas at Austin, 1969. (Dissertation Abstracts,
XXX, 2786-A). ! )

"This_ study proposed to make a thoroughgoling analysis of a

' .graded and nongraded program In grades one and two to ascertain:
which instructional practices were thé same in' the two types
of schools; which instructional practices were different;
which were hindered by grading or nongrading; the similarities
and differences In, the number, size, composition, and
achlevement range In sub-groups; and “the differences in. pupil
school anxlety.... The nongraded experimental schools were

' »favored In the findings and conclusions of all six hypotheses."

[
"
s

Yates, ‘Alfred, ed. Grouping In Education; a Reﬁorf Sponsored by

the Unesco ‘Institute for Education, Hamburqg. New York: ~

John Wiley, 1966. "o
Attempts ‘to synthésize results of research projects on Grouping
In Education and to sum up position to date. A number of
selected abstracts, an index to abstracts, and a bibliography
are appended. -

A3
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"B. Journal ‘Articles -

0740 Besvinick, S.L. and Crittenden, John. "The Effectiveness of a
Nongraded School." School and Society, XCVI (March, 1968),

181-84.
.Report on pilot study undertaken to ascertain whether student
performance at a nongraded high school (Melbourne, Fla.)
warrapted further study of the program. Authors conclude that
o such a study Is warranted. Data reveals significant difference
' ~ between this and control school, but quantity and quality of
data not enough to determine cause of difference.

0750 Carbone, R.F. "The Nongraded School: an Appraisal." Administrator's
. Nofebook X (September, 1961). N

Describes a research project "deS|gned to determine effect of
nongraded organization on academic achievement and mental
health of pupils in primary schools". Results suggest that
nongradipg in itself wil-l not produce higher academic
achievement. Other factors measured did not show annlflcanf
difference befween graded and nongraded pupils.

t

0760 Di Lorenzo, T. and Salter, R. "Co-operative Research on the
Nongraded Primary." Elementary School Journal LXv
(February, 1965), 269-77.

Two members of New York State Education Department give
: composite picture,. based on the |iterature, of primary school
" without grades; indicate extent of research on nongrading;
. describe a cooperative experimental study comparing graded and
nongraded schools in operation in New York State.

0770 Halliwell, J.W. "A Comparison of Pupil Achievement in Graded and
. Nongraded Primary Classrooms." Journal of Experimental
Education, XXXII (Fall, 1963), 59-64,

Report on experiment to compare achievement of 146 primary:
pupils taught for one year under hongraded program in reading
and spelling with achievement of' 149 primary pupils taught in
graded structure. Results not conclusive, but _appear to
warrant further. |nves+|ga1|on.
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0780 Hillson, M., et al. "Controlied Experiment Evaluating the Effects
of' a Non-Graded Organization.on Pupil Achievement "
Journal of Educational Research, LVit (July, [964), 548-50,

Purpose of investigation: in controlled experimental situation,

. t0 assess effects of nongraced program on reading- achievement . . h
of group of elementary pupils, This s pre}iminary report ‘

| , affer one and one-half years: ‘Conclusion: increased achievement

among all levels of nongraded as compared with graded group.

0790 Hopkins, K.D.; Oldridge, 0.A.; and Willjamson, M.L. "An Empiricai
Comparison of Pupil Achievement and ‘other Variables in Graded' -

and Ungraded Classes,” American Educational Research Journzal,
I'l (November, 1965), 207=15, . . '

Experiment in Los Angeles County district elementary schools
[ ' ‘to compare reading vocabulary and comprehension, Résul+ts
indicated the ungraded primary program iwas nelther inferlor .
"nor superdor to the graded in pupil achievement, teacher Y
satisfactlon, séciometric patterns, or pupil attendance.
. v
0800 Jones, J.C., et al., "A’Comparlson -of PupillAchievement After One
and One-Half and Three Years in a Nongraded Program." [
Journal of Educational® Research, LXI’(?cfober, 1967), 75-77.

Project was an attempt "+ obtain. relisble data on the effects !
of nongrading on reading achievement, and to determine if
These effects are stable over an extended period of time":
Results are reported to be Inconclusive and need for more
research Is shown, T .

