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Executive Summary

The following report will establish We Are 1776's Pennsylvania's position on Pennsylvania 

Senate Bill 76 and Pennsylvania House Bill 76 the "Property Tax Independence Act." First, the report 

will go through an objective summary of the bill and what it entails. Next, the report will show the 

impacts of current policy and the enactment of Senate Bill and House Bill 76. Third, the report will 

show the failings and pitfalls of Senate Bill 76 and House Bill 76. Finally, the report will give a 

recommendation as to how a member of the Pennsylvania General Assembly should vote on the bill.



Summary of the current policy and Senate/House Bill 76

Taxes are not going to disappear over night. No matter how distasteful taxes are, they will never 

completely disappear all at once. But, the taxes which do exist should be minimal. They should be 

tailored to have as minimal effect on a individuals life as possible. By this standard, the school district 

property tax fails. 

The Board of Directors of public school districts such as the Pennsbury School District, the 

Council Rock School District or the Allegheny Valley School District levy a property tax. In other 

words, a person who owns property, regardless of whether it is for business or for personal use, in the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania must pay hundreds, if not thousands, of dollars to the local school 

districts just because they own property. The implication here is that people do not own their homes, 

but rather, they merely lease their land from the school districts under threat of foreclosure (“eviction”).

Many people throughout Pennsylvania are forced to turn their homes over to the County 

Sheriff's office each year because they cannot afford their property tax payments. Senior citizens, most 

of whom live on a fixed income, cannot afford to pay their property taxes, and are forced to leave their 

homes. Young families looking to buy their first home cannot afford to purchase a home because the 

per-month property taxes are to high. Multigenerational family farms increasingly are increasingly 

being sold piece by piece in order to pay property taxes. All in all, the system of having a school 

property tax within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania causes job losses, outmigration, and an 

abysmal state economic performance. 

Senate/House Bill 76 the “Property Tax Independence Act” seeks to change the system. The 

“Property Tax Independence Act” eliminates all school property taxes across the Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania replacing them with funding from a state-source. In order to off-set the loss of $12.68 

billion in current property tax revenue, income taxes would be raised to 4.34% and the sales tax base 

would be raised to 7% (in Philadelphia and Pittsburgh it would be raised to 8%) and the remaining 

monies would come from the school districts having to pay their own debt as well as an increase in 



gambling taxes. Overall, the entire plan is revenue neutral. The legislation was crafted to ensure that 

the plan does not raise a more money then what is currently being collected. 

To be more specific, the Property Tax Independence Act will abolish the school property tax on 

all individual property, homesteads, farmsteads and businesses. Such property tax elimination will take 

place over two years. In the first year, property taxes would be frozen at their current level. The taxes 

could not be increased in the first year. In the second year, the property taxes would be almost 

completely eliminated. 

The only exception to the general rule is debt payments. Each school district is required, on the 

enactment of the Property Tax Independence Act, to report the amount of property tax necessary to 

service annual debt. After the initial report, the school district will not be allowed to increase the tax 

nor would they be allowed to finance any new debt through property taxes. The average reduction in 

property taxes will be 90% with the smallest reductions being 82%. When the long-term debt for each 

school district is retired, the property taxes will be completely eliminated. In Pennsylvania, 15 school 

districts currently have no long-term debt and will see their property taxes completely eliminated by the 

end of the second year.

Each of the revenue sources individually do not place a massive burden on the individual. An 

increase of the income tax rate by 1% means that for a person making $100,000 every year, they will 

pay $1,000 more every year to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. For a person having to pay $3,500 

in property taxes a year, such a switch can represent thousands of dollars back into their pockets. 

Since the Property Tax Independence Act also includes provision pertaining to revenues, it is 

necessary to state that all of the revenues would be collected by the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

and allocated to each school district in an equitable manner. Each school initially will be funded at it's 

current level and every school would receive its property tax replacement funding directly from the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Additionally, the Property Tax Independence Act eliminates the on-

demand taxing ability of local school boards. The only time in which an earned income tax or personal 



income tax would be justifiable under the act is when a major project such as construction is planned. 

