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Key Words in American Education Policy in the 21% Century

Morimitsu NAKAMURA

Technical terms used by experts on education policy in U.S. had been considered educational jargon
until the early 80s, used mainly by professionals. However recently, socio-economics terms have come to
be used by laymen as well and have come to epitomize current trends in American primary and
secondary education in the 90s. Such words are likely harbingers of American educational policy in the
early 21* century. This paper reviews the historical background of U.S. education policy in the 90s and

identifies key words, then examines their definition and usage, referring misunderstanding of them by

some Japanese.

F — 7 — K: accountability, school choice, lay involvement

1. [ZU&IZ

9 0 EERT AV AW DRHEOWEDNERF O %2
BHL, TOHERROF—T— FE2F>THE
RHAERCHEDLNZHEREE, 1980 FERFE L TR,
NiEEHRE LD, DEDERFAZBLWSRH
Hotz. LPL, ZORBELELXT, WbD3Z
D X572 terminology DOHIZ, H&FHRO—FAEE
DBEE L, ThoDERZVERODEEREZHA,
2 1B E2 LS5 F—U—Fehroi. ZDLS5RH

TV, AXTR, £79, ERNER2EBEL-.

RIZFIWCHALENDEF—T— FOEREEFIZXD
FEHL, ¥F—7—FDart7 bl T3HNKED
HECHER LOBRAEER L.

2. ARE N FRHEBFHREROBM

" 2000 £1 289 HEARBEEEZATBLEMNE
TRE
R 1§ S e
B2 2001484208

4 H, 7AYHDRMFR, 5 neighborhood
public schools i, & UTEHR» S —EDXF%2 7
“TH Y (Phi Delta Kappa annual survey) , Z00D%
BIH->THLFENCRENF R FORIBELT
W3, =EL, BRTRE, BB ANEROREERX
RAlRMEZARVWEE, TEHIRRINETF
EHEROHDFHIMEDLS THL, HEOHED
#HE T haves & have-nots DRIDKREIZED
SEEETH3.

ZORAFBEHUT, AV AHERED 90 FERD
10 £/, BRECChETCRIBVHERLRZITE
HETREERZEREDEDT, HEEE—IFS
DEBEL VRIFTESE. Tobb, lkETE Y
neighborhood school 238 5 #ERE DAL ERAD
PUEAEITTIRWHER T, BAEMNEIRUZEK
DT 72 AeROB X HITRo7z. 1990 F£RE,
& X T school choice EERDBFTH oL WVWL .

ARECBNTE, AEHEX 1980 ERFEE TR
HEBROHEMRLC Lo TaY bO—LZh3 0D
ThHH, HEERUHERER, #o0oRRICHE
SLABOBAH XV EBINTERE. LI,
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1983 FEDBIFDHERES Nation At Risk OHT
AREREBEEDZHETORENRERINT, ¥
HHEfAFOA# 25T, ERICEVWER2E5X %L,
ZhETCOREBEENLRONY —ViE—ET35.
BOMNBEREOEEER, ZhIETCOREFEDH
BEMROFENS, AEFCLVEHINEZHER,
HE, MERBEENBEIBIATEBALERLT
WDTH 3.
COERICIMPECLHDZ2HBEBOHARLKE
{Bb->TW3. &3¥E, IEHEAYERIZRRD
FETHH, PREEEBZOHEFTEDOKRE L2
RERPEREFICIDEHRNTH>TETWE. &
D=, EREBFADNOREEZNEL, HFERK
YD o EDTHB. LIL, ZOHETR, tigo
BERELH), RREOAETTEHORE L SHRE

DIRELRY, BRZOERFELHELRD, ME

{BLTWiE. 1971 EDAHY 72 )V=PIMD Serrano
v. Priest BHEDHWIX, COWRERBEEL L, M
ZOREL TS ZRIE2ROEEHNR LD LR
3. IHEEHIC, REEMIE, HIIE &b
PREDFHICEDZ2—EDOHEEAHEL, KK
DFPEOFEH#ELEXZ L 2RERLETNhE Mo
BRARZIMNPEIZED L IO SAREEEDE
FEIZ, WEPEBELTRVWSIRL RS TEEDT
H3.

