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ABSTRACT

As Singapore is a rapidly expanding technological society, there is a strong
need for emergent thinkers or innovators duc to global competition. Therefore, the
identification of exceptionally able children is critical for the continued growth of
Singapore. Singapore is a very small nation and relies strongly on human resources
for its progress and prosperity. Hence, early identification of exceptionally able
children will be an advantage to the nation. Education of gifted and talented children
is just as important as the education of children with disabilities or developmental

delay.

In addition, there is growing concern among many Singaporeans that the
current education system is very stressful, The Prime Minister, Goh Chok Tong was
reported as saying that some gifted children felt that they had under-performed at
school, disappointed their parents and were thinking of committing suicide. He also

added that some parents had very high expectations for these children.

The objective of this study was to investigate the current Gifted Education
Program (GEP) provided in Singapore for young gifted children. This study
examined the perceptions and beliefs of the policy maker, teachers and primary 4
gifted children of the current Gifted Education Program in Singapore. It is important
to investigate how these young gifted childrei: fee] about their classes and if the

program makes any difference or indeed creates more stress for them.

The overall design used in conducting this study was descriptive qualitative
case study methodology. Trianguiation was used in this study by obtaining the
perspectives of the policy maker, teachers and students. Inforniation was also
collected in many ways, using semi-structured interviews with guiding interview
schedules, document reviews, audio recording and other supplementary techniques.
A case study approach was used to describe the cnildren’s experiences and their

perceptions, using their own words and drawings.
The major findings of the study are as follows:

i. The Ministry of Education (MOE) has no involvement in early identification

and provision for gifted children below the age of Primary 3 nor in training

i



il

iil.

iv.

vi.

vii.

early childhood professionals or mainstream teachers to identify or provide

for children below the Primary 3 level.

The National University of Singapore, the Association for Gifted Children,
Mensa and the Morris Allen Study Centres are some of the organisations in
Singapore that do provide some form of assistance such as counselling,
advice, IQ tests or enrichinent classes to parents and their gifted children who

are too young to sit the Primary 3 Screening Tests.

The current GEP caters for the needs of young gifted children who express
very positive feelings towards their GEP teachers and the program, in
comparison to their former mainstream teachers and the education they

received previously.

However, certain areas of concern were reported by the young gifted students
in relation to the current GEP, such as having to sit for the same exam as the
other mainstreamn students; having too much set homework; and finding the

study of Chinese too time consuming and difficult.

To ensure that the GEP teachers are capable of accommodating and achieving
the GEP’s goals and objectives the MOE has a strict selection proécdurc for
recruiting teachers into their program. The selected teachers are regularly
observed teaching gifted children in their classrooms so as to monitor the
effectiveness of their teaching strategies; questioning and responses skills to
students’ questions; tolerance of gifted children’s curiosity; and patience with

gifted children.

On the whole, the GEP teachers perceive their roles to be facilitators;
advocates of lifelong learning; resource gatherers; providers of an enriched
differentiated curriculum; observers; counsellors; enthusiastic, animated and
passionate teachers of young gifted children; and promoters of socialisation

among the gifted children.

The perceptions of the GEP teachers of their roles are congruent with those of
the MOE in Singapore, the policy maker and the young gifted children

reported in this study and the literature,



Recommendations for policy makers and parents of gifted children arising

from the findings of this study are:

it

ii.

iii,

iv,

vi.

vii,

using a combination of methods to identify potentially gifted children who are

too young to sit for the Screening Tests;

providing more programs and resources and educating parents of young gifted

children how to observe and detect early signs of depression;

investigating factors of the current stressful education system which give rise

to young children consuiting the psychiatrists or committing suicide,

including parents, early childhood and mainstream teachers in the gifted
education seminars and confercnces organised by the Gifted Education

Branch of MOE,;

training mainstream: teachers in gifted education and the various issues related
to it;

implementing a separate exam for young gifted children; and

providing more independent projects in individual areas of interest for gifted

students.

It is important to note that the expenences received by gifted children at

school, home and in society, have an important effect on their cognitive, emotional

and psychological development. The policy maker’s and teachers’ views, attitudes

and behaviour play an important role in the provision of an effective Gifted

Education Program in Singapore. However, the inclusion and cooperation of the

parents and the mainstream teachers in identifying and catering for young gifted

children is necessary to prevent the loss of any potentially gifted students.
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CHAPTER ONE.
INTRODUCTION

“Every gift contains a danger. Whatever gift we have we are compelled to
express. And if the expresston of that gift is blocked, distorted, or merely allowed to

languish, then the gift tums against us, and we suffer” (Johnson, 1993, p. 15).

The first four years of a child’s life are the most critical for human
development. The personality that the child establishes and the type of leaning
opportunities accessible will either aid or inhibit the development of inherited
intellectual capacity. Parents and educators have the choice of either planning to
provide the most nourishing environment that is possible within their present
knowledge, or allowing this important interaction to take place by chance. No matter
how they decide to approach these formative years, interaction will still occur and
intelligence will still develop. However, whether that development leads to
actualisation or the loss of human potential depends on them (Clark, 1997), If infants
do not receive proper stimulation during the early years of their lives, their brains will
not develop properly, and they will not realise their potential if they are not
stimulated throughout infancy, preschool and early elementary education. The ages of
3,4 and 5 are critical periods and gifted children will lose their giftedness if they are
not challenged and nurtured by their families and/or schools to develop their brains to

their maximum ability (Maurice Fisher, cited in Ziemann, 1999).

In Singapore, the Gifted Education Program caters for intellectually gifted
pupils from primary 4 to secondary 4. This appears to be the commeon situation in
many countries, for “most public schools that have gifted programs don’t start with
students until around 4™ grade, which is past this critical period” (Ziemann, 1999,
p-2). It is important that the curriculum for all preschool children is rich in variety
and stimulating in process. Such variety and stimulation are even more essential for
the children who are developing faster and who are showing higher levels of

intelligence (Clark, 1997).

When parents or other early childhood professionals begin to notice any

exceptional ability or rapid development, they should seek the advice of



professionals. Children may start to show abilities ahcad of their same-age playmates.
For example, if a 3-year-old presents abilities typical of a 4. or 4!/, ~year-old, or a
child of 4 presents abilities typical of 5- or 6-year-olds, they might be considered
gifted in those areas of ability because they are showing abilities that add /4 to '/, of

their actual age (Robinson, cited in Clark, 1997).

Since the Gifted Education Program in Singapore, “is not offered before
primary 4 in any government or government-aided school in Singapore,” (Gifted
Education Branch, 2001a, para. 3), this would mevn that children who are below the
age of ten would not be included in the Gifted Education Program. Hence, what
happens to children who possess unique abilities before the age of ten? What forms
of provision are given to the very young gifted children? It is not too young to test
even a four-year-old child by a qualified examiner who is experienced with gifted
children. This is essential because gifted children need to be given early exposure to
games and activities that are designed for older children so that their minds are

developmentally advanced (Rogers & Silverman, n.d.).

Jee (2001) states in a recent Straits Times article, that Singapore’s education
system is frequently being criticised. Essentially, the research indicates that
Singapore’s education system is being criticised by many parents and that more and
more children in Singapore are undergoing stress. Jee (2001, p. 1) asks, “what is
causing the unhealthy stress suffered by our children?” Thus, it is important to

investigate how young gifted children in primary 4 feel about their classes.

1.1 The Background to the Study

In his National Day Message 2000, the Prime Minister of Singapore stated
that, “every Singaporean is now competing against the rest of the world. Not just
bankers and airline employees, but also nurses, retailers, and factory operators. This
is the reality of globalisation” (Singapore Government Media Release, 2000, para. 3).
It is essential to note that due to global competition, there is a strong need for
divergent thinkers or innovators within a rapidly expanding technological society.

Hence, identification of exceptionally able and talented children is crucial for the



continued growth of Singapore. As emphasised by the Prime Minister of Singapore

(cited in Singapore Government Media Release, 2000):

The key to Singapore's continued growth is talent. We must get the
best people for the most crucial jobs, to run our companies and the
government. We need people, Singaporeans and foreigners, who have
fresh perspectives and insights and the enterprise and drive. They can
anticipate and solve problems, and create opportunities for us. And
they will necd good supporting tcams to succeed (para. 8).

As Singapore is a very small nation and has a strong reliance on human
resources for its progress and prosperity, it is to the advantage of the nation that
exceptionally able children be identified early and nurtured. All children have the
right to an education that will enable them to perform and accomplish maximum

educational outcomes.

It is often assumed by many that since gifted children are exceptionally
intelligent and creative, they do not require special attention or care. Many believe
that these children have no major challenges in learning and development. However,
this is not true as these exceptionally able children have special needs and may
experience problems such as emotional coping, peer pressure, parental
protectiveness, as well as social and academic needs (George, 1992). Sometimes
teachers are not aware of the impact of their perceptions and expectations on these
exceptionally able children. Often a suitable atmosphere or environment is not
provided at school or at home for these children due to the lack of knowledge of the
needs of these exceptionally able children. Parents and teachers should have the
willingness to encourage students whenever their performance or attitude shifts (even

slightly) in a positive direction, for it is the key to eventual success (Sturt, 1999).

It is essential that these children be given proper attention and that their
abilities and talents be appreciated and recognised by society, since they are society’s
prime assets. It is important also to ensure that, “children are not disadvantaged on
the basis of gender, race, culture or socio-economic background; physical or sensory
disability; geographic isolation or profound giftedness” (Education Department of
Western Australia, 1997, p. 1).



Prime Minister Goh Chok Tong in his National Day Message 2000 (cited in
Singapore Government Media Release, 2000) urged Singaporeans to compete on

larger markets. He pointed out that:

Singapore cannot just rely on Southeast Asia as our hinterland. Our
neighbours too want to do what we are doing. They too aspire to
become regional hubs for shipping, aviation, banking and IT. We must
cast our net wider, We need to draw business from a bigger region,
including India, China, Australia and New Zealand. And we must
increase our links with the US, Europe and Japan (para. 2).

In order for Singapore to progress further, it has to recognise the various
emotional and intellectual needs of exceptionally able children. Very often when a
child is identified as being gifted, he or she is not provided with sufficient
information about what being gifted really means. Parents are often not informed

sufficiently about how they can best provide for their exceptionally able children.

In 1981, the late Dr Tay Eng Soon, then Minister of State for Education, led a
mission to study the Gifted Education Programs in other countries. According to the
Gifted Education Branch (2001b, para. 1), this mission “strengthened the belief that

there was a compelling need to start a program for gifted children in Singapore.”

According to Catherine Lim, a Singaporean writer and social analyst,
Singapore’s culture is changing rapidly due to globalisation and the spread of
cosmopolitan ideas through Internet. Indeed, not only are the effects of globalisation
being felt strongly in Singapore but they are aiso impacting on Singapore’s culture

(cited in Richardson, 1999).

Therefore, an investigation of the attitudes, feelings and provisions for
exceptionally able children in Singapore is necessary in order to identify to what
extent gifted and talented children’s needs are being fulfilled and how appropriate the

current programs are.

1.2 The Significance of the Study

As recently published in the Straits Times, there is an increasing number of
children in Singapore who are getting help from psychiatrists. Between 1990 and

1998, the number of young psychiatric patients multiplied 3 % times. The



psychiatrists have warned that this trend will continue if the children’s “pressure-
cooker environment” does not change, The latest figures reveal that in 1998, twenty
thousand children sought help in comparison with just five thousand six hundred in
1990. In addition to this, in 1998, of the two thousand three hundred and thirty-eight
new cases seen at the Institute of Health's Child Psychiatric Clinic, half were in
primary school and fifteen per cent were children of pre-primary age, The remaining

thirty-five per cent were secondary-school students (Ting, 2001).

Another concern for many Singaporeans springs from a report published in
the Straits Times and titled, ‘Girl jumps to death over PSLE results’ quoted by Yeo
(2001). Yeo points out that much has been said about the national bias towards
- achievement and the search for excellence. However, more has to be done regarding
its increasing social and psychological cost to people. The Ministry of Education
(MOE) might have to initiate new directions. Some possible areas of action
suggested are to provide more personal aitention to students; to organise support
groups for parents; and to enhance the coping resources of parents. Yeo also cautions
that time should be considered as an essential, non-negotiable ingredient for both
teachers and students to increase contact. However, feedback from teachers often
indicates that they are so stressed by the demands of work, that they have little time
and energy to contact parents. Yeo mentions that, based on work with parents who
have lost children through suicide or whose children have attempted suicide, it has
been discovered that these children often experience anxiety and insecurity in their
relationships with their parents with regard to their education. Hence, as Yeo states, it

is essential that parents get involved.

According to Fleith (1998) bright youngsters who are emotionally stressed
have been receiving considerable attention as a population who may be vulnerable to
suicide. Anxiety and stress can be provoked by any possible signs of failure and
excessive concern about errors and high parental and societal expectations can also
result in impotence, depression and absence of self-worth (Delisle, cited in Fleith,

1698).

In the last decade, developed and less-developed countries throughout the
world have sought to nurture the talented. However, even though much emphasis has

been placed on the development of cognitive abilities of gifted youngsters, little



attention has been paid to their social and emotional development (Passow & SchifT,
cited in Fleith, 1998). Hence, it is important to investigate current provisions for
young gifted children in Singapore in order to assist policy makers, teachers and
parents to better understand young gifted children’s social and emotional

development.

As recently published in the Straits Times, a survey was conducted to make a
comparison of the stress levels of Singaporean students with that of American and
Japanese students in Singapore. The finding revealed that American children
appeared to have the healthiest attitude towards school, and despite an equally heavy
workload, Japanese children were not as stressed as Singaporean children. When the
children were asked what their greatest fear was, one in two Singaporean children
cited failing their examinations and not scoring high marks. Ninety percent of the
Japanese children cited losing their parents, while eighty percent of American
children said losing their friends was their greatest fear. Following this, there was a
call from many parents for the Singaporean Government to do away with streaming
in schools and to relax the second-language requirement. A parent put it starkly,
“How many suicides, attempted suicides and mental breakdowns must there be
among our children before the authorities will reconsider?” The parent further added
that the family would leave Singapore as the children reached school age rather than
risk their well being, Other parents placed the blame on a rigid school system that
over-emphasised academic achievement (Davie, 2001). It is important therefore, that
parents and educators work together, in order to achieve healthy emotional, as well as

intellectual growth, of the gifted child.

However, in order for these children to fully benefit from this combined
effort, it is important that parents and schools share similar goals. Indeed, it is
essential that there be congruence of expectations so that children are given
appropriate guidance, to maximise their chances of fulfilling their potential (Webb,
1999).

The results of the study reported here will increase the understanding of
Policy Makers in Gifted Education of teachers’ and children’s perceptions of the
Gifted Education Program. It will also assist parents of Gifted children to better

understand the current Gifted Education Program in Singapore. Implications for



future practice will also be drawn from the attitudes of the young Gifted children
towards puli-out from regular programs, as well as their perceptions of whether or
not their needs are being met. Finally, this study will clearly articulate the current

roles of Policy Maker and teachers in the Gifted Education Program in Singapore.

1.3 The Purpose of the Study

1. To investigate current provision for Gifted and talented children in Singapore.

2. To investigate the roles of the Policy Maker and teachers of Gifted Education

in Singapore.

3. To investigate the attitudes, values and perceptions of teachers and gifted

children towards the Gifted Education Program in Singapore.

1.4 Research Questions

1. What provision is made for young Gifted children in Singapore?

2, What are the roles of the Policy Maker and teachers of Gifted Education in

Singapore?

3. What are the attitudes and opinions of teachers and children of current Gifted

Education provision in Singapore?
1.5 Definitions of Terms or Operational Definitions

L. MOE - The Ministry of Education in Singapore.
2. GEP - Gifted Education Branch.

3. Young gifted children - children who are between 0 and 10 years of age and

are deemed to be of exceptional ability.

4. Primary | to 4 - are the four years of primary school starting from the age of
seven and which are regarded as the foundation years (Appendix 1- The

Education System).



10.

11.

12.

13.

i4,

15.

16.

17.

Primary 3 screening test - the selection of pupils to join the GEP at Primary 4
is based on performance in this test (Appendix 12 - The student's path
through the GEP),

Primary 5 to 6 - are the two years of orientation stage starting from the age of

1! (Appendix 1- The Education System).

PSLE - The Primary School Leaving Examination is a national examination

held at the end of Primary 6.

Independent schools - enjoy autonorny in setting their own scale of fees, in
the admission of pupils, in the selection and appointment of teachers and
principals as well as in curriculum rmatters. They conform to national

education policies.

Autonomous schools - are either government or government aided schools.
They are given additional funds and more leeway to execute their mission of

providing quality education. They too, conform to national education policies.

The Special Assistance Plan (SAP) schools - are established to maintain high
standards in both English and Chinese, whilst preserving the traditional ethos

existing in the schools.

Secondary 1 —4 are the four years of secondary education sterting from the
age of 13.

Gifted children - chitdren who are outstanding in general or specific ability in

a broad or narrow field.
Achievement - accomplishment or perforrance; the realisation of potential.

Peer group - people with whom one feels equal. It can also refer to students

who are from the same classroom.
Perfectionism - the desire to execute tasks flawlessly.

Puli-out - a specta! education program that takes exceptionally able children

out of the regular class for a limited time.

Enrichment - a deeper coverage of content often provided for gifted students.



18.  Acceleration - a quicker presentation of content to more closely match the

speed at which gifted students learn,

19.  Gifted programs - provide special academic and social opportunities in an

attempt to meet the needs of gifted students.

20.  Underachiever - a gifted student who is defined as having superior
intelligence, but is working below grade level. Some underachievers may

withdraw and others may become disruptive.

21.  Levels of giftedness refers to the following labels that are generally accepted

based on IQ measurements:

e Brght - 115 and above

» Gifted — 130 and above

« Highly gifted — 145 and above

» Exceptionally gifted — 160 and above

« Profoundly gifted — 175 and above

1.6 Summary

This chapter presented the background to this case study of the Policy
Maker’s, Primary 4 gifted students’ and their teachers’ attitudes and opihions of the
current GEP in Singancre, It illustrated the importance of conducting this study by
examining some pertinent issues in Singapore and the media coverage given to the
stressful education system in Singapore. The purpose of conducting this study and the
research questions that provided the focus for this study were also presented. The
main objective of this study, which was to investigate the - rent GEP in Singapore
for young gifted children, was highlighted. Finally, the key terms and their definitions
used in this study were outlined. This research study is significant as it investigates
the attitudes and opinions of young gifted children and provides a foundation for
future research to be conducted in the field of gifted education in Singapore. The
following chapter will examine and review the literature on gifted education related

to this study.



CHAPTER TWO.
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

2.1 Definitions of Giftedness

A review of the literature on gifted education reveals that there is a lack of
consensus on what giftedness means. Numerous definitions are given of giftedness
and many are ambiguous. Moreover, the interpretation of giftedness has changed

over the years from a narrow concept of giftedness as simply a high 1.Q score.

As mentioned by Parke (1989, p. 7), over the years, “the meaning of the term
gifted has changed from a single-dimensional (high IQ) definition to one in which

multiple abilities and intelligences are recognised.”
According to Clark (1997).

giftedness is a biologically rooted concept that serves as a label for a
high level of intelligence and indicates an advanced and accelerated
development of functions within the brain. Such development may
express itself in high levels of cognitive, affective, physical sensing,
and/or intuitive abilities, such as academic aptitude, insight and
innovation, creative behaviour, leadership, personal and/or
interpersonal skill, or visual and performing arts {p. 26).

‘As indicated by Roedell, Jackson & Robinson (1980):

the definition of giftedness in children has been broadened. According
to the U.S. Commissioner of Education (1972) it is recommended that
gifted children be identified not only by measures of intellectual
ability and scholastic aptitude, but also by indices of creativity,
leadership, talent in the visual and performing arts, and psychomotor
ability (p. 2).

According to Clark (1997):

the term “gifted and talented” when used in respect to students,
children or youth means students, children or youth who give evidence
of high performance capability in areas such as intellectual, creative,
artistic, or leadership capacity, or in specific academic fields, and who
require services or activities not ordinarily provided by the school in
order to fully develop such capabilities (p. 27).

10



Martin (1989) states that there are currently two definitions of the gifted and
talented. The more popular definition is that of the United States Office of Education;

The term gifted and talented means children, and where applicable,
youth, who are identified at the pre-school, elementary or secondary
school level as possessing demonstrated or potential abilities that give
evidence of high performance responsibilities in areas such as
intellectual, creative, specific academic or leadership ability, or in the
performing or visual arts and who by reason thereof, require services
or activities not ordinarily provided by the school (p. 26).

The other frequently used definition is Er. J¢ *eph Renzulli’s (cited in

Martin, 1989, p.26) “three ring” definition:

Giftedness consists of an interaction among three basic clusters of
human trajts-above-average general abilities, high levels of task
commitment and high levels of creativity. Gifted and talented children
are those processing or capable of developing this composite set of
traits and applying them to any potentially valuable area of human
performance. Children who manifest or are capable of developing an
interaction among these three clusters require a wide variety of
edueational opportunities and services that are not ordinarily provided
through regular instructional programs.

Ability Task Commitment

Figure 1. Renzulli’s (1968) three ring model
Either definition is a move beyond the concept that giftedness is a high 1.Q.

score. Both definitions emphasise the need for “experiences” not ordinarily provided

by the schools. Both stress achievement or the potential to achieve.

11



The important fact here is that gifted children require educational

opportunities beyond the curriculum and instructional practices of regular education.
According to Gowan (1979), even though:

intelligence had been recognised since the time of the Romans as the
first aspect of personality, no one up to the 20" century had been able
to solve the puzzle of measuring it. It was the genius Alfred Binet, a
French psychologist, who perceived that developmental tasks were the
answer which could crack the problem (p. 7).

The history of gifted education is described by Davis & Rimm (1998, p. 6) as,
“Galton was the grandfather of the gifted-child movement, Binet the midwife,
Terman the father, and Columbia University's Leta Hollingworth the nurturant

mother.”

The team of members in the newly set up Gifted Education Unit in 1983 in
their search for an operational definition for the GEP in Singapore, realised that there
was no universal consensus on the concept of giftedness as mentioned earlier in this
chapter. They noticed that some concepts were broad while others were limited to

test scores {Thaver, 1995).

The Ministry of Education in Singapore is committed to make certain that the
potential of each child is recognised, nurtured and developed. It aims to provide an
education that is of high quality and relevance and that stimulates the individual
growth of each child, It hopes to help the children realise their full potential (Gifted
Education Branch, 2001c¢). Hence, the team of members in the Gifted Education Unit
agreed, after some time, to adopt the definition provided by the United States Office
of Education (USOE) (Thaver, 1995).

According to the Ministry of Education (1999, p. 3), the term gifted is defined
as “a broad term used to include many kinds of strengths, aspirations and needs. The
broad areas in which giftedness can be shown are intellectual ability, leadership

ability, talent in art and music, and psychomotor ability.”

The team of members in the Gifted Education Unit developed a checklist of
characteristics of the pifted child based on research compiled by Dr Joseph Renzuili.

The checklist is especially helpful to teachers in identifying the high-achieving child,

12



the hidden able child and the high-achieving child with behaviour problems
(Appendix 2 - Checklist of Characteristics of the Gifted Child).

In summary, the Ministry of Education (1999) recognises thal an
intellectually able child cannot be merely defined by a list of characteristics and that a
child is not likely to have all the characteristics listed in the ‘Checklist of
Characteristics of the Gifted Child’ (Appendix 2}, nor will a particular characteristic
be evident at all times. However, the GEP recognises that a child displaying a vast

number of these characteristics could well have exceptional intellectual potential.

2.2 Identification

2.2.1 Reasons for Identification

Literature around the world emphasises that early identification is essential
and that failure to do so can create a lot of problems in the long run such as

underachievement, stress and boredom.
As mentioned by Winner (1996):

numerous studies conlirm a sad finding: The most intellectually gifted
students in the United States typically have little good to say about
their schooling; they tend to be highly critical of their teachers, who
they feel know less than they do, and they are often underachievers

(p.1).

The best case scenario is when a student is recognised by the teacher as
gifted, but being unable to teach at this level, they allow the child to Jearn
independently. The worst-case scenario is when there is a failure to recognise a child
as gifted and the teacher classifies the child as unmotivated or even hostile (Winner,

1996).

It is essential that when children present advanced abilities and strengths
during the early childhood years, they be provided with a cuﬁiculum that best suits or
matches their abilities, so that their potential can be maximised. From a very early
stage onwards in a child’s life, the potential for giftedness, or high levels of
intellectual development begins. This development depends largely on a rich and

appropriate interaction between the child’s genetic endowment and the environment

13



in which the child grows. As Clark (1997, p.92) adds, “no child is born gifted, only

with the potential for giftedness.” Although all children have amazing potential, it is
only those children who are fortunate enough to have opportunities to develop their

uniquehe’ss in an environment that responds to their particular patterns and needs

who will be able to essentially achieve abilities that are of high levels (Clark, 1997).

As Davis & Rimin (1998, p.53), point out, “for underachieving students, their
loss of talent development is a personal crisis for them and a lost natural resource for
humankind.” Some parents might not acknowledge that their child is gifted. As
mentioned by Porter (1998):

parents either mistakenly think that gifted children are not emotionally

balanced and so don’t want to acknowledge the talent that is right in

front of them, or they keep it a secret because they don't want to be
seen to be a pushy parent (p. 7).

Early childhood professionals need to iook out for very young children who
are able to read early or who present other well-developed abilities. These children
need to be encouraged, challenged and stimulated beyond the normal curriculum. As
mentioned by Education Department of Western Australia (1997), it is during these:

early critical years that dispositions towards learning and feelings

about areas of learning are formed and the foundations for future
academiec success are established. Failure to foster productive

dispositions, including habits and attitudes and to develop a love of
learning can contribute to subsequent under-achievement (p. 3).

Some gifted children commence school when they are around the age of five
just like most other children. This 1s usually when the problem begins, for by
definition, giftedness is “out-of step” development, That is, intellectual, emotional
and physical development occur at dissimilar rates such as higher, faster growth
which is out of synchronisation with the norm. Hence a five-year-old child may read
at a ten-year-old level and understand math at a seven-year-old level. At the same
time, he could be socially adept at a four-year-old level (Ziemnann, 1999). Gallagher,
Harradine & Coleman (1997), in their study of eight hundred and seventy-one
academically gifted students from nine districts in North Carolina, found that most

gifted children reported that the school curriculum was extremely boring.

Early identification creates an opportunity for the school to create and

develop suitable, extensive and challenging long-term programs for gifted children.

14



Most importantly, gifted children’s advanced development usually resuits in social
isolation and emotional sensitivity. Early intervention can ercate a difference in an
educational life course that may be headed for underachievement according to
Feiring, Louis, Ukeje, Lewis & Leong (1997). This is particularly the case for

children from disadvantaged environments.

It is essential to identify a gifted child early because gifted children realise
that they are oifferent from an early age. Unless they understand why they arc
different, they can think there is something wrong with them (Porter, 1998). In order
for gifted children to be able to adjust themselves socially and emotionally, as well as
achieve to thcir fullest potential, their needs have to be met. Gifted students need
intellectual challenge. Boring, repetitive, busy-work is very stressful for children who
prefer thinking and reasoning activities. Boredom can lead to anger and resentment.

“Setting personal goals for achievement and success that significantly exceed those of

parents or school can also cause stress to these children (Kaplan, 1990).

According to Ting (2001), more and more Singaporean children are
undergoing stress and seeking help from psychiatrists at a very young age. Several

factors have been outlined as possible causes for this situation. They are:

. a Jack of a stable parental marriage and a secure family environment;

. an increase in the divorce rate from 3,772 in 1994 to 5,651 in 1998;

. Singapore’s compelitive environment;

. the school system being very result-oriented; and

. anxious parents pushing their children to succeed, sometimes even beyond
their means.

A tecent Straits Times publication reported that in a survey of primary pupils,
every third child who was surveyed thought that life was not worth living. It also
reported that three primary pupils had committed suicide by jumping off high rise
flats. As more and more parents work very hard to pay off their housing and car
loans, they have very little time to devote to their children who, in order (o be
successful, have to contend with an overly-competitive education system. In the

report, Singaporeans were urged not to leave everything to the Government, but



instead to start speaking up more in order to help shape the future of Singapore’s
children {Kit, 2001).

In a face to face session with Prime Minister Goh Chok Tong, several
questions were raised in relation to the stressful education system in Singapore. In
response to the question, “in a recent survey of Primary 4 to 6 pupils, The Sunday
Times found that one in three had, at least once in their lives, thought life was not
WQﬁh living. Do you agree that the education system is taking a toll on students,
especially the average children?” Prime Minister Goh Chok Tong responded by
saying that, “no, I think average children are doing all right. It’s the gifted children
who think they have under-performed and they have let down their parents, who are
disappointed, who think of committing suicide once in a while.” He further added
that, “it’s the children with ability whom parents expect to score very high marks”
(Ng, 2001, para. 13 - 14),

Hence, not only is it important to identify gifted children, but it is also
important to identify them early. As there are more and more young Singaporean
children who are undergoing stress and with gifted children most likely to think of
suicide, this study will help Policy Makers, teachers and parents of gifted children to
gain a better picture of how a group of young gifted children in the Primary 4 gifted
program feel about their current education system. Given the research emphasis on
carly identification and the provision of an appropriate environment and program at
an early age, it is important to ascertain how young Singaporean gifted children
coped before they were identified as gifted through the Primary 3 Screening test. Is
primary 3 too late to identify the gifted? How do teachers identify young gifted

children? This study has attempted to find answers to these important questions.

2.3 Current Directions in Early Identification of Gifted Children

Insufficient attention has been given to young gifted children in Singapore in
the past. They havc not received the same attention from educators, policy-makers, or
researchers as older exceptionally able children. There are still many educators who
emphasise the importance of socialisation and avoid anything that might appear to

pressure young children into high achievement. As giftedness is not easy to identify
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in very young children and as very few teachers feel comfortable differentiating their
instructions to meet these children’s needs in their classroom, most gifted programs
commence at age eight or nine when identification is much easier and more educators

are sensitive to these children's needs (C .en & Jipson, cited in Smutny, 1999).

The studies reviewed in this chapter present a strong case for carly

identification of gifted children and early intervention for very young gifted children.

2.3.1 Parent and Teacher Views on Identification, Early Admission and
Programming

Sankar-Deleeuw (1999) explored the issues and concerns of the parents of
gifted pre-schoolers and pre-school or kindergarten teachers regarding early
identification and programming for giftedness. The study was undertaken using an
“author-generated survey entitled Giftredness in Young Children in Survey” (Sankar-
Deleeuw, 1999, p. 176). The results of the survey revealed that 91% of parents and
78% of teachers believed that giftedness could be identified at an early age. Of the
parents surveyed, 74% believed that gifted children should be identified in the pre-
school years, in comparison to 50% of the teachers. Additional information requested

by parents included:
. resources for further challenge such as materials, toys and methods;

. information on disciplinary techniques such as anger management, dealing

with high emotional rages, frustration and independence;

. educational choices such as early testing, learning styles, thought processes,

types of intelligence and;

. parenting guidelines on individuality, creativeness, imagination, high energy

levels, affective qualities.

Teachers, on the other hand, reported that they required information on
balancing different development rates and supportive programining. Even though
early identification was recommended and supported and the importance of
appropriate environmental support emphasised, only half the surveyed teachers in
this study believed that early identification should be carried out. Great dissimilarity

existed between parents and teachers surveyed as to the value of the option of early
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entry for gifted pre-schoolers. The study revealed that the parents were more likely to
see a need for individualisation and acceleration for very bright children than the
teachers who would have these children in their classrooms. Both groups
acknowledged a number of professionals as beneficial to obtaining information
including school staff, support groups, medical staff, psychologists, the media and

political lobbyists.

2.3.2 Negative Consequences of Non-Recognition of Young Gifted Children

Gross’s (1999) study conveys an urgency to the discussion of early
identification and intervention. It also addresses the negative consequences that can
occur when schools fail to recognise highly giftzd children. The study exposed two
main issues. Firstly, teachers’ lack of knowledge or awareness of the characteristics
~and needs of the highly gifted, together with the children’s own early awareness that
they are different from their age-peers, in addition to their following attempts to hide
their ability to gain peer acceptance, which causes notable underachievement among
many gifted young children. Secondly, Gross found that an effective combination of
nomination by trained or inserviced teachers, parent nomination, and standardised
tests of ability and achievement, can form an effective matrix of identification

methods for young highly gifted children.

The study also illustrated that even though parents of the highly gifted young
children become aware of their children’s developmental differences at an early age,
parent nomination is very much under-utilised by primary and elementary schools.
Moreover, the valuable information provided by parents of their children’s early

literacy and numeracy is often disregarded or disbelieved.

The study also pointed out that in both America and Australia, the attitudes of
the community towards giftedness varies depending on the domain in which it is
sited, for physical giftedness, such as talent in sports, is much more readily
recognised and tolerated than intellectual giftedness (Tannenbaum & Carrington,
cited in Gross, 1999). From an early age, gifted students become aware of this and it

strongly affects the attitudes and behaviours they adopt with age-peers.

Almost all the children in Gross’s study entered pre-school with the reading

skills of children aged seven, eight or older. More than 90% of the highly gifted
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children in Gross’s study were reading before the age of five. However, the majority
of the teachers’ comments focused, not on the quality of the children’s reading, but
on the assumed involvement of the parents. Most teachers tended to presume that the
children must have been taught to read early by their parents and many teachers
resented this idea, From an early age, highly gifted children are likely to become
aware that they are different in many ways from the other children around them. This
may occur from their observations of the (seemingly) late development of reading,
number or vocabulary in the other children they meet at pre-school or kindergarten;
from their awareness of the many ways in which their likes and dislikes vary from
those of other children; and from adults’ or other children’s remarks about their

abilities.

2.3.3 Behaviour Problems

Through the experiences of a young second-grader, Weber’s (1999) study
illustrates, how a gifted child’s abilities can easily become hidden and develop into a
behaviour problem when the child tunes out due to the demands of the classroom and

when neatness takes the lead over originality of thought.

The studies of Gross and Weber underline the importance of investigating
ideas that have been firmly fixed in the mind and prejudices that prevent schools
from identifying and stimulating young gifted children in the classroom (Smutny,
1999), Weber’s (1999) study demonstrates the need for early identification of, and
programming for, gifted students, Weber’s study briefly discusses several factors that
influence the reluctance of classroom teachers to identify young students. Mental
models are given as the main reason for this reluctance that in turn influences the
attitudes and behaviours that teachers display toward gifted students. Gifted students
appear to represent a threat or engender negative attitudes among the very
professionals who should be concerned for their welfare (Clark, cited in Weber,

1999).

A descriptive case study is used to describe how a young gifted child was not
given individual instruction to help improve weak areas, and how talents were neither
acknowledged nor reinforced (Weber, 1999). Weber illustrates how the lack of

individual instruction and reinforcement of talents resulted in the child believing that -

19



he was not clever, but very messy and disorganised. The young gifted boy, who felt
that it was unfair that he was receiving so many criticisms, warnings and lectures
about neatness and organisation when he was trying, eventually gave up. According
to Weber, many schools continue to deny early programming and/or intervention,

- mainly due to a lack of accurate information to guide the decision makers. Leaders
such as Lee Iococca, Michael Eisner, Gandhi and Martin Luther King who have
made valuable contributions to society, all displayed those characteristics that are
often used to deny programming to children (Taylor, cited in Weber, 1999). Weber
warns that without changing mental models, there is little hope that there will be an

improvement in the identification of young children for gifted programs.

2.3.4 Methods of Identification

Early identification is often the first obstacle that prevents many educators
from taking the first step in assisting their gifted students. As physical, social and
cognitive development in young children are rapid and uneven, identification requires
alternative selection methods. A combination of methods such as parent and teacher
nominations, evaluations of school work that could include artistic and creative
achievements, as well as academic tasks in class, portfolios shared by parents of
children’s projects at home and interviews with parents and community are necessary

(Smutny, 1999; Clark, 1997; Roedell, Jackson & Robinson, 1980; George, 1992).

