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Abstract: This article examines the conceptualization of Chinese soft power and the im-
plementation of the PRC’s soft power strategy in Africa. First introduced into academic
discourse by American political scientist Joseph Nye in 1990, the concept was subse-
quently adopted and critically re-evaluated by Chinese political theorists, most notably
Wang Huning, Yan Xuetong, Yang Shengping and Zhang Guozuo. The term has un-
dergone a complex process of semantic evolution, emerging as a primary tool of the
PRC’s foreign policy since 2007. The conceptual and methodological framework of this
article synthesizes Quentin Skinner’s linguistic contextualism and Yan Xuetong’s
moral realism. The application of Skinner’s methodology enables a deconstruction of
the evolution of Chinese soft power as a sequence of speech acts intended to legitimize
the PRC’s foreign policy within a shifting international context. The contemporary
Chinese interpretation of soft power, largely shaped by the ideas of Wang Huning and
Yan Xuetong, demonstrates a pivot from liberal idealism toward strategic pragmatism.
The article provides a periodization of the concept’s evolution within Chinese political
culture, analyzes its core ideologemes and initiatives, and investigates the institutions,
instruments, and practices of the PRC’s soft power in Africa. The primary ideologemes
of Chinese soft power are rooted in the four global initiatives introduced by Xi Jinping.
These initiatives provide the conceptual substance of China’s soft power, imbuing it
with the meaning specific to the Chinese context. Unlike the United States, China does
not demand that its partners alter their domestic systems; for many African and Asian
nations, this lack of conditionality is precisely what renders Chinese influence “soft.”
The article concludes that contemporary Chinese soft power, while stripped of Nye’s
original political idealism, should not be construed as hard power. Rather, it remains
firmly within the conceptual framework of soft power, albeit redefined through a
Sinicized lens of pragmatic statecraft.
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M.A.Conowesa

Kuraiickasi Msirkasi CHJIa: OT HACTOPO’KEHHOT0 aHAJIM3a
K MPUMEHEeHUI0 B aQPUKAHCKOIl MOJINTHKE

Annomayus: JlaHHasi CTaThsl TOCBALICHA aHAJIU3Y IOHATHS KUTAWUCKOW MsACKOU CUbl
U IPaKTHYECKOMY HNpPHMEHEHHIO cTparerun msaekol cunvl KHP B apprkanckoM perunone.
Ionsitue msaekas cuna GBUIO BBEACHO B HAYYHBIH 000pPOT aMEPHKAHCKUM IOJIUTOJIOTOM
Jx.Haem B 1990 r., 3anMCTBOBaHO M KPHTHYECKH IEPEOCMBICTICHO KUTAHCKUMH IIOJTIH-
TUYECKUMH TEOPETUKAMH, CPEIU KOTOPBIX Bedyllee MecTO 3aHuMaroT Ban XyHuH, SIHb
CroatyH, SIH Ulsanun u Wkan [Nomzo. TepMuH mporen ClIoXHBIH MyTh CeMaHTUYECKOH
sBosronuy, nocsie 2007 r. BOWIS B YUCIO OCHOBHBIX MHCTPYMEHTOB BHEIIHEH IOJIUTHKU
KHP. KoHuenryanbHO-METO0JIOTHUYECKYI0 OCHOBY CTaThU COCTABISIIOT CHHTE3 JIMHTBUC-
THYECKOro KoHTeKcTyannmsma KBentnna CkuHHepa M MopaibHOro peammsma Sup Cros-
TyHa. Mcnons3oBanne Metogonoran CKHHHEPA ITO3BOJISET IEKOHCTPYHPOBATH SBOIIOLIUIO
KHTaNCKOM MseKoll cubl KaK TIOCIEA0BAaTEIbHOCTh PEUEBBIX aKTOB, HANIPABICHHBIX Ha Jie-
THTHMAIMIO BHEUIHenonuTHueckoro kypca KHP B MeHsomemcs: MexIyHapoIHOM KOH-
Tekcre. CoBpeMeHHas KUTalcKasi HHTEPIIPETALUs MsACKOU CUlbl, BO MHOTOM c(hOpPMHUPO-
BaHHas 1oJ| BinusHueM uaeil Ban Xynuna u Slup CroaTyHa, J€MOHCTPUpYET OTKa3 OT JIU-
OepanbHOro HAeanu3Ma B IOJIb3Y CTPATETHUECKOrO MparmMatu3Ma. B craTbe mpuBemeHa
MEPHOIU3ALHS BOJIIOINH MOHITHS MSTKasl CHJIa B KUTaHCKON MOJIMTHYECKON KYNIBType,
paccMOTpEeHbI OCHOBHBIE KOHIIETIIIMH, UAE0I0TeMbl U HHUIMATUBBI KUTAHCKOH cTpaTerun
MSITKOM CHJIbI, @ TAKXKE UCCJIIEA0BAHbl UHCTUTYThI, MHHCTPYMCHTBI U IPAKTHUKU MSTKOH CH-
161 KHP B A¢puke. OCHOBHBIE HIEOJIOT€MBI KUTAHCKON MsA2KOU Cusibl OCHOBBIBAIOTCS Ha
KOHIIETIIIUSAX W IOHATHAX UYETHIPEX KUTAHCKUX TTI00ANBHBIX WHUIMATHB NEHCTBYIOIIETO
pyxoBogurenss KHP Cu L3unpnuna. Conmepikamuiicss B 9TUX WHULIMATHBAX HaOop uueit
Y TIOHATHUH NMUTAET KUTAMCKYIO MACKYIO culy, IpUAaBast € TOT CMBICH, KOTOPBIH 3aJ105KEH
B ee KuTaiickoil nHTepnperanuu. B otnnune ot CIIA, Kuraii He TpeOyeT oT mapTHepoB
MEHSTh UX BHYTPEHHEE yCTPOICTBO, UTO AENaeT €ro CUIy «MSTKOW» Ul MHOTUX CTpaH
A¢puku 1 Asun. OCHOBHOI BBIBOJ] CTaTbU COCTOHMT B TOM, YTO KUTAHCKas MsAcKAsd CUid
B €€ COBPEMEHHOH HHTEPIIpeTalliy, XOTs U JINIIeHA MoJuTHIeckoro uaeanmusma Jx. Has,
HE MOJXKET OBITh MCTOJKOBAaHA KaK JKECTKasl CHJIa, OCTABasICh B CMBICIIOBOM IIOJIE «MSITKas
CHIIa».

