
Achievement Awards in Writing Advisory Committee 

 
Charge: The NCTE Achievement Awards in Writing program makes use of an advisory committee and state 
coordinators. 
 
Achievement Awards Advisory Committee: To advise staff on the nature, policies, and procedures regarding the NCTE 
Achievement Awards, including the following issues: development of a specific plan for involving more public schools 
in the awards, especially those with large nonwhite populations; revision of the structure of the award to mitigate 
the negative effects of competition on student identity and learning; consideration and development of diversified 
awards: that recognize remarkable improvement or growth in writing; that recognize multimodal composition 
(digital or non-digital); and that recognize remarkable risk-taking with the process of writing, instead of the exclusive 
focus on the final draft; and consideration of revising the Achievement Awards procedure, to eliminate the test-like, 
single-draft, timed essay as part of the award criteria, since recent developments in high-stakes assessment already 
privilege those who write quickly; and to consider and make recommendations for ways that the work might interface 
with NCTE’s National Day on Writing. 
 
State Coordinators:  To advise the NCTE staff liaison on any changes that should be made in the Achievement Awards 
program; review judging procedures; recommend judges; recommend ways of publicizing the program; investigate 
ways of aiding the winners; and give suggestions for the impromptu theme topic. 
 
For information on the Achievement Awards in Writing Program for 11th grade students, click here. 
 
What actions, projects, initiatives, or studies are “in progress” at this time? 

 
We continue to study data related to entries and awards in the contest.  We are interested in numbers of participants 
and awards by state and within areas (urban, suburban, and/or rural). We have seen participation and award 
numbers decrease in recent years, and we are interested in seeing how this data must inform us so that we can bring 
the numbers up.  The data also helps us see where participation is strong and where it is not; we certainly see 
unevenness when we look across all states -- and when we look at the demographics of award winners’ schools. 

 
We are asking questions about how we can increase both participation and awards, with concern about levelling the 
playing field across states, for students in urban as well as suburban and rural areas. We want to provide scaffolding 
for students without writing teachers, so that the contest does not only reward those students who have access to 
highly trained writing teachers (some of whom are published writers themselves). 

 
We are also studying the judging data to target areas that might help us improve participation. We are interested 
not only on judging criteria (more on that below) but also on the scoring data. We are seeing what the scoring data 
might reveal to us -- and how this might inform our future moves. 

 
We have been asking how we might provide more information on the NCTE website, including more information 
about judging criteria, more writing models, and also more actual writing instruction. 

 
We are currently working on revising the judging criteria for the awards. This is an action we targeted at our last 
meeting (Minneapolis 2015) as a need. We felt that the existing criteria might be misleading for judges as well as for 
students; it might not be properly aligned with the types of writing we are elsewhere asking students to create. We 
also want this data to inform students, teachers and judges. 

 
We hope to build a norming process into the judging process; right now there is not one. We would like judges to 
see what we consider to be a 6, and why; what we consider to be a 5, and why; and so on. We believe that training 
judges can create more uniformity and fairness in judging. 

 

http://www.ncte.org/awards/student/aa
http://www.ncte.org/awards/student/aa
http://www.ncte.org/dayonwriting
http://www.ncte.org/awards/student/aa


We are also in the process of selecting some award-winning writing for the judging process and for the website -- so 
that students and teachers can also learn from these models. 

 
What have you accomplished so far, and what is your timeline for future work? 

 
Our group members worked collaboratively to generate the themed writing prompt for 2017. This prompt is 
currently posted on the NCTE site.  This prompt evolved over time, with participation from many members of our 
committee. It represents many voices who came together, challenged one another, listened to one another, and 
created something that offers students both challenge and opportunity. We are proud of how many directions we 
created for students, and ways in which we revised to open up -- versus to close down -- student perspectives.  

 
As is visible in that prompt, we sought to include writing instruction in the prompt; below the prompt, we have 
“spoken to” student writers by offering some pointers about what we consider to be effective process and qualities 
of strong writing. 

 
Committee members are in the process of generating prompt ideas for the 2018 contest. These will be shared in 
Atlanta; at that point we will select a prompt. We will revise that prompt further after the meeting and will have a 
final product before the end of the summer. 

 
We are in the process of revising the judging criteria. A sub-committee will present a proposal at the meeting in 
Atlanta. We will discuss and decide on revisions then. At that point, we will ask that the NCTE site be adjusted to 
reflect these changes. 

 
We are also in the process of selecting writing models to be added to the NCTE site. Staff members at NCTE have 
shared with us some of the top-scoring entries from the past couple years. We will discuss this in Atlanta and hope 
to have a few pieces selected during the meeting. 

 
We will also discuss the judging process and data from the judging process. From this discussion, we will make some 
suggestions for the 2017 judging process.  

 
By the end of the year, we hope to have revise information for judges, including a revised rubric and a revised 
norming/ training process. We also hope that the NCTE page for the AAW will have additional information for 
students and teachers. 

 
Dana Maloney, Chair 
 


