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Why Are There So Many Left-behind Children in China?
Wang Zhibo' & Li Changhong’

( School of Economics & Management South China Normal University';

The Wang Yanan Institute for Studies in Economics Xiamen University’)
Abstract: This paper is intended to explain why over 60 percent of rural migrant workers choose to
leave their school-age children in the rural areas even though the government is doing their best to
provide equal enrollment for migrant children. Here we propose that non-policy household
registration discrimination from public schools is a major reason that creates the large-scale of left—
behind children. Empirically we use the behaviour of parents finding “guanxi” for their children to
study in public schools ( not choosing schools) as a proxy variable of non-policy household
registration discrimination from public schools. The results show that firstly finding “guanxi”
could significantly improve the proportion of rural migrant students from public schools in urban
areas. Secondly after controlling for enrollment age and repeating grades in primary school the
probability of a rural migrant student being “over-aged” is significantly higher than that of a local
student regardless the rural student has used “guanxi” or not.
Keywords: left-behind children  “guanxi” household registration discrimination CEPS
JEL Classification: J13 J16 JI18
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