In that case, the tax would be subject to a voter referendum. The Property Tax Independence Act does 

not impose any mandates on the school districts. All it does is provide funding to the schools, but the 

school districts are free to use the funding in any way they see necessary. 

A major problem in the current system is the amount of spending by the school districts. 

Currently, school district budgets increase, on average, by twice the rate of inflation every year . As 

stated above, with the enactment of the Property Tax Independence Act, each school district will 

receive 100% funding, sufficient to meet all financial obligations. All increases in funding will be 

directly connected to the Consumer Price Index, which measures inflation. The bill effectively ties the 

annual school budget increases with the available revenue and increase in economic activity. The 

Property Tax Independence Act represents a shift in policy by the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania as it 

eliminates the ability of school districts to unilaterally tax its constituents and provides for a more 

equitable school system. 

Problems with the Property Tax Independence Act will be discussed in the section entitled 

“pitfalls of policy.” Problems include taxation in general, the public school system in general, and as an 

extension of problems with the public school system, the bill in general (without the public school 

system, the bill is collecting revenue for an entity which does not exist.)



Impact of Policies

Senate/House Bill 76 the “Property Tax Independence Act” is projected to have major effects, 

mainly in the economic and fiscal realms, but also in the societal realm. To analyze the impact that the 

Property Tax Independence Act will have on the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, two assumptions 

will be made: public schools will continue to exist and taxes will not be able to be completely 

eliminated. These assumptions will be made because neither the public school system nor the tax 

system will be completely eliminated under the Property Tax Independence Act. Doing so also allows 

for an analysis without including extra variables.



Economic/Fiscal Effects

When examining a policy dealing with taxation, it is necessary to estimate the effect that such a 

policy will have on the economy in Pennsylvania. If the policy will cause more economic growth and 

can save the individual money, then it is a better policy then one which does the opposite. In 2012, 

legislation similar to the 2013 Property Tax Independence Act was introduced to the Pennsylvania 

General Assembly. The Pennsylvania Independent Fiscal Office concluded that the 2012 version of the 

bill was financially viable with minor changes (Knittel). The same report also found that the 2012 

version of the Property Tax Independence Act could help Pennsylvania's economy grow. The same 

conclusions can be reached with the 2013 version of the Property Tax Independence Act since it 

contains minor changes which the Pennsylvania Independent Fiscal Office remmended. 

The financial and economic effects of a bill are both extremely important when examining a 

piece of legislation. The financial effect of a bill deals primarily with the accounting and keeping track 

of the input and output of money which occurs as the result of the legislation. Economics is much 

broader and deals with the production and consumption of goods and services. The study of financials 

deals primarily with how to maximize wealth while economics deals with the best way to distribute 

scarce resources. Two very different, but extremely vital fields to examine.

Financial Impact

According to the Pennsylvania Independent Fiscal Office report published on September 25, 

2012, the property taxes raised $12.68 billion dollars in revenue which go directly towards funding the 

Pennsylvania public school system. Many opponents of the Property Tax Independence Act argue that 

the financials do not add up and the property taxes will not be offset by the increase in other taxes. But, 

the increase of the personal income tax to 4.34% will raise about $4.541 billion in revenues. The 

expansion of the sales tax and increase in rates will raise $5.552 billion. The slot revenue which has 

been redirected from property tax relief will raise $526 million and the existing debt service 



replacements which will remain the responsibility of the school district will cause the state to retain 

$2.071 billion. Added together, the total estimated revenue from the measure is $12.69 billion which is 

more then enough to cover the loss of $12.68 billion (Knittel). 

Furthermore, from the same report by the Pennsylvania Independent Fiscal Office conducted in 

2012, if the legislation is delayed and not enacted until 2017, school property taxes would continue to 

increase and it would require an additional half a billion dollars from the state to make the plan viable. 

