
 
 

 

School Choice Brief: Understanding School Choice and its Planning Implications  

 

INTRODUCTION 

Every industry has their jargon; smart growth and new urbanism have specific meanings to planners but if said in 
an audience of lay people, do they understand the terms?  Similarly, educators and parents are frequently using 
the term, “school choice,” but do planners understand what it means? How does it affect our work in 
neighborhoods, cities, and regions?  This brief is designed to introduce planners to the fundamentals of public 
school choice so that planners will be better prepared to engage with school districts and public education 
decision-makers.  

 

WHAT IS SCHOOL CHOICE?   1

Public school districts (grades Kindergarten through 12) have traditionally used school attendance zones to 
balance enrollment and school building capacity to avoid overcrowding or underutilization. Historically, public 
school districts have aligned their school attendance zones with residential neighborhoods. In practice, this 
means students attended schools nearest to their home. School choice policies are an alternative to this 
approach, and enable students to attend schools outside of a neighborhood catchment area.  

Education policy in general and school choice specifically are based on local and state laws and the specific 
stakeholders involved.  To capture a sense of the dynamic landscape of school choice, we now hone in on 
different kinds of public school choice. Open enrollment is a school district policy in which students can choose 
to attend a school within their home neighborhood or elsewhere in the district. Open enrollment systems 
sometimes give preference by residential neighborhood, siblings, or may be part of a larger strategy of 
socioeconomic or racial desegregation. Magnet schools and selective admissions schools usually have a 
specialized curricular focus and require some kind of entrance exam or admissions criteria for acceptance. These 
schools draw students from everywhere in a district, and in some cases from other districts too. Charter schools 
are tuition-free, publicly-funded, yet independently run. Charter schools are governed by state laws that vary 
widely across the country. Charters usually draw students from across the district and may be managed by 
either for- or non-profit entities.  

Public school choice can operate either within a public school district or through the allocation of public dollars 
for private schools. School districts may allow students to attend a school other than their assigned 
neighborhood school and/or offer magnet, special admissions, or charter-run schools that enroll students from 
across the district. Some states also allow charter schools to be authorized by entities other than the local school 
district and enroll students from across the district’s boundaries.  Additional school choice options include 
programs that allow parents to receive state tax credit scholarships and vouchers to pay for private (secular or 
religious) schools, virtual schools (e.g., online schools), and/or home-schooling.  

Table 1 provides some of the important milestones in the evolution of school choice in this country. Although 
school choice was used to maintain segregated schools following Brown v. Board of Education, school choice 
became a strategy to create integrated schools, starting with magnet schools in 1968 in Tacoma, WA. Public 
school choice expanded in the 1990s as many states, starting with Wisconsin, began to implement school 

1 A glossary of school choice terms is included at the end of the brief. 
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voucher programs. At the same time, many states were also creating charter school authorities. Following the 
Supreme Court's ruling upholding the Cleveland, OH voucher program in 2002, several states have approved 
new voucher and education savings account programs. 

Table 1. Brief Timeline of School Choice (1954-2018) 
 

Date Event 

1954 

U.S. Supreme Court decides Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka holding that segregated 
public schools violate the equal protection clause of the 14th Amendment of the U.S. 
Constitution.  The landmark decision ended the “separate but equal” doctrine of Plessy v. 
Ferguson (1896). 

After 1954 Some states promote “freedom of choice” schools, also known as segregation academies,  to 
avoid compliance with Brown decision and to ensure whites-only schools, with many school 
districts closing to avoid integration. 

1955 Milton Friedman writes The Role of Government in Education, an essay which advocates for 
continued government funding of education, but without government involvement.  The 
central argument is that government should provide vouchers to every family to provide a 
subsidy which would allow students to attend the school of her choice. Vouchers would 
encourage competition and create better public schools. 

1968 The first school designed to reduce racial isolation by offering school choice through magnet 
schools opens in Tacoma, WA. 

1985 Federal Magnet Schools Assistance Program is authorized to provide federal grants to magnet 
schools.  

1988 Minnesota authorizes open enrollment, which allows students to choose any school in the 
district. 

1988  Ray Budde publishes Education by Charter: Restructuring School Districts, which proposed the 
concept of charter schools to be led by teachers for a set period of time.  

1990 Wisconsin Legislature approves voucher program for City of Milwaukee. The Milwaukee 
Parental Choice Program is the first publicly funded voucher program in the country. 

