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COMPETITION TYPE: Team — Closed to spectators 
ELIGIBILITY: Educators Rising School Programs at the Middle and High School Level 
EDUCATORS RISING STANDARDS: 

• Standard I: Understanding the Profession 

• Standard II: Learning About Students 

• Standard VI: Using Assessments and Data 

• Standard VII: Engaging in Reflective Practice 
 

Contest Purpose 
Approximately 6.7 million students in American public schools have been diagnosed with learning disabilities and 
receive special education services. (Citation https://nces.ed.gov/programs/coe/indicator_cgg.asp) Understanding 
how to support students with special needs is central to success as an educator. This competition offers 
Educators Rising students the opportunity to explore deeply and to develop recommendations regarding effective 
educational supports for students with special needs. 
The Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) groups students into fourteen disability categories. 
They are: 

1. Autism 
2. Deaf-blindness 
3. Developmental delay 
4. Emotional disturbance 
5. Hearing impairment 
6. Intellectual disability 
7. Multiple disabilities  

8. Orthopedic impairment 
9. Other health impairments 
10. Preschool disabled 
11. Specific learning disability (e.g., dyslexia) 
12. Speech or language impairment 
13. Traumatic brain injury 
14. Visual impairment 

 
This year’s competition focuses on intellectual disability. Intellectual disabilities are characterized by 
significant limitations in both intellectual functioning and in adaptive behavior, which include many everyday 
social and practical skills. According to the 2018 “The Condition of Education” report by the National Center 
for Education Statistics, 6% of students that were provided services under the IDEA during the 2015-16 
academic year had an intellectual disability.  
 
The purpose of this competition is to work collaboratively to learn more about intellectual disabilities and to 
produce a research-supported position paper and presentation to explain and to advocate for positive 
practices in schools to support the education of students with intellectual disabilities. Imagine that the local 
school board has asked you: “What specific steps should we take to support the education of students with 
intellectual disabilities? Also, why should we accept your recommendations?” 
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Team members will collaborate on a research-supported position paper, which will be no shorter than four full 
pages and no longer than six full pages, to offer their recommendations. The minimum number of student 
collaborators is two, but there is no maximum. The position paper must include cited references (MLA, APA, 
or Chicago style are acceptable) and a works cited sheet, which will not count toward the four-to-six-page 
length requirement. (Also, the title page doesn’t count toward the length requirement. If you are unable to 
reach the minimum length required, resume the research process — there is a lot of quality material out there 
on this topic.) The position paper will be submitted with the competition application and will be scored 
by judges prior to the national conference. 

Team members should research intellectual disabilities and best practices to support the education of students 
with intellectual disabilities. You are encouraged to embark on this research using traditional sources as well as 
primary sources (ex. conducting interviews with individuals impacted by this disability or professionals who 
support individuals with this disability, etc.). Then team members should discuss the research in order to 
determine recommendations for their paper and presentation. 

 

Competition Guidelines 
There are two components to this competition: 

• A position paper: submitted and 
scored by judges prior to the 
national conference; and 

• An interactive session (including a 
presentation) with judges onsite at 
national conference. 

A. Team members will use the information collected 
in the research phase to collaborate in creating 
two products: a position paper and a slide deck 
presentation. 

B. The position paper will include a title page, a 
works cited page (using MLA, APA, or Chicago 
citation style) and four-to-six full pages of 
research-supported recommendations with 
appropriate context. The works cited and title 
pages will not count towards the four-to- six page 
length. The position paper must be submitted 
online. 

C. The slide deck presentation (ex. PowerPoint, 
Prezi) should engagingly complement and 
deliver the team’s research findings and 
recommendations. 

 
 

D. At the Educators Rising National Conference, 
qualifying representatives (two to four students) 
must present to a panel of expert judges for up 
to 10 minutes about their research using the 
slide deck as their visual aid. Students will also 
respond to judges’ questions on the assigned 
topic and presentation; the entire interactive 
session with judges may last up to 15 minutes. 
Educators Rising will provide the laptop, LCD 
projector, and screen for the competition. 

E. Team members should bring the file of their 
slide deck on a USB drive. 

 
Judging and scoring 
A. The judges’ decisions are final. 

B. Scoring is based on the Researching Learning 
Challenges Competition rubric. 
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Judges should use this rubric as a guide to assigning points on the Feedback & Tally Sheet. 

 
Position Paper 

 

Points 
Available 

10–9 
Accomplished 

8–6 
Commendable 

5–3 
Developing 

2–1 
Needs Improvement 

Structure The paper is expertly 
sequenced and 
structured in a way that 
maximizes 
understanding and 
impact. 

The paper is sequenced 
and structured in a way 
that supports 
comprehension. 
A more strategic 
approach to structure 
and sequence could yield 
greater impact. 

The paper’s structure and 
sequence reflect limited 
strategy for supporting 
understanding or impact. 
Key aspects of the paper 
may be missing or 
superficial in 
their inclusion. 

