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H'i' Differences in Educational Expectations

—Based on the Comparative Study of Four Groups of Children

DING Bairen , WANG Yijie
(School of Public Administration, Hohai University, Nanjing 211100)

Abstract: Educational expectations have been shown to predict educational outcomes, and thus are an im-

portant factor in understanding educational disparities. Based on the two attributes of Huji, this paper

makes the distinctions among four groups of children who are respectively from local towns, local villa-

ges, other towns and other villages, to examine whether Huji system affects and how it affects students’

educational expectations. Data of CEPS in 2014 shows that students’ educational expectations are obvi-

ously under the influence of Huji system, mainly shown in the differences between urban and rural areas,

rather than the differences between inside and outside. School and family contexts are two major factors

to current situation, including school level, school atmosphere, parents’ participation and family expec-

tations. Of the two contexts, the influence of family context is more evident.
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