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A Study on the Outcomes of Charter
Schools in the United States

Joseph Meng-Chun Chin*

Abstract

The introduction of charter schools into the education system was mainly
for improving school outcomes through deregulation with more flexibility
and competition. This study presents the empirical evidence of the
performances of charter schools on student and school outcomes in the
United States by examining a broad array of literature and researches. It is
found that the emergence of charter schools has brought about noticeable
impact on traditional public schools, although not consistently. Research
findings on charter schools and their impact on student achievement are
mixed while several studies provide some evidences that charter schools
improve student achievement in the early grades. Improvement on
methodology is needed to examine the charter school impacts in future
studies.
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FFEPEERE—3a )52 525 charter school 7 &5 - B4 2% - HpT
BLE 2 DVREGET AR RE . RIS ) R o 1E3EE] - Rt 2 HERE
Ry INBURF » HAMEZ AR T EHEITEURRE - &KhirkEm -
KHFEZZAANEER (WRE - AEHEEER - JFEFEE) 2L
BUPRERRE - BN BIERE S E - AR EMER » A 2z —
REBETTEUER IR o BRI » H o] DURIRER A 7 F2 3Kl E A [FIERAE
BGOSR, o« Hrp i aRIF 8 - sRAEEET ~ ZENAF - B & e
Bl — e (H & B2 T/ NEAE IS A EREERIER -

DA IS AVERRE T & FFEPEie 2 B )2 — KRR - HAfEA
MEENVHEEST » SEERAEHGEZR T - REME(LEEES > 2L
B2 TRV A - 28I - RS M 2 180K FRerEf 2
PEEIZE R 1R R R IE R E T Fat iRl o DUNEIDAR SR a2
P i e SR R ] > 4y ik B 4 B R B DA ST AT At

B \ SRR

Frat 2R At 2 TN IEEB AL/ NE R E 2 RFE AT © B
[ b FREFER R OR B Y 1990 X 2 S5 - 1991 4F » HHJE &k 22 JI
1991 RS mIBFFR P ERAOE » MM 1992 FERAE - F—PrFisr a2
St. Paul City Academy %A 1992 4F - & 2012 4F » ERf/NEE A A
B Ry 49,484,181 A - FRETEER 2 B2AE By 1,941,831 A > AR IS4
NBZ 3.924% » EIRFEFEEFLIL 5,714 f » JEIH 42 JNIE AR T
&2 (Center for Education Reform, 2012) - 2R » #0545 )N 40 48 R

(Maine) ~ ZPGPHEEIN (Mississippi) e B ARETENIE > A
AR R 2 31T » MBI EE i oRTEETIE » Rtz &=
TyEHEE Z 2 m2Em -

BA o FEFER AR EHEN EEHE 7 —  BUNE
PR BN EFR KK HILERR - 4T HE A LEUER BT 2 Fr
AIHZHE (Vanourek, 2005) - At » #ZHEAHERIA S » FraTEA 2 8% L
HH-EZERER - HFEAREHERERKEES > mBINZ



172 RABH BT % 1154

FZEGH4AE (chartering authorities ) EHEE - REIERERE (RS INAR 2 A [H 1T
a]gE 2 T E&E (local school district) ~ W2k & Z& &% (state board
of education) -~ I /& & 17 1% 55 1% &% (independent charter-authorizing
bodies) - FHEEEMHAREREHZ BB & E2R - HAIH
PR HE 2 ZOE BRETE « BR b RPN FE T LY (%
Ry 3ESF) » DIHEERIA 2 BE s HAR o BLAGE R FiA
AETTEE - DURECREERGR L HAR R B TAER - FHINRRETER S Rk
BHIRZ BERER » HEBAER » HAAZ I & ZBRRE - 2
PRATEREIF R - TR PR R4S R (T g - A —
JEZ R -

