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Psychological Mechanisms and Practical Paradox of Political Trust
Li Yanxia

[ Abstract |Political trust is both a micro political attitude and macro political culture as a manifestation of the positive interaction
between the public and the political system. The different expectations and the risk assessment to the political system
determines the different types and the different strength of political trust at the micro psychological level. AT the mac-
ro level, political trust and political distrust are not a simple opposition. The distrust to the institutionalization is pre-
cisely the source and an important guarantee of political trust. The analyses to the Psychological Mechanisms and
Practical Paradox of Political Trust is helpful to clarify the debates on the level of political trust and what is the politi-
cal trust we need among the contemporary Chinese scholars .
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