
Answers submitted by David Spring M. Ed. Candidate for Superintendent of Public Instruction

Q1: What's your position on Common Core?
I have done extensive research on Common Core and have even written a book about the history of 
Common Core which you can read at one of my websites, Weapons of Mass Deception dot org. 
Contrary to what has been claimed by the main stream media, the Common Core standards were 
written by a small group of Wall Street consultants who knew nothing about child development. These 
poorly written standards were immediately opposed by hundreds of our nation's leading child 
development specialists as being "age inappropriate." I agree with this conclusion. I therefore led the 
effort to convince the Washington State Democratic Party to oppose Common Core and the Common 
Core SBAC test. I wrote the Resolution which was passed by the State Democratic Party Central 
Committee in January 2015. I also wrote Senate Bill 6030 to repeal Common Core and the SBAC test 
and replace them with the prior Washington State Standards written by Washington State teachers. As 
Superintendent, one of my first actions will be to replace the Common Core standards with the prior 
Washington state standards and replace the SBAC tests with either of the two most reliable and 
accurate student assessment methods, namely teacher grades and/or the Iowa Assessment. 

Q2: What's your position on the SBAC and other testing?
The SBAC test is an unfair bubble test designed to label as failures more than half of the students who 
take the test. The makers of the SBAC test falsely claim that it can predict if students are "college 
ready." In fact, no bubble test has ever been able to predict if a student is college ready. The only 
predictor of college readiness is a students high school GPA. In short, the SBAC test not only harms 
students, it is worthless as an assessment tool. 

I have led the effort in the legislature to eliminate the SBAC test as a graduation requirement. I have 
worked with legislators such as Senators McAulliffe, Chase and McCoy to draft legislation (Senate Bill
6122) that would end high stakes testing as a graduation requirement. I have also worked with the 
Seattle School Board to develop a plan to move the Seattle School District away from the unfair SBAC 
test and away from requiring high stakes tests as a graduation requirement. It is also important to be 
aware that while the legislature has required 24 credits as a graduation requirement, they have never 
paid for it. It is therefore an unfunded mandate. As Superintendent, I will immediately suspend all 
unfunded mandates - including the 24 credit requirement. 

The SBAC test fails to comply with the federal ESSA requirements. The new ESSA  states on page 24 
that its purpose is to determine "whether the student is performing at grade level." Because the SBAC
test does not provide accurate information about whether a student is achieving at grade level, the 
SBAC test does not comply with the ESSA. As superintendent, I will therefore suspend the SBAC test 
and replace it with assessment options such as Teacher Grades and/or the Iowa Assessment that do 
accurately measure whether a student is achieving at grade level. 

Q3: What's your position on 1351 (smaller class room size)
To me, 1351 does not mean merely smaller class sizes. It means cutting class sizes in half (from the 
current 32 students per class down to 16 students per class) so that struggling students get the help they 
need to succeed in school and succeed in life. This will require doubling school funding from the 
current $9 billion per year to $18 billion per year and hiring more than 40,000 teachers. It also means 
dramatically increasing funding for school construction by $3 billion per year for 10 years to build 
1000 new schools. I am the only candidate with a specific plan to achieve this goal. I will increase 
revenue for education by $11 billion per year by asking our Supreme Court to repeal all 300 tax breaks 



for wealthy corporations that have been passed by the state legislature since 1996. 

Q4: What's your position on McCleary?
I spent 20 years at Bellevue College teaching courses in problem solving. One of the first steps in 
solving a problem is admitting the full scale of the problem. After 20 years of neglect by the 
Washington state legislature, our schools are among the lowest funded and most over-crowded in the 
nation. I agree with the June 2012 Washington State Compensation Report (the most detailed study to 
date of what it would take to meet the McCleary Requirement). On page 49, the report summarized the 
amount of additional revenue needed per year to meet McCleary as $1 billion to more fairly pay 
teachers, $3.6 billion to pay for additional staff needed to lower class sizes and $2 billion to replace the 
illegal and unfair local levy funds with state funds. The total was $6.6 billion in additional revenue per 
year. 

However, the 2012 report failed to account for two other important items. First, according to our state 
constitution and Supreme Court, the legislature is also responsible for fully funding school 
construction. With half of our 2000 schools being more than 50 years old and not meeting the health 
codes or earthquake codes, we now have a $40 billion school construction backlog. My plan to meet 
McCleary therefore also includes an additional $3 billion per year for school construction in order to 
eventually insure that every school in our state is a safe and healthy learning environment. 