In the same time period, school property taxes would increase the burden to the taxpayers by more than 

$4.00 billion. In other words, the burden on property owners would increase from $10.063 billion in 

2013 to $14.188 billion by 2017 (Knittel).

If the legislation was adopted in 2017, it would mean for such a bill to be revenue neutral, the 

bill would also have to increase the sales and income taxes by more then they would be under the 2013 

Senate/House Bill 76. The increase in income taxes under a comparable bill in 2017 would be partly 

because, historically, school budgets have increased by three times the rate of inflation. Since an 

increase in inflation partially impacts the wage rate and also the budget for the public school, the public 

school district budget will automatically need to be increased in order to keep up real dollar spending. 

But, an increase in the budget of three times the rate of inflation means that the budget increases faster 

than nominal, or present dollar, wages and a 1% increase in the income and sales taxes in would not be 

enough to fund the projected 2017 public school district budget. Even worse, school districts could 

decide to unilaterally raise property taxes as high as they want in order to keep up with the public 

school budget. 

The Property Tax Independence Act also provides for one other thing: savings. The 

Pennsylvania Independent Fiscal Office showed that if the 2012 version of SB/HB 76 had been passed, 

by the fifth year, the legislation would have saved $1.152 billion annually in replacement revenue when 

compared to the increase in property taxes should the system have remained in place because property 

taxes increase yearly by over three times the rate inflation (which is unsustainable). The Act limits the 



growth of revenues and funding to the rate of inflation. Real funds would stay constant.

The only way to eliminate the property tax in Pennsylvania, and allow people to own property 

instead of implicitly leasing their land from the school districts, is to pass the bill now. Otherwise, the 

taxes to make such a bill revenue neutral would put much more of a burden on the taxpayer. The time 

to pass Senate/House Bill 76 is now. Doing so will give more power to the people and take away power 

from the local school districts who have the unilateral power to increase property taxes. The voters 

must approve all tax increases proposed by the school districts. 

Economic Impact

To fully analyze a taxation bill, the economics behind the bill must also be examined. Many 

questions must be answered. If the bill does not have a positive economic effect, and does not 

positively help the individual, then perhaps it is better to not pass it. The Property Tax Independence 

Act will replace one tax for another and, as such, will be revenue neutral, then the government will not 

be taxing more and as such, the people, collectively, will have the same amount of money at the end of 

the day. The biggest question now is what effect will the Property Tax Independence Act have on the 

economy.

One major effect that the elimination of the property tax in favor of a slightly higher sales and 

income tax has is the increase in disposable income. An analysis asserts that 70% of the property tax 

cuts go directly back to the individual (Knittel). The increase in disposable income will largely be spent 

on consumer goods. As Milton Friedman showed in his Permanent Income Hypothesis, an increase in 

permanent income will cause an increase in consumption. Since, the Property Tax Independence Act 

creates permanent income. The question is now raised about what will happen on a federal level. Since 

1) many residents of Pennsylvania itemize their federal tax deductions and 2) the property tax is a valid 

deduction, and it could be possible for the elimination of the property tax to hurt the consumer since 

they can no longer deduct it from their federal tax returns. But, when further, analyzed it was seen that 



working age homeowners would receive about a 7% deduction in total taxes, whether federal or state, 

paid and retired homeowners would receive about a 31% deduction in total taxes paid. For the average 

working homeowner, this represents an increase in disposable income of about $700 annually. The 

$700 represents permanent income because the change in the tax laws will exist in the long-term. As 

such, it is justifiable to assert that the Permanent Income Hypothesis, as well as most economic models, 

would find that the increase in $700 dollars will result in an increase in spending. Multiplied over 

millions of people within Pennsylvania, such a bill could represent a major explosion in economic 

activity within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.

