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Abstract; In view of literature research for student loans mode and students who acquired bachelor degree with

low — income family, it summarized researchers”different opinions at the base of theory mode for learning perma-

nence and economic factors, and also proved that student loans have something to do with education effect. Future

research should be conducted to focus on student selection bias which including variables (e. g. variables related

to students”motivation and aspiration) that play an important role in student degree completion when examining the

association between student loans and low — income students” educational achievement.

Key words :student loan, low — income family students, undergraduate degree

FHSE A A AR — FR 5 A
Yy 5 ) 5 BB A6 (Baum & Ma, 2007 ; Baum &
Payea, 2004?'; Baum & Schwartz, 1988"'; Bowen,
Kurzweil ,& Tobin, 2005[4]; Evans, Forney, & Gui-
do — DiBrito, 1998'°") | 1A FJ LA S 4124 1] WA 4L 23
g, A0 3 IBEFRBOR N BURF K 7 BUR F B
WA SR ARSI YA HRER 55 3 1 BT
Bl b+ 25 2 lk ZF AL AR # 25 ( College Board,

Wi HEf: 2015 -01 22
EE" N
VAR RFARES,

MR (1982 ), 5, MALE WA, FAERAFBIESRAR

2007, Higher
1998'"); Pascarella & Terenzini, 2005'%'; Perna,
2007[9:; U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Yo R
Hb, SEEA AR A — DB Z 0 [ A REA 5 R
T B ok B BRI B2 (1 2% A S 15 5 At
)27 A TR AR B L 2 S8 i o T SE B DL, 7oL
FERLIY R IIE A 58 2 RIS A Z BE A WiOT .
5ok B &M A RER R AR L, R B AR A K 2

Institute  for Education Policy,

7

Al

MBI RZER LG, AR 0ARFEEF

45



W Tolk Koz op i (R B2 i)

2015 4F55 4 HA(R5E 105 1)

(14 27 LB B ME 58 J8AS B} 2% £ ( Chen & DesJardins,
200810 o A FIARBT 2 A S (92 e a], A
36% R FBE (1) 24 A BB AE 8 4F 2 N 58 LA B} 2
TS Z A, 2045 81% b i el A SR IE 2
A A e ( Adelman, 2006'21) |

MR SRR SR BE 27 HE S8 o o 1) PR R AR
2 N« 2 AR UE R I B 2 A g P PR AR R
MERE GRE FME S8 SCA I RE M L2 2] L G ER,
DS SEREAS B I A, %5 % (Bean, 1980'°; Chen
& DesJardins, 2008'"" ; Gladieux & Swail, 1998'"/;
Stampen & Cabrera, 1986“5], 1988[]6]; Tillman ,
2002'""; Tinto, 1975 19871 1993121

Bli2 4 FOR 4 /MRS R 2 15 R H At 2 A=
Z )22 PR IS Bl AT AR 52 12 7 7 — > EE A
2 (Bowen, Chingos, & McPherson, 2009, Reyn-
olds & Weagley, 2003'2/; St. John, 1990'%'
2004'*); St. John, Paulsen, & Starkey, 1996
H i, HIRHS BRI A ZRBE 27 A A e S 20 1 it
) B4, O 4 N TC T B 19+ Bl 4T 238 i A A2
s AL 1 B 2 B 3KOF X (College Board,
20057, Gladieux, 2002'*; Heller & Rogers,
2006'*); Paulsen & St. John, 2002'%’; Spencer,
1999%°7) . Mk 1994—1995 4F 5| 2004—2005 4F[A]
BT W B2 S AU T 86% , i b0 X
B Bh 2% 4 W K T 130%  ( College Board,
20057 ) 3 R AR R AR A A 5 JRE 2 2 52 SR AR Bk 2
7 HA TEEL2 0 ( Heller & Rogers, 2006%) 23t
PR R A2 2 (I FE BE R 5 2 3R R 1 L R
SRS A5 UM SRR AT 1Y) Ff B B0 E 2 7 DR I
WA FBE#A SE AR A AL Z [ VIR R o

