
 

2016 Candidate Responses to PFT Questionnaire 

 

Candidate Name: Elaine Paul Schaefer 

Party Affiliation: Democrat 

Running For: State Representative 165th District 

 

RESPONSES TO PFT EDUCATION PLATFORM: 
(1 = Disagree, 5 = Strongly Agree and Commit): 

 

#1: A restoration agenda should be a top priority for Philadelphia education. Candidate 

response: 5 

 

Comments:  

 

#2: Advocating for a fair contract for our educators. Candidate response: 5 

 

Comments:  

 

#3: Advocating for more charter school accountability and a moratorium on new charter 

schools while the financial crisis goes unresolved. Candidate response: 5 

 

Comments:  

 

#4: Pushing back against privatization of our workers. Candidate response: 5 

 

Comments:  

 

#5: Dissolution of the SRC. Candidate response: 5 

 

Comments:  

 

#6: Partnering with the State Legislature to implement a weighted funding formula Candidate 

response: 5 

Comments: “ 
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#7: Working to find additional, recurring revenue that will help sustain our schools. Candidate 

response: 5 

 

Comments: This is a central theme of my campaign -- the need to find substantive and substantial 

recurring revenue to fund our public education system.  The shale tax is a start, but we also need to 

take a more comprehensive look at the incentives and tax breaks we give our corporations and 

certain industries in PA. 

 

#8: Committing to working in partnership with the community to develop and implement 25 

unionized community schools. Candidate response: “5 

 

Comments:  

 

#9: Highlighting the negative impact high-stakes testing has on students. Candidate response: 

5 

 

Comments:  

 

 

 

ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS:  
 

How has your past career experience prepared you for working in the office you are seeking? 

 

I have served as a Township Commissioner for six years, and as such I have gained valuable 

experience in governing (and campaigning) and established a positive track record on many 

important issues, including responsible budgeting, protecting our community assets and working with 

all parties in a divided community to get things done. 

 

Are you a proponent of school vouchers, school choice, or charter school expansion? 

 

I am wholly opposed to any type of voucher system, especially one that would funnel any public 

funding to religious institutions of any kind.  The charter issue is slightly more complicated, but I 

oppose any expansion of charters that would divert scarce resources from our traditional public 

schools.  I also believe that existing charters must operate under the same regulations and 

restrictions that our traditional schools do. 

 

Would you work to rescind Act 46? Why or why not? 
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This is an issue that would require more thoughtful study for me, and if elected I would rely heavily on 

guidance from groups like  PSEA and PFT to advise me.  As I understand it, the results from the state 

takeover and installation of the SRC in Philadelphia have not been positive and we need to 

reexamine the appropriateness of this structure. 

 

 

RATE THE FOLLOWING PRIORITIES FOR YOUR TERM IN OFFICE 

 

● Reducing class size: H (high priority) 

● Increasing support personnel in schools: H (high priority) 

● Settlement of a fair contract that is good for Philadelphia’s educators and students: H 

(high priority) 

● Mandating full time, unionized certified school nurses in every school: H (high priority) 

● Mandating full time, unionized counselors in every school: H (high priority) 

● Mandating wraparound services in schools: H (high priority) 

● Attendance and graduation improvement initiatives: H (high priority) 

● Access to high quality technology and high-speed Internet access in every classroom: 

H (high priority) 

● Expansion of pre-k eligibility and opportunity: D (disagree with this statement) 

● Elimination of teacher seniority: D (disagree with this statement) 

● Using taxpayer money to pay tuition for private and religious schools: L (low priority) 

● Modifying or reducing pensions: L (low priority) 

 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:  
 

 


