
2016 Election 

You have filed to run for an elected office in 2016 that may impact education. We have some questions 
relating to education that we would like your responses to. The questions and your comments will be 
posted on our blog site: www.swweducation.org for all visitors to read. Your comments will be posted 
exactly as you provide them with no alteration.

Should you choose to share your views and opinions, we ask that you supply them at your earliest 
opportunity. Our interests focus on education in Southwest Washington State and Washington State as a
whole.

Dick Rylander
SWWEducation.org   swweducation@gmail.com 

Q1: What's your position on Common Core?

We owe it to all of our children to live up to the ideal of Common Core, which is to enable 
students to master the skills to be productive citizens in our modern economy.  Therefore, I support a 
clear set of standards, by grade level, for all students.  However, the Common Core standards need 
revisions, especially in the early grades.  When I began my teaching career, we truly had few, if any 
standards in my subject area (social studies).  From one history teacher to another you could teach to 
completely different learning objectives.  So having standards provides the opportunity to build 
confidence in our system from those who pay the bills (citizen taxpayers). In addition, having 
consistent standards in the system helps to ensure students who move from one district to another, or 
one state to another, don’t miss important concepts they’ll need to understand in order to succeed.  This
is particularly important for children of migrant families and children in military families. On balance, I
support the standards, but I also know they need to continuously be improved, revised, and updated as 
our educators continue to align materials and lessons to the standards.  A more complete understanding 
of my comprehensive education values can be found at www.chrisreykdal.com.

 We should treat standards as living documents that evolve as we learn more about students and 
our economy.  This is why the voice of the educator MUST be the loudest voice when it comes to 
standards and evaluating student competency as measured against those standards. Corporate reformers
will always write standards for their short-term interests – profiting off of materials and tests aligned to 
the standards; educators, however, have a much longer vision of student success in a changing society.  
While critical thinking must be a constant expectation, specific tasks, lessons, and even benchmarks 
need to be informed by current practice – on-the-ground practice!  The role of OSPI and other decision 
makers is to make sure that our standards are used to support student growth and student interventions. 
We must do this while keeping for-profit interests in check.

If we learned anything from the failure of No Child Left Behind, it is that one-size-fits-all does 
not work – not between the states and not even within a state. One of the biggest issues with Common 
Core is with its implementation.  Students grow and learn at different rates.  Students do not benefit 
from rigid timelines that fail them and hold them back. Instead, they need the necessary resources to 
achieve standards based on their individual growth plans.  While Common Core is not ideal, we should 
not simply throw out the standards while we are battling to restore local control of schools and 
classroom control of curriculum.  We can have high standards AND local control!

Q2: What's your position on the SBAC and other testing?

While I support utilizing standards to ensure equitable access to a quality education, what I do 
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not support is tying a student’s graduation to the Smarter Balanced Assessments.  I have also been a 
legislative leader trying to ensure that the Smarter Balanced Assessment results are not inappropriately 
linked to teacher evaluations.  Credible research to support so called “value added models” (VAM) 
does not exist!  

As a legislative leader, I have built a bi-partisan coalitions to replace “The Test” as a single 
graduation requirement with the option to show mastery through actual course-based alternatives.  I 
have no problem with students taking assessments to help measure state, district, and even school-level 
progress, but EVERY student should have the right to take and pass courses, aligned to standards, as an
alternative to the singular test.  Both formative and summative assessments must be used to create 
specific interventions to propel students to further success.  When we use tests to deny students’ growth
and progress, we have failed students, communities, and taxpayers.  We have passed my signature 
legislation four times in the House of Representatives to ensure this local, school-based flexibility– the 
last time by an 87-10 vote.  The Senate, at the urging of corporate Washington, refused to budge off of 
their test-only mantra.  They insist that every student be judged by “an objective standard measure”, 
a.k.a. a standardized test, to determine graduation.  It is tragic that our current state law, which provides
for basic education up to the age of 21, is trumped by for-profit motives that aim to fail kids by the age 
of 18.  This serves nobody but those who seek an ideological battle to privatize and commoditize our 
schools, our assessments, and ultimately, our kids.

And, while state assessments can help measure state, district and school level progress – they 
should never be the only measure used to determine how to improve.  Many factors impact how 
schools and districts perform on assessments, and it is critical that local schools take this context into 
account as they review their results.  

Q3: What's your position on 1351 (smaller class room size)

I strongly supported I-1351, and was one of the few legislators that voted against its suspension.
I was also one of the early legislative endorsers of I-1351.  The initiative was about a lot more than 
class size reductions; it was also about providing additional services and resources to meet the needs of 
the whole-child – counselors, nurses, librarians, custodians, facilities, and school principals (a must 
have with the rapid expansion of TPEP).  To achieve 100% graduation and prepare all of our students 
to be career and college ready, we must recognize that I-1351 represents the ample funding that is 
ultimately required by the McCleary funding mandate.  I-1351 implements the fully funded 
prototypical model that was promised in ESHB 2261 and  is a key step in moving to 100% graduation 
by focusing on the whole-child and the whole-school.