— BEEAESRUAREFEHEEER

(—) A4 3 B2 BEak

R SE R R A AR 25 FiAt 2380025, BUM
HE T 5 1648 /0 % 208 TR 22 BE A9 AH OC BUK
(Chen, 2008""; Haveman & Wilson, 2007 | H
BN FN BOM SR G 3h T B2 &0 H . X —
BRI S 2 1 2 At 22 (AGE 1 1944 4F 35 5
CRINEARRNE) 24 Lk R SFHE A EM
HE e s 2 E R A L R A S
R o (Gladieux, 2002'7); Heller & Rogers,
20067 ) . FRT, B2 4 B 2 MR 5 B30 i b 1 4
T A48 Ry 75 A2 340 1) By 27 45 30F 2\ ( Burdman,
2005'*); Chen, 2008°"; Dowd, 2008"*; Gla-
46

dieux, 2002'*; Lam, 1999'*'; Li, 2008'*)  f&
BT XA Bl 4 T8 AR AR AR M B AR U AN I 1 <
— WMEUT FEZHRE D AMA R 23t
P T M BURE ) i 4 2R U B R G T R
R

LBk BT, R 2 IR B AR T R
KA SEAE A PR B H o I Stafford #b
RSB AN NS SO e eSSy N DR ESAT S I E P14
Gh A FETF AT BT Perkins BY3KI0 H (35X
AT H H R BB AR R 27 AR 1) 0 28 &) At
XFASRL LR IR Parent B 3K (PLUS) T H (35X 4>
BRI H A KA LE SR 0 SRR DT 0 o BRI
ZHN EER T WA TR ST R 1
I EAN ], BAT I B A 0E R, TR A AR N
PAFABL 227, LR A B A 5 38 (L,
2008))

2. B OREK  SE it B . B 2F 08 3k 2 A 2
AT R S UE B A AT B T B 1993—
1994 455 2003—2004 4F- £ Lt , FRA5 B I B2k i 4%
BHEBURIK T 125% , NXSERBUEREK T 70%
(The College Board, 2004"%))_ 1989—1990 4 5
2003—2004 ALY, 4 H il 224 B 2# BEsk i) Fb 3 A
36% MK F]50% |, [ esi A A\ B0 EUA A 4
486 £ oI K 3] 6 200 2 JT ( Long & Riley,
2007, 2005—2006 4F 1], 42 36 5K H BERK T
H Stafford B30 6% ) T8 i 574 12350/ B2 4
(College Board, 20067 ) . #{ % 2006 4, £ i1t
R B 4R DA 2R B B R o [FIE
KR Hy 27 OF 30O 6 4 B 4 BT =5 DL b
(Dowd, 2008/

()R AF 2= i SR

RSO G2 2 1 S 07 8 R 2% 3% FH e IR W 1)
T, R, AT R B # SR BE 1Y)~ AR TR 2 B )
(National Center for Education Statistics, 2003 (40] )
Xof 3 e A S i, Bl A DR O A S B o R
U5 BT, A E, S ARSI R 2E T 59% HIAIR
WO GRBE 2 A R 7wl AR 8 R DO AR i K i
64% (PRI A BEF A A S AR flAE R 2
20% FRAIRISUA G2 J6E 2 A T 38 3 1 ok 52 12l
( Choy & Bobbitt, 2000*'; TLong & Riley,
2007 o AR AR KBE 2 A 30 V) T B T
HAVFZ B ¥ 4230 (Long & Riley, 200771), {H
S AT R R 22 BN A ] T O RN 1 Bl A B K
(Burdman, 2005"") . #R/ME A 52 BE 2 A 1 %



Wi B < 18 D2 DR S AR A R RE 2 L SE AN B (Y S 2R

T B BV DR 1 ] B[] IR R MR B 1
PEAE X M AE PUAE i) K 2% ( Burdman, 2005°7)
ST AR L A X R AR A R B 2 AR
FE AR 1 B2 DM AT S 2RI ( Choy &
Berker, 2003"*)) o MIRISCAGRBE 2 A 5 LAY T2 43
HEAEDCOR 19 07 U B (HLak 28 75 A H T4t
152 ARl %7 (Bowen, Chingos, & McPherson,
2009 ), F AL/ IMIRHSA R BE 22 1 e R RE I
S B AR I S5 T A AE ) B S 22