If the assertion made by the Pennsylvania Independent Fiscal Office (IFO) is correct in that 

90% of the disposable income will be spent (Knittel) on goods and services, then for the average 

working homeowner as a whole, the increase in spending amounts to approximately $4.445 billion. 

Based off of Pennsylvania's population over the age of 18 and homeownership rate it was calculated 

approximately how many people owned homes within Pennsylvania (Pennsylvania). Then, by finding 

that since the average homeowner would spend $630 of the $700 retained on goods and services, the 

final number of $4.445 billion was calculated by multiplying the $630 number by the number of 

homeowners within Pennsylvania. The $4.445 billion estimation is based off of 1) the IFO's assertion 

that 90% of the disposable income will be spent on goods and services and 2) that retired homeowners 

would not receive more than a $700 retainment, which the IFO showed was false as under the proposed 

legislation an average retired homeowner could retain as much as $1,500 (Knittel) making my estimate 

relatively conservative. Either way, the spending of $4.445 billion would allow for businesses to 

expand and cause a massive influx of money into the economy.

Next, the elimination of the school property tax would positively affect homeowners and those 

connected with the housing market in a different way, through the valuation of houses and the valuation 

of land. The IFO analysis shows that through the adoption of the Property Tax Independence Act, home 

values would increase by over 10% statewide returning a huge portion of the equity lost in the “Great 



Recession” back to the homeowners. In many areas of Pennsylvania, the equity within a person's home 

would increase by over 10% (Knittel). The reason is because across Pennsylvania, there are differences 

in the rate of the capitalization of the property tax. In other words, in an area where the supply of land 

and homes cannot be changed, it would be expected that the cost of all future property taxes would be 

fully capitalized or built into the market price of the home. Since there are many areas in which the 

supply of land and homes can be changed, it could naturally be assumed that, in those areas, the 

taxation rate is partially capitalized. In other words, the future property taxes are not fully built into the 

market price of the home. In most areas, homes are not fully capitalized because there is room for the 

expansion of the market. The observation can be seen because in areas where the supply of land and 

homes are fixed, there is no ability for more homeowners to exist in the said geographic area. As such, 

there can be nobody else paying property taxes and so, the price of the future property taxes can be 

almost fully built into the home's market price because revenue taxes cannot be “spread out” any more 

(Knittel). 

For those areas that are more developed and where there are more homes, the capitalization rate 

would be higher. As such, the repeal of the school district property tax would have more of a benefit for 

the homeowner. A property tax artificially raises the costs of owning property. As such, the value of the 

property tax in the future is subtracted from the price of the property in the present. Ergo, by repealing 

the property tax, the value of the property tax in the future, which was at one point subtracted from the 

value of the property, is added back to the current market price of the property. In turn, the additional 

value of the house can have immediate benefits for an individual. For one, their assets have just 

increased. Next, an increase in the value of a home allows a person to use their house as collateral for 

larger loans. In turn, it could allow a person to spend more money, thus naturally stimulating the 

economy. 

There are also areas where there is less development in the housing market. In an area where the 

supply of housing is free to expand, eliminating the property tax would benefit prospective buyers in 



those areas. The supply of housing would increase because the price of a house would have also 

increased on account of the elimination of property taxes. The increase in the market price for property 

provides incentives for people to build houses. Such an increase in property is equal to an increase in 

supply meaning the market price of the property would decrease. As such, a home will be sold for a 

lower market price then could be expected without an increase in supply. As the excess supply of 

property is sold, prices would increase. Such a cycle would continue until there is no more room for the 

continued expansion of property, or until people no longer wish to buy property. 

The benefits of such an increase in supply would accrue to home builders, developers, other 

land owners who convert their plots of land into housing plots, housing realtors, etc. The construction 

industry would also see an increase in employment. Such benefits would be realized by the populous 

because in order to have an increase in the supply of housing and then have those houses sold, there 

needs to be 1) an available plot of land on which workers can build, 2) people who design the house 

and then finally, 3) the people who will build the house. Through the employment and utilization of 

buyers, sellers and builders, the housing market would grow (Knittel).

