
	
 Competition, by golly! That’s the fix for the ailing public school system. That is the cry 
of the ruling majority in Harrisburg right now.  There are some significant problems with their 
claim.  First of all, the system is not ailing as badly as they would like us to believe–but that’s a 
subject for another week.
	
 This week, I’d like to point out the fallacies with the idea that vouchers for private 
schools and expanded charter school opportunities will create competition that will spur 
improvement in the public school system.  First, let me say this:  If General McLane is forced to 
compete for students as is proposed, fear not.  We will be in it to win it!  We have a great school 
system and I will put it up against any system, public or private; but, a competitive system will 
bring about some necessary evils.
	
 With competition comes the need to advertise.  We know from business that 
advertising is critical to surviving in a competitive environment.   Advertising and marketing 
means giving things a certain “spin.”    There is a science to marketing that will need to be 
honored.  Do we really want public dollars going to this activity?  Haven’t we always wanted the 
up front facts about our public systems?  
	
 One good example of this is the commercial that ran this past spring for a cyber charter 
school.  The “spin” was that a kid could play hockey and not have school interfere with his 
hockey schedule if he enrolled in the “free” cyber charter school.  That advertisement was paid 
for by your tax dollars.  Is this really what we want?   Is a “have it your way” approach going to 
compete with the disciplined approach to schools of China and other countries we are told are 
becoming superior to us?
	
 In the arena of competition, there has to be winners and losers.  That means some 
schools will be very successful and some schools will fail.  Are we content to adopt a model 
where we are expecting the system to fail some of our children?  Proponents will argue that some 
schools are failing students now.  So adopting a competitive system which inherently means 
some must fail  is improvement?   I think not.  Section 14 of our state constitution says, “The 
General Assembly shall provide for the maintenance and support of a thorough and efficient 
system of public education to serve the needs of the Commonwealth.”  Our state government 
should be working to address failing schools directly, not passing it off on a system that 
inherently will create failures.
	
 Placing education in a free-market system, makes it a player in the game of political 
contributions.  Consider this statement from the Louisiana School Boards Association:  “Free-
market zealots (with riches) realized that over $600 billion is spent in the U.S. on public schools.  
A whole new frontier leading to stable profits was recognized.  Everyone knows "it takes money 
to make money,” and the faces behind the voucher/charter "reform” movement are not bashful in 
stepping up to the bar.”
	
 Indeed,  money is pouring into Pennsylvania right now to lobby state lawmakers to 
approve voucher legislation and expanded charter schools.  The Students First Political Action 
Committee, a pro-voucher group, has contributed $5,278,213 to Senate Eduction Committee 
members in support of taxpayer funded tuition vouchers according to the Keystone State 
Education Coalition.  Do we really want to enter this arena?
	
 Turning education over to a free-market system is a bad plan.   It misses the whole point 
of education in a democratic republic.
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