AV 7 FN=7ITR, 1978.4£D Proposition 13
IZ £ % aballot initiative OISR, EREEEFHEIC
EHI2BERICLIZBBAZEIEITZZ oz,
¥z, COZBREETREOCURBERIEI TN L.
ChECOHEHEMEPCTREER OWEILFHFRA
H i (accreditation) ZELT, ZheETEE 3%
®®D hardware ~DIREZHLE Uiz input 2D
HETehok. LHL, L -MBEEERTIED
K2, HECIHINIBRENED LS KA
LN TWBREHREICHNS BNBIE 3720,
HEBGTCORRDER, 32D output &, ZhH
ERITT 2 ROOMAEHEOBSR, BHREOTHEPH
FHCS 7 b LERBERIZRDSTWLDTH 3.

BIRFIC 1980 ERED S, BROHBETHRAD
counter-movement DEHEZ T 3. BIAEDHEE
FEDEHEICHELERD, SET2L5CRoTSE
L3R, TROBMTCIALE~DTHISLHEES
BRHERNEE Y, HAoEbOBERP2ERIIRBE
B, PRATFEREL WL WS EEIHRL RSB,
T 1988 FEDOTH TERUED LS TR
IZ £ 5285 laymen control DD EF -, &
lOBER, EEATREBZ LT EHEEXS
site-based management DX RHE BE) L, FAEE

)

X

DHE site T 3B DIEREREE 2
HHALELOTBHS. £, 1990 FRIZE, KB
T C PR DGR O . EAISHIDEA,
BT, PIAMEOR L2 —) RATLEHT

3 3 charter schools & ZDEMRICASTHEL, F

ROBESDBICHRLTEEDTHS.

45, AREOHEBORTR, HENEDORKME.
BIURDOIEARZEBL, BLOFERBAYF25 4,
FREE, A, PREOHLXORELEIT SHED

Cavbho—nEERERLLCTR, GRIIHLT

accountable TH2Z LR TERVWEDERICES
{ site-based management DiRE &, HBEDRE
BROEEREEVWICRFIEDILITLD, K
PERXOREG H 2RI THREEIESL, ET
LTW3. 20k, 4%, SZoh=RHEe2R&EoH
E-HIAOFRHEIIN LTI, BRHAD accountability
PR BN, accountability EWHAES T, EMT
BLLiEohTaTWVa.

CDESR 90 FROFHEZEE X T the
Education Commission of the States(ECS) IZ& b

Z&FLI N7z the National Commission on Governing

America's Schools X &REHICBIF 2 hbh oD
BEHE school governance D¥H H HIZONWT, =D
DREREZIRE LTV AS.

—oid, BEDILV—AT—I R +BET BN,
BEREDOY AT ANORIIZHEICHEIC LT 2 L.
DEHBXIL, BREPERICZVW LT K Y HRER
BiER2RTRL, ChICLERESPFREXETS
Y4 TCHB. ZOBE, REOEBEKRL LT
PREICEBENICIY bO—LEh 3%, TR
T, L& DREMEZ2EZ5H, BB TFHEZ
ERR L, 2RI CEFHESZ 5175, WhIEF
BOD charter {ETH 3. WR/ZTDHID VI, BIZK
i accoﬁntabih'ty DEIZMZ RHLRD.

BoOEFNVIZ, FRRIE S E-PEENIIEKR
HE LRV, ZRRIZEER, EEXEMNORGKL
B BEARE D, AT, EEEMEOEALLT
ZREEETILVSIDTHD. ZOLSRERE
BEDIE, AUERIETEIBAOHCHEED=
HOAMZEMBOAEIEHIRD, ZOL3RE
BBEBNE, REEIROTEISV—1HEEX
2 5@k EHE, =TS haves & havernots &
DHEOHERERLITRODPLDBEREEATNS.
BAfRE ORICIE Z DIERBICARBWIET RN S .

3. 90 FROBILEIEE LNEORER
%
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90 FROBEBERDIR Y Fi&, HARL RERK
EOBSBOMTEYBWE. ZOERDOIZ LHIZH
MEZHEEZMNOEREIFL UT, BFEEREHE
I, BLIEL, MICHTETROEFER2ES LT, &
MO EGRREBEHIC L2 —BOLEFRE LR RIS
AEiCH oz, LD ULZD%, BERELRIIED
2EDE. i< EX%® Clinton BUEIC3 &, I
BURH 707 5 ADBIR L HENOFEN FHEDOR
A, B XV HEBEEZ Y — ¥ 2 HBBTFE
H®D school reforms DERICHboTNL, —F4
site-based management X HEHHBFEROMEN
EEIZ#®ED, school choice EEFNICHESHFLW
alternatives MEEADIFANER L 1=,

90 FROREREHMED 2 KBEOHEBCK
oW TIRRD LS tBHEHE NS,

REROH SHABBELRILAD policy)

1. BHEEE 2R L, 2OHT alternatives %
FEEXH 3. Public school choice ¥ charter,
magnet schools DB 2HKT 3.

2, WEFBERMBEH VX255 N, FX OB -2
FRIC X D kERFMEL, RETD. R 2
EHL, BfREFD accountability ZHEXH 3.

