TO HAVE OR NOT TO HAVE, , Su e
THAT IS A QUESTION Zhu Xiaoyi 35

We conduct a research on the influence of China’s two-child policy on individual choice, given the current social situation. Furthermore,
in order to analyze the effectiveness of two-child policy, we discuss whether it solves the demographicissues such as aging population
and labor shortage. Finally, we recommend some possible suggestions according to participants’ responses in our survey.
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