Harrison (1999) demonstrated how teachers can identify gifted students based
- on their drawings. The study outlined the pattems and processes of visual
representation that take place during early childhood, for visual representation was

found to be a distinctive process for young gifted children.

Drawings were collected from a sample group of 50 children. They ranged in
age from twenty months to eight years. The children were divided into three groups.
The first group included 7 children who were identified as gifted by their parents and

teachers and had been interviewed over a period of two to eight years.

The second group included 14 children nominated as gifted by their parents
and educators and who were later identified as gifted by formal testing procedures.

These children participated in one to one interview sessions, which created
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opportunities to observe both the child’s drawing processes and products, and to

mcord_the phild’s discussion of these.

The third group included 29 children who were identified as gifted by parents
and educators or through formal testing procedures. Children, parents and educators
contributed the annotated drawings of these children. The children involved in the
study produced drawings that were advanced and significantly different from those of

same aged peers.

The young gifted children’s drawings demonstrated an ability to move from
the known reality or familiar view of an object. The children involved in the study
drew pictures fron multiple perspectives. One child involved in the study was largely
interested in the appearance of the underside of the bus or the view of the bus from a
tall city building. The child also gave explanations such as, “this is what you would
see from the front and from the side you would only see one eye” as the child drew

vehicles from different perspectives.

According to Harrison, a range of identification methods can be used in
conjunction with the drawings of young gifted children as an indication of cognitive
precocity and as a concrete display of some of the distinctive characteristics that
young gifted children demonstrate. The drawings can also reveal some useful
indications of the child’s interests and concerns at a particular time. This information
can be very useful to families and educators in planning and implementing

enrichment experiences that allow for further exploration and investigation of the

young gifted child’s present interest.

As young gifted children tend to experience heightened sensitivity and
emotional vulnerability, these drawings can assist families and educators to become
~ more aware of the affective needs of young gifted children. Drawing is a language of
childhood by which young children express and formulate ideas and which deserves

adult recognition and support (Harrison, 1999).

Hence, it can be concluded that, “identification procedures lend themselves
well to empirical validation and theory grows out of sound research.” Therefore, the
combination of the two together can be, “used to identify and educate all youth who

have special talents, aptitudes, or gifts” (Feldhusen & Jarwan, 1993, p. 248).
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2.3.5 Teaching Implications

Young gifted children should be provided with opportunities to seck ideas
across various subject areas and experiment with them in different ways to invent
theories that they can test within a pattern of growth that extends to new levels

{Smutny, 1999),

2.3.6 Parenting Styles

Snowden & Christian (1999) investigated the parenting styles found to be
most effective with young gifted children. This study employed quantitative and
qualitative methods to determine the role that parents of young gifted children play in
the lives of their child. The Parent as a Teacher Inventory (PAAT) was used to gather
quantitative and demographic data, The results of the study revealed that the parents
involved in the study were dedicated parents and that they practised an authoritative

style of parenting. The study demonstrated that the parents:

. nurtured creativity;
. displayed low levels of frustration;
. exercised a suitable amount of flexible control;
e perceived play as a highly important activity;
~«  displayed confidence in their ability as teachers and,
. conducted themselves as facilitators of the teaching or learning process.

Snowden & Christian stressed that teaching and learning commences in the
home and that parents and family play a critical role in the education of the young
gifted child.

2.3.7 Families of Gifted Children

Alsop (1999) explored 42 families of 47 children (mean age 6.9 years; mean
IQ 150) and reported their experiences across the contexts of family/friendship
networks, community resources and school. Data were collected through a survey
questionnaire which was specifically developed for the project and was known as the

‘Parents of CHIP Experiences Questionnaire (PCEQ)’. A five-point Likert Scale was
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used to rate from between two to nine options given within each questicn. There was
also an open-ended category of ‘Other’ and ‘What’. A letter of invitation was sent to
51 families and 42 agreed to take part in the study, The PCEQ questionnaire was then

mailed to respondents. The PCEQ was divided into the following sections:

. Background: Information such as age, birth order, siblings, general ability

score, and age of child when tested.

. Experiences prior to identification: Questions such as assumptions and
experiences in relation to professional services such as medical and
psychological, infant welfare and social welfare, There were also questions
about the support they had expected and received from family and friends and
their own perceptions of their child as developmentally different {or “not

average”).

. Experiences since identification: Parent experiences with specific

educational personnel in addition to their interface with community resources,

The questionnaire was piloted with a small number of families, none of
whom became involved in the subsequent data collection. The data were analysed in
frequency counts of answers to questions, such as ‘what happened’, and to ‘how
many did it happen.” The findings of this study indicated that parents of able children
were subjected to negative experiences in all three settings, which confirmed their

need for support.

Similarly, in the study reported here, the instruments used to conduct the
interviews were specially developed for the purpose of the study and the
questionnaire targeted at the students also had the following categories of
‘background,’ ‘experiences prior to identification’ and ‘experiences since
identification’ as with Alsop (1999). The study sought to investigate the gifted
children’s experiences across the contexts of family/friendship networks, community

resources and school.

2.3.8 Children’s Attitudes

It is important that teachers bear in mind the various attitudes of exceptionally

able chiidren when planning an intervention program for them. Some of the common
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attitudes of gifted children are that nobody explains to them what gifted is but keeps
it a big secret. Some feel that schoolwork is very easy and hence very boring. Some
feel that the expectations of parents, teachers and friends are always very high.
Others fee! that very few understand them and that they often get teased because they
are very smart. Some are impressed at what they can do, while others feel isolated
and worry about world issues and feel helpless that they cannot do anything to
resolve them (Clark 1997; Davis & Rimm 1998; Gallagher, Harradine & Coleman
1997; George 1992; Porter 1998),

According to Kaplan (1990) “many gifted youngsters have a heightened
| sensitivity to their surroundings, to events, to ideas, and to expectations. Some
experience their own high expectations for achievement as a relentless pressure to
excel.” Such constant striving to live up to their self-expectations or to those of

others, “to be first, best, or both can be very stressful” (p.1).

Young gifted children sometimes feel out of place with other children that
can create some social problems, especially for profoundly gifted children. It can be
difficult for young gifted children to find friends, especially during their preschool
years, which can result in loneliness. According to Freedman & Jensen (1999), for
most gifted children, “childhood is more pleasurable and more fulfilling because they
derive joy from challenge and reward from work.” However, at the same time, “it is a
childhood that is more painful, more isolated, and more stressful because they do not

fit in with their peers and they set high expectations” (p. 1).

According to Kaplan (1990), the constant pressure to excel, “accompanied by
other concerns such as feeling different, self-doubt (the “imposter” syndrome), and
the need to prove their giftedness” can “result in additional stress™ and “drain the
energy of gifted students.” Parents and teachers of gifted students need to be aware
that, “stress occurs even when everything is going well” and that, “youngsters get
tired from their constant efforts and may secretly fear that next time they will not be
as successful.” Parents need to know that even, “vacations may be stressful if
students are comfortable only when achieving and succeeding” and “taking time off

may make them feel nervous and lacking control” (p. 1).
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2.3.9 Conclusion

The research literature points to the importance of any assessment of services
for young gifted students, whether it be differentiated instructior: in the classroom or
a special self-contained program, bearing in mind the children’s growth, enthusiasm

and excitement for learning (Smutny, 1999},

In addition, teachers and policy makers need to be careful not to exploit
highly gifted children. Often it is quite tempting to use a quiet, brilliant child who has
already completed most of the academic work of the classroom, as a teacher’s
assistant or peer tutor. This is common when the class has thirty children, or when
the school policies discourage acceleration or ability grouping, or when there is a

lack of enrichment materials (Hollingworth, cited in Kearney, 1996).

It is important therefore to investigate policy and practice in refation to

preparation of teachers to identify young gifted children in Singapore.

2.4 Overview of the History of Gifted Education in Singapore

In 1984, the Gifted Education Program (GEP) was first implemented in
Singapore. According to the Gifted Education Branch (2001d):

It was initiated by the Ministry of Education (MOE) in line with its

policy under the New Education System to allow each pupil to leamn at

his or her own pace. The MOE has a commitment to ensure that the

potential of each pupil is recognised, nurtured and developed. It was

recognised that there are pupils who are intellectually gifted and that
there should be provisions to meet their needs (para. 1).

As outlined by the Gifted Education Branch (2001b):

o In 1981, the late Dr Tay Eng Soon, then Minister of State for Education, led a

mission to study the Gifted Education Programs in other countries.

. In 1983, a concept paper was drawn up. It gave the reasons for, and the goals
of, a program for gifted children, It was proposed that it would be an
enrichment and not an accelerated program. In May, the Special Project. Unit,
now called the Gifted Education Branch, was formed. One of its main tasks

was the selection of pupils and teachers for the GEP. It also trained teachers,

25



prepared new curriculum materials, implemented the program and monitored

its progress,

In 1984, a pilot project was started in two primary schools: Raffles Girls'
Primary School and Rosyth School and in two secondary schools: Raffles
Girls' Secondary Schoot and Raffles Institution.

In 1985, Anglo-Chinese Primary School became the third primary GEP

centre.

In 1988, Anglo-Chinese School (Independent) became the third secondary
GEP centre.

In 1990, Nanyang Primary School became the fourth primary GEP centre.

In 1996, Dunman High School became the fourth secondary GEP centre and
Tao Nan School, the fifth primary GEP centre. This brought the total number
of GEP centres to 9, with 5 primary and 4 secondary GEP centres.

In 1997, Henry Park Primary School became the sixth primary GEP centre.

In 1998, Catholic High School (Primary) and St. Hilda's Primary School
became the seventh and eighth primary GEP centres,

In 1999, the Chinese High School and Nanyang Girls' High School became
the fifth and sixth secondary GEP centres, and Nan Hua Primary School, the
ninth primary GEP centre.

In 2001, the seventh secondary GEP centre was Victoria School,

Thus by 2001, there were nine primary and seven secondary GEP centres in

Singapore. The GEP is offered in the following Primary schools ir the year 2001:

Anglo-Chinese School (Primary) (Boys)
Catholic High School (Primary) (Boys)
Henry Park Primary School (Co-ed)
Nan Hwa Primary School (Co-ed)
Raffles Girls’ Primary School (Girls)

Rosyth School (Co-ed)
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. St Hilda's Primary School (Co-ed)

. Tao Nan School (Co-ed)

2.5 Research in Gifted Education in Singapore

2.5.1 Pull-out Gifted Program in Singapore

Lim (1994), investigated a pull-out program in The Chinese High Schoo]
which is an independent all-boys secondary school in Singapore. The school has
Secondary i to 4 classes equivalent to grades 7 to 10. The gifted pull-out program
was initiated in 1993 and this group of students were the pioneers and were selected
when they entered Secondary 1. The study focussed on 26 inteliectually gifted
students, 12 years of age and who were chosen from a range of tests in intelligence.
They were taught by teachers who were specially trained either locally or in the
U.S.A. A specially-designed rigorous enrichment program in mathematics, science

and computer science was provided.

The 26 gifted students were together during the enrichment subjects only and
spent the rest of their school time doing the other seven subjects with their own
classmates. This ensured that the gifted students did not limit themselves to their
gifted peers but had a chance to interact actively with the other Secondary | peers in
their own classes. Using an instrument obtained from George Betts when he
conducted a workshop in Singapore in 1993, the gifted students wrote a ‘Journey to
Oneself” as part of their journal writings. One of the sections of this journey involved
the students writing a letter to themselves describing their plans for positive lifestyles
that ranged from appearance, personality, organisational skills, interests, fulfilment of
talent and family to contributing to society. The journal writings, together with
interviews, a self-esteem inventory and an open-response questionnaire were used to

depict the gifted students’ characteristics (Lim, 1994).

The study gave some excerpts of the gifted students’ writings which revealed
the children's strengths and weaknesses. Some of the children had learnt to be frank,
while others had realised what was important to them and the way to organise their

interests. The writings not only provided a rich source of information, but also helped
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in understanding the students better. It has been noted that as the students continue in
the program, there will be more data collected on them and they will be studied as

part of a longitudinal project on gifted adolescents (Lim, 1994).

2.5.2 Evaluation of Pull-out Gifted Program in Singapore

When the Chinese High School gifted program was established, evaluation
was conducted at both the formative and summative levels. During the early months,
formative evaluation took place to improve the program and towards the end of the
year, summative evaluation was carried out to determine the overall effectiveness of

the program (Lim, 1996; L.im & Tan 1997).

Classroom sessions were observed for the qualitative formative evaluation
which recorded the students’ responses to the lessons conducted. In both interviews
and surveys, students and teachers offered feedback on the lessons, the enrichment

activities and on the program as a whole (Lim, 1996; Lim & Tan 1997).

Lim’s (1996) study illustrated a scenario from a transcript of a lesson where
the teacher on many occasions could not draw out creative responses from the
students due to the nature of the questions asked. The study repcrted that the
transcript proved to be a very useful tool for the teachers as they could analyse what
was happening and what could have happened. The study also pointed out that
Singaporean students in general often tend to keep quiet unless they are absolutely
sure of their answers. In the study, it was noticed that even when the students did
answer the questions, they gave monosyilabic answers, This study indicated that
Singaporean students need more encouragement from their teachers to be more
speculative and confident in contributing to class discussions. Although these
students were gifted secondary students, they still lacked confidence to participate

freely in class discussions.

Feedback from the teachers indicated that the program appeared to be limited
by the examination system and that they were not very keen on taking the time to
examine and attempt open-ended methods. The teachers reported that they would
prefer to stand by the syllabus to prepare the students for examinations. Lim and Tan
recommended that the Chinese High school convince the teachers to both cover and

extend the syllabus for the enriched subjects, so that the gifted students could be
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stretched to their fuilest, The study also pointed out the importance of the regular
classroom teachers becoming aware of the characteristics and needs of gifted

students.

Lim’s (1996) study revealed that the gifted students were generally in favour
of the pull-out program and that many did not consider themselves to be gifted or
special in any way. The study also pointed out that even though gifted students were
in favour of challenging work, they were not fond of extra work or difficult
problems. The study reported that 25% of the students despised huge amounts of
demanding mathematics homework and tests. 20% of the students disliked complex
science tests and 11% were not in favour of problematic computer science practicals
and assignments. 22% of the students reported that they had difficulty in
comprehending the explanations given by the science teacher. The other 9% of the
students referred to very achievement-oriented classmates who would try their very
best not to lose to their peers. The study also reported that there were five
underachievers in the group of 26 students and that they appeared to know what was

wrong with themselves.

Hence, quite a comprehensive study has been carried out of secondary gifted
students from the Chinese High School in Singapore. However, insufficient attention
seems to have been given to young gifted children in Singapore and how these young
gifted children and teachers feel about the current program, or how these children and
their families coped with their children’s giftedness during the very early years. The
study reported here sought to bridge that gap by investigating the perceptions of the
policy maker, teachers and students of the current Gifted Education Program in

Singapore.

2.6 Summary

A review of the literature on gifted education revealed that there are
numerous definitions given of giftedness and that the interpretation of giftedness has
changed over the years. The literature on gifted education was reviewed to identify
the main reasons for early identification; to explore current directions in early

identification of gifted children; to gain an understanding of the parent and teacher
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views on identification, early admission and programming, to identify the negative
consequences of non-recognition of young gifted children such as the behaviour
problems that can arise; to identify the various methods of early identification; the
teaching implications; parenting styles; familics of gifted children and gifted
children’s attitudes, The chapter also presented the comprehensive study that had
been carried out on secondary gifted children in Singapore. The following chapter

- will illustrate the conceptual framework used in this study.
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CHAPTER THREE.
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
This research is based on the educational theories of the Russian

_developmentalist Lev S, Vygotsky (1896-1934).
According to Morelock (1996):

Vygotskian theory is proposed as providing a conceptual framework
which can accommodate what has been learned about giftedness and
talent since the advent of IQ testing, resolve differences in the field by
providing an overarching theoretical synthesis, and orient us toward
future directions for research and practice (p. 4).

As stated by Stermberg (1993, p. 200), Vygotsky “made several important
contributions to the theory of intelligence, the two most important of which are
- probably his theory of internalisation and his concept of the zone of proximal

development.”

Even though Piaget and Vygotsky were both interactionists, they believed that
individual intelligence began at essentially opposite points. Piaget’s belief was that
intelligence matured from the inside and directed itself outward, whereas Vygotsky’s
belief was that intelligence begins in the social environment and directs itself inward.
“The process of the direction of intelligence from the outside to the inside™ is referred

to as internalization by Vygotsky (Sternberg, 1993, p. 201).

According to Morelock {1996, p. 10), “Vygotsky’s brilliance enabled him to
'see development in its full complexity” and as a consequence, he wrote, “about the
shaping of cognition that comes about as a child learns to use socio-culturally-
evolved symbols (eg. language) to construct and express meaning. Vygotsky was
mainly interested in how children, “through the instruction of more competent others,
come to master the physical and psychological “tools” and “signs” of their culture.”
Vygotsky also wrote about, “the resultant changes in inner experience as this
development occurred and the subsequent impact that those changes in inner

awareness then had on continued development.”

According to Sternberg (1993, p. 201), “Vygotsky's most exc'it'mg

contribution to the psychology of intelligence is his notion of the zone of proximal
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~ development (or potential) development.” A consideration of a situation posed by
Vygotsky would be to take two children whose chronological age is ten years and
whose mental age is eight years, If the children had to be characterised as being of the
same age, it could probably be done on the face of it. However, this would mean that
both children could complete tasks that are characterised by what eight-year-old
children can usually do. Considering that the non-intellectual factors are comparable
for the two children, “most people would assume that one could make comparable
predictions about each of the children” with the use of “intelligence tests.” However,
Vygotsky argues that this view is incorrect. If a “teacher-examiner provides guided
assistance” to the two children in order to help them solve a set problem, “the first
child can deal with problems up to the level of a twelve-year-old.” On the other hand,
“the second child can deal with problems up to the level of a nine-year-old”. Thus,
Vygotsky suggests that it would not be concluded that the two children are mentally
the same since, “the first child has been shown to be better able to profit from
instruction than the second child.” Hence, “the difference between mental age twelve
and mental age eight, for the first child, and between mental age nine and meutal age
eight, for the second child, is what Vygotsky refers to as the zone of proximal

development.”

- Therefore, the instruction given by a more competent person can increase the

performance of a child who has the potential. As pointed out by Morelock (1996,

- p.10), “following Vygotsky's line of thought, both the cognitive and emotional
experiences of gifted children would be qualitatively different from that of their
agemates whose minds have not yet been reshaped by the integration of cultural
symbols into the flow of thought.” Thus it is essential for gifted children to be with
more competent peers and receive instruction from more competent teachers. The
experiences that the gifted children receive from school, from their homes and from
society, all play an important part in their cognitive, emotional and psychological
development. As stated by Stemberg (1993, p. 201), “according to Vygotsky, there

‘may be many gifted children who are not so identified because, although they have
the potential, they have yet to realise it.” This could be the situation in Singapore for
many children who might have the potential, but without the right environment at

“home or in school, they may go undetected as gifted.
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3.1 Conceptual Framework

Policy Maker’s Pareit Teachers’ views,
views, attitudes [ —  Collaboration 4] attitudes and
and roles roles
The Current
Program Peers

|

~ Zone of proximal development

l

The
Exceptionally
Able Child

Figure 2. Conceptual framework

Figure 2 illustrates the conceptual framework of this study. All learning that
facilitates development takes place within a child’s zone of proximal development.
Therefore, the policy maker, teachers, parents and other competent peers have an
importarit role to play in guiding gifted children’s progress in developing their

potential in various talent areas.

3.2 Summary

Vygotsky’s theoretical framework was presented as a foundation of this study

-and it was conceptualised in the framework presented in this chapter. The following

chapter will outline the materials and methods employed in this study.
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CHAPTER FOUR.
MATERIALS AND METHODS

4.1 Target Population

According to Vygotsky (cited in Morelock & Morrison, 1999), all learning
that facilitates .development takes place within the child’s zone of proximal
development:

The zone of proximal development ... is the distance between the

developmental level as determined by independent problem solving

and the level of potential development as determined through problem

solving under adult guidance or in collaboration with more capable
peers (p. 196).

Vygotsky believed that the role of education was to provide children with
challenging activities. He also believed that children could succeed in these
challenging activities with sensitive adult guidance. Several researchers also believe
that the teacher’s role 1s to either keep activities that are in the children’s zones of
proximal development or just ahead of their level of independent functioning that s,

on the edge of leaming (Berk & Winsler, 1995; Feinburg & Mindess, 1994).

Vygotsky’s concept of zone of proximal development is consistent with the
aims of this research. It is especially helpful in thinking about how the policy maker
can plan and implement programs that can help parents and teachers guide children's
progress in developing their potential in various talent areas, The four main target

groups for the investigation reported here were:

1. Policy Maker;

2. Six teachers who teach in the program and;
3. Six children who receive the program.
4.2 Design

The overall design used in conducting this research was the qualitative

descriptive case study methodology using multiple levels. According to Burns
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(2000}, the qualitative researcher is not concerned with unprejudiced truth, but rather
with the truth as the informant sees it. One of the main data-gathering techniques of a
qualitative approach is unstructured interviewing, It is essential to note that
qualitative methods strive to seize and comprehend individual definitions,

descriptions and meanings of events.

In this research, the five characteristics of qualitative research listed by

Bogdan & Biklen (1992, p. 29-32) were used in the following manner:

Qualitative research has the natural sesting as the direct source of data and
the researcher is the key instrument. Participation in, and observation of the
behaviours of gifted children in the Gifted Education Program and observations of
the various strategies that teachers in the program employ will be very useful to
understand the actual experiences of the children and the teachers in the program and
their perceptions of the current program. However, shortage of time did not permit
direct observations of teachers or children in their natural settings. As suggested by
Burns (2000), “open-ended interviewing, on the other hand, is advantageous for
obtaining second-hand accounts” (p. 423). Hence, in this study; open-ended
interviewing was one of the techniques used to elicit information, beliefs or opinions

from the participants.

Qualitative research is descriptive. In this study, the qualitative research is
descriptive. As mentioned by Lundsteen (1987) the data gives a “feel” for what the
policy maker, teachers and children expressed, did, or suggested they were thinking.
It includes written descriptions of how some gifted children felt about their current
Gifted Education Program in regards to a particular subject, friends or teachers in the

Gifted Education Program.

Qualitative researchers are concerned with process rather than simply with
outcomes or products. In this research, formative evaluation helped to find out the
selection procedures employed and the perceptions of the students during the

selection process.

Qualitative researchers tend to analyse their data inductively. In this
research, instead of hypothesising the outcome of the research beforehand, various

techniques were employed such as interviews to enable the participants to explain
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their experiences, attitudes and perceptions, which might lead to more investigation
later on. Data were analysed through many different pieces of collected information,
According to Glaser & Strauss (cited in Bogdan & Biklen, 1992, p. 32} this is called

“grounded theory™.

“Meaning” is an essential concern to the qualitative approach. In this
research, the perspectives of the participants, the way they saw their current situation
and environment was of great importance. For example, how gifted children
perceived their roles with each other, with their classmates, with their teacher and in

their school was explored.

According to Merriam (1988), “descriptive means that the end product of a

case study is a rich, “thick” description of the phenomenon under study” (p. 11).

As suggested by Miles & Huberman (1994) and Yin (1989) the case study
ap.proach is an appropriate methodology for the in-depth study of a small number of
cases so as to make analytical generalisations. As indicated by Wilson (1979), case
studies make use of prose and literary techniques to describe certain images, examine
situations and present evidence of episodes, excerpts, samples and artefacts. Hence,
in this research, the case study approach was used to describe the children’s
experiences and their perceptions in a story-like manner using their own words and

drawings.

4.3 Instruments

According to Merriam (1988}, in qualitative case study, the researcher is the
primary instrument for data collection and analysis. Several researchers have
suggested that triangulation or multiple viewpoints on a phenomenon permit greater
accuracy of interpretation than any of the viewpoints or data sources considered
individually (Guba, 1978; Jick, 1983; Van Maanan, 1983). According to Mills (2000,
p. 49), “the strength of qualitative research lies in its triangulation, collecting
information in many ways rather than relying solely on one”. Thus, to ensure the
highest degree of accurécy possible, data for the research reported here were

collected by means of semi-structured interviews, guiding interview
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schedules/questions, document reviews, audio recording and other supplementary

techniques as illustrated in Table 1.

Table 1.
Study Instruments
Purpose Policymaker Teachers Children
To obtain Guided interview schedules (Appendix 4 for Policymaker,
background Appendix 5 for Teachers and Appendix 6 for Students)
information of
participants
For gathering Semi-structured interviewing using some guiding questions.
data to answer {Appendix 4.1 for Policymaker, Appendix 5.1 for Teachers and
research Appendix €.1 for Children)
questions
For gathering -~ Document — Document - template for
additional review review (field children to
information ] notes) constnuct a ‘me’
= Gifted ) box to express
ct:lducatmn : — class timetable themselves
ocuments (eg. freel
Brochures, —  syllabus Y
information
resources
booklets,
identification -  classroom
procedures layout or map
program
outline, etc.)
To ensure Tape recorder and tapes to record the interviews and verify
accuracy of written records

guided interviews

For data analysis  Code, categorise and present descriptively

According to Burns (2000), semi-structured interviewing enables a free-
flowing conversation between the researcher and participants as they use language
natural to them. The policy-maker, teachers and the children were interviewed
individually using a semi-structured interview with some guiding guestions to stay in
focus. In qualitative methodology, interviews are usually semi-structured and open
(Sarantakos, 1993).
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Several researchers believe that many gifted children face social and
emotional adjustments such as feelings of boredom, isolation, heightened sensitivity
and low self esteem (Coleman, 1996; Lim, 1994; Plucker, 1994, Calizhan,
Cunningham & Plucker, 1994; May, 1994; Sowa, Mclntire, May & Bland, 1994).
Several studies have encouraged children to write about their feelings in various
ways, For example, Lim (1994) used journal writing as a means to encourage some
secondary gifted children in Singapore to voice their views and frustrations. The
study found that journal writing had an added advantage in, “helping gifted students
be aware of and understand their problems” (Lim, 1994, p. 85).

Similarly, in Cupertino’s (1998) study, some young second grade gifted
children faced some difficuities in expressing themselves freely. Hence, comic book
writing and role-playing were used to encourage the children to draw and write about

their feelings through a comic character of their choice.

Based on the success of these two studies, in this research young gifted
children in the primary four Gifted Education Program in Singapore were given a
template of a box on which they were encouraged to share their feelings openly
during the interview. The outer face of the box recorded their general feelings,
information about themselves, such as their likes and dislikes, their best friends and
favourite subjects. The inner face of the box recorded deeper feelings of themselves,
such as their secrets and their problems. The children were informed that if they did
not feel comfortable in sharing the inner part of the box with the researcher, they
could seal it. The children were assured that their real names would not be used and
that pseudonyms would be used instead. This box is called the ‘me’ box as it is about

them.

Tape-recording is an appropriate method to use, since qualitative interviews
should be open ended and flowing, and the participants should not be forced into a
short answer format {Bumns 2000; Bogdan & Biklen; 1992). Moreover, the recordings
will ensure accuracy in quoting the participants’ responses. Hence, in this study, the
interviews were audio taped with the permission of the participants and transcripts

were provided upon request.
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Hence, through triangulation, this study provided detailed stories, experiences
and accounts told largely in the participants’ own words of their hopes, aspirations

and perceptions of the current Gifted Education Program in Singapore.

4.4 Procedure

The design and methodological techniques used in this research relied heavily

on qualitative descriptive case study methodology using multiple levels.

Step 1. Letter sent to the Director of Step 2. Letters sent to the policy
MAOE to inform of the proposed F_, maker, schools, parents and children
research to seek consent for the research

Step 3. Obtained written approval for Step 4. Arranged appointments with
proposed research | participants for proposed research
!
Step 5. Conducted interviews with Step 6. Reviewed documents,
the policy maker, teachers and children’s portfolios, projects eic.
children through semi-structured [  and gathered relevant information
interviewing using some guiding from policy maker, teachers and
questions children

Step 7. Compilation of Data L — Step 8. Submission of Thesis

Figure 3, Steps involved in the procedure

Figure 3 presents the sequence of steps involved in conducting this study in a
step-by-step fashion. The letters to the Director of Ministry of Education (MOE), the
policy maker, schools, parents and children were sent through the post to a
representative of the researcher in Singapore, along with a list of the steps to be
taken. The representative then sent the various letters to the corresponding
departments for approval. Once the various departments had given their approval
with the appointment dates, the researcher conducted the interviews in Singapore
with the policy maker, teachers and children through semi-structured interviews
using some guiding questions. Data evaluation and analysis was carried out by the

researcher in Perth prior to thesis writing and submission. The next few steps were

39



carried out in Perth which involved analysing the data collected and compiling the

data. The final step was to refine the thesis and submit it.

Participation in this study was purely on a voluntary basis. The only criterion
for the selection of participants was that the teachers who were selected for

participation were all teaching primary 4 gifted students.

4.5 Data Analysis

As suggested by Burns (2000), all data obtained were systematically arranged
in order to make meaning. They were numbered and dated to facilitate prompt
location. Data collected by means of triangulation were coded, categorised and
presented in a descriptive case study style (Bumns 2000; Bogdan & Biklen 1992,
Miles & Huberman 1994).

According to Bumns (2000), the first stage in analysing the interview data will
be through coding. Hence, with the conclusion of every interview, the information

gathered were classified into themes, issues, topics, concepts and propositions.

The interviews conducted were tape recorded to ensure accuracy and
participants had the right to validate the tapes upon request. Anecdotal notes were
also taken to iliustrate the school setting and the resources available, The interviews
conducted with the policy maker and teachers, in addition to the analysis of
documents such as policy guidelines, selection processes, gified education brochures

and curriculum pians assisted in finding answers to the following research question:

. What provision is made for young Gifted children in Singapore and what are

the roles of the Policy Maker and teachers of Gifted Education in Singapore?

The information gathered from the policy maker, teachers and children
through interviews and the construction of a *Me’ box by the children,

assisted in answering the following question:

. What are the attitudes and opinions of teachers and children of current Gifted

Education provision in Singapore?
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4.6 Limitations

According to Bumns (2000), there arc advantages to parlicipant observation,
especially since it is one of the central data gathering techniques of qualitative
research. However, time constraints did not permit direct observations of teachers or
children in their natural settings. Hence, following on the suggestion made by Burns
(2000), open-ended interviewing was used to draw out information, beliefs and

opinions fro:n the participants.

Following data collection and analysis in Singapore, the researcher returned
to Perth. This meant that any follow up interviews to gain further information had to
be obtained by electronic mail or telephone rather than in a face-to-face situation,

which may have detracted from the richness of data collection.

4.7 Ethical Considerations

Before the commencement of this research, an ethics clearance form was
completed and consent obtained from Edith Cowan University’s Ethics Comrmittee.
The Ministry of Education in Singapore was fully informed of all aspects of the study
and written approval was obtained from them. All the participants in this research
signed consent forms and took part on a strictly voluntary basis. Confidentiality and

protection of their rights was assured and observed in the research.

4.8 Summary

This chapter was divided into seven subsections that listed the target
population; described the design of the study; instrumentation; procedure employed;
data analysis; the limitations of the study and ethical considerations. The following

chapter will present and discuss the results in detail.
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CHAPTER FIVE.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
This chapter prescnts and discusses the results gathered during the study. In
this chapter the three rcsearch questions are addressed separately. The information
was obtained through triangulation using the methods of semi-structured interviews,
guiding interview schedules/ questions, document reviews, audio recording and other
supplementary techniques as recommended by several researchers to ensure accuracy

and improve intemal validity (Guba, 1978; Jick, 1983; Van Maanan, 1983).

The data obtained provided a systematic framework that assisted the
researcher in developing an understanding of the current primary 4 Gifted Education
Program in Singapore; provisions available for young Gifted children in Singapore;
the roles of the Policy Maker and teachers of Gifted Education in Singapore; and the
attitudes and opinions of teachers and children of current Gifted Education provision

in Singapore.

Vygotsky’s theoretical framework was very useful in designing the
conceptual framework for this study. It directly relates to the research questions,
which focus on developing the zone of proximal developnent of the exceptionally
able children through more competent peers and instruction from more competent
teachers. The experiences that the gifted children receive from school, from their
homes and from society, all play an important part in their cognitive, emotional and
psychological development. The policy maker’s and teachers’ views, attitudes and
behaviours play an important role in the provision of an efficient Gifted Education
Program in Singapore and parent collaboration is desirable to enable a smooth flow
of the program. Knowledge of the exceptionally able children’s attitudes and
opinions of the current Gifted Education provision in Singapore is necessary to
determine its effectiveness in meeting the students’ individual needs and to give
voice to their expectations and opinions in order to determine areas that might need

to be further researched on a large scale.

Data were collected from three GEP schools: SCH-A (Co-ed), SCH-B (Girls)
and SCH-C (Co-ed). Six teachers and six students agreed to share their experiences,

observations and perceptions, and explained issues they faced and problems they
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encountered in relation to the current Gifted Education Program in Singapore. It is
hoped that these teachers’ and students’ voices will inform, generate ideas and
reassure other gifted children and their parents and teachers about unique needs. As
in any case study research, it is up to the rcaders to determine if any of the ideas

presented in this study are generalisable to their children or situation (Haensly, 2001).

The first part of the interview schedule collected background information on
the subjects to provide a profile of them (e.g. age, gender, nationality, qualifications,
languages spoken). The second part of the interview schedule directly probed the
roles of the policy maker and teachers and their perceptions of the current primary 4
gifted education program in Singapore. This chapter also reports the children’s
experiences before and after identification and their attitudes and perceptions towards
the current primary 4 gifted education program in Singapore in their own words from
the interviews and from their reflections in their ‘Me’ boxes (Appendix 8 —
Children’s ‘Me’ Boxes). The children were given templates of the ‘Me’ boxes and
were given some ideas as to the possible headings that they could include in their
‘Me’ boxes. The participants® own words have been used as a means to clearly
represent each participant’s voice and to highlight the differences and simnilarities

between their beliefs and perceptions of the current GEP.

5.1 Profile of Policy Maker

5.1.1 Background Information

Razak (pseudonym used), 35 years old is a Singaporean who speaks English
and Malay. He began his career in gifted education in 1997 with the completion of a
Masters in Mathematics. He has been an Assistant Director in the Gifted Education

Branch of the Ministry of Education for three years.

5.2 Profile of Teachers

The teachers who taught in the three GEP schools differed in their
qualifications and years of teaching experience. To maintain confidentiality and

anonymity, each participant is referred to by a code.
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5.2.1 Background Information

5.2.1.1 (TA-1) Teacher from SCH-A

TA-1, 38 years old, is a Singaporean who speaks English and Mandarin. She
has had 12 years’ teaching experience in gifted education with ‘A’ Levels as her
highest educational qualification. She is a Civics and Moral Education (CME) Co-
ordinator and has been in that position for a year. Her experience and interest is
mainly in social studies, CME and Individualised Research Study (IRS). She had
been invited and trained to become a teacher in the GEP program by the Gifted

Education Branch, MOE in Singapore.

5.2.1.2 (TA-2) Teacher from SCH-A

TA-2, 44 years old, is a Singaporean who speaks in English and Mandarin.
With 2 years’ teaching experience in gifted education, she holds a Bachelor of
Education degree. TA-2 is a Mother Tongue — Chinese Language teacher and has
been in that position for two years. Her experience and interest is mainly in teaching
Chinese and providing counselling. She was also invited and trained to become a

teacher in the GEP program by the Gifted Education Branch, MOE in Singapore.

5.2.1.3 (TB-3) Teacher from SCH-B

A Singaporean, TB-3 is 29 years’ old and speaks English and Mandarin. With
2'/, years' teaching experience in gifted education, her highest educational
- qualification is ‘A’ Levels. She is a Mother Tongue - Chinese Language teacher and
has been in that position for two years. Recommended by her lecturer from the
National Institute of Education, TB-3 was interviewed and observed for the position.
She also received some training at Hwa Chong Secondary School which lasted for 3
to 4 days. In addition, the Gifted Education Branch also provided training before TB-

3 became a teacher in the Gifted Education Program.

