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Abstract: The study focused on the differentiation between the only child and non-enly child in
access to higher education and also did research on the impact of higher education on employment
marriage and occupation mobility. The data was sourced from China Social Survey conducted in

2011. The results shows that ascribed factors such as family background have a significant impact on
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opportunities to higher education. Higher education has a decisive impact on the subsequent life

events of the two groups. Therefore the study suggests that the impact on shrinkage of differentiation

was due to the self-actualized factors

causality of life events into account

from personal critical life events. Taken the continuity and

there is evidence to see that the self-actualized factors have

taken place of the ascribed factors for the difference between the only child and non-only child.
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