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Social Stratification and Higher Education Equity from the Perspective
of Pierre Bourdieu’ s Theory of Cultural Reproduction

Dong Zefang Zhao Yulian P1

Abstract: Pierre Bourdieu” s theory of cultural reproduction provides epistemological basis reflective research methodology and a multi—
variable framework for analyzing the impact of social stratification on higher education equity. From the perspective of cultural reproduc—
tion theory “habitus” is the psychological foundation of higher education inequity whereas “capital” the physical basis “symbolic
power” the institutional cause. Therefore it is necessary to renew our concept of culture strengthen institutional reform and adjust the
structure of higher education system so as to promote higher education equity in China.
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Are You the Elite of the Future Predictive Validity of HEIs’ Admission
Criteria for Students’ Academic Performance in the US

Fang Shuifeng Jiang Hua P13

Abstract: Higher education institutions ( HEIs) in the US usually adopt diversified admission criteria which not only can help select
the best students but also predict their future performance. The predictive validity of US HEIs” admission criteria can be measured by
three factors namely students’ academic achievements academic retention and degree completion. It is found that US HEIs’ admis—
sion criteria can predict to some extent all the above-mentioned three factors. Therefore selecting the best students is just one of the
functions of college admission criteria which also can be used to predict the academic performance of those elite of the future.

Key words: Higher education institutions ( HEIs) in the US; admission criteria; social elite; future prospects for students; predictive

validity