5.2.1.4 (TB-4) Teacher from SCH-B

TB-4, 28 years old, is a Singaporean who speaks English, Mandarin and
Indonesian, With 1 year and 7 months’ teaching experience in gifted education, she

holds a Bachelor of Arts degree in Linguistics. An Education Officer, TB-4 has been
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in that position for four years. Her expericnce and interest lie mainly in teaching
English. She was interviewed by the Gifted Education Branch, MOE in Singapore

and received an initial training of | week by the Teachers’ Network.

3.2.1.5 (TC-5) Teacher from SCH-C

TC-5, 27 years old, is a Singaporesn who speaks in English, Mandarin and
Hokkien. With one years’ teaching experience in gifted education, she holds a
Bachelor’s Degree. A Social Studies Teacher, TC-5 has been in that position for four
years. Her experience and interest lies mainly in teaching Social Studies, Physical
Education, Music and Art. TC-5 was interviewed and observed while teaching by the
Gifted Education Branch, MOE in Singapore and also received 1 weeks’ initial

training by the Teachers’ Network,

5.2.1.6 (T'C-6) Teacher from SCH-C

TC-6, 29 years old, is a Singaporean who speaks English and Mandarin. With
three years’ teaching experience in gifted education, she holds a Bachelor’s Degree in
Mathematics. Her experience and interest lies mainly in Mathematics, which she has
taught for 4 years. Recommended by one of her lecturers from NIE, TC-6 was
interviewed and trained by the Gifted Education Branch, MOE in Singapore, in

addition to receiving 1 weeks’ initial training by the Teachers’ Network.

Table 2.

Summary Profile of Teachers

Code  Gender Age School Comments

TA-1 Female 38yrs SCH-A 12 years’ teaching experience in gifted
education. Highest educational qualification —
‘A’ Levels. Civics and Moral Education
(CME) Co-ordinator. Interest — social studies,
CME and IRS. Joined through invitation.

TA-2 Female 44yrs SCH-A 2 years’ teaching experience in gifted
education. Bachelor of Education degree.
Mother Tongue — Chinese Language teacher.
Interest — Teaching Chinese and counselling,
Joined through invitation,
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TB-3  Female 29yrs SCH-B 2!/, years teaching experience in gifted
education. Highest educational qualification —
‘A’ Levels. Mother Tongue — Chinese
Language teacher. Recommended by lecturer
from National Institute of Education.

TB-4  Female 28yrs SCH-B 1 yearand 7 months’ teaching expericnce in
gifted education. Bachelor of Arts in
Linguistics. Education Officer for four years.
Interest — teaching English. Interviewed by the
Gifted Education Branch, MOE in Singapore.

TC-5 Female 27yrs SCH-C  One years’ teaching experience in gifted
education. Bachelor’s Degree. Social Studies
Teacher. Interest in Social Studies, Physical
Education, Music and Art,

TC-6 Female 29yrs SCH-C Three years’ teaching experience in gifted
education. Bachelor’s Degree in Mathematics.
Mathematics teacher. Interest — teaching
Mathematics. Recommended by one of her
lecturers from NIE and was interviewed.

5.3 Profile of Pupils
5.3.1 Background Information

5.3.1.1 (PA-1) Pupil from SCH-A

PA-1, 10 years old, is a Singaporean who speaks Mandarin and English. He
was previously in a mainstream school and upon receiving a letter from his principal
indicating an offer of a place in the Gifted Education Program, joined this school. His
interest is in collecting coins, working on mathematics quizzes and playing chess. He
is a member of his school chess club and enjoys working on challenging
mathematical sums. His favourite pastime is to surf the net. He elaborated:

“I like to explore the net to gather more information about anything

that the teacher asks us 1o check. The Internet is an ocean with heaps
and heaps of information.”

He enjoys reading and loves to read fiction books. He explained during the

interview;
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“It's like you enter the world of fantasy and you can get away from
the real world, away from the facts of the world.”

Roald Dahl used to be his favourite author but he mentioned that he did not

have any favourite authors now.

Being the second child of his family, PA-1 has an older sister and a younger
sister. He mentioned that his parents were separated and that he lives with his mother
- and his two sisters. His father visits them during the weekends. He appeared to have
| a close relationship with his older sister and stated:

“My older sister is 15 years old and makes jokes and plays chess

with me. She is fun to be with and helps with my schoolwork when I

have a problem. She was offered a place in the GEP after her PSLE.
She is in the secondary program.”

He did not seem to be very fond of his younger sister who is six years old, for
when he was questioned about what he disliked most, he stated:
“I hate my younger sister. She is always disturbing me and is very

childish. She can be a real nuisance at times when I'm trying to
concentrate on my work.”

He spoke and wrote of his feelings about the expectations of his families,
relatives and friends in relation to his grades and education with much concem
during the interview session and in his reflection in the ‘Me’ box he created. He
stated during the interview:

“My mother expects me to do well in all my work and has very high

expectations of me. I think it’s ok, for she also expects that from nty
sister.”

He wrote in the ‘Me’ box:

“My mother and sister have high expectations and it is good and bad.
Worries me at times because I don't want to disappoint them. They
love me a lot.”

He also mentioned during the interview:

“My sister says that if I worked hard I could easily be the top student
in Singapore. So, I'm working towards that goal.”

In addition to his family, friends and teachers have high expectations of him

too, as indicated in his writing in the ‘Me’ box:
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“They expect me to be the top student.”

He also stated during the interview that his friends believed very strongly that

he would “definitely be one of the top students in Singapore for the PSLE exam.”

When questioned about his feelings of being faced with such high
expectations, he said with a smile, “it is good and bad” and added:
“Well, it's good in a way for it gives me the drive to work hard and

sometimes it’s a bit of a pressure that I might disappoint my mother
and my sister.”

During the interview, he mentioned that his most frightening thought is the
“fear of disappointing his mother” if he is not “one of the top ten students of the
PSLE” and it is reflected in his writing in the ‘Me’ box as well. He has also written

that he is worried about losing his mother in an accident,

When questioned if he was attending any tuition or special classes in addition
to the GEP, he shook his head and said that presently he did not have any and that he
used 1~ go to a private centre that provided mathematics enrichment programs. He

elaborated:

“I used to go to the Abacus program when [ was in the former school
because I was bored in my maths class. Yes, [ enjoyed the program.”

In his ‘Me’ box reflections, PA-1 wrote about his strengths as being very
good at solving maths quizzes and problems and being good at playing chess. He has

also written that he is a fast reader and that he is good at computer programming.
He wrote of his weaknesses in the ‘Me’ box as:

“Not good at Chinese and Science and must work harder at night
too.”

He explained during the interview that he felt that he was rather weak in his
Chinese and Science subjects and that he should stay up late at night to revise these
two subjects. However, he admitted that he got tired easily and could not stay up as

late as some of his classmates and considered this to be a weakness.

When selected into the program, PA-1 was excited and could not believe it.

He further expressed his feelings when selected as:
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“I kept asking myself why I was selected. I don't think that I'm special
or different. But 1 was very happy to learn that there were many
projects and challenging programs provided in the GEP, My sister
was very helpful when I first joined the program as she wds also
selected. "

He feels that he is very confident after being selected to be in this program.
He also feels that it is very challenging and that he has more friends in the program.
He acknowledged that he did not have any close friends before in the mainstream and
that he used to feel bored. He also mentioned that he did not like the teachers
repeating the same stuff, He feels more confident to ask questions in this program

and elaborates:

“The teachers understand me bester and they have more time for us
because it's a small class.”

5.3.1.2 (PA-2) Pupil from SCH-A

PA-2, 10 years old is a Singaporean who speaks Mandarin and English. She
was offered a place in the Gifted Education Program and transferred to the current
school since her previous school did not offer the Gifted Edueation Program. Her
interest is in playing the piano, playing Netball and reading storybooks. An avid

reader, she reads up to seven books a week. She elaborates:

“I love to read books, in fact I read books all the time whenever I get
the chance, during lunch, dinner, recess, at school, even in the toilet.
Sometimes I hide a storybook under my pillow before going to bed
and read it when everyone else is sleeping.” =

When questioned about having to hide her storybooks she explained:

“Oh, it's because my dad says that I spend too much time reading
storybooks and that I rush to finish my homework so that I can go
back to reading my storybooks.” .

PA-2 enjoys reading r=al life stories from the Reader’s Digest and mystery

books.

She lives with her parents and her older brother and describes her family
members as being very supportive of her in everything she does. She further

explained:

“Whenever I have a project, my dad teaches me ways to improve it
and my mom helps me find useful resources. My brother who is 16
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years old helps in the computer arew. He helps me to search for
information from the Internet. My dad also showed me how to do a
presentation using the computer.”

She also added that her parents werc very proud of her being selected to join

the GEP. She expiained:

“My parents expected my brother to get into the program too but he
was not selected. They were quite disappointed when my brother
missed out. They were very happy when [ received the offer letter.”

She also mentioned that her cousin was also offered a place in the GEP. She
found that it helped her to gain an idea of the program even before joining it. Her

relatives were very happy for her as well,

When probed about her feelings about the expectations of her family,
relatives and friends in relation to her grades and education, she explained that her

father was very understanding. She stated:

“My family, relatives and my friends all expect me to do very well in
the PSLE exam. They expect me to be one of the top students in
Singapore.”

This coincides with her reflection in the ‘Me’ box:

“All my relatives say that I'm very smart. They say that I'm special
and that I am really tulented. Everyone expects me to do very well in
my PSLE exam. My mother usually places very high expeciations. My
father is more understanding.”

She also wrote about her teachers’ and friends’ expectations of her:

“My teachers in the program are very encouraging. They expect me to
work hard and do my best. My friends expect me to be one of the top
students in my school.”

She shared her feelings about the expectations of her family in the following

manner:

“My mother always asks me to revise my work but I always prefer to
read story books instead of revising what I have aiready learnt in
class. I think :ny mother expects a lot more than my father. My father
wouldn’t mind too much if I didn’t do so well in the exam but my
mother will be heart broken. I don’t want 1o disappoint her. Yes, it is
a pressure especially with my relatives because my mother always
says that she won't be able to answer them if I didn't do well.”
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She elaborated that she liked her friends’ high cxpectations to a certain

extent;

“I like it because I don’t have to worry that I will be made fun of.”

She explained that she did not have any tuition classes and that she would
hate the idea of having one. She also added that she tricd not to think of the exams as
she just dreaded the thought of not doing well and stated that it was the most
frightening thought.

She also stated that she disliked homework and staying back after school for

meetings most. She felt that it gave her very little time to read books.

When questioned about how she felt about herself, PA-2 stated that her
friends thought that she was very friendly and added:

“I am a confident person when I know what the work is about, I feel
that I could do something to be more helpful to the society. Everyone
has something special about himself or herself. I haven’t discovered
mine yet.”

In her reflection in the ‘Me’ box, she has written about her self-expectations:

“I expect to do well in all my projects, schoolwork, tests, activities
etc.”

When selected into the program, PA-2 had mixed emotions. She felt sad to
leave some of her former friends from the mainstream school and felt very happy and
excited to be offered a place in the GEP. She also confided that she had not believed

it initially and that she had suspected that there must have been a mistake.

5.3.1.3 (PB-3) Pupil from SCH-B

PB-3, 9 years and 10 months old, is a Permanent Resident of Singapore, but
was born in Taiwan and speaks in Mandarin and English. She joined her current
school when she was offered a place in the Gifted Education Program. Her interests
lie in reading storybooks. She added:

“I love to read fiction type books and whatever I can get my hands on,
I don't have any particular favourite author. It’s very relaxing.”

She also enjoys tap dancing and modern dancing and she is learning to tap

dance at a dancing school close to home.
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Her father is an insurance agent and her mother is a lawyer, she spbke of her
siblings thus:

“My brother is six years old and my sister is four years old. My

brother and my sister are both very irritating and they always disturb

me when I'm busy with something. 1 like to read quietly and they often
make a lot of noise around me.”

When questioned about her family’s support with her schoolwork, PA-2
explained:

“My father and my mother are usually very busy. My father will help
with my schoolwork if  have a problem.,”

PA-2 loves her grandmother a lot and enjoys sharing jokes and discussing

stories that she wrote.

When probed about her feelings about the expectations of her family,

relatives and friends in relation to her grades and education, she stated:

“My father always says that I should do my best and if I have done my
very best then 1 should not worry about my results, it doesn't matter
what I get. The most important thing is that I did my best. But my
mother expects e to get very good grades.”

She also stated that she had private tuition at home twice a week and that she
disliked it, since it gave her very little time to relax after completing her schoolwork
and her tuition homework. She had spoken to her mother about her dislike but said
that her mother insisted that she should have the private tuition so that she will be
able to compete with the other students in the GEP and do well in her exams. She
added:

“I think my mother and my grandmother expect a lot from me."”
Similar feelings are also reflected in her writings in the ‘Me’ box.

She had also written that her mother expected her “to be studying or doing

homework all the time" and that she hated it.

Her most frightening thought was to disappoint her mother if she got low

grades in her exams.
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She also wrote in her ‘Me’ box that she was worried about her Chinese and
Mathematics exams and about having to sit for such difficult exams in the program

when she was going to sit for the same exarmns as the other mainstream students.

On the whole, she felt that her father, her friends and teachers from the GEP

were more understanding and that they did not préssurisc her.

She also mentioned that she felt confident when she was “around older
people or with friends from the Gifted Education Program.” She confided that she
usually became “rather quiet” when she was “around very young kids.” She

explained:
“I feel that they irritate me a lot.”

She wrote in her ‘Me’ box that her strengths were being able to “dance well”,
being “very friendly” and being “talented in acting.” She wrote that her weakness
wasbeing “poor in Chinese” and not being good at Mathematics and feels that she

cannot understand some of the problems.

She also wrote in her ‘Me’ box that she expects her friends to “be loyal and
sruthful” and “be supportive” and understanding. She wrote that she expected her
mother to “nof push” her and to allow her to do what she wanted to do and not force

her wishes.

When selected into the program, PB-3 was overjoyed to learn that of all the
students in her former school, she was “the only one to be selected.” She said that
she felt sad to leave some of her former classmates. She said that her mother was

very proud of her and that her father was pleased about the offer. She elaborated:

“We went out to eat at a fancy restaurant for dinner. We didn’t call
my relatives straightaway because none of my cousins got into the
program and my mom felt that they might feel jealous about it.”

Smiling, she said that she called her grandmother and told her about it when
she returned that night and that her grandmother was very proud and happy for her.
She explained that her grandmother advised her to take up the offer immediately and

that it was “a once in a life time chance.”
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5.3.1.4 (PB-4) Pupil from SCH-B

PB-4, 9 years and 8 months old, is a Singaporean who speaks Mandarin and
English. On being offered a place in the Gifted Education Program she joined the
current school. Her interests are playing basketball, badminton, drawing and reading

detective storybooks. She elaborated:

“I enjoy reading a lot. Love to read detective books because 1 want to
be a detective or join the police force when I grow up. I love to read
Caroline Keen's books.”

She has a younger sister who is in Nursery and said that she was “quite
annoying” and that she was always disturbing her when she was trying to study or
work quietly. Her mother helped her with schoolwork. Her father encouraged her to
play sport. Her favourite pastime was to play basketball with her father during the

weekends. Stie elaborated;

“It's really fun 10 play with my dad and | always look forward to the
weekends to play with him for it gives me some time to be with my dad
alone.”

She also talked of her feelings about her parents’ expectations in rclation to
her grades and education. She explained that her father never pressurised her in any
way and that it was her mother who checked her “schoolwork, test papers and report
cards.” She stated that her mother followed her grades carefully to monitor her

performance in the GEP. She elaborated:
“My mother wants me to go to one of the top schools in Singapore for
my secondary education. I have tuition at home three times a week for
maths, science and Chinese. My mother says that it is a must and that
there’s no question about it. 1 find that it takes up ost of my time and
that I have too much work to do from school and from tuition. I wish
that I didn’t have itions. Sometimes I wish that my mother did not
have such high expectations because I don’t want to disappoint her if
Ididn’t get into one of the top schools in Singapore after PSLE.”
Similar feelings to the ones mentioned above have been reflected in her ‘Me’
box writings that her father “says to take it casy” and that her mother wants her to

“do well for PSLE.”

She expressed that some of her {riends from the mainstream school also

expect her to be one of the top students in Singapore for PSLE. She shared:
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“I wish that they wouldn't say that because I don't like such high
expectations from them and I just want them to treat me in the same
manner as they treat my other friends.”

She talked of her friends’ expectations from the GEP:

“My friends in the program don't place such high expectations on me,
they seem to understand how I feel for I think they are also going
through the same problem with their family and friends.”

Similar feelings have been expressed of her friends’ expectations from both

the mainstream school and the GEP.

Her most frightening thought was “not getting into one of the top secondary

schools after PSLE.” She explained:

“That would really crush wmy mother’s hopes and she’ll be so
disappointed. I don't know how I'll be able to face her if I fatled to get
into one of the top schools. She’s sure that I will do very well in my
PSLE.”

The writings in her *Me’ box reveal that she is concerned that her “parents
should be proud” of her, that the “world should be a safer place to live” and that

“there should be no crimes in the world.”

She has also written that her strengths are that she is an “easy-going,
confident and friendly” person and that she is “good at many games, drawing and

writing poems.”
Her writings are similar to those mentioned during the interview:

“I feel very confident about myself especially after being selected into
this program. Yes, I think I am special in the sense that I can draw
very well and can write poems.”

Her writings reveal that her weakness is being “very poor” in Chinese and
not being able to “remember all the characters”, not liking it and finding it to be
“100 boring.” She also mentioned during the interview that she disliked “Chinese
homework” because it was “too time consuming” and that it made her feel very tired.
She also feels that it is a waste of time and elaborates:

“There are so many other useful things that I could be doing. My
mother makes the situation worse by forcing me to complete it first.”
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She was ecstatic when her mother informed her of being offered a place in
the GEP and thought that her mother was kidding when she first told her. Her father

was also surprised. She elaborated:

“My mother received a phone call first from my principal before
receiving the offer letter so [ couldn't believe it till I actually saw the
offer letter and was full of joy when I saw it. My grandmother was
very happy and she always expects a lot from me."”

With a big smile, PB4 said that her proud father who had promised a video
camera before the selection test bought one for her after receiving the news of her

offer.

5.3.1.5 (PC-5) Pupil from SCH-C

PC-5, 10 years old, is a Singaporean who speaks Mandarin, Hokkien and
English. He was offered a place in the Gifted Education Program and did not have to
transfer to a different school since his school offered the Gifted Education Program.
His interests are in playing computer games, chess and reading books. A very good
chess player, he has taken part in many chess competitions. He elaborated that

playing chess was his favourite pastime:

“I enjoy playing chess the most, especially when I have just finished
my homework. It gives me a kind of refreshing feeling.”

Fantasy books interest him most. He explained:

“I like fantasy books as there are many unexpected events in the story
and as you read more, you can’t seem to stop. My favourite author is

LI

J.K. Rowling, the author of ‘Harry Potter’.

He has a four-year-old brother and feels that “he is not very fun to be with.”
He elaborated:

“He is always crying and likes to disturb me all the time.”

His parents provided assistance with his schoolwork only when necessary and
they always made sure that he had made an attempt to do it himself first on his own.
His parents never pressurised him in any way and they always encouraged him to

make an attempt first and to try his best. He spoke of his friends:

“They are ok. They are fun to be with and we seldom talk about
exams.”
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He was deeply concerned about various “problems around the world”, the
PSLE being an “unfair system”, exams and Chinese being “very difficult” as
reflected in his writing in the ‘Me’ box. He also mentioned during the interview that
his most frightening thought was that the world was “coming to an end soon with

global warming, flooding, ozone depletion, pollution and famine.”
He distikes homework given during Chinese classes and explained:

“] feel that it is a total waste of time when you could do something
niore useful, It’s very difficult to remember all the characters and very
time consuming. We don't need it really to solve the many problems of
the world. 1 find it rather irritating at times.”

When questioned about how he felt about himself, PC-5 stated:

“Well, I know I am not so good at my studies, but I feel that even if
don't do well in my studies, it doesn't mean that I'm stupid. I think I
know a lot of stuff but don’t know how to do well in the exams. [ know
a lot more than many of my previous classmates and friends and feel
confident about myself for that.”

He believes very strongly that he is special since he is very good at playing

chess and because he does not lose his temper easily.

He also wrote in his ‘Me’ box that he is “confident, friendly, easy-going,
popular and proud.” His writing also reveals that he expects himself to be “loyal to

the country” and to “strive for the best and to believe that he can do it.”

He confided that when he first learnt that he had been offered a place
in the GEP he was “really shocked and couldn't believe i1.” He
admitted that he “didn’t feel sad or nervous” since he “did not have
to move to a new school” as his school offered the GEP.

5.3.1.6 (PC-6) Pupil from SCH-C

PC-6, 10 years old, is a Singaporean who speaks Mandarin and English. He
was offered a place in the Gifted Education Program and transferred to the current
school, as his previous school did not offer the Gifted Education Program. His
interests are in cycling, collecting stamps, roller-blading and reading books. He
enjoys reading various magazines such as “The Times Magazine, Reader’s Digest

and the National Geographic.”
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He elaborates:

“It helps to explore the werld and learn about new inventions and
learn more abowt the latest world issues.”

Cycling was his favourite pastime:

“It feels like escaping all the troubles of the world when I cycle fast
with the wind blowing.”

PC-6 lives with his parents and two sisters, one older and one younger. He
admits that he prefers to hang around with his older sister who is 15 years old and

says that “she is cool.” He further explained:

“She is very good with the computers. She wants to be a programmer.
She was also selected for the Gifted Education Program when she did
her PSLE.”

His sister also assisted him with his schoolwork when he encountered any
difficulties. He talked of his younger sister:
“I play with my younger sister sometimes who is 5 years old, but she

can be very irritating at times. She always messes my things up and
likes to draw on my work that makes me so mad. She is very babyish.”

When probed about his feelings about the expectations of his family, relatives
and friends in relation to his grades and education, PC-6 appeared to worry that his
parents and relatives had very high expectations of him. He also mentioned:

“My sister did very well when she sat for the PSLE exam and I must

do just as well or even better than how she did. My parents say that 1

can do it and that I have the capacity to do it. I don’t know, sometimes
1 get very worried that I might let them all down.”

Despite his dislike of tuition, he receives tuition for Chinese and Science. He

elaborated:

“Idon’t like it but it can’t be helped. My parents feel that I need it so
that I will be able to do well in the exams.”

Similarly, he wrote in his ‘Me’ box that everyone had high expectations of
him and that he was worried about it. He also wrote that he did not want to

disappoint his parents.

He felt that his friends in the program were the only ones who actually

understood him. He also added:
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“My friends don'ts put any pressure on me by having high
expectations.”

He confided that the most frightening thought for him was the thought of
failing his exams and also stated that he disliked exams and feared forgetting

everything he had learnt just before sitting for an exam,
He feels that he “is a little proud.” He explained:

“I don't like to hang around with my former classmates. | feel like [
don't have much to say to them and they say that I am very proud
since I joined this program.”

He also believes that he is special and elaborated:

“I'm special in that I can remember things very easily compared to
my classinates in this program and my former classmates. I can
remember almost exactly what the teacher said during the class. I feel
confident about myself But I can’t remember all the Chinese
characters and that’s why I find it very difficult to cope in my Chinese
class.”

He also admitted being surprised when receiving the offer to join the GEP:

“I couldn't believe it and was thrilled at the thought of going into the
gifted program even though I didn’t really know a lot about it.”

He also explained that his parents were very proud of him and that they

shared the good news with all their friends and relatives immediately. He also added:

“I received many calls congratulating me from friends and relatives.”

He wrote in the ‘Me’ box that he was confident, friendly, hardworking, an
avid reader and that he knew how to play many games. He also wrote that he was
weak in Chinese and that he did not like the music classes in the GEP as he found

them boring.
He also wrote about his expectations of others:

“Parents should not pressurise their children. Teachers should
always be facilitators and not robots.”

His writings revealed that he felt that his role as a classmate was “fo be
helpful and understanding towards others’ feelings.” He also wrote that his role in

school was to “uphold his school’s name.” He felt that his role at home was to make
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his “parents proud of him” and his role in the society was to “make it a better

place.”

Table 2.

Summary Profile of Pupils

Code  Gender Age School Comments

PA-1 Male 10yrs SCH-A From a different school. Interests —
collecting coins, working on mathematics
quizzes; reading books and playing chess.
Member of school chess club.

PA-2 Female 10yrs SCH-A From a different school. Interest — playing
the piano, netball and reading storybooks.

PB-3  Female 9 yrs SCH-B From a different school. Interest — reading
10 mths storybooks, tap dancing and modern
dancing.

PB-4 Female 9yrs SCH-B From a different school. Interest — playing
8 mths basketball, badminton, drawing and reading
detective storybooks.

PC-5 Male 10yrs SCH-C Same school. Interest — playing computer
games, chess and reading books.

PC-6  Male 10yrs SCH-C From a different school. Interest — cycling,
collecting stamps, roller-blading and reading
books.

In summary, five of the six students had previously attended mainstream
schools and all were pleased and excited to be chosen to be included in the GEP.
Whilst there was variation in their interests, all mentioned the enjoyment they
derived from reading. Five of the six students found younger children irritating and
all felt under pressure to excel academically due to the high expectations of their

parents and/or others.

5.4 Summary of the six students’ ‘Me’ box writings

The writings of the children were categorised into the following groups:

Experiences prior to identification (Figure 4), Experiences since Identification
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(Figure 5), Expectations of students by others (Figure 6), Self Expectations (Figure
7), Students’ expectations of their teachers’, their parents’ and their friends’ roles
(Figure 8), Self Image: Strengths and Weaknesses (Figure 9) and Concerns (Figure
10).

Experiences prior to identification

PA-1:

Hated pre-scheol and
primary school
experiences.

Felt unhappy and lonely
there.

Students were very
mean, called names and
said that he was
complicated including
some {eachers.

Lessons were very
boring, unchallenging,
not molivating.

PA-2:

Did not have many
friends and played with
clay or read books in pre
school,

Favourite teacher -
English teacher.

Eelt lonely and left out
in former primary
school.

Classmates made fun.
Boys were horrible,
mean and passed unkind

PB-3:

Did not cnjoy going to
preschool.

Felt miserable and
unhappy.

Was taught by mother at
home.

Not many pleasant
memories of former
primary school.
Bullied and picked on
by boys.

Lessons were boring.
Only one goad friend.

|
PB-4:
Not many pood friends.
Strict teachers and
boring lessons.

remarks,

PC-5:

Fewer [riends in
preschool and felt that
they were childish.

Many friends in primary
scheol (1-3).

Work was boring,

I
PC-6:
Liked English and Art
icachers.
No pleasant memories
from former primary
school.
Felt lonely at times and
did not have many
friends.
Cannot remember any
friends lrom pre-school.
Classmates were mean
in former primary
school.

Figure 4. 'Me' Boxes - Experiences prior to identification

5.4.1 Summary of Experiences prior to Identification

It may be seen from Figure 4 that all students reported having disliked their
previous schools and feeling unhappy or lonely. Four of the six students also

mentioned finding the schoolwork boring,
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Experiences since identification

PA-1:

Great schoot with
challenging lessons.
Variety of teaching
methods used.
Kind, patient and

understanding teachers.

Friendly and
understanding friends.

PA-2;

Do not have te put up
with unkind remarks.
Friendly and
understanding teachers.
Daes not have io
pretend to not know the
answers,

Proud (o do well in this
program.

PB-3:

Pasitive- More
individual attention
given by teachers.
Negative-Tee much
homework given for
Chinese.

Physical Education
classes and Art classes
lack creativity.

I
PB-4:
Many pleasant
experiences.
Many new friends.
Friendly atmosphere,

l
PC-5:
Pleasant, challenging,
stimulating, motivating,
thrilling and fun.

l
PC-6:
Teachers: Fun,
challenging and more
intetligent,
Peers: Fricndly,
understanding and
smart.
Lessons: More
intercsting, enriching
with variety and
interesting ficldtrips.

Figure 5, 'Me' Boxes - Experiences since identification

5.4.2 Summary of Experiences since Identification

In contrast to their previous schooling all the students now expressed
satisfaction with school, citing new friends, interesting lessons and understanding

teachers among reasons for their satisfaction.
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Expcclations of students by others

PA-L;

Both his mother and
sister have high
expectalions.

Feels that it is good and
bad.

Worrics about
disappointing them.
Friends and teachers
have high expectations
as well.

They expect him to be
the top student.

PA-2:

All her relatives say that
she is very sman,
talented and special.
Everyone expecis her to
do weil in the PSLE,
Mother has high
expectations, father is
more understanding.
Teachers expect her to
work hard and do her
best and friends expeet
her to be one of the top
students in her school.

PB-3:

Parents and relatives
expect her to do very
well (especially her
mother and
grandmother).

Dislikes the fact that she
is always expected to be
studying or doing her
homework at all imes.
Friends in the program
do not pressurize her.

|
PB-4:
Father says to take it
easy.
Mother wants her to do
weli (or PSLE.
Mainstream friends
expect her to be one of
the top Stngaporean
student.
GEP (riends do not have
such high expectations.
They are more
understanding.

PC-5:
No expectations from
others.

l
PC-6:
High expectations from
everyone.
Causes him to worry for
he does not want to
disappoint his parents,

Figure 6. 'Me' Boxes - Expectations of students by others

5.4.3 Summary Expectations of Students by others

A major concemn for all the students except for PC-5 appears to be that that
they are constantly surrounded by high expectations from others which causes them

to worry about not meeting their parents’ expectations (Figure 6).
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Self Expectations

everything she does.
To be active and
participate in all
activitics
enthusiastically.

himself.

Should be loyal to his
country.

Should strive for the
best.

PA-1: PA-2: PB-3:
Must be the best in Expects to do well in all (Did not write any
everyihing and compete her projects, comments)
with peers in a friendly schoolwark, [ests,
manner. exams, activities and so
Uphold sehool's name on.
and be one of the top Should make her parents
students in Singapore proud of her and never
for the PSLE, hide anything from
Become 2 woild famous them.
civil engineer, Should be grateful to her
Help the poor people teachers.
and control child labour. Should respect all races.
Must respect all races.
I |
PB-4; PC-5: PC-6:
To be the best in Does not pressurize His role at home is to

make his parents proud
of him.

His role as a ciassmate
is to be helpfut and
understanding towards
others' feelings.
Expects to uphold his
school’s name.

His role in society is 10
make it a better place.

Figure 7. 'Me’ Boxes - Self Expectations |

5.4.4 Summary of Self Expectations

Four of the six students appear to set high standards for themselves and
expect to be the best in everything they do. It may be seen from Figure 7 that the
students expect themselves to respect all races, uphold the school’s name and ensure

that their parents are always proud of them.



Students’ expectations of their
teachers’, their parents’ and thetr
friends’ roles

PA-1:

Expects teachers to be
facilitators, kind and
understanding.

Be well preparced and
conduct research prior to
presenting lessons,
Parents should be
responsible and attentive
and should be more
carng, tolerant and
patient towards each
other,

PA-2:

Expecets Icachers o
facilitate leaming for all
children and make them
feel welcome and equal.
Expects friends to have
friendly competitions
among themselves.
Expects friends (o be
loyal to one another.

PB-3:

Expects teachers to
provide interesting, fun
activities and be
approachable, creative
and provide ample
hands-on experiences.
Friends should be loyal,
truthful, supporive and
understanding.

Expects her parents Lo
not push her and to
allow her to do what she

wants.

I I [
PB4 PC-5: PC-6:
Expects teachers 1o Expects family to trust Expects parents to not
know their work well. him and understand his pressurize.
Feels that parents should feelings, Expects teachers to be
nol be very pushy. Expects teachers to facilitators and not be
Expects friends to like know their “stuff” “robots™,

her for who she is and
that they should be
understanding.

before teaching and that
they should encourage
risk-taking.

Figure 8. 'Me’ Boxes - Students’ Expectations of their teachers’, their parents’
and their friends’ rofes

5.4.5 Summary of Students’ Expectations of their Teachers’, their Parents’ and
their Friends’ Roles

Béing a facilitator and being confident and well prepared appears to be the
main expectations of the students of their teachers. The students also appear to expect
teachers to possess other qualities such as being kind, understanding, fair in their
treatment of children, interesting in their teaching methods, and approachable. Three

of the students appear to feel that parents should not push them their children too
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much. Friends are expected by most students to be loyal, supportive, understanding

and to engage in friendly competitions.

Scli-image
Strengths and weaknesses

PA-1:

Strengths:

Excellent problem
solving skills and is very
good at playing chess.
Avid reader and good
with computer
programming.
Weaknesses:

Feels that he needs to
improve in his Chinese
and Setence subjects and
that he should werk
harder at night as well,

PA-2;

Strenpths:

Avid reader, plays the
piano well and started to
read and play the piano
from the age of 3
{according to mother).
Weaknesses:

Chinese, hates 1o do
homework and dislikes
doing anything other
than reading storybooks.
Considers revising as a
waste of time,

PB-3:

Strengths:

Can dance and act well,
Fecls that she is tafented
in acting.

Is very fricndly.
Weaknesses:

Constders herself 1o be
poor in Chinese and not
very good at
Mathematics.

Finds it difficult to
understand seme the
mathematics problems,

l

|
PB-4:
Strengths:;
Her easy-going nature,
friendliness and
confidence.
Good at playing several
games, draws well and
writes poems.
Weaknesses:
Feels that Chinese is her
main weaknesses and
finds it dif ficult to
remember all the
characters.

PC-5;

Strengths:

Confidence,
fiendliness, easy-geing
nature and popularity.
Weakness

Proud nature,

PC-6:

Strengths:

Conlflidence and
friendliness.
Hardworking character,
Avid reader and knows
how to play several
games,

Weaknesses:

Chinese,

Does nol like Music
classes and finds them
boring.

Figure 9. 'Me' Boxes - Self-image: Strengths and Weaknesses

5.4.6 Summary of Self-image: Strengths and Weaknesses

All the students appear to be aware of their strengths and being avid readers

appear to be one of their main strengths for three of the students and it appears that

for five of the students, Chinese seems to be their main weakness.

66



Concems

PA-1.

Concernad about the
problems in the world.
Wormried about not doing
well enough for the
PSLE.

Worried about losing his
mother in an accident.

PA-2:

Concemed about the
PSLE and hopes to get
into one of the top
secandary schools in
Singapore.

Concerned about world
issues such as war,
hunger and diseases,
Concemed abaut how
Singapore is going to
survive with no natural
resources.,

PB-3.

Is especially waicd
about her Chinese and
Mathemalics exams.

Is concemed about
having to sit for the
same exam as the
mainstream students for
PSLE.

l
PB-4;
Feels that her parents
should be proud of her.
Concemed about the
crimes taking place in
the world.
Wants the world tobe a
safer place to live in.

T
PC-5:

Concemed about exams
and finds them very
difficul:.

Concerned about
Chinese being very
difficult,

Concerned about PSLE
feels that it is an unfair
system.

Concemed abaut the
problems around the
world.

PC-6;
{Did not write any
comments)

Figure 10. 'Me’ Boxes — Concerns

5.4.7 Summary of Concerns

The major concern of these gifted informants is doing well in the PSLE. Four

of the six students also expressed concemn over world issues (Figure 10).
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5.5 Research Question 1:
What Pravision is made for Young Gifted Children in Singapore?

5.5.1 Gifted Children’s Piimary Needs

Essentially gifted children have two primary needs. The first need is to feel
comfortable with themselves and with the differences that concurrently open
potential and create complexity. The second need is to develop their {ull potential.
Gifted children have a strong intemal drive to develop their individual abilities
(Tolan, 1990). Several rescarchers indicate that a vast majority of gifted children
receive most of their education in regular classroom settings (Cox, Daniel & Boston,
1985). Unfortunately, research also tells us that often instruction provided in the
regular classroom setting does not cater to the gifted children’s individual and unique
needs (Archambault, Westberg, Brown, Hallmark, Zhang. & Emmons 1993; Cox,
Daniel, & Boston 1985; Westberg, Archambault, Dobyns, & Salvin 1993). Therefore,
leaving gifted students in regular settings is putting them at risk of failing to achieve
their full potential (Parke, 1992). Indeed, rescarch reveals that several gified students’
achievements are far below their expected level in the reguiar classroom setting

(Ness & Latessa, 1979).

