An Analysis of Public Opinions Regarding

Gifted and Talented Education
Data Analysis

Positive Themes

 Asian, Asian-American, and Asian-American voter are consistent
with model-minority myth in GATE discourse (Kao & Hébert, 2006).

Purpose of Study

This study sought to gain a greater understanding of the public’s perspectives on gifted and talented education.
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elicit public support. However, GATE is viewed less favorably when framed as taking away resources from mainstream students
(Jones & Gallagher, 2019). Because of the link between messaging and public support, it is important to systematically
understand how GATE is framed in the popular press.

unique learning needs to justify GATE (Jones & Gallagher).

Negative Themes
 White and implicit bias reflect the criticism that giftedness is

MEthOdS Results embedded in hegemonic Whiteness (e.g., Garces-Bacsal &

Elhoweris, 2022), inequitably servicing Black, Latinx, and Native
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