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Abstract

Under the influence of the declining birthrate, all colleges and universities are deeply affected by
the reduction of students. At the same time, the number of enrolled students in recurrent education has
shown a booming phenomenon. Researcher observed social phenomena and found Taiwan's real
wages have regressed for more than a decade, and college tuition fees have risen year after year,
therefore, it is conceivable that tuition and fees may play a certain role in the intention of people to
participate in the recurrent education. The purpose of this study is to apply the concept of mental
budgeting which extends from the concept of mental accounting to explore how people's budgetary
budgeting, budgetary tracking and budgetary controlling of money affect the intention of participating
in recurrent education. This conceptual model includes mental budgeting exogenous variables:
budgetary budgeting, budgetary tracking, and budgetary controlling, endogenous variable is the
intention. In this study, quantitative data were obtained by questionnaire survey. AMOS and SPSS
were applied to 209 samples of intentional sampling, and analyzed by structural equation modeling
analysis. It is found that the tendency of budgetary budgeting has had a significant direct effect on the
tendency of budgetary tracking and the tendency of budgetary controlling. The tendency of budgetary
tracking has had a significant direct effect on the tendency of budgetary controlling, but not
statistically significant on the intention. The tendency of budgetary controlling has had a significant
direct effect on the intention. The tendency of budgetarybudgeting on the intention is not statistically
significant. Based on the above results, the influence on the intentions begins with the budgetary
budgeting, first affects the budgetary tracking, then affects the budgetary controlling, and finally
affects the intention. The results of this study respond to the concept of mental budgeting, pointing out
that in the minds of recurrent education students will set up an account, set the purpose of
consumption and expenditure budget for the money in the account, and make budgetary tracking and
budgetary controlling to achieve personal financial goals.
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