Z REANREFEEERKEFEMLLER

(— )R A BE 2 A K

RIS A BE 27 A B8 22 2 R B R E M REIAR 4R
W TE 24 ~29 2 Z [ R4 40% ok ARIA K
JiE s K FR A ZEE 1Y 7 AR A AR N 7 55 BN AP oy
43% AEPIHEF T SE [Nl 40% 7R AR
TRV B 126 BN 7 34 % 5 S [ ENES 22 Rl Sr 3 n
AU AR P 42% 2k AMRIRA R RE . XK
FAETEREABE P RS 25% , X
FEFANT 2R AR B R M O AR DR 24 57 IO AR R
SFRE N SRR AL X ORSE R EL B 21% ~26% .
(B2, X a2 vy B AR TR FA S, RN AP o SR
Uk, be R A R 74 172 e

(=) Al it F 225+

RAEEWFFERY AR RE =L S & i R E
6 LD N NS S 1 N = X VA D] I SR A AN
( Gladieux, 2002'%"'; Haskins, Holzer, & Lerman,

9

2009'*!; U.S. Department of Education, 2000 ) |
RO Bl AT Tt 75 2 B A I (]

E X # & 5 0> ( National Center for Education
Statistics, 2003 ) G i %d F W] 1995 - 1996 4,
AR B A: TP AR G LB AR AR A 6 B Bl
R AREE = AL 30% , HA K2 20% 1y
R FBE F ARG AR, 5 Z A, AR Y
56% & R BEF A AR AR B0, T 1998 4,
U 6% ok AR ZREE 1Y 27 HE ARG AT 240
5 [RI,40% (92K B AL 23 O ZRBE 1Y 27 A AR R
TARLEAL(Fitzgerald & Delaney, 2003'*) , #F5Y
W, 53k A4 B2 25% By FEE i [R] 2 AH
e, ok AR ZE 25% BRI A K2 2 A FRICAR
FEAALRY FE A EAK 7 4 73 5 (Bowen, Chingos, &
McPherson, 2009') , [H it , MR A 5% 2 24 il
flbs [l 2 eI 7 THAE AR B R ZEBE

= FAERAMFIERRBSZFEERN
XE

PR AR ) BB AR AL 22 A AR A
FERE MU 52 AR R S R I UT L, X2 A 1Y
PHFNE R & e 4 E o B /E T, DA A
TR B Xof 2 AR 58 B A Y $ A A O BE A
(Bean, 1980""'; Tinto, 1987, 1993") 2z
FE A 2] BB B 2 N TR ABE 2 A W S B i
SRR A Z PR RIS 300 B, PRt
Lo P RO A A g A N R R ) B AR
f37 (St. John, Cabrera, Nora, & Asker, 2000[ "))
JIT S 1 AR TR M A2 20

IR ARIMA R E A B E A SR 24
DFRRA O, Hean 2 AR R DA i PR 22 A B 1Y
bach, 20084, Ehrenberg & Zhang, 2004 ; Jaco-
by, 2006*!; Pascarella & Terenzini, 2005[ 8] ; Tin-
to, 199312 | fHZ5 3 PH 3 it M Ik 0 B 1 32 0 PR 365
— ) B S, (St. John, Paulsen, & Starkey,
1996'>"; St. John, 2004 ) | — i [& 5 G W 5% %
. 255 R T AR R AT AR 3T 172 WY AR AR
g o] R AR B AE By B4 (St John,
20021%)) o PRI, 2 F PR 3 0 2 A 2 o) R34S
LA A H A ANE 1 20 ( DesJardins, Ahlburg,
McCall, 20025 St. John, 2002"%*) o # & 244+
MR ) BRSO R 22 55 DR AR T, 22 5% H
TR A R 2] I e A A A A A

