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Coming into the Times of “Competing Mothers in Educational Field”:
The Popularity of Parentocracy and Reconstruction of Motherhood

Jin Yihon & Yang Di

Abstract: The nowadays increasingly prevailing phenomenon of “mothers’ battle in educational
field” is the bitter fruit of the unchecked widespread of competitive education and “parentocracy ”.
Companied with the “fathers’ absence’  “mothers’ battle in educational field” in one hand sug-
gests the gendered labor division ( men are in charge of the public while women take care of the do—
mestic space) in educational field in another hand is reconstructing the concept and interpretation
of motherhood and gender by enhancing the importance of “education” in parenting which causes the
“intensive mothering” and strengthens the constricting parts inside motherhood. However women
are not only passively being defined and shaped. Involving in the educational works women also re—
define the “motherhood” and show another side of the new conception which has its resistance to the
dissolve of agent.

Key words: parentocracy; educational mother; motherhood; intensive mothering
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