3. ERBFEHRIC X2REFBCROHEE. HHEER
Z2EYD, TOESRRZ AT .

(National Goal Panel, National Assessment
of Educational Progress)

4. BROMHEDRFEEFECV-ZSD

* accountability ZR& 3. (ESEA®D Title I 7
075 hORMEE RTINS 28O
accountability 2R3, )

HIREDOFHEH( HE D HH{EAD policy)

1. BEANYHBREZEATS. A Lo
#h L, universal school choice or voucher iZ & %
FROERBEBT 3.

2. WEFEIHBFRICHGT 3. AL -FLDHE
HRREFICLD, REVENSHETEHTHR
TRk Eh, REOERBEERS.

3. HEMBEERMNOBERBIHTH D, MNPERRD
kMR L hEHAT S,

4. EEBUFONMAZES U, HEANDHR D HET
BURDBUR LA D Wi=RBR oD ST &
TIRVWIHPZBRREADZ &L T 5.

5. ZRLEREDORE privatization 2538, B
HDOEHEHEATS.

4. 21 HENEO SRELHBEE—T— K

B Clinton X#FHIX, 20 AR IT Excellence for
All Children Act of 1999 T, Title VIX LT the
Education Accountability Act Z#0#AiAA, ZDBER
ZHEELTW A 2RALE. FARIC Title VT
I&, magnet schools, charter schools, public school
choice DZEREBIRT T V5 LAD#ME:E, I RKZ2HIL
.

Z LT, 21 #HIBMHOSREOKEBCRE, £
%% Bush X#HOD T, Rod Paige HEEEDMEM D %2
T5. (EEDFEEL» ST DL, school governance X
A ECS OZOHORBIHEML, 2O LK
privatization (school vouche)Z#r&# X 5h 3
2, ME, WBHEL AT S accountability &
U UZ=BEED#ET LTV 5. SOERICE, itito
Zb b BIZHBiF S voucher ballots DL, BEFED
voucher IZFEMREEHE, BROXFOEHSE
BHB5 LU, BUEICEFRRL, ZREEATRY
LD REEERDL, BEBNICELS TWHEHE
HEBIIEE S Z LW,

BLED 9 0 FEROEBNEED S, 21 HIZHITHD
AREOHEBHE, RO=2DF—7— FIZfRFR
INBEEHROTWS. T2bB, accountability,
school choice, lay involvement TH5. BUF, oh
5% —T—FIEREZHT, TORAM, EHERTH
REEIC BT S s DEEFR EOBEA - B
REBELTHE. :

4-1. Accountability (Phor¥EUF4)

1998 4 2 ABET, T TCIARETELET 32
D& 34 DREBATDFRX D accountability laws
IZ&E5< accountability systems ZFEMEL TW\W3.
(Education Week, Feb.11,1998) & 73°, D big
word BEREDHEBEREDOY +—F IV, ¥DX
SEBEDLNTNIDEFICLDFERLTHIE.

ECS D4 V¥ —%w b EDHR—L_R—T (The
Consortium on Inclusive Schooling Practices @
Publications and Resources! www.ecs.org,
Sept.8,2000) Ti&, WD LS ICHERAIN T3S,

(#1 1 )"Accountability" has become one of the
most commonly used terms in the dialogue on
educational reform. Broadly defined, the concept

denotes the use of systematic methods to inform

those_inside_and outside the educational system

that schools are moving in desired directions,
(Erickson, 1997) '
Z DA, accountability LIXFTRIPAREE R
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BREGHRNCEDP > TRIREVDD S TRHHE
£1 253D TH .
L L. ROWBI 2), (B 3) Cld accountability @
B DRI ZRPERR DD MHHEREL LS
MEDOERICIEFE>THEL T, HEOZKITFTH5
EERGD MERFE) KHREILERLTNS.
(#] 2 ) Accountability systems are not static. They
are changing in at least two ways. First, the

substance of accountability — —the nature of what

schools and districts are being held accountable
for ——is changing. Accountability systems are

evolving toward a focus on student performance.

