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“Madame MP this is Freedom of Education: 
You educate your child and I educate mine” 

 
(Portuguese Parliament, february, 17th, 2016) 



“The right to education, the freedom of parental school choice 
and the freedom to establish schools on the basis of self chosen 
religious, philosophical or pedagogical ideas are well known 
European values, e.g. mentioned as fundamental citizens’ rights 
within the EU” 

(ECNAIS) 

“The State offers educational programmes in a subsidiary way, 
supporting the parents in their indeclinable role; parents 
themselves enjoy the right to choose freely the kind of 
education – accessible and of good quality – which they wish to 
give their children in accordance with their convictions” 
 

(Pope Francis - AMORIS  LÆTITIA - §96) 



Country Public
Private (State 

dependent)

Private 

(independent)
Private (total)

Netherlands 28,8* 70* 1,2 * 71,2*

Belgium (f lemmish Community) 37,3 62,7 na 62,7

Belgium (french com.and German Comunity)52,8 47,2 na 47,2

Malta 69,4 23,6 7,0 30,6

Spain 70,0 25,2 4,8 30,0

France 78,5 20,9 0,6 21,5

United Kingdom 78,7 15,8 5,5 21,3

Portugal 82,5 4,0 13,0 17,4

European Union 82,0 10,2 2,9 14,1

Denmark 86,5 13,1 0,4 13,5

Hungary 86,9 13,1 na 13,3

Luxembourg 86,7 5,0 8,3 13,3

Cyprus 87,5 na 12,5 12,5

Sweden 89,4 10,6 10,6

Distribution of students (% ISCED 1 - 3)

Country Public
Private (State 

dependent)

Private 

(independent)

Private 

(total)

Slovakia 91,2 8,8 8,8

Iceland 91,4 8,5 0,1 8,6

Austria 91,6 8,4 na 8,4

Germany 92,9 na 7,1

Finland 93,0 7,0 na 7,0

Italy 93,1 1,3 5,6 6,9

Poland 93,6 1,0 5,4 6,4

Czech Republic 93,7 6,3 6,3

Greece 93,3 na 6,1 6,1

Switzerland 94,0 2,2 3,8 6,0

Norway 95,6 4,4 na 4,4

Estonia 96,3 na 3,7 3,7

Turkey 97,6 na 2,4 2,4

Bulgaria 97,7 na 2,3 2,3

Slovenia 98,4 0,9 0,7 1,6

Latvia 98,8 na 1,2 1,2

Romania 98,8 na 1,2 1,2

Lithuania 99,1 na 0,9 0,9

Ireland 99,4 na 0,6 0,6

Distribution of students (% ISCED 1 - 3)
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What do these two men have in common? 

António Costa – Portuguese PM Alexis Tsipras – Greek PM 



What do these two men have in common? 

Both have (need) strong support from left wing (radical) teacher unions 

Both are Prime Minister of their countries 

Both lead governments that (by themselves or their allies) have 
attacked or threatened to attack private schools 

António Costa – Portuguese PM Alexis Tsipras – Greek PM 

So, when it comes to private schools… 



Political dynamics and lessons 
from Portugal 



Who we are (2016) 

Size of schools 
(number of students/school) School owners 

For 
profit 

Individuals 4% 
45% 

Comercial companies 41% 

Not 
for 

profit 

Cooperatives 6% 

55% 

Solidarity institutions 6% 
Foundations 4% 
Associations 14% 

Religious entities 25% 

Types of schools 

≤ 50 9% 
55% 51 – 100 25% 

101 – 200 21% 
201 – 300 13% 

37% 
301 – 400 7% 
401 – 600 9% 
601 – 800 6% 

801 – 1000 2% 
≥ 1001 8% 8% 

% PT students in private 

schools (2014) 

K 46% 
1 to 4 12% 
5 + 6 12% 
7 to 9 12% 

10 to 12 21% 

Religious: Catholic, Protestant, Muslim  
Arts: music, dance, visual arts 

Vocational training 
Special education 

Academic track 
K - 12 



Threats: 
     Left wing anti-private ideology 
  (13,18% PCP + BE / 28,08% PS / 38,65% PSD / 11,7% CDS-PP) 

