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I Introduction

Since the 1980s, as Chinese urban economy continued to boom and the modernization process accelerated incessantly, a large number of rural surplus labors went into cities to seek employment. 2012 National Survey Report of Migrant Workers released in May 2013 by National Bureau of Statistic shows that the total number of migrant workers in China has reached 262.21 million. The appearance of the numerous migrant workers is one of the most remarkable and important changes in modern China, and it is the research focus of social sciences at home and abroad.
  The process of migrant workers migrating from country to city can be seen as two phases: before the migration and after the migration. About the previous phase, domestic scholars analyzed the reason (Zhao Yaohui, 1997; Wenjun, 2001; Wu Xinglu & Qi Mingjie, 2005), will (Cai He & Wang Jin, 2007; Li Qiang & Long Wenjin, 2009; Zhang Yi, 2011), pattern (Yin Xiaoqing, 2001; Wang Chunguang, 2003; Zhu Mingfen, 2009; Xu Chuanxin, 2010) of migration and so on. And about the second phase, researchers always concentrated on the work (Li Qiang, 1999; Gao Wenshu, 2006; Sun Yongzheng, 2006; Liu Linping & Zhang Chunni, 2007), life (Zhu Li, 2002; Wang Chunguang, 2004; Wang Guixin, Shen Jianfa & Liu Jianbo, 2008; Du Ping, 2009), effect on the family of the migration (Gong Weibin, 1999; Du Peng, Ding Zhihong, Li Quanmian & Gui Jiangfeng, 2004; Hu Feng & Li Shantong, 2009) and so on.
After the migrant workers left their hometown, the city they worked is where they lived. So there are several scholars focused on the relations between them and the city they worked in recent years and analyzed from the perspective of social integration (Zhang Wenhong & Lei Kaichun, 2008; Yang Juhua, 2009; Liu Jiane, 2010; Cui Yan, 2012). The social integration of migrant workers is a two-way interactive process, which includes two subjects: migrant workers and urban residents. On one hand, migrant workers recognize, adapt and integrate into the city finally. On the other hand, the urban residents change the bias for the migrant workers, eliminate estrangement, tolerate and accept the migrant workers. Most of the existing studies were based on the migrant workers’ own standpoint, studying the actuality (Wang Guixin & Luo Enli, 2007; Li Peilin & Tian Feng, 2012), influence factors of their social integration (Liu Chuanjiang & Zhou Ling, 2004; Li Shuzhuo, Ren Yike and Jin Xiaoyi, 2008; Ren Yuan & Qiao Nan, 2010) and measures to improve the integration (Hu Jiecheng, 2007; Jin Ping, 2010). But the literatures which analyzed from the standpoint of the urban residents and explored their attitude, evaluation and relationship between the migrant workers are relatively scarce (Lu Guoxian, 2006; Liu Linping, 2008; Wang Jiashun, 2010).
    It is not reasonable to intentionally or unintentionally ignore the urban residents’ attitude. The migrant workers’ social integration is not a problem of their own. As the capacity of the city is limited, numerous migrant workers’ appearance must have great effect on urban residents’ work and life. Thus it is very important to study the attitude towards migrant workers of urban residents. On one hand, the attitude of urban residents will influence directly the migrant workers psychological experiences and feelings, and then influence the relations between the two groups. By researching some cases of migrant workers, Li Qiang (1995) found that migrant workers were discontented with urban residents. They always felt discriminated and thought that the feeling of discrimination is the reason why conflict happened between them and urban residents. Zhu Li (2001) thought that urban residents had bias and discrimination when they interacted with migrant workers. This kind of attitude was easy to trigger the migrant workers’ dislike and then lead to the conflict between groups. And on the other hand, the attitude of urban residents will influence the formulation and execution of related policies and institutions. Liu Linping (2008) used the new institutionalism and pointed out that, although the requirement, wishes, attitude and ideas of the ordinary people were not brought into the Chinese political institution and decision-making process, these things will appear by tortuous ways in policies and institutions, and it may be the support of existing institutions and obstacle of institutional reformation. Thus we cannot ignore the social psychological impact on the urban residents of urban-rural dual structure. Studying the attitude towards migrant workers of urban residents, eliminating their bias and discrimination and promoting the friendly interaction between the two groups is helpful for migrant workers to integrate into the city favourably. And it is helpful to promote China’s healthy urbanization and social development. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK11][bookmark: OLE_LINK12]We carried out a questionnaire survey in thirteen districts in Nanjing from July to August in 2012. In July to August 2013, we conducted a similar survey in nine towns in Zhangjiagang. The purpose of these two investigations we organized is to measure the evaluation and the views about migrant workers should have the equal rights and interests with urban residents or not. Nanjing is the capital city of Jiangsu province and the second largest city in Yangtze River delta and east China. There are more than millions of migrant workers lived and worked here which accounted seventh of the total population of Nanjing. Zhangjiagang is one of the most well-developed county-level cities in China and it has been awarded the first of National Hundred Counties for many years. The total number of the migrant workers is more than 66000 accounting for about 40% of the total population of Zhangjiagang. The great contribution made by migrant workers to the economic construction and social development of cities must not be ignored. We should pay attention to their life and work in cities and keep a watchful eye on the relationship between local residents and migrant workers. 

