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I. A&

718)9] W5 FEo| WE RS 37X (fairness) 02 o17]= FEHT9 /‘}gl o
A WSS AR Ao B3] A4 miyiAlolt HEe 1S T3 EHETH
A AFH BHlE AYslshe dAl 2xdolth o7t ARF|oA ASAES] F
e AR B9 Al ZHXloltk AN WS 7]3)e] HEs B3 HA AR
EHT ALsiehe oldl&R2rde B76kL, 58T ASlollA nS-2 Al A

e miviEE 71 BRIt 7S] ARAAIA v7do] A e] ws AdF ol
B 7RIt A2 AREJEtoA] @ 3iEE =oEA INHE 0 R HholEo A=
AR olti(Buchmann and Hannum, 2001; Bjérklund and Salvanes, 2011; Hout,
2012). tEIA AEE S T ARSle] A&EE =eh 1S9 7]3] HE5S
Ao mm ABIAAA 29 HHY 3848e Eolde Alxet #Eth

2019 == A HE-R e ZpdE S tiskdAl S8l =7 o]ozl A
5T Wsle w&o V]3] BF AL 7]8e] A7 X%k 2019 1149 28Y
$5(2019b)0ll A HES TIUAE FAA Aspiebo] wlad SYREIAE (5}
DI == AF AP R &£l Ue A= A 1670 ol thal thskrdks
ANEES) AT AFOE 40% o) ALES dustal ok 7595 Yr1ddol
02 JAAZED T4 Erhes dF3 12E e A= Wi’ 2
o] A= MY wFEsE AP HTE =ol7] g AAS 20l T wsS A
ekt al P Ag7hA] o] Do) Alxe} AREETH )74 H&1, 2016).
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THT A WARF Y T od HFo] 7o AR Wi 2R
B O SYZQIA ARRlogE sHEzlo gk gtol7t o] FolAA] dsitt. 3 ¥
o] B& Al Hisf "PEH;QEE O sAsItE T2 dEd &40 17%8}74
&L Utk dlE 2o, FH7I2018)= st WilolA 71+ &3 78] =%

ol ¥ ZA verd °]‘:]'3’— AR} SEANE 18] B4 Al ”2‘45—%]7]'}]'
F(Trends in International Mathematics and Science Study, TIMSS)E ©]-8-3+ 714
FEOIA YA A=t 7S aaE A AEs Aot & o glok digk]
Al A EA0 ZASH o] Wl B 343 AR TS AN
(°13, 2017), o] F42 ALF A E4o] opd 7]3%74] Aol ZAg wet
Al T2 FHT(covariates) & SAITE Fol| = TUS AEo] E=HA & F gith

AT Aot skgo] AASS AFSlAl O frelstiths TR Y R,
2019)& WAl 2 AZE thgtel] Ykt A T =7 sae TR shs HlEol
TOE AT’ st mrPEshE 8 BlERY Erhet] AR SERIRE o]
AL AT mE AP A a5 ehA] 4al Stk skelAISe] A
A Blel RO WAlS AiH o2 Aok vlgo] E7]d(el7]8 H&X,
2016; AT 3&, 2019), BE tiE} st o] £5AAE Hohs FaleY UM
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lo] st 7Sl e] a3} stk S77F 2 5 {itk 7ol wet
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oishiet SHEwt 29 el 4TS /T ek aFelH =T AFol 39l
Zoll7] 7ha frefsha, Tl Se91F AAREI, WASE HEe 715
3 delE UjEQIet BB o) A Ak AT Ak YA S st

E Zol= Aol S FAA A3lEb, 155(2019b)9 ‘tIYAE 2R A3 1w
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1. BSH=o| 3lot 71EHHE &t

AT FPEAD D5 7137 A AAAL] g use] o= 5k
AZAAR =L ek suso] BRI 7S] a9 wstel] gk i
ARl AREJE o] HUgte®E fAEE= E¥STE(Maximally Maintained
Inequality, MMD¥} JFHHo= {FA|=l= EHFE(Effectively Maintained
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QA AR e Hge) WAz AgE st A5t 2HA 39

= 7N 7)= 7gFe] 1t Hanushek and Wopmann, 2006; Killgore, 2009; Van
de Werfhorst and Mijs, 2010; 4777, 2012; A9 AL, 2013). =9
Al S B35 A A= tiske] Eslell AHEA] ¢al 115 WSAE
o] &3lo} thstdAl A=e| B3hE BT EEII:

E5a9) AAare] Yo QIgh aEstnl wse| Bl 15 AlSSE £
28k 7Fs/de] Et(Hanushek and Wopmann, 2006). FAIS LTS S50}
ARkl st SHEo] w27k, 2009; vhAY- 1A, 2009; AR A<
A FFA A, 2012), EZ319} AA}aL 221 SAYe] S Azlo] a1 d|E fjst
8} gEo] F(AFE AR A4S 2012; 1914 AFE, 2013). S5, AAL

39| Ae)E ofet e HEo] & AL B Wow TSEW Ast WAl $5

S-S s wiEelty sHAIRE LSSt ws £3h= A &35 dol gt
8ol A 715l aE Ak 7hsAdo] At 8) sEol Ak dae] 14
F ool &S o J%X g2 Il £S5 v Hoh us v= gt
(Pallas, Entwisle, Alexander, and Stluka, 1994). R 2 1158 we] Adsle} 54
Al A AL AR o] W2 oAl 7824 F¥e 71XItK(Hallinan and
Kubitschek, 1999; Huang, 2009; 3474, 2010). 5 1155t 8te] AlE Axp=
Ef e 71e] FeAE adE B YT TS AN el o &
A el w AH AxE B VAR A8 ¢ ok

T5uEe] B3k Y Ao B34S AFAI A, tiY Al thek AR A
E%M AT zpol= gt gk AT AxE SIS AR, 2013;

2k 2014). 4Tt HE(2019)0) WEH, FATITE the} YAA| ol o

zs} ol <ol Fom, 15w 3shd SHRERE A3 oA 174 T(2012) 9]
Aol wEH, Brel 8, A5 AGAH 5 AAEAIA A917F JsAH Al
ol gk RPN ol Y-S 71Xk o5 ATt A= tiEiA A F
o] st AFetar, tistist Al TS ST o =3k 71Ee A
A o] e38le tdA=S ATH EHSS A F A $AFTH

gt A3 dFe] FeMdo] AslEe tidwse] 34 A3 Gerber and
Cheung, 2008; Kim, Tamborini, and Sakamoto, 2015)& Y3 &4 AHAEE B
LA ATl whet 218} tigke] fiAlol 2polE 7k 2tk tigkyist Ao &
A 49 A=) Fsld (W35, 2006; 78)A-oikE, 2007), A2 bl Ha
et Y-S F7ake 2ol ey Y= Bstar, A441e] A& vls) 2y
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Hog w2 fA19 sl Wshs, ATl o] HEo] Fro| ARZdAIZ] A9
7} GEE BoRITHASA-8TF, 2018). 7I5HlEel wet gist WAde] S8
of thek A= tEnth AT tist Ui ALl dis] duidez =4
g "l Sk ol g2 thel Aol sl &Rt 1AL Shal ATHAIEE, 2004).
71E Q7= wSAES] 23kt B34 7P e el EE Astele Aol
Jee W HoEr

2 AT ML wSAEY 3} T JAAF ] st 7 Ztet o
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A Adstal sAISS APdshe FHoRE A3t Hlde ol o
(Alon, 2009).

