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‘ Colleggs taking anotlieul look at value of merit-based aid*
‘ Good grades and high test scores still matter — a lot — to many colleges as ‘
they award financial aid.

‘ But with low-income students projected to make up an ever-larger share of the }
college-bound population in coming years, some schools are re-examining whether.
| that aid, typically known as “merit aid”, is the most effective use of precious

institutional dollars.
‘ George Washington University in Washington, D.C., for example, said last week |
| that it would cut the value of its average merit scholarships by about one-third and

reduce the number of recipients (35 3), pouring the savings, about $2.5 million, |
‘ into need-based aid. Allegheny College in Meadville, Pa., made a similar decision

| three years ago.

Now, Hamilton College in Clinton, N.Y., says it will phase out merit scholarships
altogether No current merit-aid recipients will lose their scholarships, but need-based

| aid alone will be awarded beginning with students entering in fall 2008. ‘

‘ Now all colleges offer merit aid; generally, the more selective a school, the less

| likely it is to do so. Harvard and Princeton, for example, offer generous need-based r
| packages, but many families who don’t meet eligibility (##%) have been willing to |
pay whatever they must for a big-name school.

For small regional colleges that struggle just to fill seats, merit aid can be an |

| important revenue-builder because many recipients still pay enough tuition dollars |
over and above the scholarship amount to keep the institution running.

But for rankings-conscious schools in between, merit aid has served prlmanly
as a tool to recruit top students and to improve their academic profiles. “They’re
trying to buy students,” says Skidmore College economist Sandy Baum.

Studies show merit aid also tends to benefit disproportionately students whol
could afford to enroll without it. ‘

“As we look to the future, we see a more pressing need to invest in need-based
aid,” says Monica Inzer, dean of admission and financial aid at Hamilton, which

' has offered merit scholarships for 10 years. During that time, it rose in US News &
World Report’s ranking of the best liberal arts colleges, from 25 to 17. ‘

Merit aid, which benefited about 75 students a year, or about 4% of its student |

body, at a cost of about $1 million a year “served us well,” Inzer says, but “to be‘



discounting the price for families that don’t need financial aid doesn’t feel rigﬁt ar;y ‘
more.”
Need-based aid remains by far the largest share of all student aid, which
includes state, federal and institutional grants. But merit aid, offered primarily by
| schools and states, is growing faster, both overall and at the institutional level.
Between 1995-96 and 2003-04, institutional merit aid alone increased 212%, |
compared with 47% for need-based grants. At least 15 states also offer merit aid,
typically in a bid to enroll top students in the state’s public institutions.
But in recent years, a growing chorus (5 OB 7 ) of critics has begun |
‘ pressuring schools to drop the practice. Recent decisions by Hamilton and others |
may be “a sign that people are starting to realize that there’s this destructive
competition going on,” says Baum, co-author of a recent College Report that raises‘
concerns about the role of institutional aid not based on need. ‘
David Laird, president of the Minnesota Private College Council, says many of |
his schools would like to reduce their merit aid but fear that in doing so, they would i
lose top students to their competitors. ‘
“No one can take one-sided action,” says Laird, who is exploring whether to seek |
an exemption (¥ %) from federal anti-trust laws so member colleges can discuss how ‘
they could jointly reduce merit aid. “This is a merry-go-round that’s going very fast, ‘
and none of the institutions believe they can sustain the risks of trying to break away
by themselves.”

A complicating factor is that merit aid has become so popular with middle-income
families, who don’t qualify for need-based aid, that many have come to depend on it.
And, as tuitions continue to increase, the line between merit and need blurs.

That is one reason Allegheny College doesn’t plan to drop merit aid entirely.

“We still believe in rewarding superior achievements and know that these
top students truly value the scholarship,” says Scott Friedhoff, Allegheny’s vice
president for enrollment.

Emory University in Atlanta, which boasts a $4.7 billion endowment (F8),
meanwhile, is taking another approach. This year, it announced it would eliminate |
loans for needy students and cap them for middle-income families. At the same time, |
it would expand its 28-year-old merit program.

“Yeah, we’re playing the merit game,” acknowledges Tom Lancaster, associate
dean for undergraduate education. But it has its strong points, too, he says. “The |
fact of the matter is, it’s not just about the lowest-income people. It’s the average
American middle-class family whe’s being priced out of the market.”
*A few words about merit-based aid:

Merit-based aid is aid offered to students who achieve excellence in a given




area, and is generally known as academic, athletic and artistic merit scholarships.
Academic merit scholarships are based on students’ grades, GPA and overall |
|academic performance during high school. They are typically meant for students |
| going straight to college right after high school. However, there are scholarships for |
current college students with exceptional grades as well. These merit scholarships ‘
usually help students pay tuition bills, and they can be renewed each year as |
long as the recipients continue to qualify. In some cases, students may need to be
recommended by their school or a teacher as part of the qualification process.
Athletic merit scholarships are meant for students that exce/ () in sports
jof any kind, from football to track and field events. Recommendation for these
' scholarships is required, since exceptional athletic performance has to be recognized
| by a coach or a referee (¥ #!]). Applicants need to send in a tape containing their best
| performance.
Artistic merit scholarships require that applicants excel in a given artistic area.

| This generally includes any creative field such as art, design, fashion, music, dance

| or writing. Applying for artistic merit scholarships usually requires that students
submit a portfolio (3%%§) of some sort, whether that includes a collection of artwork,

a recording of a musical performance or a video of them dancing.

| With more and more low-income students pursﬁing higher education, a number of
colleges are
[A] offering students more merit-based aid
[B] revising their financial aid policies
[C] increasing the amount of financial aid
[D] changing their admission processes
[ #t 2 | low-income students,
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What did Allegheny College in Meadyville do three years ago?
[A] It tried to implement a novel financial aid program.

