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Abstract; In this paper, we analyze student stratification in higher education
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college access and social mobility in the labor market. We find the expansion
has enhanced the social strata replication rather than reproduction.

We first estimate the impact on college access using Binary Logit Model
and Multinomial Logit Model. Chinese higher education is rather exclusive than
inclusive during the expansion which means students from higher social class
families have larger possibilities to access to elite universities, other things
being equal. The effect of family social stratification background on students’
educational stratification is larger during secondary school period. We don’t find
evidence that family background influences choice of major.

We then examine how college quality can affect students’ labor market
choice and performance using Multinomial Logit Model. Ordinal Logit Model
and Tobit Model. Controlling family background, higher education quality is
positively correlated with the higher probability that students choose a market
oriented job and with higher starting salaries. However, if the expansion
diminishes higher education quality as suggested by many qualitative studies, it
weakens the role of higher education as a way of upward social mobility.

We learn from this study that it is not an optimal policy for the government
to develop China higher education solely by expanding its scale without
increasing its quality. More attention should be paid to guarantee the quality
during any education policy changes, and to ensure educational equality in K-12
education as well.

Keywords: Higher education expansion, education quality, social stratification
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