HRERIRAREZ PR FErERZHHEE S BT -
HrpEFEEED - K& - BEMNGEE - JE2HHSE - R - EeifER
So3h J7ERIE o ] DASEF R 2 RS A EI B ER AL o HAHRAA E IR &
HFRKIMART AR » WE RS Z BRI S CR M 2 -
Stoddard #1 Corcoran (2006 ) # 3 BA LA NFEZ &R & - S|
RFFRRE RS - (1) BAAOEEZE - (2) FEWARKZE -

(3) WMEBRSGHBERGEEZE RE Y EXREXHEREL
ERORRERMEEE RS WS - B XS RF20E AR A » 1E1E
R AR -

& INER G £ - HERETER 2 IDEE R HE S A AE -
THRATE A T Z B H - R ZF ~ I RS - EPRE HiE
g~ FriERESE - {0 BEEES - FEEH - BESEH =
TR [EERY o (> )40 Arizona Y o Eof 1994 4F i e 52
FFEROE » MUERFE PEERCHE PR Ry AP EEA 2 — B (E AR ER TR
HEEGBEHBRE 23R - IEAh » BUGHRE ~ A (Wx%E) ~ A
AR (g afER) HaEiEstE MM RERIL - HEERILE
A Ry N TLERACCUR ~ RATTERAHEAY ~ BURaRrar i - Bagm s - M
EME R Rt EGMmAZ 8 F£1 -

B 7 AHEE - BREVERASE i 2 INAD B PEPEER N » HBEY 1997 438
BILE - AR TR 2 R SR FREFERA < B 25 AR - Bl
REFRESFAERE A (EEFF AR PR - HH
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B tELRTEH > WRSET B FEREI B R R ZFEE >
REA TS BB Z R G R - BRI Z TR RE
BAHSE > ARSI EEFRER - TR TR2EREEEE 2
Bl o HETE o BN A ~ REAIERS - FrE A B A T
AR o 0B AEE AR f i B — e N R SR BB DAREER
e PR Z SR 1

FERTa | ZF2 T - BRIAET SR THAE 2Rl 2 AR ARD » AY
LEERNE > EFRRETEN R IR E R ZTBUEE R - K
PRI R BEIETE  ZENERS ~ TENE - FrERES » DIEn—
BN B Z BB E S - fIEHGZNE - RraFafa] LI
B Z HEET > WHRARINTA EE (NBETE) 285 -
BESE > FEFCERIN  ERMCAEE MU BRI A F 2] - m] (i &
WABRZ NEREEEEEME - fEHEIT » S2RE A Az REETZ
RIAERLFESE > WHSH B ARIARE AN AEETERS EIAS
e

EREERE R TERZERG PEZES > R PZINBUFE
RUE R FER 2 TR VAR TR L > A AEMAIRE] - R
PRIEE A A NER R &= (ORERR ~ MR ~ +L &) 22 A R
ZREE o AR NE Z B S S VR RE  HEGRE I LIATRE
B REBE R AN LAREE - FraTe i 2 BB BT Z B 5 &
%o AP RERETBREE TR PR RIA > IR N BT HIEM
BRI R E IR TR E Z JER4R ©

8 ’ETEmigss

“EE MR SCER (Green & Mead, 2003 ; National Center for Education
Statistics, 2012 ; Prisser, 2011 ; Weil, 2002 ; Wells, Lopez, Scott, &
Holme, 1999) 738 » FREF R 2 MBI E S % - FraF B2 RoE 2 e
WS AET ~ & ~ (@G ~ RERANTFE2EAFNE
DEgEmBE mE - Wt » B 7 R E R RSB & AR E A EH
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A B A RAUEEEGERMERV R RS » (g &AL IR A E
iRt E - R > HES MBI A SRR TER - AIREE
ANZATE > A3 Ry LU R Z FFaTERAE

AL EE B iR E 2N R ElaE i o A

RSP o BRI O B L e B R I S
B SIRIER - SURIBR SR (ORI R -
SRR IR B BB E R - (Y > )
SRTABA TR » DI SR RS - ETRAGR VR
R4 (T I BB SO - P T UBRGEFERRE | (cyber charter
school ) » LIS BB Er -

