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The policy effect of ** citizens enrolling together ** under the
background of ** pupils from primary school to junior secondary
school **

Li Zengxu, Fang Yujia

(School of Finance and Business, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234 China)

Abstract: In 2020, major cities across the country have implemented the policy of "citizens
enrolling at the same time™ to alleviate the problem of ""school selection fever" of private schools
in the stage of compulsory education. Based on the prospect theory and the pupils from primary
school to junior secondary school in Shanghai as the background, this paper investigates the
impact of the policy on the choice of junior secondary school in the context of public school
differences and students' different learning performance. The results show that: after the policy,
the school selection effect of counterpart public junior secondary schools remains unchanged;
Private junior secondary schools will generally decline. Therefore, the introduction of the policy
of "citizens recruiting together” will help to alleviate the current problem of "private school
selection fever™; The reasons for the decline of the effectiveness of private junior middle schools
are different for people with different students™ learning performance, which can be divided into
active loss avoidance and passive risk avoidance. In view of the above conclusions, this paper
puts forward the corresponding countermeasures and suggestions.

Key words: Pupils from Primary School to Junior Secondary School; Citizens Enrolling

Together; Policy Effect; Prospect Theory
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