Q4: What's your position on McCleary?

The McCleary ruling is often understood to only require funding for limited parts of K-12 
education by 2018.  The truth is that it actually requires the state to provide the ample funding that is 
called for in the constitution, and to not rely on local levies to meet our basic education requirements.  
To fully fund our system we need to align our 100% graduation goal (a state law) with the resources 
necessary to achieve this goal.  I-1351, for example, would have truly moved us closer to that goal.  
Yes, it requires more investment, but in a state budget that has slipped from 7% of total economic 
activity to less than 5%, we have the capacity in this economy to handle substantially more investment 
in public K-12 education and higher education without putting economic growth at risk.  We can go 
beyond the tenets of McCleary, and still keep our tax burden below where we were thirty years ago, 
before the current tax revolt and assault on public education began.  We don’t lack solutions here, we 
lack political courage to strike a compromise.  There are solid Republican ideas to address parts of 
McCleary (less dependence on local levies) and there are solid Democratic ideas to address parts of 



McCleary (more resources – namely a capital gains tax).  We must work together to find a solution that 
meets the needs of our current students and our future economy, as well as the interests of our 
taxpayers and our larger communities.  We need bipartisan tax reform to ensure stability in education 
funding without reducing other critical services that support our kids and communities!

The next Superintendent of Public Instruction will have to be a credible voice that bridges the 
ideological divisions in our legislature.  OSPI needs to leverage its tremendous data resources and 
access to local practitioners (teachers, principals, superintendents, school boards, etc.) to offer credible 
bi-partisan solutions and advocacy for McCleary and beyond.  As a legislator, former teacher, former 
school board member, and public-sector finance executive, I have a reputation for bringing people 
together (assessment fixes, student privacy, graduation requirements, dual credit, CTE, financial aid, 
and much more) to provide real solutions.  With over 40 current and former legislators already 
endorsing my campaign for OSPI, they are sending a strong signal that I can transform the office to one
of collaborative policy making; of lifting up local voices; and of offering credible solutions that bring 
political opponents together.

QX: What's your position on Charter Schools?

While I support learning opportunities that meet students’unique needs and interests, I do not support 
Charter Schools as they are defined around the country.  They are not “common schools” and therefore 
should not get direct appropriation from the Legislature (regardless of the fund source).  We can 
continue to have innovative schools and even contracted schools, but they MUST be authorized by 
local school boards with financial and accountability oversight by the local board.  The voters who 
elect local board members should be responsible for the schools within their community, including any 
and all innovative schools that receive taxpayer dollars.  We have many innovative programs and 
schools today – skills centers, magnet schools, choice schools, contract programs, on-line programs, 
dual credit contracts, and so much more.  In every case, the local board has an authorizing or financial 
relationship, which ensures responsible stewardship of resources and equitable standards for all 
students.  In short, local communities need elected officials to hold accountable if something goes 
wrong. 

With pure charter schools, they are often just a funnel of state appropriations to out-of-state 
corporations or “non-profits” that establish and run the school.  Whether you support charters or not, it 
is undeniable that a much larger share of their budgets are siphoned out-of-state to whichever 
companies are involved with the leased facilities, purchased curriculum, purchased exams, corporate 
overhead, national marketing, and the list goes on.

Q5: What does “fully fund education in Washington State” mean to you?

Our public education system needs to maintain its purpose as the great equalizer, providing ALL 
students with the opportunities they need to meet their potential and graduate career and college ready.  
I was only able to break the cycle of poverty in my life because of well-funded quality public schools 
in our state (in the 1970’s and ‘80s).  Fully funding means providing the necessary resources to get 
100% of kids to on-time graduation based on our credit requirements, local requirements, 504 plans 
and IEP’s.  “Full funding” is a constitutional right for students and a constitutional obligation of the 
legislature, far beyond the limited amount of funding that many think McCleary requires.  However, 
this can’t be done at the expense of other vital services aimed at supporting our most vulnerable 
citizens.

If our state simply made a commitment to return our funding levels to where they were thirty 
years ago (roughly 7% of gross state product, not the current paltry 5%), we would have roughly $3.5 
billion more for public investments (including education) per year.  That’s enough to go well beyond 



McCleary, and it would simply return our level of personal financial investment relative to private 
sector economic activity to where we were thirty years ago.  The anti-tax movement in this state has 
had profound, negative consequences, by increasing the inequitable education of our children. Again, 
we don’t need to be a high tax state to achieve full funding; we simply need to get back to an average 
tax obligation necessary to provide the resources our education system needs.