 FIRBEH S E L E T  BENAEE R Z AR - BARTRE

BHEURBLETR AN £ o T DU a8 DURT 3T BB L 25 1 55 SR 22
B o HEHAERIR IR BERahlR R > A SEAETTE ~ 38 ~
B2 MWBEHREA —E 2B - 5SEERLIES BB
W AAFRETER ZEE > A EEBFEE 2B -

 BEMEEZ L - HRIREETE TR Z B BLEE - HER A

FEIHEREEECE > Dlme A EISEZFK - BEPABHZIT
BREEAE - FRGURE - RESLEIRESE - BA L £84
EEMEMN ZBEE L BETEHERRNE L -

C RETEEZER SR MERAIER Z L E R RIEA - R

AR S 2 & - ER RS B 2 e
B WRANNERNEE - s - s o 1o > SRRt
BFEE I 2 ER BB RIE G - DI TR 2 5% RS
PHZEE AR RS OFRREFEXBTEHENIHE -

 FRETEREEHE T E BN - o EiRE AR e a4

%% (charter management organization, CMO ) Hi’& Fl|Z 5 &K = 40
4% (education management organizations, EMO) - &Nk H ES
RUE » BEFFREHA R RS AR TRAE] - AR 2
FHAA B SEAH AL » A E—E 2 RS HpZReym " Bl
A B84 | (Edison Schools, 1997, 2003, 2006 ) fA&##{E 25 I B ks

AR -
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LT 2 1% Fer R EBEE ZFIREE  IeF
FF AR RN A RE 1] Rlim - R EHRIFERITR K E K
= AUEEAEREPTNA » FREEEF 2 INZEILER IR TR
B NEL - 222280 LAR B » FEWOIN - S ARF PR 2 B2 4R
BT R S N R AR B > 55% » BE i v I HIj#E % 50% ( Petrilli,
2005) BRI R U R A B LA R -
e 28 TR  FIOMEREEARUABEATEIE 1
FEEmeHt 2z 10 f% - BEAGI S - A 3.6% nYEH A ae 4 AT
ST > EEBIMHE (K (Lake & Rainey, 2005) - ZEFHFIEEIN - HRHE
lllinois Facilities Fund Y475t » & INEH 16% #Y 224 BN F] 50% HY
INERAE REHE A RE B AT IR FE R EHINREFER
“e5eEAZESK (Kneebone, Logue, Cahn, & McDunnah, 2004 ) -

2 FErERICERE

FratEE 2 R SR Rk 2 HEIBEEATEK - 280 > BEE
ZEZ PR EE - RRFERZEE 2AEHIET) - BlBS 2 - K
A 53 Ry e M e B e 2 R AU ER R BUA e KT » BERTE S - Al
T~ WOTRENR S BT 2 Bt (Hassel, 1999) - HE
WIWERrR e 2 5 £ (ERre AR Z &%) - R ENREE
e BT - ANBEUCEERHHEBUARS - EAGA 20 - A
FEEILEZIEFY > ax NEER L LUEHEREFEAE: (Wong & Shen,
2002) o ELrpAmAEOE H ZIRF - BUR ERALIRSC T BT
S (tenure) Z{rfE > DURSHERFETEACHVH A B HE (A RENZED
RIAREME TGRS ) - BT R - Rt Rl T4 - e
(AR ERAL Z AT S B 52

MBS RE T BRBUBZ AT FErERmBa&EZ &
BOAEAE A B2 1 4 TLE2 A Ry {& (Osberg, 2006) - fR#% Thomas
B. Fordham Foundation (2005) HYEE# » 16 &l £ ZINAVEFEFERL (4
H B2 84%) PRS2 K BEE F 2 & EG AT ERCPHEEK
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21.7% o H A& £ PHEHI (New Mexico) 7 4.8% %2 Fg < &8 #<40 M
(South Carolina) 2 39.5% - B SRFEFEERS 2 #EE AR - BH9Eh
BURBL— AN TR - BENFR TR AR S BRAE EL i % >
SR EAE E ) - —RES AT 2R A 1555 8,528 7T
HIRERD > MFFEFERCAI A 5,688 7T (Walberg, 2006a) - {E55—{[EHff
% » Finn ~ Hassel 1 Speakman (2005) 78552 JNEUR BT E2REHY
BB — A B4/ D 21.7% -