1991  Minnesota becomes the first state to authorize charter schools.  

2002 U.S. Supreme Court decides Zelman v. Simmons-Harris upholding the constitutionality of the 
school voucher program in Cleveland, OH.  Court holds that vouchers programs do not violate 
the Establishment Clause of the Constitution.  

2004 Congress established the DC Opportunity Scholarship Program, the only federally funded 
voucher program. 

2011 Arizona is the first state to create Education Savings Accounts. 
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Table 2 illustrates some of the financial, enrollment, governance and management differences between 
traditional public schools and different kinds of school choice programs, both public and private.  

 
Table 2. Comparison of Finance, Enrollment, and Governance in Public and Private Schools 

 
● Yes    ○ No     ◐ Maybe (depending on state policy, school-level decision making) 

 Public Private 

 Traditional 
Public 
School 

Magnet Partnership 
or  

Contract 

Online Charter Private 
(secular) 

Private 
(religious) 

Home 

FINANCE 

Requires Tuition ○ ○ ○ ◐ ○ ● ● ○ 
Receives direct 

state funds 
● ● ● ◐ ● ○ ○ ◐ 

Receives local tax 
revenues 

● ● ● ◐ ● ○ ○ ○ 

Receives redirected 
state funds (e.g., 
voucher, ESA, tax 

credit scholarship) 

○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ◐ ◐ ◐ 

ENROLLMENT 

Assigned 
Attendance Zone  

● ○ ◐ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ 

District-wide Open 
Enrollment 

◐ ● ◐ ● ◐ ○ ○ ○ 

Selective 
Admissions (e.g., 

test, audition)  
○ ◐ ◐ ○ ◐ ● ● ○ 

Lottery  Admissions ○ ◐ ◐ ○ ● ● ● ○ 

GOVERNANCE AND MANAGEMENT 

School district 
board (elected, 

appointed, 
state-managed) 

● ● ◐ ◐ ◐ ○ ○ ○ 

Public employees ● ● ◐ ◐ ○ ○ ○ ○ 
State assessments 

and/or 
performance 

standards 

● ● ● ◐ ● ○ ○ ◐ 

Student 
transportation 

provided 
● ◐ ◐ ○ ◐ ○ ○ ○ 
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Like any policy proposal, the specific design and implementation of school choice policies may foster positive 
benefits but also result in unintended negative consequences. School choice options can give students access to 
broader educational programs not offered at their assigned neighborhood schools. In the context of grassroots 
organizing during the Civil Rights era, some communities of color advocated for school choice as a way to assert 
local control and ensure culturally-relevant curriculum in response to centralized school district decision-making 
that they felt did not meet the needs of their students. Some districts have used school choice policies 
successfully to decrease racial or economic segregation or to attract and retain diverse families. Conversely, 
school choice has also been used as a tool of segregation, allowing white families to opt out of schools with 
majority students of color.  Some research suggests that some kinds of school choice programs exacerbate racial 
and economic segregation across schools, and perpetuate disparities in academic outcomes among different 
groups of students. School choice programs can also create confusion for families who must navigate complex 
enrollment systems.  

School choice policies can be contentious, highly political, and polarizing. Recent school choice and education 
reform efforts have expanded the stakeholders in education policy; non-profit organizations and for-profit 
companies arguably have a larger stake in education policy and school operations than before.  

 

TRENDS IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

As shown in Table 3 and Chart 1, student enrollment in two types of school choice programs - charter schools 
and magnet schools - has exploded since SY2000-01.  The number of students attending charter schools 
increased over 500% and the number of students attending magnet schools more than doubled between 
SY2000-01 and SY2015-16. Nationally, charters and magnet schools educate only a small share of all public 
school students, but their share has grown from less than 4% of all public school students in SY2000-01 to more 
than 10% by SY2015-16. Increasing student enrollment in schools of choice can have serious planning 
implications, especially if coupled with enrollment decreases at neighborhood schools. As such, more and more 
planners need to understand school choice trends in their own communities.  

