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Inquiry on the Rationality and Institutional
Practice of Charter School in U.SA.

Chia-hsung Huang*

ABSTRACT

The article ams to describe and interpret the history, definition, rationality and
ingtitutional practice of charter school in USA. Also, the rationdity based on charter
school iscriticized.

The author makes severd conclusions. Firdly, the creation of charter schoal is one of
many movements for revitalization of American public education. Secondly, the diverse
indtitutional practice is found in the legidation of different states. Thirdly, the foundationa
rationdity of charter school is based on the libertarian idea of creating a competitive
market in education and the management idea of high accountability for high autonomy.
Also, a charter school would have more professona autonomy than other public schools.
Fourthly, enacting the idea of charter school is a better political policy to defend the
argument of education voucher. Findly, some issues should be deeply reconsidered before
implementing charter school syssem. Those are the issues of the limited autonomy
congtrained by a competitive educational market, the commercialism and instrumentality
of education process arising from the choice of schools and the negative impacts on the
equality of educationa opportunity resulting from the competitive choice system.
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