Ryl &G B i) < A ARG ? EREREE o INDER
ZEIRER wmERS 2 BRTT > M ERERTER R » S E AR E
W VHEM TR E fRTERS o B R EERIRR PR B > 1E
TEAEABUE L B RAEFRD » Bhoh - BHEGERRCARIE - FratER %y
TERTRCEERE o BT NS o A 2 3 F e e B A KRR
Ffir > EMERCRRETERERA R - MR EIZIEIIEREE (Koppich,
1997) -

B ETEVEE T R T 2 R E R B
EhEtE - HAERFE RO ER A FEREEER: - thilEE
EER BT TBUERAIIRE - ERRL IR E R EEEHEE (&
4 ~ PREEZ > 2007 5 fEE0E& - 2007 ) - FRRPEER R AT L EL AR
B EBREE > MEEEBEREES » v DRPRER AT R 2 B
g o BB E 72 TIRAEE - FRETFER Z B B R 0 N EREL
AMEENEA - FIbE g KR -

FRereafe 2 i - 6T EARRBE R K2R & (TLHZELLM
L& ) RKED - Ea 2 AR R STBRE  BAWIER
T FER LGN o B A RE T 2 2Bl - BT RS IKEEE
REEDIREIEF R - SRR FIRZ SR ATER S LB EE  (F15
BAERBENAT - FErERHNEA—EZ 8 1M HREE N
AT/ INIEEER o B SER AR AT R R E RS > BRI R A -

AT > Sizer (2005) ZHHFEER » 1F 2003 454 68% HYINE
FEFERRC I B A FTPR I - 55% HYRFEFEAL 2 B VLR AT T8
AT T ERSHR L (collective bargaining ) HYFR - 1] 85% ZFHRiE
BRI ARGV RS NR ] o ML TR S R AR A W) RO LR PR 2 RR4H
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HHY -

AN - BT RIS S - RBREVCE T LOZ&ET 0 B
1992 5] 2011 = - A4 6,700 FrFRFEFEERC2 8 - ZRMA 1,036 ATR;
HEF T ERIET 0 BRI B 15% - fR$#E National Center for Education
Statistics (2012) &R 2 &k} - BARAIRRIMARAEAE » BRGN 2 1% 0] 7>
VEIVEN: i
1 AR ATHIN  BUR R PR 2 ) B B s s 1 5649

Irea B2 7 BRE R A P 4 o B4R k2 & DAREZE (LR B i A
ool > RANTEHAE » AATREEE R A - EB L REILAFLL
B2 A AT B il 48 Ry VBT W ER i e 2 T — (k88 - (B B2 it
o AMRERFIUE SRS TEHIRIIE - PIAIRIE ST 2 &40 » (fhak
I INRIFUE MR B A B S i R Ty F SR - B2RCENA
W< BERAZ ATRE -

2. BB ¢ L — AR FRE PR VA HEH Bl 2
HIEBLIERIE - HAMEEER - HFEEES R AR - HE7
MHREBUERZE (AT LE ZEH]) - BEFr s E 2 bl
PRI - 0 B DB P EREEA S » RV BAAR B M AHA
U - ATel T RN AL VRS EENEE L o EURETER BT
NHEES - MRS PEAE N ANEAR R ~ thZ BAES - A
s DIECERI B 2 AR - MIAEEGER X - Ib9h - BV
SOL SRS RIS E 2 e (B TEUN 2 Rikmig) - —H
THBNAE TR » Frad L e P B e I 58 S 4 s 2 -