(#13)The heightened interest in accountability is
partly in response to public perceptions that
educators are not being held responsible enough
for student academic. performance and that
students themselves are not taking enough
responsibility for their efforts.

. FBRICRDOBITIL, student accountability D FizE
DEH L, TOHNROH T, ERICEERSD TER
HiE) PERIH, EANICZOHBORE, FEI
AREINTW3B. DF D, student accountability ik
@ accountability system DHICHHAAEHTNS.

Student accountability focuses on measures that

are designed to hold individual students

accountable for their performance, including

grading, promotion, and graduation requirements.

The latter may be based on passing a state
graduation examination, obtaining a particular
grade point average(GPA), earning a particular
number of Carnégie units, or some combination of
the three. Grade promotion requirements may
include obtaining a particular GPA or score on a
state- or

district-generated  assessment.

Student-level accountability components often are

included in the larger state accountability system.
(Roach et. al., 1997)

F7=, OB 4) &, accountability FEIHRT 37
RTDEVESHDTHY, HRICH LTEL D
ZREREZHBEICILTVS.

(#] 4) "The Push for Accountability Gathers
Steam" by Lynn Olson ‘
Momentum builds as states and districts rush to

hold schools, teachers, principals, .and students

more __accountable  for  their _performance.

(Education Week, Feb.11, 1998: p.1, continued to

p.12 )

F T, EREFZREDNAS accountability DHIE
BELZICERLTHE.

O 4£#EDA S accountability & i

Student accountability &, HEIHEH (social
promotion) FEIE, F#REE (retention) , 5l
E ( summer bridge program) ~DO#EHSM, K
BT X FOBEBEZBE L TROSNTN3S.

O DA S accountability & id:

School accountability i, rating systems( 2D
BAHD), AR (report card) , ZHRRIZ L 5
IR, “PHEELRERR (reconstitution) , FRAIEKEODHE,
ERE DS DM A (Intervention) FEZBEUTRDS
ha. ,

O #ETDA S accountability & i

Teacher accountability I, ¥55--RF#%, HEFHIE
(merit-pay program, career ladder system, KT}
National Board for Professional Teaching
Standards D & 5 R{FERD certificate DELEHE,
HREOFRR « ABX (ve-staffing) , K EITERNE

(tenure) ODEEILFEERLRERIZRITTNS.
O BEDAS accountability & i&:

Principal accountability &, BRZENOKR T,
BHEZEOKRE, BASE2ELITOND. ROFTHT
YHEZDRENHZ 3.

"In Age of Accountability, Principals Feel the
Heat" By Bess Keller
In North Carolina, 15 principals of struggling

schools were threatened with suspension last year.

In Cincinnati, principals' pay is linked to school
results. (Education Week, May 20, 1998 - P.1)
O #BR(HEZEEE )T 5D, accountability
(School district accountability) i Zuy. M
FIZ L 3BREZOEHETAOBT, ZREOFFD
Bi% - EROXE, NEBONA, HERZEDOERSE
BHD. Tl RELSIRI—I4H 5.
The Massachusetts board of higher education
wants state districts to_foot the bill when their

graduates take college remedial courses to review

material they should have learned in high school.

State lawmakers will soon consider the board's
proposal to hold districts_accountable for the

expense of providing remedial reading, writing

and_mathematics courses to students attending

public colleges and universities.
( Education Week, Feb 18, 1998 p.18)
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Accountability # iBAEE) LT 2RHIVEDOR
ik, B ETHERAT, AHNHEED accountability
ERBRUERETHS. @D, MEOFEKL LT
&, CORETCERATIHELH DY, HEOLZ
5 accountability XE{RT 2 T RTOFIZB LA,
NELBAEETLEE ST, BRI T2ETR
ASTAZEELTVWS. ABFOHEY, HEOR
HFEDOHRS T, BEDORITFTH 3 EFEICH R,
accountability B RA TS, —BICRHBETCH
AIh T3 MSAEE) L5 accountability D
RER, COSEFHINZIERIZEEDRWE
CHABBWV. DL L EREDHEREYL UTOR
R, REOHE THEEE) 2 Uik, TREREET
Thh, FNRTFTBLELEZS.