Hence, the challenge for policy makers, educators and parents of gifted
children in Singapcre is twofold. Firstly, Singapore’s gifted and talented young
children must have a full service education as suggested by Parke (1992) if they are
expected to flourish in the way in which they are capable. Secondly, it is essential
that Singapore’s young gifted children be provided with educational experiences that
are challenging and appropriate to their unique individual needs and achievement
levels. Hence, it is very important {o investigate the current provisions available for

young gifted children in Singapore.

5.5.2 Significance

It is essential that parents and educators work together in order to achieve
healthy emotional as well as intellectual growth of the gifted child. However, in order

for these children to fully benefit from this combined effort, it is important that
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parents be aware of the provision made for young gifted children in Singapore and

the expectations and goals of the Gifted Education Program.

Indeed, as mentioned earlier in chapter one, it is essential that there be
congruence of expectations so that children are given appropriate guidance, to
maximise their chances of fulfilling their potential (Webb, 1999). Hence, it is
essential to assist parents of gifted children to better understand the current GEP in
Singapore and the availability of programs tor gifted children who are too young to
sit for the Screcning Test in Primary 3. so as to be able to cater to their gifted
children’s needs. It is also important to provide an overvicw of the provision made
for young gifted children for anyone who is interested in the gifted education field for
future research. Data gathered from the MOE documents as well as (rom the
interview session with the policy maker are the main sources that inform the

following discussion,

5.5.3 Provision for Gifted Children (10 Years Old)

In its aim to nurture talent and maximise the potential of all children, the
Ministry of Education in Singapore has introduced special programs such as the
Gifted Education Program, the Humanitics Award, the Science Rescareh Program,
the Music Elective Program, the Art Elective Program and the Language Elective

Program (Public Affairs Branch, n.d.).

5.5.3.1 Aims of the GEP

The main aim of the Gifted Education Program is to meet the intellectual
needs of gifted children and to provide an enriched curriculum within a stimulating
and interactive environment {Gifted Education Branch, 2001e). Intellectually gifted
children are identified by the Gifted Education Branch (GE Branch) of the Ministry
of Education (MOE) as “having high potential, either in general intellectual ability or

in having a specific aptitude” (Ministry of Education, 1999, p.8).

During the interview, Razak, the Assistant Director in the GE Branch,
explained that there were six main goals of the Gifted Education Program and that
they were divided into two groups of “meeting pupils’ cognitive needs” and

“meet'ngs pupils’ affective needs.”

69



As indicated by Razak, according to the Ministry of Education (1999), the six
goals of the GEP are:

Meeting pupils’ cognitive needs

+ To develop hipher-level thinking processes commensurate with
the child’s intcllectual ability,

» To nurture creative productivity.

« To develop skills, processes and attitudes for self-direcied lifelong
learning.

Meeting pupils’ affective needs

« To cnhance the child’s self-concept and aspirations for self-
fulfilment.

« To encourage the development of a social conscience and a sense
of commitment to contribute to society.

» To develop leadership qualities {p. 4).

5.5.3.2 GEP catering for the children’s social/emaotional development

Razak also mentioned that the GEP aims for the whole development of gifted
children and that it nurtures them in their personal, social and moral developinent
through the Affective Education Programme. He further explained:

“The Affective Education Programme comprises Civics and Moral

Education, Pastoral Care and the Community Involvement
Programme.”

The Ministry of Education (1999) states that the main themes covered in the
Civics and Moral Education curriculum are:

» self-understanding and self-improvement,

- interpersonal relationships,

o group-building,

« learning skills, and

« social and cultural awareness (p. 18).

According to Razak, in primary schools, Pastoral Care is led by the teacher in
the form of small group discussions. Specific needs of the children are addressed

during these sessions.

The Ministry of Education (1999) states that the Community Involvement
Program aims to nurture in children a social consciousness and a sense of
commitment to the community. It allows the children to:

» understand the needs of the community and the country,
» respond to some of the needs by engaging in voluntary service and
« contribute to the well-being of others (p. 19).



Razak also mentioned:

“In the GEP, leadership goals or qualities are established when the
older GEP children lead younger GEP children and in the program
there is a lot of community involvement such as cleaning beaches,
gardening, serving the community and finding the needs of the
community.”

5.5.3.3 Enrichment

Razak explained that enrichment was the chosen means of differentiating the
currictlum for the gifted children. The GEP Ennichment Model is drawn from the
conceptual models of a number of gifted programs that are offered around the world
(Gifted Education Branch, 2001f). As mentioned by the Ministry of Education
(1999), enrichment is accomplished through curriculum differentiation in four areas:
content, process, product and learning environment {(Appendix 9 - The Enrichment
Model).

The mainstream school curmiculum is the commencing point for the GEP
enrichment of gifted children. This is to ensure that the primary GEP students sit the
PSLE at the end of Primary 6 so as to facilitate students' re-entry into the mainstream

if they withdrew from the GEP (Gifted Education Branch, 2001e).

Content. When questioned about the content area, Razak mentioned that the
children were given a more “advanced content” in order to provide a “basis for
more challenging enrichment and not for its own sake.” He further claborated on the
content area by adding:

“Since gifted children are generally very fast learners, they can grasp

facts, concepts and information within a shorter period. This allows

for topics to be explored in greater depth and breadth. More

advanced topics are covered wienever it is needed. Pupils are

allowed to explore freely, to choose topics that interest them. The
children are encouraged 1o investigate real-life problems.”

Process. Razak explained that the process referred to the “various teaching
strategies to cater to different learning siyles”, “the questions asked™ and the “gifted
children’s learning activities.” He also added that the young gifted children were
provided with several opportunities to engage in research work and that in primary 4
the students concentrated mainly on developing skills needed to conduct

Individuaiised Research Study (IRS). He also added:
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“GEP develops higher level thinking skills and provides various
opportunities for discovery learning, to learn through inguiry.
Provides several small group activities which emphasise teamwork
and collaboration. It also provides lots of hands-on experiences.”

When questioned about the Individualised Research Study, he explained:

“IRS is based on the children’s own passion, interest. Need not be
curriculum based. The aim of the IRS is to teach the children
investigative skills so that they can be independent learners and it
nurtures creativiry.”

The IRS is a basis of the enriched curriculum for all the Primary 4 and 5
gifted children in the Gifted Education Program. It is based on the students’ personal
interests and it offers several opportunities for students to pursue a self-chosen real-
life problem. According to Razak, “constant feedback and guidance is provided to
small groups of students by a teacher-mentor.” The students do not receive grades
on their report books for their IRS projects. However, outstanding projects are
recognised by their schools in several ways such as through certificates of merit and

prize awards (Gifted Education Branch, 2001g).

Razak also mentioned that young gifted children who displaycd interest and
capacity to pursue projects at advanced levels of involvement were provided with
ample opportunities to work with professionals. He also stated that projects were
jointly organised by the GE Branch and tertiary institutions or professional

organisations in Singapore.

Product. Razak elaborated that the product referred to the “outcome of
learning” and that it was not just a sumimary of the students’ leaming and said:
“The program aiicws freedom for creative expression. Pupils can

present their work in many forms such as reports, dramas, poems,
computer simulations etc.”

The learning environment. In order to facilitate content, process and product
modifications, the learning environment or the physical znd psychological sctting has
to be modified (Ministry of Education, 1999). Razak illustrated the learning
environment as:

“The teacher is a facilitator rather than an instructor and the

environment is more learner-centred. It allows more risk-tuking, more
opportunities for pupils to talk and interact among themselves or to
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the whole class and there are many opportunities for out-of-school
experience such as field trips, camps and community involvement
programs.”

5.5.3.4 Curriculum

The GEP curriculum strongly emphasises “creativity and higher level
thinking skills”; it is more “intellectually challenging” and is more “learner-centred™;

and teaching is more “individualised” (Ministry of Education, 1999, p.10).

5.5.3.5 Enrichment programs

The young gifted children in Singapore are provided with several enrichment
activities and special programs. Various mentorship attachments, camps and other
out-of-class/out-of-school activities are organised by the Gifted Education Branch to
assist young gifted children in reaching their full potential. The main aim of these
activities is to develop self-directed, lifelong and independent learners (Gifted

Education Branch, 2001h).

5.5.3.6 Innovation program

One of the science programs available to the young gifted children is called
the Innovation Program and its main aim is to promote and nurture interest in

innovation among the young gifted children (Gifted Education Branch, 2001i).

The GE Branch also introduced another program called the GEP Computer
Program for young gifted children in 1998. The main objective of this program is to
provide gifted students with the basic tools of IT in order for them to be skilled in the
use of computers when they reach secondary schools (Gifted Education Branch,

2001j).

5.5.4 Provision for Gifted Children (0 to 9 Years Old)

When questioned as to whether there was any special provision made for
children who displayed characteristics of giftedness before the screening test, Razak
replied:

“Ministry of Education has no involvement in identification before

this age. Teachers and principals do the guiding. National University
Hospital has private psychologists and they do assessments. There is
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no provision but advice is given to parents. MOE has no involvement
in early identification. They can receive help from private schools
who have advanced reading and mathematics classes. Private schools
and centres provide various programs.,”’

Parents, who suspect that their child has knowledge and ability far beyond
those of other children of the same age, may send the child for an 1Q test. The
Department of Social Work and Psychology in the National University of Singapore
conduct such tests for a fec and parents may also contact the Association for Gifted

Children for more information (Gifted Education Branch, 2001a).

In addition to that, an organisation called Mensa compiles and provides
information for gifted children globally and in Singapore. Several Mensa groups
offer scholarshi; s for gifted students. Membership is open to those who have
obtained a score within the upper two percent of the general population on an
approved intelligence test, which has been properly administered and supervised. No
other qualification provides eligibility for membership (Mensa Singapore, 2001a).
Mensa organises monthly meetings with pre-arranged themes, guest speakers and fun
activities for parents and gifted children as well. It also conducts presentations, which
address various issues such as recognising giftedness in children, societal
expectations of giftedness, handling giftedness in order for the gifted children to
reach their full potential and issues that parents and teachers have to bear in mind to

avoid pitfalls.

The Morris Allen Study Centres have four main branches in Singapore and

they are as follows:

. Jurong East Branch
. Katong Branch

. Newton Branch and
. Tampines Branch

These centres specialise in providing English enrichment courses for children
from nursery to secondary level whose ages range from 3 to 16 years. The principal
of the Morris Allen Study Centres has a keen interest in identifying and developing
the gifted child and conducts lectures throughout Singapore on the education and

parenting of gifted children (Mensa Singapore, 2001b).
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The Morris Allen Study Centres only recruit fully qualified teachers with
experience. The expatriate teachers from Australia, the UK, New Zcaland and the
United States of America provide an added advantage to the learning environment
with their vast experience and knowledge. They use the Government Syllabus as a
guideline for planning English lessons (Morris Allen Study Centres, 2001a). Their
lessons are conducted with various interesting materials and resources from England,
Australia and New Zealand. Their extension classes are targeted at the bright children
and they have more problem solving and creative thinking activities than in

mainstream schools (Morris Allen Study Centres, 2001b).

5.5.5 Conclusion

The GEP is committed to catering fo: the intellectual needs of the selected
young gifted students and participation in the program is not meant to promote
feelings of superiority among the gifted students (Ministry of Education, 1999). At
the end of Primary 3 all the students are invited to sit for the Primary 3 Screening
Tests and the top 1% (about 500 students) are selected to join the GEP at Primary 4
(Ministry of Education, 1999). The GEP is put into practice in nine selected
mainstream primary schools which provide the young gifted students with several
opportunities to interact with peers from the mainstream classes in extra curricular
aetivities, in addition to participating in the “rich non-curricular” programs offered by
these GEP schools (Ministry of Education, 1999, p. 25). This is to ensure that the
selected young gifted students have ample opportunities to interact with the other

mainstream students, as well in various other activities organised by the school.

The selected young gifted students receive a differentiated curriculum in self-
contained classes with each class averaging 25 gifted students. An important
component of the GEP is to develop the young gifted children’s social awareness and
to create a sense of responsibility among the gifted students. The GE Branch of the
MOE only provides enrichment programs for the selected intellectually gifted
children from Primary 4 to Secondary 4. Various activities and programs such as the
Innovation Program, Computer Program, field trips, assignments and project works

referred to as IRS are part of the GEP curriculum. The activities are all designed to

5



meet the interests and abilities of the young gifted students (Ministry of Education,

1999).

The GE Braiich of the MOE does not cater for a child who is too young to sit
for the Primary 3 Screening Test. As the GEP is not offered before Primary 4 in any
government or government-aided school in Singapore, parents have to search for
other means to provide for their gifted children if they suspect that they are gifted. As
mentioned previously, the NUS, the Association for Gifted Children, Mensa and the
Morris Allen Study Centres are some of the other organisations in Singapore which
provide some form of assistance such as counselling, advice, I(} tests or enrichment
classes to parents and their gifted children who are too voung to sit the Primary 3
Screening Test. Various seminars, workshops and conferences are frequently
organised by these organisations in regard to parenting young gifted children in the
very early years and informing the public of the resources and teaching methods used

around the world to teach young gifted students effectively.

5.6 Research Question 2:
What are the Roles of the Policy Maker and Teachers of Gifted Education
in Singapore?

5.6.1 Success of Gifted Education Programs

Over the years, a growing number of studies have begun to focus on the
characteristics and roles of teachers of gifted students (Bishop, 1968; Whitlock &
DuCette, 1989; Hultgren & Seeley, 1982; Maker, 1975). Research indicates that
gifted students possess unique learning and social-emotional needs and that they
require a differentiated curriculum with an optimal leaming environment (Chan,
2001; George, 1992; Webb, 1999; Kaplan, 1990). Teachers have a significant
influence on this learning environment and as a result, they play a critical role in the
success of gifted programs (Renzulli, 1968). Hence, “the characteristics, skills,
knowledge and training of teachers” in the GEP should be the main concern of all the
policy makers of the GEP in Singapore, in order for it to be a successful program for

gifted students (Chan, 2001, p. 197).
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5.6.2 Significance

It is essential that policy makers and teachers work together in order to
provide an optimal learning environment for the gifted children. Given the
fundamental nature of the relationship between the teacher and student in the
nurturing of giftedness, perhaps a solution to the challenge of matching the
appropriate teacher to the right child could be carried out by first examining the

teacher’s own beliefs about leaming, teaching and their role in the GEP.

This will provide an idea of how GEP teachers in Singapore perceive their
roles and if they coincide with the expectations of the MOE of Singapore and the
gifted students. It will assist current GEP teachers to gain an idea of some of the
critical teaching qualities expected of teachers of gifted children indicated in research
on gifted education. It will also assist anyone else who might be interested in the
profession of teaching gifted children to gain an idea of the critical teaching qualities
and roles expected by the MOL of Singapore, teachers of GEP, gifted students of
GEP and the research evidence. It is essential that there be congruence of
expectations of teacheis’ roles among policy makers, teachers and gifted children.
Data gathered from the MOE documents as well as from the interview sessions with
the policy maker and the six GEP teachers and the six GEP children’s ‘Me’ box

writings are the main sources that inform the following discussion.

5.6.3 Policy Maker’s Role

The GE Branch consists of a Deputy Director, two Assistant Directors and a
team of specialist officers. The main role of the Branch is to plan, implement and
monitor the GEP and to work together with the schools to accomplish the goals of
the GEP (Ministry of Education, 1999). The main duties of the team are to:

» identify and select intellectually gifted students for the GEP,
o design a differentiated curriculum,

« coordinate special programs for intellectually gifted students,
« select and provide appropriate training to GEP teachers,

« monitor and implement the program in the nine primary schools, and
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» evaluate and conduct research on the GEP (Ministry of Education, 1999).
(Appendix 9 - The Organisation Chart for the GE Branch).

The GEP is offered in nine selected primary schools in Singapore to nurture
the intellectually gifted children. During the interview, Razak reported that he
oversaw the implementation of the GEP in the nine primary GEP schools. His main

role was to:

“Implement and monitor the primary GEP; implement the enriched
curriculum; supervise research; evaluate, construct and administer
tests to select pupils for the GEP.”

The roles of the policy maker and the teachers play a crucial part in providing
an efficient program for the intellectually gifted children in Singapore. As mentioned
by the policy maker during the interview, his main role includes overseeing a group

of officers and curriculum specialists; as well as recruiting and training teachers.

Following on Vygotsky’s line of thinking as mentioned previously in chapter
3, gifted students are rapid leamners who reap benefits when they work with more
capable peers and receive instruction from more capable adults and the “only good
learning is that which is in advance of development” (Vygotsky, 1978 cited in
Bruner, 1985, p. 24). Policy makers and teachers need to provide a differentiated

curriculum for gifted children to meet their individual social and academic needs.

5.6.3.1 Differentiated curriculum

A crucial role of the GEP teacher is to provide a differentiated curriculum,
thus accommodating learning differences in gifted children. It is an important task of
the GEP teacher to identify students’ strengths and use appropriate strategies to
address a variety of abilities, preferences and styles {(McAdamis, 2000). This will
enable whole group discussions, small group discussions and various enriched

experiences for individual students (Tomlinson, 1999).

5.6.3.2 Benefits of differentiated instruction

According to several researchers, teachers who provide a differentiated
curriculum and instruction view gifted students as individuals with their own skills,
interests, styles and talents (Reis, Kaplan, Tomlinson, Westberg, Callahan, &

Cooper, 1998). They also emphasise that by providing a differentiated curriculum
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and instruction the teachers are able to eliminate or streamline content that students
already know and are able to replace it with more challenging material and aetivities
which are based on the gifted students’ interests, individual academic ability and

needs (Reis, Kaplan, Tomlinson, Westberg, Callahan, & Cooper, 1998).

One of the main purposes of the study reported here was to investigate the
provisions available for young gifted children in Singapore and the perceptions and
attitudes of the teachers and gifted students of the current GEP to determine if it was
meeting the children’s needs. In order to answer the question of whether the current
GEP in Singapore was actually serving the gifted children appropriately, during the
interview session with the policy maker, the researcher enquired about the provisions
that were in place in Singapore to take advantage of the young gifted children’s
talents and gifts and how the policy maker knew if they were being implemented

properly in the GEP schools.

As suggested by Delisle (2001), in order to answer the question of how
appropriate the current GEP is in serving the gifted children’s needs appropriately,
investigating the provisions available for young gifted children and describing the
provisions is insufficient. A much more informed question is necessary and it would
be in what ways the program actually accommodated the young gifted children’s
needs. As emphasised by Delisle (2001), gifted education is not a place so it is not
sufficient to simply ask if a program exists for young gifted children. The much more
complex question of whether or not the program challenges the young gifted
children, no matter the limit or extent of their gifts, and whether they are encouraged

to pursue their full potential, is essential.

Hence, in order to answer this complex question, an understanding of the
policy maker’s role was crucial to determine how he ensured that the GEP’s goals
and objectives were actually accommodated and achieved in the nine primary GEP

schools.

5.6.3.3 Recruitment of teachers

During the interview, the policy maker explained that the MOE, in its efforts

to ensure that the GEP teachers were capable of accommodating and achieving the
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GEP’'s goals and objectives, had a strict sclection procedure for recruiting teachers

into the GEP. Razak explained:

“Teachers for the GEP are selected through interviews. Officers will
do the selection. Teachers who are interested write to be considered.
They should have strong content knowledge of the subject that they
are to teach and the belief in Gifted Education and that the gified
children need a different type of education,”

5.6.3.4 Qualifications, expectations and training

For the primary teachers, the minimum qualifications are the General
Certificate of Education, ‘A’ Level Certificate and a Diploma-in-Education (Ministry
of Education, 1999). An invitation is sent out to teachers who are identified from the
mainstream to attend an interview with subject officers from the GE Branch.
Interested teachers may also apply directly to the GE Branch. Teachers who reveal
the prerequisite qualities for teaching gifted children are then observed teaching
children in their own class by two officers from the Branch. The Staff Placement
Branch will then post successfui candidates to the GEP schools. The teacher is then

committed to the program for at least a year (Ministry of Education, 1999).

The policy maker further elaborated that to ensure that the selected teachers
were meeting the GEP’s objectives and goals, a group of officials regularly
conducted observations of GEP teachers teaching gifted children in their classrooms
S0 as to:

“Monirtor the effectiveness of their teaching strategies, questioning,

responding skills to students’ questions, their tolerance for the gifted
children’s curiosity and patience with gifted children.”

Razak also explained:

“"MOE conducted regular workshops, training sessions, conferences
and seminars to allow the GEP teachers to share their experiences,
gain new ideas from other GEP teachers in Singapore and to be
aware of the latest development in research related to the gifted
education field.”

He stated that during the meetings, the GEP teachers were encouraged to
share how they achie, «d the learning outcomes and the challenges they faced in

meeting the students’ needs.
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The GEP teachers who have taught in the program for 3 years or more, need
to complete these two courses: Curriculum Differentiation for the Gifted and

Affective Education for the Gifted (Gifted Education Branch, 2001k).
According to Razak:

“New GEP teachers need to attend a Foundation Course in Gifted
Education. Both current and new teachers attend the GEP Annual
Conference in November where the curriculum is reviewed and the
following year's curriculum is planned. Training is provided by the
officers from the Branch and sometimes by overseas consultants.
Some teachers are sent overseas on attachments to attend conferences
or courses in the field of gifted education.”

Thus, the GE Branch at the MOE of Singapore is committed to ensure that the
GEP accommodates the young gifted children’s needs. The Branch takes various
measures to ensure that the program challenges the young gifted children, regardless
of the limit or extent of their gifts. The Branch constantly monitors the teachers to

ensure that the gifted children are encouraged to pursue their full potential,

GEP teachers work closely and meet with the subject officers in the GE
Branch at the MOE of Singapore throughout the year to discuss both curriculum and
teaching approaches. Gifted education specialists and overseas consultants conduct
workshops locally and at times GEP teachers are also sent overseas for courses in the
field of gifted education or on attachment to gifted education prograrns (Ministry of
Education, 1999).

In line with answering the research question posed in the study reported here,
the researcher not only wanted to gain an understanding of the teacher’s roles, but
also to find out how they achieved the GEP’s goals and objectives. The researcher
wanted to investigate what activitics and curriculum options were provided by the
teachers to accominodate the young gifted children’s intellectual curiosity, depth and
complex thinking and in what ways the gifted children were encouraged and given

the freedom to interact with one another.
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5.6.4 Tenckers’ Role

5.6.4.1 Teaching characteristics that maximlse young gifted children’s
lcarning

Researchers have for years been attempting to determine the characteristics
and skills needed for effective teachers of gifted students (Gowan & Bruch,
1967;Sisk, 1975; Maker, 1975; Seeley, 1979; Feldhusen, 1985; Cross & Dobbs,
1987; Rogers, 1989; Christian, Denzin, & Betts, 1993). Teacher education and
training programs have been specially designed to ensure the development of the
necessary teaching characteristics and skills (Sisk, 1975; Maker, 1975; Lindsey,
1980; Rogers, 1989).

Perhaps the key question to ask is what is being taught, and to whom, instead
of what makes a good teacher of gifted children. There is no fixed formula for
successful teaching of gifted children. The whole context in which the teaching takes
place, for example, the classrooms, the schools, the gifted children and the beliefs
and values of the GEP teachers have to be investigated. As suggested by
Csikszentmihalyi, Rathunde & Whalen (1993), rather than making a judgement that
this is what makes a gifted teacher, the development of the gifted child within the
area(s) of talent and the kinds of teaching characteristics that are likely to maximise
the “chance factor” have to be looked at:

unless a person enjoys the pursuit of knowledge, lezining will remain

a tool to be set aside as soon as it is no longer needed. Therefore we

cannot expect our children to become truly educated until we ensure

that teachers know not only how to provide information but also to
spark the joy of leaming (p. 195).

Teachers of young gifted children are generally responsible for one or more of

the roles outlined below, according to Jenkins-Friedman & others (1984):
«  Organising enrichment activities for young gifted students;

»  Collecting information about various teaching practices, useful and challenging

materials and resources for gifted youngsters;

«  Coordinating curricular activities at a pace and ievel which is suitable for the

young gifted children in their classroom;
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«  Providing counselling and advice to gifted students, their parents, and other
mainstream teachers about underachievement, and special problems associated

with giftedness such as frustration due to lack of challenge; and

«  Fostering student attitudes of excellence, creativity, productivity, and leadership

qualities.

Hence, the rssearcher wanted to investigate if the GEP teachers who were
involved in the study reported here fulfilled one or more of the roles outlined by

researchers in gifted education and the MOE of Singapore.

5.6.4.2 Role as advocates of lifelong learning

All the teachers expressed their belief that they could not teach the young
gifted children successfully without the training they received from the GE Branch
and that the on-going training they received in the program was a high priority. They
recognised the importance of advocating lifelong learning among the gifted students;
were committed to sharing useful information they gathered with the students and
their parents; and were always on the look out for workshops and seminars related to

the gifted education field.

TA-1 stated that she bad attended several presentations of various guest
speakers organised by Mensa and strongly believed that a successful teacher was one

who believed in lifelong leamning she further elaborated:
TA-1:

“I have found it very useful to attend such conferences and seminars
on gifted education jor it helps to determine if I have been successful
and effective in my teaching methods with the gifted students in my
class. I believe in lifelong learning and that as a GEP teacher, |
should always be on the look owut for recent research on gifted
children.”

TA-2 stated that her primary aim in teaching gifted students was to “advocate
life long learning " and indicated that it was one of the GEP teacher’s key roles. She
also stated that as a GEP teacher it was her “duty to be constantly on the look out for
good books on gifted children in the market and spread any useful information”. She
also mentioned that she maintained “q list of useful resources for parents” seeking

advice on parenting young gifted children.
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TB-3 believed that as a GEP teacher, it was essential that she received on-
going training and that it was “part of the profession of teaching to be continuously
updating oneself on the latest devélopmenrs in gifted education” and that the GEP

teacher should “believe in life long learning.”

With her belief in life long learning, TB-4 made sure that the students and
parents were “aware of upcoming workshops and seminars conducted by
organisations such as the NUS and Mensa” and also encouraged them to attend these
programs and activities conducted to “gain a better perspective of gifted children
and to take part in the highly challenging and enriched activities” organised for

young gifted children.

TC-5 reflected that the on-going seminars and conferences she attended
regularty through the MOE of Singapore were “useful to a certain extent” and that
during the parent teacher meetings she made certain to encourage parents to conduct
research on gifted education and to “familiarise themselves with the various ways"
by which they could help their gifted children. She also stated that she recommended
“some useful website addresses” which had “links to a vast amount of resources

around the world on educating and parenting” gifted children.

TC-6 explained that she advocated life long learning among the young gifted
students in her class by “displaying the brochures, reference notes, books, magazines
in a romer of the classroom.” that she had gathered during the on-going seminars,
conferences and courses she had attended. She stated that she encouraged the
children to “go and choose material to read and browse when they pleased” and

mentioned that she “regularly updated the information displayed in the corner.”

According to Roeper (1995), gifted children should be educated for life
instead of being educated for success:

The education for life mode! differs radically from the education for

success model. The Iatter grows out of the belief that people are

defined by their skills, that they are what they do and how well they

do it. The former, by contrast, siems from the belief that people are

defined by their unique selves. Emphasis is placed on the growth of
the self and mastery of the environment (p. 111).

Roeper also believed in providing an environment that would allow children

to grow up with minimum hostility; that giftedness was a process rather than a
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product; and that often gifted children were looked upon exclusively in terms of what
they could potentially produce, instead of who they were in the totality of their being
(Morelock, 1996). Hence, it is essential that policy makers and teachers take care not

to exploit gifted children (Kearney, 1996).

According to the Ministry of Education {1999) the GEP teacher's main role

is:

U to be a facilitator rather than an instructor;
) to make the classroom environment more learner-centred; and
. to encourage the gifted children to talk, interact among themselves in pairs or

in groups and provide greater physical mobility within the classroom.

During the interview, the policy maker was questioned about his expectations
of the GEP teachers and about their role as teachers of gifted children. Razak stated
that he believed that the GEP teachers should be facilitators rather than mere
instructors. He also emphasised that the GEP teachers should be confident and have a
passion and ability to teach gifted children. Razak elaborated:

“Their role is also to relate well to gifted children, to observe

carefully at all times if the gifted children are facing any problems at

home ar with their schoolwork and provide advice and assistance.

They should be patient and encourage all the children to participate.

They should be able to arouse curiosity and be creative in their

presentations of lessons. They should also be enthusiastic and flexible.

They should be ready to differentiate their lessons to suit their
children’s abilities and needs. "

According to the Gifted Education Branch (2001k), the GEP teachers should
possess the necessary skills to facilitate learning among their gifted pupils and to

meet their needs.

5.6.4.3 Role as facilitators

During the interview, all the teachers explained that their main role was to be
a facilitator in the classroom with counselling a secondary role. This coincides with
the expectations of the MOE and policy maker as well as the recommendations from

the research.
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According to TA-1 it was important to “meet the other gifted primary school
teachers regularly for discussions” so as to be able to “compare learning
experiences provided to gifted children by other teachers to gain new ideas and
teaching strategies” to accommodate and facilitate the gifted children’s learning

needs in her class as a social studies teacher.

Being a facilitator and being attentive to the gifted students’ nceds were
significant to TA-2, TC-5 and TC-6 and they also added that they always tried “fo be

a good role model to the children.”

Flexibility in conducting lessons to suit the children’s needs was important to
TB-3 who acknowledged that initially she used to read from textbooks and that

eventually she “moved from a traditional classroom teacher to a facilitator now.”

Facilitating the “learning of English Language to the gifted pupils in the
primary 4 GEP” was TB-4's primary concern. She achieved this by carefully
planning and providing various learning experiences and creating learning centres in
the classroom. She also mentioned that she was very careful to bear in mind that her
lessons and activities “always revolved around the children’s interests” and

provided various opportunities to indulge in creative writing,

All the teachers interviewed held similar perceptions of their role as a
facilitator. Teachers who view themselves as facilitators of learning can discover that
they have a great deal to offer young gifted children. Also, as facilitators, teachers
provide the appropriate conditions for learning, thereby assisting the gifted students
to develop the pre requisite skills to learn, comprehend and interpret an appropriately
differentiated curriculum (Sturt, 1999). As the GEP teacher’s role requires them to
possess skills in both their subject areas and in the management of learning, the
researcher wanted to find out if the GEP teachers felt that knowing the subject

content well was an essential component of being an effective GEP teacher.

5.6.4.4 Confidence in subject content area with a passion for teaching

Flowing from their experiences with teaching gifted children, all the teachers
agreed that, in order to be a successful GEP teacher, it was essential that they be
confident of their subject content. In addition, four of the six teachers (TA-1, TA-2,
TB-4, TC-5) added that they should also have a passion for teaching:
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TA-1:

“"Knowing the subject well and being well prepared is very important
to be a successful GEP teacher. Not only that, it is essentiul that the
GEP teacher has a strong passion for teaching these children in the
first place and one who believes in the provision of such a program.”

TA-2:

“I believe that a successful GEP teacher is one who is really familiar
with the subject that he or she is teaching and that he or she should
really love teaching that subject.”

TB-4:

“I have a strong passion for teaching English Language and I believe
that in order to be a successful GEP teacher, I need to have the
passion and be really familiar with the subject content so as to enable
a smooth flow during the lessons.”

TC-5:

“I believe that there are many qualities needed to make a GEP
teacher successful. Firstly, it is important to know the subject that you
are teaching well. Secondly, the teacher must love the teaching
profession and have a passion to teach gifted children. Thirdly, the
teacher must believe in the children and be aware of their individual
needs and abilities while preparing and presenting lessons."

TB-3 and TC-6 added that a resource search was necessary to ensure adequate

content knowledge in order to be a successful teacher in the program.

TB-3:

“Being well prepared in advance and researching the subject content
well boosts confidence and helps to focus on the individual students’
responses and answer their questions clearly.”

TC-6:

“Being confident in the subject content is very helpful to make a
lesson successful. The gifted students notice immediately when a
teacher lacks confidence and is not well prepared in terms of the
subject content. Hence, it is important to do a thorough research on
the lesson well in advance to be a successful GEP teacher.”

Thus all the teachers appear to agree that being well prepared, knowing the

subject content well, and researching the subject area are important aspects of being a
successful GEP teacher. In addition, four of the six teachers (TA-1, TA-2, TB-4 and

87



TC-5) feel that having a passion to teach gifted children is another important factor

that makes their career a success.

5.6.4.5 Fosiering socialisation

During the intervicw, the rescarcher also wanted to investigate the ways in
which GEP teachers enabled the gifted children to interact with one another. All the
teachers emnphasised the importance of encouraging social interaction among gifted

students and indicated that it was one of the most essential roles of the GEP teacher.

TA-1 expiained that she felt successful in achieving the aims of her lessons
when the gifted children in her class “interacted with each other during lessons and
brainstormed together on various solutions and ideas in a co-operative and friendly
manner.” She also mentioned that she encouraged children to “not readily accept
other students’ ideas but to have the confidence to speak out and challenge their
ideas if they strongly believed in it.” She stated that “social interaction™ was always
one of her “prime goals during lesson planning”. She held a strong belief that as a
GEP teacher it was her duty to encourage social interaction among the gifted students
at all times “for otherwise they could very easily forget themselves in their

independent thoughts.”

TA-2 elaborated on how she fostered socialisation among the gifted students
in her class by stating that she always tried to “encourage the students to organise
birthday parties, getting them to take on different roles to put together the party and
working co-operatively in group projects, organising Assembly Items such as a
Talent Show, Musical Show and so on.” She further added that she usually “let the
children discuss among themselves and organise events as a team."” She also felt
developing socialisation among gifted students was necessary to “develop the

students’ leadership skills, confidence and problem solﬁing skills.”

Other than providing opportunities for social interaction during class work,
through “group discussions, group presentations and group projects”, TB-3 also
“organised camping and excursions regularly to encourage social interaction among
the gifted students” which she believed was one of the critical roles of the GEP

teacher,
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TB-4 also added that she ensured that there were several opportunities for
social interaction during class-work and also encouraged the gifted students to
interact with other mainstream: students as well. She elaborated:

“When I'm on duty during recess, 1 encourage the children to interact

with not only the GEP classmates but also with the other mainstream

students from the school. 1 think that as a teacher I should always try

1o involve the gifted children in a lot of activities that encourage

social interaction among the students. Social interaction is truly an

important aspect that has to be encouraged constantly by the GEP
teacher. The gifted students should get a chunce 10 mix along with the

other students in the school and learn to respect and be aware of
other races.”

For TC-5 and TC-6 socialisation was the principal focus of all their lessons
and they stated that they ensured that the gifted students had various opportunities to
interact among themselves. TC-5 explained that on top of the various activities
provided in class to encourage social interaction, she also organised “excursions and
extra-curricular activities.” She also held a strong belief that this was an important
aspect of her role as a GEP teacher. She stated, “some gifted students tend to stick to
themselves and need extra encouragement and group activities to get them to interact

with the other students.” TC-6 explained that social interaction was crucial for:

“In real-life situations the gifted students would always have 1o work
cooperatively with others and realise that not everyone would be the
same as them. They should learn to respect one another's cultural
differences and differing abilities.”

According to the Ministry of Education (1999), the GEP teachers are
expected to include out-of- school experiences such as field trips and camps in the
curriculum. All the teachers interviewed in the study reported here mentioned that
they included several experiences in class and out-of-school experiences to foster
socialisation among the gifted students. MOE also states that the GEP teacher has
freedom in conducting lessons. All the teachers admitted using that freedom to
modify the curriculum to meet individual student needs and maintained that they also

inspired the students to be flexible and to accept chany -~ rcadily and easily.

Being flexible, and the ability to change readily to accommodate the gifted
students’ needs and interests, is another common belief held by the GEP teachers.