3. NERHIETEAIRE * Freri BN — » BIfEFTO AT L&
ZFH o MRIFEETRI LR E R - HhEREE AN B
BRI = " OrkE  BLMHRER 22k (DA GER b
SRR o ERERERERES - EERFIEEERARRZE
Bl > B2 SR T SR H 2K g P M B B s i 2 2l B e
HAZERE

4. 55Nt ¢ AR = I A S R AR HR A R R
HEMEE BESR N FEETIE - HERESPARS M
& FERAIREL T TR EE R IEOR 2R BIRIE o PR T BRSO 2
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HGRZ TRENZER] > BERYIA S Z BEEE T ESZ M BE AN
55 o LD o BRI ERR G IR A Bt MR R A4 Z FHTRE
HEM e E AT AR -

5. EAE T VERETERZEEEREMRRERHIE ZEEE
SRR DEE LRI > B A AR IEE TR > INIMHE <
AR o HCREIE AR B AR D o (HERE TR R A R AR S
77 - Karanxha (2013) & LA—Fr(ir s (b2 22 AVRFETE (Voyager
Charter School) Ry > F7E HBAME B4 RAYIRIA - &5 REHFFTE
FEERGHEH N E B ER - MR RN ERRERES
JUFERIRIIIA S £E > SRS B AEH - RA& EEBHPANYEE
R o AL FEREAEER AT RN B g E T HIE M 3R - By
EERCRTSRAAENE - TR AN R Bt T -

B2~ ST RN

BIEE R ILWHA - R aF 2R 2 &5 T E 5E - AR FABRE
o BIHERET R B R GG KA RS T A% R (Buckley &
Schneider, 2009 ; Bulkley & Fisler, 2003 ; Ravitch, 2011) :

1. Fre PR AR e B A DA S AT S oy Sl 230 2 B2 AR R R - &
By B F SRS BB EE 2 o R -

2. FREFERAZ B A Z IRFNNEA —E B £ - Hr] IR e
SRR E A ZBRE RS - LRI e g A S PSR EGE -
MR AT ~ AT ~ BUBERZEIT -

3. FREP A 2 A B AR B 2 2 2k B NIBURT 2 By » ERIE I R R ER 52
BRGNS A A2 -

4. Fra PR 2 8B BT =Z B TG W) BB B AR 1T TR )
PAZ etk - WIS REERT 2 E  OOEEREFR

5. Fra e rl EFF 2 FERS LS » SRR ER B 2 28 »
BHEUSHREE SN - AR RS < B E B L

RIfEA M R E%E - FratEfe o M (Iaasr SRR - (€
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FESEHVEIRG S - EEIATH/NERIRE BT » R 2 MR
RS NEHH—#r MERZE R (LEEHE IR 8RIE) &
ZHE o TR E IR B R & 0 R AR ERA
B2 o B0 [ EVAK BT LU E AL -

IR > FreFE R AT FREE - (HHEER BIRBEREE
R AW S BRI EE - EESTIRBTEMm « & T #
FET R INEE R - BEBE RS G HAETHIT - FB B imAl
SRR (AN HISEE R 2 AEMA TS (Merseth, Cooper,
Roberts, Tieken, Valant, &Wynne, 2009 ; Prisser, 2011) - &k & 58 5
FRrEf iR > 2/0 Riwbh 2 R RS —EE  REE AR
PR N ES A PERE IR 2 68 » ARREIRT 24T/ 1R
REEFIFZIE—8 - 140 HRFEPERZ VERIGEEE (1R
A tefilfRE » Hs A5 T e B REERERE o REPERaL 2 1)
WM RS ~ B4 SRS AL ~ BB E R - K
IES B EETEER AT - R DUEAI T
AF - TRETIRSE RO B S AL E B -

PUT RIS e = (B R BRa T R 2 R R & 2 iR » Hrp a4 (1)
PR R BT R © (2) IILFFEFPEREH N A TR =2 2
B o (3) e HRRETER T BB LT o 220l ¢
— ~ BEBMINRIR

W BRI - FratEie 2 B - BUEG AT R 2 s R A
BEVR G - BIAAGHE SR - e SN R 2 R B AT
R o BtAh - TEFFTEEINT - RiEFER 2 B VB e T
TOR - B L B4 Bl (academic achievement) 1E1T:j5k
Fon PR EREL -

