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Abstract

Consumerism, Parent Choice and Educational Reform
Kang, Young-Heh*

Snce the 1980's, consumerism and parent choice have been main principle of educationa
reform world-widely. In particular, British educational reform is reported radica and
market-oriented, so many other countries have made a bench-marking on the
implementation of that idea in order to innovate their public educationa systems. The
British Government expected that the parent choice and competition between educational
ingitutions would make a quality assurance, but the relation between school choice and
improving school standard has not been confirmed objectively.

The purpose of this sudy is : to darify the meaning of market principle as a educational
ideology and the posshility of application of the market principle to educationa arena ; to
darify if the parental choice is able to make sure the qudity of education logically and
empiricdly ; to find how the parent choice and participant have brought about school
change.

To some extent, parental choice has influenced many schools to concentrate on making
better school image, impressive school discipline and children's welfare insgde schoadl place.
In addition, it encourages some parents to participate and co-operate with school
management. In spite of this merit, parenta choice is not concerned with improving schoad
gandard or quality of education logicaly. Because the choice of parent as a consumer is
pursuing the subjective satisfaction which is related to individua taste, value-orientation,
socio-economic status etc. Therefore, parents are not responsgble for the school improvement
directly. Ingead, responsgbility for the quality assurance belongs to the Sate bascdly
because modern public educationd system has amed for implementing the equa

opportunity of education and universa human right.

* Research Fellow, Korean Educational Development Ingtitute
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qual ity of education, consungrism