4-2. School choice

BROE T, THEROIEE) (EREEEHETS
B 5 % T, FREOFLLEHH5ES A/
BiEFHERHLENTE D, FAlL UTEZEXESND
ERAOBEZZBILEINTCERE UL, BERCR
o T, XEREER NEERIRHIEOMAKER
(1997 £ 1 B: XHANSHELTRERA) 24T
BHL, ThE20THREBRIREED TR 12 F
EdoH 1 FEOXNOZEERIRERD B A 24T
B LS LIZAMDEYTHS.

LU, BERIROZEBRB ST LY, ARED
school choice DFIRL—E T 2 bIFE=2W. School
choice DSFEHEAVAEZESDTHE. GRED
school choice (ZI3tk472 ¥4 7HH b, F =B
DENDVRHATH 3.

HZA® school choice iX, &RE TV S X EE
TOEBEDOHH 558G 3 intra-district choice
BAN—FRITERN. FRETE, 0¥
@ school choice IZB8 LTk, ZDfthizHDERXIC
Ehdolzb, MEeEE R L Ui inter-district
choice HYEETS. FREENEIRTE ZAMEK
DERFIZIE, magnet schools, charter schools %S
H Y, BIZ choice ZRIFT 22, 22k
home-schooling X3 Z &HHk3. TEEIEE
L CiX dual enrollment, tax credit, tax deduction,
voucher DT/ AT AMELE L, school choice &
ZFOBRMTHB. 2L, ChoDYDBEIRES:, ¥
OREFTEEL TV RRIMIL D BERoTNS.

=T, &8ED school choice 2fEE T2 7
—T—FOHRAF DN THERERNITHIE.

4-2-1. School district MR
School choice Z2& X BIcH > THERLELD

F VDA, school district D FIZETS 5. School
district X ARE TS BETROBMTH BT
MINHERESRUZDEHER Local Education
Agency DZ L TH 5.

OMROMER

BROBIRPLHFEAE TR, 2L BEARED
school district % MZXJ LERLTWS. HARTWS
ZR L, ZREBHMAL UTEDHERE, FiCHEZ
X (attendance zone: Zoning) MEBRT LI TN
3. BHICLD MR OEkiZ, QR 5 Fo0F
FICRAI W E=EETR LN, 2E2N\AKRERX
a1, —KFEX 2 32 FZEXIZ, —PZX 2210 O
INERIZ T =, @QFLERW LB T 3 EHDKIE.
(1) ZBA EDNERE = RPERBREE T 2 THT
NTHEZARPRETIMNER RV UEZK.
() HERREEEZESHRE L -EEEROBE
RimEiELTW3. ( TEFEREHRy NMEfEED )

B, —ROBERIE, ZOREOHBPDOO( 1) =2
WLk, (1) ThHar5.

OZEROMEMR

WD The Japan Times D HPHELHDOHELH
&, FICRVELSBETHHRICH, EERX) &L
T school district DBFHEHLHNTWBHTH 5.

To give students a broader choice of schools, the
panel suggested that rules regarding school
districts be relaxed. _

(The Japan Times: Sept.22, 1998. p. 2)

NHK & school district % MZHX ) LZDiED
ICERUTHEEIICH LU TWS. School district DR
&, b MEZX) LOBRBEEERNVEDICD,
ZOZDEY MERR) LT20OWEYLEEL 5.

4-2-2. Voucher (NN F+—)

Voucher X% —RUHBOERTHEDN, —K&
i, RD 1,2 OFERTRESDRITHL LTER
LTW5.

1. a kind of ticket that can be used instead of
money for a particular purpose.
(#1) a luncheon voucher ( B&%) , a travel
voucher, a gift voucher.
2. an official statement or receipt that is given
to someone to prove that their accounts are correct
or that money has been paid. '
(Longman Dictionary of Contemporary English)

L LEEBEED voucher {3, school choice D3
BORE - FBTHD. ARETIX, Zoftic .
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voucher &[ERRDBE THEMEINTVWSHHEI, tax
credit, tax reduction D% %. 49 voucher school
choice IFHEEBERICH o Tk, I hot 2 topic T
b, proposition, voucher initiative, voucher ballot
FOBEBTATILHo>TVS. TTIAEESNV—
TOHEBIZLD, WLHOLDOMNT, HERFEICHKD
AEh, ZORAOETGEIHONTEE. ChET
D voucher ballot IZH T SN =MRIBLEDOHFRIKK
DEDTHBY, WIhLHEERI BN T, ERIC
FEoTWRWN,
01990 7V I > M TLEHFID voucher initiative
B ballot IZ i S k.
01992 2815 KT, 1998 FITHY 7+ )V=7
JMC voucher initiative 2% ballot IZ 20 S 7=,
02000 4 11 A, KEFBELERICHY 72302
- P& X IH UM TR %L Proposition 38, Proposition 1
P8 ballot Izl Sk,

FEREETORItDR=8, AHREEL LTOE
FEFliZDia <, HEDE Z 3 voucher school choice
FXRDEDTH Y, TARTHINRERETSH 3.