 
Table 3. Student Enrollment (SY2000-01 and SY2015-16)  

School Year 

Total Students 
Enrolled in Public 

Schools* 

Students 
Attending  

Charter Schools 
Charter School  

% 

Students 
Attending 
Magnet 
Schools 

Magnet Schools 
% 

2000-2001 47,060,714 448,343 1.0% 1,213,976 2.6% 

2015-2016 50,115,178 2,845,322 5.7% 2,604,145 5.2% 

% Change 6.5% 534.6%  114.5%  

Source: Digest of Education Statistics. Table 216.20 
*Total includes students enrolled in charter and magnet schools. 
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Chart 1. Public School Enrollment by Type (SY2000-01 to SY2015-16)  
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Across the country, the percentage of students enrolled in charter schools varies from state to state and can 
vary significantly in specific school districts.   As shown in Map 1, in Fall 2015, charter schools did not exist in 
seven states.  For the 43 states that had passed laws permitting charter schools by 2015,  Arizona had the 
highest percentage of charter enrollment with 16 percent of all students enrolled in charter schools. 
Washington, D.C. exceeded all of the 50 states with 43 percent of its students enrolled in charter schools. 

Map 1 

Percentage of All Public School Students Enrolled in Public Charter Schools, Fall 2015 
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Nationally, school choice enrollment in charter and magnet schools is only about 11% of all students, however, 
school choice is a major factor in some communities.  Table 4 provides additional information on charter school 
enrollment in the ten school districts with the highest percentage of charter school students.  

Table 4. School Districts with Top 10 Highest Percentage of Charter School Enrollment (SY2016-17) 
 

School District Charter 
Enrollment 

District 
Enrollment 

Total Student 
Enrollment 

Charter School 
Enrollment Percentage 

Orleans Parish School 
District (LA) 

44,380 3,520 47,900 93% 

School District of the City of 
Flint (MI)* 

5,780 4,810 10,590 55% 

Detroit Public Schools 
Community District (MI) 

50,460 44,890 95,350 53% 

Queen Creek Unified District 
(AZ) 

6,110 6,740 12,850 48% 

Gary Community School 
Corporation (IN) 

5,000 5,820 10,820 46% 

District of Columbia Public 
Schools 

41,490 48,510 90,000 46% 

Kansas City School District 
(MO) 

11,410 15,210 26,620 43% 

Camden City School District 
(NJ) 

5,360 8,890 14,250 38% 

Natomas Unified School  
District (CA) 

4,860 9,790 14,640 33% 

Indianapolis Public Schools 
(IN) 

14,240 28,770 43,000 33% 

Source: A Growing Movement, America’s Largest Public Charter School Communities, National Alliance for Public 
Charter Schools, October 2017, Appendix A - Schools Districts with at least 10 percent enrollment share, 
2016-2017 (portion).   
 

The following section outlines some of the most common planning implications that are important for planners 
to be conscious of and to understand.  
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PLANNING IMPLICATIONS  

While planners are typically not at the table during educational policy decision-making, school choice has 
numerous implications for planning practice, some of which are outlined below. This is not intended to be an 
exhaustive list, and the specifics will vary by state and local jurisdiction. But this initial overview can assist 
planners to think about 1) how educational shifts in school choice may affect their communities; and 2) the role 
of planners in local public education decisions. 

  
Public Schools as Neighborhood Institutions 
Public schools have historically served as centers of the neighborhood, available to the broader community for 
community gatherings, recreational activities, voting, and emergency shelter.  This relationship between public 
schools and neighborhoods became a central tenet of the city planning profession beginning in the early 1900s. 
The neighborhood unit   concept uses public schools as the fundamental building block of neighborhood 2

planning.  By organizing  the layout of a new or revitalized neighborhood with the public school, particularly the 
elementary school (K-6) at the center, means that other land uses and transportation networks function to 
support the school.  More recently, smart growth and environmental justice initiatives, as well as, programs such 
as Safe Routes to Schools, emphasize the importance of the connection between schools and their 
neighborhoods.   3

 
School choice is changing the relationship between a local school and its surrounding neighborhood. Schools 
that no longer serve a particular neighborhood or set of neighborhoods, but instead are open to students from a 
much wider area may disrupt or limit the connections that the school site has to the broader community. 
Playgrounds may not be in use after school or in the summer because students live too far away to walk to/from 
the school. In addition, neighbors may not have as strong a connection to the local school or the building leader 
because their children/grandchildren attend a school across town, making it less likely that the school facility is 
used or is available for social gatherings or community meetings. Utilizing the concept of joint use/shared use, 
planners can play an important role in working to ensure that all schools, whether they be neighborhood schools 
or schools of choice, continue to serve as neighborhood institutions.  
  
