
Promising Young Writers Advisory Committee 
 
Charge: The NCTE Promising Young Writers program makes use of an advisory committee and state coordinators. 
Their charges are as follows: 
 
Promising Young Writers Committee: To advise staff on the nature, policies, and procedures regarding the NCTE 
Promising Young Writer Awards, including the following issues: to develop a specific plan for involving more public 
schools in the awards, especially those with large non-white populations. 
 
To prepare a written set of recommendations for the Executive Committee regarding the following: 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 development of English Language Learners in 
writing in their first language as well as English composition; that recognize remarkable improvement or growth in 
writing; that recognize multi-modal 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. 
 
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 Promising Young 
Writers program; to review judging procedures; to recommend judges; to recommend ways to publicize the 
program; to coordinate judging of papers within the state; to help disseminate information about the winners; and 
to suggest topics for the impromptu theme. 
 
For information on the Promising Young Writers Program, click here. 
 
What major actions or projects have been completed by your group pursuant to your charge since July 1, 2013?  
 
At the time of our last report, members of the committee had piloted, evaluated, and co-wrote/submitted a 
research article about a possible revision to the program in order to 1) make recommendations to NCTE based on 
that experience, and 2) publicize the PYW program via a public forum like a professional journal. 
 
The pilot involved using an online forum to invite a single, “best writing” submission (in any medium or genre) 
from students, and then having students revise that submission over three “rounds” based on feedback from other 
students, then from a panel of judges, and finally from a “famous” published author. 
 
The article about our experience was published in January 2014 by Teaching/Writing and is 
available at http://scholarworks.wmich.edu/wte/.  
 
What projects, initiatives, or studies are “in progress” at this time? 
 
At last year’s annual convention, the committee discussed our ongoing objective: to increase participation in the 
program. In this, we were aided by a visit from Jen Beach, of the committee that runs the Secondary writing award 
program. Together, we considered several ways of better publicizing the two contests. Based on the pilot work 
described above and the annual convention conversation, we proposed the following initiatives:  

• Better publicity for the program via NCTE website and a video teaser for teachers to play in class (that 
describes the program and its procedures) 

• Create online platform to 
o facilitate participation for teachers/students 
o allow for more interaction/substantive revision by student writers 

 
Strategic Governance and Council Initiatives: Over the past few years, NCTE has established the National Center 
for Literacy Education (NCLE) to study the conditions for literacy teaching and learning and to advance 
collaboration and inquiry among educators teaching literacy in all disciplines. The Council has also done extensive 
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work on formative assessment and how teacher knowledge is or isn’t being tapped as new standards are being 
implemented. 
 
How do you see the work of your group contributing to or benefiting from these initiatives? 
 
The article we published describes a revision to the PYW program that addresses goals that the National Center for 
Literacy Education has emphasized in its recent (2013) report, Remodeling Literacy. For example, that report 
indicates the value of collaboration, and we created a collaboration across middle schools, a university teacher 
education program, and members of a national committee that led to learning for all three groups. 
 
What additional information do you need about these topics or initiatives? 
 
How do NCTE and NCLE publicize programs to teachers? I believe that much of our PYW program’s previous 
emphasis has begun to be associated with the kind of “timed writing” common to standardized testing. This 
association goes against the committee’s charge to increase participation in the program by mitigating the 
negative effects of competition, inviting a variety of media/genres for submission, and encouraging risk-taking in 
the writing process. Unfortunately, our loyal teacher participants may be those for whom new media do not 
“count” as writing, and new teachers may not know about the program. What could we do to better publicize PYW 
with NCTE’s/NCLE’s support? 
 
http://www.ncte.org/volunteer/groups/pywadcom 
 
Michael Sherry, Chair 
 
 

http://www.ncte.org/volunteer/groups/pywadcom