H 2000 1% - HHEAMTFCEE MY - KRB 73 F B — I FET RGBT
7% (one-time study ) B {[EH:F ] BE i 42 (over-time study ) Wi AHH -
—RME » iS22 AER e R R HE TR 2 W 9T 5 12 AR 25 (E
R HET T2 A EHEBL LRI ST - £S5 H—IGHRIR 2 25T - %
JEIE R ER AL E2 5K Caroline Hoxby FriEfT 2 734t - Hoxby (2004 )
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TR AR 99% IR EFERERNEINEUR AT - EE5EE
AR - (1) BN 2R R A RRERE 1
it 5.2% » BUEEREJATE Y 3.2% - (2) FREFEERaCEnF iR - B2
AT LR AR - BICE 1-4 FAVFFEFEAL 12
SH A HE A TLEERE 2.5% 0 88 5-8 IEHVEEFL S Y 5.2% ~ &K
9-11 FRYERANG ) 10.1% - (3) FrafE2fa L iy I - A [E]
BB A Bl RO A SR S U - I SR R R 2 TR
TEFRE B B8t 20% » aofESIIN N s 10% » fih R E R s e
B2 By Al 9% B 5% -

FtAh - fR4% Hoxby (2004) 9T - &85 BAPa I o B2 AR A1 FT 5
B EHEEER SR o RO - BRI AELE
Fe PR T G LR - R EZ FE - v IR B R R
HISEEA ZALYIE © f£55—J71H » Hoxby 28405 INATHIE
FIMHREFFEFEEROE SR T (CPSERE R 1996 £) ~ BLEBURE K5
= BB RETERCE LIEE - AR EREEGHE R E IR
R o FLRBIEE RS & E e RratE R R AR - (BAERT
FAERTAERE o A INBUFSEMEE WO IRIRFTER » (T HAEMIERS
FRIFR K EBERIEEE Y BT BRI A E A kY

TEBZ R 2 B95H » Hoxby (2001) BZ$Eife KRAUHE & 2 B
WIRBEATEE BT 25 A - AR NRBERATS L FratEE i g A
H—EEE - PIER LR IE A5 ~ 8152 ~ RIS ER 2 B R TR
G ATIEREEY 35% - Walberg (2006b ) 1725 MR EFER AL
BT ERH - (RS - B Y R B Bl © p
it fe o BB AR 7 BB B —RE N T E2AAELL - B A8 527 -

[E4h > Greene ~ Forster A1 Winters (2003) t.7F 11 {E TR
—HERIIIT o HBEIRFF PR A B AR N SR U7 - EE AT B
FCERAE oyl it 3% BAL 2% o JHLAdhe A i) P s B B Ry HH A -

1 Hoxby HYBHFE J77AF AR [E » Miron A1 Nelson (2004) £RHU4E
&0t (meta-analysis) HYJTEGETT oM o HESE 18 (EHBATFETEAL
BUEGANTT R ST - S T FRFFa PR Z A - 45 SRR » 51T
RIEZ R0 BOETRAR - R B AR ME B LR 0 B BURIUSS
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HY et o 2811 > (EEBRTE AR B (Adh= bl - =
NI Z B ZiH9Et% » BRI E T EEIERNE - fEHEH 7T
HAL#H 2 5T > 6 [ EA EHE - 5 [HEA&mNE > BiEE
W2l o g -

Z 1% » Hassel 1 Terrell (2006 ) &+ %} {# 45 [ &E A 2 W 5%
AT M7 o HEEE 2 7 S ARl o 8 R 18 (BB HEBT i 7804
(longitudinal ) Z 5% » 4L RN RIS 52 AR BUF A 2 20 7 8« FREi
A E LA T AL R » 455 16 A7 B R e e A A A
L

