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Unfinished Transformation: college impact on student changes in universal
access phase in Beijing

BAO Wei

Based on the theory of college impact and student development, using data from the Survey of
Student Engagement, this paper examines the characteristics of higher education system in its
universal access phase in Beijing, and the influential factors of learning outcomes of student.
Descriptive statistics and probit regression model were employed for data analysis. The results
show that with the dramatic growth in the number of students, students’ family economic
background, academic qualification, learning effort and learning behavior are becoming
diversified and heterogenized. In contrast, the curriculum and teaching methods have not made
timely responses, and the transition for student cultivation model of higher education institution is
lagged behind. The results also show that learning outcomes of student are not only the function of
the direct and indirect effect of organizational characteristics of institutions, institutional
environment, student’s background and precollege traits, the interaction with faculty and peers, but
also the level of student involvement.
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TSI AAEME) TR (63%)7 J7 HAFAEAE & IR, KL =0 2 — 2 A ix ee Ty
T AN

REERFE GRS ) I H g o FEatiE . RGVERIN I PE= AR (G RiAe i), &3 Won T
ARG I A VNG 73 (hRUE N HAL,  Bos BE A PPN 45 20 A2 B AR R IOAL D . A
ATLUEEL, 985 B LIBETRREIERIVE . REENE, AR RRE N IPEAR AL T e i . 211
BEAL I TRRE G I P57 W AR T 985 BekL, IF HARGEMEMIN FHPEARIE D 4 i, R W% R
ASAEIX 9 5 THI ) PR K HEAR T TR A B A 1KY — IEARHGEA 1 = AN E AT 73 A DN
GfE, IF HAEDUSEBeR B R S I E, WX IR B AAE RRE I AR SE e At IR s i
IR A R e AHEEZ N, R B R AERRRE A A R P SERIE 5 T SR A AR X
g, MR TER, FERFEGTR SR SERRE AN P, ARV B R 3 T

I RYitE

—0— NI =O— —fi AR —l 211004 —he— 985EAL
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S ERNEE RE IR B AR S S AL
2. BEHETA

HEF TR R BINHE R IR R 58 e H AR R AR T3, Bk 58 3% 5 oE
RIRTFEE AR 22 S 0, SR RO, PR BRI 1 R SCF R Ao el 0 9H 2
Jais SEEREACENVIERIRE ) o 2 2 DGR SR SRR R, e A e i AR A A N T
1o A R W A BRI Tk

BARH AT R B AAE “ ] 2 ARSI B (WAL 65%)7 Jiiii. BFE
MRRFESE ERBURHA BOR R GIANFEA U, FEASEHL T e T B L . (HAER A
RAXBE WINEEERT IR A2 RS PRI A2 ol s LIRS A4 >
Lt ST R A WL I A L o NS THHCA Tk e H R A LR G, “ A TLB)
AT EEAES LT W 24%. “IROERGISEFEGIHEE 7 AT 32%, “ ZOREAE IR AT A
URIGAS)” AL 22%, “lop Rk R, SERATITST” O 22%. “HRHE S FIPENL R s
A 34% “AETRA ) S SR S BE” A 36%.

3. % &

Difge gt R s S A R K v e AU AL, O (R “T)R7 + AR
B AT A CHUN EIRZAMRAD IR A 46%, “ BUMBCRANL” 1K 34%, “ BTS2
FIAEBAAL” & 32%,  “HINRSEENE. N HIVERIIRBE )55 15 30%, “ B Lk
HKAPAR” 3k 20%. il i) R A e e SR AN [ T S B EE AN TR FOSRRAIE, I A& SRR W], AR T
985 el A 211 BER AR IR, — SBASRHGERAN i A SEA (KT % e FEUIE R S

4. A HEE

P BRI A B TR L 0 ik DL R g it DR e 35 80 R I P, A5
V0 A B U PR Bt S B AL A BN IR A IS AR, ST U R At . i
T B E AN BN G, e SERR M A B (L of B Ay i 55 e S5 3 A7-AE T 1)
o HHIT, 220 e A W SRy T (VAN A R R P T 0 8 DR AR AT
TIEEIIANBRESE o FEAn] B R0 Py Lol A5 K8 (R kA58 R AN B AN KRR 2 1K 31 39%,
“H I BCERECE KIAET TK 51%, “HUIN R 5B A RIS Gk 49%, “ B SRR
15 3%, A AR AL IA 48%. FEBCA AT VAN AL R BUAE 22 A H IRt R
2L A & A PR T I R