[bookmark: OLE_LINK19][bookmark: OLE_LINK20]II Literature Review and Research Hypothesis

Although social participation is a standing focus in the research field of politics，education and sociology, the definition of this concept has been controversial. As Teele (1965) pointed out that one of the defects of the present studies of social participation was failure to conceptualize. 
Chapin (1924) considered that social participation should be seen as a dimension of social status, that is, as an indicator of the degree to which individuals had status conferred on them by their peers. Queen (1941) thought that this concept was made to include membership and activity in social groups, sharing in a culture through various media of communication and engaging in "expressional" activities, and "acceptance" by other individuals.
Teele (1965) put forward three standards to measure the social participation on the basis of previous studies: voluntariness, formalism and planned-unplanned. Each of them could be regarded as a separate continuum and they covered the present indicators. Van (2008) divided social participation into four kinds, including: formal involvement in associations, maintenance of informal contacts within the home and outside the home, and distant social contacts.
Wandersman and Florin (2000) combined the concept of social participation with community. It has been defined as "a process in which individuals take part in decision making in the institutions, programs, and environments that affect them". Social participation takes place within a community context, where people engage in social activities in many formal and informal social networks. Forms of participation are determined by issues arising within a community, a place, and include its culture, norms, values, institutions.
In some domestic studies, the definition of social participation is not so clear that it is used widely. It seems to have been regarded as a conventional concept and refers to a process which members of the society act as some social roles, participate and intervene in the country’s political, economic and cultural life and public affairs of the community so that they can communicate with others and influence the social development. 
In terms of the function of social participation, it has also been seen as a means for self-fulfillment (Warriner and Prather, 1965), a bulwark of pluralism in mass societies (Nisbet, 1957; Kornhauser, 1959), an agent of political socialization and of dominant belief systems (Warriner and Prather, 1965; Olsen, 1972), and a means for the promotion of social change (Rose, 1967).
Some domestic scholars studied the influence of social participation on the individuals’ physical health, mental health, subjective well-being, life satisfaction, sense of trust and social distance to some groups (Sun Juanjuan, 2008; Zhang Zhen, 2012; Hu Rong & Li Jingya, 2006; Strawbridge etc. , 2001; Lee etc. 2008; Xu Chuanxin & Xu Ruolan, 2008). We can found that the studies about social participation’s influence on urban residents’ attitude towards migrant workers are relatively rare. Some existing studies (Liu Linping, 2008; Ye Juntao, 2011) found that the interaction with migrant workers will influence urban residents’ attitude. If an urban resident has frequent social participation, he may contact migrant workers more widely, and this kind of contact will influence his attitude.
This research groups the social participation of Chinese urban residents into four levels, including:
a. Individual level: mainly refers to the individual’s interpersonal communication, such as the number of friends.
b. Job level: mainly refers to that if individuals have a permanent job or not.
c. Social group/organization level: individuals involved in various social organizations or not.
d. Community level: including the years lived in the community, participated the community election.
Based on the definition above, I hypothesized that the four levels of urban residents’ social participation influenced their attitude and evaluation towards migrant workers. I will explore their relations with regression model in the next space. 

III Research Design

We use the same sampling method in the two cities. The sampling design was based on the data from the 2010 census and statistical yearbook of two cities. Firstly, the number of questionnaires which should be sent to each counties and areas was determined by the ratio of the household and non-household population. Then we extracted some committees according to the ratio of the communities and neighborhood committees randomly. After that we finally chose our survey object by random sampling in the selected communities and neighborhood committees according to the population ratio. As the household survey is used by us, so when we selected one person, we would select another four person who lived around him as an alternative for fear of the selected person is not at home. In addition, we had a special control on the sex and the type of the professions of the survey objects. These two investigations were coordinated well by the local governments, so the replacement ratio of the sample is low. The investigators were the students from Nanjing University, Hehai University and Nanjing Normal University and they took part in the special training before the investigate. 
According to these surveys, we obtained 479 responses of Nanjing citizens and 302 samples of Zhangjiagang. The basic information of the valid responses are shown in Table 1:
Table 1 Sample Information
	
	Nanjing
	Zhangjiagang

	Age
	15-88(average age 45.75, standard deviation 13.77)
	20-69(average age 41.88, standard deviation 13.15)

	Sex
	Male 240（50.10%）
Female 239（49.40%）
	Male 154（51.16%）
Female 147（48.84%）

	Nationality
	Han 472（98.54%）
Minority 7（1.46%）
	Han 302（100%）
Minority 0（0.00%）

	Household
	Urban hukou 325（58.45%）
Rural hukou 154（27.70%）
	Urban and rural areas integration 