UAIA = Hste} 7=l o] FEFE e HAE AAZ O E o] &3] AL 2
(Alon, 2009; 2014)°]t}. &-E(Alon, 2009)2 H|H 2] AF8]Z H|H(social closure) =
ofel] 7Iatste] AlFA S AR A9AIS 2 AR ajAle 2o s
et FARITE Ao ARBlelA] F4kE ol g AlgS S Bz obek
WEE A FE AL FEL vmolA] FESKE AlYo] YA AR F
8 7IEeE =Y $EE Ae A o] tigtiste] XY AHS o7
A3k viAlS] AR o2 Hieta, ol AE B o|F EEskE A EH 7
o] FAPAL FoHAE AS 23] MHow Auditt xEskE Al 71
7de]l WA= tiskdA] Aol A gafid w AsiEan, AN Aol ofskE o ¢ks)
Hoh Axpe] S 4ES aRHoE guis= B3 S(Effectively Expanding
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2) SAT= 1926 =% TAol= Scholastic Aptitude Test®] Ao}, ©]F  Scholastic
Assessment TestZ HFAST, A5 T3] SATE E8]2 thLemann, 1999). PFFIAZ
ACTE American College Testing®] kAo A F& ACTZ EJT.
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Inequality, EEI), 3A5 &3ZoT Z4FE EHS(Effectively Declining
Inequality, EDD) 22 3}t ¢E2 A9} &-g-2] HAL uS EH5S ¥
250 WMAUZOIAT o] FollM= 2-go] o] AujHolgtal TRtk

2-32] WAe] o] AR olfi= Hl=E =3} vRPIAE SAT, ACT A8
wAd gl 9] skl W AP FASkL Q)AL AAISOlA Aol 18kl A
BH/Ado] HFE7] wlEe]tiLemann, 1999; Buchmann, Condron, and Roscigno,
2010; Byun and Park, 2012). 38} Algo] A= A 2A9L AT =}
AE9 LS o838t SRAITHET B E840% NES AP A=l 283
t}. wl= g3 (College Board)®] Halol] EM A5 5] AP4EE 3152
P ET BAZ R FolatAl SAT AP A7 Eoh JISHo=E Wl A
7} 47 Q1FHEt} &t(Dixon-Roman, Everson, and McArdle, 2013). ©] W&o &
FollMes #ESHE AR A st VS WreE Rolgtal AR
(Sacks, 1997).

71l o] s Ao At gd] dRiEo] JARE EESE A
opd 158wl Wilell ZIgkalAl thstial A& e Aldigita 7l e a39=
A Fol AL ot 158 1t AlSst AEE FAlsta, gl W 9
SAHA 717339 GPAS] o) 717 SATY] AT =
5 Itk Zwick and Green, 2007). 1 o-fie 158 WSS theke AT}
SHeAISe] AFA jo] ufizo|th. F-ro| us o] £ SMEY ¢ B
2 GPA7} & 1 ofet vt Alsh A=-S Ao 244 ] tig XIstel]
I3k 21xE H73A D tiCrosnoe and Muller, 2014). E3h =5AF2] A&
WAL} MY IAIE 212 ABlAIZ QIAsl Shalel A wAP ) HoAgE HE
O g2 gk H v, $4 AR 2SS wAke) sty o] BAlE Rt
BEg AR QIAst] AAES] AEE T8t wAk B4 St 439
W3S # &0 (Lareau, 2011; Calarco, 2014; Hagerman 2018). ©|2]g+ AlSol w&
Aejdeke] 2jo|7} SATSF 2ol EFshd AP 71578 9] daF=ol wal, GPA
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SRr) st 29 S8 A5 2 W

S8t GPAVT EFshE AlY
z E‘rv’,fﬁl 7+ s8e SAsks Aol ofyzt AW

et F43) sS4 2]
2} 7] 5 3% 9 AF HE4E H935H7] o Eo|thSaunders-Scott, Braley, and
Stennes-Spidahl, 2018; Zarifa, Kim, Seward, and Walters, 2018). SFX|TF SAT7}
tigtagelAe] dEs dSshs o A Arge dA7= AtkdE =
Sackett, Kuncel, Beatty, Rigdon, Shen, and Kiger, 2012). SAT7} Sl AISL
sh= Aol 71 SAIEE DE(Alon, 2009)2] T4 2] AT Al Fa
H2L ofm, GPAIXE 7157 /32 o] Ada/do] SATS} FrAkskAl vehdth
oA e WAl F AAAIRS] AT A tigt RS =9dlx B8
I, AAEFC TE AF B3] AolE AY A7 AHle ==t diste] A4
St e sAelA tighe] WAdel e AR o) Axprt FEls] wwol(d
W, 2006; 71E]4F014kE, 2007), YAIAF wet AFHEE AYE e} gt FE
of fo|7} Ue=Al A7 BRI} Aok BSo] AAGH & ViAo W thg}
w520 718 Axl= A o= 7hAaglovt A9 s ws 7|3oAe - 1t
A7F BFE R 7] wiZoll(H /4 o15R), 2018), D E thst Ygke] AlFE Apol
of 3k Ao BoAL otk dAAF S AT &3 zlold gt =4S F
2 7leFA A% @ vlalel] ZIRSEAWHRLE, 2017; ©IF, 2017), ﬁlz 5
= AH FAA Bl AAAY ] mE dekaret SFaAAkaL 2419 HlES
Hwsle] AZ S st SS9, 2012; ©]&, 2017), tHEFIA) %iﬁé*d
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3. 7I=HIE0] W2 |E it it 20| FakS 7R k= M| 7fA| B2t O] 10| SHA|

