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Human Capital, Sodal Capital, Enterprises Institution or Social
Environment: Wage determination model of migrant wokers in Peal River
Delta .................................... Liu meing &Zm”g alunm 114

Abstract: Drawing upon data from the survey of migrant workers in Peal River Delta, the
article proposes a wage detemmination model of migrant workers. It is found that as well as
gender and age, human capital which is measured by years of schooling, training and
work etc., have podtive effect on the wage of migrant workers. The scale and woik type
of enterprise also have significant influence on the wage. But the industrial sectors and the
nature of enterprise are mnot significant in their influence. Whether the workers have
contracts with their employers doesr’ t affect their wages, even duning the period of labor
scarcity. The variables of social capital and social envionment d not have significant
influence on their wages. The article concludes that the wage of peasant workers is low,
rigid and do not change with region or supply of labor I is highly market— determined in
the segmented labor matket, and it lack inner enterprse labor market and promotion

system.

Computer Simulation of Social Psychological Phenomena and Its Methodology
Meanings ----- Sha Lianxiang, Liu Ying, Wang Weidong &Chen Yu 138

Abstract: The article is about the computer simulation on mass social psychology. Based
on a seties of online survey duing SARS, the simulation provides a way to predict the
status of social psychology during crisis. Two layers of simulation are conducted in this
research. One model studies the correlation between inner varables and cowelation
between inner and outer vanables, the other model studies the correlation between latent
factors of inner variables and correlation between these factors and outer variables which
shows the multi-layer structure of social psychology phenomena. The simulation results
display this method s potential on social psychology study. The authos concludes from
their simulation that when studying the complicated phenomena of Chinese culture and
Chinese peoplé s social psychology, we need a pewspective from multi-layer medium and

latent factors assum ption.

Professional Trap and Cultural Hliteracy: A reflection on rural social work

practice in Southwest China

........................ Gu Xuebin, Zhang Heging &Yang Xicong 161

Abstract This paper is based on an action research project to experiment the Capacity
Building Model in a village in Southwest China, which aims at developing mral social work
education and practice model in the context of Chinese mainland. This paper contains
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