The paper’s structure and 
sequence reflect a lack of 
strategy and may distract 
the reader from the 
intended understanding or 
impact. 

Clarity The paper’s 
professional-caliber 
recommendations are 
entirely clear, 
contextualized, 
justified, and feasible. 

The paper’s 
commendable student-
level recommendations 
are mostly clear, 
contextualized, justified, 
and feasible. 

The paper’s 
recommendations may not 
be clear, contextualized, 
justified, or feasible. 
Revision is recommended. 

The paper’s 
recommendations are 
not clear, contextualized, 
justified, or feasible. 

Depth of 
Research 

The paper makes 
informed, evidence-
based 
recommendations by 
referencing at least 
three well- chosen 
sources of relevant 
information. 

The paper makes 
recommendations that 
correlate to research that 
is referenced. 
The paper may reference 
fewer than three sources 
or the source material 
may not directly correlate 
to the paper’s central 
purpose. 

The paper makes limited 
connections to relevant 
research. 

The paper makes 
virtually no connections 
to relevant research. 

Mechanics & 
Professionalism 

Reflects a professional-
quality document. 
Contains no errors in 
mechanics (spelling, 
grammar, punctuation, 
formatting, 
capitalization). 

Reflects a commendable, 
student-level document 
with one or two errors in 
mechanics (spelling, 
grammar, punctuation, 
formatting, 
capitalization). 

Reflects a document in 
need of some 
proofreading and/or 
revision. 
Contains three or four 
errors in mechanics 
(spelling, grammar, 
punctuation, formatting, 
capitalization). 

Reflects a document in 
need of a significant 
review. 
Contains more than four 
errors in mechanics 
(spelling, grammar, 
punctuation, formatting, 
capitalization). 
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Points 
Available 

10–9 
Accomplished 

8–6 
Commendable 

5–3 
Developing 

2–1 
Needs Improvement 

Overall 
Impact 

The paper’s professional- 
caliber and highly 
persuasive exploration of 
the issue and explanation 
of recommendations 
delivers maximum impact 
and understanding to the 
audience. 

The paper reflects a 
commendable student-
level effort. 
With minor revisions and 
delivery tweaks, the 
paper could be 
considered professional-
caliber. 

The minimally persuasive 
paper demonstrates 
effort. 
At multiple points, the 
content may not 
effectively articulate or 
justify its 
recommendations. This 
may limit the impact of 
the presentation. 

The unpersuasive paper 
demonstrates 
inconsistent, 
unprofessional, or 
superficial aspects of its 
content and structure. 
The reader is frequently 
distracted from the 
intended impact by 
aspects of the content, 
structure, or lack of 
professionalism. 

 

Position Paper Guideline Adherence 
 

Points 
Available 

3 0 

Title Page Contains title, contestants’ names, schools, contact 
information, date. 

Does not contain title, contestants’ names, schools, 
contact information, date. 

Citations Accurately uses MLA, APA, or Chicago-style format. Does not accurately use MLA, APA, or Chicago- style 
format. 

Works Cited Accurately uses MLA, APA, or Chicago-style format. Does not accurately use MLA, APA, or Chicago- style 
format. 

Length Four to six full pages of research-supported 
recommendations with appropriate context. 

Less than four full pages or more than six full pages of 
research-supported recommendations with appropriate 
context. 

Grammar & 
Mechanics 

Contains two or fewer errors related to grammar and 
mechanics, including spelling, capitalization, 
punctuation, usage, and subject- verb agreement. 

Contains more than two errors related to grammar and 
mechanics, including spelling, capitalization, 
punctuation, usage, and subject- verb agreement. 



 DETAILED SCORING RUBRIC  
  

 

 
 

2019 RESEARCHING LEARNING CHALLENGES COMPETITION 
SECONDARY LEVEL (MIDDLE & HIGH SCHOOL) 

 

Presentation and Q&A 
 

Points 
Available 

15–13 
Accomplished 

12–9 
Commendable 

8–5 
Developing 

4–1 
Needs Improvement 

Content of 
Slide Deck 

The content of the slides 
reflects professional-
caliber thoughtfulness and 
thoroughness. 
The contestants expertly 
leverage the visual 
medium to bring out key 
insights and 
recommendations with 
clarity. 

The commendable, 
student-level quality of 
the content of the slides 
reflects 
a commitment to sharing 
key facts and details of 
the contestants’ insight 
and recommendations. 

The content of the slides 
reflects compliance but 
minimal insight. 
The images employed 
may be basic or not 
entirely effective at 
amplifying the 
contestants’ messages. 

The content of the slides 
reflects inconsistent focus 
and quality. 
The images or text may 
distract the audience from 
the contestants’ intended 
messages, or that 
message may lack focus. 

Depth & 
Insight 

The content of the 
presentation reflects 
professional-caliber, in-
depth understanding and 
striking insight into all key 
facets of the issue. 
The excellent depth of 
research and preparation 
is clearly apparent 
throughout the 
presentation. 