	Marriage
	Married 406（84.76%）
Unmarried 73（15.24%）
	Married 272（90.62%）
Unmarried 28（9.38%）

	Education level
	Primary school 34（7.13%）
Junior high school 125（26.21%）
Senior middle school 128（26.83%）
Secondary vocational and technical schools 29（6.08%）
Senior college 102（21.38%）
Bachelor 55（11.53%）
Master 4（0.84%）
	Primary school 32（10.67%）
Junior high school 87（29.00%）
Senior middle school 67（22.33%）
Secondary vocational and technical schools 13（4.33%）
Senior college 58（19.33%）
Bachelor 43（14.33%）
Master 0（0.00%）

	Politics Status
	member of Communist Party of China 159（34.27%）
Non-party people 305（65.73%）
	member of Communist Party of China 73（24.25%）
Non-party people 228（75.75%）

	Religion
	Have religions 66（14.04%）
Not have religions 404（85.96%）
	Have religions（16.94%）
Not have religions 250（83.06%）

	Employment
Status
	Work 310（65.26%）
Unemployed 28（5.89%）
Retirement 87（18.32%）
House wife/husband 38（8.00%）
[bookmark: OLE_LINK26][bookmark: OLE_LINK27]Others 12（2.53%）
	Work 223（73.84%）
Unemployed 24（7.95%）
Retirement 34（11.26%）
House wife/husband 21（6.95%）
Others 0（0.00%）

	Self-assessment of socioeconomic status
	Upper class 0（0.00%）
Upper-middle class 22（4.63%）
Middle class 186（39.16%）
Middle-lower class 178（37.47%）
Lower class 89（18.74%）
	Upper class 0（0.00%）
Upper-middle class 8（2.65%）
Middle class 96（31.79%）
Middle-lower class 131（43.38%）
Lower class 67（22.19%）



IV Evaluation of Migrant Workers of Urban Residents
  
There were 11 statements in our questionnaires to investigate the evaluation of urban citizens to migrant peasant workers:
1 Migrant workers provided convenience for citizens’ life;
2 Migrant workers provided cheap services and reduce the cost of citizens’ life;
3 Migrant workers increased the consumption of city and stimulate the market;
4 The economic development of cities cannot be separated from migrant workers’ endeavor;
5 Migrant workers’ tasks were dirty, heavy and dangerous which citizens would not to do;
6 Migrant workers led to an increase in crime;
7 Migrant workers affected the environment and appearance of the city;
8 Migrant workers competed with citizens for jobs;
9 Migrant workers exacerbated traffic congestion;
10 Migrant workers sold fakes and disrupted the market order;
[bookmark: OLE_LINK3][bookmark: OLE_LINK4]11 Migrant workers corrupted the social atmosphere of the city.
The statements 1-5 are positive evaluation of migrant peasant workers while the statements 6-11 are negative evaluation.
At the same time, we assigned values to each question. The statements 1-5 are the positive evaluation of migrant workers, we assigned 1-5 points to five options. The score is higher means that the evaluation is better. The statements 6-11 are the negative evaluation, thus we assigned the options 5-1 points. So we can obtain the scores of 11 statements below.

Table 2：Evaluation of migrant workers by Nanjing citizens

	
	Agree or disagree（%）
	Average

	
	Strongly
Disagree
	Somewhat
Disagree
	Neutral
	Somewhat
Agree
	Strongly
Agree
	

	1
	1.05
	2.32
	15.82
	41.35
	39.45
	4.16

	2
	3.14
	13.42
	16.77
	36.90
	29.77
	3.77

	3
	2.10
	12.18
	27.94
	30.46
	27.31
	3.69

	4
	1.27
	3.59
	9.70
	39.24
	46.20
	4.26

	5
	1.68
	3.35
	9.22
	29.77
	55.97
	4.35

	6
	17.05
	30.53
	30.74
	16.42
	5.26
	3.38

	7
	23.21
	32.28
	26.16
	13.92
	4.43
	3.56

	8
	28.03
	38.28
	20.08
	9.00
	4.60
	3.76

	9
	27.04
	35.64
	24.11
	10.27
	2.94
	3.74

	10
	23.32
	30.88
	25.42
	14.71
	5.67
	3.51

	11
	38.16
	33.54
	20.13
	5.03
	3.14
	3.96

	Total
average
	3.83



We can found that Nanjing citizens approved “migrant workers’ tasks were dirty, heavy and dangerous which citizens would not to do”, “the economic development of cities cannot be separated from migrant workers’ endeavor” and “migrant workers provided convenience for citizens’ life” mostly from the graph above. Their rating were at least 4 points and there are more than 80% citizens chose “comparatively agree” and “strongly agree”. The score of statements “migrant workers provided cheap services and reduce the cost of citizens’ life” and “migrant workers increased the consumption of city and stimulate the market” ranges from “generally agree” and “comparatively agree”. There are more than seven probitates citizens chose “strongly disagree” or “not quite agree” for the 11th statement. Besides, Nanjing citizens didn’t agree with these two statements: “migrant workers competed with citizens for jobs” and “migrant workers exacerbated traffic congestion”. It is worth noting that there are still more than twenty percent of the Nanjing citizens agreed the statements “migrant workers led to an increase in criminal phenomenon” and “migrant workers sold fakes and disrupted the market order”. In a word, the scores of Nanjing citizens’ negative statements about migrant workers are relatively lower, and the overall average score of the 11 statements above is 3.83 which show that the evaluation of citizens towards migrant workers is above average.

