What really happens in gifted
education:
A portrait of three states
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NCRGE

 This study Is part of a large study conducted by the
National Center for Research on Gifted Education.

 An exploratory study of gifted programs in three states by
collecting data from four sources:

e a) state administrative data on student achievement
(n=362,254 students who were in grade 5 in 2014)

e D) district (h=332) and school (n=2,250) surveys about
services these students received

e () district gifted education plans that described district goals
for gifted education (n=293 each analyzed for 133 variables)

e 4) school site visits (n=40 school visits)
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The importance of alignment

* Research suggest that alignment between gifted education
policies and practices is important for student success.

« Jarvis and Henderson (2014) suggest that a lack of alignment
between identification processes, program models can result in
services that are fragmented and have unclear goals

 Peters, Matthews, McCoach, and McBee (2014), further suggest
that when school and district administrators focus their efforts on
first designing the gifted program, instead of identifying students,
the identification and selection process are better aligned with
programming decisions and can better predict student success

* Inthe current study, we examine the extent of alignment
between state and district policies and practices
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State Selection

« States selected on the following criteria:

 Mandated identification and services for gifted
students

« Availablility of vertically scaled longitudinal state
data on student achievement

 Program emphasis on involving higher numbers of
underrepresented students with gifted program
services

 Willingness of state department gifted specialist to
work collaboratively
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School and District Survey

 Designed to extract current information about
effective identification and programming practices

* Policies, procedures, and assessments used to
identify students for gifted services

 Range of programming details

« Content, curricula, instructional approaches, timing,
location, duration, intensity, and staff qualifications
and training
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Survey Development

 Each survey item was tied to our data collection
matrix, which was based on our Theory of
Change.

 Developed in collaboration with state level gifted
coordinators

 Reviewed by an advisory committee with a variety
of expertise including gifted education, early
education, and education statistics (see more at:
ncrge.uconn.edu/advisory-board/)
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Survey Development cont.

Pre-pilot

o 20 teachers and administrators
« Used cognitive interviews

Pilot

o 148 teachers and administrators
o 92 district-level respondents

e Designed to take less than 15 minutes to complete
online

e Surveys were distributed via the web-based
platform, Qualtrics.
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Data Sources

District Survey School Survey

|dentification and Selection of Standards and Curriculum
Elementary School Students for
Gifted Services

The logistics of Schools’ Gifted

Curriculum and Instruction for Education Services

Gifted Education

ldentifying and Instructing _ _ _
Potentially Gifted Students Gifted Education and Instructional

Emphasis
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State Context
Overall Representation

State 1 State 2 State 3

17.4%

60.9%
24.6%
15.7%
12.1%
51.6%
2.9%

10.5%

50.6%
4.8%
33.3%
20.1%
54.6%
3.4%

10.5%

67.1%
21.9%
30.6%
21.7%
40.9%
2.8%
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State Context
Gifted Representation

State 1 State 2 State 3
28.5% 30.2% 42.4%
9.1% 25% 8.8%

7.3% 21.2% 26.6%

3.8% 14.4% 13.9%

73.0% 66.5% 53.9%
6.0% 53% 6.6%
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State Context - Within Group

State 1 State 2 State 3
8.2% 6.2% 6.6%
6.5% 56% 4.2%
8.0% 65% 9.1%
55% 7.4% 6.3%

24.6% 12.8% 13.8%
36.7% 16.7/% 24.9%
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State Context - Representation

 Based on these data, we created a representation
Index (RI; Kitano & DiJiosia, 2002) to demonstrate
each subpopulation’s likelihood for identification.

« Aggroup’s RI represents the actual proportion of
the group being identified in the school divided by
the expected proportion of that subpopulation,
given the proportion of gifted students and the
subpopulation in the school.

underrepresente * overrepresented
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State Context- RI

State1l State?2 State 3

0.47 0.60 0.63
0.37 0.54 0.40
0.46 0.63 0.87
0.32 0.70 0.63
1.41 1.22 1.32
2.11 1.59 2.37

1.77 1.37 1.84
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Response Rates

* District Survey:
e Overall: 85%
« Range: 82.8% to 88.7%

e School Survey:
e Overall: 56%
« Range: 48.6% to 7/3.5%
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Analysis

e Descriptive study
e Conducted a series of cross-tabulations

* Exploring themes within and across states
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Misalignment - Curriculum

 Most districts stated that they classify students as
gifted in reading/English language arts (ELA)
and/or math

e This was mostly the case in States 1 and 2

e The majority of responding districts did not use a
district-wide reading or math curriculum that was
specifically designed for gifted students

g
U E DN N This research from the National Center for Research on Gifted Education (NCRC v

— http:/Incrge.uconn.edu) was funded by the Institute of Education Sciences, U.S.
NEAG SCHOOL OF EDUCATION Department of Education PR/Award # R305C140018




Classification of Gifted Students

State 1 State 2 State 3

Frequency 10 33 49
9.7 22.8 100.0

Frequency 93 0
Percentage 90.3 77.2 0.0

Frequency 49
Percentage 100

State 1 State 2 State 3
Total

Frequency 15 36 49 100

14.56 24.83 100 33.67
Percentage

Frequency 88 0 197
Percentage 85.4 0.0 66.3
Frequency U 49 297
Percentage 100
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Avallability of District Curriculum

