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Portfolio Triple Entry Journal Response Template 
 
 

Name: Megan Dillon Date: 10/29/19 
Context of Response: Gifted Education without Gifted Children 
Framing Questions What is giftedness? Should we have gifted programs? 
 
 

Objective Information (objective information 
in the forms of quotations from readings, 
interviews, artifacts, accounts of events, etc.) 

Personal Response (subjective interpretation of 
events, words, artifacts, readings, questions raised, etc.) 

Implications for Music in Education? (new 
questions, application of ideas, reconsiderations of 
viewpoint, etc.) 

I believe that the concept of the gifted child is 
logically, pragmatically, and – with respect to the 
consequences of its application in American 
education – morally untenable and that the aims of 
the field of gifted education would have a greater 
likelihood of being realized if we were to dispense 
with it altogether. P.1 

I’m interested to learn more about his views because I 
am on the fence about this argument. On the one hand, 
gifted programs encouraged me because I was 
surrounded by equally smart or smarter students, 
forcing me to keep up. Equally true, being away from 
the ‘not gifted’ students meant that the classes I was in 
moved at a quicker pace, something that helped me get 
ahead and be prepared for college. At the same time, 
being deemed ‘not gifted’ is super demeaning and 
demoralizing and is certainly not conducive to 
educational growth. 

Do away with gifted programs?  

To the extent that we are concerned with 
educational effectiveness and fairness, we need to 
make appropriate instructional and curricular 
modifications to respond to individual needs. The 
question is how to do this. P.6 

I agree. Because each student comes in with different 
levels of intelligence, education, and experience a 
uniform curriculum will not be effective. It’s likely to 
be too hard for some and too easy for others, and cause 
frustration on both sides.  

In a private lesson, this is easy to remedy: the teacher 
would need to adapt to the student’s current ability. In a 
classroom setting, this provides a bigger challenge; 
perhaps this need is where the idea of gifted programs 
stemmed from. What does flexible curriculum look like? 
How can it be applied to all students? 

In short, there is remarkably little evidence that the 
most common type of programming for gifted 
students is effective. P.10 

I can concede to this, however, we didn’t get to hear if 
he proposes any solutions to this… he spent ten pages 
saying it doesn’t work, and yet I still have no idea what 
would work.  

If gifted programs are a sham, what do we do? How can I 
help the struggling students without neglecting the 
achievers? How can I push the achievers without 
overwhelming the struggling students? I can think of ways 
to help those that struggle and those that are ‘gifted’ but 
not simultaneously. Does it need to be simultaneously to 
be effective and not detrimental? I’m still not convinced 
that it’s wrong to teach the two groups in different ways. I 
understand that one might be gifted at this school and not 
at the next school, but I’m still left pondering solutions.  

Summary: Giftedness is a construct. Gifted programs don’t work.  
 
 