Kniouesvie cnosa: Msarkas cuna, Baemnsas nonutuka KHP, Cu [3unbnun, Adpuka, VH-
ctutyT Kondyuws, Macrepckue Jly6ans, ArenrctBo CHHbXya
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Introduction

This article analyzes the complex phenomenon of Chinese soft power and the imple-
mentation of the PRC’s soft power strategy in Africa. First introduced into the American
political lexicon in 1990, the concept of soft power was subsequently adopted and critically
reimagined by Chinese political theorists, most notably Wang Huning, Yan Xuetong, Yang
Shengping, Huang Su, and Zhang Guozuo. Over time, the term has undergone a complex
semantic evolution, becoming an integral component of the PRC's foreign policy toolkit.

The article examines the connotations of soft power within Chinese political culture
from the early 1990s to the present. The author pursues three primary objectives: 1) to iden-
tify the stages of the concept’s semantic evolution in China during the late 20th and early
21st centuries; 2) to investigate the points of convergence and divergence between Nye’s
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“classical” understanding of soft power and the official Chinese interpretation embedded in
Communist Party of China (CPC) policy documents; 3) to examine the practical application
of this concept within the African dimension of Chinese foreign policy. The central re-
search question of the article is whether Chinese soft power constitutes a fundamentally
different phenomenon from Nye’s original formulation — a claim Nye himself supports by
labeling China’s influence as “sharp power.” [Nye, 2023, p. 113—115; Nye, 2018].

The author contends that while the Chinese interpretation differs from Nye’s definition,
China’s soft power nonetheless remains a distinct manifestation within the broader con-
ceptual framework of soft power.

The methodological framework of this article relies on historical inquiry, utilizing peri-
odization of the historical evolution of the concept of soft power as an effective tool to de-
code the concept’s contemporary meaning in China [Topychkanov, 2016, pp. 181-185].
Theoretically, the study synthesizes Quentin Skinner’s linguistic contextualism with Yan
Xuetong’s moral realism.

Following Skinner, this article treats political concepts not as constants but as “tools in
argument,” possessing specific illocutionary force; they embody the goals of an author situ-
ated within a particular historical context [Skinner, 2002, pp. 105-115]. In American dis-
course, Nye’s concept was initially inextricably linked to political idealism and used to le-
gitimize a liberal world order where the attractiveness of values — such as democracy and
human rights — functioned as a voluntary, non-state resource. As Skinner notes, shifts in
historical context inevitably transform meaning; thus, when transplanted onto Chinese con-
text, the term soft power underwent a rhetorical redescription. Applying Skinner’s method-
ology allows for the deconstruction of Chinese soft power as a sequence of speech acts
aimed at legitimizing the PRC’s foreign policy within a shifting international environment
[Skinner, 2002, pp. 179-185].

