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The Objective of this study was to explain why and how certain higher
education policy shifts have taken place since late 1980s by using a variety of theoretical models
of policy process. As the outcomes of this study, we have done the followings. (1) We thoroughly
reviewed precedent policy process studies in higher education field. (2) We studied the
applicability of theoretical models of policy process to the following events in the United States:
a) the reauthorization of the Higher Education Act, b) state governments® decision-making to
implement their performance-based funding in higher education, c) Department of Education®s
financial responsibility standards to regulate federal student support. (3) Additionally, we studied

the applicability of theoretical models of policy process to Japanese local public universities”
expansion since 1990s and corporatization since 2004.
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