<Figure 1> Diagram of the Associations between Family Socioeconomic Background, the Choice
of Application Type, and the Matriculation into an Elite College
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Aol wet JYE tfE} 218t gEo] DefA= A-D(SES — App
Elite) npR|Eke 71 o] AE tid) 18t i) 7)xe Fe] YAAF]

Rl we} 2elx= A-C-B(SES — App Type — Elite)°|th. A-D9} A-C-BE &

% PAAF ] FFoll whet 715 SES©] FaFo] BetAl= AR2oIARE 1 A 714
7} B2t

7157l wet JE|E e} 23} o] DebAl= olf= wiAle] WA e

F5 239 HE] yEY = Atk dE(Alon, 2009)2] ©]&g wErhd 7Sl
of w} deish= dAFF o] GEiAlE F A B2 F2 vjAle] Mo o8,

R ek A2 = uiA 9t
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o) oprgzo] ojs) AmHTh Y9IAFo] F A5s
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Aol H =2 43S St Aot

1 o)z Al 7 AR 915 Asliske 724, A=A a]le] WAl
Ho} < O] 27] WZoltk Al l‘?‘% U g 18 a3t AT 915
Aelsh= 724, A=z gQlow Ag3t AATY A 37 T AFAY A
o Wl 53 g5aA ”flﬁli()ﬂﬂ] EgetA 2Hske 24 a]lelal, aul
HE WAl 559 7FeAE gElske vladilAle] #RE Wile] A9AISelA &
gJetA| A8k A=A Qclolth olof] ¥l 52 F B AllEo] A9

T Ag-akr 5 AR AR 7138 5 37 ALY BAE B9 s Gl
BRAIZl FRACE 995 Akl Utk ERIAAE REE I 1S
o] E3l= jqlollA FAISNA Beldt AxZ alo=® g3t WitiE 1nl
W wIE FelAE AARAISOA Rl AleA] aRlo g AgIit: olH%
To2 AT A BAF EHE A= F2F ZollEe] Uilrn ok
el A A8 HAlo] o & WHE F v S AFITh T
SIAISS QA7 wiAlY] R AT 2-8o] MRl A5 e
do7le= AR ow g3t

FlollA =23t Al 7HA] A= F 7173 A E st st & ARA &
HAAE ou|sh= 3 HA A=) Bl thi-Ee] 750l A8 435 2
oJFTH( A5 E°], Karabel, 2005; Stull, 2013; Rubin, Denson, Kilpatrick, Matthews,
Stehlik, and Zyngier, 2014; /35 o]471, 2018; o]FH1-H 3, 2020). AlSo| =
=75, TR F{3E A Hol| ArE A2 E st 318t FEo) =k ARAQ]
AL vAE A2 HFE Ak 7l Y] FFo] YA F ] wEt 2EA]
=7toltk. 6915 dAY S 7l EaE WAlRls Al TEEE &
AR FA] ARF, HAZ B F 5395 pE F S, B(SES|SE) > B(SES|
WAl ofF-7t ==he] S4lolh

B(SES|55) > SESHI)E Tolel= A= A dFHe Zo] AE tist
AAZ o e & 7|eEA BAMolth AT E )t Mk = AHA| A=
AAZ/ A EAl0] BHgo] YAl TAEZ/TEAZAY] H|go] AHoR =L
| H*OH TA A= SHRIAIS/AYEA S vlEo] AiF R Fa1 AT/

2419 Hlgo] vt spx|Rt o] A= ffollA AT Al 7HA A= FHo

EMH YA W 778 BE AolE HAE ¥, o] Al 7HA] AE F o]
W AR AR 9 e o7} A=A dEFA] =T




YA AZNA UEbE Aol WA deE st s B 4

Al 714 AE F A-De 7 we) Assks o
vehs ae), AP wet JEE st A Ee] gEiAE ade] Filel
t} HAESA AARTRE FAS AF3ths A5 28(2019)3 71EH170)
£ EEy E4o] A YHbHES A3 o)7]d) HEX(2016)9] A7 A
d Mg we} dAE
g} X138t FEo] GEAIEA oF(F, D] Adhi), YAF wet VEHE &
W7} DEREA(F, B7F € 25 FEIX) o5 v Rz gt A=
7F wiAle] A oR A8l Jrhes EATHE(2019)9] AELS o592 AWt
PAAFo] 2sshs B T Al HA o R AFshe ZIANES AHE ZloR
HiAle} -9 FHHAS vlugh AL ofyth E45-3E(2019)2 AlSel wE
PAR e St Bl =] zlolE HAFE AFolX]|, YAHHe mE AT dT]
2l0lE HAFE AFE otk webA nlE B85 38(2019), o718 H&R
(2016)] A7} BE N2 ARE AT YA, o5 A7 AV A
ARG AaEFAA FElsithe $AE AXSAE 2R 23] 7)9le] dAIHE
Aele BN A el AF-e Hs] Felgt $of el Mg A7 Zlo
2hs 4%t 7Pl SAE wivk o]59] AFERE] A KT FAVE ALST &
g zlolehs 0] 7ks3ith

AT E(2019)9] A7t 7L = FelE A JEIE g 1 e
ASA Zpol7t My Fol whet Ads] FeAA] Frigts, dard(2017)04 B
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7RI} ol gk nigte]Z Aeo] o]Fojd JlsAle Yt D2 k= o) EAk
A AF T IR YA -E FEolth 18 BEE A-D ARAAME AT
F8(2019)9] ATAHHE A9 A¥ol| FH3R= Zlo] Efdaith

AAL-FA, WA BEE =eke] A4S B a3t YAl oJal 22t
A =7F SRl <Figure 1>014 A-C-B A=l o] 7|Ae SAIH = 71517,
PNAF FYZ Aol tlat 7EuA T AP FeAg adE 49
T Atk 2A AFIAR, WIT AFlA 7S] o] 595 AFR
o AdFog Atha FHsE SAw DB E tiE 1At F UjilelE dEellA
sH)AIZe] Hd R wr] wiolct AN ATE i} gk} F WAIST
NAE FAA A FIAISC] B ol-f7t 48] 7ol i AR A
HHHF, Aol 7RIS, 71E5uA T AHge] BeAg Gk AR
BEHH o= v gls Aol

71 Aol W PAIE a3 Aol FAA T & 3 7R He 7S
o] F# glo} NS YANAE FaAg a9E FEIR= Zlolth 7S
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A dzpe} skEe] atols SAIE Zoltk E4l Aul {32 IRkIEA, LHk-At