1990 £ Michigan #DMEEEDS, the Milwaukee
Parental Choice Program #i&F%, ¥ 7=, 1995 F
Ohio #| Cleveland G, the Cleveland Scholarship
and Tutoring Program 23, 1998 £ 10 U M, 2
ZXg L Uk A+ For Education Program D%
H3.

PR UZAD voucher B8, ThEFIEZIT 2%
RRITESTRTD K12 DEFENGICRESELL

52605, Voucherid grantsof aid ¥ LT, &
2B UTEEICEZ 50, BIRL, T LRI
Xthbhd. MHICEXEZREBRONZLERSRL.
Voucher 5|&RIFH T AFERNRZERNC X5 AFH]
RIZAILEIN Y, MR, R, FHEOEHEICLS
ANEHIRIE T s higw,

Voucher I2DW Tk, THERZE LORLHB
%%, voucher DEE READOHBICASIEAY
h, X -ABAEShEZBRZELERD, §XTOD
K-12 O&EEZNRIC LT EDOITATHS. AW
HEFHD, voucher LWHETHEACEZRIL,
AADERBIRICITHETE DHERTH D, TOXH
FRBTCHZ. CORYD, (EROEEGDOUER EXS
T30, NOFr—DEEDOREHERT 2D E
HLEZZ. DPOBLTEIRLNV-ZF MER(H
B) 7—RUFH LWSTLTHAH .

4-2-3. Charter (F-v—&—)
Charter {43k MELUIS ) Lo 28150, &

T ) ORKRTHEAIRTETVS.
charter(v) to pay for the use of a plane, boat,
train ete. cf. a chartered plane
(n) a statement of the principles, duties,
and purposes of an organization
cf. the UN charter _
(Longman Dictionary of Contemporary English)
L L, charter i&, AREOHERHETCEELL
T charter schools 2L TW5. FEREMHSDRS
R3HE 2T RERBUER, school choice & <
FCHRHBOHOHBIIE X HT, public school
choice & U THAHE KRG 2R T 2LENH o 7=,
L2 L, HEHBRE THI2EPHBER, FiCETH
8D minority ZHMWE T ERDODBEDORHIX
@<, voucher Z{ o> CRAMUZER, RiCA U YD
REBANDOBLFHZRDDEVIENZHT, BHF
DRIUZHOWE, RV LITZOREEHRESH
T, FEHBUEFPTRAGORD? 5
site-based management DIEFIZAID, XM
DAY ra—VvERITTIE, BAEbOFICELX
NZEHREFOH K ERPFHFEINTWE. &
D &S RBUHEDH E o T charter schools ZEER L
J=. ULdL, charter schools i&, voucher Z[HI:3
B D DRHEHERRDO ZIGDEN TH S LDRT
bHB5. AYEDOHTRENE LTD minor RFET
Bb20d, ZhEZADPABEOUOILRED
DOFHEIZFGERDOBRIC Lo TN 3.

Charter school IZDWTIZ, 1994 FiCtEST hi=
The Elementary School and Secondary Education
Act @ The Improving American's Schools Act D1
T, RO LS CEZDITLNATNWS.

a. DIEROZEEDDH 2 EHEE 2T MK
TR DERFE & LRI N D ATEHTH .

b, EERUEREICIDVANERL UTRILITH

3. BHEODUERORETH Y, ANEELIEE
TTeEEIIS.

c. EHRRVBREICIVERINEZHEFEEREZE
RE2%2KTCH 3. TOEETHRATEREZR OB
Bd(sponsor) PSRRI ERITELBENH S,

d EFERBPE, 2VLEZOEADHE D
TS hERMETS.

e. AZFg, HMEOEMET, TOMEERDY
RTEBWTCREDPNET D &L, RERER
PHELGEUOPRNI L.

