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California Voucher Ballot

Background to the 1993 California School Voucher Ballot
— Historical Review of Polls and Local Newspapers —

NAKAMURA Morimitsu

Recently school choice, which allows students and parents to choose whichever public
elementary and junior high schools they prefer within the same school district, has become an
option in several areas of Japan. In the light of the history of school choice, open enrollment is
a classical issue, while the school voucher system is the latest, but the most controversial
concept. Now, the school voucher issue has finally been introduced into Japan and addressed
by politicians, business groups and advisory members of study groups in various policy
proposals. Although the previous cabinet under Mr. Shinzo Abe seemed rather enthusiastic
about introducing it, this system still seems to be a hot topic among like-minded groups.

In the US, the concept of school choice has been supported by many. However, proposals
promoting a school voucher policy have been defeated every time they were raised in state
balloting. This paper traces the 1993 California Voucher Ballot campaign, examining state
polls and local newspapers of that period in order to analyze the causes of its defeat.
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