B AT= AEEET Y (Linear Probability Model, LPM)S &85t} & A9
Al B mdll ol =gy}
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i i J
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<Table 1> Descriptive Statistics by College Prestige

Total Elite Non-Elite
Colleges Colleges

Family Socioeconomic Background
- Income Decile Rank 4.2 5.1 4.1
- Wealth Decile Rank 4.0 4.9 39
- Parents Education Decile Rank 3.6 4.9 34
- Parents Occupation Decile Rank 4.6 5.5 4.5
- Composite SES Decile Rank 5.0 6.4 4.8
Application Types (%)
- Regular: Korean SAT 504 49.7 50.6
- High School GPA 222 11.2 24.0
- Hollistic Review (Hak-jong) 6.7 7.9 6.5
- Interview 4.9 39 5.0
- Essay 4.9 16.9 3.0
- Practice Test 5.6 5.4 5.6
- Others 53 5.1 5.3
High School Types (%)
- Regular: Humanities & Social Sci 50.1 38.6 51.9
- Regular: Science & Engineering 38.2 37.8 383
- Specialized & Autonomous Private 6.4 213 4.0
- Others 5.3 24 5.8
High School Regions (%)
- Seoul 17.0 31.7 14.7

(Seoul: Kangnam 3-gu) 3.7 ©.2) (2.8)
- GyeongGi-Do 247 30.2 23.8
- Other Metropolitan Cities 26.3 18.2 27.6
- Other Regions 32.0 20.0 339
Female (%) 55.7 54.9 55.8
Sample Size 22,463 3,267 19,196

Source: The 2016 and 2017 Graduate Occupational Mobility Survey.

AR F AN = A E disksd HIAZE tigke- Xpol7} Qo) 595 AN
o] Hl&-2 thste] B BAIRle] ARk AxE x}Xlo}xlDP WAIYFEE Soi7t ¢
sy nlATE &2 24.0%<08), LB E gk 1 Akl 11.2%¢°] E3}sic
ol Risl| APE tfeke =EAIFY 5ol 16.9%= it} OE d¥o] 2A|ehk=
H5-2 AYE thsta vldP|E tfg}; Thol] 2 ztol7} §lth o]$-2] & olx= thst
UA HFellA 1 Hlge] 2aL, AP E thskat vl E tigtel] Zje]7} fle HF S
T, AZISIF, 7IE AEE PR A, tiEIA AFES 59T BA, WAST,
%, =%, 7[E T 7R BRItk
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<Table 2> College Application Types and Student Characteristics
by Family Socioeconomic Background

Upper 20%

Middle 60%

Lower 20%

Family SES Family SES Family SES

Application Types: All Colleges (%)

- Regular: Korean SAT 57.1 50.6 43.1
- High School GPA 13.7 23.1 28.4
- Hollistic Review (Hak-jong) 6.2 6.6 7.6
- Essay 7.7 4.5 34
- Others 153 152 17.6
Application Types: Elite Colleges (%)
- Regular: Korean SAT 523 49.2 423
- High School GPA 7.8 13.1 14.1
- Hollistic Review (Hak-jong) 7.3 7.7 11.3
- Essay 18.1 16.1 16.8
- Others 14.6 14.0 15.5
Application Types: Non-Elite Colleges
- Regular: Korean SAT 58.7 50.8 43.1
- High School GPA 15.8 244 29.4
- Hollistic Review (Hak-jong) 5.8 6.5 7.3
- Essay 42 2.9 2.4
- Others 15.6 154 17.8
High School Types (%)
- Regular: Humanities & Social Science 48.7 504 50.7
- Regular: Science & Engineering 36.7 39.1 375
- Specialized & Autonomous Private 11.8 5.6 3.1
- Others 2.9 5.0 8.8
High School Regions (%)
- Seoul 27.6 15.0 12.1
(Seoul: Kangnam 3-gu) 8.6 2.8 1.4
- GyeongGi-Do 252 24.9 23.7
- Other Metropolitan Cities 232 274 264
- Other Regions 24.0 32.8 37.8
Sample Size 4,659 13,318 4,486

Note: Upper, Middle, and Lower family backgrounds are based on the composite SES measure.

Source: The 2016 and 2017 Graduate Occupational Mobility Survey.
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<Table 2>olX& 7159 ARBIAAIA w7 o] FRAE WTE o83, &9
20% AlZ, 59 60% AT, 3H 20% AFoZ Wil T i 54 Hlaske]
ok 7P WA ol g A2 WAlelS A3 A9 Hlgo] steAIFelAE 28.4%
2 AT 13.7%ET} 28] oY =uh BT F8(2019)0] Rugh SR AIF9]
Wil Asrt A =9e o2 gk ZAARTE oflgl tiY] SAIRE tide =2
gk FAolA = Rl

a7 skAISe UklF A Ase ADE tighel 4| ket o

0

E tfst Jskate} nidelE st skae] AT YA E E2E B, tist 9
Aot FHsA AT 5T BAIE T3 AR AiE niFol Ea1, &)
AT WAISTF AEE T3 detAte] i Hlgo] &t FJE gt skt
ThE Vo2 #4931 & ilo] R sl9fAIS A diF e E felsitta 2
E Ugle AL, AT e dAHE 8o HIEs _Tr_a:]o].] Lo o)A
(spurious correlation)©] v, o= Wilo) sieiAISF HsHdo] dds] =AU

< o] B4 Al & = Atk JARF S HEe FAIR & AP AT a7
2ol 5 ZAsfolt $5HT Walo] A% ENERE] JHos AFEeA] HE
& = ok

2. 71ZE1E1} CHOIYA| Y AEHo] 2bA|

tstdA AEF 3 7ol A a3 FAs] o)k, ofd 71

W7E oiEhIAl Mo Hela) AaiAE o) FeA| ATRES s}x}, <Table 3>

ERPR she TlEsl Aotk 75T A

(Korean SAT)E 7|12 WAIRT, 8k, =&9F, 78 139 A™ F5&
HojFErh
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<Table 3> Multinomial Logit Models of the Choice of College Application Type

Application Types
(Ref=Regular: Korean SAT)

. Hollistic
nglészhOOI Review Essay Others
(Hak-Jong)

High School Types (Ref=Regular: Humanities & Social Sci)

- Regular : Science & Engineering 0.119™ 0228 0472 -0407™
(0.043) (0.069) 0.074)  (0.052)

- Specialized & Autonomous Private  -0.827"" 0.349" 0.472"" 07427
(0.121) (0.125) (0.131)  (0.080)