Another side of the coin which must be examined is the effect that the legislation would have on 

businesses. With the elimination of the school property tax under the Property Tax Independence Act, 

the amount of money which a business must spend on taxes is cut. Doing so increases the attractiveness 

of Pennsylvania to businesses giving them an incentive to operate within Pennsylvania. An increase of 

business, and the expansion of existing businesses, would naturally create necessary jobs within 

Pennsylvania. It is difficult to access exactly how many businesses would operate or expand within 

Pennsylvania because there are other factors to take into account such as the increase in federal taxes 

and sales taxes. Specifically, the one percent increase in sales taxes could discourage some businesses 

from operating within Pennsylvania, but most businesses already must pay sales taxes meaning they 

already fill out the required forms. But, the most likely scenario is a slight advantage for a business 

operating within Pennsylvania as opposed to a surrounding state because of the taxes imposed on them. 



Ultimately, there are many economic benefits which come from the implementation of the 

Property Tax Independence Act. Such evidence cannot and should not be ignored. The time to 

implement the Property Tax Independence Act is now. Doing so would greatly improve economic 

conditions across the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.



Societal Effects

The implementation of the Property Tax Independence Act would also have societal benefits 

both as an extension of the economic impact and as an extension of the equitable funding to public 

school. For the purposes of this section, the assumption will be made that public schools are the best 

way for students to learn. The assumption is entirely false, as will be shown later. But, for the purposes 

of the analysis, education will be seen as good regardless of how the eduction is brought about. 

It is generally accepted when a person asserts that in more affluent and wealthy neighborhoods, 

crime is minimal and it is not difficult to see why. In these areas, people have money and they can 

afford security systems. Police departments have all the funding they need, and people are generally 

content with what they have. Since people are content with what they have, they would see no reason to 

commit theft or murder somebody for gain. In more affluent areas, there are also businesses which 

provide jobs and financial stability to most people in the area. In less affluent and less wealthy areas, 

crime is generally higher. Businesses and jobs do not exist. In order to make money and survive, some 

people turn to a life of crime. Many people still remain law abiding citizens, but those people who are 

criminals deter businesses from expanding into a given area. Most businesses do not want to be 

anywhere near a high crime area as, generally, less people would buy from their stores and insurance 

rates would be much higher. The issue which was just presented is extremely complex, but an overview 

was provided. The Property Tax Independence Act will not come anywhere close to solving the 

underlying societal issues surrounding poverty and crime. But, a retainment of money in an 

impoverished areas would allow some economic growth. Which, while not entirely relieving the 

overwhelming problem, will help alleviate problems. 

The Property Tax Independence Act also provides equitable funding for public schools. There 

would no longer be a gross imbalance between the budget of a school district in a poorer area and the 

budget of a school district in a more affluent area. Education opens more doors in life and allows a 

person a greater variety of choices. By making the system more equitable, more students will have 



access to a good public school system. But, the public school system is not be best way to provide for 

the education of students. In fact, by many measures, the public school system has failed. Nevertheless, 

education is good for the student. People, if they want, should be educated. The real question is how 

should a student be educated. Education can provide great opportunities for a student. As such, having 

a school system in which students can thrive is necessary.



Overall benefits

There are ultimately nine overwhelming reasons why Senate/House Bill 76 would be beneficial 

for the residents of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania: 

1. People will be able to truly own their homes. Under the current policy, homeowners can never 

really own a home as there is always the threat that it will be taken from them for not paying 

property taxes. A person merely is paying rent to the government for the privilege of owning 

property. The government may evict you for not paying rent.

2. The Property Tax Independence Act will help prevent home foreclosures. Eliminating the 

monthly property tax escrow which can amount to as much as 40% of a mortgage payment.