The contemporary Chinese interpretation of soft power, shaped by the ideas of Wang
Huning, Yang Shengping and Zhang Guozuo, demonstrates a pivot from liberal idealism
toward strategic pragmatism. This approach aligns with Yan Xuetong’s theory of “moral
realism,” which distinguishes between “power” (the capacity to coerce) and “authority”
(the capacity to lead). In this light, Chinese soft power emerges not as a “diluted” version of
the Western idea, but as an autonomous concept. While it lacks Nye’s original idealism, it
cannot be construed as hard power. It remains within the conceptual field of soft power
because it prioritizes the cultivation of long-term, stable, and mutually beneficial relations
over the threat of force. Consequently, China’s strategy in Africa should be qualified not as
a destructive sharp power, but as a pragmatic soft power whose effectiveness depends on
the strategic reliability of the parties and the fulfilment of mutual obligations [Yan, 2026,
pp- 35-36].

The evolution of the concept of soft power in China

The concept of soft power was initially introduced into academic discourse in 1990 by
Joseph Nye in his work “Bound to Lead: The Changing Nature of American Power” [Nye,
1990]. Just one year later, in 1991, Huang Su, a scholar at the Institute of World Economics
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and Politics at the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, characterized the concept of soft
power as follows: “The United States uses this 'invisible power’ to mask its economic de-
cline and continue exercising global dominance, misleading other countries regarding their
true national interests” [Huang, 1991, pp. 59—61]. This marked the first introduction of soft
power (3235 11 — ruin shili) into the Chinese political science lexicon.

It is not entirely clear whether Huang Su intended to propose a formal scholarly defini-
tion or was merely offering a critical journalistic characterization. This ambiguity is unsur-
prising, as a formal definition was also absent from Nye’s initial work; it only appeared in
2004 in his book “Soft Power: The Means to Success in World Politics”. Nye defined it as
"the ability to get what you want through attraction rather than coercion or payments,” aris-
ing from “the attractiveness of a country’s culture, political ideas, and policies” [Nye, 2004,
p. X]. Thus, while the early semantic evolution of soft power in American political culture
spans the period from 1990 to 2004, the chronological boundaries of this stage in Chinese
political culture followed a distinct trajectory.

In 1993, the Chinese political scientist and party official Wang Huning offered an in-
terpretation that diverged significantly from Huang Su’s. In his article “Culture as National
Power: Soft Power,” Wang characterized soft power not as a tool of imperialist propaganda,
but as a vital instrument of foreign policy. Notably, Wang employed the term ruan quanli
(BXHBLT7), or “soft authority,” to translate the concept. Echoing Nye’s logic, Wang argued
that soft power was not merely a supplement to military or economic might, but a critical
component of a state survival in the 21st century. He asserted that “elevating the develop-
ment of ‘soft power’ to a strategic level is a general requirement of the contemporary inter-
national situation, and a defining trend for the international community in the 1990s and
even into the 21st century” [Wang, 1993, p. 96].

This perspective was bolstered in 1997 by the diplomat and scholar Pang Zhongying.
In his review of “Bound to Lead”, Pang analyzed the significance of soff power — which he
translated as 3% JJ & (ruin liliang) — in international relations. He largely agreed with Nye’s
original interpretation, arguing that a state’s soft power must rely on resources situated out-
side the realms of military force and economic coercion [Pang, 1997, pp. 49-51].

A defining feature of this stage was the extensive debate within Chinese academic cir-
cles regarding the most accurate translation of “soft power” into Chinese. As noted, Huang
Su used rudn shili (%5E77), Wang Huning used rucn qudanli (x40 /J), and Pang Zhongy-
ing used rudn liliang (% JJ&). For a Chinese speaker, the distinctions are profound: shili
(82 77) refers to actualized power and tangible resources; qudnli (£{ /1) pertains to political
authority or the right to command; and liliang (7J&) denotes “strength” in the sense of
physical or energetic force.

By the mid-2000s, the translation rudn shili (X5 7]) became dominant in Chinese
scholarship, adopted by prominent figures such as Yan Xuetong, Qin Yaqing, Yu Xintian,
Men Honghua, Chen Yugang, Guo Shuyong, Lu Gang, and others. These scholars collec-
tively argued that for China’s peaceful rise, it was essential not only to define China’s soft
power but also to facilitate its development to ensure sustainable growth [Yan, Xu, 2008;
Men, 2007; Chen, 2007; Guo, 2007]. Consequently, Chinese scholars identified Chinese
culture as the primary source of soft power, leading to the formalized concept of “cultural
soft power”, wénhua rudn shili (CALERSE 77) [Chen, 2006].

10
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After 2007, the positive connotation of soft power finally prevailed, having shed its ear-
lier reputation as a tool of imperialist propaganda. At the 17th National Congress of the
CPC in 2007, the Central Committee’s report explicitly set the goal to “enhance the coun-
try’s cultural soft power” [Hu, 2007].