School and Program Siting  
Local school districts traditionally determine sites for new schools, informed by a district facilities master plan or 
state-approved educational facility plan. In some places, local master or comprehensive plans and zoning 
regulations may also guide school siting decisions. State and local laws governing charter school facilities vary, 
and in some cases do not require as much or any coordination with local land use or zoning plans, which can 
burden infrastructure, complicate transportation routing or traffic congestion, create school deserts, and/or 
result in schools located near incompatible uses.  

2 The neighborhood unit was developed by architect and city planner Clarence Perry.  His ideas on schools as institutions 
which would serve as the organizing principle for neighborhoods was contained in Volume VII of the 1929 Regional Plan of 
New York and its Environs.  Perry wrote several reports for the Russell Sage Foundation before 1929 on the use of schools 
as community centers, including The Wider Use of the School Plant (1910) and  The Schools as a Factor in Neighborhood 
Development (1914).  
3 Congress directed EPA in 2007 to develop model school siting guidelines (Energy Independence and Security Act)  to 
improve consideration of environmental factors.  EPA’s School Siting Guidelines (October 2011)  were developed, in part, to 
help local jurisdictions consider environmental and public health factors when making school siting decisions.  In addition, 
the guidelines encourage local jurisdictions to make schools “a hub for the whole community” by identifying opportunities 
to serve multiple community purposes, such as emergency shelters, community centers, joint school and public libraries, 
theaters, and community gardens. 
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School Building Closures  
In many communities, school choice contributes to enrollment declines in neighborhood schools by drawing 
students from neighborhood schools to magnet schools and/or charter schools. Declining enrollments and 
underutilized spaces, often leads districts to close these school buildings. While districts close schools for a 
number of complex reasons, the expansion of school choice since 2000, has exacerbated enrollment and budget 
declines and accelerated the pace of closures. Over the last ten years, school districts have closed anywhere 
from 10% of their entire school building inventory in a single year (Philadelphia, PA - 23 buildings) to 40% 
(Kansas City, MO  - 21 buildings). School closures not only disrupt students, families, and staff, but they 
eliminate critical neighborhood assets  (see Public Schools as Neighborhood Institutions). Closed school buildings 
may become redevelopment opportunities, especially those located in areas with strong market forces, and 
exacerbate patterns of gentrification and direct or indirect displacement of community residents. On the 
flipside, school buildings may also  sit vacant, becoming an attractive nuisance in a neighborhood. 
Neighborhoods struggling with disinvestment and population loss, often communities of color, are most at risk 
for school closures and vacant school buildings. Planners can play a critical role in providing school districts with 
a holistic perspective on both closure decisions, creative utilization and joint use of school facilities, and 
strategies for repurposing vacant school buildings.  
 
Neighborhood and School Composition & Segregation  
Because neighborhood schools draw from a neighborhood catchment area, the composition of neighborhood 
and school residents is often similar. Racially and socioeconomically segregated neighborhoods beget similarly 
segregated schools. School choice policies have been and are still used as both a strategy to combat and to 
promote racial and economic segregation. After the Brown v Board of Education Supreme Court ruling declared 
segregated schools unconstitutional, many white segregationists sought ways to opt out of public school 
districts that were integrating. Likewise, magnet schools were first established to encourage racial integration by 
offering specialized academic programs that would be available to all students within a school district, regardless 
of where they reside (See Table 1). These special programs were also used to attract and retain predominantly 
white and more affluent families who had choices to move to another still-segregated school district or enroll in 
a private school.  
 
Some research shows that charter schools exacerbate patterns of segregation, because of both intentional and 
unintentional actions. But other charter schools are intentionally trying to implement programs that aim to 
serve a more diverse population by implementing attendance policies, transportation programs, and curricular 
offerings that meet the needs of English Language Learners, students with disabilities, and a mix of 
race/ethnicity and socioeconomic backgrounds. Finally, early research suggests that school choice may open up 
some neighborhoods to forces of gentrification, as more affluent families who would have not otherwise moved 
into a neighborhood with a struggling school can now choose that neighborhood independent of choosing their 
children’s school. All of these dynamics highlight the complicated interconnections between housing, 
neighborhoods, and schools; how local planning, design, and housing policies  impact schools; and conversely 
how public education policies can also impact neighborhoods and housing.  
 