DO, ARl Bt B L

RIS AN ) AR BT i 27 AR ) 2 ST R IEAT T - R 5 e (911 Bowen, 1977,
Mentkowski & Doherty, 1983, Astin, 1991). IHUKs 254 12 > AR 40 Ky 2l el At
SRR, AU AET RIS, AT 2R 12 S G AT BE ) S LTS i 158 PR 25 e
Tt FEEE, AR BV 73, kAR B O & IR i e . AT
N, TV AN B PP I v SO R A W5 R AR, Xy =0T SR i 5 A
Al RERIA NSEPRBE ) 2 B I I 25 . (HU, e3R8 X — R VA I R BR PE LAtk |
e BRI 1) e WU R B IR VAL 25 R SLT S RS BB 2R DA K S A2 AR AR IR 2 T 2
(A7 ARG — 52 I IR ORI PE , A8 A N AZ AR YO R g 70y 5 2 H A o AT v
o [ AR oAt 2 ik B AR B AR W AT LA B, 3 [ FRAE ) 1AL 7 20k 2 B L 2 W
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K3 RS U A T 45 R

F1 F2 F3
5 NAHAEFIAE 28 68 0.813 0. 199 0.135
GRS BB 1ERE 0. 791 0.196 0. 130
fie M FRE ) 0. 757 0.125 0. 298
BP SN 0.519 0. 281 0.416
XF ) 153 B e 0 ANt P S A 0. 449 0. 694 0. 000
PHALA 2 He ) 0.139 0. 692 0. 249
Bty AWSLARRLSSS (e 0.575 0. 602 -0. 003
B HERE 0.174 0. 538 0. 343
P55 B — e HS YRS R i 0.198 0. 537 0.417
H QB e ) 0.297 0.512 0. 405
AMERE T 0.132 0.016 0.737
R ASINA 0. 108 0.214 0. 689
FIVRER T T ) 1 260 LR T A 0.273 0. 380 0. 557
S TFfE 0.311 0.318 0. 550
HBeEA SRS -0.017 0.414 0.419
HFormkE (%) 20. 261 18. 651 17. 474

HECA T J7¥5: Principal Component Analysis.
Kl Flieht 775 Varimax with Kaiser Normalization.

2% G2 R I A S S HE D HRA) o

T IEAESVRSUT T, A5 LIRS A KA BEH (R F0B0D 19224 (B AR EE B 65%
Ferb 985 BifS 76%. 211 BEfE 63%. — MIAEIHGERE 61%. REERE 68%. HIAEHR22 A fE
JIZPOT I, AWFFRGE T 15 W5 G0, 2l e £8 G 5 509 /1 | # s s A s ) 28
FIRFIE . 3 3 o TR IS B A T b a2k o Ferp IR 7 By i B L AR e A S I
AR AR E. KMO AL 0. 926, R WIHHFE S AL W AR5 Bartlett’ s BRIERIAISE
vHEy 154370, 1, 0 A FERREAS N T 0. 1%, RUIAHOCREEFEA S AL, &S il A
Tortre B #r a5 RSl 17 “ SRR 7 “Hnmeds” MR =40
T, HO7ZETTRAE S R 20. 3%, 18. T%HI 17. 5%, X 7 ZEHIMRRE 129 56. 3%.

LAR 73 5N AT > probi t AN 22 TR PR In] YRR, f S 2 A 2 b sl 52 W DR 38 JRe T
I HKEEAHE IR A BISHELL,  AHIETORE T RE M 2 7E 2 b BOst IR R 31 23 TR

