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RESULTS

Research suggests that students living on

campus while studying are more likely to . .
remain enrolled at an institution because of o StUdent |mpaCt e Sllb-gI‘OupS T_gurﬂ Flgure 2
their increased access to campus resources. S S
Most of this research, however, lacks control gl-s S 2
for self-selection bias. The present study Students living on campus Analysis of sub-groups revealed that: g s ks sigificant
investigates the effects of living on campus experienced an estimated 1.35% (ClI: . . 3, Ein
at a university in the Intermountain Region on 0.32% to 2.38%) lift in persistence to ¢ Figure 1 Female students 8.0 g, _
students” likelihood to remain enrolled while the next semester. In other words, 162  experienced an estimated 1.83% lift S Gender S prediction percentile
controlling for self-selection bias. . .
students (Cl: 38 to 285) who were IN persistence to the next semester.
otherwise expected to leave the
institution remained enrolled because ¢ Figure 2 Students from the Figure 3 Figure 4
they lived on campus. bottom, second, and top persistence A _
quartiles did not experience a g e
significant increase in retention, | A L conican
while students from the third 5 Ow Fre s
Comparison @@ Participant persistence quartile experienced an g %
Using variables related to students’ estimated 1.90% |ift. <A S Fulbme parttime
: : o Full-time vs. Part-time
background and a matching technique called 5 ooe
Prediction-based Prope_nsrcy Score Ma_at;hlng e Figure 3 Students living on campus
(PPSM), researchers paired students living S Hh - | J
on campus to similar students not living 88.69 Wit _3 semesters _comp ete _
on campus and compared the average A 87.06/ experienced an estimated 1.59% lift
difference in retention between pairs. This IN persistence.
comparison allowed researchers to control 0.85
for self-selection bias while quantifying the  Figure 4 Full-time students The ﬂlnd_iﬂgir?ftthgsjtufgylflc_mtiﬂue to support the
impbact of livina on cambus on student sub- : : : conclusion al stuaents 11iving on Campus are more
gropups. 2 ¥ Predicted Actual _eXpe”e_nced an estimated 1.26% lift likely to experience a significant increase in their
IN persistence. likelihood to persist.
: : Before Matching (Similarity = 38% After Matching (Similarity = 9/7° : .. : :
Before controlling for self-selection As hypothesized, living on campus is associated
bias, 21,941 students were available W e rerirene - W ERE Sompensen free W eererieme W emeareen G with increased student retention. Even after
for analysis. Students living on campus FompaISon o INTANNE paieipants snd Slgible compaizon students FompAriEen Of MAIEhSd INIUSHE PRMERAnts snd comparson students controlling for self-selection bias, a significant
were approximately 38% similar to the - increase in retention (1.35%) was experienced
comparison group. After matching, 12,002 by students living in university housing. This
students were matched for analysis, with 7 T approximation leads researchers to conclude that
students living on campus being 97% similar = students should continue to continue to make
to the comparison group. By controlling s s efforts to live on campus at the university.

for variables that might contribute to a

student’s decision to persist, researchers

obtained a more accurate estimate of the _ - - o —
impact of housing on student persistence. | oo
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