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Abstract This paper examines the intergenerational effects of family class origins on

family members’ educational attainment in rural China. Regarding the educational levels of

male heads of households with landlord/rich peasant background, we find a drop caused by

the class-based discrimination in the Maoist era and a rebound in the post-reform era. It is al-
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so found that children aged 16—18 who are of landlord/rich peasant and middle peasant ori-
gins are more likely to achieve higher educational attainment. Our findings suggest that there
should be greater emphasis on the continuity and robustness of the Chinese rural family as a
cultural institution.
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