The development of soft power concepts in the US and the PRC proceeded along parallel
tracks: the initial formative stage in the US took place from 1990 to 2004, whereas the con-
ceptual content of soff power as a vital instrument of state foreign policy, as codified in CPC
documents, took shape between 1991 and 2007. While Joseph Nye interpreted the American
concept as a symbiosis of a specific country’s culture, foreign policy, and political values, the
Chinese version initially identified culture as the sole foundation of the nation’s soff power-.

A new stage in the evolution of China’s soft power began in 2008 and concluded in
2014. During this period, the concept gained official recognition and was integrated into
both foreign and — notably — domestic policy,' and was gradually supplemented with new
ideas, becoming grounded in indigenous philosophical traditions and socialist values.

A significant milestone occurred in 2009 with the foundation of the Center for China’s
Cultural Soft Power at Hunan University, which did much to enrich Chinese soft power
concept with fresh theoretical perspectives. The Center’s director, the prominent political
philosopher Zhang Guozuo, developed a new interpretation, defining soft power as depend-
ent on the comprehensive strength, cohesion, and organizational capabilities of the Party
and government. He identified the “core socialist values” (f1:4> % X AZ oM E M, shéhui
zhilyi héxin jiazhiguan) as the “ideological foundation” of Chinese cultural soft power.
Following the Chinese tradition of using vivid anthropomorphic imagery for ideological
terms, Zhang described socialist values the “soul” (88, hun) of soft power. He viewed soft
power as an instrument of both foreign and domestic Chinese policy, rooted in the under-
standing of socialist values as universal principles of social development [Zhang, 2011,
p. 12; Zhang, 2012, pp. 13—14].

In 2012, Yang Shengping, a prominent Chinese philosopher and editor-in-chief of
Capital Normal University Press, further advanced the conceptualization of Chinese cul-
tural soft power. Yang argued that China’s soft power must be a deliberate, state-led con-
struct tailored to the unique Chinese political identity, conceptualized across three mental
levels: the discourse level (narrative construction), the value level (ideological core) and the
operational level (strategic practice) [Yang, 2012, pp. 23-25].

Upon taking office in 2013, Xi Jinping began incorporating the concept of cultural soft
power in his speeches, often weaving in quotations from classical Chinese historical and
philosophical treatises [Lukin, 2023, p.90]. At a Politburo meeting on February 26, 2014,
he officially formulated the thesis of the inextricable link between China's cultural soft
power and “core socialist values.” [Xi, 2014] It is in this specific interpretation that has
been disseminated by PRC media ever since.

In 2020, Zhang Guozuo published “Several Issues Concerning ‘Soft Power’ and ‘Cul-
tural Soft Power’,” providing a definition that became an ideological benchmark for many
Chinese scholars: “Cultural soft power is everything invisible, intangible, and difficult to
measure; it is a force manifested through spirit, feelings, wisdom, morality, and character,

(LI LIS

" The concepts of “regional soft power”, “urban soft power”, “soft power of the enterprise”, and “soft
power of the ruling party” have been developed in the Chinese scientific literature [Hu, 2018, p. 129].

11
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capable of exerting a soft, attractive influence. It encompasses the attractiveness of culture,
the persuasiveness of language, the appeal of ideals, the inspiring power of spirit, the crea-
tive might of wisdom, the enlightening power of morality, the guiding force of theory, the
orienting power of public opinion, and the infectious and captivating power of art.”> Zhang
contrasted this with “material hard power” — defined as “everything visible, tangible, and
quantifiable (...) that is capable of exerting hard coercive influence,” including military and
economic [Zhang, 2020, p. 6-7].

In summary, the Chinese concept of soft power progressed through several distinct stages
before acquiring its contemporary content. This modern iteration integrates centuries-old cul-
tural foundations with “core socialist values,” which extend to nearly all other spheres of so-
cial life, granting the Chinese interpretation a significantly larger scale and political weight
than Nye’s original formulation. Contemporary Chinese soft power is the power of a prag-
matic example; it remains “soft” as long as its primary instrument is the voluntary participa-
tion of partners in Chinese-led projects (such as the “Belt and Road Initiative”), even when
such participation is driven by rational calculation rather than idealistic motives.

In Western scholarly literature, numerous studies criticize the Chinese concept of soft
power and the state’s dominant role in its implementation [Nye, 2023, p. 113-121; Walker,
Ludwig, 2017]. In response, official Chinese media accuse Western opponents of bias,
“double standards,” and a hypocritical denial of the forceful methods to achieve their fo-
reign policy goals. These mutual accusations generally align with the phenomenon Edward
Bernays characterized as “propaganda’™ as early as 1928 [Bernays, 1936, p. 25].

In the author's view, both interpretations of sofi power, embedded within their respective
governance systems, have proven their viability, allowing them to be viewed as phenomena of
the same phenomenological order [Spiegelberg, 2025]. Consequently, it is more important
to examine the conceptual content rather than the external contour of the phenomenon. The
next section will analyze the primary ideologemes that constitute the conceptual content of
Chinese soft power, as they circulate within Chinese society and are broadcast abroad.

