
Gifted and Talented FAQ 

1)  At the time of implementation in 2015, will the group clustering definitely apply only to 3rd, 4th 

and 5th grades?  

Currently, the plan is to start with those grades.  After we evaluate the effectiveness of the program we 

will have the option to expand the program to include the lower grades. 

2)  The Cluster Grouping Model separates the 1 (Far above the average) and 5 (Far below the 

average) groups and seems to move away from a heterogeneous model, is there any research to 

support this? Will there be a negative impact on any of the students? 

The easiest way to look at this issue is that students in both the 1 and 5 groups have special needs.  Those 

needs can be served better when a grouping model is used.  For students in the 5 group, this may be an 

ICS, ICR, or replacement setting.  For students in the 1 group this would be the “Cluster Group”.  

Currently students in the 1 group are spread among all classes and hence it is nearly impossible to meet 

their needs.  

The Cluster Grouping Model is research based and supported by the National Association of Gifted 

Children.  The results of a variety of meta-analysis on grouping models (Kulik & Kulik, 1991, Rogers, 

1991, Slavin, 1987, Tieso, 2005) has shown that within-class grouping of students results in higher 

achievement than whole-class instruction in heterogeneous classrooms.  This increase in achievement was 

seen in all ability levels (Robinson, Shore, and Enersen, 2007). 

Specific to the Cluster Grouping model, the seminal work on this topic followed two entire graduating 

classes of elementary students from grades 3 to 5 and found that students in the treatment school that used 

cluster grouping outperformed the comparison school to a level that was statistically and practically 

significant (Gentry 1999, 2014).  Numerous other qualitative benefits have also been cited in research. 

3)  How will teacher assignments be handled for cluster groups?  Will there be a rotation to insure 

fairness for all groups? 

The Cluster Grouping Model recommends rotating the Cluster Teacher every two years.  Since those 

teachers will receive the most training in strategies for enrichment, the idea is to build instructional 

capacity through this rotation. 

4)  Should we have concerns about how to manage the possible emotional issues that result from 

students who fall out of the G & T category from one grade to the next?   

Best practice in gifted education does not recommend moving students out of a program.  Simply, people 

who are gifted tend to stay gifted.  This means we need to work carefully this year to design an effective 

and efficient identification model.  As students advance into the middle and high school, movement into 

and out of accelerated programs like Algebra, Honors, and AP is determined by grades and other criteria, 

as it has in the past. 

 

 



5)  What will the selection criteria be for the program?   

For the current school year the selection process will be the same as it has been in the past, except 

students already identified for G&T are automatically in the enrichment program. The future selection 

criteria will be a mix of achievement and ability tests along with other non-assessment based factors.  A 

point based scoring rubric will take these multiple measures into account and allow us to identify 

students. This will be designed during the first half of this year. 

6)  How will you handle the student who tests into the 1 category after 3rd grade?  Wouldn't the 

proposed telescoping program be out of the question for such a student because they would have 

missed too much material the prior year? 

This is truly the most difficult aspect of any accelerated program and a situation we already deal with 

when students move into Honors programs from College Prep programs at the secondary level. The 

benefit of using a Cluster Grouping Model along with dedicated G&T staff is that we will potentially be 

able to utilize flexible grouping to allow a student to enter into the accelerated program later in the 

process.  They can then be eased into the accelerated math program over the course of the year.  Also, not 

participating in the accelerated math program does not preclude a student from receiving appropriate 

enrichment and services from the G&T staff or being assigned to a cluster group.  

7)  What will follow at WAMS? 

An acceleration program is already in place at WAMS with grade 7 Algebra.  Currently, nothing would 

lead us to believe we need to advance the students in Grade 7 Algebra further ahead.  We are already 

seeing students not continue along the math program to its logical conclusion in AP Calculus II.  We need 

to have the students better prepared when they enter Algebra in grade 7 so that we can increase the 

number who have the skills, passion and confidence to stay on course through 12th grade.  As students 

advance through the new program from grade 3, they will experience an accelerated grade 6 math 

program. 

8)  What about courses other than math? 

In a perfect situation we could evaluate each student for giftedness in a multitude of areas like Math, 

Writing, Art, Music, Dance, Technology, Leadership, and then provide them with appropriate services.  

The reality is that this is not feasible with cost, staffing, and facilities considerations.  With that being 

said, the addition of G&T staff members allows us more latitude in utilizing flexible grouping to provide 

enrichment experiences in areas other than math for student in grades K-5.  The difference being that 

math will have an accelerated path along with enrichment.  
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