3. The Act will help to restore the value of real estate. Many homes throughout Pennsylvania have 

lost much of their value and as such, are almost impossible to sell. Replacing the property tax 

with other sources would improve the value of homes and make homes more attractive to 

potential buyers.

4. The Act would boost the housing market. The elimination of the school property tax would 

make it much more affordable to own a home thus increasing new and existing home 

ownership.

5. The Act would attract more businesses to Pennsylvania. Businesses are eager to expand to areas 

where the tax burden is low. Eliminating the property tax would attract businesses to 

Pennsylvania. It can, in turn, cause a huge stimulus in the economy.

6. The Act would generate jobs within Pennsylvania. One of the largest fixed costs for a business 

owner is the property tax. By eliminating the school property tax, business owners within 

Pennsylvania would be enabled to expand their business and hire more employees. 

7. The Act would create a massive stimulus. Homeowners, as a whole, pay billions of dollars in 

school property taxes each year. Returning that money to the people and allowing them to spend 

it however they please would create a massive, organic, stimulus throughout Pennsylvania. As 



an added benefit, it would not require the creation of any new debt and borrowing typically 

associated with government stimuluses.

8. The Act would cause an increase in personal wealth. The largest investment a family will make 

is the purchase of their home. The increase in home values and the elimination of the property 

tax would increase a families wealth and enable them to invest in a better future.

9. The Act would be the beginning of the end for costly reassessments. The replacement of the 

school property tax is the first step toward the replacement of all property taxes. With no 

property tax, the assessment of a home's value is unnecessary. The average of $10 million per 

county would be eliminated and government spending – as well as the taxes needed to support 

such spending – is reduced.

Each one of these reasons provides huge benefits to the citizens of Pennsylvania. Ultimately, the 

bill is beneficial for the people of Pennsylvania. 



Pitfalls of policy

Perhaps the largest problem with the Property Tax Independence Act is it's continued funding of 

the public school system. We Are 1776 believes that school districts should be privatized as soon as 

possible because first of all, today's students are tomorrow politicians. Yet, the current educational 

system is failing. The American school system is on par with Mexico. The real solution is to eliminate 

the public school system and replace it with a better, voluntary system.

The current American school system requires the acceptance of two facts: 1) the denial that 

autocratic conditions exist and 2) the insistence that the victims of this system require such treatment. 

For those that do not believe this, just look at one simple law under the threat of violence, school is 

mandatory, in all 50 states. In other words, if a person does not go to school, they go to jail or juvenile 

detention facilities. Of course, the system is justified by asserting that students would lack the 

intellectual (or moral) fiber for freedom and would thus spend their time playing video  games or 

something else equally wasteful. People present the thousands of students who come home and sit in 

front of the television. When parents see their child, drained by an endless stream of assignments, glued 

to a television screen, they assume that this behavior is common for kids. They assume that if kids were 

free they would spend all their days passively in front of a computer screen. Yet, nobody ever considers 

the context of their child's actions nor do they ever think of reviewing all of the evidence to the 

contrary: students want to learn, but public schools do not provide the place to learn.

As the effectiveness of a school is evaluated, we must remember that as Marshall McLuhan 

asserted, "the medium is the message." When looking at schools, it is immediately obvious that the 

methods make no sense. People do not respond to repressive environments well. Let us put it this way, 

a prisoner of war (POW) could learn calculus under duress, but is it reasonable to assume 1) they will 

associate calculus with incarceration; 2) despise fellow POWs who learn since they seem complicit 

with their captors and 3) try to forget the information when they are freed? All three of those statements 

are easily accepted as true simply through common sense. How are public schools any different? 



Students are like the POWs in that they are forced to attend school. Students associate the material with 

the school environment itself. Many students despise those who learn creating problems such as 

bullying. Finally, students may either 1) choose to not learn or 2) forget the materials during the 

summer time or at the end of the day by refusing to do homework. As the government pours billions of 

dollars and hires thousands of experts, it would be wise to remember that the system cannot be 

reformed. It is quite literally impossible to eliminate bullying and illiteracy because it is the nature of 

forced public schools that cause the problems in the first place.