[B] It added $2.5 million to its need-based aid program.

[C] It phased out its merit-based scholarships altogether.

[D] It cut its merit-based aid to help the needy students.
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The chief purpose of rankings-conscious colleges in offering merit aid is to

[A] improve teaching quality [B] boast their enrollments

[C] attract good students [D] increase their revenues
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Monica Inzer, dean of admission and financial aid at Hamilton, believes

[A] it doesn’t pay to spend $1 million a year to raise its ranking

[B] it gives students motivation to award academic achievements

[C] it’s illogical to use so much money on only 4% of its students

[D] it’s not right to give aid to those who can afford the tuition
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5. In recent years, merit-based aid has increased much faster than need-based aid due

to

[A] more government funding to colleges
[B] fierce competition among institutions
[C] the increasing number of top students
[D] schools’ improved financial situations
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6. What is the attitude of many private colleges toward merit aid, accordmg to David
Laird?
[A] They would like to see it reduced.

[B] They regard it as a necessary evil.

[C] They think it does more harm than good.

[D] They consider it unfair to middle-class families.
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Why doesn’t Allegheny College plan to drop merit aid entirely?

[A] Rising tuitions have made college unaffordable for middle-class families.

[B] With rising incomes, fewer students are applying for need-based aid.

[C] Many students from middle-income families have come to rely on it.

[D] Rising incomes have disqualified many students for need-based aid.
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Applicants for athletic merit scholarships need a recommendation from a coach or




a referee who their exceptional athletic performance.
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10. Applicants for artistic merit scholarships must produce evidence to show their
in a particular artistic field.
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In famlhes with two;;;klng parents, fathers n;ai; have more n;lgaét;n_a C_hlld s
language development than mothers, a new study suggests.
! Researchers _47 92 families from 11 child care centers before their children
; were a year old, interviewing each to establish income, level of education and child
' care arrangements. Overall, it was a group of well-educated middle-class families,
with married parents both living in the home. |
When the children were 2, researchers videotaped them at home in free-play |
sessions with both parents, 48 all of their speech. The study will appear in the
| November issue of The Journal of Applied Developmental Psychology.
The scientists measured the 49 number of utterances (iE1&) of the parents, the ‘
number of different words they used, the complexity of their sentences and other 50
| of their speech. On average, fathers spoke less than mothers did, but they did not ditfer
' in the length of utterances or proportion of questions asked. \
Finally, the researchers 51 the children’s speech at age 3, using a standardized
language test. The only predictors of high scores on the test were the mother’s level
| of education, the 52 of child care and the number of different words the father used.

The researchers are 53 why the father’s speech, and not the mother’s, had an effect. ]

‘ “It’s well 54 _that the mother’s language does have an impact,” said Nadya Pancsofar, |
the lead author of the study. It could be that the high-functioning mothers in the study had |
55_had a strong influence on their children’s speech development, Ms. Pancsofar said, “or |

it may be that mothers are 56 in a way we didn’t measure in the study.”
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‘ Many countrles have made it 1llegal to chat mto a hand- he]d mobile phone while
\dnvmg But the latest research further confirms that the danger lies less in what a
'motorist’s hands do when he takes a call than in what the conversation does to his brain. |
'Even using a “hands-free” device can divert a driver’s attention to an alarming extent. \
Melina Kunar of the University of Warwick, and Todd Horowitz of Harvard
Medical School ran a series of experiments in which two groups of volunteers had!
|to pay attention and respond to a series of moving tasks on a computer screen that;
were reckoned equivalent in difficulty to driving. One group was left undistractedi
'while the other had to engage in a conversation using a speakerphone. As Kunar and
Horowitz report, those who were making the equivalent of a hands-free call had an|
‘average reaction time 212 milliseconds slower than those who were not. That, theyl
\calculate, would add 5.7 metres to the braking distance of a care travelling at lOOkph
‘They also found the group using the hands-free kit made 83% more errors in their



| tasks than those who were not talkmg
\

To try to understand more about why this was, they tried two further tests. In one, ‘
lmembers of a group were asked simply to repeat words spoken by the caller. In thew
lother, they had to think of a word that began with the last letter of the word they hadl
|just heard. Those only repeating words performed the same as those with no distraction, ‘
but those with the more complicated task showed even worse reaction times — an|
‘average of 480 milliseconds extra delay. This shows that when people have to consider|
l the information they hear carefully, it can impair their driving ability significantly. [
[ Punishing people for using hand-held gadgets while driving is difficult enough,‘
|even though they can be seen from outside the car. Persuading people to switch their|
lphones off altogether when they get behind the wheel might be the only answer. Who

knows they mlght even come to enjoy not havmg to take calls
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47. Carrying on a mobile phone conversation while one is driving is considered
dangerous because it seriously distracts
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4%, In the experlments the two groups of volunteers were asked to handle a series of
moving tasks which were considered
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hands-free call took to react than those who were not.

[ 541 ] =BT8took ( % ) R =G K thanFRkBARMERKIEAN— T H EERHK
BN FRRE B DR 1E, RIRTIIBLREAEE T H R IR BIEXFT
HHIA B BT 8] EE AR LE R 2 F 80 A 18212 milliseconds, {EIZIFHENE
P 5 FRIGTHE, HMEKXE, ¥R7EEIRIEH212 millisecondsi
% D Hamore timefEAE

[ %% ] more timeo

[/or ] LB £ NG ESMIERE N o B AKX P RIREILI 8RR 8
b, FAFSUAER S A RN IR B U KBNS RK, SR XS
REHRBIHZAERN. , gl g1,
Further experiments reveal that participants tend to respond with extra delay if

they are required to do :
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, might be the only way to
stop people from using mobile phones while driving.
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