M BERRSHEERLZERXR

MHT, XA 5T SR F A2 AN R AR TR, 3
BEAELEPIRIOUL AL — Pl Sk Bl 2= R R IR A K i
S 58 WA A TR] R 6 FR A BT T AR Y (Dowd
2008 Gladieux, 2002'7"'; Gladieux & Perna,
2005 ; Heller& Rogers, 2006'*'; Li, 2008,
St. John & Paulsen, 20014 ) s B —FhA N B
IR ZR B2 27 A 58 02 O[] 1Y 96 22 s 1 T AR
W 11 ( Gladieux & Perna, 2005 ; Lam, 19991%),
Stampen & Cabrera, 1986'"' 1988!"))

(—) B2 B8 5 2% 2R 58 LS 22 (8] 1Y) 47 1)

BT T R A B 2 B RS B
Hehn (1992 4% 5¢ B PO AF il K 27 2% A 1Y 42 38 2% 2
TR A FEEAEUR AR 41% , 5] 2007 4F 5% — H & |-

47



W Tolk Koz op i (R B2 i)

2015 4F55 4 HA(R5E 105 1)

T+ 48% ) , IR A ZBE I 2F A AR A £
(R AR A S8 AT R 20 o o SCHR 6 I < B 3K AT B
SN2 W) E U A T R T TR 1 5 TR
Dowd (2008°*" ) _ Gladieux (2002'*")) | Gladieux &
Perna(20052") Heller & Rogers(2006[28] )& Li
(120087 ) & 2 3 5 i WF T TN N Bl 2 B 3RO 2 4
DAF=AA 18] (9 52 1] ( Dowd , 2008 St. John
& Paulsen, 2001"*) ; Dowd (2008 ) 5 . ik Ui
AFBEFA X IR 2S5 v] BB TCIE B52 I o

Ll PR AZBE A 3RO H S IR A 1T,
FIRE SR I HE A — I R S 2E R IO ML 2, T 3 243
(I, TERE R B 2 20 At AT T o R A O R A
HEFE

2. Bh2E RO AR A G B 2 A 58 I 0 A HL
PERZIR . Li(2008"°7) )\ BPS (96/01) [ia] 45 Hi-ff it
FHSCE R, 2 )2 K Wik B0 E T Bh 24 B8 Fn#b Bl
SN2 E A SE AL P A AR o Li K < 4B
Bl SR VR ¢ Bl v 45 3808 M — XA [ 27 L T B
SEOTHAE R % Bl 5 55 U I 28 AR AR U A AL
B 50% |

3. SCE R B 4 R BRI 2 A L VF T BEAE R
K BF AR TE MK o P, R A R
D02 2 FEARAT 2L, B 2E SRR QA B 2 30

TR 22 Z 480K St. John and Paulsen (2001°*)
T X 1987 A [E 5K i S5 U AL B B R £ (R] 45 1Y
Bl BT, R IBEROHIRIA R BE 24 A F T K e
S (R A B IR R 7 A T 6718 5 5 DesJardins,
Ahlburg, FI McCall(2002°") 7ERFSY — B %58 H
PURIE , e BB 2 DOt 4 A 1 2 S5 U T R A
TR A

SETFARAA SCHR 5 S 3] Bl 2 BE o0+ XK 2
PSR, Dowd and Coury (2006'7) 4 i
Bl BR300 27 A R A IR A7 38 70 T8 55 10 (EL XS 58 B
AL . TR RN G BR T S A AT
RER AR K BE R AL X K2R o A TR 9
FH, B Bl 2 B | B Bl 2R BN b e
Tt D Bl 4 0 28 TGS 2 X 2 A R R A IR D 5
B TR AR o (EAAT] [] By P fE b A o, BF
LR T RE S B AN o AR 3 114 237 58 LR T R
W (IR Z 4 XK 2 1 2 2B IF A 1R 58 AR B 2
) o