Still, nobody really questions public schools and nobody says "perhaps this is not the best 

system, perhaps getting rid of the system would be better." A condition called learned helplessness sets 

in place. This condition takes place at an early age when children find they will not be able to follow 

their passions because of the rigid curriculum, structure, and overall design. Every single aspect of a 

student's life, down the last millisecond is controlled all the way down to their surroundings, what they 

are permitted to do and how they are permitted to do it what they may think and how they are permitted 

to think it. Students are under constant surveillance, in many schools, there are cameras monitoring the 

hallways. The student must obtain permission from the teacher to leave the classroom, to speak, and 

even to use the bathroom. The students' personal effects are searched routinely and in some cases, 

police patrol the schools (and 95% of the police carry firearms.) Ironically, prisoners of war are 

required, under the Third Geneva Convention, to receive better treatment then our students. Public 

schools consistently violate Articles 17, 18, 22, 25, 26, 38, 51, 52, 53 and 99 of the Third Geneva 

Convention. (The articles in question govern labor, discipline, personal effects, well being and health, 

diet, and exposure to humiliation.) Yet, students, on a daily basis, are subjected to conditions which 

would be considered war crimes had they been prisoners of war. Parents allow it to happen.

In many cases, students attempt to resist in the classroom. Sadly the efforts are futile. In 2008, 

223,190 students were beaten for tardiness, talking back to teachers, dress, and language (More). As 

incomprehensible the number is, it still only represents the reported incidents. In many states, 



punishments such as solitary confinement are preferred (Fantz). Solitary confinement is a punishment 

widely used to keep violent criminals away from the general population of prisons. Then there are the 

millions of students who are drugged for conditions which seem like Drapetomania (widely seen as a 

pseudoscience). For those not familiar with the condition, Drapetomania was discovered in 1851 and 

impelled slaves to attempt to escape captivity. Even though it is still considered pseudoscience, it is an 

interesting observation to take into account. Still, people wonder why so many students rebel outside 

the classroom.

Throughout all of the abuses presented above, people still support the system because they feel 

a student's civil rights are usurped by learning. Now fear, humiliation and degradation are all seen as 

educational tools (Deal.) since teaching so many students at a time requires conformity and submission. 

Social efficiency dictates and is the final arbiter in all matters. As such, fear and obedience to authority 

remains in a student. That is most evident when we see how the schools which maintain order are 

revered and those which do not are seen as failures. Many people insist that it is through this 

environment that students learn to be citizens. But, as Simone Weil observed in her book Waiting for 

God, "a slave does not become like his master by obeying him." So why do people assume that a 

student becomes like the teacher by obeying the teacher? Success is determined not by mastery of the 

subject but rather by how well they meet the expectations of the teacher. Students are told to "play the 

game," not to make the game themselves.

Okay, it is time to take a step back and recognize that the above conditions all occur in varying 

degrees across all public schools. Educators are generally not sadistic and usually are well-meaning. 

But, they still must exist in a state of denial or acknowledge they are complicit in the endless cycle. 

Each school exists on the notion that students are forced to be there as such, public schools largely do 

not have to worry about the environment they are placed in. Students who succeed or adapted better 

normally do not recognize their success is based upon the misfortune of others. Anybody can win the 

lottery, but not everybody does. Failure is essential to the public school system to sort students based 



on their performance.

Even the worst alternative that could possible be presented is better then the current system. It is 

very difficult to create a system worse then the present one. Let's say that public schools are abolished 

in a town. Many students would have no place to go to school, some people, to solve that problem, 

move away. Other families enroll their child in private schools. Then we run into another problem, the 

private schools become filled and there is a need for other schools. Whenever there is a demand, there 

will be a supply, so entrepreneurs would come into the area and provide schools on a competitive basis. 