R B AL, X HUR A Rk SR SR RS, 0K 985 Bedk. 211 BiAk. —
FEARHGEA 5 R BE s, ARUCIIAE 471 7o 35 RS ARRRE, BHRHEN 5 (D K
JE AT (2) SORZBFFELL (3) SCRPUIAL, KRB ML B 77—k
TAENGA S RO R SO “F9380k 7 (4) FEERTEL, 2 APk BT /4 S b
gy BRIl B RAHMKUUE 571 7 BN aE ), HAR AN g e
i IR AR A R o B =IO AR, RS — PR AN S ORAL ., e — R
R T B R, RGUEAN HIVE =N R PEIN 5 o 28 —IRECRH T A& Y
AP AL BRI SCARIE BT RERI R - SRS A S Y, o A2 AEAE BRR (127 ST I T AR
RE B A AR RR AR 22 5 SUAT N S BN BRI AL & AR A B AR T N BRANE B 1 2 5 5
If, RS E &R iE S MNS SRS 2 5RO AN RS . 5 22 EE
B FAE . WA R A i P« BOMERE IS 2 A5G0 L [l [ 2 1R 2 ST AR AR
PE” AR R

T AT ST S AN SRS R H 0B IF AR A S rs A H e S ot o L 2> R Bdie o 3
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T4 ARG Pprobi tALAlTH
HAR R PRt 22
_BRBRRAL Bt | 0.04514kk  0.01049
A Y b 0. 034995k 0. 00679
SRS E AL -0. 00839+ 0. 00316
PR SRS AEE A 0. 07709% 0.02113
FRERN (R0 -0. 00534 0. 00938
L AMPRNRRE)) o C0.0746Les  0.01542
BRRE TR -0. 04066 0.01597
o BB %ﬁaéﬂi -0. 10677+ 0.01919
PRAE- N 0. 1054 5%k 0. 01360
IR o . ~0.00842 _ 0.01182
% ST INH[] -0. 06065%x 0. 00548
el gt $@$4 -0. 40215%% 0. 01290
GRS 5 -0. 15115%% 0.01768
L fEWESIZL O -0.06869%x  0.01402
A/ TR B A RSN -0. 02397 0.01111
L&) FfEEE) 0. 06858%k 0.01073
Wald chi2(16) 1955. 72
Prob > chi2 0. 0000
Pseudo R2 0. 0598
FEAEL 20272

(A ] Gt T PEZKOT sk P<L 001, #%%P<, 005, **P<. 05, *P<. 10

Y B, AE 70 BT B IO U R A R (Logit, Probit 1 Tobit) &HUARMGTHIs
o T AL R B RS EEOR T 28R, BFFTI R AT PR, P Probit 4
TR P 2 S 5] 18 FSCACe W I A R N B 2 I — Rk & 4 Won T AR CR A
Probit AN 2 AN KA H BRI R AT 45 R . KIS AR R BN THE, X b
b FSES M R 22 R 2R 1 70 T AR R A «

(1) BB SN ST M . AR B, iR P BRSO AS SR H R
BERAR TARIESRPE B .

(2) AR ARG . SEh SR s, A5 BE P=0. 1 IS, AU,
FEEAL TR S NPT N 7 B . BT, AR
THURHFIE . BeAe RS 55 R 32 A 2EA b, WFR0URBIR 48 3l / BT (2 A
AN BA R F R A i TR IR AT B S ) 22 2 . SRR HH K 22 2
AN EERT 2 B8 ST 2 2 R AN BASREH 1R AR A B

(3)  FRABON ARSI . WFTURY, SRR RS T R GeE . SEAb A
J2 R T FRPRF A R T B, DA 3 PRk SO A G B0 T JR& X 78 SEE AR REAT
A S A 2 R S ) T o

(4 FESLXARGIE . WK 4 WL, frisa B I NS 52T
AR SGAR B AR I 2 25 PR e AR, 222 AR RO 2 ST I TR] R 3 . DRORE L 8D
HPE e, LA IESRINE S R 2 5 FR REAT R T2 A K Ak RS

(5) AR/ FPEILENR b RS R . WFFURIL, BUER B AMG T 22 A0 B
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LSRR A 27 SRR X A 2 A 2 SR AT k3 (R 1

R 5 Bon TREAAERNEIRE ST, B “Renge ) IS 2 K 2 Je ek [ml ) 73 M &
Ko G RGUR TS RS, WFFURIGERAFIE . A EMREFIE, WA, 2452
LKA/ TRl EL B EAEAN FIREBE B S w2 AN FHRE I IR