£ BEENERER LN L.

g. EDORRMERIINS

h. AU LOEHEEDH DO AFEF AR
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rapze.

i %Lﬁ%éhﬁm#%bmwm@@%¢%$ﬁ
& FRRI H AR MO B BRI

i ﬂ%t&éT&fmﬁﬁ,M&U$WE®@§
PRAMT B EREFRES =

k. MELPET B LR ERIRDIL.

FRSRENICIE, 1991 4 Minnesota #liz BT, 2H
TRAID charter school FMHIEI NI, 1992 FEIC
X California T charter school law 28X, B
199341 B 1 HEHETIhTW3.

2000 FEHKOBATIE, 2HT3 6DME DC R
Puerto Rico %% charter schools §%32iZBdd 2 ¥ % R;
2TW3,

Charter i, charter schools Az H, RO L DI
ZOTHEFRERTHEACOIAVSH S,

@75 v F v 4 XOBHF, BREPAPEAFC

52 55E, Rtk LToRk
A Michigan university that has granted more
charters for independent public schools than
any other entity in the state has revoked 14 of
the more than 40 such charters it has granted.
cf. charter-granting authorities, company's
charter application, the chartering authority.
@ 28 charter D AR VY —( FFRAHEE )&

554 (contract) & U TDERE

The school generally operates under a
"charter” or contract with the local school board

or the state.

@ Zoftic, MEIC & b BEFED AT ZHRPRIULE

Be#® charter school status IZERIT 52 L 252

DBMLBHEI LS, OEREFASIELT,

charterize OEFEILBIH LT3,

RYBETI, charter school & F¥—¥—2 YV —
I DRBDNTND. THRETBRELD 2R -
KEEBRE, —H TR accountability 2H¥ESh
RERBE-STMRTIILRELL, =20
HUFT 2R BIFICE RV, BEORDE XM
Y—F—RY—)V) BEESHDHILBRYLEZ
3.

4-3. Lay involvement (FESM) O—HHE
HECBIT2EBHFEHE VI RS ZEEEA
DHEDOTHREI LHEBZER empowerment & 90 £
RICEHR U =D, OB 21 HZIC LB E/D R,
IHIERBLTWHDLEDNS. BRYPETHE
hiZgid s 1998 4 9 HICXEREICRHEhE

PREOEHTERICFBELHRABOREIRET O,
200041 AicAfich, 4 BCfEffahiz 5T
Hb.

—H&I = DEREFEE L school councilor & H&ER
INTWEY, FIEOHEERS L, FREOME
FrzfEbRWEAZFERE L T 2EAEERKRICH
B 20TERVWIPLERS. AR MFHRA) &
BREIOMBETOIRICSINT 2 EDIBEhEA,
HHRSOBMBRADOILTHS. CKEh - =% - 58
128) ED councilor &, council IZDWTH
HEBTTLSIBEN, ERE2RSEATH 2.
councilor :amember of council
council’ a group of people that are chosen to make
rules, laws or decisions or give advice. (Longman

Dictionary of Contemporary English )

ZZC, FAUFEEBEZHAVWTW BXFEEOSZ
kgL THE.
OBADERGFHRBOER L&

EXPRBERRSER SROMBTBETRD
EDHITDOWTI(1998 EL 104E9 B) XX,
R 12 422000 £ 1 A 21 H) I MEBEEEET
RASDO—HE2WET 2841 BAHIH, FE 4
B 1 AsfafFaIhiz. ChiCk hBBETHDT
HIBEROZREE~DOSHEOLMA L LT, 8
FBEEENEAINEZOTHE. Chid, EZBD
HIBOEFITIEUT, EROEFICEL, REH DM
BERESOBAZRMLRYS, TOHMHIE/B &
LI, EREEORTERZAMT 2R EZREL
TORHABREERL T IENTEDILIICTS
HDTH 3 LXHRZERZHAL TN S.

oF b, ZRFRER, FREEICHTIRES
RUBRREOEREFEEZAHRE LT, ZEEEICH
UEBNDORBE PHBERSOEHRBRERZRIE
SRDBLWSBAD S, OFR-PHIHD EF I
LT, {BEHEDOEDHELIAICLD, ZRICEL S
LDBTEL. OREDORDIIHUT, ZREEICH
LEREZBRRZZLDTES. ORROEHEICLD,
REEVRETIEATHS.

COEKFREICHRT I AEZRELRICHE
3% The Japan Times(Sept.22,1998 p.2) DFLHD
Fh 5o THR. I TR, T2 BROEE
LLBHXTHE2TVS.