- Others 1.146™" 132777 1722 1368
(0.095) (0.138) 0.517)  (0.097)

High School Region (Ref=Seoul)

- GyeongGi-Do 0.256" 0.339™  -0.105 -0.075
(0.089) (0.119) (0.095)  (0.081)

- Other Metropolitan Cities 0.557" 0.221 -1265 -0.156
(0.101) (0.152) 0.151)  (0.108)

- Other Regions 0.7217 0386  -1.389""  0.004
(0.094) (0.141) (0.168)  (0.094)

Female 0.112" 0.200° 0.740"™  -0.167"
(0.054) (0.085) (0.095)  (0.057)

Family Socioeconomic Background

- Income Decile Rank -0.014 -0.012 -0.016 -0.007
(0.009) (0.014) (0.015)  (0.010)

- Wealth Decile Rank 20.036™ -0.028" 0035 -0.040""
(0.009) (0.013) (0.014)  (0.010)

- Parents Education Decile Rank -0.054™" -0.016 0.044™  -0.011
(0.008) (0.013) (0.014)  (0.009)

- Parents Occupation Decile Rank 20.015" 0.006 0.001 -0.006
(0.008) (0.012) (0.014)  (0.009)

log likelihood -651,926.41

Chi-squared 3,070.950

Note: 1) Numbers within parenthesis are standard errors.
2) * p < .05, ** p < .01, ¥* p < .00]1 (two-tailed test)
Source: The 2016 and 2017 Graduate Occupational Mobility Survey

71EEANA HAFE A nR7IR| = 7152) ARSIgAIA vl7d ol é":%*’?«%
T 95T Al His] WAIRF HEe AdEshs &8l Ytk oldf W) ==
AES Aelshs FE2 FAASETS oItk & 7] Srlas Ak EH?EL
U AY AdElol| A Fre] A5HUR= 2] do] At otk v WsrE
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PRI 50| ZUEs At B AFL Ao g 59T HFS Pl
g0l = dE =0, ARt '8%4 20% =91 AlS Tl ARt 9] 20% 29

Aol A WAF A8 o] 95 BAAE S A9 D Sl (odds-ratio) 7}
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<Table 4> Linear Probability Models of the Admission into Elite Colleges
without Interaction Effects

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Control Variables

- Demographic Y Y Y Y
- Technical Y Y Y Y
- High School Characteristics Y Y

Family Socioeconomic Background

- Income Decile Rank 0.005™" 0.003™
(0.001) (0.001)
- Wealth Decile Rank 0.005™" 0.002"
(0.001) (0.001)
- Parents Education Decile Rank 0.015™" 0.011"
(0.001) (0.001)
- Parents Occupation Decile Rank 0.004™ 0.003"™
(0.001) (0.001)
- Composite SES Decile Rank 0.013™
(0.001)
Application Types (Ref=Regular: Korean SAT)
- High School GPA -0.043™  -0.006 -0.008
(0.005) (0.005) (0.005)
- Hollistic Review (Hak-jong) 0.047" 0.059™" 0.060""
(0.010) (0.010) (0.010)
- Essay 0.316™ 0.291"" 0.292""
(0.016) (0.016) (0.016)
- Others -0.001 -0.005 -0.005
(0.007) (0.007) (0.007)
Adj R-squared 0.066 0.079 0.161 0.157

Note: 1) Demographic variables include birth year, birth place, gender, father absent, and
mother absent. Technical variables include survey year, year of college entrance, and
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gap years. High school characteristic include high school types, the region of high
school, and a dummy variable of Kangnam location. Numbers within parenthesis are
standard errors.
2) * p < .05, ** p < .01, ¥* p < .001 (two-tailed test)
Source: The 2016 and 2017 Graduate Occupational Mobility Survey.
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<Table 5> Linear Probability Models of the Admission into Elite Colleges: the Interaction
Effects between Family Socioeconomic Background and the College Application Types

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5
Application Types (Ref=Regular: Korean SAT)

- High School GPA 0.003  0.005 0.008  -0.007 0.018
(0.009) (0.009)  (0.007) (0.009)  (0.009)

- Hollistic Review (Hak-jong) 0.058" 0.046™  0.038" 0.033 0.045"
(0.017) (0.016)  (0.013) (0.017) (0.017)

- Essay 0.255™" 0.266™" 0213 0241™  0.207™
(0.030) (0.029)  (0.028) (0.031)  (0.034)

- Others -0.009  -0.001 0.004 -0.009  -0.001

(0.011) (0.011)  (0.009) (0.012) (0.012)

Family Socioeconomic Background

- Income Decile Rank 0.009™"
(0.001)
- Wealth Decile Rank 0.008™"
(0.001)
- Parents Education Decile Rank 0.014™
(0.001)
- Parents Occupation Decile Rank 0.009""*
(0.001)
- Composite SES Decile Rank 0.014™

(0.001)
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Application Types x Various Stratification Decile Rank

- High School GPA -0.004"  -0.005"  -0.006" -0.002  -0.006"
(0.002) (0.002)  (0.002) (0.002)  (0.002)
- Hollistic Review (Hak-jong) -0.000  0.003 0.005  0.005 0.003
(0.004) (0.004)  (0.004) (0.003)  (0.003)
- Essay 0.008  0.006 0.018™ 0.011"  0.014”
(0.005)  (0.005)  (0.005) (0.005)  (0.005)
- Others 0.000  -0.001 0.001  -0.000  -0.001
(0.002)  (0.002)  (0.002) (0.002)  (0.002)
Adj R-squared 0.148 0.146 0.157 0148  0.155

Note: 1) All models control for demographic, technical, and high-school characteristic covariates.
Demographic variables include birth year, birth place, gender, father absent, and mother
absent. Technical variables include survey year, year of college entrance, and gap
years. High school characteristic include high school types and the region of high
school. Numbers within parenthesis are standard errors.

