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Communality as a Value Base for Educational Legislation
YU Ya- feng
(School of Education, BNU, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract: Communality refers to the responsibility and efficacy that education is meant to fulfill for both social and individual
interest; and at the same time it has, as an essential feature of modern education, supplied a basic analytical pattern for education
legislation. However, Chind s education communality has long been understood as the nation’ s educational goal to be realized un-
der educational management, and the communality t hat embodies the essential characteristics of education and the inherency have
been neglected, the situation of which has led the legislation to valuing power and order more but belittling right and freedom, and
thus to the deviation of the demand of communality. Consequently our educational legislation has showed great limitations in the
course of education reform oriented to a market mechanism, during w hich not only has the civilian right of equal opportunity for e
ducation received negative impact, but also the social public interest is hard to find a proper guarantee. Then the education cause
faces a communality crisk, and there has an urgent demand for a correct understanding of the meaning and requirements of the
communality as an essential objective of the educational legislation, for t he improvement of w hich rationality, commonweal, justice
and publicity must be followed.

Key words: communality; educational legislation; educational reform



