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read to learn

performance-based assessment
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parti cipating model
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Schools  What You Should Know About the War Against
America’ sPublic Schools

Larry Cuban
Why Islt So Hard
to Get Good Schools Cuban, 2003
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School Self-Evaluation and
Professional Autonomy

ChiuChi-shing

Abstract

School self-evaluati on shoul d be a mechanism for school
self4improvement and actualizati on. Unfortunately, multiple
objectivesincluding school monitoring and implementation
of somecritical issuesin curricul um reform were brought
along by the educational authority. Such an action not only
caused frustrations, but al so serioudly interfered theexisting
objectives and normal working proceduresin schools. This
article reviews and analyzesthe objectives of the authority
and the inappropri ateness of the implementation of the
top-down school self-evaluation, and suggests waysthat
school scan tackle it. The writer concludes that schools
should possess the professional autonomy in school
educdion.
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