2) * p < .05, ** p < .01, ¥* p < .001 (two-tailed test)

Source: The 2016 and 2017 Graduate Occupational Mobility Survey.
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<Table 6> Linear Probability Models of the Admission into Elite Colleges : the Interaction
Effects between High School Region and the College Application Types

Model 1 Model 2
High School Region (Ref=Seoul)
- GyeongGi-Do 0.025  (0.013) -0.019 (0.013)
- Other Metropolitan Cities 0.082  (0.014)™ -0.074  (0.014)™
- Other Regions 0.068  (0.013)™ -0.055  (0.013)™
Application Types (Ref=Regular: Korean SAT)
- High School GPA 0.010  (0.021) 0.020 (0.021)
- Hollistic Review (Hak-jong) 0.104  (0.034)” 0.098 (0.034)"
- Essay 0379 (0.028)™ 0366 (0.028)"™"
- Others 0.014  (0.020) 0.015  (0.020)
Family Socioeconomic Background
- Income Decile Rank 0.004 (0.001)™
- Wealth Decile Rank 0.002 (0.001)"
- Parents Education Decile Rank 0.011 (0.001)"™"
- Parents Occupation Decile Rank 0.004 (0.001)™"

Application Types x High School Region (Ref=Seoul)
- High School GPA

x GyeongGi-Do -0.027  (0.025) -0.027  (0.025)
x Other Metropolitan Cities -0.027  (0.023) -0.027  (0.023)
x Other Regions -0.040  (0.023) -0.041  (0.022)
- Hollistic Review (Hak-jong)

x GyeongGi-Do -0.041  (0.041) -0.031  (0.040)
x Other Metropolitan Cities -0.052  (0.039) -0.038  (0.038)
x Other Regions 0.075  (0.037)" -0.064  (0.036)
- Essay

x GyeongGi-Do 0.139  (0.037)™ 0.132  (0.037)™
x Other Metropolitan Cities -0.041  (0.051) -0.030  (0.050)
x Other Regions 0.147  (0.049)” -0.140  (0.049)"
- Others

x GyeongGi-Do -0.035  (0.024) -0.032  (0.024)
x Other Metropolitan Cities -0.033  (0.023) -0.024  (0.023)
x Other Regions -0.023  (0.022) -0.021 (0.022)
Adj-squared 0.144 0.159

Note: 1) All models control for demographic, technical, and high-school characteristic covariates.
Demographic variables include birth year, birth place, gender, father absent, and mother
absent. Technical variables include survey year, year of college entrance, and gap
years. High school characteristic include high school types and the region of high
school. Numbers within parenthesis are standard errors.

2) * p < .05, ** p < .01, ¥* p < .001 (two-tailed test)

Source: The 2016 and 2017 Graduate Occupational Mobility Survey.
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<Table 7> Linear Probability Models of the Admission into Elite Colleges: the Interaction Effects
between High School Types and the College Application Types

Model 1 Model 2
High School Types (Ref=Regular: Humanities & Social Sciences)
- Regular: Science & Engineering 0.040  (0.007)"" 0.008 (0.010)
- Specialized & Autonomous Private 0308  (0.021)™ 0.121 (0.034)™
- Others 0.006  (0.022) 0.020  (0.027)
Application Types (Ref=Regular: Korean SAT)
- High School GPA 0.005  (0.007) 0.023  (0.010)°
- Hollistic Review (Hak-jong) 0.056  (0.013)™" 0.049  (0.020)"
- Essay 0313 (0.025)™" 0.254 (0.039)™
- Others -0.002  (0.009) 0.006 (0.013)
Family Socioeconomic Background
- Income Decile Rank 0.004 (0.001)™"
- Wealth Decile Rank 0.002  (0.001)"
- Parents Education Decile Rank 0.011 (0.001)™"
- Parents Occupation Decile Rank 0.004 (0.001)™
- Composite SES Decile Rank 0.010 (0.001)™

Application Types x High School Types (Ref=Regular: Humanities & Social Sciences)
- High School GPA

x Regular: Science & Engineering 20.021  (0.010) -0.015 (0.010)

x Specialized & Autonomous Private 20.110  (0.048) -0.070  (0.047)

x Others -0.041 (0.024) -0.053  (0.024)
- Hollistic Review (Hak-jong)

x Regular: Science & Engineering 0.009 (0.021) 0.012 (0.021)

x Specialized & Autonomous Private 0.027  (0.054) 0.029 (0.053)

x Others -0.067 (0.032)" -0.075  (0.032)
- Essay

x Regular: Science & Engineering -0.086  (0.033)" -0.089  (0.033)”

x Specialized & Autonomous Private 0.150  (0.040)™" 0.129  (0.042)”

x Others 0280 (0.138)" 0.302  (0.139)
- Others

x Regular: Science & Engineering -0.001  (0.014) -0.000 (0.014)

x Specialized & Autonomous Private -0.017  (0.033) 0.000 (0.033)

x Others 0.025  (0.027) -0.029  (0.027)




A AmolA Yehus 23 MAs JYE st Jste AN 65
Application Types x Composite SES Decile Rank
- High School GPA -0.005  (0.002)"
- Hollistic Review (Hak-jong) 0.001 (0.003)
- Essay 0.011  (0.005)"
- Others -0.001  (0.002)
High School Types x Composite SES Decile Rank
- Regular: Science & Engineering 0.006 (0.002)"™
- Specialized & Autonomous Private 0.030 (0.005)™
- Others -0.004  (0.004)
Adj-squared 0.160 0.161

Note: 1) All models control for demographic, technical, and high-school characteristic covariates.
Demographic variables include birth year, birth place, gender, father absent, and mother
absent. Technical variables include survey year, year of college entrance, and gap
years. High school characteristic include high school types and the region of high
school. Numbers within parenthesis are standard errors.

2) * p < .05, ** p < .01, ¥* p < .001 (two-tailed test)

Source: The 2016 and 2017 Graduate Occupational Mobility Survey.

o2 24 1we] f3o] AYE gt 4t 71x= B A
2t G@eAlEA AuEAL 7E Al mEE A awe] {3l weh A
Aeist Z3p7F DeRit) <Table 7> w49] 232 7152] ARRIZEAIZ] vl a3t&
TAIG Foll = ER-AARL S| AT E the} Y3t FEe] A F =2
A E7toltk <Model 1>2] a0l §8 FEFol|A Hol% EEy A AlaE dukar
Hr} AZE tfg} 8t SEo] s £k & Bol, YWkl JRAR F

30.9%ERNE =T}

ofl Al LRk QIEA thH] 30.9%EJNE Dot EE-AALLS] o] YAl
Ao A 19.8%FENE(=0.309-0.111)Z Z0E=t} o] A= o]=o] 158w &
o] 715l e BAISE Fol= ool M B & HE 283 2 <l

ZE g} 218 gEo] Eolxiths /8 £1(2012)] Adel A7) =95
TARY Y a3 e FeRtsE T F3d OS Mgt =E9F FAI A
E5a-ApAk0e] JYE el st FES Ikal JIEA) Bl 14.9% 2RI E ¢
= B2 7|viet 2] AT A tin] EHEA-AARALY o)Fo] B EEEHA]