Second, the 2012 report failed to account for restoring higher education funding. I have written 
numerous articles pointing our that our state constitution also requires full state funding for higher 
education. In 2015, the state's leading constitutional scholar, Hugh Spitzer, law professor at the 
University of Washington wrote an article agreeing with my position on this issue. My analysis is that it
would take an additional $2 billion per year to restore higher education funding and provide every 
student in the state with at least two years of free higher education and/or vocational training. Thus, the
total needed to meet McCleary is an additional 6.6 billion plus 3 billion plus 2 billion equals $11.6
billion per year. 

The second step in problem solving is to determine the underlying cause of the school funding crisis. 
This requires determining where the $11.6 billion in lost education funding went over the past 20 years.
I have spent the past 8 years analyzing this question. What I have determined is that since 1996, tax 
breaks for wealthy multinational corporations have risen by $11 billion per year at the same time that 
education funding has fallen by $11 billion per year.  The underlying cause of our education funding 
crisis is a corrupt state legislature that is robbing $11 billion per year in education funding and giving it 
away in the form of tax breaks to wealthy multinational corporations that basically run the show in 
Olympia. 

The third step in problem solving is coming up with a solution that addresses the underlying problem. 
This has been the hardest part for me to understand. 8 years ago, I thought the solution was to inform 
the legislature about the problem and seek their help in repealing these corporation tax breaks. I met 
with nearly every member of the legislature and wrote several bills which would repeal tax breaks. For 
example, last year, I wrote Senate Bill 6093, sponsored by Senators Chase and McAuliffe which would 
have repealed the largest of all the tax breaks and provided about $5 billion per year in additional 
funding for schools. It was the only bill introduced in the past two years in either the House or the 
Senate that would even come close to meeting the McCleary requirement. However, Senate Bill 6093 
never got a hearing. Even worse, the legislature has continued to pass more tax breaks and even refused
to pay the $100,000 per day fine ordered by our State Supreme Court. 



After 8 long years of beating my head against a brick wall, I have finally reached the conclusion that 
the legislature is never going to fund our schools - not now, not next year or 5 years or 10 years from 
now. They are simply going to keep on coming up with more committees and more excuses for failing 
to fund our schools while continuing to give away billions in tax breaks to wealthy corporations.  The 
problem is that too many in the legislature see their Paramount Duty not as funding schools, but as 
passing tax breaks for wealthy multinational corporations. 

I therefore decided that a radically different solution is needed -  one that does not require a vote of the 
legislature or passing any new laws. Thankfully, there is such a solution. Both the McCleary attorneys 
and one Supreme Court justice have suggested repealing some or all of the $30 billion per year in tax 
breaks that the legislature gives way.  I have studied our State Constitution.  I believe that the 
Washington Supreme Court does have this authority but it would be more likely to do so if the motion 
for summary judgment came from the Superintendent of Public Instruction as Article III, Section 22 of 
our State Constitution which states: "SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION, DUTIES
AND SALARY. The superintendent of public instruction shall have supervision over all matters 
pertaining to public schools."Note that the word "all" means that the drafters of our state constitution 
wanted the person elected by the voters to manage our public schools to have complete authority to 
manage all matters pertaining to our public schools. If the Superintendent were to file a motion asking 
for a specific remedy, the Court could enforce this section of our constitution. My plan is to file a 
motion for summary judgment my first week in office with the hope that our Supreme Court will rule 
on it within six months - in time for the 2017-2018 school year. I will ask the Supreme Court to declare 
every tax break passed since 1996 to be null and void and then put the resulting $11 billion dollars into 
a special account under the direct control of the Superintendent of Public Instruction. I believe the 
Superintendent has both a right and duty to file a motion for summary judgment and this is exactly 
what I will do as Superintendent. I will break the gridlock in Olympia by going around the legislature 
and directly to the Supreme Court. We could have full school funding in as little as 6 months. That is 
my vision for meeting our Paramount Duty McCleary obligations. 