The content of the 
presentation offers 
useful, well-detailed ideas 
that warrant further 
exploration beyond this 
session. 
The presentation may 
explore many but not all 
key facets of the issue. 

The presentation offers 
basic, intuitive ideas that 
would have benefited from 
further unpacking in this 
session. Some material 
may be superficial or 
reflect limited research. 
The presentation may not 
explore many of issues or 
perspectives at play in the 
scenario. 

The presentation may 
offer ideas that are 
flawed, illogical only 
partially developed and 
feel incomplete. 
Few perspectives or 
issues at play in the 
scenario are explored. 

Vocal 
Delivery 

Clarity of voice, pacing, 
and modulation of tone 
are professional- caliber 
and expertly crafted to 
deliver to the listener 
maximum impact and 
understanding. 

Clarity of voice, pacing, 
and modulation of tone 
are strong. The listener is 
able to understand what 
the contestants are 
conveying. 

Clarity of voice, pacing, 
and modulation of tone 
are basic and 
straightforward. 
The listener is able to 
understand, but the 
impact would be 
increased with a more 
dynamic or consistent 
vocal delivery. 

Clarity of voice, pacing, 
and modulation of tone 
are inconsistent during 
the presentation. 
At times, the vocal 
delivery from multiple 
team members distracts 
from the content of the 
speech and diminishes its 
potential impact. 
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Points 
Available 

15–13 
Accomplished 

12–9 
Commendable 

8–5 
Developing 

4–1 
Needs Improvement 

Q&A 
Discussion 

The contestants’ 
responses in the Q&A 
session demonstrated 
consistent thoughtfulness 
and professional-caliber 
insight, rooted in the deep 
experience of the 
material. 
The contestants display 
impressive, professional-
level depth of knowledge 
and understanding given 
his/her experience and 
research. 

The contestants’ 
responses in the Q&A 
session demonstrated 
thoughtfulness and 
reflected successful 
attempts to address most 
of the material posed to 
him/her. 
The contestant displays 
some substantive 
knowledge and 
understanding of the 
selected topic based on 
his/her experience and 
research. 

The contestants’ 
responses in the Q&A 
session reflected a broad 
spectrum of levels of 
quality, depth, or insight 
from answer to answer. 

The contestants’ 
responses in the Q&A 
session may reflect 
evident effort and 
passion, but are 
inconsistent in the depth, 
accuracy, understanding, 
or insight offered in 
responses. 

Overall 
Impact 

The presentation reflects 
professional- caliber and 
highly persuasive 
recommendations via a 
deep exploration of the 
issue and context. 
The presentation content 
& delivery effectively 
complement each other to 
craft a highly impactful, 
professional-caliber 
experience. 

The content and delivery 
work together to offer a 
largely persuasive 
presentation. 
With deeper research, 
more realistic proposals 
or revisions to delivery, 
the project could be 
considered professional-
caliber. 

The minimally 
persuasive presentation 
does demonstrate effort. 
At multiple moments, the 
depth or strategy related 
to content or delivery 
may reflect a partial lack 
of understanding of key 
facets of the issue. 

The unpersuasive 
presentation 
demonstrates 
inconsistent, 
unprofessional, or 
superficial aspects in 
content or delivery. 
The audience is 
frequently distracted from 
the intended impact by 
aspects of the content or 
delivery. 
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Students’ Names:    

Students’ School, City, State:    

• Judges will use the Detailed Scoring Rubric as their guide to score students’ competition entries. 
• Points and feedback will be emailed to the student competitors no later than two weeks after the conference. 

 
 
PRE-SCORED COMPONENTS 

Position Paper 
 

 Accomplished Commendable Developing Needs Improvement Score 

Structure 10–9 8–6 5–3 2–1  

Clarity 10–9 8–6 5–3 2–1  

Depth of Research 10–9 8–6 5–3 2–1  

Mechanics & 
Professionalism 10–9 8–6 5–3 2–1 

 

Overall Impact 10–9 8–6 5–3 2–1  

Position Paper Guideline Adherence 
 

 Adheres Does Not Adhere Score 

Title Page 3 0  

Citations 3 0  

Works Cited 3 0  

Length 3 0  

Grammar & Mechanics 3 0  

Position Paper Pre-score / 65 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Continued 
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COMPONENTS SCORED ON-SITE 

Presentation and Q&A 
 

 Accomplished Commendable Developing Needs Improvement Score 

Content of Slide Deck 15–13 12–9 8–5 4–1  

Depth & Insight 15–13 12–9 8–5 4–1  

Vocal Delivery 15–13 12–9 8–5 4–1  

Q&A Discussion 15–13 12–9 8–5 4–1  

Overall Impact 15–13 12–9 8–5 4–1  

Presentation and Q&A On-site score / 75 

TOTAL SCORE / 140 
 
 FEEDBACK FOR STUDENTS: Write 2 or more sentences. 
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