Table 3：Evaluation of migrant workers of Zhangjiagang citizens

	
	Agree or Disagree(%)
	Average

	
	Strongly Disagree
	Somewhat
disagree
	Neutral
	Somewhat
Agree
	Strongly
Agree
	

	1
	0.66
	5.63
	19.21
	48.68
	25.83
	3.93

	2
	1.99
	13.91
	25.50
	42.38
	16.23
	3.57

	3
	0.66
	4.64
	22.85
	49.34
	22.52
	3.88

	4
	0.66
	0.66
	9.63
	42.52
	46.51
	4.34

	5
	0.99
	9.27
	13.25
	38.74
	37.75
	4.03

	6
	7.02
	23.08
	28.76
	34.11
	7.02
	2.89

	7
	5.32
	26.25
	30.56
	29.90
	7.97
	2.91

	8
	14.90
	38.74
	29.47
	13.91
	2.98
	3.49

	9
	10.93
	31.46
	31.79
	20.86
	4.97
	3.23

	10
	10.26
	27.15
	30.79
	23.84
	7.95
	3.08

	11
	14.57
	34.77
	32.12
	13.58
	4.97
	3.40

	Total
average
	3.52



    Zhangjiagang citizens agreed the statement “the economic development of cities cannot be separated from migrant workers’ endeavor” mostly. There are almost 90% citizens chose “comparatively agree” and “strongly agree”. I think this is related to the industrial structure of this city. Zhangjiagang has developed manufacture and developing service industry which attracted large amount of migrant workers. In addition, there are more than 70% of citizens recognized statements “migrant workers’ tasks were dirty, heavy and dangerous which citizens would not to do” and “migrant workers provided convenience for citizens’ life”. The statement which Zhangjiagang citizens disagreed mostly is that “migrant workers corrupted the social atmosphere of the city” and its score is only 1.05. But it was worth noting that citizens chose “strongly disagree” and “not quite agree” clearly are less than 50%, and the number of citizens expressed “generally agree” is more than 30%. There are more than 40% of citizens agreed migrant workers “led to an increase in criminal phenomenon”, and nearly 40% of citizens approved that “migrant workers affected the environment and appearance of the city”. There are also about 30% of citizens “comparatively agree” or “strongly agree” that “migrant workers sold fakes and disrupted the market order”. The scores of the six negative statements about migrant workers is diversified. The overall average score of 11 statements above is 3.52 which show that the evaluation of Zhangjiagang citizens is similar to Nanjing citizen and is above average. 
We also had 9 statements about the rights and interests of migrant workers listed in the questionnaires so as to obtain the level of agreement of citizens:
12 Migrant workers should have equal employment opportunity with local citizens;
13 Migrant workers should have equal unemployment benefits with local citizens;
14 Migrant workers should have equal pension insurance with local citizens;
15 Migrant workers should have equal medical insurance with local citizens;
16 Migrant workers should have equal subsistence allowance with local citizens
17 The children of migrant workers have rights to receive equal compulsory education with the children of local citizens;
18 Migrant workers should have equal rights to lease the low-cost housing provided by the government;
19 Migrant workers should have rights to take part in the election of neighborhood committees in current residence;
20 Migrant workers have rights to participate in the election of National People’s Congress in cities;
We also assigned values for Table 5. “Strongly agree” was assigned 5 points, and “strongly disagree” was assigned 1 points in descending order. For results, see Table 6.

Table 4 Public views of Nanjing citizens for migrant peasant workers should enjoy the equal rights and interests with themselves

