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On the Education Right Under the Protection of European Institution of Human Rights

YANG Cheng—ming
(Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing: 100081)

Abstract:By disposing of a great number of appeals over education right, European human rights organization has on a practical ba-

sis unveiled the substance and extension of education right as well as compulsory education. Range of obligation is defined for mem-

ber states to set up education system and protect rights concerning private schools, parents and foreign educates. Although the Euro-

pean institution of human rights takes a positive role in protecting the right to education , which provides other continents with some

reference, the right to education protected by it is still not integrated.

Keywords: The right to education; Compulsory education; Educational system ; Educational system; Private schools parents;

Foreign educatees.



