
2016 Election – Steve Rubenstein, Independent Candidate for Governor

You have filed to run for an elected office in 2016 in Washington State that may impact education. We 
have some questions relating to education that we would appreciate your responses to. The questions 
and your comments will be posted on our blog site: www.swweducation.org for all visitors to read. You
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 to us NO LATER 
than June 30th.  Our interests focus on education in Southwest Washington State and Washington State 
as a whole.

SWWEducation.org   swweducation@gmail.com 

Q1: What's your position on Common Core?

I support Common Core. It is not a federal takeover of education. It is simply the States agreeing on 
what kids should be able to achieve at each grade level. I realize the standards are generally more 
demanding than the old standards. But we do not do our kids any favors by setting low expectations for
them. That just sets them up a lifetime of low achievement.

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

Standardized testing is a necessary evil. There is not a better approach to objectively evaluating 
whether kids have truly learned the necessary material. I realize that standardized testing takes away 
from other class time, but I do not worry that teaches waste too much time “teaching to the test.” In 
theory, they are supposed to be teaching the material that is covered on the test anyway.

I am against using standardized test results as a component of teacher evaluation.  There are too many 
factors that influence student achievement which are beyond the control of individual teachers.  Even 
though a teacher may improve over previous years, the standardized test scores of their students will 
not necessarily improve because each year brings a new class of students.

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

In general, I am in favor of smaller class sizes, especially for younger grades.  I am even in favor of 
raising taxes to help achieve this, particularly for lower-income districts.  But I am against initiative 
1351 because it dictates a state expenditure without providing the means to pay for it.

It is fantastic when the public can weigh in on how they want their tax dollars spent, especially when it 
prioritizes education.  But it is easy to get voters to support initiatives which lower taxes (despite the 
impact on state budget) or require increased spending (despite a lack of funding).  I would prefer that 
any initiative also deal with the funding impact.

As for dictating classroom size, voters will always choose a smaller class size.  Who wouldn’t?  But we
need to consider whether that class size is truly appropriate and whether it is affordable.  I also prefer to
allow local school districts to be part of the decision-making process, especially when some districts 
may not have the budget or physical space to support smaller classroom sizes.

Q4: What's your position on McCleary?
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I agree that a large number of public schools are under-funded and that the funding method is 
inherently and illegally biased against lower-income communities.  The State must provide full funding
for each school, which will require progressive taxes to ensure that all school districts receive sufficient
funding.  It will also require additional revenue since just re-distributing the existing school funding 
from community-based levies is not sufficient.  I therefore support implementing both a capital gains 
tax and an income tax on upper-income residents to fund education.

QX: What's your position on Charter Schools?

I voted against charter schools.  Charter Schools benefit too few children at the expense of those 
remaining in public schools.  I believe that local school districts should have control over any schools 
that receive public funding.  Otherwise, a Charter School is nothing more than a publicly-funded 
private school.

I believe every school should be a quality school and that parents should not have to become school 
system experts to ensure their child gets a high-quality education.  I do support innovative schools, 
including magnet schools that appeal to students with a particular interest.

However, my concern is that any system that enables parents to choose a school inevitably ends up 
benefiting (albeit unintentionally) those parents with the time and understanding to navigate the school 
system.  This tend to benefit kids with upper-income parents, which raises fairness issues.

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

Fully-funded means that every school has the funding to provide a high-quality education to all 
students, regardless of the income of that school district.  It means paying teachers a living wage so that
highly-qualified teachers do not leave the teaching profession or switch to higher-income school 
districts where they may get paid more or have kids that are easier to teach.  (I believe that teachers 
should be paid more for teaching in more challenging schools.)

A fully-funded school also provides the services (and funding) necessary for all students to achieve 
success, particularly for lower-income students and students of color.  (I say “students” instead of 
“communities” because even within a single school, there is often a sadly predictable achievement gap 
based on income and race.)

To be honest though, fully-funded does not necessarily mean equally funded.  Even if the State 
provides full funding for each school, wealthier school districts will often choose to supplement their 
school budget with levies and PTA funding.  While this will undoubtedly continue the trend that public 
schools in wealthier areas have more funding than those in lower-income areas, it is unreasonable (and 
illegal) to not allow a community to provide additional funding.

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

I support giving parents the option to opt-out of the testing, but I personally disagree with the decision 
to do so.  I would focus on helping parents understand the reason for the testing – stressing that the 
results are used to help their child, not to punish them.  I realize the testing can sometimes be stressful, 
but we are doing our kids a disservice if we never challenge them.

I realize there are many different reasons why parents may choose to opt-out and we can never 



convince all parents.  There will always be parents who are against standardized testing of any kind.  
But if standardized tests are used appropriately and truly test what the student is supposed to have 
learned, I believe many parents will choose to not opt-out.

Q7: What's your position on the ESSA?

I am admittedly not fully aware of all of the details of ESSA.  My understanding is that it’s a 
substantial improvement over NCLB and returns some control and flexibility to the States.

I believe NCLB was somewhat well-intentioned, but was a disaster in several respects.  I believe that 
any effort to improve education and provide parents with objective information on the performance of 
their child and the school itself is a good thing.  But NCLB forced schools to focus on ensuring all kids 
met the minimum level of success, which unfairly hurt kids who were capable of achieving more.  It 
was also practically an unfunded mandate which penalized schools for poor performance without 
necessarily providing funding to overcome the obstacles to success. 

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

I have always been surprised that the federal government play such a large role in education, including 
funding.  I believe the federal government should help states coordinate to ensure that all kids benefit 
from what has been found to work in other states.

In general, kids are kids, regardless of which state they live in.  They all have the same basic education 
needs.  There is no reason each state should have widely varying requirements.  But I do believe that 
there is little reason for the federal government to essentially be dictating un-funded mandates to the 
state.  I recognize the federal government provides funding for particular reasons and it has every right 
to expect its rule to be followed in exchange for that money.  But adding new rules and requirements 
without adding funding is unacceptable.  (Washington State already does that to local school districts 
anyway!)

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

First, I would seek to implement an income tax and capital gains tax to help fund education.  Not only 
would this provide the necessary funding, it would also help to reduce the most regressive tax structure 
in the nation and provide a more stable source of revenue that will not plummet (well, as much) during 
an economic downturn.  I also would make it a priority to continue providing cost-of-living increases to
teachers to ensure we retain quality teachers.  This includes changing the funding formula to provide 
higher salaries to teachers who work in more challenging schools.

Second, I would work together with school districts to determine how best to address the achievement 
gap.  Many school districts deal with this issue, but I do not believe there has been a coordinated effort 
to truly solve this challenge.  Unfortunately, this is not a problem that can be solved by money alone.

Third, I would try to increase funding for community colleges, and if possible, universities as well, 
particularly so that colleges can expand popular programs, such as computer science, where demand for
majors (and from employers) significantly outstrips the available slots.  Education is the single biggest 
path out of poverty and is key to family-wage jobs.  Of course, not all jobs require a college education 
and not all people want to go to college.  For them, I would partner with trade unions and other 
industries to make kids aware of career opportunities after high school.



Ok, I admit that is more than 3 actions.  But I am hoping that by grouping each into a single paragraph, 
I can make you believe I only chose 3.  These “3” actions can all make a critical difference, although I 
could easily list 10 actions. (Yes, I realize I actually did.)

Please email your responses to: swweducation@gmail.com 

Again, we will accept responses until June 30th. We will post the results on a special page: 
http://www.swweducation.org/?page_id=2576 starting July 5, 2016. We are doing this to make every 
attempt to assure that no person gains insights on other candidates responses. 

Should you have any questions please contact us. 
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