They also explained that they tried to model a flexible attitude for their students. TA-
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2 stated during tlie interview that she always tried to instil the feeling that “when
change was necessary, it was not the end of the world.” The teachers also made use
of the freedom given to them by the MOE to modify the curriculum and conduct
lessons outside the classroom when necessary, such as in the garden or in thc library,

to suit the learning context.

The teachers mentioned that they carried out lessons outside the classroom at
tirnes 10 suit the curriculum and arouse the children’s intellectual curiosity. For
example, TA-1 reported that she had conducted lessons in a garden outside the
Museum in Singapore, so as to reinforce and brainstorm what the children had just
observed in the museum for their social studies project. TB-4 mentioned that she had
conducted various English lessons at different places outside her classroom such as
reading poetry in the school garden, writing scripts in the drama room and comparing

different styles of writing in the library.

The Ministry of Education (1999) states that the GEP teacher should be
patient and tolerant of curiosity in young gifted children. Based on the information
gathered from the interview sessions with the six teachers reported in the study, all
the teachers recognised the importance of being patient and also emphasised being
creative, enthusiastic and animated during the presentation of lessons. They also
mentioned that they should be tolerant of the gifted children’s curiosity and provide
various challenging activities, with sufficient class time to brainstorm and discuss

various strategies and solutions to a single problem.

Anothe: expectation of the GEP teachers by MOE is that they are always
responsible for the generat welfare and well-being of the gifted children in their
classrooms and that they ensure that the specific needs of the gifted children are
addressed (Ministry of Education, 1999). The GEP teachers recognised the
importance of teaching the gifted students to accept and learn to deal with failures.
TC-5 explained that many gifted students who had always been the outstanding ones
in mainstream were “crushed and broken hearted” when they first joined the
program to find themselves in the lower ranks. Hence, observing the gifted students
carefully at all times to notice any signs of problems with their schoolwork in terms
of “failure, lack of challenge, too difficult to cope, or home related problems” was

very important to all the teachers. From the data gathered, it appears that al] the
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teachers interviewed in the study reported here are generally concemned with the
gifted children’s well-being and are constantly on the look out for any possible signs

of frustration, boredon; or unhappiness.

5.6,4.6 Children’s expectations of their teachers’ roles

The researcher felt that it was insufficient to investigate if there was
congruence between the MOE's expectations of the GEP teachers and the teachers’
perceptions of their roles. It was thought to be necessary to investigate if there was
congruence between the children’s expectations of their teachers’ roles as well.
Hence, the children were encouraged to share their views of their expectations of

their GEP teachers’ roles in the ‘Me’ box writings.

From the writings of the children, it appears that all the children’s
expectations of the GEP teachers reassemble in some way those of the MOE and the
GEP teachers. PA-1, PA-2 and PC-6 have written that they expect teachers to
facilitate leamning for all children, that they should be kind, understanding and make
the children feel welcome and equal. PC-6 has also writien that they should not be
“robots”. PB-4 and PC-5 expect their teachers to know their work well. They expect
teachers to possess strong content knowledge prior to teaching them and that they
should encourage risk-taking, PB-3 expects teachers to provide interesting, fun
activities and be approachable and creative. She also expects teachers to provide

ample hands-on experience.

Thus it can be said that there is congruence between the children’s
expectations of the GEP teacher’s role in the program and those of the MOE and the

teachers themselves.

5.6.5 Conclusion

Teachers of young gifted children should aim to provide learning
opportunities that develop the gifted children’s individual unique abilities. They
should provide learning experiences that match the gifted children’s individual
academic needs. Teaching and learning at all levels should expand the choices

available to these young gifted children as they seek to live their lives to their fullest

91



potential. It is the GEP teacher’s role to nurture and guide gifted students to develop

their gifts and talents to the highest possible level (McAdamis, 2000).

It can be said that all the teachers interviewed in the study reported here
appear to fulfil the main roles expected by the MOE of Singaporc and by the policy
maker, Their perceptions of their roles and their reflections on how they achieve the
objectives and goals of the GEP, indicate congruence between the cxpectations of the

MOE, the young gifted children and the teachers, as well as the research literature,

The program is generally the same in all the GEP schools and the GE Branch
officers and the GEP teachers meet regularly to develop the curriculum and to make
certain that all the schools are accommodating the needs of the young gifted children
and meeting the objectives and goals of the GEP, Regular observations of the
teachers, and evaluations of the teaching methods employed, are carmied out to ensure
that a comparable standard is maintained among al{ the GEP schools (Ministry of
Education, 1999).

5.7 Research Question 3:
What are the Attitudes and Opinions of Teachers and Children of
Current Gifted Education Provision in Singapore?

5.7.1 Expectations Teachers have for Gifted Students

Research clearly establishes that for gifted students the expectations of their
teachers and the attitudes and perceptions they have about their potential have a
significant effect on student achievement (Bamburg, 1994). Teachers’ attitudes and
beliefs towards gifted education and their perceptions of the current gifted education
program should be heard, for they have a very important role to play in providing a

successful gifted education program for young gifted students.

If gifted students are to succeed, a coherent curriculum structure must be in
place that defines for teachers, administrators, parents, and the students themselves,
the goals and purposes of a specialised program and a similarity between the specific
outcomes anticipated for learning. The GEP teachers’ attitudes and beliefs have to be

congruent with those of the GEP’s goals and objectives in order for the smooth flow
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of the program, for they are the primary mediators of curriculum and will ultimately
determine the extent to which gifted students’ cognitive and affective needs are being

met (Tassel-Baska, 1994),

5.7.2 Significance

The teachérs' views, attitudes and opinions of the current GEP play an
important role in the provision of an efficient Gifted Education Program in Singapore
and parent collaboration is necessary to enable a smooth flow of the program.
Ascertaining the exceptionally able children’s attitudes and opinions of the current
Gifted Education provision in Singapore is necessary to determine its effectiveness in
meeting the students’ individual needs and to enable the children to voice their
expectations and opinions to determine areas that might need to be further researched
on a large scale. Data gathered from the MOE documents, as well as from the
interview sessions with the policy maker, the six GEP teachers and the six GEP
children and their ‘Me’ box writings, are the main sources that inform the following

discussion,

5.7.3 Attitudes and Opinions of the GEP Teachers

Research indicates that young gifted children have special needs and that they
require individually tailored curricula (Morelock & Morrison, 1999). Hence, it is
essential that teachers in the GEP accept that young gifted children have special
needs, necessitating a differentiated curriculum. In order for the teachers of gifted
children to effectively teach gifted students and to provide a differentiated curriculum
that is tailored to meet the individual needs of the young gifted students, they should
receive appropriate training. Another critical factor in improving the chances of
optimal develc pment in young gifted children is to identify them and intervene at an
early age (Guralnick & Bennet, 1987).

Frequently, gifted education receives insufficient attention due to the belief
that gifted children are able to work things out for themselves and so do not require
early identification and early intervention. However, the literature suggests that gifted
children have unique needs and failure to recognise these needs can have deleterious

effects (Sankar-DeLeeuw, 1999). Hence, the researcher decided to investigate the
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attitudes and opinions of teachers of the GEP towards carly intervention and
identification; provision of a differentiated curriculum; the appropriateness of the

| program in meeting the young gifted children’s cognitive and affective needs; the
usefulness of the training they received; and other pertinent issues related to the
current primary 4 gifted education program in Singapore. Advocates within the field
of gifted education emphasise the need for sound preparation of teachers of young

gifted students (Karnes, Stephens & Whorton, 2000).

5.7.3.1 Towards the selection procedure of teachers

Hence, the researcher wanted to find out how the teachers interviewed in the
study reported here felt about the training they received and about the selection
procedure of teachers for the GEP. As mentioned previously, all the teachers
expressed their belief that they could not teach the young gifted children successfully
without the training they received from the GE Branch and that the on-going training
they received in the program was a high priority among them. TA-1 seemed to resent
the idea of fresh NIE graduates being recommended by their lecturers to join the
program, due to their lack of experience. She stated “they should have at least 3
years of experience teaching in the mainstream.” Two of the six teachers (TA-2 and

TB-4) thought the selection procedure was rather tough and explained:
TA-2:

“It depends entirely on the selection officers. If the officer’s standard
is high they will select a better teacher. I think it's not very consistent.
The selection procedure of teachers has to be reviewed. Some officials
are more lenient than others.”

TB4:

“] feel that the selection officers are very strict with the selection
procedure. Maybe they should adjust the criteria so as to welcome
more teachers from mainstream. Many teachers hesitate mainly
because of the very tough selection process they have to go through.”

Two of the six teachers (TB-3 and TC-5) thought it was fair. TB-3 felt that
newly qualified teachers were just as capable as mainstream teachers in teaching

gifted children and elaborated:
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TB-3:

“I think that the selection procedure is alright, for the officers still
come and assess us and they observe our capability regularly. I think
it is fair to recruit newly qualified teachers into the GEP for [ feel that
whai really matters is the teacher’s ability, confidence and subject
content knowledge than the experience in mainstream which would be
an cdded factor but not a disadvantage. I know of several mainstream
teachers who would not be suitable to teach these gifted children even
though they have many years of experience in teaching mainstream
children.”

Being recommended by her lecturer from NIE, TC-6 admitted that she was
not very sure of the selection procedure and made an assumption that it was “all

based on academic achievements.”

The researcher noticed that some of the teachers were concerned about certain
issues in relation to the way the GEP teachers were recruited for the program.
Mainly, fresh graduates who are recommended by their lecturers appear to be
considered to lack experience and another teacher appears to feel that the selection

procedure is of a very high standard and that it is based on the selection officers’
| standards. She appears to claim that some of the officers are stricter than the others,

thus causing some inconsistency in the selection of teachers.

5.7.3.2 Towards the primary 3 screening and selection tests

According to Roedell, (1990) young gifted children display peaks of
extraordinary performance instead of equally high skill levels in all cognitive areas.
For example, a four-year-old or five-year-old child might have advanced skills in
reading and in conversing about abstract concepts, yet find it difficult to do other
tasks such as sharing toys or holding a pencil. These uneven developmental levels
may cause frustration among students and teacher’s guidance in developing coping

strategies can assist these young gifted students to set realistic goals for themselves.

Early identification is strongly recornmended by the literature. However,
MOE has no involvement in identifying gifted children in the very early years before
the Primary 3 Screening Test. Hence, the researcher felt that it was pertinent to
investigate how the teachers of gifted children felt about the current situation of no

formal involvement of the MOE in the very early years of young gifted children and
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the current identification procedures used; and 1o suggest any other methods that

could be used to identify young gifted children.

TA-2 felt that the current identification procedure was very good but
expressed concern that the children were not tested in their mother tongue subjects

during the identification procedures.

TB-4, who also expressed similar feelings that the identification procedure

was good, suggested the inclusion of parents and psychologists as well.

Four of the six teachers (TA-1, TB-3, TC-5 and TC-6) raised the issue of
MOE of Singapore failing to train the mainstream teachers in identifying or
providing appropriately for young gifted children in the very early years and appeared
to feel rather strongly that this was the cause of several problems in schools. They
also shared similar opinions that early identification was possible and that it should

be introduced so as not to miss out on any young gifted children.
TA-1 explained:

“Kindergarten and all mainstream primary school teachers should be
trained to observe and take notes on the children's developments.
Perhaps, early identification can then be done and parents and
psychologists too can be included in this identification process. If they
noticed any signs that their child is very talented in singing or is very
musically inclined, they could develop their child’s giftedness in that
area by sending their child to a music school at an early age.”

TA-1 felt that the “insufficient amount of training provided by MOE in
identifying gifted children” was a possible cause for “several capable students
failing to achieve due to a lack of challenge and boredom” caused by the

presentation of lessons which are far below their standards. She further elaborated:
TA-1:

“The mainstream teachers in their attempt to cover the whole syllabus
and having to juggle so many other duties seldom have time to focus
on students individually. Moreover, the large class sizes prevent the
mainstreamn teachers from identifying any early signs of boredom
among students who are exceptionally talented.”

TB-3 and TC-6 also felt that the MOE could start looking into ensuring that
all the teachers including the mainstream teachers are adequately trained to provide

appropriately for students of all Ievels so as to prevent boredom among young gifted
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students who are too young to sit for the primary 3 screening test. They also felt that
the mainstream teachers should have enough “background knowledge on the history
of gifted education” and the “appropriate 1eaching strategies to te employed to
teach students of higher abilities.” TC-5 also added that this would “prevent any
frustrations, disruptions, aggressive behaviours and stress" among the young gifted

students in the mainstream schools.
TB-3 elaborated:

“Maybe it would be a good idea to allow teachers from the
mainstream to be able to refer some pupils whom they feel are
exceptionally talented. That would be very helpful. Perhaps teachers
in the mainstream could be educated on gifted children and to watch
for the signs of giftedness. Not just high scores, well behaved students,
but also those who might be restless, bored, inattentive and who might
Just score poorly in the tests because they were not interested or did
not choose to sit for the tests.”

TC-6 felt the mainstream teachers should also be involved in the selection
procedure since they would know their students very well and that it would be very

useful for early identification of gifted students.

All the teachers interviewed in the study reported here seem to feel that there
could be some form of improvement in the current identification procedures of young

gifted children even though some of them said that they were very good.

5.7.3.3 Towards gifted children

The literature emphasises early identification and that gifted children have
special needs (George, 1992; Morelock & Morrison, 1999). Since the teachers of the
GEP have an important role to play in the effectiveness of the program, the
researcher wanted to know the teachers’ attitudes towards the gifted children; if they
believed that they had special needs; if they had ever felt pressured or intimidated by

them; and their attitudes towards early intervention,

All the teachers shared a common belief that young gifted children had
special needs. Four of the six teachers had never felt intimidated by the gifted
children. TC-5 and TC-6 admitted that they had felt intimidated initially when they
had just joined the program.
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TA-1 felt that she had a “personal responsibility in some ways to give these
children something to suit their interests and levels.” She stated “Singaporean
children do not challenge authority” and if younger children were to be screened for

giftedness, the identification procedure would “have to be more specific.”

TA-2 appeared to feel rather strongly that it would “not be uppropriate for

younger children.”

TB-3 stated the gifted children “generally treat teachers like friends and get
along very well™ and that she had never felt intimidated or pressured by them. She
admitted that there were advantages to early identification but stated that the children
had to have “some experience in the mainstream environment too."” She further

elaborated:

“We can stretch their potential. The children can absorb a lot more
too at the young age.”

However, she was also quick to admit that this might “cause boredom and

underachievement.”

TB-4 claimed, “Singaporean children are usually very submissive and they
tend to be quiet” and said that she had never felt intimidated by them. She was “not
in favour of early identification” and felt that it was “not possible” and stated:

“I don’t think that it is feasible. Most of the boys especially would be

disadvantaged for they usually develop at a later age and will be

segregated. It's not fair to push the children at such an early age and

to not give a chance to adapt to their surroundings. As it is parents

are already very pushy with their kids in Singapore.”

TC-5 and TC-6 admitted to feeling intimidated by the gifted children initially

and explained:
TC-5:

“They had so muny questions to ask in class and I had my syllabus to
complete. Felt really pressured by time constraint. Initially 1 felt
intimidated by the parents. For some of them wanted me to feach the
way they wanted. Initially 1 felt intimidated on the whole, but now
things are falling into place.”
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TC-6:

“Only during my first year as a GE teacher. But now 1 feel 1more
relaxed and at peace.”

TC-5 felt very strongly that early identification was possible and that the
MOE should “look into providing an appropriate program for children who showed
signs of giftedness in the early years” and “not just have them wait for the primary 3

screening test” and shared:
TC-5:

“Even right now, so many children say when they first come from the
mainstream school that they were very bored in their classes. I think
that if children are gifted in the young years, GEP can look into
providing useful resources and learning experiences to these young
gifted children and not just let them wait till they are selected. They
might have started to fall behind in class instead of excelling due to
the inappropriate learning environment."”

TC-6 also seemed to support eatly identification since some children “might

find mainstream education unchallenging.”

Thus, two of the six teachers (TC-5 and TC-6), appear to strongly support
early identification; two (TA-2 and TB-4) seem to oppose early identification; and
one (TA-1) seems to think that identification should include specific and not just
general ability. Four of the six teachers have never felt intimidated by the gifted
children. TC-5 and TC-6 admit that they had felt intimidated initially when they had

just joined the program.

5.7.3.4 Towards the most important learning for the gifted children
from GEP

According to the Ministry of Education (1999) the GEP aims to nurture the
young gifted children in their personal, social and moral development through the
Affective Education Programme which aims to develop gifted children into
individuals who:

have a positive self-concept;

are socially well-adjusted,;

have the right skills to further develop their potential; and
seek to be actively involved in the community (p.18).
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During the interview with the policy maker, Razak explained that this was the
most important learning aim for the gifted children from GEP. Hence, the rescarcher
wanted to find out what the teachers perceived was most important for the
exceptionally able child to learn from the program. Affective development was TA-
1’s priority and she felt that the gifted children were academically at an advantage to
be in this program and that they tended “fo be more self-absorbed.” She further
added:

“I think that the most important thing that they should learn from this
program is to be more open, caring towards others, develop
interpersonal skills and so on.”

To TA-2, developing the young gifted children’s “leadership qualities and
collaborative skills” were the most important learning and added “we will mould the

character.”

TB-3 appeared to belicve very strongly that the young gifted children lacked
“social skills and sound moral values” which she believed was the most important

learning area for the gifted children,

According to TB-4, “learning to use their giftedness to enhance their
learning ” was very important and she believed that they should be educated to “nor

look down on others who are not in the program.™

TC-5 stated that to her developing the young gifted children’s “critical
learning skills and ensuring that they do not forget good moral values” was

essential.

TC-6 mentioned that learning to “be a morally upright and independent

thinker” was very important.

Thus, it appears that the opinions of the six teachers interviewed in the study
reported here, coincide with the aims of the GEP in taking a wholistic view of the

development of young gifted children.

5.7.3.5 Towards parent participation and providing advice to them

During the interview with the policy maker, Razak mentioned that the
“environmental and non-intellectual factors have an impact on the realisation of the

children’s potential” and that the “environmental factors include the home and
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school.” He also mentioned that the GEP played a part within the context of the
school and that “significant persons” played a part in “assisting gifted children in

developing their alents through the mentorship programs offered by the GEP.”

In addition to that, the society has an important role to play in the realisation
of the young gifted children’s potential. A society that values excellence would
provide various opportunities for the gifted children to grow and it is the aim of the
GEP to work in collaboration with parents to help their young gifted children realise
their full potential (Ministry of Education, 1999). Hence, the researcher felt that it
was pertinent to investigate the teachers’ attitudes towards parent participation and
the provision of advice to parents of gifted children, since providing counsetling and
advice to students and parents of gifted children is one of the roles recommended for
teachers of gifted children (Jenkis-Friedman et al, 1984). Principals, teachers,
counsellors and administrators are parents’ partners and as parents are the young,
gifted children’s first educators, teachers and parents need to work in collaboration in
order to provide an appropriate environment for the gifted children (Jenkis-Friedman
et al, 1984; Haensly, 2001). Hence, teachers should welcome parent participation and
should accept that parents’ voices will inform, generate ideas and assist them in
understanding the children’s unique needs, or signs of conflict in the family, peer

problems, stress, unrealistic expectations of parents and relatives and so on.

During the interview sessions with the teachers of the young gifted children in
the study reported here, the researcher asked teachers if parents approached them for
advice on how to cope with their child’s giftedness, and if they did, the form of
advice the teachers would normally provide, All the teachers except for (TB-3)
reported that they did not mind parents approaching them for advice but stated that
parents should not be overly concerned with their children’s grades, nor focus only
on their academic achievements. They mentioned that several parents had approached
them with regard to the young gifted children’s achievements and marks obtained in
the GEP. They stated that most of the gifted children had problems coping with their

parents’ expectations and elaborated:
TA-1:

“These children who are streamed into the gifted stream were already
bright in their mainstream schools and their self- esteem is affected
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when they are not the top students here. Parents have to be aware of
this. I talk to the parents when the children appear too stressed or
pressured.”

She also mentioned that these young gifted children were closely monitored
and that there were “in-house counsellors" who discussed any personal problems
that the children might have. She also stated:

“parents are called in if something turned up, any problem, such as a
behaviour problem or anything to talk to them.”

Being teachers of young gifted children, the five teachers mentioned that they
always welcomed parents who approached them for more inforrnation on “coping |
with their child's giftedness.” TA-2 stated that she always collected and maintained a
list of resources on gifted education and was very eager to share it with parents of
gifted children during parent teacher meetings. All the five teachers welcomed parent
participation and felt that there should be more programs organised to include

parents. They further elaborated:
TA-2:

“Parents should be aware of their gifted child’s feelings and should
not be too ambitious for their gifted children. Sometimes they forget
that their child is actually a child. There are many parents who are
just too pushy and just because their children have been selected into
this program, they expect them to obtain the highest scores in all their
tests, assignments and exams. I think it's very unfair to the kids too.”

TB-4:"

“I usually ask the parents to support their children and not to give too
much pressure. I encourage parents to provide guidance with the
children's projects but not to do it for them or to push them beyond
their limits.”

TC-5:

“Many parents have come to see me if the children started to score
less when they first join the program. When a child is identified as
gifted, it does not mean that the child is a genius so I usually ask the
parents not to have unrealistic expectations of their children and not
to place unnecessary pressure on their kids.”
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TC-6:

“When parents approach me about their child's performance in class,
I usually discuss with them how their child is performing and how
they can help their child. Most of the parents who have approached
me were concerned about their children's performance. Parents
should relax a bit with their expectations on their children’s academic
achievements. There should be more talks and parent participation
programs to educate parents on the harms they can cause these gifted
children with very high expectations. If parents seek for professional
advice, [ refer them to experts and suggest to them to attend courses
that helps parents to cope with gifted children. I cannot / am not in the
position to provide professional advice.”

TB-3 had not encountered any parents seeking advice and commented:

“I think there are very good home support programs and books in the
market. Parents have their ways to cope with the problems. I don't
think that they need our advice.”

She also mentioned that as a teacher it would be rather inappropriate for her
to advise on any serious issues and felt that parents should seek professional advice if

there was a problem.

Thus, five of the six teachers interviewed have had parents approaching them
for advice on matters related to their children's performance and grades. All the five
teachers appear to feel that parents have very high expectations of their children and
all of them advise parents not to pressure their children. They also feel that there is a
need for parent participation and that the MOE should look into organising more
programs to educate parents on ways to cope with their children’s giftedness and not
to place unrealistically high expectations on their children. However, they welcomed
parents who approached them for advice on coping with their children’s giftedness.
One teacher only (['B-3) had not encountered any parents seeking advice and
mentioned that there were excellent home support programs and books to help

parents.

All the schools have parent teacher meetings twice a year. Of the three
schools, two schools (SCH-A and SCH-B) had a higher level of parental involvement
than the third school. Parents helped out with the children’s Chinese Language at
home, newsletters were sent out to parents to inform them of any upcoming events

and feedback forms were given regularly when the children first joined the program.
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The two teachers (TC-5 and TC-6) intervicwed from SCH-C felt very strongly that
there was not much involvement of parents on their own accord, but mentioned that

there were parent teacher meetings and briefing sessions held in their school.

5.7.4 Children’s Attitudes and Opinions

5.7.4.1 Young gifted students’ challenges

As mentioned by Buescher & Higham {1996}, young gifted children often

report a range of problems due to their abundant gifts including:
o  perfectionism;

- s competitiveness;

« unrealistic assessment of their gifts;

»  negative response and rejection from peers;

« uncertainty due to mixed messages about their talents;

»  parents’ and society’s demands to achieve; as well as

o  problems with school work that is not motivating and challenging or increased

expectations.

According to Maker (1982), young gifted students potentially vary from the

mainstream students on the three key dimensions of:
» the faster pace at which they acquire and learn new skills;
s the greater depth of their understanding; and

« the range of interests that they hold.

5.7.4.2 Significance

According to Buescher & Higham (1996), in order to develop intervention
programs that will meet the needs of the young gifted students in Singapore, the

policy makers, educators, counsellors and parents need to be aware of and address:

¢ the attitudes and perceptions of young gifted children towards the current GEP;
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o  the obstacles they faced in the mainstream schools and that they face now in the

current GEP.

They also need to accommodate the defining characteristics and the various

attitudes of exceptionally able children (Parke, 1989).

As mentioned previously in chapter 2 in the study reported here, the literature
suggests that some young gifted children are impressed at what they can do, while
others feel isolated because of difficulties encountered in selecting friends. Some
worty about world issues and feel helpless that they cannot do anything to resolve
them (Clark 1997; Davis & Rimm 1998; Gallagher, Harradine & Coleman 1997,
George 1992; Porter 1998). Indeed, common attitudes of young gifted children, as
suggested by the literature, are that:

« nobody explains to them what gifted is and that it is kept as a big secret;
»  schoolwork is very easy and hence very boring;

»  the expectations of parents, teachers and friends are always very high;

»  few understand them; and

s they often get teased because they are very smari.

The research literature points to the importance of any assessment of services
for young gifted students, whether it be differentiated instruction in the classroom or
a special self-contained program, to bear in mind the children’s growth, enthusiasm
and excitement for leaming (Smutny, 1999). Hence, the researcher felt that it was
important to investigate the young gified children’s attitudes and perceptions of the
current primary 4 GEP in Singapore. Caring policy makers, educators and parents can
assist these young gifted children to “own” and develop their gifts by understanding
and responding to adjustment challenges and coping strategies (Buescher & Higham,
1996).

Hence, as suggested by Delisle (2001), the young gifted children were asked
during the interview sessions, what they were learning, what they gained from the
program that they didn’t before, and also in what ways the program allows and

encourages them to pursue their interests and passions. The answers to these

105



questions will provide some indication of the ¢x.ient to which the GEP is currently

meeting the needs of the students from their perspectives.

5.7.4.3 Towards projects given in the GEP

During the interview with the policy maker and the teachers reported in the
study here, the researcher learnt that the young gifted children were involved in
various projects in the program. In order to investigate what the young gifted children
were leaming in the program and what they gained from the program, the researcher
decided to question them about the projects in which they were involved, what they
were about, and if they enjoyed working on them. The researcher also invited them to
describe any other projects in which they had participated and which particularly

interested them.

Five of the six students reported in the study here were involved in a social
studies project that involved writing a war joumal about the Japanese occupation of
Singapore. PC-6 was working on a helicopter model, having already completed the
social studies project. All the students admitted that they found the projects in the
GEP to be more challenging, innovative, fun, interesting and creative than the ones
that were given in the mainstream schools. All the students found working on the
social studies project particularly enjoyable and reported that it helped ihem to gain a
better understanding of the history of Singapore;

PA-1 described:

“It's a war journal. We have to write it as if we were present during
the Japanese war in Singapore. It involves a lot of researching back
into history and monitoring what happened in the past and writing as
if we were present during that period. It’s quite interesting.”

In addition to that, PA-1 also shared his experience working on another social
study project that he found to be very interesting:

“I had to walk around the neighbourhood, meet the people who lived

or worked in that area, for example, the shopkeepers, cleaners and

conduct interviews. I had to find out how the neighbourhood could be

improved. I presented my findings in front of the class using
powerpoint,”

PA-2 was involved in another project that required her to invent something in

a group, in addition to the social studies project on the Japanese Occupation:
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“We're trying to invent something that will help humans for our IRS
project. We have to brainstorm on different ideas first before starting.
It allows us to be creative and innovative.”

- .She also stated that one of her favourite projects was one that she did for an

English lesson:

“It was called The Reader's Theatre. It was based on a fairy tale that
everyone knew, 'Goldilocks and the three bears’. We changed the
story and wrote a new script and typed it out on the computer and
made it into a book with illustrations,”

She mentioned that she thoroughly enjoyed working on it and that she found
it to be much better than the assignments that were given in the mainstream school.
She also explained that it taught her to write scripts, to be creative and learn to use

different styles of writing.

PB-3, who was also working on the social studies project, shared her

thoughts:

“We have to imagine that we existed at that time and write a journal
reflecting on how it would have felt to be present at that time. It is
very different from the other projects that I have done before in my
former school.”

She also added that it opened up opportunities to be “creative, imaginative
and be aware of the history in a fun and interesting manner”. Every Friday, PB-3
was involved in designing a prototype for her IRS project. She admitted that she was
still searching for a good idca and felt that she was constantiy changing her mind.
She stated that it had to be something that would be of use to human beings. She
taltked about her most favourite project enthusiastically:

“We had to choose a fairy tale and change the version into a modern

one for an English project. I simply loved it. It was .. ally fun. My

friends and I enjoyed working on it and we had so much fun writing

lines that had a pun and thinking of ways to use the original
characters in a modern setting.”

PB-4 was rather concerned that she had not decided on what she was going to
invent for her IRS project, as she found her interests shifting constantly:
“I haven't made up my mind yet and I am worried that I am running

late. It's very frustrating. I will decide on something and feel that it is
very interesting and challenging to do and then will find it to be a
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very stupid idea and lose interest in doing it. I can’t seem 10 stick with
one idea for long.”

She mentioned that she enjoyed working on all the projects given in the GEP
and stated (Appendix 11 - The GEP Brochure for Parents and Students):
“Actually, when I first received a brochure from the Ministry of

Education about ine Gifted Education Program I was very happy to
read that there were a lot of projects in this program.”

She mentioned that she could not pick the most favourite project as she had
several favourite projects in the GEP. She elaborated:

“I really enjoyed doing the Social Studies project where I had to meet

the people living in my neighbourhood and conduct interviews and

present what I gathered. The aim of the project was to find ways to

improve the neighbourhood and how we can help. I thoroughly

enjoyed all my English projects. I have done newspaper columns,
book reviews, script writing and dramas. ”

She explained that the social study projects enabled her to learn about the
significant events that took place during the Japanese Occupation and about
Singapore’s community. She also mentioned that she learnt how to use different

forms of writing when doing the English projects.

PC-5 also shared his views of some of the projects he enjoyed working on and
felt very strongly that the social studies project on the Japanese Occupation was the
most interesting one he had ever done in the GEP:

“It's fun to write the journal for social studies, it’s very creative and

makes me wonder how things were in Singapore at that time. I had to

visit the museum, library and Sentosa’s war museum to do some
research first before starting on the journal.”

He also stated:

“l have done many other small projects in the program such as a
social studies project called the ‘Neighbourhood Walk’ and a science
project where my friends and I made a recycling machine that
recycled waste paper.”

PC-6 was also concerned that he had not started on the IRS project and felt
that he was rather “fussy” in deciding what to create. He was very eager to talk about
a helicopter that he was constructing at home and stated that he wanted to be an

aircraft engineer;
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“My father bought me the kit for my birthday and I love working on it.
It has 50,000 small parts, engine, propellers and many other stuff. I
have many other models at home that I have done. I've built many
different planes, star wars models and tanks.”

PC-6 also felt that the most interesting project he had done in the GEP was

the social studies project on the Japanese Occupation and elaborated:

“ | enjoyed doing research on the war that took place and I pretended
to be a Japanese aircraft warrior and wrote about my experiences.
My teacher said that it was very different from everyone else’s
because I was the only one who wrote it from a Japanese's
perspective. I leamt to be creative, to conduct research and then use it

creatively to suit my style of writing.”

As suggested by all the students reported in the study here, the projects given
in the GEP are not straightforward projects where the young gifted students merely
describe something. All of these projects are very stimulating and challenging. They
involve the students using higher thinking skills, imagination and creativity in their
writing and presentation of the projects, which appeared to be missing in the _

mainstream schools, as can be seen later.

5.7.4.4 Towards the subjects taught in the GEP

Favourite subject/s, As suggested by several researchers, when planning an
instructional program for young gifted children, it is difficult for the teachers to keep
the gified children challenged and to provide differentiated instruction to suit their
different levels of ability (McAdamis, 2000; Tomlinson, 1999; Reis, Kaplan,
Tomlinson, Westberg, Callahan, & Cooper 1998). '

Hence the researcher felt that it was pertinent to investigate the young gifted

students’ attitudes towards the subjects taught in the program.

Mathematics was a favourite subject for PA-1, PA-2, PC-5 and they each
explained:
PA-1:

“It’s fun to do when you're free and when there’s nothing o do. It
deals with a lot of complicating problems. I really like the Maths
teachers here in the program.”
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PA-2:

“Maths is fun here and the teacher is very understanding and friendly
unlike the maths teacher in the mainstream school. He also
encourages us to solve the same probiem in many different ways. 1
like his teaching methods a lot.”

PC-5:

“Even though I'm not very good at it as my other friends are, I still
like it as there are many ways to solve a single problem and there is a
lot to learn from maths. And also I enjoy working on the challenging
activities that my teacher provides in the program. I like my teacher’s
attitude toward teaching maths."

PA-1 stated that he seldom gave up on a problem and that he tried it “over
and over again" till he solved it. He explained that if he really could not solve it after
having attempted for up to two or three days he would then consult his Mathematics

Teacher. He shared an experience eagerly:

“There was once I was stuck on a Maths quiz 1 had been trying to
solve it for three whole days and finally I approached the teacher and
he was puzzled by the quiz too and asked another Maths teacher. We
all tried to solve it together and in the end it was a small area that we
had overlocked. It was really fun working on that quiz with my
teachers. Since then, whenever they see me they ask if I have any new
challenge for them.”

PA-2, PB-3 and PB-4 mentioned that English was one of their favourite

subjects for these reasons:
PA-2:

“I love to read novels and literature books and the English teacher is
really fun and full of new ideas.”

PB-3:

“English because it’s more interesting and fun here and the teachers’
approaches are very different. In the old school we just used to sit at
our desks and do worksheets but now it's very good for we have
written scripts and put up sketches. That was very interesting to do. I
enjoy English classes and the English teacher makes it very
rewarding.”



PB-4:

“English, because I've always been good at it and it always has
something different for us to do especially in the GEP. The English
language teachers are always full of surprises.”

One student only (PB-4) mentioned Science, as one of her favourite subjects
as well, while PC-6 was the only student who mentioned Physical Education as his

favourite subject. They elaborated:
PB-4:

“I also like Science in this program now. Because we have been doing
several experiments and there's more hands-on experience here. In
the mainstream, Science used to be so boring for the teacher would
just give us the answers to the experiments and we never even had the
chance to carry them out in the first place.”

PC-6:

“PE because I like 1o play games and I know how to play a lot of
games.”

It appears that the young gifted children reported in the study here are
passionate about some subjects in the GEP and they seem to somehow link it to their

perceptions of the teachers as well.

Least favourite subject/s. The researcher felt it important to investigate if
there were any subjects offered in the GEP that the students disiiked and to determine

the reasons they felt that it did not ineet their needs.

Chinese was the least favoured subject to four of the six students (PA-2, PB-
3, PB-4 and PC-5) because of the level of difficulty involved. They further

elaborated:
PA-2:

“It is very difficult and too time consuming to complete all the
Chinese homework. I wish the teacher will reduce the workload for
Chinese,”

PB-3:

“It is very difficult and I usually get help from a girl in my class who
is a genius in that subject. The teacher is also very boring and it is



not easy to concentrate during Chinese classes especially on a hot day
when it is boiling.”

PB-4:

“Chinese, because it is so difficult to remember all the characters. |
am So accustomed to English. | speak in English at home and my
grandmother is the only person who can speak in Chinese when she
visits us.”

PC-5:

“Chinese, because there is too much homework and the Chinese
exams are very difficult. The teacher is also very strict most of the
times."”

Science and Music were also disliked by a student each (PA-1 and PC-6), due
to the student’s dislike of the teacher. They explained:

PA-1:

“Because the teacher is quite boring. It should be more fun. The
teacher gives too many facts all at the same time and sometimes it's
too complicating. We do experiments but I think it would be better if
the teacher explained some of the terms he uses first. He uses 100
many complicated terms and he is so boring.”

PC-6:
“Music, I dislike the teacher. She is very strict.”

The researcher was again able to notice a connection between most of the
students’ comments about their least favourite subject and their perceptions of the

teachers of those subjects.

