
WACTE members are the  
21 Schools or Colleges of  

Teacher Education at more than 
50 locations throughout the state 

of Washington: 
Antioch University (Seattle) 

Central Washington University  
(Ellensburg, Lynnwood, 
Lakewood, Moses Lake, 
Wenatchee, Des Moines, 

Yakima) 

City University of Seattle  
(Bellevue, Everett, Seattle, 

Renton, Tacoma, Vancouver, 
Port Angeles, Centralia, Mt. 

Vernon, Grays Harbor, 
Longview) 

Eastern Washington University  
(Cheney, Spokane) 

Gonzaga University (Spokane) 

Heritage University  
(Toppenish, Yakima, Seattle, 

Moses Lake,  
Tri-Cities, Wenatchee) 

Lesley University (Tacoma) 

Northwest University (Kirkland) 

Pacific Lutheran University 
(Tacoma) 

Seattle Pacific University 

Seattle University 

St. Martin’s University  
(Lacey, Centralia, Ft. Lewis, 

McChord AFB) 

The Evergreen State College 
(Olympia) 

University of Puget Sound 
(Tacoma) 

University of Washington 
(Seattle)  

University of Washington 
(Tacoma) 

University of Washington 
(Bothell) 

Walla Walla University  
(College Place)  

Washington State University  
(Pullman, Spokane, Tri-Cities, 

Vancouver) 

Whitworth University 
(Spokane) 

Western Washington 
University  

(Bellingham, Bremerton,  
Everett, Seattle) 

 

 

May 2, 2011 
 
 
WACTE Response to NCTQ edschools@nctq.org 

 

Members of the Washington Association of Colleges for Teacher Education 

(WACTE), representing twenty-one public and private institutions in the state 

of Washington request that you place this letter on your Transparency Central 

website. This communication will enable the public to better understand how 

Washington State teacher preparation programs are collectively engaged in the 

analysis of teacher/student performance data.   

Last year NCTQ wrote, “Teacher Education is broken.” We thought nothing 

would dissuade NCTQ from trying to prove this statement. This year, 

however, after receiving numerous letters from various academic 

communities, NCTQ’s tone has shifted to be more politically amenable. The 

new message of intent is more in tune with what we believe is paramount for 

an informed public. “To provide future teachers, district superintendents and 

policy makers with information about how well teachers are being prepared 

for success in the classroom.”   

We do, however, differ in our approaches. By using the NCTQ method of 

simply informing the public of what a syllabus states, what texts are required, 

whether or not a handbook is used, and so on, is merely describing what a 

system of preparing teachers looks like at the time of data collection. The 

information NCTQ is collecting will do little to provide instructive 

information that will improve teaching and learning in our nation’s schools, or 

provide meaningful information to the public about teacher preparation. 

Because of the approach NCTQ is employing, many of our institutions view 

the work to be meaningless. Frequencies, averages, percentages, or measures 

of variability are the only appropriate ways of reporting the data that NCTQ is 

collecting. For example, “72 % of the NCTQ surveyed colleges require a 

yearlong internship” would be an appropriate way to report the data. It is a 

violation of sound research to transform categorical data such as this into 

ranked data. In other words, it is inappropriate to use descriptive data to grade 

or rank programs.  Certainly U.S News and World Report can report NCTQ’s 

findings, but in doing so would be a misrepresentation of the truth about the 

quality of the teacher preparation in the state of Washington. Additionally, by 

employing a strong-handed threat of the Freedom of Information Act by 

issuing open records requests makes participation even less palatable for many 

institutions. To make inferences about the quality of teacher preparation 

colleges using inconsistent descriptive variables, such as those being collected 

in the survey, misuses the principles of sound research practice and would not 

withstand the rigors of our Federal Institutional Review Board’s compliance 
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standards (Title 45 CRF Part 46). No respectable research journal would publish these results, and 

therefore participation is viewed as an exercise in futility. To say that colleges are reluctant to be 

viewed by the public is not accurate. Meaningful performance data relative to teacher education 

preparation in Washington are available to the public on many college websites, and collectively on 

the Professional Educators Standards Board (PESB) website http://data.pesb.wa.gov/. All twenty-

one of Washington’s teacher preparation colleges contribute to the PESB base of information using 

consistent, fair, and accurate measures. We continuously examine the data collected by these 

measures a) to further improve the measurements, and b) to make better decisions for improving the 

relationship between teaching and learning. For example, this year two studies were produced and 

reported that demonstrate relationships between preparation and student achievement. We are 

planning to use the results of these studies to pinpoint variables of best practice to be shared during 

our quarterly meetings.  

Having said all of that, how are the teacher preparation colleges in the state of Washington 

conducting this work differently than NCTQ?  

All twenty-one WACTE institutions, in partnership with our State’s Professional Educators 

Standards Board, State Board of Education, Higher Education Coordinating Board, the Office of the 

Superintendent of Instruction, and our State Legislature, have been engaged in the collection of 

valid and transparent performance data that will provide the public with a better understanding of 

best practices within our State. Over the past four years we have been engaged in building a robust 

set of performance data that isolates components of best practice, which produce positive results of 

K-12 student learning. We are also in partnership with the American Association of Colleges for 

Teacher Education (AACTE) and Stanford University to develop and pilot test the Teacher 

Performance Assessment (TPA). As one of the accelerated states participating in this 21-state 

initiative, we believe our work will provide a body of valid and reliable evidence for evaluating and 

improving teacher competence. Moreover, in order to be a state approved teacher preparation 

program, colleges are required to undergo a thorough and rigorous review process every five years 

by the state.  The results of those reviews are posted for the public to view.  The standards by which 

we are judged have been vetted by large groups of constituents representing education and public 

interests.  They establish criteria for program delivery by examining what our candidates know and 

are capable of doing.  The process provides feedback to institutions for continuous improvement. 

To indicate to the public that teacher preparation is not trying to improve or be transparent in its 

approaches demonstrates what little is known about what we are doing.  Each year colleges of 

education report data to the Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS) and Title II; 

some colleges also report similar data to NCATE and AACTE.  These data, along with data 

promulgated by the National Center for Education Research, are available for the public to view. 

Using a survey to report how many, and what types of initiatives such as these are being produced 

nationwide would serve the public better than making arbitrary and capricious rankings of 

institutions using invalid approaches.  

The public has a right to know how teachers are being prepared.  They also have the right to know 

that the information they are reading is trustworthy and accurate.  We can work together to make 

this common goal a reality. Please reconsider your approach, methodologies, and tactics so we can 

continuously improve the achievements of our nation’s children. Please tell the public the whole 

story, not just the portion NCTQ wants the public to believe. 
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