-
d

o
0810 Long, E. "Continuous Progress -~ an Evéluaflon."~ Canadian School .
Journal, XLV (January/February, 1967), 8-10. _/
—_——l 4

Evaluates performance of group of continuous progress students"
* agalinst control group in *he graded system, in Forest Hjll,

Toronto. Experiment included both kindergarten and primacy
pupils. Author feels results only conclusive regarding
reading, where nongraded. group excelled: °

0820 "More Help for Teachers Essential for Nongrading." School Pfagress;
XXXVILT (July, 1969), 3,

Deals with evaluation study by Saskatchewan Department of , ;
Education of its Nangraded Plan begun in 1964. Focused on
identifying problem areas., Stresses need for pre-service and ‘

inservice programs to Instruct teachers of phiiosophy and
Teaching methods of nongraded.plan, ' .
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Books and Reports

PART V - EVALUATING STUDENT PROQBESé IN A NONGRADED SYSTEM

-

LIndvall, C.M. and Cox, Richard C. “The Role of Evaluation in

Programs for Indlvlduallzed Instruction." Educational
Evaluatioh: New Roles, Mew Means. The Sixty-eighth Yearbook

- of the Natlonal Soclefy for the Study of' Education, Part I1.

Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1969,

Evaluation (s discussed as a procedure for ga*herlng pupil
data to use In planning and monitoring Individual programs

and analyzing data In such a way that I't leads to improvements
in materfals and In the fnstructlional system.

Maclnfosh Joan Fillmore. "Reporting to Parents on Rupils Attending

Nongraded Elementary Schools In Canada." Unpublished M.A.
dissertation, Dalhousie University, 1970, '

"Thls thesls has been an attempt to discover the methods being
used In non-graded elementary schools™to report pupil progress
to ‘parents. A questionnaite was sent to seventy-three school
principals and the data they supplied was analysed according

"to a model proposed by Rohert H. Anderson.

The most popular method used to report pupil progress'in the
surveyed schoo)s Is a combination of written descriptions

and scheduled conferences with parents. Most of the schools * °
attempt to indicate how well the chlld's progress measures

up to his expected performance. Approxlmafely one quarter

of the schools attempt to give a general description of the
relative standing of the child within his own class and school.
Similarly about one quarter of the schools attempt to give an
approXimate description of the way the child's pofential ity

and proqress compare with nationa! or provincial norms for

his age." (Author's abstract)

Sample Infervléy;énd report forms are included in the appendices.

Nlmnlghf, G. and others., —Reporflng;Pupll Progress In a -Contlnuous

Progress School: Commiftee Report, Annual Summer Workshop. .

Denver: Colorado State Department of Education, 1964.
(Avallable from ERIC Document Reproduction Service -ED0O11792).

"This documenf describes The rationale of & continuous progress
grading and reporting system, and presents examples of the
proposed reporting for a nongraded system; both individual
report forms and cumulative record forms, with Insfrucflons

on how to use them, are present~+."

4
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See also chapters In Dufay (0260), Giogau (0270), Goodiad (0280),
Matthews (0310), OTF (0070), Roilins (0100), Smith (0320),
Thomas (0120)

-

-t
B. Journal Articles, *~
0850 Chadwick, R.E. "The Report Card In a Nongraded School." Nat fonal

Eiementary Principal, XLV (May, 1966), 22-28,

To facllitate regular and systematic evaluation of student
progress, a detalled Inventory of skiils was developed., A
simpiified form and parent conference were used to replace
report cards,

0860 Kozokowsky; P, “Evaluztion in the Continuous Progress Program at
Beaumont." Curriculum Bulietin (Manitoba, Department of
Educattion), 1T (ApriT, 19697, 6-7.

Principal of Beaumont Elementary School, Manitoba, discusses
need for changing ewaluation orocesses in continuous progress

program, .
0870 Smith, L.M. "A Modei for Evaluating Achlevement." Canadian
. Education and Research Digest, VII| (March, 19687, 73-77.

Need for new concept of evaluating achievement 1s emerging,
In this paper, some |Imitations of conventional approach to

~ evaiuation are mentioned and a model Is presented for
considering the evaluative process in relation to current
development In classroom Instruction, i.e. individual learning
and continuous progress In the schools.

0880 Turner, W.E. "A Plan to Appraise Individua! Progress for
Continuous Learning." Elementary School Journal, LXiX (May,
1969), 426-30. : . )

Description of method used In Osborn Schooi, Rye, N.Y.

For six years staff worked on deveioping <urricuium sequences
that would allow Individual work progress. -Teacher keeps
simple records to have ready assessment of pupli's progress.
Continuous record form also makes |t easy to organlze team
. . teaching where needed. No grade boundaries, Exampies of
evaluation criteria glven.