(=) B2 DR 5 2% AR 58 B 6 2Z Ta) 1Y 1TF )
KR

— BT SEE G L B BRSO 25 6 58 B[R] £
48

£ 1E ] ¢ &, Stampen and Cabrera ( 1986
198810 $& . Fr A T 2k i Bl s R 2 A 3,
Nk e A AR AR A R F A SRR I AR
WEA AR B S E R R R B2 SR
BE B AR 325 A 1 1 A5 SR 1R E B B 1
(Gladieux & Perna, 2005°°"; Lam, 1999"*))_ =
SE b, B BT BE 2 A TR e R, R
AT K B R M 545 75 B AR (Lam 1999
Gladieux and Perna (2005 VBT FE R, 2 A Bh2E
YRS FEHR TR AR LT g2 AP A 8, J5 & nT ik
Xif 2 A SE IR EE A HE AN FRE A

B2 BT A B DY ORI IR A SR e 2
AU RO R R 9T B — B, ARk 5T N
Bt — A A EA A BHL A 1 B S v AR
(Chen, 2008""; Dowd,2008*)) . Ak, HFFT & 1E
R G 28 56 ZR I, 30 7 7 A 3 428 i D ) A iR i
AFREFET eSS A BYIUE A B2 0850 TR, 3
(AR ) Bl G 3R IS 2 A 9 2808 Il A 1R
R AR H A

Sk :

[ 1] Baum, S., Ma, J. Education Pays: The benefits of higher
education for individuals and society [ M ]. Washington,
DC: The College Board,2007.

[2] Baum, S., Payea, K. Education pays 2004 : The benefits
of higher education for individuals and society [ M ].
Washington, DC: The College Board,2004.

[3] Baum, S., Schwartz, S. The impact of student loans on
borrowers : Consumption patterns and attitudes towards re-
payment [ M]. New England Education Loan Marketing
Corporation and Massachusetts Higher Education Assis-
tance Corporation, Boston,1988.

[4] Bowen, W. G., Kurzweil, M. A., Tobin, E. M. Equity
and excellence in American higher education [ M ]. Char-
lottesville, VA: University of Virginia Press,2005.

[5] Evans, N. J., Forney, D. S., Guido — DiBrito, F.
Student development in college: Theory, research, and
practice [ M]. San Francisco; Jossey — Bass,1998.

[6] College Board. Education pays: The benefits of higher ed-
ucation for individuals and society [ M ]. Washington,
DC: The College Board ,2007.

[7] Institute for Higher Education Policy . Reaping the bene-
fits: Defining the public and private value of going to Col-
lege. The New Millennium Project on higher education

costs, pricing, and productivity [ M ]. Washington, DC:



Wi B < 18 D2 DR S AR A R RE 2 L SE AN B (Y S 2R

Author,1998.

[8] Pascarella, E. T., & Terenzini, P. T. How college af-
fects students, volume 2, A third. Decade of research
[M]. San Francisco, CA: Jossey — Bass,2005.

[9] Perna, W. L. Understanding high school students’ will-
ingness to borrow to pay college prices [ J]. Research in
Higher Education,2007; 589 - 606.

[10] U.S. Census Bureau. Historical Voting and Registration
Reports [ J/OL]. Current Population Survey, 2000: ht-
tp://www. census. gov/population/ www/socdemo/ vot-
ing/past — voting. html#cps.

[11] Chen, R., DesJardins, S. Exploring the effects of finan-
cial aid on the gap in student dropout risks by income
level[ J]. Research in Higher Education, 2008, 49(1) :
1-18.

[12] Adelman, C. Internal analysis. Washington, DC: U. S.
Department of Education, Office of Vocational and Adult
Education. Astin, A. (1993). What matters in college:
Four critical years revisited [ M ]. San Francisco:
Jossey — Bass,2006.

[13] Bean, J. P. Dropouts and turnover; The synthesis and
test of a causal model of student attrition [ J]. Research
in Higher Education,1980; 12, 155 - 187.

[14] Gladieux, L. E., Swail, W. S. Postsecondary educa-
tion; Student success, not just access. In The Forgotten
Half Revisited, Edited by Samuel Halperin, 102 - 105

[ M ]. Washington, DC; American Youth Policy
Forum,1998.