Concepts, Ideologemes, and Initiatives
in China’s Soft Power Strategy

Since 1949, the PRC has consistently put forward domestic and foreign policy objec-
tives, broadcasting specific concepts and initiatives to the world in a concise and ideologi-
cally calibrated form. Prior to the ideological rift with the USSR, the focus remained on the
anti-imperialist struggle and socialist principles of social organization. During the Cultural
Revolution, the foundational slogans shifted toward “self-reliance” and the struggle against
“superpower hegemonism.” By 1976 — the year of Mao Zedong’s death — the dominant
foreign policy narrative emphasized support for the global revolutionary process based on

*Chin. “SCAESE " R—UOIBAMBAE . MLLHE, RICARK, HER, B . W
e, ATCURIESME SR AME I 0. B, TR . SRR, BAEREE 1. K
SR, WEMENE . EENA ). BISIRS. BIRHEI S, SRMERER S, #
BT ARSI,

? According to Bernays, propaganda “is a consistent, enduring effort to create or shape events to influ-
ence the relations of the public to an enterprise, idea or group” [Bernays, 1928, p. 25].
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socialist values and a readiness to repel external military aggression. Under Deng Xiaoping
(1978-1989), ideological priorities shifted: a narrative of development became dominant,
and the threat of direct military confrontation was largely dismissed. This transition was
facilitated by the shift from a bipolar to a unipolar world led by the US and its NATO al-
lies. The concept of “opening up” (to investment, technology, and education), the removal
of ideological barriers in economic affairs, and peaceful development began to dominate
the Chinese ideological vocabulary. The tenures of Jiang Zemin (1989-2002) and Hu Jintao
(2002-2012) generally maintained the trajectory of global cooperation established by Deng
Xiaoping, though each leader refined foreign policy based on their personal leadership style
and experience [Borokh, Lomanov, 2018, p. 61].

In 2013, a leader of an entirely different magnitude, Xi Jinping, assumed power, wield-
ing influence comparable to that of Mao Zedong and Deng Xiaoping. Unlike his predeces-
sors, Xi has championed “major-country diplomacy with Chinese characteristics”, which
asserts a degree of Chinese autonomy from the conventional rules of modern global politics
[Xi, 2017, p. 443]. In Xi's interpretation, being a “responsible power” entails building a
distinct Chinese model for the country’s integration into the global system of international
relations [Voskresenskiy, 2019, p. 721-724].

The current PRC leadership has four global initiatives, each containing ideologemes
designed to address specific foreign policy tasks. These include the Belt and Road Initiative
(BRI, 2013), the Global Development Initiative (2021), the Global Security Initiative
(2022), the Global Civilization Initiative (2023), and the Global Governance Initiative
(2025). This suite of initiatives nourishes Chinese soft power, imbuing it with the meaning
rooted in a Sinicized interpretation of international order.

The foundational project dominating the Chinese soft power agenda for the past fifteen
years remains the BRI. Launched in the first year of Xi Jinping's rule, the BRI was global in
scope but fragmented in implementation across sub-projects involving China’s neighbors in
Asia as well as broader continental systems in Europe, Latin America, and Africa. The core
ambition of the BRI is to create a global infrastructural framework for world economic de-
velopment on “win-win” terms for equal partners — presenting an alternative to the frame-
work established by Western nations.

In Africa, the BRI has been integrated with another key instrument of Chinese soff power:
regional pan-African forums. The Forum on China-Africa Cooperation (FOCAC) was inau-
gurated in 2000 and has since been held every three years, alternating between China and
African host countries. The ninth FOCAC summit took place in Beijing in September 2024.

Currently, a three-tier structure of China-Africa relations has emerged: first, FOCAC
serves as a selection mechanism for countries aligned with China’s strategic direction; sec-
ond, the signing of BRI agreements de facto “formalizes membership” in the club of
China’s followers, securing them within the China’s political and economic orbit; third, at
the level of strategic partnership, African countries confirm their readiness to support the
PRC internationally, particularly within UN platforms where China relies on the backing of
this influential voting bloc.*

*See, e.g., the vote on the UN Human Rights Council resolution A/HRC/RES/37/23 dated 6.04.2018,
which mentions and supports the concept of a “Community with a common destiny for humanity.” URL:
https://docs.un.org/A/HRC/RES/37/23

13



KuTaickaa mMarkas cuna: oT aHa/mM3a K NpUMeHeHM0 B appuMKaHCKOM NOIUTUKE

Central to the ideologemes of Chinese soft power is the concept of a “Community with
a Shared Future for Mankind” (AR drig 3L [F 14k, rénlei mingyin gongtongt) (2012),
which emphasizes equality and mutual respect among states. This concept promotes “com-
mon human values — peace, development, justice, democracy, and liberty” and seeks to
overcome civilizational barriers through dialogue and mutual learning [Xi, 2022].