State 1 State2 State3 Total
Frequency 94 133 50 277
Percentage 91.3 92.4 96.2 92.6
Frequency 9 11 2 22 EEI) 33
Percentage 8.7 7.6 3.9 7.4 Percentage i 11

State 1 State 2 State 3  Total

Frequency 267
Percentage . 89

Frequency 103 144 52 Frequency
Percentage 100 100 100 Percentage
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NEAG SCHOOL OF EDUCATION Department of Education PR/Award # R305C140018

g
U E DN N This research from the National Center for Research on Gifted Education (NCRC v




This pattern extended to the
schools

State 1 State 2 State 3 Total

Frequency 604 308 595 1,507
Percentage 69.1 78.8 82.2 75.8

Frequency 270 83 129 482
Percentage 30.9 21.2 17.8 24.2

Frequency 874 391 724 1,989
Percentage 100 100 100 100

State 1 State 2 State 3 Total

Frequency 580 1,415

Percentage 80.0 70.9
Frequency 145 582

Percentage 20.0 29.1

Frequency 725 1,997

Percentage 100 100
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ELA Curriculum in Schools

State 1 State 2 State 3
N=309 N=119 N=146

Frequency 115 40 60
Percentage 37.2
Frequency 236
Percentage 76.4
Frequency 175
Percentage 56.6
Frequency 184

Percentage 59.6

Frequency 252

Percentage 81.6
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Math Curriculum in Schools

State 1 State 2 State 3
N=269 N=82 N=132

Frequency 122 42 69
Percentage 45.4

Frequency 207

Percentage 77.0

Frequency 156

Percentage 58.0

Frequency 176

Percentage 65.4

Frequency 204

Percentage 75.8
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Time in Gen Ed Classrooms

State 1 State 2 State 3

Frequency 74
Percentage 8.9
Frequency 36
Percentage 4.4
Frequency 60
Percentage 7.3
Frequency 51

Percentage 6.2

35
9.2
17
4.5
23
6.0
23
6.0

141
20.1
28
4.0
32
4.6
41
5.8

Frequency

Percentage

Frequency
Percentage
Frequency
Percentage
Frequency
Percentage
Frequency
Percentage
Frequency
Percentage

State 1 State 2 State 3 Total

76
8.89
21
2.46
36
4.21
14
1.64
66
7.72

19
4.99
15
3.94
15
3.94
10
2.62
26
6.82

118 213
16.57 10.93
10 46
1.4 2.36
34 85
4.78 4.36
7 31
0.98 1.59
24 116
3.37 5.95

Frequency
Percentage
Frequency

Percentage

Frequency

Parcentage

622

792 75

277

72 7

482 1,381
Ol 70.89

Frequency
Percentage

Frequency

Percentage

20
2.34

855
100

19
4.99

381
100

37 76
5.2 3.9

1,948
100
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Teacher Autonomy

State State State

1 5 3 Total

Frequency 2 2 2 6
Percentage 19 14 3.9 2.0
Frequency 4 12 6 22
Percentage 3.9 8.3 . 7.3
Frequency 25 51 93
Percentage

Frequency

Percentage

Frequency

Percentage

Frequency

Percentage
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Pull Out Programs

State 1 State 2 State 3
Frequency 163 127 230
Percentage 18.8 32.7 31.9

Frequency 703 261 490

Percentage 81.18 67.27 68.06

Frequency 866 388 720

Percentage 100 100 100
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Subject Match

State 1 State?2 State3 Total

Frequency 314 112 187 613
Percentage 45 2 43 6 38.6
Frequency 312 116 213
Percentage 45.0 45.1 44.0
Frequency 62 22 65
Percentage 8.9 8.6 13.4
Frequency 6 7 19
Percentage 0.9 2.7 3.9

Frequency

Percentage
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Reassessing Students

State 1 State 2 State 3 State 1 State 2
N=102 N=144 N=52 N=103 N=143

5.9% 9.0% 6.1% 59.4%

10.8% 30.8%

10.8% 11.2%
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Supporting Potentially Gifted,
Students

State 1 State 2 State 3 Total

Frequency 62 99 43 204

Percentages : : : 68.0

Frequency 96
Percentages
Frequency

Percentages
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Accessing this Programs

State 1 State 2 State 3
N=41 N=45 N=9

Frequency 17 25

Percentage 41.5 55.6

Frequency 28 37

Percentage

Frequency
Percentage
Frequency
Percentage
Frequency
Percentage
Frequency

Percentage
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Curriculum Use

State 1 State 2 State 3 Total
Frequency 21 34 ) 60
Percentage 51.2 77.3 55.6 63.8
Frequency 10 4
Percentage 22.7 44 .4 36.2
Frequency 44 9 94
Percentage 100 100 100
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Discussion

Overall, these results suggest a general lack of cohesive
around districts policies and the way in which those policies
are implemented.

Many districts, for example, have an academic focus when it
comes to identifying students but opt to focus on process
skills when teaching gifted students and not utilize a
specialized curriculum for these students.

This lack of cohesiveness may be, in part, a result of the
limited funds and resources that plague schools and
districts.
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Discussion cont.

A topic that our survey did not explore is that of the
evaluation of gifted programs

The evaluation process may provide districts and schools
with information about how funds are being utilized and how
students are benefiting from gifted services

Future studies might examine the relationship between
program funding, program cohesiveness, and student
achievement
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