At the same time, churches and other groups would gather money to provide education of their own.

Slowly, alternatives to the public school system would appear: schools for half-day classes, 

large, medium and small schools. Some schools could have 40 kids to a class, other schools would have 

4 kids to a class. Micro-schools would open where students could study niche interests such as science, 

the classics, music, computers, etc. There would be single-sex schools and whether or not sports are 

part of the curriculum would be dependent upon the market. At the same time, the "elementary, middle 

school, high school" model would not exist alone. Many classes would not be grouped by age, but 

rather also by ability and level of advancement.The point is, the customer would be in charge of their 

education, not the government. At the end of the day, whatever happens to the school system would be 

what the public wants to happen. This idea sounds shockingly similar. Universities could operate on 

many of the principles pointed out above, schools other than universities operate on many of the same 

principles. 

Many people may object since there are those who perhaps could not afford the free market 

prices. Assuming that the schools above are unobtainable for the poor (something that should not be 

immediately assumed), grammar schools could develop. A grammar school teaches grammar and basic 

business topics giving a student the ability to start a business. It also gives them the skills needed to 

continue their education from books. While admittedly, they would not have the same choices wealthier 

people have, they would still have a better choice and better practical schooling when compared to the 



current system. The system proposed for these students would be the one advocated by Joseph 

Lancaster and Andrew Bell who developed the monitorial system. It basically works by having more-

advanced students teach less advanced-students.

The monitorial system also had an internal economic system. A form of money was developed 

within the schools was created at a fixed exchange rate from a students tuition. Each and every job in 

the school was bided on by students, the largest bid won. In other words, tutoring could be bided on, 

the largest bid got the tutelage. Besides tutoring, the currency could be used to buy food, school 

supplies, books and other small luxuries from a school store. As an added benefit, students learn about 

saving and spending money. The price: about $56 per year in 2013 dollars. At this price, even the 

poorest people can afford a quality education.

The current school system needs to change, that much is evident. The privatization of the school 

system will guarantee human rights and will guarantee that everybody receives an education. 

Admittedly, in a private school system, it could possibly be difficult for the poor to receive the same 

education as somebody who is richer, but even now that is the case. In a private system, the poor will 

still receive a quality education while at the same time learning skills which could enable them to rise 

out of poverty. In the current system, it is evident that people are not learning the skills necessary to 

rise from poverty. For those who are not impoverished, a free market school system would allow 

students to flourish in an environment suited to their needs, something the current system does not 

provide. At the end of the day, there will always be rich and poor. But, we should enable the poor 

through quality schooling and not hinder them through substandard schooling.

If the public school system was privatized, and the Property Tax Independence Act allocates 

funding to public schools, the Act runs into the major problem of where they should allocate the 

increase in revenues. The solution is simple, if the school system is privatized, then eliminate the 

increase in revenue and corresponding taxes. Doing so would usher in a period of economic growth 

throughout the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 



Recommendations and conclusion

We Are 1776 while having reservations about the soundness of the public school system 

believes that the Property Tax Independence Act is, overall, beneficial for the people. As such, the We 

Are 1776 urges a member of the General Assembly to vote for Senate/House Bill 76 the “Property Tax 

Independence Act.” 

Sincerely,

Marc Connuck

We Are 1776



We Are 1776 is a public-policy venture established and run by multiple college aged students 

whom have been heavily involved in public policy advocacy. Our goal at We Are 1776 is to look 

behind the grandeur that emanates from the legislature and analyze policy in a manner that preserves 

taxpayer capital. 

We Are 1776 needs your help to make its work possible. We Are 1776 desperately needs 

funding to spread the word among the people. To get to the capitol and meet with representatives, their 

staffers, and to lobby in whatever capacity. Please donate whatever you can: http://giv.lt/18gIMm1. 

Thank you, 

The We Are 1776 Team 
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