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An Empirical Study of Political Trust among College Netizens
Shi Xuejin

(School of Public Administration, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou., 350007, China)

Abstract. Political trust is an important index factor of the legitimacy of government. At present,

the political trust among the college students’ Internet users (or college netizens) embodies a compli-

cated situation. Based on an online survey of 471 college netizens, this paper found that the overall

level of political trust of participants was above the average and the higher the government, the higher

the level of trust; students from different backgrounds had prominent differences. As for the meas-

urement of the sense of well —being, participants who showed higher degree of trust on central and

fundamental political systems were generally happier. The differences between focus on the political

and social news and different contact conditions to media also affected the participants’ measurement

of political trust.
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