     Financial crisis and unemployment of parents 
  
Opportunities: 
     Centre right majortiy in Parliament + Government (51,4%) 

     State schools problematic (parents opt to pay) 

     Fiscal consolidation (private cheaper) 
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     Fiscal consolidation (private cheaper) 

New Legal Framework for Private Schools (november 

2013): 

- Autonomy; 

- Accountability through student assessment in the end 

of each study cycle (years 4, 6, 9 and 12) 

- Information for an informed choice by parents 

- 100% financing for choice not dependant on 

inexistence of State schools 



Threat: 
 Left wing anti-private ideology 
  (13,18% PCP + BE / 28,08% PS / 38,65% PSD / 11,7% CDS-PP) 

became reality: 
 Left wing anti-private ideology + POWER 
  (18,44% PCP + BE / 32,31% PS / 36,86% PSD + CDS-PP) 

General election october 2015 

Curious fact: 
7.281.887 portuguese residents say they are catholics (85% pop.) (Census 2011) 

2.744.557 voters in the 3 parties that support the government (general elections 2015) 



Left wing 
No vote is gained for attacking private schools. 
Voters expect this. 
Will any vote be lost if no attack is done? 
 
Centre left 
No vote is gained for attacking private schools. 
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Centre right 
No vote is gained for attacking private schools. 
Voters don`t expect this. 
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Right 
No vote is gained for attacking private schools. 
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Will any vote be lost for not protecting? 

No 

No. No 
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Might be 
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No vote is gained 

Attacks on private schools do not originate in the voters 

 

They are part of a social dynamic in the field of 

education: left wing unions 

 

This social dynamic has influence on the power 

dynamics within political parties 

 

So, party members act and this dynamic finds its way to 

parliament/government 

Political dynamics of the attacks on private schools (PT) 



Dynamics 
of the attacks against 

private schools 

Gentle attacks + no uprise 

Strong attacks + uprise 

Gentle attacks + no uprise 

Attacks + uprise 

Left wing 
No vote is gained for attacking private schools. 
Voters expect this. 
Will any vote be lost if no attack is done? 
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Centre right 
No vote is gained for attacking private schools. 
Voters don`t expect this. 
Will any vote be lost for attacking? And for not 
protecting? 
 
Right 
No vote is gained for attacking private schools. 
Voters don`t expect this. 
Will any vote be lost for not protecting? 

Political dynamics of the attacks on 
private schools (PT) 



“Loud” uprise 2011: the street 



“From school year 2016/2017, end all 
association contracts with private schools in 
the vicinity of public [state] schools” 

“During 2016, invest in public [state] K-12 
schools so to gradualy extinguish simple and 
development contracts that support families in 
private schools” 

“During 2016, make a plan to create a public 
[state] network of arts schools in order to 
extinguish the patronage contracts” 

“In accordance with the principle of 
complementarity, progressivley extinguish 
association contracts were public [state] exist and 
are underenroled” 



• Memos with comon message + a lot of numbers 

• Memos with “how to contact” members of parliament 

• Petitions to Parliament (heads of schools + teachers + 

non teaching staff + parents) 

• hundreds of e-mails to centre left MP 

• Meetings with political groups within Parliament 

• Informal meetings with Members of Parliament 

• Meetings with politicians at the municipal level 

“Democratic” uprise 2016: the message 



“Our taxes are for investment in 
public education, not for 
spending with private schools” 
 

National Federation of Teachers 

The fight goes on (radical left union conditioning 

the government)… 



United we stand! 



 

 

“We, socialists, should fight for free schools, schools 

promoted by private and communitary iniciatives. 

Freedom at school is only possible if the schools are 

free from State control (…) We should fight for free 

schools and conquer the freedom to create our school. 

Catholics will do the same where they are a majority; 

who has more thread will sow more cloth” 

 
 

Gramsci “Il grido del popolo”, 1918 