5.7.4.5 Towards homework given in the GEP

The researcher probed the pupils’ feelings towards homework and discovered
that all the students disliked homework, with Chinese singled out for special
mention:

PA-1:

“As everyone complains, I don’t like homework, however, it is
necessary for us 1o gain practice before the exams. But I still don't
like Chinese homework.”
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Three of the six students reported in the study here (PA-2, PB-4 and PC-5)
mentioned that they always did their English homewosk first, since they enjoyed it,
but stated that they always left their Chinese homework till the end because “it took a

long time to complete it.”
PA-2:

“I always leave my Chinese homework the last because I don't like it
and it is very difficult at times. Sometimes my mother asks me to do it
first since Itake a long time to complete it.”

PC-5:

“Sometimes it can be terribly depressing and too time consuming
especially Chinese. But sometimes, I treat it as a past-time activity if it
is to do with English.”

PB-3 stated that she disliked homework in general, unless it was fun, and felt
that since she joined the GEP it has been more interesting. However, she stated that

she was not particularly fond of it because of the level of difficulty.

PC-6 also mentioned that he disliked homework in general and felt that he
could be “doing so many other things.” However, he stated that he particularly
disliked Chinese homework. He felt:

“Since it is a must maybe we could have a little less especially for
Chinese. I takes a long time 10 complete my Chinese homework as it
is and we are usually given a lot of homework by our Chinese teacher
which makes it worse.”

It has been noticed that all the young gifted children reported in the study here
dislike homework, with Chinese singled out as being very time consuming and very
difficult. Three of the six students (PA-2, PB-3 and PC-5) have also written in their
‘Me’ box reflections that they dislike Chinese homework and that it is very difficult.

5.7.4.6 Towards exams in the GEP

During the interview sessions with the teachers of the GEP reported in the
study here, some teachers made the point that it was rather frustrating for gifted
students to sit for the same exam as the mainstream students. Hence, the researcher
probed the pupils’ attitudes towards exams in general and sitting for the same exam

as the mainstream students in particular,
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It may be seen that four of the six students disliked exams and found them
difficult;

- PA-2;

“Oh, I dread exams. I try not to revise but my mother always asks me
to revise what I have studied, I resent Chinese exams the most for 1
have to memorise a lot for it. Oh, I think that it is not fair that we have
to sit for the same paper as the mainstream students. I think it will be
easy for us because we have so much practice and the content is
covered in a greater detail so probably we'll do better.”

PB-3:

“Well, the exams are harder than the mainstream exams. [ don’t
understand why they have 1o give us such difficult exams now when
we are going to sit for the same exam at the end of this program
anyway. It's so unfair. I'm not enjoying the Science exams here for
there are too many terms that we have to remember and they are not
even going to be tested on in PSLE.”

PB-4:

“Exams are more difficult and they are more difficult to pass in the
program but since we are going 1o sit for the same exam as the
mainstream students these exams will prepare us to do very well in
our PSLE exam. It's not fair to the mainstream students.”

PC-6:

“I hate Chinese exams. They are very stressful. I don’t mind sitting
for the same exam for the Chinese exam since it will not be as difficult
as it is in the program. It is unfair to us since we have fo go through
all the difficult exams and tests in the program and then sit for the
same paper.”

PA-1 differed greatly in his comment when he responded that he actually

liked exams and elaborated:

“It helps to see where I am, how much I have understood and
retained. But I think that it is unfair to us and to the mainstream
students to have to sit for the same exam in the end. If the questions
were Set in a way fo suit us it would be very challenging for them. If
questions were set in a way to suit them it would be very easy and
after working on such challenging sums and problems in this
program, it doesn’t make sense to sit for a paper that is very easy. It
will be boring.”
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PC-5 felt that exams were necessary so as to be able to determine how the
GEP was actually assisting students and added:
“But maybe we shouldn't have the same exam as the mainstream

students since we seem 1o cover a!- more in depth. It's unfuair to us
and to the mainstream students,”

Thus, all the students reported in the study here appear to feel very strongly
that it is unfair to them and to the mainstream students to sit for the same exam paper
in Primary six, as can be seen from their responses during the interview and from
their reflections in their ‘Me’ boxes. Subjects relying primarily on rote memory {e.g.

Chinese, Science etc) are particularly disliked.

5.7.4.7 Likes and dislikes about the GEP

The researcher wanted to find out what the pupils liked and disliked most
about the GEP in their school and why, in order to identify any areas for future

development.

The young gifted students reported in the study here liked the challenging,
friendly environment and attitude the teachers displayed towards them, as well as the

smaller class size that allowed more individual attention. They elaborated:
PA-1:

“I like the interesting activities we do in the program, the maths quiz
we are given and the challenging sums. I also feel that it is easier to
make friends here and that they are able to understand me better
here.”

PA-2:

“I like the way the teachers teach in this program. They always teach
in a fun manner and it is very interesting but 1 feel sorry for the
Science teacher because the students are usually always yawning in
his class because it is quite boring because it's related to facts. The
teacher might feel lou.y because of this. I feel sorry for him.”

She also stated with a smile that she fitted in well in this program. She wished
that all the students could be allowed to do this program. She explained that it was

“more interesting, fun and challenging compared to the mainstream school.”
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PB-3 and PB-4 also liked “the fewer number of pupils and the big
classrooms" and felt that “the pupils and the teachers are more understanding” in

the program than in the mainstream schools. PB-4 ¢laborated:

“The teachers can answer our questions better than the mainstream
teachers who have about 40 pupils in a class whereas there are only
24 here in my class. I can't understand why there aren’t more schools
with Gifted Education Programs. There are only a few. My mother
and I feel that the program should be for everyone and not only for a
certain group of children. My mother also feels that even though 1
didn’'t work hard for it I still deserve it.”

PC-5:
“I like the teachers as they are forgiving and make learning fun.”
PC-6:

“I Iike the experiments we carry out during the science lessons here
and the fieldtrips that are conducted in this program.”

However, all the students mentioned that they disliked the heavy workload

and homework given in the program. They commented:
PA-1:

“I dislike the homework and the extra workload we are given at times
in Chinese. It’s too difficult and time consuming."

PA-2:

“I don’t like the extra homework and the very heavy workload given
at times. I also dislike having to stay back after school often for group
meetings.

PB-3:

I dislike the amount of homework we are given especially in Chinese
and would prefer less homework and more Physical Education,”

PB-4;
Idon’t like the workload. It's too much at times.”
PC-5:

Idon't like the homework load as there are too much workload in this
program.”
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PC-6:

I don’t like the amount of workload given in this program. It's too
much to handle at times. I don't think it's necessary especially if
we’re not even going to be tested for PSLE."

A growing concern among all of the students reported in the study here
appears to revnlve around the amount of homework and workload given in the
program, although all the students enjoy the challenge the program offers. Several of
the students interviewed have continuously displayed feelings of dislike towards

Chinese lessons and Chinese homework in particular.

~ 5.7.5 Comparison of the Gifted Children’s Attitudes

5.7.5.1 Significance

The MOE of Singapore recognises that gifted children should be provided
with a high degree of mental stimulation which may not be provided in the
mainstream classroom, and that as a consequence, the gifted child might become an
underachiever, or an indifferent or even disruptive class member (Gifted Education

Branch, 2001).

Hence, it is essential that when children present advanced abilities and
strengths during the early childhood years, they be provided with a curticulum that

best suits or matches their abilities, so that their potential can be maximised.

Therefore, as mentioned earlier in chapter two, the researcher felt that it was
vital to investigate the policy and practice in relation to preparation of mainstream
teachers in the identification of young gifted children in Singapore. When asked if
there was any form of training provided to early childhood teachers and mainstream

teachers on how to identify gifted children, the policy maker stated:

“There’s no training for early childhood or mainstream teachers who
are not in the program.”

Mainstream teachers who lack experience or training in effectively teaching
gifted students, might not realise the importance of providing a differentiated

curriculum. They might not see the need to provide challenging and enriched
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activities and lessons. They might just take the easy way out by following the

_ prescribed curriculum for the majority of children in their classroom.

Several mainstrearn teachers tell gifted students that there is no need for them
to learn anything in school and they emphasise so-called socialisation (Roedell,
1990). It is irnportant to notc that for a young gifted child in a kindergarten class of
25 to 30 students, major socialisation depends on the child’s feeling of acceptance by
others: teachers and children alike. Moreover, if the mainstream teacher does not
acknowledge a gifted child’s advanced abilities and intellectual curiosities and
interests by making him part of the curriculum, the child feels no acceptance from the
teacher (Roedell, 1990).

Hence, the researcher decided that it was pertinent to investigate the attitudes
~of the gifted children in Singapore towards their current GEP teachers in comparison
to their former mainstream teachers, as well as their attitudes towards their
classmates and friends in the current GEP in comparison to former classmates and
friends from the mainstream schools. Responses of the children from the interview
sessions and from their written responses, which were grouped into the two main
groups of “Experiences since identification” and “Experiences prior to

identification”, have been used for the following discussion.

5.7.5.2 Attitudes towards their early childhood teachers and mainstream
teachers in comparison to their GEP teachers

The researcher wanted to find out how the pupils felt about teachers in the
GEP program and teachers in mainstream schools in terms of their teaching

approaches, counselling, attention provided and attitudes towards teaching them.

All the students had positive feelings towards their teachers in the GEP
program and all of them mentioned that they preferred the teachers in the program to

the teachers in the mainstream schools.

PA-1 elaborated during the interview that the teachers were “more fun to be
with” in the GEP and also felt very strongly that they were more understanding and
caring towards the students’ needs. He further added:

“The teachers in the program are better trained to provide useful
advice and to be more attentive to the students’ needs.”
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He also felt that they had far better teaching methods and that they always
tried to make the students understand what they were teaching. He described:

“In the mainstream school the teachers used to just read from

textbooks and always gave very boring work. The GEP teachers don't

Just read from the textbooks like the mainstream school teachers.

That's the best part of this program. The teachers here listen to what

we have to say and they encourage us to share our thoughts and

opinions.”

PA-1 described the lessons in the mainstream class as being “boring,

unchallenging and not motivating” in his *Me’ box reflections.

He also held the opinion that the mainstream teachers were always in a “rush
to complete the lesson” and that they seldom provided any opportunities for hands-on
experience. He insisted that he preferred the teachers in the GEP to the teachers in
mainstream and elaborated:

“I hated it like anything when the teacher 100 asked me to provide a

simpler answer and not use such complicated words. Since that day, 1

stopped answering any questions on my own accord and never raised

my hand even though I knew the answer to the question. But it’s

different in this school and the teachers encourage us to provide
different answers."”

PA-2 strongly supported the GEP teachers’ teaching methods and described:

“They do their part a lot. They try their best to make the lessons fun
and interesting. We have to be thankful for that. I prefer the teaching
methods in the Gifted Education Program.”

She recalled that in the mainstream school, the teachers were “usually very
impatient” and that they tended to “scold a lot.” She also felt that “they just read
from textbooks” or wrote “on the blackboard” or gave “boring worksheets” and

“scolded frequently.”

She appeared to feel strongly that there should be “more teachers like the
ones in the Gifted Education Program” and stated that she preferred the teachers in
the program to the mainstream teachers. She also described the GEP teachers in her

‘Me’ box as being “very friendly and understanding.”
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PB-3 also preferred the GEP teachers’ methods of teaching and explaining
and felt very strongly that they were very caring and pleasant, uniike some of the

mainstream teachers who were fierce. She elaborated:

“I didn’t like some of my teachers from my previous school. They used
to be very snappy. Once, I forgot to bring my Maths worksheet and
the teacher, without even bothering to hear my explanation, just
snapped at me in front of the whole class. I hated it. The teachers are
more patient in this program and their way of teaching is more
interesting."”

She also stated that her mother used to complain about the teachers in her
former school. However, PB-3 confided that there was one teacher whom she really

| liked in her former school and that she inissed a lot,

She has written in her ‘Me’ box that she found the lessons in the mainstream
school to be boring and that in the GEP, more individual attention was given by the

GEP teachers.

PB-4 felt that the GEP teachers were better trained than the mainstream

teachers and elaborated:

“The teachers in the program seem to know the subject they are
teaching better. They can explain the answer better but the former
teachers from the mainstream school used to ask us to go back and
look up the answer and if we went back not knowing the answer they
were not very happy about it either. I think that my former school was
a very good school but some of the teachers didn’t seem to know their
subject content well and they never used to answer my questions
properly. In fact they didn’t seem to like questions being asked at all. |
prefer the GEP teachers.”

She has also described in her *Me’ box that the mainstream teachers were

“strict teachers” and that they conducted “boring lessons.”

PC-5 found the teachers in the GEP to be very “enthusiastic teachers.” He
also described them as being “fun, intelligent and jovial.” He stated that they
'provided “various hands-on experiences.” He felt that his mainstream teachers were
“also friendly” but that they always “seemed to be pressed for time" and that “they
had to rush the lessons to complete the syllabus.” He elaborated:

“They did not have time for jokes or for hands-on experiences. They

always gave a lot of worksheets during class time and also for
homework. We did not have many projects in the mainstream, and
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even if we did they were very simple and not as interesting as the ones
given in the program. I prefer the teachers in the program for they arc
more fun to be with."

He has summarised his feelings towards the GEP teachers and their teaching
“in his ‘Me’ box as being “pleasant, challenging, stimulating, motivating, thrilling

and fun.” He has also described the mainstream work as being “boring " in his ‘Me

box.

According to PC-6 the GEP teachers “are more lenient, kind and friendly.”

He also commeated:

“I prefer them to mainstream teachers. They are very approachable
when compared 10 the mainstream teachers. They also do not just
read from textbooks or hand out worksheets after worksheets which
are very boring and childish at times.”

He also mentioned that the mainstream teachers failed to focus on each

individual student. He elaborated:

“They do not have time for that as they have about 36 students in
their class while the teachers in the Gifted Education Program only
have about 25 students in each class. The smaller sized class enables
the teachers in the program to focus on each individual students’
abilities and weakness.”

PC-6 wrote in his ‘Me’ box that he “liked his English and Art teachers a lot”
when he was in Kindergarten. He has also written that the GEP teachers were “fun,
challenging and more intelligent” and that the lessons were more “interesting and

enriching” and that they provided a “variety of fieldtrips.”

Thus, all the students appear to have positive feelings towards their teachers
in the GEP and to prefer the GEP teachers to their former mainstream teachers. They
have criticised several aspects of the mainstream teachers’ teaching methods and the
way they treated them and responded to their questions or answers. The students also
appear to prefer the projects and activities offered within the program such as, field
trips to those of the mainstream program. On the whole, they appear to prefei- the
attitudes and teaching methods of the GEP teachers and criticise some of the

mainstream teachers’ attitudes and behaviour towards them.
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5.7.5.3 Attitudes towards their classmates from the GEP and classmates
from the mainstream schools

In the study reported here, the researcher probed the young gifted children
regarding their friends in the GEP and how they felt about them. The pupils were
asked if they had friends before joining the program in the mainstream setting and if
they kept in touch with them now. The researcher also asked the students if they had
ever felt left out or lonely and encouraged them to describe the incident that made

them feel that way or the most unpleasant incident that had happened to them.

Four of the six gifted students revealed that they did not keep in touch with
former classmates and friends from mainstream schools. However, PA-2 had some
good friends in her former mainstream school and confided that she was “sad to
leave them” when she first joined the GEP. She also mentioned that it was “quite
painful 10 part” and that she maintained contact with them. Also, PC-5, who did not
have to change schools to join the GEP, said that he still saw his former classmates
and that he had “many friends from the other stream as well.” PC-5 wrote in his
‘Me’ box that he had fewer friends in kindergarten and that he found them very
“childish.” However, he had many friends in the mainstream class, as stated during

the interview.

It may be seen from the gifted students’ comments during the interview and
from their writings in the ‘Me’ boxes, that all the students had friends in the GEP and

five of the six students mentioned that these friends were more understanding.

Among the six students, one student only mentioned that he had never felt left
out. The other five students cited incidences where they felt left out. For four students
this occurred in the mainstream school, while for the remaining one, it to~k place at
home when her mother invited her friends and their daughters over. She described:

“I usually feel awkward to talk to them and feel left out a bit during

that time for I don’t know what to say to them. I have asked my mom

not fo invite them or force me to sit with them but she always does. It

is unpleasant for me to sit there and waste my time not knowing what

to say to them. They always seem to have so much to talk such as
about shoes, shopping, clothes and so on.”
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PA-1 described his friends in the GEP as fun and understanding. He felt that
the majority of the students in the primary 4 GEP program were his friends and that
he enjoyed being with them. He further added:

“I like friends who are fun to be with, I dislike friends who say that I
am too complicated. 1 like it better here, I think my friends here can
understand me better."”

He confided that he did not have mﬁny friends in the mainstream and that he
used to get frustrated when his classmates said that he was “too complicated or that

he was a nerd.”

Similar feelings can be identified in his writings in the ‘Me’ box which reflect
that he had felt “very unhappy and lonely” in the pre-school and former mainstream

school. It reveals strong feelings of hatred:

“Hated my pre-school and primary school experiences. Will always
hate it. Don’t ever want to visit it. Hated being in the two schools.
Students were very mean, called names, bullied me.. felt different
Sfrom the other students at times and hated it when they said that | was
complicated including some of the teachers.”

He also elaborated during the interview:
PA-1:

“I always felt that nobody understood me and felt very angry and
Sfrustrated with students who called me names and made fun of me. |
used to feel very left out whenever the whole class laughed at my
responses in class. The students used to make faces and say that I am
too complicated for them to understand me.”

Even though PA-2 kept in touch with some friends from her former school,
she also shared similar feelings of dislike towards some of her former classmates.

She explained:

“I loathe friends who don't care about your feelings. Some people are
very sensitive but some aren’t, I despise people who don't care about
others. Some of my classmates in my former school were like that,
They used to pass hurtful remarks at times."

She said with a sigh of relief that she did not experience such “hurtful

remarks” from her friends in the GEP and described them to be:

“Very loyal and don’t go around saying hurtful things behind your
back. I have a very close friend here. She'’s what I'll aiways look for
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in a friend. She's loyal, tomboyish, has the same interests, talks about

the same kinds of stuff and so on. 1 have some very close friends here

now who share the same interests and who seem to understand me

better.”

Her writings in her ‘Me’ box suggest that she did not have many friends in
kindergarten and in her former mainstream school, It also suggests that she felt
“lonely and left ot there and that she was constantly hurt by her former classmates’
unkind remarks, especially the boys whom she described as “really horrible and
extremely mean.” She has also written that she “did not have to put up with unkind
remarks" since she joined the GEP and that she “did not have to pretend” that she
“did not know the answers.” Her writing also reflects that she is “proud to do well”
in the GEP.

She also stated during the interview that she used to feel very left out in her
former school whenever her former classmates ganged up against her and when they
brushed her aside, saying that she was too smart for them, She described feeling very
hurt when they passed such comments. She mentioned:

“The most unpleasant incident was after each test in my former

school when the teacher read out our grades. 1 felt very sad when all

my friends got lower marks than me and when I was the top student. 1

know that a lot of my classmates hated me for that and sometimes I

even tried to make mistakes knowingly so that I would not be the first.

But when my mom heard about it, she gave me a long talk and said

that I should not do it. She said that it was not worth doing such

things for people who didn’t care about others. I don't have that
problem here now and I'm not the top student all the time t00.”

PB-3 also felt that she had more friends in the program and elaborated:

“I only had one good friend in the mainstream school. The friends
that I've made here are more understanding and interesting. It's
easier to mix here than in my previous school.”

Similar to PA-2, PB-3 also disliked the boys in her former school and

explained:

“I hated them. They usually picked on me and shouted names when I
passed them. Once, a boy pushed me when I refused to give him my
book for him to copy my homework which he had not done.”

When questioned if she had reported it to her teachers or her parents, PB-3

shook her head and elaborated:
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“No, it will only make things worse for the boys will then be even
“more horrible afterwards and everyone will think that I'm very bossy
and proud.”

She wrote in her ‘Me’ box about her kindergarten experiences:

“I did not enjoy going to the school. I was miserable and unhappy.
My mother taught me at home.”

She also mentioned that she used to feel very left out whenever her best friend
was either away from school or when she was paired up with someone else during

group work. She stated that she was thc only one who was nice to her. She further

elaborated:

“I hated the boys especially because they were always rude and mean.
The most unpleasant incident was when a boy tripped me purposely
and everyone laughed at me. I was so embarrassed and hurt by it and
felt left out and lonely. I didn’t tell my parents about it because it

would be very childish.”
She wrote similar feelings in her “Me’ box about her experiences in the

former mainstream school:

“I do not have many pleasant memories. Was bullied and picked on by
the boys.”

PB-4 also mentioned that she had several friends in the program and that she
did not have any real friends except for one girl who was “fun, ir:ielligent, talented

and understanding.” She elaborated:

“I had a close friend in my former school. She was also offered a
place in the GEP but in a different school. She has now transferred to
this cchool and I'm so happy about it. She can sing very well. She is
usually very quiet. On the whole, I think the friends that I have here
are more understanding and share common interests and feelings. No,
I don’t keep in touch with my fonner classmates.”

PC-6 had more friends in the GEP and also admits being bullied by some of

his former classmates. He elaborated:

“I only had a few friends in my former school. I don't keep in touch
with them. I don’t want to anyway. They always used to pick on me
and had a nickname for me that I was a proud peacock in Chinese and
also passed very hurtful names. "

128



He appeared to feel very strongly that his friends in the program were “far

more understanding and caring towards others’' feelings.”

| His writings in his ‘Me’ box reveal that he was lonely at pre-school and that
he did not have many friends there as well, In fact, he has also written, “cannot
remember any friends” and further explained during the interview that his parents
had been rather concerned that he seldom got along with his classmates in his pre-
school and that he usually played by himself when he was younger. He has also
written that he used to feel “left out” and that his classmates in his former
mainstream school were “mean.” During the interview he also stated that he did not
like his former classmates and that he knew that they did not like him too. He

elaborated;

“I always felt that they were very silly and childish in many ways and
could not find anything much to say to them. They always say that I'm
proud and that I'm a nerd. 1don’t know, maybe I am a little proud but
I'mnota nerd.”

According to PB-4 whenever her mother invited her friends over for lunch
she felt awkward and left out. She elaborated:

“My mother’s friends bring their daughters along and I usually feel

awkward 1o talk to them and don't know what to say to them. I have

asked my mom not to force me to sit with them but she always does

and it is unpleasant for me to sit there and waste my time not knowing
what to say to them.”

She aiso mentioned that she felt that her mother did not understand her

feelings and forced her wishes upon her at times.

Thus, four of the six gifted students (PA-1, PB-3, PB-4, PC-6) did not keep in
touch with former classmates and friends from mainstream schools. All the students
except for PC-5 have written in their ‘Me’ boxes that they have more friends in the
GEP and that they are more understanding. PC-5 is also the only student to state that
he has never felt left out. All the other students have cited incidents of this occurring
in their mainstream school with one stating that it took place at home. Also the
students have cited several unpleasant incidents that occurred in the mainstream

| schools.



5.7.6 Conclusion

On the whole, all the teachers felt that the current GEP for Primary 4 gifted
children was effective and felt positive towards it. They felt that the in-depth
curriculum, the varied teaching methods allowed to be used in the program, the
accelerated leamning and life long learning were the main advantages of the program.
TA-2 felt that the main advantage of the program was “moulding the children's
characters and building on their leadership qualities.” TC-5 also felt very strongly
that the program had many positive aspects such as:

“varying teaching strategies, effective teaching methods and

approaches, ample opportunities for questioning of children,
flexibility in teaching and smaller number of students.”

Similarly, all the students appeared to prefer the lessons, teaching methods
and activities provided by the GEP teachers in the program to the teaching methods
and activities conducted in the mainstream. They seemed to be greatly motivated by
the various activities, enriching programs and projects offered in the program. They
all agreed that the projects given in the program were more challenging, interesting,
fun and motivating when compared to the work given in the mainstream, which they
described as boring. This confirms the importance of early identification, since
failure to do so can create a lot of problems such as underachievement, stress and
boredom. Several studies have also confirmed that the most intellectually gifted
students are often highly critical of their teachers and report that the school system is
extremely boring (Winner, 1996; Gallagher, Harradine & Coleman, 1997).

TC-5 felt that all students, including the mainstream students, would benefit
greatly from such a program. Similarly, one student (PB-4) also felt that the program
should be available “for everyone and not only for a certain group of children.” She

added that her mother felt that way also.

The main disadvantage of the program was thought by two of the teachers
(TA-1 and TB-3) to be asking the gifted children to sit for the same PSLE exam as

the mainstream children, As TA-1 elaborated:

“It takes the joy out of learning when it is the same exam that is used
in the mainstream as well.”
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She also stated that the gifted children felt very frustrated when they were
tested for the same exam as the mainstream children especially when they had
covered more content. It appeared to be frustrating for the teachers too when gifted
students wanted to explore a topic further and they had to cut it short, since the

students would not be tested on it.

Similarly, all the children interviewed in the study reported here appeared to
be concemed that it was rather unfair to them and to the mainstream students to sit
- for the same exam papers as the mainstream students in Primary six. PB-3 also wrote
in her ‘Me’ box that she was worried about her Chinese and Mathematics exams and
about having to sit for such difficult exams in the program when ultimately she was

going to sit for the same PSLE exams as the other mainstream students.

TA-2 felt that the disadvantage of the program was the attitude of the gifted
children who felt that they were different and far better than the others while two of
the six teachers felt that the children’s childhood was lost. In the words of TA-2:

“The children think that they are different from others and that they
are far better than the others. The program needs to look into this.”

Gifted children have been identified as different by researchers from the first
year of Jife when they have a heightened awareness of their surroundings and demand
more stimulation from the environment. Therefore, parents and educators should not
have the same expectations of them as they have of other children (Morelock, 1996;
Silverman; 1997),

All the students involved in the study reported here appeared to feel
confident. While two of the six students did not believe that there was anything
special about them, three believed that they were special and one thought that
everyone had something special about them. PC-6 felt that he was different from the
others since he could “remember almost exactly what the teacher said during the
class™ and PC-5 felt that he was special in the sense that he was very good at playing

chess, whereas PB-4 saw herself as special since she was very good at drawing.

Gifted children are often mistakenly thought not to have any problems and
therefore not to require special attention. It is important to note that they do have
special needs and may encounter problems such as emotional coping, peer pressure,

parental protectiveness, as well as social and academic needs (George, 1992),
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Five of the six teachers felt that parents had very high expectations of their
children and all of them advised parents not to place very high cxpectations on them,
or pressure their children. This is also reflected in the children’s responses during the
interview and their comments in the ‘me’ boxes that they constructed, for five of the

‘six students reported experiencing some form of pressure from their family members,

relatives and friends.

Three of the six students had extra tuition, and even though they did not enjoy
it, they were forced to have it by their parents. PC-5 appears to be the only student
who did not experience any form of pressure. For (PA-2, PB-3 and PB-4) their
mothers appear to place more expectations and pressure on them than their fathers.
Similarly, the policy maker also mentioned during the interview, that Singaporean
parents place very high expectations on their children and that the MOE constantly
faces parents asking for ways to prepare their children to enter the GEP, even though

the MOE advises them not to prepare their children for the Screening Tests.

As teaching and learning commences in the home, parents and family play a
critical role in the education of the young gifted child and effective parents are those
who nurture their young gifted children’s creativity; who display low levels of
frustration; exercise a suitable amount of flexible control; display confidence in their
ability as teachers; and conduct themselves as facilitators of the teaching or learning
process {Snowden & Christian, 1999). Hence, the young gifted children’s wishes in
the study reported here, should be respected, and parents should not place undue
stress on their children by forcing them to attend tutoring on top of the heavy

program they have in the GEP.

Collaboration between parents and educators is essential, to enable the young
gifted children to achieve healthy emotional, as well as intellectual growth. Thus, to
fully benefit from this combined effort, it is important that there be congruence of
expectations, so that the young gifted children are given appropriate guidance, and to

maximise their chances of fulfilling their potential (Webb, 1999).

It is important to note that all the young gifted students reported in this study
appear to set very high goals for themselves. When questioned about their most

frightening thought, all of them, except for one student, expressed fears in relation to
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their academic achievement and of disappointing their family if they were not one of

the top students in the PSLE in Singapore.

TC-5 felt that the main disadvantage of the program was that it was often

- “viewed as being elitist” and that there were “insufficient parents’ briefings. " Two

- teachers (TA-2 and TC-5) felt that there could be some improvements made to the
program. TC-6 felt that it was a challenging program, but that it “pressured children
with too much work at times.” TC-6, although not citing any advantages of the
program, mentioned that it was too tough, especially in terms of “fime management

and workload. "

In line with the teachers’ responses, Chinese appeared to be the least favoured
subject among four of the six students (PA-2, PB-3, PB-4 and PC-5) because of the
level of difficulty involved. It was also noted that all the young gifted children
disliked homework in general in the GEP, with Chinese singled out as being very
time consuming and difficult, Three of the six students (PA-2, PB-3 and PC-5) also

shared similar opinions in their ‘Me’ box reflections.

During the intervisw, most of the students also reported that there was too
much homework given in the program and three of the six students who had tutoring
also stated that they had very little time to do other things after completing the
homework given from school and from tutoring. PA-2 appeared to not only dislike
the amount of homework given in the program, but also having to stay back after
- school for meetings. She felt that it gave her very little time to read books, which she

enjoyed.

Four teachers (TA-1, TB-3, TC-5 and TC-6) held the very strong opinion that
the MOE of Singapore should look into training mainstream teachers to identify
giftedness and provide a differentiated curriculum. They stated that this would reduce
some of the problems faced by mainstream schools such as boredom among students,
students not achieving their full potential, frustration, and an increase in aggressive
behaviour among students who are capable of better performance. All the teachers
interviewed in the study felt that there could be improvement in the current

procedures of identifying young gifted children.
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Similarly, all the students who cxpressed positive feelings towards their
teachers in the GEP program, preferred these teachers to the teachers in the
mainstream schools, They felt that the GEP teachers were “more fun to be with" and
that they were more understanding, caring and attentive towards them. They thought
that the GEP teachers were “better trained to provide useful advice” and that they
were more knowledgeable. The students thought that the GEP teachers were better
equipped with a variety of teaching methods and that they explored areas in “greater
depth and breadth.” They felt that the GEP teachers were always encouraging the
students to brainstorm ideas and to come up with new ways to solve a single
problem. The students also felt that the GEP teachers always made sure that the

students understood what they were teaching.

When the students expressed their views of their former mainstream teachers,
criticisms were that the mainstream teachers “just read from the textbooks”; always
provided “boring work”; were always in a rush to complete the lesson; and
discouraged students from posing questions. They also felt that there was insufficient

exposure to hands-on experiences in the mainstream classes.

Some of the students expressed strong feelings of displeasure about their
experiences in the mainstream classes. PA-1 explained that he was hurt and “hated
it"” when his teacher asked him to “provide a simpler answer and not use such
complicated words.” He stated that he had stopped asking or answering questions
altogether, on his own accord, even if he knew the answer, due to the fear of being
mocked by the other students as being “complicated.” PA-2 and PB-3 felt that the
mainstream teachers were very impatient and that they were rather “hot tempered

and snappy.”

PA-2 summed it up for all the young gifted students by saying that there
should be “more teachers like the ones in the Gifted Education Program” and PC-6
felt that the GEP teachers were “more lenient, kind and friendly.”

All the students appeared to feel strongly that the smaller class size in the
GEP allowed the teachers more time to focus on the individual student’s abilities and
needs, whereas the mainstream teachers, who had about 36 to 40 students in a class,
were often pressed for time and oo stressed out with their work to concentrate on

each individual student.
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The GEP teachers believed in educating the young gifted children to be more
open, to develop social skills, develop interpersonal skills, leadership qualities, to
work collaboratively in a team and be morally upright. The opinions of the six
teachers interviewed in the study coincide with the aims of the GEP in developing of

young gifted children in a wholistic manner,

The young gifted students also expressed the view that they should be morally
upright and that the program helped them to work collaboratively in a team. Their
comments and their writings in their ‘Me’ boxes reveal their concern for their
community and the world. They appear to have made several new friends in the
program, which suggests the success of the GEP in achieving some of its main

objectives.

In fact, from the data gathered in this study, it appears that all but one of the
young gifted children had very few friends in their former mainstream schools. Also,
four of the six gifted students revealed that they did not keep in touch with former
classmates and friends from mainstream schools, except for PC-5 who was still on
friendly terms with his former classmates, since he did not have to change schools to
join the program. However, in his ‘Me’ box writings, he reported fewer friends in

kindergarten and that he found them very “childish.”

It may b= seen from the gifted students’ comments during the interview and
from their writings in the ‘Me’ boxes that all the students have friends in the GEP,
with five of the six students stating, that these friends are more understanding. Most
of the students cited incidences where they felt left out in the mainstrearn schools and
expressed feelings of hatred and frustration about certain unpleasant incidents that
had occurred in the mainstream schools. Some of the students (PA-1, PA-2, PB-3,

PC-6) had been called names and been bullied by some of the mainstream students.

All the students agréed that the friends they had made in the program were
more understanding and shared several common interests. They found it easier to
communicate with classmates in the program. PA-2 stated that the students in the
GEP were very loyal and did not pass hurtful comments as some mainstream students
in her former school, especially the boys had done. She also stated that she did not
have to pretend not to know the answers in the GEP, since she did not have to worry

that she would be called the “smart one” as some mainstream boys had done in her

132



former class. Now she was proud to do well in the program, PB-3, with one good
friend only in the mainstream school, had felt very lonely and left out whenever her

friend was away from school or placed in a different group.

Several studies have indicated that young gifted children, when placed in an
environment that is not stimulating or challenging, can easily become bored (Winner,
1996; Kaplan, 1990; Coleman, 1996; Lim, 1994; Plucker, 1994; Callahan,
Cunningham & Plucker, 1994; May, 1994, Sowa, McIntire, May & Bland, 1994
Morelock; 1996). Other studies have revealed that young gifted children progress at a
higher intellectual level than their age peers, presenting a strong case for early
identification and intervention for very young gifted children (Sankar-Delecuw,
1999; Kolo, 1999; Gross, 1999; Hertzog & Fowler, 1999; Harison, 1999, Morelock,
1996; Silverman, 1997; Weber, 1999).

In short, the comments made by the young gifted children indicate their
preference for the GEP teachers, their teaching methods, the activities provided and
the friends and classmates in the program in comparison with the mainstream
teachers, teaching methods and activities, as well as the students in the mainstream.
They prefer the projects, the various programs offered within the GEP and the many
field trips and outdoor activities organised by the teachers in the GEP, They also
stated that they were very grateful to be selected to join the program and that they
liked the flexible attitude of the GEP teachers.

It is important to note that the opinions of the six teachers interviewed in the
study not only coincide with the aims of the GEP in catering for the total
development of young gifted children, but are greatly appreciated by the GEP

students as well.

5.8 Summary

This chapter presented the background information of the policy maker, the
six Primary 4 gifted students and the six GEP teachers. The data were obtained
through triangulation using the methods of semi-structured interviews, guiding
interview schedules/ questions, document reviews, audio recording and ‘Me’ box

writings of the children. An analysis of the data collected from the participants of the
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study reported here and a summary of the children’s ‘Me’ box writings were then
presented to answer the three research questions. The following chapter will

summarise the whole study, and draw implications for policy and practice, as well as

future research.
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CHAPTER SIX.
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
This .study has focused on the thrce main areas of provision made for young
gifted children in Singapore; the roles of the Policy Maker and teachers of Gifted
- Education in Singapore; and the attitudes and opinions of teachers and children of
current Gifted Education provision in Singapore, in answer to the three major

reseaich questions. Many important issues have been discussed in the process.

A summary of the major findings of the study and the answers to the research
questions are provided in this chapter, along with implications for Policy and Practice
and further research; limitations of the study; and recommendations for measures to
further increase the achievement of young gifted students in Singapore. The main
points discussed in the literature and the important findings of this study are
reiterated in this chapter. Since this study involved a small number of informants,
generalisation of findings to the population at large is not possible. The researcher
also acknowledges that the GEP programs may vary between schools, resulting in
some possible variations in children’s and teachers’ perceptions of the current GEP
in Singapore. Individual differences between children may also constitute another

confounding variable,

6.1 Summary of the Major Findings of the Study

1. Research indicates that Singapore’s education system is frequently criticised
| by parents and that increasing numbers of children in Singapore are
undergoing stress and seeking help from psychiatrists (Jee 2001).
Psychiatrists have warned that this trend will continue if the stressful

educational environment does not change (Ting, 2001).

