
 Last week, the legislature passed the first on-time state budget in nine years, though a 
last-minute push to legalize school vouchers and expand charter schools stalled.  Governor 
Corbett and Republican leaders insist vouchers will improve education.  I wrote a satire below 
that hopefully points out my philosophical issue with vouchers and its euphemistic term, “school 
choice.”  The voucher battle will resume in September.  Remember, satire uses humor and 
exaggeration to make a point.

 I think most Pennsylvanians would agree that the lawmakers in Harrisburg have failed to 
produce good results.  They have often failed to meet the deadline to produce a state budget.  
They pour millions into transportation, yet there are still potholes.  Hundreds of millions of 
dollars are spent on crime and prisons, yet there are still criminals.  Harrisburg has spent untold 
tax dollars on social services yet there are still people who are poor and sick.  And, we spend 
money on chefs, chauffeurs and housing for a governor who is making enough to afford to pay 
his own expenses.  
 The answer to this problem is simple:  competition.
 I propose that every Pennsylvanian who is unhappy with the results from our state 
government be given a voucher.  With this voucher, a citizen can hire a politician from the 
private sector to do the job in Harrisburg.  From reading letters to the editor every day, I know 
there are many out there who feel they can do a better job and they should be given the chance.
 The funding for this voucher program should be taken from the expense accounts, or 
salary if necessary, of the citizen’s elected representative or senator.  That will straighten up our 
errant lawmakers!  And the voucher money should be paid directly to the citizen, not the private 
politician, so as to avoid any potentially sticky issues with the state constitution.  
 Now what about accountability for this voucher money?  Don’t worry about it.  It’s taken 
care of through the competitive nature of this model.  If the private politician doesn’t do a good 
job and give the citizen exactly what he wants, next year the money can go to pay a different 
private politician.  (Don’t worry about that lame democratic notion about the common good.  We 
should all have want we want in America.)
 If the citizen should end up using the voucher money for personal needs, well maybe 
that’s OK.  He may need it for something more important like food or housing.  What if people 
use their voucher money for private politicians that don’t espouse democratic values or mix state 
matters with church concerns?  Back off!  It’s my choice!  Anyways, it would be far too 
expensive to develop a system of accountability to make sure this voucher money is spent in 
accordance with the state constitution.
 Now some may argue that if I am upset with my lawmakers, I should use the democratic 
process in place to make changes and improvements.  Are you kidding?  That is as difficult as 
changing the educational system.  Actually, I’ve seen the educational system change so changing 
the political machine in Harrisburg would be harder.  Forget it!
 Where’s my data to say we really need lawmaker vouchers or my data to prove that state 
lawmakers are truly failing?  (I hear there are studies showing this idea has failed in other states 
where implemented but who has time to read that stuff?)  My plan is rooted in my arrogance and 
my personal perception and experience that tells me state government has failed. That’s all I need 
for proof!
 Hey, if this reasoning can work for school vouchers, why not for lawmaker vouchers?
 Next week:  My Plowman, My Choice, a plea for vouchers so we can control who plows 
the snow in front of our own property!
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