Q6: What's your position on a parent's ability to Opt-Out their child(ren) from testing?

It’s a right to opt out, period.  I ran the only bill in 2016 that explicitly states this right of parents and 
students.  However, I also think when this right is exercised and mastery is not demonstrated via our 
state assessment, “we” (society) still need to expect students to meet standard in a given subject area by
other means.  My preferred route to demonstrate proficiency would be via passing actual courses, 
taught by actual teachers, aligned to our standards – not simply by retaking test after test after test.  I 
am open to using standards-based courses, other assessments, advanced career and technical education 
courses, project-based learning, or just about anything else that empowers students to achieve standards
and earn a diploma.  Diverse students need diverse pathways!

Q7: What's your position on the ESSA?

While the new Every Student Succeeds Act is not ideal, it is a tremendous step in the right direction!  
Our state led the charge to reject a mandatory connection between students’ test scores and teacher 
evaluations.  This is now the national policy!  With the ESSA we still have student test requirements in 
grades 3-8 and once in high school, but we are getting more flexibility to meet all students where they 
are.  The ESSA also gives us a great deal more say at the state level on how we choose to spend dozens 
of little federal funding pots, which has the potential to further empower local control.  

The next Superintendent of Public Instruction will have the enormous task of writing a state 
plan that maximizes this flexibility and reinstates the local control that was lost with NCLB.  To do this
well, OSPI must do a better job of getting systemic feedback from “the field” – students, parents, 
teachers, support staff, principals, superintendent, school board members, employers, and more.  The 
changes inherent in the new ESSA need to become our State’s plan, not just the OSPI plan!

Q8: What's your position on the US Dept. of Education's role in State/Local education?

In 2015-16, I was the leading voice in the State of Washington demanding that the federal government, 
especially the US DoE, have a more limited role in education policy, especially regarding mandated 
testing and teacher evaluations.  I wrote an open-letter to then Secretary of Education Arnie Duncan 
and President Obama urging them to embrace Washington State’s decision to delink student test scores 
from teacher evaluations.  Diane Ravitch picked up my letter in her national blog and called me “A 
Hero of American Education”.  That’s a bit much, but the bottom line is, we won that fight in the ESSA
rewrite. We still have high standards and meaningful assessments, but students and teachers will no 
longer be inappropriately punished by false political solutions that inappropriately tie student and 
teacher evaluations to a single standardized test.  Our state led that charge and I am proud to have been 
one of the loudest voices in that battle. 

Federal policy makers, just like our parents, communities, and businesses, have every right to 
expect high performance of our schools.  However our national Department of Education has no 
constitutional right to dictate how we get there – that is absolutely a function of the 10th Amendment 
and states’ rights.  Washington State has the strongest constitutional language about the importance of 
public education, declaring funding of our K-12 system as our state’s paramount duty.  It is therefore 
essential that we have a strong leader as our next Superintendent of Public Instruction; one who has an 
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established record of bringing policymakers together for the benefit of all children. Washington needs a
leader who will also join the Council of Chief State School Officers association and continue to resist 
the urge of the federal government to control our schools.  And we must especially elect an OSPI leader
who will keep this system accountable to the public by resisting persistent efforts to privatize the 
system (with assistance from the federal government) via private charters, vouchers, and standardized 
tests. I would be honored to fulfill that role on behalf of the 1.1 million children, including my own son
and daughter, currently in our public education system.

Q9: What would be the top 3 actions to improve education in Washington State that you would take?

1) Ensure that the Legislature complies with its constitutional obligation to fully fund local 
districts so that EVERY child has equitable access to the resources they need to be successful;

2) Restore courses as the primary path to standards-based graduation (not singular tests).  We 
know that our educators are in the best position, through evaluating their student’s work in the 
classroom, to determine if a student has met the standards required to pass a course and be 
ready for post-secondary success.  We must place this responsibility back in the hands of 
educators; and

3) Dramatically increase educator compensation while maintaining high standards for entrance 
into our teacher preparation programs.  We need to value and prepare our future educators more 
like Finland, Poland, and South Korea!  Teacher salaries MUST grow to a much higher 
percentage of median income in order to restore the dignity of the profession and to create 
substantial demand for the profession in the next generation of young learners.  It breaks my 
heart to hear so many educators advise their own children not to teach in the current climate.  
We cannot become the greatest state in the union until we restore the dignity and pride of our 
most fundamental obligation – public education!

Thank you for this incredible opportunity to respond to these vital issues.  Please go to 
www.chrisreykdal.com if you want to learn more.  You can contact me at 
chris4wakids@gmail.com!  Or call my personal cell phone – 360-790-3151.

Please email your responses to: swweducation@gmail.com 
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