[15] Stampen, J. O., Cabrera, E. A. Exploring the effects
of student aid on attrition[ J]. Journal of Student Finan-
cial Aid ,1986(16) ; 28 -37.

[16] Stampen, J. O., Cabrera, E. A. Is the student aid sys-
tem achieving its objectives? Evidence on targeting and
attrition [ J]. Economics of Education Review,1988(7) :
2946.

[17] Tillman, C. A. Barriers to student persistence in higher
education [ J]. Diadache; Faithful Teaching, 2002, 2
(1).

[18] Tinto, V. Dropout from higher education: A theoretical
synthesis of recent research [ J]. Review of Educational
Research,1975,45(1) .89 - 125.

[19] Tinto, V. Leaving college: Rethinking causes and links
of student attrition [ M]. Chicago; University of Chicago
Press, 1987.

[20] Tinto, V. Leaving college: Rethinking the causes and
cures of student attrition [ M ].
Chicago Press,1993.

[21] Bowen, W. G., Chingos, M. M., McPherson, M. S.

Crossing the finish line: completing college at America’ s

Chicago: University of

public universities [ M]. Princeton, NJ: Princeton Uni-
versity Press,2009.
[22

[

Reynolds, L. Weagley, R. Academic persistence in high-

er education[ M]. Consumer Interests Annual ,2003 ; 49.

[23] St. John, E. P. Price response in persistence decisions
An analysis of the high school and beyond senior cohort
[J]. Research in Higher Education, 1990 31,
387 —403.

[24] St. John, E. P. The access challenge: Rethinking the
causes of the new inequality [ M ]. Policy Issue Report #.
Bloomington, IN. Indiana
Center,2002.

[25] St. John, E. P., Paulsen, M. B., Starkey, J. B. The

nexus between college choice and persistence [ J]. Re-

search in Higher Education,1996,37(2) ; 175 —220.
[26] College Board. Education pays: A supplement to educa-

Education Policy

tion pays 2004 : The benefits of higher education for indi-
viduals and society[ M]. Washington, DC: The College
Board ,2005.

[27] Gladieux, L. E. Federal Student Aid in Historical Per-
spective. In D. E. Heller (Ed. ), Condition of access:
Higher education for lower income students [ M]. West-
port, CT: American Council on Education/Praeger,
2002 45 -57.

[28] Heller, D. E., Rogers, K. Shifting the burden; Public
and private financing of higher education in the United
States and implications for Europe [ J]. Tertiary Educa-
tion and Management ,2006,12(2) : 91 —117.

[29] Paulsen, M. B., St. John, E. P. Social class and col-
lege costs: Examining the financial nexus between college
choice and persistence[ J]. Journal of Higher Education,
2002,73(3) : 189 —-236.

[30] Spencer, A. C. The New Politics of Higher Education.
[M]//]J. E. King. Financing a College Education; How
Tt Works, How It’ s Changing. Phoenix, AZ: The Ameri-
can Council on Education and the Oryx Press,1999: 101
-119.

[31] Chen, R. Financial aid and student dropouts in higher
education; A heterogeneous research approach [ J ].
Higher Education: Handbook of Theory and Research,
2008 ,23 ; 209 —240.

[32] Haveman, R., Wilson, K. Access, matriculation, and
graduation| M ]//Dickert — Conlin & R. Rubenstein. E-
conomic Inequality and Higher Educa — tion Access,
Persistence, and Success. New York, NY: Russell Sage
Foundation,2007 ;17 —43.

[33] Burdman, P. The student debt dilemma: Debt aversion
as a barrier to college access| EB/OL]. [2010 - 04 —
15 ]. http://cshe. berkeley. edu/publications/publica-

49



W Tolk Koz op i (R B2 i)

2015 4F55 4 HA(R5E 105 1)

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

50

tions. php? s =1.

Dowd, A. C. Dynamic interactions and intersubjectivity :
Challenges to causal modeling in studies of college
student debt [ J].
2008, 78(2): 232 -259.

Long, B. T., Riley, E. K. Financial aid: A broken

Review of Educational Research,

bridge to college access[J]. Harvard Educational Re-
view,2007,77(1) :39 - 63.