	
	Agree or disagree（%）
	Average

	
	Strongly
Agree
	Somewhat
Agree
	Neutral
	Somewhat
disagree
	Strongly
Disagree
	

	12
	45.93
	33.61
	13.57
	5.64
	1.25
	4.17

	13
	42.35
	31.66
	16.98
	7.34
	1.68
	4.06

	14
	43.93
	37.03
	13.81
	3.77
	1.46
	4.18

	15
	45.61
	37.87
	11.51
	3.35
	1.67
	4.22

	16
	37.24
	32.64
	16.74
	10.46
	2.93
	3.91

	17
	55.14
	32.70
	9.01
	1.68
	1.47
	4.38

	18
	43.07
	27.94
	18.91
	7.14
	2.94
	4.01

	19
	37.95
	31.03
	20.13
	9.01
	1.89
	3.94

	20
	36.97
	28.36
	21.43
	10.08
	3.15
	3.86

	Total
average
	4.08



    Should migrant workers have equal rights in jobs, pensions, health care, education, election and so on with urban residents? We can found that Nanjing citizens have a positive attitude towards this from the graph above. The overall average score of the 9 statements above is 4.08 which is between the “comparatively agree” and “strongly agree”. Nanjing citizens agreed statement “the children of migrant workers have rights to receive equal compulsory education with the children of local citizens” mostly. There are only 3% of citizens “not quite agree” or “strongly disagree” this statement. There are more than 80% citizens “comparatively agree” or “strongly agree” that “migrant workers should have equal pension insurance and medical insurance with local citizens”. There are nearly 80% of Zhangjiagang citizens “comparatively agree” and “strongly agree” that “migrant workers should have equal employment opportunity with local citizens”. Scores of the 9th, 5th and 8th statement (“migrant workers have rights to participate in the election of National People’s Congress in cities”, “migrant workers should have equal subsistence allowance with local citizens”, “migrant workers should have rights to take part in the election of neighborhood committees in current residence”) are lower than 4 point which are between “neutralism” and “comparatively agree”. Specially the statement “migrant workers have rights to participate in the election of National People’s Congress in cities”, more than 10% of citizens denied it. 

Table 5 Public views of Zhangjiagang citizens for migrant peasant workers should enjoy the equal rights and interests with themselves

	
	Agree or disagree（%）
	Average

	
	Strongly
Agree
	Somewhat
Agree
	Neutral
	Somewhat
Disagree
	Strongly
Disagree
	

	12
	37.42
	45.36
	14.24
	2.98
	0.00
	4.17

	13
	31.79
	40.07
	19.54
	6.95
	1.66
	3.93

	14
	33.55
	45.18
	17.28
	2.66
	1.33
	4.07

	15
	36.09
	47.35
	15.23
	0.99
	0.33
	4.18

	16
	27.33
	27.33
	26.33
	16.33
	2.67
	3.60

	17
	50.83
	37.21
	9.97
	1.66
	0.33
	4.37

	18
	32.89
	41.86
	19.93
	3.99
	1.33
	4.01

	19
	22.85
	25.50
	29.47
	17.22
	4.97
	3.44

	20
	20.86
	29.80
	30.46
	13.58
	5.30
	3.47

	Total
average
	3.92



Zhangjiagang citizens’ opinion of migrant workers should have equal rights with urban citizens or not is between “neutralism” and “comparatively agree”, and is partial to “comparatively agree”. The overall average score is 3.92, which is lower than scores of Nanjing citizen. Similarly, Zhangjiagang citizens support the statement “the children of migrant workers have rights to receive equal compulsory education with the children of local citizens”, the number of citizens who specifically opposed this statement is less than 2% of all the respondents. The numbers of citizens who agreed that migrant workers should have equal employment opportunity and medical insurance with local citizens are all more than 80%. There are also more than 70% citizens who “strongly agree” and “comparatively agree” that migrant workers should have “equal pension insurance” and “equal rights to lease the low-cost housing provided by the government” with local residents. Similar to Nanjing citizens, scores of Zhangjiagang citizens of 9th, 8th and 5th statement (“migrant workers have rights to participate in the election of National People’s Congress in cities”, “migrant workers should have rights to take part in the election of neighborhood committees in current residence”, “migrant workers should have equal subsistence allowance with local citizens”) are lower than 4, and are lower than Nanjing citizens’ scores. More than 20% citizens “not quite agree” or “strongly disagree” that migrant workers took part in the election of neighborhood committees in current residence. Nearly 20% urban residents disagreed that migrant workers take part in the election of National People’s Congress in cities and have equal subsistence allowance with local citizens. Besides, the opinion of Zhangjiagang citizens of migrant workers should have equal unemployment benefits with local citizens or not is between “neutralism” and “comparatively agree”. 
Do migrant workers have rights to settle down in the city? We set up such a question in questionnaire: “Are you in favor of migrant workers settling in city?” We have three options: unconditional support, conditional support and disapproval.

Table 6 Are you in favor of migrant workers settling in city?

	
	Nanjing（N=475）
	Zhangjiagang（N=296）

	
	Frequency
	Percentage
	Frequency
	Percentage

	unconditional support
	275
	57.89
	145
	48.99

	conditional support
	144
	30.32
	128
	43.24

	disapproval
	56
	11.79
	23
	7.77



    There are almost 60% of Nanjing citizens supported that migrant workers can settle in Nanjing unconditionally. And the number of Zhangjiagang citizens who supported this opinion unconditionally is nearly 50%. The number of citizens of Nanjing and Zhangjiagang who supported this opinion conditionally is 30.32% and 43.24%. The conditions they put forward generally included: (migrant workers) should worked in cities for several years, have certain economic ability, make contribution to the local development, purchase some housing estates, observe discipline and obey laws, etc. There are more than 10% of Nanjing citizens disagreed that migrant workers settle in the city, and the number of Zhangjiagang citizens who have similar opinion is 7.77%.
    In a word, the attitude and evaluation of citizens of Nanjing and Zhangjiagang is above the average. Next, I will explore the influence factors of citizens’ attitude and evaluation by building regression models based on the hypothesis about social participation mentioned above. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]V Influence Factors of Urban Residents’ attitude towards Migrant Workers

