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The Social Psychological Wellbeing of the Left-behind Children:
Findings from A Large Random Sample of Jingyang
County in Shaanxi Province

Guo Shenyang Sun Xiaodong Peng Jin Fang Yihua

Abstract: Guided by the Social Information-Processing Theory this study employes a large random
sample (i.e. 681 Third-Grade pupils) generated by a blocked cluster design that represents Chinese North—
western rural region to address the research question about the social information—-processing skills and social
psychological status of the left-behind children. The study uses the multilevel analysis and the ordered
logistic regression model to analyze the longitudinal data that are comprised of study-children’ s self-adminis—
trated answers to the study questionnaire and teachers’ ratings. Results show that in terms of the social psy—
chological wellbeing the left-behind children do not show worse outcomes than other children and there is
no evidence to support the causal linkage between being left-behind and commitment of crimes. It is impor—
tant not to exaggerate the left-behind children’ s problems. The stigmatization of left-behind children is not
acceptable.
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Table 1  Descriptive Statistics of the Study Sample
N (%)
338 49.6
343 50.4
681 100.0
329 48.3
352 51.7
() 8.689 0.471
5.091 1.215
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197 28.9
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3001 ~ 4000 147 21.6
4001 ~ 5000 74 10.9
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6001 ~7000 24 3.5
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8001 ~ 9000 12 1.8
9001 ~ 10000 19 2.8
10001 30 4.4
8.796 2.191
9.006 2.409
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Table 3  Differences on the SLA/CCC Changes between the Left-behind Children and Other Children:

Results of the Bivariate and Multivariate Analyses

“

SLA
+ 2.115 1.717 0.189
+ 1.821 1.603 0.080
+ 1.982 1.693 0.136
+ 2.193 1.903 0.152
+ 0.867 0.935 -0.151
SLA
- -0.009 0.002 0.012
- -0.078 -0.138 0.281
- -0.119 -0.078 -0.091
- -0.055 -0.056 0.138
- -0.170 -0.089 -0.178
SLA
+ 0.183 0.162 0.026
+ 0.060 0.063 -0.003
+ 0.041 0.037 0.034
+ 0.206 0.123 0.304°
+ 0.092 0.093 -0.073
SLA
+ 0.142 0.134 0.070
+ -0.005 0.067 -0.717"
+ 0.087 0.060 0.191
+ 0.023 0.093 -0.393*
+ 0.083 0.086 -0.026
cCce = 4.450 1.950 1.762
cce = 0.537 0.821 -0.157
cCce — + 0.202 0.294 -0.090
cCce — = 0.326 0.458 -0.028
cee - + 0.009 0.069 -0.038
cCe “ 1.817 1.408 0.017
cCe + 1.913 1.177 0.080
cCe + 0.963 0.616 0.011
cCe + 0.950 0.562 0.081
cCe - -0.252 -0.756 0.205
e p " p<0.05 " p<0.01, @ 7
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“SLA Response Decision "between the Left-behind Children and Other Children
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0.071 0.706 0.223
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