A stk

2R

¢

e



66 "S=AL3|Eh) A543 A|35(20201)

Uutar JEAI} o] FAIY] AolE AHEH, 45 A M= Lrtal o] FA|
o] A E fig} g}t gEo| gHta JAFAIRG 4.0%:}_?_15 EIATE =& F

ARG A E W WL o AT Yuka QRAS] WE th3} 13} 55
E

N
e

Aoz frofalA] e ol

A7 E=F 1 43 BN FeshE, 1 A B 0“?45 ofg} <l
8 shEe] Aol EEUF FARFAAN AY A1, I TReol F59F A
WalglE APl 13 o] ABE tfg 1st &) 71A= Oﬂ%kt 7V A

a¥gd w3 we} Z1EEEe) Bnks 9elAE7) <Table 7>9) R W
A m@olx AZ Wss BAEGANL 1w §35 7= 2ol dsEte
a7} Qs S sl olE Fekel] 9akel <Model 2>oll4 <Model
1>9] W] 7} SRS} 1 F80) Fuate, 1S FEAES) <]
NAHFe| 3528 FNeI9E IR SR AA LS} 11 FEA Ee)
FeAg a3} ool 4Rhg Bl

71N A 5 QY )L ERIAAT 1A e A% Gy} BE 7}
)7 wigel Bo] YA, olH Hwel ms Mot
<Table 5>014 715007 WS F &5 AL =695 APH A4S 1ol
as7lel EEaAAkTe] Aok AE BN F2 R WS Zvke] w5
Tk TEA 71 WEE FRATIL o Rme) &5 AL w8 Ao
tiAsle] R SHalgiEr, RE mgolx 1S4 SR AT Ent
& 5 BAHCE ot 5 71~LHH7ﬂ ojR7 ZAstieks S5
AL 22 SARE Aole] A% E3be ANka E2AE Alole] A% Evkntt o
. gutust EET AT 25 F9ASAA AeE tfe} 38} sHEo] EA
TAARTL YR AZe] 2 Axlr} Qekmnc o

%s—z-xm_ 1 S Adrele] T FelN 94 B8 ATTe
24 Jok EETLAALT] Solrb lEu|e] Evke ghslEnia Z|gfaly] 4
). 3kATk ol2]3t 7|t ohs W2 EEILAATE I TAY hReA dE o
5 943 g JlEHA AF TR ek

n2

JE

10) =£AF FA00A 718} 1n {39 4524 G} 005 EAAM Fo3la Ag #E 2
ok AT Zg 10 24 F =EUF FAE AT BETE 49 BASiT) JE 1a &
B FAHCE Fog Ed= BHOAE AT 1F LFE He Z0] Bt



YA A=A dehdes 282 WA dYE i3 Jste 344 67

6. A7 (robustness) 22

B Aol B4 A3t m&o]l EX(model specification)@} F-H3HA] AAE]A|
A7} HeA F7F AEE sk 4, o] At Aol wet thER| Yoty
flet] <Table 5>9] 7[5l SHARE o83 2SS AL 1 23,
W 2 WAL Ao 7l @ o] 59T BAIRD SAIRCE o8t
Al Srom, Alg FEAE dq Ttoll & Zpol7t gISlth Agol wet a3t gt
A=A Dot 7] flal, AEASAILL AAESHAIZ UrolA 22 R3S 783K

B oko] Ao} iR 2 G591 BAI A 717 e @

o] WAl AR Zth SA= 7Isld Wit ofle) e BE ¥
5T NS R FEAE At s JoBE olF FAlEof ftkal F
e ZAoltk ol2Igt ZAANZE Wt YAl B E <Table 5> SL3F A
£ Al EEE Ak 1Y 7IElE SRR #hol 5 HF A
AREL 001437, WAL 915 AL 0.008F <Table 5> Y AAE A
AYE thste] 2242 AFoE v B4 At SRR AEsh] Sk
AP E dtiste] H9E o2 7= 114'3}93\ 19h 25 YA9F dFellA 71l
79 g3t 595 AAIRD B Ao et AEE gistke] HMYE =
AR F7F oA F5E 77 9/1% 1 o e "Qﬂﬁi tigke] HMeE &
ArE(dE2g a3t obd) 71 o] FaIT AR Aidelth o= VS
Hj7g o] st gl 71A= daFe] A9 tigi F49] tighlA o au= A
< otk 2] FFsHY, FeAISe] A FAE Bl AhAE 4] distl

Bl Zeteiets, $789 tistel 18 157l vle dasta Aok & A7
o] FEAL oA, wEE T3 Al AL Z1AA F7de] thste] ApA|sh=
Aol A3k F5 A7}t a8t

o

U

O

1) #712 A28 DB ste] 2444 Aot (1) i, AL, A, EFF, KAIST,
£ o3, 2) 2o, AR, AL, 4D, DA, B0, TILBT), KAIST, ZE o
ﬂt () 3], A, Aol B, QA0 elsielel, $t, BT, EFF, KAIST,

£ o3, (4) Lol FALR 49 20917 Tk, RE ojsjrjolt). o] 244 Yoo
ol claE1S) Sl T, GRAOE SKY:. AT, A S A 2 Ao
WFE ste] Wol2 BT TP



68 T3TALE|S}; A|54%] A3E(2020%)

B 7o) A7 maolx ASAT A5 FhEsE BN, niXY 224
AEow QAR 1] dateio] Gl Al Slaly T2 5%

B4 B1p] SAate] AR, AL AL <Table 5>8 AZIPA, 2
2o 9L NANG WI7E YAk AP HEPL PSR FAT B
RIS SRS ST 2 Slel, TS FAGA B 2 o4 )

2 AU IR 2 S kel e Uil ARk A ASE B
A9 € 1 1) AR, 1 W BAH0E Relvle gk elsic

V.EE 4 4&

o] AT 715 ARSIEAA AT 24l A|Yo] AYE e} Fste] 7)A& &
7} gt YA et DebA=A] 2016~2017 EARYAH 224 AARE
83te] A7 WMol 71E} FHE covariate) S FAITH & AS3IRTE AHE &
okstm, AR, st YA ] Mele 2zpe)7) opgl viEu A 2 4 x| d7}
U3 A= QU 71 ARIAIS, Al A 1a, SR ARk 241
o] WAlLF AR 59T AAE G438 Assidt /A s 24 1
we] EAol 2 YAHE A5 Afol= ABE tigl] HAEE st I

o7 Jehdth mebA olefdt dY a3 FASH] 4 A 7IEFAE F H 7P
7 B JdARF met tEnka = A, A AR YA F
UE AT aaE sk JES 7EA Ak SHAIRE ol g HEkRS AATA| 2t
5 VA AR deag s BAIHSE fo3it o]zle] B AT
o] 7 Wix T8 i Aotk 7l <] Tﬁﬂ 275 AP E gk 4t
gEo| w24, 71l e WIEThE 59T AFdA SAFSE 19
-5}74] Ak FEe| &5 ML w& FF %01]%1 A E e}l 7|2|= FFFol