K5 A ERZ D BE ST RN R 1K) 2 U ) 7 M

A B
BeReERE. PRk . 03] ket
FHETAEH .008
SRR E T . 009
peepgp,  SORPMEHAT (559584 .010
e A ONCIE) . 033 skt
N2 AR ) (el iy 2 7) 027 K
e e . 085 ket
N L HRERGM . 043 swefolok
Rl 025
o U . 015 %
27 2] N [A) . 025 ik
o [EYE RS -. 006
FEBE e mmasns 081 ek
S —. 024 solokok
A/ AR H ) . 022 sk
HE): [ H. ) . 064 *kk
H#5 IR . 031
F1H] 41. 503tk
FEAAY] 19966

(R ] b i 5150 bR vEAk R R 4L
vt B PEKE: seetekP<L 001, skkP<. 005, *%P<. 05, *P<. 10

f. dRERS

T AR BE, BT A BRI 2 R AT S B S R T, o R S8 3 e A
TR NAREIR, feib A B2, HESh 2R R s o BLI T B # e 25 2807 A FE T i )
HEIBR . AWPTUIOE AR PN S, R RSSO ) 5 2 R R SR I OC IR
AU E S e AL A, SR SISE WS s M 1 H AT s A A A B sl S A AR R
FFAE R AFAE R AFSTR 218 ] LUV g n DY

B, BERRFEERERMUNEBEEAENNES, EMSERFHFRIMRS TR
BB T BRI, THEE R M I R N2 TR R A 3

A e SR i A BRI I B TR KB . B R R R R R R
LR 2R, ARBRAERL 22 A SO0 THA R LRI BLR AN, ARS8 e S 1d e
N AR AR IS R R S AR AR I SR B 3K o (B MR8, T2 2 A DL A2
Z AR S . JEPoR BARR BN 2 Sy . FEEAE S TERSCAL SO AN TS/
ANEERT NP AR B R i A2 21 FFANEAT WK H AR SR 022 2R O T 223 A
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A BRI R 5 24 AT, A TIE R MR w985 B 211 ARHGEAL, Bros Bk
T B P AR SRR = S ML BORBEAL -

B, BEERREERENSHL, FEREIBASEITHHILBLIES.

iR Ra Y IR NS E 2 S SEC 1TSS ST sl e oS a kN 2 L R A1 0 B |
IS T) AT SR IL, AEIER BRI S A B A B b, A EAE R T TSR Rl 1
FEZE TN o o J7 L, AT A RABUR W, REESHRE . Bk, A
SERCGRTEIRE Ml kAR b 2RSSR

B, IXTHERBRIZRA, B AN H AR BT T LB )

TN THEREAR AR MK S SLAE R AL 2 U 1 55 B, 2 I3l 2 I B
L AT D A4, 1 A e A R W UM L ARAE R A SO P O T RIRR R, (ALK
SR e T SR AR S . WTSORIL, FERCA ARSI I, — A RHEE A 2% R )™
RS IRAC IR ;s AEEA 0TI, MRS GG N T8 AR Bt AR IR A e e
BIAE T80 PN 2 A 2 SRR, ST 12 ) X5 TSR A7 AEAG 55 70 [R5 8] 5 AT BAATL 5 T
R FWPFRR, — ARG R AR B ) A s s BhAbh, EHe R v
Jrmm, B TERE S A RRAN A 2 I8 RS BE S T AN AL A T 2R TR RS

B0, REFEREV AR T IR SRR S S ARMERME. REES
—iRE. FUREGHTRANEEIIEE. ARERERERRRE. IS 5REUKL
T SH. RZEZ A ERNERE M.

M T2 A RS O BAS AR D AL RE I e R = (08, w] AR I 21
BEE R R IR B R T R 55 (B 1t s Tt iy S e i 3 IR S 2 A 5 20 i
FEW & Z IR BB Rl AR BT BN, AR08 REASMIBRAL 2
XFHE RGBT INENRE ) 1A e R AT s

AEASHIT S A BN R 2% A3 SR AR R B A A el ey 1 RAT B S 5 o Tx
PR FE MR 0K, 57 AL 78 AR 2 AR AR A A AL A L, i DL A O T2,
PAARACER T2 4225 2047 D My 25 20 2 5 RN N T R 208 S50 S B o AR A 50
R, B B WU AN TG B 58 3 B RN Uk S A Bs AT 389 i 2 B3,
[F] I 5 ZER S M Bl 2 2R 2 2 X HE 2 A 2 ST BN IR L . AT SEBL i A e N A A
EAL, A BE LR R SC B SEBL ) R AL B e 1
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