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Perceptions of Study Effect Employment and Entrepreneurship:
Consensus and Difference of College Students and Employers
Based on Two Nationwide Survey Data

LU Peng' > ZANG Xiao-cong’
( 1. Institute of Sociology of Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100732 China;
2. Shanghai Academy Shanghai 21000 China;
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Abstract: It has been a national policy in China to encourage entrepreneurship and ensure employment
for college students and its basis in study. Most exiting researches focus on study employment and
entrepreneurship of college students but few discuss these issues from the perspective of employers. It is
even rarer to put college student/graduates and employers into one framework. Based on two nationwide
survey data this article compares views of study employment entrepreneurship of college students/
graduates and employers. We find that employers are more critical to college education than students
while they are more sympathetic to entrepreneurship. We also discuss policy implication of our research in
the end.

Key words: views of study; views of employment; views of entrepreneurship; college student; employer

( )