FRE Hoxby HIRIFFESE R » A4S 3 TR #F 42 4 American
Federation of Teachers (2003) (BB AN > A2 K8
BEN L) - BILL T 2B SR EME S0, (National Assessment
of Educational Progress > fi5if# NAEP ) Frfgfit > S 7%E - NAEP
HY & B B Ry S S B BB B 2 BB 4iat 0y (National Center for
Education Statistics, Department of Education) - {HEEECRAERIH
HMERky "HEZRFEEHEEE S | (National Assessment Governing
Board) fi A F 2 o NAEP (<A & B &1 ¥ A [F) I e 52 4= 7 Bl sl ~ 8
B RIS TE H TR E - {F k2 7% > National Center for Education
Statistics 1] ] NAEP 138 2 855 DU I 55 B 25 e B2~ A5 BB 5048
B (W& &% & Nelson, Rosenberg, & Van Meter, 2005) - Ei Hoxby HY
W 7R 4 SRR - WA S R PR R B PE D o e B 4 - Bl
NITERCERA LR R E = R - R T HAfER 2R EE R & T8
ZEFESN  TEE S 2 R TR B A EE T B AN T R A R R

AT > DA B R ERAFEAAt ST B v (3 R - FERJEHEFERH 2
FEABR /N « NAEP FT s 5 2 BEAE IR P A BERCHY 3% » 1 H R
B i S EEBIEE /N « A AR A S LR e PER R LA T A B 5
FEEEETERE  TORCE A R 2 55 -

FH A B — B RE 9T K 2 7 BERRERE - (RIELES o 2B BR (]
IS RETREA Y T2 B PRE TR e PR R AR AV B2 SR i R, - Hassel
(2005) BEREUEHABHEEE A FRIART 7% - 523 26 TH 25 ([ 05 (] L
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5¢ © HINEARING ZFRA T RIIERRNEZZE » Nk
ERHFE - o] DA Ry ik TB AR 2 528 - Hassel Z 58888 @ (1)
sHA 12 AR ER R ET R R B AR R IR — A SR e (2)
M 4 AW EUR R E SRR TR R R IR g — A TR R
Hrpa/Neg ~ mp ~ BURSIBBR AR 2R - (3) 51F 6 Hif%E
FORFTE— AT R Z MR FIEE AR - (4) FHE47H
W FE B R s PR AV B G IR e & 1R T A SO TR R

E23% Hoxby F1 Rockoff (2005) iVif5% HilslEl Ehie e 22 il —
REATTE RS A 7 B 2R L - DU E IS 2B R 2 FFaP g T Z et
&5 28c | (Chicago International Charter School ) Fufg A#ETTHT
5 o FZRCERMEA NLERE - HRE®AEAERZ - MHRH T4
#EE4E, (lottery system) HETTHIER LU E ST - IR S HL
AR R (LHENEEEEE) SofmBHEI - E— 7%
FAL H &R S ReS A N RFETEEARE - BRI » Hoxby F1 Rockoff L ™ #
At AFFEFERRL S (lotteried in) Bi1 T Rl it ARFETERRS , (lotteried
out) WNIERAMETTIEHECEEL - FEMEHEANE ¢ (1) AFRLAAT
AP R AR g 42Tt 6 [ME 8 - BERAIEE T 5-6
EHorEE e (2) MRBZAEGFERERTOIEDRE - ATAFEREA
B AR B A4 7 R R RFE ATAY SE R « LA B4R
HE— RN TR R 2 et -

1 H it #H B8 B 95 &5 45 > Solmon 1 Goldschmidt (2004) fF
Arizona JNHETTHHFE » DURIGUR B B2 IR Ry R 5 [ 452 A0 Pt DLER S L4
Zamalk o Wi N3 Hr 873 FrEERE 2 62,207 fir 224 157,671 I MHIERR AR
PrFEassRas st (1) BEME - MR AL ERNERE - FFaTer
FAW B2 A R AR Ry (Rt » ECPR A EAmiEEs ~ 1 &K il ~ B
FHRHEEE - (2) @BEA LI AFIRE » B4 AR FERE
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