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For the past two years, the Teacher Education programs in the Regental system have been 

participating in the data submission process for the National Council on Teacher Quality.  Prior 
to the 2012 data submission deadline, the system discussed institutional interest in participating 
in the necessary data request.  At that time the decision was made to move forward as a system 
noting that either all institutions would be actively involved or all programs would opt out.  A 
primary concern at the time was that NTCQ would publicize institutional rankings regardless of 
program compliance and a concern was raised that ratings from invalid data collection processes 
could adversely impact institutional rankings.   

 
The 2014 State Teacher Policy Yearbook was released by NTCQ in August resulting in a 

D- for South Dakota’s efforts in preparing teacher education candidates in the state.  As this 
rating process has continued to unfold, the policy level approach taken by the organization does 
not parallel issues that confront many of our programs or the state.  Additionally, as one explores 
the wide variation in rankings for similar programs within the Regental system, there certainly 
appears to be a potential disconnect between what would appear to be like/similar programs (see 
Table 1).    

Table 1 
Institutional Level Ratings on the 2014 NTCQ Rankings 

Institution/Program National Ranking Number of 
Standards Not Met 

Top 20 in Region 

BHSU    
B.S. Elementary Education Not Reported1 5 of 10 No 
B.S. Science Education (Bio/Chem) Not Reported 5 of 7 No 

DSU    
B.S. Secondary Education (English) 87th 1 of 6 No 
B.S. Elementary Education 229th 6 of 9 No 
B.S. Elementary Education (Special Ed.) Insufficient Data 6 of 7 No 

NSU 
B.S. Secondary Education (Math) 
B.S. Elementary Education 

 
103rd 
165th  

 
6 of 7 
9 of 10 

 
No 
No 

                                                 
1 Only those programs whose scores put them in the top half receive a national ranking.  

http://www.nctq.org/dmsView/2013_State_Teacher_Policy_Yearbook_South_Dakota_NCTQ_Report
http://www.nctq.org/teacherPrep/review2014.do
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SDSU 

Teacher Education Certificate 
B.S. Early Childhood Development 

 
297th  

Not Reported 

 
2 of 6 
5 of 9 

 
No 
No 

USD 
B.S. Secondary Education (English) 
B.S. Elementary Education 

 
23rd  
44th  

 
7 of 7 
8 of 8 

 
T7 
No 

    
 
To date the report has garnered limited traction from media or the legislature and during 

the September Education Discipline Council meeting, the council members reaffirmed concerns 
about continuing to support this work due to: 1) time/effort required to generate data; 2) 
unwillingness of the organization to have the report accurately report unique features of the 
institution that do not align with national level classifications; and 3) misalignment with CAEP 
standards that institutions currently work toward.  Following the meeting, Dr. Warner was 
consulted on our continued interest in working with the organization at the system level, and 
indicated that AAC representatives be asked to comment on their institutional preferences.   

 
Institutional responses can be found below and AAC representatives should be prepared 

to discuss a specific recommendation for responding to NTCQ requests for data submission in 
the future.  Regardless of the recommendation, a system level approach shall be employed.   
 
Black Hills State University 
 

Some states have simply said their institutions will not provide information to NCTQ; We 
believe this is the decision South Dakota should make for the BOR system universities.  BHSU 
has fully cooperated with NCTQ, spending an unbelievable number of hours gathering 
documents and writing narrative for submission, with no consistent or logical results.  We have 
found their methodology to be flawed in significant ways.  Below are examples: 
 

1. They base their conclusions solely on an examination if documents, with the institutions 
having no opportunity to provide context or explanation... and without looking at results 
or how outcomes are being met.  This is using "input" only at a time when accrediting 
bodies focus on output! 

2. Their conclusions are not predictable, because their rating systems and procedures change 
from one year to the next.  A "score" in an area can go DOWN when the institution has 
made changes NCTQ suggested...and the institution is told that the "weight" of items 
evaluated "changed."  All changes are without warning.   

3. NCTQ "standards" are inconsistent with best practice.  They probably are NOT designed 
by educators.  For example, a very low rating was given on "reading instruction" because 
those who examined syllabi could not count a certain number of "lectures" in those 
syllabi on each pre-determined topic.  In actuality, the reading courses have embedded 
field-based components that align with research-based BEST practice in preparing 
reading teachers.  Best practice does not focus on "lectures!" 
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Dakota State University 
 

When we first participated in NTCQ and spent considerable time and energy gathering 
materials, those involved at that time thought it was not worth the significant time commitment 
involved as well as the other reasons you list below.  While DSU did fairly well in their reviews, 
the programs we would have thought would rank the highest, which is our elementary education 
and special education programs due to the number of hands-on experiences and opportunities 
provided to work with children at various levels, ranked the lowest and so NTCQ lost what little 
credibility it had. We would vote to not continue participating in the NTCQ survey. 
 
Northern State University 
 

No Response 
 
South Dakota State University 
 

No Response 
 
University of South Dakota 
 

It appears that there is a disconnect between what the BOR requirements are and what the 
SD Department of Education identifies (assume this is the primary data source for statewide 
analysis).  Admittedly, having not searched through the State requirements; however, all the 4 
year institutions require a minimum GPA for admission (NCATE/CAEP); all test potential 
teachers for academic proficiency (i.e., CAAP).  Due to this fact, it is puzzling how the state 
earned the corresponding grade.  At the institutional level USD rates high which is why we 
would be hesitant to abandon it (pure self-interest), although how much difference it makes in 
enrollment, etc., it is difficult to determine.  The other issue, of course, is they do the rankings of 
institutions whether or not you participate. 
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