Transportation 
School choice means that students may attend schools further from their homes. At times, districts, charter 
schools, and/or private schools may not provide transportation in ways that efficiently and easily get students to 
these schools. This means while school choice may be available to all, in practice, only those who can afford 
their own transportation can take advantage of these options. Living further from school also reduces the 
likelihood of walking or biking to school. This distance may increase the number of driving trips to schools. In 
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cases where students use public transportation, travel to school may add riders to a public transit system. It also 
may  require collaboration between transit agencies and school districts to align school bell and transit 
schedules, funding, and rider regulations. These shifts in travel behaviors may impact transit agency operations, 
public health outcomes for students and families, regional congestion management, and environmental 
conditions (e.g., greenhouse gas emissions). The burden of further and more expensive travel to school may also 
disproportionately fall on more vulnerable students and families - those who are low income and/or of color.  
 
Complexity of Governance 
As discussed in the APA Public Schools Interest Group paper, Public Schools as Partners: Why Local Governments 
and School Districts Need to Collaborate,  it is often difficult for local governments to collaborate with their 
school districts due to the lack of a formal institutional framework that requires coordination and 
communication.  The entrance of charter schools, sometimes with multiple authorizers, compounds this 
collaboration dilemma.  Lack of collaboration results in disjointed planning in terms of housing, transportation, 
and neighborhood development or revitalization. 
 
 
TAKEAWAYS FOR PLANNERS  
Planners are uniquely positioned to bring a comprehensive view as communities wrestle with difficult school 
choice decisions.  The planner’s role is to assist school districts, charter authorizers, education policy makers and 
community members to better understand the intended and unintended consequences that school choice 
decisions have on our communities.  
 
Call to action for local planners: 
 

1) Become better informed about public education decision-making in your community; 
2) Reach out to your local school district(s) /charter authorizers to better understand how your planning 

expertise can be of assistance (for best practices, check out the APA Public Schools Interest Group paper, 
Public Schools as Partners: Why Local Governments and School Districts Need to Collaborate); and 

3) Add/improve upon the Public Education Element in your community’s master plan. If you don’t have an 
Education Element in your Master Plan, engage all of the education stakeholders to help create an 
Education Element as a way to create better planning outcomes for your community and, most 
importantly, for the children. 
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SCHOOL CHOICE GLOSSARY 

Education Savings Account (ESA) - the state funding that generally goes to the school district for a student 
instead goes to the family for the family to use.  ESAs operate in only a few states and are generally limited to 
specific student population groups.  If the usual state expenditure per student is $6,000, for example, the ESA 
program would allow a family to apply for $6,000 to be used to help pay for other educational expenses, like 
private school tuition,  textbooks, and/or tutoring services. 

Charter School - a publicly-funded, privately managed school. Charter schools typically have their own governing 
boards and are managed by a non- or for-profit organization.  Charter schools are typically funded in the same 
manner as traditional public schools (they get their state and local funding based on the number of students 
they serve).  Charter schools typically do not have an assigned attendance zone but operate on an open 
enrollment or lottery system.  Charter schools generally have more flexibilities in their operations than 
traditional public schools but are usually held accountable to the same state assessment and outcome 
standards.  Charter school authorization varies from state to state, but the most common authorizers include 
the local school district, the state education agency, independent charter boards or higher education 
institutions.  

Contract or Partnership School - schools that are formed when a school operator, typically a charter network, 
enters into a contract with a school district to operate a school, yet with more autonomy than a traditional 
district-run school.  While partnership schools are often operated by a charter network, they are legally distinct 
from charter schools as they are not authorized under charter law. Instead they are typically permitted under 
the school district’s power to purchase services through contracts.  

Homeschool - the education of a student inside a home instead of in a public or private school.  Home schooling 
is usually conducted by a parent or tutor. Advances made in on-line curriculum resources and virtual education 
has made it a more popular option as has the concern for student safety, bullying and school violence. 

Magnet School - a district-run school with specialized courses or curricula, such as an arts, STEM, foreign 
languages. By federal statute, a magnet school is defined as “a public elementary school, public secondary 
school, public elementary education center, or public secondary education center that offers a special 
curriculum capable of attracting numbers of students of different racial backgrounds.” Magnet schools draw 
students from across the district by application, lottery, or other special admissions criteria.  Magnet schools 
have been used to and are intended to foster racial integration on a voluntary basis.  