  As there are two groups of questions in the questionnaire aimed at asking the urban residents’ attitude towards migrant workers, we used the principle component factors analysis to transform this series of related variables to a few potential dimensions. Thus we got three factors as our dependent variables, named “negative evaluation”, “positive evaluation” and “equal rights”.
  Independent variables which be put into the regression models included respondents’ demographic variables and social participation variables. The demographic variables are control variables, including gender, age, education level, marriage and health. Social participation variables included number of friends, work or not, social group/organization participation, years lived in the community and community election participation. The social participation variables are corresponding with four levels of research hypothesis. The independent variables put into the models are shown as Table 7.

Table 7 Independent Variables 
	Independent
Variables
	Values
	Zhangjiagang
	Nanjing

	
	
	Mean Value
(Standard
Deviation)
	Frequency
	Mean Value
(Standard
Deviation)
	Frequency

	Gender
	0：Female
1：Male
	
	0：48.84%
1：51.16%
	
	0：50%
1：50%

	Age
	Unit：years old
	41.88
（13.15）
	
	45.77
(13.77)
	

	Education
Level
	0：High school or below 
1：Technical Secondary School and Junior College
2：Bachelor degree or above
	
	0：62.00%
1：23.67%
2：14.33%
	
	0：60.25%
1：27.41%
2：12.34%

	Marriage
	0：Unmarried
1：Married
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]2：Divorced or widowed
	
	0：9.33%
1：88.67%
2：2.00%
	
	0：8.54%
 1：84.79%
2：6.67%

	Health[footnoteRef:1] [1: We ask the health of the respondents. Options are very good, good, general, not good and very bad. We saw the first two options as healthy and last three options not healthy.] 

	0：Unhealthy
1：Healthy
	
	0：14.90%
1：85.10%
	
	0：47.28%
1：52.72%

	Number of
Friends
	
	17.84
（62.94）
	
	13.58
(17.23)
	

	Work
	0：No
1：Yes
	
	0：26.16%
1：73.84%
	
	0：32.35%
1：67.65%

	Social
Group
	0：None
1：Voluntary Groups
2：Identity Groups
	
	0：72.67%
1：15.00%
2：12.33%
	
	0：67.73%
1：8.07%
2：24.20%

	Social
Organization
	0：None
[bookmark: OLE_LINK5][bookmark: OLE_LINK6]1：Communist Party
2：Others (Labor Union, Women’s Federation and so on)
	
	0：62.46%
1：17.61%
2：19.93%
	
	0：47.64%
1：16.52%
2：35.84%

	Years Lived
in Community
	Unit：Year
	21.83
(18.53)
	
	20.07
(16.75)
	

	Community
Election
	0：No
1：Yes
	
	0：24.66%
1：75.34%
	
	0：22.91%
1：77.09%



    As the dependent variables are continuous variables, so we use multiple liner regression model. Put the independent variables into the model, we can got six models about the residents’ attitude in Zhangjiagang and Nanjing below:
Table8 Multiple Liner Regression Analysis of Urban Residents’ attitude towards Migrant Workers in Zhangjiagng
	Independent
Variables
	Negative 
Evaluation
	Positive
Evaluation
	Equal
Rights

	
	Regression
Coefficient
	Standard
Error
	Regression
Coefficient
	Standard
Error
	Regression
Coefficient
	Standard
Error

	[bookmark: _Hlk386396995]Gender
(Female=0)
	.1236
	.1337
	.1501
	.1278
	.1206*
	.0352

	Age
	-.0016
	.0078
	-.0034**
	.0074
	-.0002
	.0078

	Education Level（High school or below=0）
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Technical Secondary School and Junior College
	-.0970**
	.0829
	.0483
	.1748
	.3373*
	.0840

	Bachelor degree or above
	-.2494*
	.0470
	.0698
	.2361
	.4082**
	.0510

	Marriage
(Unmarried=0)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Married
	.0435
	.2534
	-.3570*
	.0422
	.0005
	.2635

	Divorced or widowed
	-.1310
	.5480
	-.5612
	.5237
	.3075
	.5597

	Health（Unhealthy=0）
	-.1136
	.1915
	.0895
	.1830
	.0801
	.1925

	Number of friends
	.0002
	.0009
	.0007
	.0009
	.0005
	.0009

	Work（No=0）
	.1579
	.1563
	-.0484
	.1494
	-.2414
	.1592

	Years lived in the community
	.0084*
	.0039
	-.0040
	.0037
	-.0029
	.0040

	Community Election（No=0）
	.1777
	.1559
	.0427*
	.0490
	.1589**
	.0098

	Social Group Participation（None=0）
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Voluntary Groups
	-.0621**
	.0097
	.0686*
	.0718
	-.1777
	.1808