QX: What's your position on Charter Schools?
Along with Senator Maralyn Chase, who has endorsed my campaign, I am one of our state's most vocal
opponents of charter schools. Not only are charter schools not accountable to local voters, but they 
violate our state's constitutional provision for a uniform system of public schools. Most important, 
unregulated charter schools run by private for profit corporations have destroyed public school systems 
all across America by robbing them of billions of dollars. Charter schools are fraud factories that are a 
grave threat to our public schools. This is why I publicly opposed charter schools at every charter 
school hearing in Olympia this year in both the House and the Senate. 

By contrast, while the other candidates all claim to be opposed to charter schools, none of them spoke 
against charter schools at any of the charter school hearings in Olympia this year. Instead, Larry 
Seaquist claims he voted against charter schools. But in fact, Seaquist was the prime sponsor of 
House Bill 2428 in 2012 that would have brought 50 charter schools to Washington State. Chris 
Reykdal while voting against the charter school bill in 2016, voted for the 2016 Appropriations bill that
gave millions of dollars to fund charter schools.  Erin Jones spoke in favor of charter schools at a public
hearing in Tacoma. Teachers and parents need to recognize that the best predictor of what any 
candidate will do once elected is not what they say while running for office but rather their past actions.
I am the only candidate for Superintendent who has consistently opposed charter schools. 



Q5: What does “fully fund education in Washington State” mean to you?
"Fully fund education in Washington State" to me means honoring every sentence of the Washington 
State Constitution. It means having class sizes small enough so that struggling students get the help 
they need to succeed in school and succeed in life. It means having safe and healthy schools for every 
child (Currently Washington has the highest percent of unhoused students in the nation as half of our 
schools are more than 50 years old and do not meet either the health code or earthquake standards). It 
means paying teachers competitive wages in order to attract and retain teachers. (Currently, due to 
repeated gutting of teacher wages by the state legislature our teachers have 33% less buying power than
they did 30 years ago). It means fully funding the 2012 Compensation Report. Finally, it means also 
fully funding higher education - another neglected requirement of our state constitution. All of this will 
require outlawing billions of dollars in tax breaks for wealthy multinational corporations. But 
ironically, it will not harm these corporations as they can deduct their state taxes from their federal 
taxes. So what I am really proposing is to transfer billions of dollars from the federal tax rolls to our 
state tax rolls. 

Q6: What's your position on a parent's ability to Opt-Out their child(ren) from testing?
I am a leader of the Opt Out movement in Washington state and I fully support the right of parents to 
protect their child from any activity they believe is harmful to their child. In 2015, I started the website 
Opt Out Washington to give parents information on how to opt their children out of the unfair SBAC 
test. More than 50,000 Washington parents have downloaded our opt out form. 
http://optoutwashington.org/

By contrast, in 2013, two other candidates, Larry Seaquist and Chris Reykdal, voted for House Bill 
1450 - the bill that forced the unfair SBAC test on students here in Washington state.  In 2015, Reykdal
sponsored House Bill 2214 - a draconian bill that would make Washington one of the only states in the 
nation that would punish opt out students by placing them at risk of not graduating from high 
school. 

Q7: What's your position on the ESSA?
I am likely the only candidate in this race that has read the entire ESSA. My view is that it has good 
parts and bad parts. The good news is that, if I am elected Superintendent, I can use provisions in the 
ESSA to restore local control over assessments to local districts. The bad news is if I am not elected, 
our kids are likely to endure 4 more years of nightmare SBAC test assessments. 

Q8: What's your position on the US Dept. of Education's role in State/Local education?
According to the new ESSA, the US Dept of Education has almost no role over State or local 
education. Enforcing the new ESSA however will require a superintendent willing to stand up to the 
US Department of Education. Sadly, several of my opponents are funded by the same Ed Reform 
crowd that has corrupted the US Department of Education. 

Q9: What would be the top 3 actions to improve education in Washington State you would 
take? 
The number one action I will take is the Paramount Duty to fully fund our schools by filling a motion 
with the Supreme Court asking them to repeal the last 20 years of tax breaks. The second action will be
to replace the Common Core standards and tests with Standards and tests that are more accurate and 
age appropriate. The third action, assuming the Supreme Court rules in my favor, will be to 
immediately raise teacher wages by 33% to retain and attract more teachers in order to address our 
current teacher shortage. For more information on my entire 12 point plan, please visit our campaign 
website: springforbetterschools.org. 