Open Enrollment Policies - There are two basic types of open enrollment policies.  Intradistrict open enrollment 
allows students to transfer to a school within the same school district but which is outside the attendance zone 
of their assigned school. Interdistrict allows a student to transfer to a school across school district boundaries. 
Some districts refer to their open enrollment programs as controlled or managed choice, meaning that there is a 
mechanism used to cap the enrollment. 

Private School - operates under the auspices of a private or religious organization and is not typically subject to 
state or federal curriculum standards, assessments, or outcomes.  A tuition fee is typically required to attend a 
private school. 

School Voucher - subsidy may be provided by the state either directly to a parent or to a third party for the use 
in paying for partial or full tuition at a private school.  In most states, once a parent requests a voucher, the 
money flows directly from the government to the private school. Some states allow vouchers at both religious 
and non-religious private schools; others restrict vouchers to only non-religious private schools.  
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Tax Credit Scholarship - Allow individuals or corporations to receive tax credits toward their state taxes in 
exchange for donations made to non-profit organizations that grant private school scholarships.  

Virtual School - an educational organization that offers K-12 courses through Internet or web-based methods. 
Virtual schools can be state-sanctioned, state-run, school district-run, charter school-run, or private-school run. 
Virtual schools can be targeted for a variety of purposes, such as serving special learner groups, expanding 
access to high quality or rigorous curricula; or serving students who dropped out of school before graduating. 
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APPENDIX 
LOCAL EXAMPLES OF PLANNING IMPLICATIONS  

 
Please share your own examples of how school choice is impacting your local community (positively and/or 
negatively).  If your examples fall into one of the 7 categories (Public Schools as Neighborhood 
Institutions/School and Program Siting/Etc.) outlined in the brief, please add it to that section below. If your 
example doesn’t fall into one the 7 categories, please add it to the final section titled “Other Planning 
Implications”.  Please also include your name to the end of your submittal so that we can contact you if we need 
to follow-up/clarify any content.  THANK YOU! 
 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS AS NEIGHBORHOOD INSTITUTIONS EXAMPLES 
 
 
 
SCHOOL AND PROGRAM SITING EXAMPLES 
 
Florida has adopted legislation to ensure that school siting is coordinated in advance with the local governments 
and consistent with a local government’s comprehensive plan. In addition to student growth and/or enrollment 
shifts, issues such as infrastructure, development suitability, land use and comprehensive plans are considered 
with the assistance and collaboration of community and school district planners.  However not all charter school 
operators coordinate their siting decisions with school districts or local governments.  In 2017, Florida adopted 
legislation eliminating local zoning and land use control if a charter school was located in a library, community 
service, museum, performing arts, theatre, cinema, church, college or university facility.  
 
Some states appear to give charter schools an exemption from local land use designations and zoning districts. 
Although Utah Code 10-9a-305 requires school districts to comply with local land use ordinances,  this same 
code section states,  “A charter school shall be considered a permitted use in all zoning districts.”  
 
SCHOOL FACILITY STANDARDS EXAMPLES 
 
In Florida, where new schools must be constructed to meet hurricane shelter requirements,  charter schools are 
exempt from state requirements for educational facilities, including the requirement to provide hurricane 
shelter.  
 
Since 2000, California has required school districts to share their facilities with charter schools to allow charter 
school students to have access to facilities reasonably equivalent to those available to public school students. 
 
 

SCHOOL BUILDING CLOSURE EXAMPLES 
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NEIGHBORHOOD AND SCHOOL COMPOSITION & SEGREGATION  EXAMPLES 
 

 

 

TRANSPORTATION EXAMPLES 

 

 

 

COMPLEXITY OF GOVERNANCE 

Within the Kansas City (MO) Public Schools boundary, the school district and 22 different charter school 
operators serve approximately 26,000 students.  Only one of the charter schools is authorized by the school 
district.  The remaining charter schools are authorized by 4 other agencies (universities and a statewide agency). 
Missouri does not require: systemwide planning; coordination between charter authorizers/charter schools and 
the local school district, impact assessments on the existing system be completed before approving charter 
authorizers decisions to open or close charter schools.  

 

OTHER PLANNING IMPLICATIONS 
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