Xi Jinping’s presentation of this concept in Africa during the 2018 FOCAC was ac-
companied by a reaffirmation of the “Five No’s” (TL/M~, wii gé bir): no interference in
African countries’ development paths; no interference in African countries’ internal affairs;
no imposition of China’s will; no political strings attached to assistance to Africa; and no
seeking of selfish political gains in investment and financing cooperation [Xi, 2018]. This
proposal was reinforced by an announcement of 60 billion USD in financial support, which
significantly heightened interest in the project. Following the summit, the Beijing Decla-
ration, “Toward an Even Stronger China-Africa Community with a Shared Future” was
formally adopted [Guanyu guojian..., 2018].

Xi Jinping’s policy as the leader of the PRC demonstrates a clear symbiosis of two
core paradigms: the concept of comprehensive development in a conflict-free world, trac-
ing back to Deng Xiaoping, and the concept of comprehensive security aimed at counter-
ing external threats, rooted in Mao Zedong’s strategy of repelling imperialist aggression.
In their updated forms, these concepts were formally articulated by Xi Jinping in the
Global Development Initiative (GDI) and the Global Security Initiative (GSI), respec-
tively.

The GDI was launched by Xi Jinping in 2021 at the 76th session of the UN General
Assembly as a framework for implementing the UN 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Develop-
ment. The proposal identifies eight priority areas: poverty alleviation, food security, pan-
demic response, development financing, climate change, “green” development, industriali-
zation, and the digital economy. Researchers view this initiative as Beijing’s bid to lead the
“social” agenda of the Global South [Small, 2022, p. 95]. Within the GDI framework,
China’s soft power strategy is built on contrasting the Chinese “effective growth” model
with Western developmental paradigms. This strategy emphasizes: first, the primacy of the
sovereign right to development over debates on political freedoms; second, the sovereign
equality of all nations regardless of size, fostering “true multilateralism”; third, assistance
without interference (investment without political conditionality); and finally, a “green and
digital future” modeled on China’s economic success. Conversely, Western scholars argue
that Beijing uses aid to the Global South to construct a new global governance system
where China serves as the central node and Western standards become secondary [Econ-
omy, 2022, pp. 84-118].

The GSI represents a logical evolution of the PRC’s “comprehensive security” concept,
a principle Xi Jinping championed even prior to taking office. Official documents — most
notably the State Council White Papers “China’s Military Strategy” (2015), “China’s Poli-
cies on Asia-Pacific Security Cooperation” (2017), “China’s National Defense in the New
Era” (2019), and “China’s Armed Forces: 30 Years of UN Peacekeeping Operations”
(2020) — consistently underscore that China’s military buildup is purely defensive. Current
military-strategic doctrine regarding nuclear weapons is defined as a “nuclear counter-
strike” (#% [ i7), which explicitly precludes a first-strike policy [Xin shidai..., 2019].
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Beyond military defense, this security paradigm encompasses cyber, economic, political,
social, and ideological dimensions, ultimately converging into soft power narratives de-
signed to shield China from external criticism.

On March 15, 2023, at the CPC in Dialogue with World Political Parties High-Level
Meeting, Xi Jinping introduced the Global Civilization Initiative. He outlined four pil-
lar principles: mutual respect (FH H. &L 5, xianghu ziinzhong), the priority of common
values (3 [E U {E L5, gongténg jiazhi yduxian), the inheritance and innovation of
civilizations (f&7K 5613, chuanchéng yu chuangxin), and enhanced international ex-
change and cooperation (71t [ Br 3 B AZ i, shenhua guéji wénming jiolin) [Xi, 2023].
The GCI positions itself as an alternative to Westocentric and Eurocentric cultural para-
digms. Although it lacks a formal enforcement mechanism, its foundational principles
signal an “alter-globalist” stance, offering an opposition to Western-led globalization
models.

In September 2025, during the SCO Summit in Tianjin, Xi Jinping introduced the
Global Governance Initiative. While reaffirming commitment to UN principles, the Chinese
leader called for structural reforms within the organization. Through this initiative, China
frames itself as a “defender of the international order” and urges the Global South to unite
against “historical injustice.” While supporting the UN “Pact for the Future,” Beijing pro-
posed its own roadmap based on non-interference, inclusiveness, and collective decision-
making [Xi, 2025].

Collectively, these initiatives constitute a comprehensive program for global trans-
formation across social, economic, political, and cultural spheres. The GGI, in particular,
seeks to transition long-standing debates on reform from theoretical discourse into practical
implementation.

