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In America, big waves of school choice are now washing the feet of the citadels of
local school districts. They are unlikely to calm down, but waves after waves, seem to
gain more power. Not a few people, who have long harbored dissatisfaction with or
complaint about the present state of public education, expect those waves to wash out
the tightly closed gates of the school system of public education, and to break the strong
doors protecting educational monopoly, pouring into and washing away the inefficient
and out-of-date education. This paper is the report of such tidal waves which rushed to
the coast of the State of California. They might have broken the framework of the
public education and realized free choice of schools by parents by means of the ballot
for vouchers.
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C2) EOAEOEERL - THENDVFHEDLH Y ¥ 2 5 ARFONUOYE - ¢%$&1@6
BEAEEOMCIFET 0, FROANEN A v AREBZ EERMEL, ERRR I DE
HERERES ATV AHEENS ., ) LEERADAZRIBERLEEOEETH Y, ERLEE



66 O OE K

Sh, AABEEXRVWORDZ ERESBADHM I AKRLEH S, (“American Educators’Ency-
clopedia” by Dejnozka and Kapel, p. 333, Greenwood Press, New York 1991)

(3) Milwaukee plan (Milwaukee Parental Choice Program) 31990 cBiti&h, Hi™1,500%
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