2. According to Fleith (1998), young gifted students have received considerable
attention as a group that might be vulnerable to suicide. A number of
Singaporean students have committed suicide and research suggests that these
children have often experienced anxiety and insecurity in their relationships

with their parents, with regard to their education (Yeo, 2001).

135



According to a survey conducted comparing stress levels of Singaporean
students with those of American and Japanese students in Singapore, one in
two Singaporean children cited failing their examinations and not scoring
high marks as their greatest fear. Ninety percent of the Japanese children cited
losing their parents, while eighty percent of American children said losing

their friends was their greatest fear (Davie, 2001),

In a face-to-face session with Prime Minister Goh Chok Tong, it was reported
~that he thought that the average child was doing fine in Singapore, but it was
the gifted children who thought that they had under-performed and
disappointed their parents, who thought of committing suicide. He also added
that parents of children with ability held very high expectations for their
children (Ng, 2001).

The Prime Minister of Singapore continues to emphasise that the key to
continued growth is to seek out talented people and that every Singaporean is
competing against the rest of the world due to globalisation. Thus, there is a
strong need for emergent thinkers or innovators and Singapore, with its strong
reliance on human resources, cannot afford to lose its talented and gifted

children (Singapore Government Media Release, 2000).

In 1981, the late Dr Tay Eng Soon, then Minister of State for Education, led a
mission to study Gifted Education Programs in other countries and this
mission further strengthened the belief that there was a strong need to
commence a program for gifted children in Singapore (Gifted Education
Branch, 2001b).

The MOE has no involvement in early identification and provision of the
young gifted children who are too young to sit for the Primary 3 Screening
Tests (Ministry of Eduction, 1999).

The MOE has no involvement in training early childhood professionals or
mainstream teachers in identifying or providing for children who display
signs of giftedness in the early years, before they are eligible to sit for the

Primary 3 Screening Tests.
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10.

1,

There are other organisations in Singapore that conduct tests and provide

various enrichment programs and talks on gifted education,

The current GEP appears to cater for the young gifted children’s needs, as
they express very positive feelings towards their GEP teachers and the current
GEP, in comparison to their former mainstream teachers and the education

they received there.

However, certain areas of concern were raised by the young gifted students
with regard to the current GEP, such as having to sit for the same exam as the
other mainstream students and having too much homework. Chinese was also

singled out as being too time consuming and difficult.

6.2 Summary of the Answers to the Research Questions

6.2.1 Research Question 1: What Provision is made for Young Gifted Children
in Singapore?

1.

The GEP has six main goals and they are divided into two main groups:
“Meeting pupils’ cognitive needs” and “Meeting pupils’ affective needs”
(Ministry of Education, 1999, p. 4).

Enrichment is the chosen means of differentiating the curriculum for the
gifted children. The GEP Enrichment Model is drawn from the conceptual
models of a number of gifted programs that are offered around the world

(Gifted Education Branch 2001f).

The GEP aims for the whole development of gifted children through the
Affective Education Programme that comprises Civics and Moral education,

Pastoral Care and the Community Involvement Programme,

Specific needs of the young gifted children are addressed during Pastoral Care

by a teacher in the form of small group discussions.

Enrichment is accomplished through curriculum differentiation in four areas:
content, process, product and learning environment (Ministry of Education,

1999).
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10.

Il

12.

To facilitate gifted students’ re-entry into the mainstream if they wish to
withdraw from the GEP, the mainstream schoo! curriculum is the
cominencing point for the GEP enrichment of gifted children. Hence, the
primary GEP students sit the PSLE at the end of Primary 6, together with the

mainstream students (Gifted Education Branch, 2001¢).

On the whole, even though the GEP covers the same syllabus as that covered
in the mainstream classes, the topics are explored and covered in greater
depth and breadth. More emphasis is placed on creativity and higher order
thinking skills and it is more intellectually challenging {Gifted Education
Branch, 2001e).

Various teaching strategies are used to cater for the different leamning styles of
the young gifted students in the GEP. Provisions made for discovery leaming,
open-ended problem solving, small-group discussion and, hands-on
experiences. The young gifted children’s research skills are also developed

through independent study.

Capable young gifted children with specific interests are given opportunities
in the GEP to pursue projects at advanced levels of involvement and to work
with professionals jointly organised by the GE Branch and tertiary institutions

or professional organisations in Singapore.

The young gifted students are given the freedom to express themselves in a
creative manner und they are encouraged to present their work in many forms

such as reports, dramas, poems and computer simulations.

In the GEP, the leaming environment is modified to suit the young gifted
children’s needs. The teacher is a facilitator rather than an instructor and the
environment is more leamer-centred. It allows more risk-taking and provides
more opportunities for social interaction among the young gifted children.
There are many opportunities for out-of-school experiences such as field

trips, camps and community involvement programs as well.

The main aim of these activities is to develop self-directed, lifelong and

independent leamers {Gifted Education Branch, 2001h).
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13,

14.

15.

16.

The GE Branch of the MOE only provides enrichment programs for the
selected intellectuaily gifted children from Primary 4 to Secondary 4. The GE
Branch of the MOE does not cater for a child who is too young to sit for the
Primary 3 Screening Test. The MOE has no involvement in the identification

or provision of young gifted children before age nine.

As the GEP is not offered before Primary 4 in any government or
government-aided school in Singapore, parents have to search for other

means to provide for their gifted children if they suspect that they are gifted.

The GEP has no involvement in training the mainstream teachers or the early
childhood teachers in identifying the young gifted children who are too young

to sit for the Screening Test.

The NUS, the Association for Gifted Children, Mensa and the Morris Allen
Study Centres are some of the other organisations in Singapore that provide
some form of assistance such as counselling, advice, IQ tests or enrichment
classes to parents and their gifted children who are too young to sit the

Primary 3 Screening Test.

6.2.2 Research Question 2: What are the Roles of the Policy Maker and
Teachers of Gifted Education in Singapore?

1.

The GE Branch consists of a Deputy Director, two Assistant Directors and a
team of specialist officers. The main role of the Branch is to plan, implement
and monitor the GEP and to work together with the schools to accomplish the
goals of the GEP (Ministry of Education, 1999).

The main duties of the team are to: identify and select intellectually gifted
students for the GEP; design a differentiated curriculum; coordinate special
programs for intellectually gifted students; select and provide appropriate
training to GEP teachers; monitor and implement the program in the nine
primary schools; and evaluate and conduct research on the GEP (Ministry of
Education, 1999).

The policy maker oversees the implementation of the GEP in the nine primary

GEP schools and his main role is to: implement and monitor the primary
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10.

11.

GEP; implement the enriched curriculum; supervise research; evaluate,

construct and administer tests to select pupils for the GEP,

To ensure that the GEP teachers are capable of accommodating and achieving
the GEP's goals and objectives, the MOE has a strict sclection procedure for

recruiting teachers into the GEP.

Furthermore, the selected teachers are regularly observed teaching gifted
children in their classrooms so as to monitor the effectiveness of their
teaching strategies; skill in questioning and responding to students’ questions;

tolerance for the gifted children’s curiosity; and patience with gifted children.

The minimum qualifications required for the primary GEP teachers are the
General Certificate of Education, ‘A’ Leve] Certificate and a Diploma-in-
Education (Ministry of Education, 1999).

Gifted education specialists and overseas consultants conduct workshops
locally and provide ongoing training, conferences and seminars to allow
ample opportunities for the GEP teachers to share their experiences and
teaching methods, gain new ideas and becotne aware of the latest

developments in research related to the gifted education field.

GEP teachers with more than 3 years experience in the program are required
to complete the two courses of, ‘Curriculum Differentiation for the Gifted’

and ‘Affective Education for the Gifted’ (Gifted Education Branch, 2001k).

GEP teachers are sometimes sent overseas for courses in the field of gifted
education or on attachment to gifted education programs (Ministry of

Education, 1999).

A crucial role of the GEP teacher is to provide a differentiated curriculum,

thus accommodating learning differences in gifted children.

The GEP teacher’s main role is to be a facilitator rather than an instructor: to
make the classroom environment more learner-centred; to encourage the
gifted children to talk, interact among themselves in pairs or in groups; and to
provide greater physical mobility within the classroom (Ministry of
Education, 1999).
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12

13

14.

I5.

16.

17.

18.

15.

20.

All the teachers reported in the study perceive their role as facilitators and

organise various enrichment activities for young gifted students.

GEP teachers believe in lifelong learning and continucusly attend workshops
and conferences on gifted education and collect information about various

teaching practices used locally and globatly.

GEP teachers search and gather useful and challenging materials and

resources for young gifted children.

Advice and counselling is provided by GEP teachers to the young gifted
students and their parents when necessary, in relation to their academic

achievements and performance in class.
Parents are informed of useful resources and workshops on gifted education.

Careful observations are carried out constantly of the young gifted students.
Children who display any signs of concern are referred to the In-house

counsellors or to private psychiatrists.

The GEP teachers also appear to recognise the importance of conducting
lessons and activities at a pace and ievel which is suitable for all the young
gifted children in their classrooms and emphasise the importance of being

well prepared, organised and enthusiastic.

Some positive outcomes identified by the GEP teachers of being well
organised are the prevention of unnecessary distractions from taking place or
boredom among the students. They also appear to feel that this assists them in
presenting the lessons at a much faster pace that is better suited to the higher

levels of these gifted students,

The teachers foster socialisation among the gifted students by providing
various activities within the classroom and outside the school to develop
socialisation skills among the young gifted children. Activities most
commonly mentioned by the teachers were “the orientation program, pair
work, group discussions, group projects and group presentations, camping
and excursions”, Other activities included organising birthday parties,

Assembly Items and the Racial Harmony Day.
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21.

22.

23,

24.

25.

All the teachers appear to feel rather strongly that it is cssential that thcy help
to create a friendly and warm environment and that they cncourage

competition among students in a friendly manner that prevents any hostility or

jealousy from taking place.

- The GEP teachers are very committed to tcaching gifted children and

frequently make use of other teachers in the GEP as resources, especially to
provide a variety of enriching and intellectually stimulating and challenging

activities and lessons.

The GEP is also committed to being attentive to the gifted students’ varying
needs. They organise the children into different groups according to their
abilities and at times provide activities that are specially tailored to each

group’s abilities.

All the young gifted children reported in the study here expect their teachers
to facilitate tearning for all children. They expect them to be kind,
understanding and approachable. They expect their teachers to know their
work well, to possess strong content knowledge prior to teaching them and to
encourage risk-taking. They expect teachers to provide ample hands-on

experience and interesting, fun activities and to be creative.

On the whole, the teachers perceive their roles to be facilitators; advocates of
lifelong leaming; useful resource gatherers; providers of enriched
differentiated curriculuin; observers; counsellors; enthusiastic, animated and
passionate teachers of young gifted children; and to foster socialisation
among the gifted children. It is important to note that their perceptions of a
GEP teacher are congruent with those of the MOE in Singapore, the policy
maker, the young gifted children reported in the study and researchers around
the world,

6.2.3 Research Question 3: What are the Attitudes and Opinions of Teachers
and Children of Current Gifted Education Provision in Singapore?

1.

In terms of recruitment of the GEP teachers, the teachers interviewed in the
study reported here feel that fresh graduates lack experience; that the selection

procedure for GEP teachers is of a high standard and is based on the selection
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officers’ standards; but that the selcction proccdure should be amended since
some of the officers are stricter than others, which causes the Jikelihood of

- inconsistency in the selection of teachers.

In terms of the selection procedure for young gifted children into the GEP,
four teachers (TA-1, TB-3, TC-5 and TC-6) hold the very strong opinion that
the MOE of Stngapore should look into training mainstream teachers to

identify giftedness and provide a differentiated curriculum.

All the GEP teachers agree that failure to do so will increase the problems
being faced by many mainstream schools such as boredom among students,
students not achieving their full potential, frustration and an increase in

aggressive behaviour among students who are capable of better performance.

They also believe that early identification is possible if teachers from the
mainstreamn schools are properly educated in identifying gifted children and in

conducting observations,

It is suggested that parents and psychologists be included in the identification
procedure by two teachers (TA-1 and TB-4). A face-to-face interview with
children who display signs of giftedness in the early years before the primary
3 Scrcening Test is also suggested by another teacher (TC-5). Yet another

(TA-2), suggests including mother tongue subjects in the Screening Tests.

All the GEP teachers interviewed in the study reported here share a common
belief that young gifted children have special needs. In terms of early
identification, the teachers have differing views with two teachers (TC-5 and
TC-6) strongly supporting early identification, while another two (TA-2 and
TB-4) oppose it. One teacher also feels that early identification should include

specific and not general ability.

Four of the six teachers have never felt intimidated by the gifted children
whilst the other two teachers (TC-5 and TC-6) appear to have felt intimidated

initially only, on first joining the program.

The teachers believe that the children shouid learn to be more open, develop
social skills, develop interpersonal skils, leadership qualities, work

collaboratively in a team and be morally upright. These opinions are
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10.

11.

12

13.

14.

15.

16.

congruent with the aims of the GEP in taking a wholistic view of the

development of young gifted children.

Five of the six teachers interviewed welcome parent participation and feel

that there should be more programs organised to include parents.

All the teachers except for one (TB-3) do not mind parents approaching them
for advice, but they discourage parents from being overly concerned with
their children’s grades and welcome those parents who seek more information
on coping with their children’s giftedness. TB-3 is the oniy teacher who has
not experienced parents approaching her for advice in terms of their

children’s grades or perforrnance in class.

The teachers feel that most of the gifted children have problems coping with
their parents’ expectations and advise parents not to pressure their children.
They feel that the MOE should look into organising more programs on ways

in which parents can assist their gifted children,

Of the three schools, two schools (SCH-A and SCH-B) appear to have more
parental involvement. Parents help out with the children’s Chinese Language
at home; newsletters are sent out to parents to inform: them of any upcoming
events; and feedback forms are given regularly when the children first join the
program. The two teachers from SCH-C feel that there should be more

involvement of parents in their school.

All the students reported in the study here have diverse favourite pastimes
such as surfing the net, working on challenging mathematics quizzes, playing
the piano, acting, playing basketball, chess and cycling. All the children enjoy
reading books, although the types of books they enjoy varizs.

Five of the six students appear to find their younger siblings to be irritating or

annoying and prefer to hang around with their older siblings.

Three of the six students have a member of thetr family who was also offered
a place in the GEP and who is in the program. All the students have some

form of support from their family members with their schoolwork.

Three of the six students receive extra tuition and do not enjoy it. Five of the

six students have experienced some form of pressure and high expectations
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21

from family members, relatives and friends, PC-5 appears to be the only
student who has not experienced any pressure, For PA-2, PB-3 and PB-4 their
mothers appear to place more expectations and pressure on them than their

fathers.

The thought of either failing or disappointing a family member is the most
common fear given by five of the six students. PC-5 is the only student who
mentioned issues such as global warming, pollution and flooding, causing the

world to come to an end, as the most frightening thought for him.

All the students reported in the study enjoy working on the various projects
given to them in the GEP. They appear to learn many new skills such as
conducting research, being creative and innovative, analysing and developing
different writing skills, and using higher order thinking skills. They consider
these projects to be fun, interesting, challenging and motivating, All the
students appear to find working on the social studies project particularly

enjoyable.

Mathematics and English appear to be the favourite subjects for most of the
students whereas, Science and Physical Education appear to be the favourite
subjects for two students. Chinese appears to be the least favoured subject
because of the level of difficulty involved and Science and Music are also
disliked due to the students’ dislike of the teachers. The children’s reasons for
their likes and dislikes of the subjects appear to be connected to their

perceptions of the subject teachers.

The children'report a dislike of set homework in general and Chinese in
particular due to it being very time consuming and difficult, taking time away

from more enjoyable pursuits,

PA-1 and PC-5 are the only two students who differ in their opinion of
exams. PA-1 likes exams and PC-5 feels that they are necessary. However, all
the children feel that it is an unfair system to have mainstream and GEP
students sitting for the same PSLE and most of the students reported in the
study appear to dislike exams in general and feel that the exams are very

difficult. This may be linked to their fear of not being the best.
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22,

23.

24,

25.

26.

The GEP students appear to favour the challenging, friendly environment and
attitude the teachers display towards them, as well as the smaller class size
that allows more individual attention. One student wishes that all students

could be included in a program like the GEP.

The heavy workload and hornework given in the program is disliked by the
GEP students with Chinese singled out for special mention due to it being too

time consuming and difficult.

The students have positive feelings towards their teachers in the GEP
program and prefer the teachers in the program to the teachers in the
mainstream schools. Reasons given are that the GEP teachers are more
understanding; fun to be with; and provide more challenging and interesting
activities in contrast to the mainstream teachers who are rather boring and

give work that is neither challenging nor interesting.

All the students have several friends in the program and five of the six
students appear to feel that these friends are more understanding. Four of the
six students do not keep in touch with former classmates and friends from
mainstream schools. One student (PC-5) appears to have never felt left out.
All the other students seem to have experienced unpleasant incidents in the
mainstream school or have experienced feelings of loneliness or harassment
from former classmates, either in their preschool or primary school before
they were selected to join the program. PB4 feels left out at home when her

mother has her friends over,

On the whole, all the students expressed preference for the GEP over the
mainstream schools due to the interesting, creative teaching methods used in
the GEP; the positive attitudes of the GEP teachers; the challenging and
enriching activities provided in the program; the smaller class size which
enables more individual attention; and the positive and understanding
attitudes of their classmates. However, all the students appear to dislike the

heavy workltoad and set homework given in the program.
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21. All the students are confident in themselves. While two of the six students do
not believe that there is anything special about them, three believe that they

are special and one feels that everyone has something special about them.

6.3 Implications

The findings of the study reported here give rise to a number of implications
for policy, practice and future research. The recommendations incorporate
suggestions offered by the young gified students, the GEP teachers and other research
findings where relevant. The study reported here is a case study and as such is not
concerned with generalisability. However, this study provides preliminary findings
that may be used as the basis for further research to be undertaken. Hence, a large-
scale study and direct observations of the gifted children and their teachers in their
natural settings, which was not possible here due to time constraints, may assist in

validating the findings of this study.
6.3.1 Implications for Policy, Practice and Future Research

L Parent Education and Participation

Since the workload is heavy and challenging in the GEP, the MOE advises
parents not to arrange tutoring at home for their children (Ministry of Education,
1999). However, it appears from the data gathered in the study reported here, that
three of the six gifted students receive extra tuition at home, even though they have
expressed their dislike of it to their parents and lack of free time to pursue their own

interests and engage in reading which they all find motivating.

This indicates, as suggested by the GEP teachers, that the MOE should
consider promoting and encouraging parent participation in areas other than the

children’s academic performance.

It is recommended that the MOE organise more programs to assist parents to
better cater for their children’s giftedness. Newsletters could be sent to parents on a

regular basis, together with the brochures that are sent to them when the children first
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join the program, giving details of the latest developments in gifted education and

upcoming setminars and conferences.

II.  Include parents in the gifted education seminars and conferences
organised by the GE Branch of MOE

All the teachers reported in the study here found the workshops, seminars and
conferences organised by the GE Branch very useful in building their knowledge of
the characteristics of young gifted children; appropriate ways to educate them; and
resources available globaily and locally, Hence, the MOE should send invitations to
the parents to attend such seminars and conferences on gifted education in order to
increase their understanding of what giftedness is and appropriate ways of dealing

with their children’s giftedness.

III. Provide information on other gifted education institutions in Singapore

Parents could also be made aware of organisations in Singapore such as NUS,
Mensa and the Morris Allen Study Centres that provide advice and assistance to the

parents of young gifted children.

IV. Investigate the causes of the current stressful education system and the
rise in the number of young children consulting psychiatrists and
committing suicide
All the young gifted students except for one (PC-5) indicated that they had

experienced some form of pressure from their family and relatives. They were also

very concerned about disappointing their parents if they did not do well in the PSLE
and worried about facing their parents if they did not meet up to their parents’
expectations. Also, the Straits Times has continually published articles indicating that
there is an increasing number of children in Singapore who are getting help from
psychiatrists and that the psychiatrists have warned that this trend will continue if the
children’s stressful environment does not change. Another concern for many

Singaporeans springs from young students committing suicide over their grades

especially their PSLE results (Ting, 2001;Yeo, 2001; Lau, 2001). Further research is

necessary to determine the causes of this situation in Singapore.



\'A Organise programs for parents and teachers to detect early signs of
stress and depression in young gifted children

Parents and teachers should be educated to detcct early signs of fatigue and
stress in young children. Several researchers have tried to discover situations,
experiences or characteristics that increase the likelihood of a child committing
suicide (Blumenthal, 1990; Davidson & Linnoila, 1991; Pfeffer, 1989). Some
possible areas of preventative action could be educating parents to provide more
personal attention to students and to teach their children to accept failure; organising

support groups for parents with gifted children; and increasing resources for parents.

A top student in primary 4 who was unhappy with the stressful life she was
leading as a student wanting to excel, comunitted suicide in Singapore. The state
coroner John Ng in his verdict of suicide stated that there is an impeiling need to
educate young children to leam to accept failures and disappointments, especially in
relation to their academic life, since it is part and parcel of growing up (Lau, 2001).
The student had spoken jokingly to her friends that she would kill herself if she did
not do well in her first Higher Chinese examination. She had expressed concern to
her classmate that she was worried that she had not completed her schoolwork during
the June holidays. She had also complained to her father of having too much
homework. However, she did not want her father to talk to her teacher. She had also
mentioned to the family’s maid that she did not want to be reincarnated as a human
being because she did not want to go to school, do homework, get scolded and argue

with siblings (Lau, 2001). As mentioned earlier in the literature review chapter,
| bright youngsters who are emotionally stressed, are vulnerable to suicide (Fleith,
1998).

The MOE should organise programs to educate parents and teachers to detect
signs of depression and potential suicide. Teachers and parents should work
collaboratively in identifying students who are depressed and who display suicidal
behaviour. If a student appears to be stressed or passes comments that indicate
| possible signs of despair, or behavioural changes, teachers should notify the student’s
parent immediately. The student should be observed closely and should not be left
unattended, It is important for the teachers, in-house counsellors and parents to let the

student know that they are all concemed about his or her welfare. As suggested by
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Guetzloe {1989), students who are considering suicide as the only option or who are

deeply depressed, might misinterpret failure to respond, as a lack of caring,

The GEP teachers appear 1o be trained in observation to a certain extent and
they also seem to recognise the importance of observing young gifted children
closely. However, in the study reported here, the students expressed strong feelings
of dislike for the homework given in the program, with Chinese singled out as being
too time consuming and difficult. They appeared to feel that the workload was
excessive, They also appeared to be overly concerned about the PSLE and stated that
it was unfair to sit for the same exam as the mainstream students. They set very high
goals for themselves and indicated that their greatest fear was failing their exams and
disappointing their family. Collectively, these faciors add up to high levels of stress

placed on these students: a situation that requires ciose monitoring.

VI. Investigate the appropriateness of the homework given to students in the
Gifted Education Program

Further research is necessary to investigate the amount and type of homework
given to the young gifted children in the program and the effect of such homework on
their motivation and creativity. Such a research investigation would determine if
more effective use could be made of gifted students’ home time in fostering their

divergent thought, creativity and learning.

VII. Investigate the expectations and attitudes of the parents of gifted
children

The core reality is that parents are the potentially gifted children’s first
educators and therefore, it is essential that their voices be heard (Haensly, 2001).
Their voices will inform, generate new ideas and suggest areas for further
development. In the study reported here, time constraints preciuded the researcher
investigating the attitudes and perceptions of the parents of the young gifted children
involved. Hence, further research should investigate parental perceptions and
expectations of the current GEP on a large scale to determine the degree of
congruence between their expectations and those of the MOE, teachers and gifted
students.
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VIII. Provide more independent projects in individual students areas of
interest

In light of the fact that students all reported the Chinese homework difficult
and too time consuming, in comparison to subjects such as English and Social
Studies, consideration should be given to ways of making the Chinese homework
more creative and interesting by integrating it with English and Social Studies. For
example, students could be required to compose a poem in Chinese. In addition,
more independent projects should be provided in freely chosen areas of interest to

extend students’ knowledge in an interesting and enjoyable manner.

IX. Implement a separate exam for young gifted children

The MOE believes that it is necessary to provide a more enriched curriculum
that is covered in greater depth for gifted students. However, the MOE also believes
that it is important that the gifted students sit for the same national exam at the end of
their GEP in Primary 6 so as to be able to switch back into the mainstream if they are
not pleased with the GEP or experience difficulty coping with the requirements of the
program. The students and teachers interviewed in the study reported here felt that
this was unfair to the GEP students, as well as to the mainstream students. The gifted
students reported feeling frustrated at sitting for the same paper as the mainstream
students after going through a different program that is far more challenging and
detailed. Consideration needs to be given by the MOE to setting a separate exam for
the gifted children that incorporates material from the PSLE but also goes beyond it

to cover higher order and divergent thinking skills.

X. Identify young gifted children early and provide a differentiated
curriculum tailored to their abilities and needs

The MOE of Singapore recognises that children have varying abilities and
that it is not an appropriate practice to provide every child with the same education.
The MOE also recognises that it is not fair to expect every child to move at the same

pace as his/her age peers (Ministry of Education, 20011).

_ According to Stephens, Blackhurst and Magliocca (1982) mainstreamn
classrooms might represent the least restrictive environment for several children, but

be the most restrictive environment for young gifted children. The mainstream
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classroom, which is often seen by many as the most appropriatc environment for
gifted children to receive their education, has been condemned by several rescarchers
who have a comumitment to gifted cducation, as a mere waste of time for them
(Moltzen, 1998). For young gifted children, social adjustment is often the most
challenging task, cspecially in the childhood and early adolescent years

(Hollingworth, 1942; Morelock, 1992).

Hence, it is cssential that when children present advanced abilities and
strengths during the early childhood years, they be provided with a curriculum that

best suits or matches their abilities, so that their potential can be maximised.

XI. Provide appropriate teacher training for early childhood and
mainstream teachers in gifted education

During a television interview with several gifted children from Western
Australian schools, most of the gifted children agreed that the mainstream teachers
did not really focus on them, but on below average students. As the gifted students
indicated during the interview, what is needed is an appropriate teacher training
program for mainstream teachers, for they mentioned on several occasions, that the
teachers did not know how to identify gifted students and did not believe that gifted
students needed help (“A Current Affair”, 2001).

Similarly, the data gathered in the study reported here, indicates that the
young gifted students experienced some harsh, unpleasant comments and unpleasant
incidents in their former mainstream schools from several of their former classmates
and from some mainstream teachers. All the students found the work given in the
mainstream school boring and even “childish”. They had experienced loneliness and
feelings of hatred and despair in the mainstream school. One of the students had
stopped answering questions altogether and another one admitted pretending not to
know the answers even when she did. This indicates that further research shouid be
carried out, not only with the other GEP students and teachers but also with the
mainstream teachers and mainstream students. This will assist in understanding the
attitudes and perceptions of the mainstream teachers and students towards children
with high academic abilities. It is also necessary to determine if there are more

children in Singapore’s education system who experience such unpleasantness.
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All the teachers interviewed in the study reported here feel that there could be
improvement in the current identification procedures of young gifted children. Early
childhood teachers and mainstream teachers should be educated by the MOE to
detect signs of giftedness in children during the early years. The GEP tcachers
believed that the lack of training and provision of a differentiated curiculum for
young gifted children in the early years were the main reasons for several problems in
schools. They also agreed that early identification was possible and that it should be

introduced so as not to overlook any young gifted children,

The implications from these findings are that the MOE should ensure that ali
teachers, including mainstream teachers, are adequately trained to provide
appropriately for students of all levels, so as to prevent boredom among young gifted
students who are too young to sit for the primary 3 screening test. They should have
sufficient background knowledge of gifted education and appropriate teaching
strategies for students of higher abilities to prevent undue frustration, disruption,

aggressive behaviour and stress among young gified students in mainstream schools.

XII. Use a combination of methods to identify young gifted children who are
too young to sit for the primary 3 screening tests

As physical, social and cognitive development in young children is rapid and
uneven, early identification is often considered to be the first obstacle, preventing
many educators from taking the first step in assisting their gifted students. Authentic
early identification requires a combination of methods such as parent and teacher
nominations, evaluations of school work that could include artistic and creative
achievements, as well as academic tasks in class; portfolios shared by parents of
children’s projects at home; interviews with parents and community; and
observations of children at play (Smutny, 1999; Clark, 1997; Roedell, Jackson &
Robinson, 1980; George, 1992).

Therefore, the MOE should seriously consider including early childhood
teachers, mainstream teachers, parents and psychologists in the selection procedure,
since the parents and the educators know their students well, and a combination of

methods would be very useful for anthentic early identification of gifted students.

The findings of the study reported here reveal that the young gifted children
had positive feelings towards their teachers in the GEP program and that they



preferred the GEP teachers to those teachers in the mainstream schools, Indeed,
comments about their former mainstream teachers and classmates were mostly

negative,

This implies that few of the mainstream teachers are aware of the many
characteristics of gified children, indicating a need for early childhood and
mainstream teachers to receive training in identifying and providing a more suitable
environment for young gifted children, The MOE should invite mainstream tcachers
to attend their seminars and conferences on gifted education, in order to deal with

children who display signs of giftedness.

This will enable mainstream teachers to be aware of possible problems that
young gifted children could face in regular classrooms, as reported by most of the
children interviewed in this study. Appropriate methods to educate gifted students in
their classrooms will be acquired along with the need to respect individual
differences and avoid name calling, harassment or isolation of students with

exceptional abilities.

XIII. Train all teachers to detect signs of harassment, respect individual
differences, avoid exploitation and provide appropriate role models

Respect for intellectual diversity is essential. Research suggests that “taunts”
of young gifted children such as calling them “nerds” are common (U.S. Department
of Education, 1993, p. 13). Most of the young gifted children involved in this study
were called names and taunted in their former mainstream schools. Such slurs should
not be allowed in schools, just as racial and gender discrimination are not permitted

in Singapore’s schools.
The MOE should therefore:

1. educate mainstream teachers to detect any signs of harassment and should
assist teachers to teach their students to respect, not only cultural differences,

but also differences in ability and interests;

2. train the mainstreamn teachers to avoid exploiting young gifted children by

using them as a class monitor or teacher’s assistant; and

3. educate the mainstream teachers to provide appropriate role models for their

students.
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XIV. Investigate the degree of congruence between the mainstream teachers’
and the MOE’s expectations of teacher roles

The gifted student informants in this study reported that the mainstream
teachers were mostly strict, boring, hot tempered, disliked questions being asked and
were unaware of the young gifted students’ needs. On the other hand, the GEP
teachers were considered to be understanding, kind, lenient and approachable. The
MOE expects that GEP teachers should have a passion for teaching gifted children;
that they should foster socialisation; be good role models; advocate life long learning;
and facilitate the learning of all children (Ministry of Education, 1999). The study
reported here found congruence between the MOE’s and the teachers’ perceptions of
their roles as GEP teachers. Hence, it is pertinent that further research investigate the
perceptions of mainstream teachers to determine the degree of congruence between

the expectations of mainstream teachers and the MOE regarding teacher roles.

XV. Implement mixed ability classrooms or reduce mainstream class size

All the students and the GEP teachers interviewed in the study reported here
feel strongly that the smaller class size in the GEP is one of the most positive
elements of the program. They feel that it allows the GEP teachers more time to
focus on the abilities and needs of individual students. As the mainstream teachers
have about 36 to 40 students in a class it would be difficult for them to concentrate
on each individual student. This can cause undue stress to the teachers and to the

gifted students.

Research suggests that age-appropriate placement is not developmentally
appropriate for gifted children and that multi-age grouping, especially of intellectual
peers, is more appropriate in increasing positive social interaction among the gifted
children (Conn, 1992; Hollingworth, 1926; 1942; Elkind, 1988; Gross, 1993;
Terman, 1925; Silverman, 1989, Webb, Meckstroth & Tolan, 1982).

Hence, it is recommended that the MOE:

1. consider the introduction of mixed ability groups to mainstream classrooms;
and
2. reduce the number of students in each mainstream classroom.
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This will enable the mainstream teachers to divide the children into groups of

different abilities and thus be able to better cater to the students’ needs. As suggested

by Rogers (1991), there are certain guidelines that teachers can use when considering

groupings:

1.

L

Young intellectually gifted students should be allowed to spend the majority
of their time in school with other students who are of similar abilitys and who

share similar interests.

They should be grouped according to their abilities and should be provided

with instruction that is suitable to their level.

They should be allowed to explore content that involves various acceleration
based options that could be offered within their ability groups or on an

individual basis.

They should be provided with various forms of enrichment that extends the

usual prescribed curriculum for mainstream students,

Mixed ability groupings should be organised sparingly to develop the young
gifted children’s social skills.

6.4 Recommendations for Parents

Parents of potentially gifted children should learn to record observations
of their children

Young gifted children do not develop evenly and they frequently display

peaks of extraordinary performance, rather than equally high skill levels in all

cognitive areas (Roedell, 1990). Parents, and even grandparents who live with the

young potentially gifted children, can assist in identifying them by providing valuable

information through long range observations of their children. This will be especially

useful in clarifying the nature and levels of the young gifted children’s abilities and

helping to construct the pathway to effective educational programs and services

(Feldhusen, 2001).
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II.  Parents should encourage the development of their children’s giftedness

Most parents of potentially gifted children greet the discovery that their child
might be gifted with mixed feelings of pride, excitement, and fear (Tolan, 1990).
Parents whe fear that their gifted children are not emotionally balanced, might not
want to acknowledge their potentially gifted children’s talents because they do not

want (o be ostracised by society or called a pushy parent (Porter, 1998)

Parents need to encourage, challenge and stimulate their potentially gifted
children, for their early years are the critical period of their lives. It is the foundation
for future academic success and failure to foster a love of lcarning can contribute to
underachievement (Education Department of Westem Australia, 1997). Hence,
parents should seek assistance in how best to encourage and foster their child’s

giftedness.

III. Parents should seek information and assistance

In Singapore, there are various organisations that provide enrichment
programs for children in their preschool years. Many of the young gifted children in
this study had experienced unhappiness and loneliness in their early childhood years
and had found the environment boring and unchallenging. Parents who suspect that
their child might be gifted should seek out private psychologists who are avaijlable at
NUH and at Mensa to assess their children. They should also set aside time to attend
presentations and seminars organised by organisations such as the NUS, Mensa, the
Morris Allen Study Centres and the Association for Gifted Children to acquire

knowledge of how best to support their children.

IV.  Parents should be aware of their child’s abilities and should adjust their
expeclations to reasonable levels

It is important to remember that young gifted children who posses unique
abilities and skills in one or two subject areas might be relatively less able in others
(Ministry of Education, 1999; Roedell, 1990). Parents should realise that scoring
straight A’s in all subject areas is not the goal of the current GEP in Singapore. The
young gifted children should be allowed to work at their personal best, which is the

main goal of the GEP (Ministry of Eduction, 1999).
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Prime Minister Goh Chok Tong reported that he thought parents of children
with high ability had unrecalistically high expectations of their children and that it was
the gifted children who thought that they had under-performed, disappointed their
parents and thought of committing suicide (Ng, 2001). Since the policy maker
interviewed in this study declined to comment on the report made by the Prime
Minister Goh Chok Tong and as the researcher did not have permission to interview
the psychologists, it was not possible to determine if there were any links between the
increase in psychological problems with young gifted children and unrealistic

parental expectations. Further research is needed to determine if such a link exists,

Certainly, the study reported here revealed that the parents of the young gifted
children had very high expectations of them and the children were very concerned
about being the top students in the PSLE and not disappointing their parents. The
teachers involved in the study also reported parents approaching them with regard to
their children’s academic achievements, even though the MOE clearly states in its
handbook for parents and educators that “lower scores may be expected for some
areas in the pupil’s school work even though they are as hardworking as before”

(Ministry of Education, 1999, p. 28).

Hence, it is crucial that parents understand their children’s unique capabilities
and weaknesses and adjust their expectations accordingly, to prevent undue stress

due to unrealistic expectations.