While these four initiatives have drawn criticism, their positive reception across the
globe — particularly in Africa — is of greater strategic consequence. The Belt and Road Ini-
tiative (BRI) now includes 147 of the 193 UN member states (approx. 75%). In Africa,
53 out of 54 sovereign states have joined the BRI, and the vast majority participate in the
Forum on China-Africa Cooperation (FOCAC). Many African leaders view the BRI as
complementary to the African Union’s “Agenda 2063” and the Programme for Infrastruc-
ture Development in Africa (PIDA). Some African thinkers even identify a convergence
between Chinese and Pan-African interests in the realm of spiritual and civilizational values
[Ndzendze, Monyae, 2019]. Thus, China’s policy of ideological neutrality and non-inter-
ference fosters an environment of mutual understanding among the participants of the Sino-
African dialogue.

From the linguistic contextualist perspective, China has achieved “ideological innova-
tion” by maintaining the terminology of soft power while pivoting its internal mechanism
from the “promotion of values” to the “demonstration of governance reliability.” The gen-
erally positive reception of Chinese initiatives by African leaders indicates that they view
China’s soft power strategy neither as coercion (hard power) nor as “disinterested charm,”
but as a model of pragmatic order, sovereignty, and economic success — or, in Yan Xue-
tong’s terms, an example of “humane authority.”
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China’s Soft Power in Africa:
Institutions, Tools, and Practices

China’s soft power is most visible Africa, the only global region where Chinese influ-
ence extends to nearly every country. With the sole exception of the Kingdom of Eswatini,
53 out of 54 nations have signed cooperation agreements with the PRC under the BRI and
actively participate in the FOCAC.

China’s five global initiatives are operationalized across the continent through a robust
diplomatic network comprising 53 embassies, 8 consulates-general, and the PRC’s Perma-
nent Mission to the African Union in Addis Ababa. There are 3,266 Chinese companies
officially operating in Africa; today, these entities wield not only economic leverage but
also significant socio-political influence. The security of these enterprises is supported by
approximately 30 registered Chinese Private Security Companies. Furthermore, China
maintains its only overseas multifunctional military base in Djibouti, strategically located
on the Bab-el-Mandeb Strait, with an estimated capacity of 3,000 to 10,000 personnel
[Downs, Becker, deGategno, 2017, p. 4].

The practical implementation of China’s soft power strategy is managed by the Mi-
nistry of Foreign Affairs and approximately nine other ministries, overseen by relevant de-
partments of the CPC Central Committee. Various state agencies, commissions, private
firms and Chinese Migrants Communities serve as indirect instruments of this power [Liu,
2019]. According to Chinese officials and scholars, the most effective spheres for soft
power projection in Africa are education and culture. Since 2007, Beijing has rolled out
an ambitious project to establish a network of Confucius Institutes (CIs) across the conti-
nent.

To date, 62 CIs have been established in 46 African countries. In nine nations, two or
more Cls operate autonomously. South Africa presents a unique case, hosting six Cls
across five cities (Johannesburg, Cape Town, Stellenbosch, Makhanda, and Durban),
while Kenya and Morocco host four and three CIs, respectively. Each institute follows
a dual-leadership model, with one director from the host nation and another appointed by
the PRC.

The core mission of Cls is Chinese language instruction and cultural outreach, prima-
rily targeting the African middle class and intelligentsia. Each CI is funded by the Chinese
International Education Foundation, often supplemented by local co-financing in the form
of facilities and infrastructure. While some researchers characterize Cls as “loyalty incuba-
tors” or components of a vast foreign policy propaganda apparatus, their primary function
is to engage local citizens through language and culture, thereby securing sympathy for the
PRC [Shambaugh, 2015, pp. 104-106]. Although CIs avoid overt political activity, they
socialize students into the core ideologemes of Chinese soft power through educational
materials and interaction with instructors.

A complementary educational project is the Luban Workshops, launched in 2016 at the
initiative of the Tianjin Municipal Education Commission. Named after the legendary Chi-
nese artisan and inventor, these workshops provide vocational training in engineering, IT,
construction, and robotics. Unlike CIs, Luban Workshops focus on technical skills tailored
to local economic needs. The first African workshop opened in Djibouti in 2019, followed
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by others in South Africa, Ghana, Kenya, Nigeria, Egypt, Uganda, Mali, Morocco, Mada-
gascar, and Ethiopia among others. Under the FOCAC Beijing Action Plan (2025-2027),
China has committed to upgrading or opening 10 Luban Workshops and 20 schools in Af-
rica [Forum on China..., 2024].

Furthermore, China actively recruits African students for higher education within the
PRC. For the 20262027 period, 20,000 government scholarships are slated for African
students annually, with the total number of African students in China estimated to exceed
70,000. Scholars highlight the “impressive success” of these educational programs in fos-
tering long-term ties [King, 2025, pp. 673-674].

