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CHARTER SCHOOLS IN U. S.
———— Viable alternatives to regular public schools? —

Morimitsu NAKAMURA

Charter schools appeared in the early 1990s and have so far developed rapidly throughout the U.S..
Since A Nation At Risk, report on US education, American public schools have been exposed to severe
criticism for students’ poor academic performance and worsening learning environments especially in

urban school districts. In the meantime, the number of citizens who support drastic reform based on the

market theory in public education has become more and more significant. In order to avoid the adoption

of voucher or privatization schemes, those seeking to preserve public school education are turning to

charter schools. This paper summarizes charter school characteristics and suggests points which should

be carefully examined for further study with regard to what is lacking in recent educational reform

proposals in Japan.
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