	Identity Groups
	.2309
	.1941
	-.2872
	.1854
	-.0265
	.1976

	Social Organization Participation（None=0）
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Communist Party
	.1924
	.1803
	.1154**
	.0723
	.2692*
	.0866

	Others
	.2309
	.1803
	-.0117
	.1723
	.2261*
	.0808

	Constant Term
	-.4160
	.4449
	.4405
	.4252
	.2881
	.4530

	Adjusted- R²
	0.2084
	0.2459
	0.2229


注：** p<0.05, * p<0.1

We can found from the table above that education level, years lived in the community and social group participation are the significant factors which influence the negative evaluation of migrant workers of urban residents in Zhangjiagang. Age, education level, social group and social organization participation are the significant factors which affect the positive evaluation of urban residents. Gender, education level, community election and social organization participation influence the residents’ opinion on the migrant workers’ equal rights. To be specific, among the control variables, age has the negative effect on the urban residents’ positive evaluation towards migrant workers. Residents who are older are not likely to evaluate the migrant workers positively. Compared with women, men are more likely to agree with that migrant workers should have equal rights with urban residents. Education level influence urban residents’ attitude towards migrant workers. Compared with those whose education level is high school or below, those education background are technical secondary, junior college, bachelor degree or above are less likely to evaluate the migrant workers negatively. They also agree that migrant workers should have equal rights with urban residents. Residents who are married are unlikely to give positive evaluation compared with those who are unmarried. This shows that the attitude towards migrant workers of the older, poor-educated, married residents and women is more conservative.
Among the explanatory variables, first, the influence of social group participation is positive. Residents who took part in the sports group, arts group, social work and volunteer organizations are more likely to evaluate the migrant workers positively compared with those who do not participate any social groups. The influence of identity group participation is not significant. And compared with residents who do not participated any social organizations, the attitude of those who are communist is better. Years lived in the community influence the residents’ negative evaluation when the confidence level is 0.1. That is, if a resident lived in a community longer, he will be more likely to evaluate the migrant workers negatively. The community election participation positively influence the urban residents’ attitude. Compared with those who did not take part in the community election, those who had election experience are more likely to evaluate the migrant workers positively and support that migrant workers should have equal rights with urban residents.
  The multiple liner regression analysis of attitude towards migrant workers of Nanjing citizens is shown as table 9:
Table 9 Multiple Liner Regression Analysis of Urban Residents’ attitude towards Migrant Workers in Nanjing
	Independent
Variables
	Negative 
Evaluation
	Positive
Evaluation
	Equal
Rights

	
	Regression
Coefficient
	Standard
Error
	Regression
Coefficient
	Standard
Error
	Regression
Coefficient
	Standard
Error

	Gender
(Female=0)
	.1786
	.1151
	.0762
	.1169
	-.2098
	.1084

	Age
	.0084*
	.0054
	.0010
	.0055
	-.0031**
	.0050

	Education Level（High school or below=0）
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Technical Secondary School and Junior College
	.0064*
	.0071
	-.3248
	.1291
	-.1821
	.1190

	Bachelor degree or above
	.2116
	.1768
	-.5030
	.1796
	.0115**
	.0672

	Marriage
(Unmarried=0)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Married
	-.2282
	.2074
	-.0833*
	.0106
	-.2677
	.1951

	Divorced or widowed
	-.0884
	.3098
	-.3452
	.3145
	-.2757
	.2858

	Health（Unhealthy=0）
	-.1187
	.1061
	.0538
	.1077
	.2955
	.0992

	Number of friends
	-.0063
	.0029
	.0024
	.0030
	.0007*
	.0027

	Work（No=0）
	-.0056**
	.0058
	.1897**
	.0079
	.1872*
	.0284

	Years lived in the community
	.0059*
	.0033
	.0033
	.0033
	.0138
	.0032

	Community Election（No=0）
	.1207
	.1288
	-.0833
	.1308
	.0005**
	.0100

	Social Group Participation（None=0）
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Voluntary Groups
	.2906
	.2035
	.0765*
	.0066
	-.2738
	.1874

	Identity Groups
	-.0267*
	.0254
	.1596
	.1273
	-.0640
	.1167

	Social Organization Participation（None=0）
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Communist Party
	-.0765
	.1558
	.0885*
	.0582
	.1225*
	.0476

