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Abstract Basing on data of a national survey conducted in 2011, this paper tries to find out how the perceived performance difference a-
mong multi-level government affects people’s trust at different level of government. the findings show that the people believe that, com-
paring to local governments, the central government has better performance, better motivation and less corruption, so the central govern-
ment should enjoy more trust than the local one. This is why Chinese people are likely to develop hierarchical political trust.
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