Representative Santos
Members of the House Education Committee

REF:  HB 2428 - AUTHORIZING CHARTER SCHOOLS

Chairman Santos and members of the Committee,

I must speak in opposition to HB 2428.

First, I support your efforts at improving the State’s education system.  It is true that the traditional schools are not meeting the needs of many students.  Our drop-out rate is way too high.  Many of the needs of children of poverty are not being fully addressed.  Our best and brightest students do not have enough opportunities to attend STEM schools.

On the other side, Washington has initiated Schools of Innovation and recognized twenty exemplary programs for their work in meeting these shortfalls.  I must note that 25% of these schools are existing alternative learning experience programs.  At this time there are over 350 ALE programs.  In meeting student’s needs, the ALE programs are reducing the drop-out rate, providing leaning opportunities not available in the traditional school setting, operating with waiting lists to enroll, and doing this while operating on only 85% of the funding traditional schools receive.

There are several issues with the contents of HB 2428, my greatest issue is with adding an additional $30 million annually to the education budget while at the same time reducing an efficient and effective program model by $41 million over the biennium.   

A second area of concern is the willingness of the bill’s sponsors to allow a new model increased flexibility and waivers from existing codes and rules while at the same time supporting legislation to curtail flexibility and increase administrative expense to an existing program model.  This is the opposite of ESHB 2065.  If the Legislature believes there are problems with the operation of a few ALE programs and thus a need for increased oversight, why does it believe the same issues will not surface with less oversight and more flexibility for charter schools?

Washington currently has STEM schools, specialty and theme schools, and alternative learning experience schools.  The primary reason there are not more of these types of programs is the lack of necessary funding.  It would better serve the students of the State to invest in proven models that are in place than to start a new unproven model with limited resources, limited enrollment availability, and no guarantee of success.   

If the Legislature wishes to experiment with greater flexibility and less accountability, allow ten recognized innovative schools this opportunity.  Give them the additional $30 million. Allow their locally elected school boards the flexibility to make improvements and show other districts how to copy their model. 

I appreciate your efforts at addressing the educational needs of students; however this bill is not the answer.  I ask you to consider this and reject this bill.


Thank you,

Representative Santos
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