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RECENT TRENDS OF DEREGULATION AND PRIVATIZATION IN
AMERICAN PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Morimitsu NAKAMURA

The application of market theory to public institutions in the 1990s has posed a number of challenges

to American public education. Community dissatisfaction with the academic achievement of public school

students, especially in large American cities, has led to a public outcry that monopoly of K-12 education

by local governments is harmful. Such criticism is apparent, for example, in the recent demands for

inter-district school choice and voucher school programs. Similarly, site-based management theory has led

to the development of a new type of public school known as the charter school, which, although hotly

debated among educators, has successfully cleared the legal hurdles of many state legislatures. Perhaps,

the most unique form of restructuring has been the privatization of the local public school system itself

through an experiment which allows private companies to manage public schools. This paper focuses on

such challenges to American public education in 1995 and considers their effects on future education.
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