	Others
	.0167
	.1291
	.1071
	.1310
	-.0120
	.1205

	Constant Term
	.3755
	.1519
	-.0886
	.1542
	-.3709
	.1404

	Adjusted- R²
	-.0311
	.3047
	.0170
	.3095
	.1746
	.2860

	
	0.2397
	0.2195
	0.1780


注：** p<0.05, * p<0.1

The table above shows that, age, education level, work, years lived in community and social group participation influence the Nanjing citizens’ negative evaluation. Marriage, work, social group and social organization participation have an effect on the residents’ positive evaluation. And age, education level, the number of friends, work, social election participation and social organization participation are the significant influence factors of Nanjing citizens’ opinions about “if migrant workers should have equal rights with urban residents or not”.
Among the control variables, age had a negative effect on the Nanjing citizens’ attitude towards migrant workers. People who are older would like to evaluate the migrant workers negatively and they always do not agree that migrant workers should have equal rights with urban residents. Compared with residents whose education level is high school or below, those who graduated from technical secondary school and junior college are more likely to evaluate the migrant workers negatively. We guess that there is competitive relation between them and migrant workers in the employment market. They may regard the migrant workers as the potential threaten. And residents whose graduation level is bachelor degree or above agree that migrant workers should have equal rights more. Married residents are less likely to evaluate migrant workers positively compared with unmarried residents.
  Among the explanatory variables, the influence of friends’ number to the positive evaluation is significant, but its influence is relatively feeble. Work or not has a significant effect on the urban residents’ attitude. Compared with those who do not have a job, residents who have a job are less likely to evaluate the migrant workers negatively. They are more likely to evaluate the migrant workers positively and support them to have equal rights. Social group participation influence the attitude of urban residents. People who took part in the hometown association, alumni association and sisterhood are less likely to evaluate the migrant workers negatively. And people who participated voluntary groups are more probably to evaluate the migrant workers positively. Communist are more likely to give the positive evaluation for migrant workers and agree that they should have equal rights with urban residents compared with those who do not take part in any social organizations. Years lived in community had a negative influence. People who lived longer are more likely to evaluate migrant workers negatively. People who took part in the community election support migrant workers’ equal rights stronger.
  In summary, the factors influenced urban residents’ attitude towards migrant workers in Nanjing and Zhangjiagang are coincident, but there are some slight differences. Among the control variables, the gender do not have an effect on the Nanjing citizens’ attitude, but the attitude of male citizens in Zhangjiagang is better. Number of friends had a slightly positive influence on the Nanjing citizens’ attitude, but it is not significant in data of Zhangjiagang. There is another difference that compared with residents whose education level is high school or below, those Zhangjiagang citizens whose education level is technical secondary school or junior college are less likely to evaluate migrant workers negatively, but Nanjing citizens whose education level is technical secondary school or junior college are more likely to give the negative evaluation. Among the explanatory variables that we pay more attention, work or not influence Nanjing citizens’ attitude significantly. Attitude of residents who have job is better than those who do not have job. This has not been manifested in the data of Zhangjiagang.

VI Conclusion and Discussion

  We can found delightedly that the attitude of urban residents in Zhangjiagang and Nanjing towards migrant workers is relatively tolerant and open. And most of them agree that migrant workers should have equal rights on children’s compulsory education, employment, medical insurance, endowment insurance and so on with urban residents. Quite a few residents support migrant workers to set in the city. It is still worth noting that, the attitude towards migrant workers of urban residents is not coincident but contradictory. On the one hand, they objectively and rationally noticed that migrant workers make great contribution to the economic construction and social development. They recognized that migrant workers’ tasks are dirty, heavy and dangerous which citizens would not like to do. On the other hand, the citizens subjectively and emotionally judge that migrant workers affected the environment and appearance of the city and led to an increase in crime. On the one hand, they support that migrant workers should have equal rights on children’s compulsory education, medical insurance, employment and so on. On the other hand, they do not agree that migrant workers equally rent the low-rent house provided by the government, have the basic cost of living allowances and take part in the community election and the election of People’s Congress in the city.
  The existence of the differences and contradiction is normal. The longtime urban-rural dual structure in China lead to two different benefit clusters: urban residents and country folk. This basic institution has been internalized a kind of common social psychology. But this had been shocked greatly by the booming market economy and incident social reformation. We can found from this research that the urban residents gradually change their negative attitude towards migrant workers and begin to accept and respect them.
  In order to promote the reformation of the dual structure, facilitate China’s healthy urbanization and solve the surplus labors problem in rural areas at the same time, we should let those migrant workers who worked, lived and developed in city integrate into the city smoothly. This process is not the migrant workers’ own effort, it also includes the urban residents’ acceptance. This research shows that social group and social organization participation influence urban residents’ attitude. Maybe this is a breakout for us to let the urban residents give up bias and see the migrant workers as the equal members in urban society. 
Based on the analysis of survey data from Nanjing and Zhangjiagang, we preliminary confirmed that some kinds of social participation do have effect on urban residents’ attitude towards migrant workers. But the relations between them is very complex. This research can not able to cover more influence mechanism. There are some mediating variables between the social participation and urban residents’ attitude. The mental health may be their moderating variable. The factors which did not be fully considered in this research should be examined by larger and more focused research.
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