TESTING: ONE, TWO THREE; TESTING, ONE,… CAN YOU HEAR ME BACK THERE? 
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How much and for whom?
Mathematics is an activity, and in part a language, that is created and supported by people. No one group has or should have a monopoly on its creation, its dissemination, or its use. Yet the strength of mathematics as a social creation depends on worldwide fluency in this language.
How much fluency is sufficient? As regards the average person living in a highly mathematized, but chipified, multimedia technological civilization, I think that rather less is required on a day-to-day basis than is often argued in official recommendations.
What is necessary is to teach enough so that the commonplace diurnal mathematical demands placed on the population are readily fulfilled. What is also necessary is to infuse sufficient mathematical and historical literacy that people will be able to understand that the mathematizations put in place in society do not come down from the heavens: that they do not operate as pieces of inexplicable ju-ju, that mathematizations are human cultural arrangements and should be subject to the same sort of critical evaluation as all human arrangements.
At the risk of sounding like a traitor to my profession, I would say that high school algebra or beyond is not necessary to achieve this goal. A bit of elementary probability would be a good thing, as would knowledge of the major time-variation templates: linear, exponential, periodic. A mandatory short course called Skepticism 101 would help students hone critical skills in all areas. I and many others would like to see students' ability to be critical strengthened greatly; I know of some teachers who have been working toward just this goal, which may be more important than finding the volume of a cone by rote.
As for the higher levels of mathematical knowledge, I am an elitist and advocate special training for those who are up to it, who like it, and who want it. Few of us can break Babe Ruth's home run record, with or without an appeal to the pharmacy; few of us can dance like Baryshnikov. There is no need for it. A nation of Baryshnikovs is not required for a decent life. For most of us, watching the performance with admiration is enough.