QOLocal educational councils should be set up to
reflect the voice of the community.

O Advisory education councils should also

consist of local residents to allow community

opinions to be heard.
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—7, BRE TR HIZREUEDHPT, F2K
CERFHIIBEINTVD. COSDLHIE
Chicago Local School Councils ¢#% 3. Zhix( Y
/ 4 1D Public Act 85 - 1418 . The Chicago
School Reform Act IZESWTHITIN=HDCH
b, 1988 £ 12 AICEdbE h iz, FRES DRI,
6 ZOH (RFEF) 2 LOHBAR(BEIC X DB
h3),2 HDBHERRRUBRO 11ATHD, &
BT, CICHEERERNFEE L UTASTVS.

REEERD=Z2DERMER EFD.

O BEAFIIHROZHER( ZD Act 12X D tenure
ZAINEBRRZHEL, KEED 4 FEHO
EREMZERL, 55, TS E24ER)

O PEOHESICL2ERREEDDH 2 EEDE
FICEEd 2R

O ZHRUEHEICHRDSIER (U¥DEHERD
7=8® 3 FEH/OEHE % AT

27 dIZBIF 5 Lay Involvement DEESRIL, 60 £
fRIZ War on Poverty DBERD—E & LC ESEA®D
Title I @ federal compensatory education funding
ZRITMBERICBVT, BIBSINT % parent
advisory councils DFFBEEZRF ST ohizZedb
HE-TWA. 1970 FiLS HIHHERELE, %
BEWN D& B IZ Local School Advisory
Councils(LSAC)DREE Z HEHF D1 7=, 1985 EITiX
Illinois MDA HEP.A84-126 X AMB50F2Z 23
BHOTRTOERIZBNVTHEEA V)X —D 70%
2RTHBH L LT3 Local School Improvement
Councils (LSIC)Z &% L, laymen control ZH{LL
7=. BFED Chicago Local School Councils (% DE
B EICH D, 202D 51X advisory D—=iF ¢
TIRHEATVAS.

SATDZEFHRRIOBERL, ROFOERD>S
LT, council 5@ CH 3 HBRIVEOEBLEFFERIC
&, FERROERIZR L, ZO%EH» S LT school
advisor DF P IERICZDRBE2RHATS. i
councilor & council DXV IN—=TH b, EHIh
EEBEDORITFEROBRATCH T TCHS
P 2OFEIHIE I 2V E E AL councilor A
FRINDILPRYUTHIDPEMOEDS. DL
Ld, ROEOBAR, advisory DEAAEMI B
LREORETHSS.

5. ¥~ —KDHEHH
BREIZHICAE - RIEOSHMERUZHICHE

T 5L, EEFBOSHEOAR ST, AZh 2
hoRBA, MEROLSHEEZ QEDOHRN TR IVF
—ZHRT, HEOIHBTHAZY K LTV,
HERY, FEHEIC mainstream DHIEICSHERIED
IAVY alternative DEZEL, 2 I HERDVEHEIES
NT research INTWVW3 dynamic BB TH 5.
B, NMNORYEVE—-HNTHZLHtHINIR
DVEOEZHIED, ZOTEEEH2ITHLELIS>E
LT, AREDHBEUREDRKAICEZMS RS, +
SZOHELERNMSNERESHERER T~
ETHD CITCHMO ETFEISRX—U—FLB
HRFEICRPEOHEBRRFORTHIE L, 5
INB L3R oTVWS. UL, BEENEITL, A
BORVWIAH, BERTEDATVWEDTR VWAL
DHIREFOBELHD. AXODLTHIEHIZ Lo
THERICIRERDPERDH D, Fbhi, RiF1E
HOENFIZHENTTWS. HRDIo—)l1biZ,
BIFICLTME v I RERS. LAL, LD 3
fillk, RRICERDEREFVWEHERTHZE0IC, Z
DHRBDTLRBHEDORNVEE, PEvZELTOD
¥—U—ROHAB—ABETEHEBEEZRLTNS.
BEZHRT IS, BRTHoTCIHIHARTH->T
b, BHD KD IERRERER T, BAEE, %ED
HRPAERICL DI, TERRITEENDDPD
HEPHWIZLIIBDEIRETHSS. £-HE
DWW, % HE L Z D background Z2FHHAL, 155
o TEFDBR o= usage IWEBEEEZRLTHLKE
BYHdLEZS.
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