National Center for Education Statistics. Descriptive sum-
mary of 19951996 beginning postsecondary students: Six
years later. NCES, Statistical Analysis Report [ M ].
Washington DC: U.S. Department of Education, Institu-
te of Educational Sciences,2003.151.

College BoardTrends in student aid[ M]. Washington,
DC: The College Board,2004.

Lam, L. P. T. Assessing financial aid impacts on time —
to — degree for non — transfer undergraduate students at a
large urban public university [ J]. Paper presented at the
39th Annual Forum of Association for Institutional Re-
search, Seattle, WA ,1999.

College Board Net prices: What students typically pay is
significantly lower than published prices[ M]. Washing-
ton, DC: The College Board,2006.

Li, D. Degree attainment of undergraduate student bor-
rowers in four — year institutions: A Multilevel Analysis
[J]. NASFAA journal of student financial aid,2008,37
(3):5-16.

Choy, S. P., Bobbitt, L. Low — income students: Who
they are and how they pay for their education[ J]. Posts-
econdary Education Descriptive Analysis Reports,2000 ;1
- 116.

Calcagno, J. C., Bailey, T., Jenkins, D., Kienzl,
G., & Leinbach, T. Com — munity College Student Suc-
cess: What institutional characteristics make a difference
[T]. of Education Review, 2008, 27.
632 —645.

Choy, S., Berker, A. How families of low — and middle

Economics

— income undergraduates pay for college: Full - time de-
pendent students in 1999 - 2000 [ M ]. Washington,
DC: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for
Education Statistics,2003 ; 2003 - 162.

Haskins, R., Holzer, H., & Lerman, R. Promoting e-
conomic mobility by increasing postsecondary education
[M]. Washington, DC: Pew Charitable Trusts Economic
Mobility Project,2009.

[45]

—
~
(@)}

P

[47]

U. S. Department of Education, National Center for Edu-
cation Statistics. Low — income students: Who they are
and how they pay for their education [ M ]. Washington,
DC: Author,2000.

Fitzgerald, B. K., Delaney, J. A. Educational opportu-
nity in America. [ M]//D. E. Heller. Condition of ac-
cess: Higher education for lower income students West-
port, CT: American Council on Education/Praeger,
2003: 3 -24.

St. John, E. P., Cabrera, A. F., Nora, A., Asker,
E. H. Economic influences on persistence reconsidered :
How can finance research inform the reconceptualization
of persistence models? In J. M. Braxton’ s, Reworking
the student departure puzzle[ M]. Nashville, TN Van-
derbilt University Press,2000.

[48 ] Ehrenberg, R. G., Zhang, L. Do tenured and tenure

[49]

[50]

track faculty matter[ M]. Cambridge, MA: National Bu-
reau of Economic Research,2004.

Jacoby, D. Effects of part — time faculty employment on
community college graduation rates [ J]. The Journal of
Higher Education,2006,177(6) ;1081 — 1103.

St. John, E. P. The nexus between finances and student
involvement in persistence [ J]. Paper presented at the A-
merican Education Research Association Annual Meet-
ing. San Diego, CA,2004.

DesJardins, S. L., Ahlburg, D. A., McCall, B. P. An
integrated model of application, admission, enrollment,
and financial aid[ J]. Journal of Higher Education,2006,
77(3) : 381 -429.

[52] Gladieux, L., Perna, L. Borrowers who drop out: A

[53]

[54]

neglected aspect of the college student loan trend [ M ].
San Jose, CA: National Center for Public Policy and
Higher Education,2005.

Dowd, A. C., Coury, T. The effect of loans on the per-
sistence and attain — ment of community college students
[J]. Research in Higher Education,2006,47 (1), 33
-62.

St. John, E. P., Paulsen, M. B. The finance of higher
education: Implications for theory, research, policy and
practice. In M. B. Paulsen & J. C. Smart, The finance
of higher education: Theory, research, policy and prac-
tice[ M]. New York: Agathon Press,2001 ;545 —568.

SEmE:H B



