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Abstract

The development prospects of public welfare entrepreneurship are combined with the trend of
college students’ independent entrepreneurship, providing a new and socially valuable innovative
path for college students’ employment, in which the role of universities is crucial. The study con-
structs a research framework based on social support theory and designs a survey questionnaire,
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analyzes data using SPSS and nvivo20, and reveals the shortcomings of universities in supporting
public welfare entrepreneurship. The study found that college students have different degrees of
demand for tool support, information support, and resource support provided by universities,
while the support from universities in these aspects mainly focuses on related competitions, pro-
fessional mentors, and guarantee policies, leading to issues such as single funding subsidy chan-
nels, lack of sustainable platform facility support, poor publicity effect, insufficient guarantee pol-
icies, and unsatisfactory competition support.
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Figure 1. Paper framework and structure
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Table 1. Indicators and specific items setting
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Table 2. The sample distribution of the survey respondents
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Table 5. Results of word frequency
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Figure 2. Derivation path of the funding problem
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Figure 5. Derivation path of theory class problem

B 5. BRIPREEES®E

5.5. {REEBUIRT &

T A ONE RS RIS AN S S, MRS AT, IR 2 28 Gl 2 6]
b 2 (10 RS ] 5 A R IR SRR . IRA DT, AT LU PR BRI 28—, BORHIE TS A . 12400
(1805 T SE BRI/, BRZ SCRI SRR, AE P DRSO g 08 SCRRiE, BLgEMitB A L. 55—,
WUHRTR SEAERE R o LA SR JRIR BRG], FEHE J5, 2% 2 I Im BT Be . ORISR R 45 S5 S b A DR o
(] IS AT MU R FE 2 KB DA A . AESRAMEOL R, B[R X A R HE M REBOR, T3
BT EAVIRA 24 2B K (14 6).

| FEABIEIXE |_

> (RERERR

R R AN BE

Figure 6. Derivation path of safeguard policy issues
[E 6. {RBEBURICIRAHE S BT

5.6. ERTIHFYRAHEE
TEFTE SRR, BB NEMRIRMCEI M, A5 NERIRE, S0 THRMEIER . &

DOI: 10.12677/ces.2024.128564 485 ClE e E= R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ces.2024.128564

SRIEFERIVE I HRAN B AR AL I A 15 BRI A B, XU 1 HSC R R R IR LA

BB tr, FAELTIRE. 55—, SEREm A A QARG — 207 MK A, o T
HIEZ 5 R QI HIEAEVEHUIZ E 2R PR R N K7 B3 1 22 5 22 i W BT A e 21 S04
QLB EIEM, EZRENTMAREY; 87, BAMXEREES, ERSMEENFERER, 7
FE—ANIUH 2 EZ M ILE 7).

| zewmmesE |

> sEEsErER

B RENRE

Figure 7. Derivation path of the competition problem
7. EREAESRE

6. 4518

SN2 SRR SN B RRON R A A at GNL AT e b, W TS B SR THSCR AT RS
FEEANERER T AESE, ON S S e fe it T BB Rt IR A R WAL ST BT AR S Ik,
i SRABELS PIAS A E T AT 1 s S RFIIBR, XA U iR AR e 4zt b 7e A 28 2 G LB
FELADHTIIAS AL -

SR E R, KA A SR A QDT TR SRS B S A RSO RO e 2, (HBE
VRS RNSELSS, FERlRAED & SISETTHSCRFFA R . W RZ BT 1 SCRERSAAE 2 25 BIME A IUIR .
IR 2 BN ARRAAE RS oL, SRAERNEEUI. WU WSSO, Rl SEge. RS AS THE
AU ESE, ERSCRAAE— S, MRS AT RMEAR TR, B RIE R — . KSR A 2%,

BT LB, Ja SR AR A R QLI SIRE, ATRLM LRI T, 55—, JhTE 5 el RIE,
FENLARE - BT - ARG RN, SROME TR SR, Mt N A A AR . AR S
AR B A DL T AN 55, ST QR B, PR ATRRAEE, O R ALK IR E 1
SCFF, SRR NI E N EIF R TR A DL AR H . BRIT A mt QL AR 5 2 it G 7 5635
2. ABIR R A S IUHE, RN EIE RIFKAmENEEE; H=, MHE~LTT, RNL
FERTREERTT, REEAEICR; B, SEREBCE, FREES S5 AN, RiE7AE
ORI SEIE A, SR M SE IR SRR AR R AT SE R

ASHIEFC A AR WA S 4 M SRR S A A S BRI A 3R s, ARKRAT UAZ A A EIRARITIX—
e, MR EE RS2 AR O 2l G MV A JE DTk BE 22 W T RR

SE K

[1] &, B, s, KEFEAEARONE: M. I SHEERIE]. B8 BEEIRTE, 2020(53): 47-49.

[21 3. REEA[ENLIILR T 53 RHME R D] 2T, 2018(18): 45-47.

[38] THH. KEFEAERNFADEE 885X S [D]: [ A0ie 5], dbat: R EG kK, 2018.

[4] PEfE. AGIFE T RIS A w2 E 5 BEBUGEE M 7L [J]. #HE, 2019(17): 65, 75.

[5] Seeman, T.E. (1991) Social Tie and Health: The Benefits of Social Integration. Annals of Epidemiology, 6, 442-451.
[6] ®ZEM. R¥FAARODIIRERE BHE[]. #8HE U5, 2011(10): 119-121.

[7] Affd. RZEEQRANBE R EFT[D]: (L2 A0e 0] Kb WiFg K%, 2009.

DOI: 10.12677/ces.2024.128564 486 ClE e E= R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ces.2024.128564

	高校对大学生公益创业教育的困境研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	Research on the Impact of Universities on College Students’ Willingness to Engage in Public Welfare Entrepreneurship
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 理论基础
	3. 大学生创业意愿需求分析
	3.1. 问卷设计
	3.2. 收集情况
	3.3. 工具支持分析
	3.4. 信息支持分析
	3.5. 资源支持分析

	4. 深圳大学公益创业支持的供给分析
	4.1. 高校支持的分类
	4.2. 高校支持情况的统计软件分析
	4.3. 高校支持供给情况总体分析

	5. 存在问题及原因分析
	5.1. 资金补贴渠道单一
	5.2. 平台设施支持缺乏可持续性
	5.3. 宣传效果不佳
	5.4. 理论知识提供方式、参与渠道有误
	5.5. 保障政策不足
	5.6. 竞赛支持效果不理想

	6. 结语
	参考文献