6.5 Conclusion

The GEP teachers, who are facilitators of gifted education, and the
mainstream teachers should view themselves as team members and work
collaboratively. Each group should value the contribution of the other to the
education of young gifted children in Singapore. Based on V'ygotsky’s theoretical
iramework and the conceptual framework used in the study reported here, gifted
students are rapid learners. They reap benefits when they work with more capable
peers and when they receive instruction from more capable adults, Hence, policy
makers, teachers, parents and other competent peers have an important part to play in

guiding the children’s progress in developing their potential in various talent areas
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and in providing a differentiated curriculum to meet their individual social and
academic needs. GEP teachers should consult with mainstream teachers to instil
confidence and to share valuable information about giftedness and relevant teaching

strategizs and skills to employ (Jenkins-Friedman et al., 1984).

For most young gifted children, their childhood is pleasurable and fulfilling
when their environment is enriching and stimulating, They demand challenge and
derive pleasure from it. However, for some gifted children, childhood is more
painful, more isolated and more stressful because of their inability to fit in with their
age peers and because of the very high expectations placed on them (Freedman &
Jensen, 1999; Roedell, 1990; Tolan, 1990).

Hence, it is important that young gifted children are identified early and
provided with the most suitable environment that stimulates, chatlenges and fosters
socialisation, for “giftedness is a greater awareness, a greater sensitivity, and a greater
ability to understand and transform perceptions into intellectuat and emotional

experiences” (Roeper, cited in Silverman 1999, p. 188).

If Singapore is to compete in the global arena, as suggested by the Prime
Minister of Singapore in his National Day Rally Speech 2001, the MOE of Singapore
needs to seriously consider the issues raised in the study reported here. Such

considerations include:

1. educating the parents of young gifted children to accept their child’s abilities
and weaknesses; to avoid pushing them beyond their capabilities, or

overlooking their abilities altogether for fear of being ostracised by society;

2. educating mainstream teachers to identify potentially gifted children in the

early years; and

3. providing an appropriate curriculum for young gifted children, similar to the

existing GEP provided for the Primary 4 gifted students.

These measures are important if Singapore is to avoid losing the nation’s
young gifted children due to lack of challenge, boredom, frustration, harassment from

others, isolation or underachievement.
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As suggested by Roeper (1989, cited in Silverman, 1999) it is important to

bear in mind that:

The gifted are global thinkers and are apt to see the whole before they
concern themselves with the details. The gifted are complex thinkers
and are better able than others to discern the intricacies of
interdependence. They are concept-oriented and have an enormous
desire to make sense of this world, to master it, and to make an impact
on it. They are also research-minded; they want to find out because of
their inner need for intellectual and emotional order., They are
interested in the past and are very concerned with the future.

All of these characteristics lead them toward the concept of
interdependence. It is now up to us to open the door for them and help
them make sense of these concepts. The gifted are our hope for the
future. They are our hope for the discovery and development of the
laws of interdependence, which will enable them to lead this world
toward a better future (p. 188).
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APPENDIX 2.

CHECKLIST OF CHARACTERISTICS OF THE GIFTED CHILD

~ -Learning Charactaristics

# & » = '@

Has unusually advanced vocabulary for age or grade {evel

Has quick mastery and recall of factuail information

Wanis {o know what makes things or people ‘lick’

Usually 'sees more’ or "gets more’ out of a slory, film, efc. than others
Reads a great deal on his/her own; usually prefers adult level books,
does not aveoid difficult malerials

" Reasons things out for himselifherself

Motivational Characteristics

Becomes absorbed and truly involved in certain topics or problems

is easily bored with rouline 1asks '
Needs lillle axternal motivation to follow threugh hisher work that initially
exciles him, .er
Strives towards perfection; is self-critical; is not easily satisfied with

‘hisfher own speed or products

Prefers to work independently, requires little direction from teachers
Is interested In many ‘adult issues’ such as religion, politics, sex, race
Is stubborn in histher beliefs

Is concerned wilk right and wrong, good and had

Creativily Characteristics

Is constantly asking questions about anylhing and everything

Often offers unusuzl (‘way-cut’), unique, clever responses

Is uninhibiled in expressions of opinion

Is a high risl-taker; is adventurous and speculative

Is often concerned with adapting, improving and modifying institutions,
objecis and syslems

Displays a keen sense of humaur

Shows emotional sensitivity

Is non-conforming; accepts disorder; is individualislic; does not fear being
different

Is unwilling to accept authoritarian pronouncements without critical
examination

Leadership Characteristics

Carries responsibility well

Is self conflident with children hisfher own age as well as adulls
Can express himseiffhersell well

Adapis readily o new situalions

Is sociable and prefers nol to be alene

Generally dlrects the activily in which he/she is involved

~ (Based on research complled by Dr J Ranzulli)
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APPENDIX 3. INFORMATION LETTERS AND CONSENT
FORMS

Appendix3.1 Information Letter to MOE

An Investigation of the Perccptions of the Policy Maker, Teachers,
and Students of the current Primary 4 Giftcd Education Program in
Singapore

I am Veeramangai Arulselvi Muthiah, a Singaporean who is currently studying at
Edith Cowan University in Westem Australia. As part of the requirements for the
Award of the Bachelor of Education (Special Education) with Honours, I wish to
investigate the education of Gifted Children in Singapore with particular focus on the
young gifted children. This proposed research seeks to investigate policymakers’,
teachers’ and the students’ perceptions of the current Gifted Education Program in

Primary 4 in the Singaporean context.

The result of the proposed study will aid the understanding of Policy Makers in
Gifted Education of teachers’ and students’ perceptions of the current Gifted
Education Program in Singapore. It will also assist parents of Gifted children to
better understand the current Gifted Education Program in Singapore. Implications
for future practice may also be drawn from the pefceptions of young gifted children,
as to whether their needs are being met and their attitudes towards the current Gifted
Education Program. Finally, this proposed study will clearly articulate the roles of the
Policy Maker and teachers in the Gifted Education Program in Singapore and the
results of this study will provide important knowledge to future gifted education

teachers as well,

I would like to come to Singapore personally to conduct some interviews with the
Policy Maker, teachers and gifted cliildren in the Primary 4 gifted program at a time
and place of their convenience. With their consent, I would like to tape record the
interviews to ensure the accuracy of my recbrding. The participants will also have the
right to validate the tapes upon request and the tapes will be destroyed at the
conclusion of my study. Any photographs of the children’s creative work will only be

taken and included with their parents’, school’s and children’s approval, Participation
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is purely voluntary and participants retain the right to withdraw from the study at any

time.

All participants will also be assured of confidentiality and protection of their rights in
the study. For maximum assurance of anonymity and privacy, only the participant’s
first names will be used in the consent forms. Pseudonyms will be used in the

reporting of the data and the real names of the schools will not be used.

I realise that I am asking a lot from the participants but I sincerely hope that they will
consent to take part in the study. Not only will they be helping me, but they will also

be making a valuable contribution to the gifted education field.

I would truly appreciate it if you could kindly inform me of anyone I am supposed to
contact or get approval from in order to conduct this study and if there would be any

restrictions for me to conduct this proposed study in Singapore.

If there are no restrictions, once I have obtained Ethics Clearance and my proposed
study has been approved by my University, I would like to come to Singapore
personally and conduct this study sometime between the end of July and August with
the participants’ consent. Should you require any further information regarding this

proposed research, please do not hesitate to contact me at this e-mail address:

Thanking in anticipation.

Yours sincerely,

Veeramangai Arulselvi Muthiah
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Appendix 3.2 Information Letter to Principals of Schools

An Investigation of the Perceptions of the Policy Maker, Teachers and Students of
the current Primary 4 Gifted Education Program in Singapore

I am Veeramangai Arulselvi Muthiah, a Singaporean who is currently studying at
Edith Cowan University in Western Australia. As part of the requirements for the
Award of the Bachelor of Education (Special Education) with Honours, I wish to
investigate the education of Gifted Children in Singapore with particular focus on the
young gifted children. This proposed rescarch seeks to investigate policymakers’,
teachers’ and the students’ perceptions of the current Gifted Education Program in

Primary 4 in the Singaporean context.

The result of the proposed study will aid the understanding of Policy Makers in
Gifted Education of teachers’ and students’ perceptions of Gifted Education. It will
also assist parents cf Gifted children to better understand the current Gifted
Education Program in Singapore. Implications for future practice may also be drawn
from the perceptions of young gifted children, as to whether their needs are being met
and their attitudes towards the current Gifted Education Program. Finally, this
proposed study will clearly articulate the roles of the Policy Maker and teachers in
the Gifted Education Program in Singapore and the results of this study will provide

important knowledge to future gifted education teachers as well.

I would like to talk to sorne of your school’s teachers and children from the primary 4
Gifted Education Program at a time and place of their convenience for about one
hour. I would truly appreciate it if the teachers could kindly pass the consent forms to
the parents and pass themn to you for collection. With their consent, T would like to
tape record the interviews to ensure the accuracy of my recording. The participants
will also have the right to validate the tapes upon request and the tapes will be
destroyed at the conclusion of my study. Any photographs of the children’s creative
work will only be taken and included with the approval of parents, schools and
children. Participation is purely voluntary and participants retain the right to

withdraw from the study at any time.
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All participants will also be assured of confidentiality and protection of their rights in
the study. For maximum assurance of anonymity and privacy, only the participant’s
first names will be used in the consent forms, Pscudonyms will be used in the

reporting of the data and the real names of the schools will not be used.

I realise that I am asking a lot from you and the participants but [ sincerely hope that
consent will be given to conduct this study. Not only will the participants be helping

me, but they will also be making a valuable contribution to the gifted education field.

I would truly appreciate it if you could kindly inform me if there would be any
restrictions for me to conduct this proposed study using some of your teachers and

children from the Primary 4 Gifted Education Program.

If there are no restrictions, once [ have obtained Ethics Clearance and my proposed
study has been approved by my University, I would like to come to Singapore
personally and conduct this study sometime between the end of July and August with
the participants and your consent to talk to the teachers and the children. Should you

require any further information regarding this proposed research, please do not
hesitate to contact me at this e-mail address: ||| GTGTG_

Thanking in anticipation.

Yours sincerely,

Veeramangai Arulselvi Muthiah
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Appendix 3.3 Information Letter to Parents

An Investigation of the Perceptions of the Policy Maker, Teachers and Students of
the current Primary 4 Gifted Education Program in Singapore

I am Veeramangai Arulselvi Muthiah, a Singaporean who is currently studying at
Edith Cowan University in Western Australia. As part of the requirements for the
Award of the Bachelor of Education (Special Education) with Honours, I wish to
investigate the education of Gifted Children in Singapore with particular focus on the
young gifted children. This proposed research seeks to investigate policymakers’,
teachers’ and the students’ perceptions of the current Gifted Education Program in

Primary 4 in the Singaporean context.

The result of the proposed study will aid the understanding of Policy Makers in
Gifted Education of teachers’ and students’ perceptions of Gifted Education. It will
also assist parents of Gifted children to better understand the current Gifted
Education Program in Singapore. Implications for future practice may also be drawn
from the perceptions of young gifted children, as to whether their needs are being met
and their attitudes towards the current Gifted Education Program. Finally, this
proposed study will clearly articulate the roles of Policy Makers and teachers in the
Gifted Education Program in Singapore and the results of this study will provide

important knowledge to future gifted education teachers as well.

I would also like to talk to your child about the current Gifted Education Program in
Singapore. With your consent, I would like to tape record the interview to ensure the
accuracy of my recording. Please be assured that you have the right to validate the
tapes upon request and the tapes will be destroyed at the conclusion of my study. Any
creative works done by your child may be photographed to be included in the study
with the approval of your child and yourself. Participation is purely voluntary and

you retain the right to withdraw from the study at any time.

For maximum assurance of anonymity and privacy, only your child’s first name will
be used in the consent forms, Pseudonyms will be used in the reporting of the data

and the real name of your child’s school will not be used.
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I realise that T am asking a lot from you and your child but I sincerely hope that
consent will be given to conduct this study. Not only will you and your child be
helping me, but your child will also be making a valuable contribution to the gifted

education field.

Should you require any further information regarding this proposed research, please
do not hesitate to contact me at this e-mai! address: ||| [ |GGG

Thanking in anticipation.

Yours sincerely,

Veeramangai Arulselvi Muthiah
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Appendix 3.4 Consent Forms to the Policy Maker, Teachers, and Children
to Take Part in the Study

An Investigation of the Perceptions of the Policy Maker, Teachers and Students of

the current Primary 4 Gifted Education Program in Singapore
Consent Form

PPN (First Name) have been informed about all
aspects of the research and all queries regarding this research have been answered to
my satisfaction. | hereby agree to participate in this study. I understand that afl
information will be treated in the strictest confidence and that anonymity will be
maintained. 1 also understand that I am free to withdraw from this study at any time. 1
agree that the research data gathered for this study may be published as long as I am
not idetifiable.

Signature of Participant Date

Signature of Researcher Date

10



Appendix 3.5 Consent Forms to Principals to Interview the Teachers and
Children

An Investigation of the Perceptions of the Policy Maker, Teachers and Students of
the current Primary 4 Gifted Education Program in Singapore

Consent Form

PR iFFirst Name) have been informed about all
aspects of the rescarch and all queries regarding this research have been answered to
my satisfaction. [ hereby agree for the researcher to talk to some of the teachers and
children from the primary 4 Gifted Education Program in this school. I understand
that all information will be treated in the strictest confidence and that anonymity will
be maintained. I also understand that the teachers and children are free to withdraw
from this study at any time. 1 agrec that the research data gathered for this study may

be published as long as the teachers, children, school and [ will not be identifiable.

Signature of Principal Date

Signature of Researcher Date

180



Appendix 3.6 Consent Forms to Parents to Interview their Children

An Investigation of the Perceptions of the Policy Maker, Teachers and Students of
the current Primary 4 Gifted Education Program in Singapore

Consent Form

I et (First Name) have been informed about all
nspects of the research and all queries regarding this research have been answered to
my satisfaction. | hereby agree to allow my child ...............cooiiii, (First
Name) to take part in this study. I understand that all information wil] be treated in
the strictest confidence and that anonymity will be maintained. ] also understand that
I am free to withdraw my child from this study at any time. I agree that the research

data gathered for this study may be published as long as my child is not identifiable.

Signature of Parent Date
Signature of Child Date
Signature of Researcher Date
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APPENDIX 4. GUIDED INTERVIEW SCHEDULE FOR POLICY
MAKER

Backaround Information on Policy Maker -

(Please note that your fist name: is sufficient and pseudonym will be used in
repoitin g).

1. Participant’s name:

20 Apess

i

3. Nationality:.

4, l.m\gunge.vspokcu’;_

5. Years oud type of cxperience in gifted educalion: :

- Mighesteducafionsttevel: _

- What is the anme of your current position?

- How long kave you been in this positian in MOE?

0. Is there anything clse about yoursetl that you think is important?

APPROVED BY

Ivy Chua Peck 1oug -mm} ]
HE"Id. i‘rsm ndmuum' on 3
stz
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Appendix 4.1 Semi-Structured Interview
Guiding questions for policy maker

Caiding Questions [or Policy Maker

v

Wihat does vour role in the currert Gifted Education Program involve?

1 kiow about the Primiary 4 Gifted Education Program in Singapore, Tell me

about children ‘before this age. is any special provision miade for them?

Wt about parents who suspect that their child is gified in the very eacly years?

Bo you have any resources/information for them?

How would very yodng.gihul children qlﬁcj’iduntiﬁeﬂ?' .

What are the aims of the Gifted Education Progeam in Singapare?

There hus been some media coverage of stressed children in Singapore. What do

you think about this?

The Prime Minister Goli Ciuﬂ: Tang was reported as saying that some gifted
ckiild;‘elt fokt that they had underperfarmed and thin t_h'eﬂiu'd fet down their
purents and thought of committing suicide. Me furthicr ndded that some parents
Tk ':tié:_i"}"'higli-cxpcc’lminﬁs of these ehildeen. What do you think about this report?

Do you know of any counselling programs for these children?

PN

fvy Chiuna Peek Yong (Miss)

Head, Data Administaation 3

t Uaia Administaion Centre
Ministey of Ediscation
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Daes the Giited Edueation Program cater for the children’s socislf emotional

developrient? If so, how?

9.

0.

13

{=F;

Do ki ckildren in the program do ary project work?

What about enrichiment?

How aie teachers for the Gifted Education Program selected?

Do the teachers have any special qualitics or receive any special triining?

What ahout early childhood teschers and regulir clussroom teachers of children

under 9 years? Would ihey knaw how to identify gifted children?

. Are parenis informed of their children’s gittedness? i so, how?

Once a child has been selected for the givted program, are the parents given any

bricfing?

R0D B

fvy Chid Feck Yone (Miss)

Head, Data Administriion 3

| [ruin Administration Centre
Ministry. of Education
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APPENDIX 5. GUIDED INTERVIEW SCHEDULE FOR

TEACHERS

Backaround Information on Teschers and their Schools

(Please nate hat voue liest nare 5 sullicient and psendonym will be used to teplace

yourname 1d a made up name will be given to replace the real name of your school in

reporling).

2

6.

10.

12

13,

Participant's name:

Nama of school:

Nationality;

Languages spoken:

Years and type of axperience in gifted education:

Elighest cducational evel:

Whant is vour current position?

How long huve you been in this position?

How were you selected for this pesition?

Did you have any iraining prior to becoming ateacher in this progran?

-

I yes, can vou please indicate where you received this iraining?

What swas the ducation of the training?

APRROVED B

Ivy Chud Peck Yory (Miss)

[eed, Data Adoiinistration 3

| Dais Administ;nl’.nn.t_‘emm
Ministey of Fducation
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14, How wseful lus the troining deen in relation to teacling gifted children?

13, What subjiects do vou teach?

16, How nmy gifled children do you have in your ¢lass?

17, Total number of children in your clags?

18, What is the average number of clildren i sach class in vour school?

12 How nuany gilled education {eachers ane there in your school?

Zik. [5 there any other information regarding vour program or school that you think; |

shoald know about? -

fend, fyata-Admidistmtion 3

AMBROVED BY

pinisi Cuptre
Data Adaznistration G
Kiinistry of Bducation

‘Fw Criis Peek Yonir (pss)
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Appendix 5.1 Semi-Structured Interview
Guiding questions for Teachers

Giuiefing C

1, What is vour role m the current Gifed Edueation Pragram in Singnpore?

2. What are your attitudes and values towards the cuerent Gifted Education

Program?

3. How did you become inlerested-in this prodession?

d, How were you selected?

5, What do you think boat the seleetion pracedure?

-

APPROVED BY

“fyy Chna Peek Yong (Miss)

e, Data Administion X

Bk Administaation Contw
Miabswy of Gdueatins.
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. Do vau believe that youns gilted chililren have special nzeds?

What do vou think about carly identification of gifted children before the primay
3 sereening test? '

- What ndvice would you give to parents who were vol sure of how to cope with

their child’s ziftedness?

Awethe parenis of the gifted children involved in the selmol? Ave there any

parent-fencher meetings, gatherings and so on to encourage paent participation?

[0, What ilo you think is most impartant for the exceptionally abile child to feam

fram this pragean?

APPRQVED Bt

“fvy Chun Peck Yonp (assh
'i‘-::gml, Dta Administration A
i Adnisistration Cetrs

© Mintsioy. of Education
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I B What types of activilics ace currently carvied vul o encourage socind interaction?

12 What do vou think are the advantages and disadvantapes of ihis program?

14, How do vou feed about the current identification procedures? What other
methods do you think could be used (o identify the gified children?

—— —_—

1. Do you feel pressured by the gilted children at all? Have you ever felt
intimidated by them?

APPROVED BY

{_!v}' Chunﬂl"h-:".:i: Yong (Miss)

Fend, Data Admiinisition 3
Data Adniinistration Centes
Ministry of Educution
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16. I¢ there anything vou would ke to commeant on about the current Gifted

Education Program?

AVBROVED B

eck Yu“g {hlissy
,a\dmlr.mmum

e
\ d:ummmlm e
‘ m’?‘l:nlmy of Bducavion
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APPENDIX 6. GUIDED INTERVIEW SCHEDULE FOR

STUDENTS

RBackaround Information on Children

{Please note that your first name is sefticient and yoor real name will not be used in

reporiing).

l.

!\J

L

4.

G,

1

Participant’s name:

Male / Female

Apel ;

Nationality:

Languoges spoken:

Wha are vour intercsis?

Are you working on any projects at the moment? Tell me about them.

Which is vour Favounite subjeet in school? Win?

>

Do you fike reuding books? Wihial son of books interest you the most? Wisy'? Wio is

your [ayourite ahor?

APRROVED B

jvy Chua Peek ‘tl'a!:g ,t%_fim)

iewd, Duta Administeaton 3

! [ram Aclntinisteadion Centre
Ministry of Erlusatiod
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10. How many members arc there in vour Eunily?

11, Is there anvihing else Uiat you woulid like 1o tell e about yowsell? (Whot you like!

dislike ete.)

APPROVED BY

vy Chua Peer Yong (Mls:)

tlead, Data Adsinistration 3

Dt Astsiinistrtion: Ceatre
Minkary of Bducation
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Appendix 6.1 Semi-Structured Interview
Guiding questions for Students

Guiding Questions for Chtldren

g3

Ln

What do vou enioy Joing the sose?

What do vou dislike most?

Haw do you feel‘about yvourself?

P

’}.vy.{'-‘imu Peck ‘{Q.E:g (3:1-.&;1

e, Dt Adimiinisimiion >

41. Dara Administriion Cenire
Afinisivy of Edocadan
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G

Have you ever felt left owl or lonely? Can you describe the incident that made
you fecl like that?

Whal de vou do when you come hame first thing {rom school?

What are your leelings 1ownrds hemework?

What do you like aboul the Gifted Education Program in your schooi? Wiw?

10, What do vou dislike nbout 1? Why?

APPROVED BY

|0 gL et [TIMp—
~tHead, Data Adminisianion 3

Lo {Miss}

Dt Admuniztonion Centre

Ministry of

Friuzation
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11, Did you do any project work in the program? Can you describe i€?

12, What is your [avourite subject in the progran? Why?

13, Is there a subject that you distike the most? Why?

1+, Haw do you [eel nboul exams?

15. How do you feel abouwt the teachers in the GiNed Education Program?

 APEROVED BY

bl

Viead, Dt Adminisimtion 3
Fiaue Adinlnisimtion Cesnne
‘Ministry. ol Edueaticn

'{luy Chwi Peck Yong (Miss)
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16, How de you feei about the teachers i the regular ¢lassroom?

17, Is there anyihing else you would fike to share abon! the Gilted Education

Program?

R0 Y

Jvy Chwa Teek Yang 1.\'4&5?_

11, Data-Administration 3

Dats Administaion Ceatre
Ministry of Education
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APPENDIX 7. APPROVAL OF THE MOE
MINISTRY OF ERUCATION

Haobinsen Homl F.O. Do 746
Telephana: 8122110
Facsimile : 7755024
Clemailbax: GVY 036
Caxle! "EDUCATION"
Ieiemct atdness:

i 5 - Ifip v e, cilis 3

T Singnoove Edacating Serviee Ealill ONiZs e-ml:i?E:tdrf.-sx:
skt MO edisg

1 NORTH BUONA VISTA DRIV
SINGAPORE 13675
REPUGLEE OF $INGATORE

KOUELDING THE FUFTURE OF

SR NATION Yersonat email aldress:
Emall vy, Chusiimee.pov sp

Sulsimah_ Takzavine guv.eg

EDUNN3Z-07:005 Vol, 64 Request No.: RQJ036S
16 July 2001

Ms Veerammngni Arulselvi Muthiah
Bk 323 Jurong Vast St 31

#02-212

Singopore 600323

Dear Ms Arulsclvi

STUDY ON “AN INVESTIGATION OF TIIE POLICY MAKERS', TEACHERS!, PARENTS', &
STUDENTS' PERCEPTIONS OF THE CURRENT PRIMARY 4 GIFTED EDUCATION
PROGIRAM IN SINGATORE"

I refer to your application leiter dated 11 July 2001 requesting for npproval to colleet duta from
achools,

= [ am pleased to inform you thal the Ministry has no abjection lo your request (o conduct research
in 3 primary schools. Please use the ntiached letier, including Annex A and the approved questionnaire
Lo seek npproval from the principals and during actuil survey.

3 Pleasc observe the following conditions of approval for conducting survey in schocls:

a) - odhere ta the approved research proposal;
B} not ta publish your findings without clearanee from the Ministey of Edueation;
c) ke sure thut the schuols' participation in the researeh have been recorded in
~Annex A,
e Plesse acknowledge receipt of this lever by contncting Miss Sulaimohy at Tel: 7762921 or
miysell o Tely 8796073, Alternatively, we can nlso be resched al any of fhe e-mndl addresses at the top
right hand conser of this letter.

Yours sinecrely

Ivy hifbeck Yong (Ms)

Head, Data Administation 3

Dot Adminisiration Cenlee

for PERMANENT SECRETARY (EDUCATION)

FLSHEE RS TRTAT S 2

Public Service for the 2151 Century
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MINISTRY OF EDUCATION

| NORTIZ BUDNA VISTA BRIVE
SINGADORE 132675
REFUBLIC OF SIKGAPORE

The Singannee Ldecution Service

MOULDING Tt FUTURLE QF
QU NATION
EDUN N32:07-005 Vol. 64
16 July 2001

To: Principals of Primary Schools

Tebinsan Road PO, Box 746
“Telephuce: BTZ1EIG
Faciniile : 7755826
CSarailbos: GYTHE
Caliles “EDUCATION™
Intenict address:
TR AT e T 5g
Intermel Osties ¢-malt sddress:

.mnucl Mﬁm"nmvc\lu sg

i'umnnltuhuttsédm
Tomail: Fvy Chva@mno. pinisg
Sura‘nnh lakrm‘mm YA

'Rec;_ucsi No.: RQI0365

STUDY ON “AN INVESTIGATION OF TIHE POLICY MAKIERSY TEACIHERS',
PARENTS', & STUDENTS' PERCEPTIONS OF THE CURRENT PRIMARY 4 GIFIED

EDUCATION PROGR:‘LM IN SL\(:APOR!"”

The Ministry has no objcction 1o the rescarch proposed by Ms Veeramangai Arulselvi
Muthiah, an Honours sladent in Special Educntion at Edith Cowan Universily, You may
deeide whether or not to allow her to conduet the research in your schools. If you do, please:

i} ensure that the approved research proposal including questionnaire (sce ntached) is

adhered io;

if) inform your teachers/puptls that pacticipation in the study is vohuntory and they
need ol provide any sensilive information {(e.g. nome ond NRIC No.);

it} record your schools® participation by completing the form as shown in Annex A,

2 If you require any clmilications, plcase contael Miss Sul.nmuh ot Tel: 7762921 or

mysell al Tel: 8796073, Thank you for your co-operntion,

Ivy Cliua Redx Yong (Ms)
Flend, Dam Administration 3
Data Administration Cenlre

HNISHeaTaeiis

Pablic Service for 1he 2[5t Cenry
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APPENDIX 8. CHILDREN’S ‘ME’ BOXES
Appendix 8.1 'Me' Box of PA-1

Appendix 8.1.1 Writings on the Outside of the Box

] 15 k /
L5, 4
sar & A9 o vy Z. -
s ; w5
i ;:-1:“: T ﬁ ’fl
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Appendix 8.1.2 Writings on the Inside of the Box
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Appendix 8.2 'Me' Box of PB-3

Appendix 8.2.1 Writings on the Outside of the Box
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Appendix 8.2.2 Writings on the Inside of the Box
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Appendix 8.3 'Me' Box of PC-5

Appendix 8.3.1 Writings on the Outside of the Box
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Appendix 8.3.2 Writings on the Inside of the Box
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Appendix 8.4 'Me' Box of PA-2

Appendix 8.4.1 Writings on the Outside of the Box'
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Appendix 8.4.2 Writings on the Inside of the Box
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= T clicl not bhawve as
many frierds a8 T
hauwed” here mow.
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Appendix 8.5.1 Writings on the Outside of the Box
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Appendix 8.5.2 Writings on the Inside of the Box
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Appendix 8.6 'Me' Box of PC-6

Appendix 8.6.1 Writings on the Outside of the Box
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Appendix 8.6.2 Writings on the Inside of the Box
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APPENDIX 9. THE ENRICHMENT MODEL

CONTENT
| Greater depth and breadth

PROCESS

Interdisciplinarity
Moraliand ethical Higher level thinking
SaLes Activity-oriented
Learner-centred
Inquiry and discovery approach

Iam-'sotving

LEARNING
ENVIRONMENT

Physlically conducive
Learner-centred
Provides for physical mobility
Out of classfschool experiences
Intellectually stimulating
Promotes curlosity and risk-taking
Opennass and lolerance for
amblguity
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APPENDIX 10. THE ORGANISATION CHART FOR THE GE BRANCH

Construct and administer tests to identify pupils, develop curicula
for GEP pupils, select and train teachers, conduct research and
evaluation and organise special programmes for GEP pupils.

1

implement and monitor the secondary GEP &
the implementation of the enriched curriculum,
supervise the training of GEP teachers and the
special programmes organised by the Branch.

Implement and monifor the pamary GEP & the
implementation of the enriched curricuium, supervise
research and evaluation and the construction and
administration of tests to select pupils for the GEP.

L

|

Senior Gifted Educalion Specialists

Gifted Education Specialists

SOGE

CS0GEs
aso
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APPENDIX 11. THE GEP BROCHURE FOR PARENTS AND STUDENTS

The
Gifted

Education
Programme

Ministry of Education. Singapore

Why Is there a programme for the gifted?

The mission ol Ihe education servica in Singapore is (o mould the
tuture of the nation, Wo ane commitied lo developing the diverse
tatents and abiliies of our pupls o bring out the bes! in tham.

Rasearch has shown that 1 to 2 par cant of the populalicn (5
intellectually gifted and that such leamers have differeni naads
comparad with thoir peers, [ thase infeliectually gifted learmers
arg 1o realise their {ull potential, the school currculum must ba
dasigned (o meel thelr needs,

Since 1984, the Gifted Education Programme (GEP) has been
samving the needs of intelleciually gifted pupils in Singapare.
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What does the GEP ssek to do?

The aim of the GEP is 1a equip pupils wilh
Ihe intellectual skills and attitudes neces-
sary la cope with the challenges of a fast-
changing sociely. [ alsc seeks 1o develop
their abilifies and valuas so that they will
b at tha larelrant of change and progress,
warking tor tha bollarmant of socily.

Tha goals of tha GEP are:

* o davolop highar lovel think-
Ing procosses commensuralo
wilh the child's intellaciual
ability

* [0 nunure creative produciivity

* o develop skills, processes
and attiludes for scif-tirected
litelong leaming

+ g enhance the child's sall-
conce and aspiralions for
saeif-fullimen]

* fo encourage Lo dovetop-
menl of a social conscisnco
and a sonse of commiimen| {o
cantributa (o socaly

* o develop teadarship quatities

How doas the GEP help pupils develop into well-adjusted
individuals with a commitment to society?

The GEP seeks 10 help pupils become well-adjusted and responsible individuals
Ihrough the following:

Civics and Moral Education Community
and Pastoral Care- Invoivement

. ' Programmes
» axploration of issues

and responsitilities = S2VICo 10
facing gifted pupils othars

+ discussion of + raising lunds

persanal, for the less
moral and fariunate
ethical

igsues » caring for the

schaol and the

+ Inculcation environment

of whole-
soma Counseliing
ﬁ?{‘f;;nd = counselling of pupils
by teachers and by
counseliors altached to
*  @xperiance . )
of working In Ihe Gifled Education

Branch

groups and for
clhars

» Infusian af nalignal
etluealion values in the curdeulum

+  pupil imeraclion in small groups
facititatod by tha teachar
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How does the GEP meet the intellectual needs of the gifted?

The GEF seoks to meet Lhe intellectual neads of the gllled through the provision of an enriched curdeulum within a

slimulating and interaclive anvironment.

The Enrichiment Programine

Enrichmant in the GEP is bulll on (he regular curdculum. The GEP curriculum is dilferentiated thraugh enrchmant

in lour areas.

Content

* oxlending beyond the basic syllabus In breadih and depth
covering more advanced lopics whenovar necessary

integraling dilterent subjecl areas/disciplinas

ancouraging the investigalion of real-lile problems

promoling 1he examination of moral and ethical issues in he vanous
subject araas

« praviding oppartunities lo explora topics of parsonal interest

s & = =

Process

dovaloping higher leve! [hinking skills

previding opportunilies for discovery leaming

providing for open-ended problem solving

teaching research skills lar independant study

varying leaching stratagles to caler o differenl leaming slyles
providing for small-group activities and peer feaching
providing hands-on experiences

s & & & & =

Product

Leammg Environment

miking provisions for work Io be presented in a variely of ways and
to roal audionces whenever appropriala

praviding a supportive and pupil-cenlred environmant
providing out-of-school learming axpariences, @.9. field-trips
menlarships and cammunity invelvement pragranimes
salting up a stimulaling physical environment
supporing risk-taking

encauraging curiosily. divergence of views and
now ideas

Weniorship Programmes

in mentorship programmes, pupils have the opporunity 1o explore thair areas of interest and to
wiark with mentcrs who are experts in their field. Mentors include wrilers, scientisls, enginaars
and academics ‘rom institutions of higher learning and from organisations such as the Ministry
of Delenca.
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How are pupils selected for the GEP?

Pupils anter the GEP
gither at Primary 4 ar at
Secondary 1.

All Primary 3 pupils are
invited 1o sit the Primany 8
Scraening Test in English
Language and Mathema-
tics. Shorl-listed pupils then
sit the Primary & Selection
Tesi. The Seleclion Test
comprises English Lan-
guage. Mathematics and
General Ability Tests. From

this, about 13z of the cohart is
selacted Lo join the Primary 4 GEP classes. This is the main
intake.

Primary & pupils who score three or more A’s in the Primary
School Leaving Examination (PSLE) are inviled 1o sit the
Selection Test. This allows a further number of pupils to be
selected to join the GEF at Secondary 1.

Where is the GEP being offered?
Thie GEP is ofiered in the following schoals:

Primary Programmea

» Anglo-Chinese School (Primary)
= Catholic High School {(Primary}
+ Henry Park Primary School

+ Man Hua Primary School

* Manyang Pmﬁar\r Sehoal

* Rafiles Girls' Primary Sehool

* Rosyth Schadl

+ Si. Hilda's Primary School

« Tao Nan Schoot

Secondery Programme

= Anglo-Chinese School (Independent)
+ Dunman High School

+ Nanyang Girls” High Schoal

* Raffles Girls’ School (Secondary)

» Raffies Institution

* The Chinese High Schoal

+ Vicloria Schoal

Winisiry of Education
Gitted Education Branch

Tol 831 938273

Homépage: huo wemos sdy segdted bep Him

£ Thu GEP is ke a crystal

1Y

GEP pupils are placed in
special classes in fhese
schools where they also
hiave the opporunity to
mterzct wath their school
mates through variaus
. other programmes and
ca-curnicitiar activities.

Primary GEP pupils
sit the PSLE together
with pupils in the
mainstreeam. Promation
to the secondary GEP
degends an lheir
periommancea in the GEP
from Primary £ to
Primary 6. thelr attitude
towards enrichment and
their PSLE resulls. At
the end of Seeondary 4,
GEP pupils sit the Q'
level exgmination with
pupilsin ihe manstream.

51 Grangg Roag Biock 1, #0109 Singapore 249354

o Jusias a shaft of ight passing thvough 3 Crystal s cspersed inia s varied huds,

-

£ _-3: / a pupl ememnyg from the Gated Ecucatan Programme & onaicoud i Rt fer

fultinfeleciua! and moral polental
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APPENDIX 12. THE STUDENT'S PATH THROUGH THE GEP

JUNICR

COLLEGE |

SCIENCE

= PERFORMANCE IN PSLE
* PERFORMANCE IN GEP FROM P4 TQ PS
» ATTITUDE TOWARDS ENRICHMENT

SELECTION
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