PRt AleIA Fgke A, 71Ee] - 2l 9% A1 AP 3

Zo] olg} =&9F FAIMFeItE E3] R 1§ FFo] B4R =T
TANE S T3l APE sl 1Sk FEo] AR StFel TR A%k
o]-f+= ko] TR W EY Zoltk Jx, gukrlor ER _;(]./\].J_ =418 gk

S0} I Tt st el Herl, IS AFREE 59T A



YA A=A vehdes 252 WA dYE i3 Jste] 344 6

=)

AYelA o =7, =595 SAAGelA 34135 H =t} olgfd Ak FHow
19973 HlAA HR|o) e} BB A E4S0] ulllA e o s
o S100] e Astolc), A9AZS SIS AAE Db AR
B AT B4 FolA T meekn) T, Bme) ASAAE WA 58

TAL 5 2 T FEE FAT F el ssnr viGEd 22 8

oA fElsite 71 fliTh Wialol A EA41 SAASA fEfsite 71

_llm A

o Qae A 241 Spao] ATIAOR SRt WA AEshs Auwige) 2
ok
HLER0190)] HYAE THY FIPPP & T 90T QPO 47

| A= gl el 59T HHOE 40% ol AYAS ALES Avstar §)
TS WS =T FARES HAIH0E HAG dHolt) o]zig WS}
T E e} {igtel 71X]= VIS AE of9Al WStAIE ZA171? 2009
o]% thig} YA 274 Ae] wid WSk, dAHE FE B =
A7) wioll B A7) FEA o ZAG vl o] BEsita & 4 Qick 1
o= EBFsta Al I AF wWsp) dBE tiE; EAke] AlF EEE oE
WA AR A Bl oM, A E3E Jigs) B ¢ ok olgd e
FA7IEE BANEe] Fa% FHoltt o]E 9I8t] ISl FRAE} YA A
3, 1 3 F 7R A aaE A 2 S AR SEsknh 1 &
A whet YA FH] B WslslA] 7] wlEel A EE FU1HA
gL, e Qe 71e2 Wge) tjBo] FATE AjlEAth 1 Aol 7]
Histe] AlE A9 20%, T 60%, 18]l 3k 20%2] AE)E st W8k BE 7|
kS Alksldtt. <Figure 2>7}F 21 Aol

(]

rr _Q

{-‘V



70 "E=ARE ey A543 A3 E(20201)

<Figure 2> Expected Probability of the Matriculation into an Elite School
by Family Background and Application Types
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Note: The distribution of control variables are assumed to vary by family background, but
fixed regardless of the application types.
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<Table 8> Expected Number of Admissions to Elite Colleges by Family Background
among 1,000 Applicants across Variant Mix of GPA and SAT-based Admission Quotas

Upper 20% Middle Lower 20%
Pamily SES - 0% Pamily SEs  C4)
Family SES
(A) 100% GPA (342) (560) (98) (1,000)
(B) 20% SAT, 70% GPA & 10% Essay
- SAT 90 100 10 (200)
- GPA 205 431 63 (700)
- Essay 56 41 4 (100)
(Sum) (351 (572) a7 (1,000)
(O) 30% SAT & 70% GPA
- SAT 140 145 15 (300)
- GPA 202 417 81 (700)
(Sum) (342) (563) 95) (1,000)
(D) 50% SAT & 50% GPA
- SAT 216 256 28 (500)
- GPA 130 306 64 (500)
(Sum) (346) (563) 91 (1,000)
(E) 70% SAT & 30% GPA
- SAT 281 375 44 (700)
- GPA 71 187 42 (300)
(Sum) (352) (563) (86) (1,000)
(F) 100% SAT (361) (564) (75) (1,000)

Note: The distribution of control variables are assumed to vary by family background, but

fixed regardless of the application types.
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Adaptation Strategy of the Upper Class and Fairness in Elite
College Admission

ChangHwan Kim
University of Kansas
Heeyoun Shin
University of Kansas

It is a well known fact that the probability of higher education is positively associated
with the family socioeconomic (SES) background. There are multiple types of the college
application and evaluation system in South Korea. Whether the influence of family SES
varies by the application types has been hotly debated in South Korea. However, robust
research on this topic is rare. Evidence supporting that the GPA system is relatively more
favorable to students from the lower family SES and from rural areas than the SAT system
is mostly based on descriptive statistics which limit their sample to those who entered the
elite colleges. Because students from the lower SES tend to prefer the GPA system over
other types, the analyses based on elite college goers cannot separate the interaction effect
between SES and the application types from the selection effect into the GPA system.
Using the 2016-2017 Graduates Occupational Mobility Survey, we assess the effect of the
family SES on the probability of the matriculation into elite colleges and examine whether
the effect of the family SES varies by the application types. We measure the family SES
based on income, wealth, parents’ education, occupational prestige, and a composite index
of these four criteria. Our results show that the influence of family SES is statistically
significantly bigger in the SAT system than in the GPA system, even after controlling for
high school types, region, and demographic covariates. Unlike the popular belief, the GPA
system is not more favorable to the rural high school compared to the SAT system. These
findings imply the importance of the adaptation strategy of the upper class in college
entrance.

Key words: college entrance, family socioeconomic background, elite colleges, fairness,
adaptation strategy
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<Appendix 1> Correlation Coefficient Matrix of Family Socioeconomic Variables

Income Wealth Parenjcs Parent§ Composite
. . Education  Occupation SES
Decile Decile . . .
Rank Rank Decile Decile Decile
Rank Rank Rank
Income
Decile Rank 1.000
Wealth
Decile Rank 0.563 1.000
Parents Edu
Decile Rank 0.291 0.238 1.000
Parents Occ
Decile Rank 0.229 0.191 0.436 1.000
Composite SES /3, 0.699 0.691 0.661 1.000

Decile Rank

Source: The 2016 and 2017 Graduate Occupational Mobility Survey. All correlation coefficients
are statistically significant at « <.001.