The media is another pillar of Chinese soft power. In Africa’s information landscape,
where many rely on accessible media, Beijing’s policy is pan-African in scope. All major
actors—the “Big Four”: Xinhua News Agency, CCTV (China Central Television), CRI
(China Radio International),” and China Daily—are active on the continent.’®

Xinhua, in particular, promotes the “Chinese alter-globalist development model,”
maintaining offices in 46 African countries and covering over 90% of the continent’s popu-
lation [Madrid-Morales, 2016, p.86]. Researchers define the work of Chinese media as
“constructive journalism,” which emphasizes positive news. This serves as a deliberate
contrast to Western media, which often focuses on economic crises, crime, and conflict
[Zhang, Matingwina, 2016].

Empirical studies show mixed results regarding media efficacy. Catie Bailard (2016)
found that increased access to Chinese broadcasting correlates with more favorable per-
ceptions of the PRC, though she notes this may be due to China’s infrastructure invest-
ments rather than the media content itself [Bailard, 2016, pp. 468—469]. Conversely, Lina
Benabdallah (2017) argues that professional training programs for African journalists are
even more effective than media itself, as long-term fellowships in China encourage partici-
pants to internalize Chinese values [Benabdallah, 2017, pp. 512-513].

China leverages humanitarian aid and peacekeeping operations to bolster its regional
image. While some see these projects as highly successful [Morgan, 2019, pp. 405—406],
others suggest that while Chinese aid is popular among political elites, it may fail to re-
sonate as strongly with the general population [Blair, Marty, Roessler, 2019, pp. 1371—
1373].

The “Made in China 2025 (FF'[E #l]i& 2025) strategy plays a pivotal role in advancing
Chinese soft power, aiming to transform China from the “world’s factory” into the “leading
global technological power” by 2049 [Guowuyuan guanyu..., 2015]. Estimates suggest that
Chinese firms — primarily Huawei and ZTE — have constructed approximately 70-80% of
Africa’s telecommunications infrastructure. Furthermore, due to competitive pricing, a will-
ingness to transfer technology, and integrated financing, China leads the African market in
renewable energy, space technology, and satellite communications, as well as the integra-
tion of facial recognition and Big Data analytics into “smart city” environments [Feldstein,
2019, pp. 8-10].

5 CRI broadcasts in Arabic, English, French, as well as Swahili and Hausa, operating affiliated radio
stations and internet channels globally. Its subsidiary, the China International Broadcasting Network
(CIBN), was founded in 2011 to expand its reach.

© For more information, see [Zhang, Wasserman, Mano, 2016].
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In practice, the PRC’s strategic plans for digital infrastructure in Africa are framed
through narratives familiar to global audiences. Specifically, the expansion of telecommu-
nications networks, smart city technologies, and e-commerce systems is branded as the
“Digital Silk Road” [Dekker, Okano-Heijmans, Zhang, 2020], while the development of
satellite navigation and aerospace cooperation is termed the “Space Silk Road” [Kong-
zhong ... 2025].

In recent years, digital platforms have emerged as essential soft power instruments for
Beijing, facilitating the expansion of its cultural and ideological influence across the conti-
nent. A notable example is TikTok, which now rivals YouTube in audience reach across
Africa. In low-income Sub-Saharan nations where social media penetration is below 20%
(and as low as 2% in the CAR and Niger), Chinese companies provide affordable hardware
and services, making them the primary partners for local telecom operators. African nations
are encouraged to adopt the Chinese model of “digital sovereignty,” which involves estab-
lishing localized digital ecosystems to insulate domestic cyberspace from external influ-
ence. These projects are spearheaded by tech giants Huawei and ZTE [Sytnik, Ladygina-
Glazunova, Bazlutskaya, 2024]. By providing these services, the PRC integrates itself into
the digital fabric of African states, exerting strategic influence over their media landscapes
and data management systems.

The expansion of Chinese technology in Africa reached a new threshold in 2023-2024
with the emergence of the DeepSeek and Qwen large language models, which have become
direct competitors to the American GPT family. A key feature of these Al systems is built-
in content moderation that strictly adheres to the official ideology of the CPC. The large-
scale deployment of free access to these platforms is a calculated geopolitical move by Bei-
jing. It aims to solidify China’s status as a technological leader and foster a long-term in-
formation dependency on Chinese digital solutions, potentially shifting the continental bal-
ance of power and diminishing Western influence in favor of China.

Conclusion

The evolution of the concept of soft power in the United States and the People’s Re-
public of China initially proceeded in a nearly parallel and synchronous manner. In the
USA, fourteen years elapsed between the emergence of the term and Joseph Nye’s formal-
ized scientific definition (1990-2004). A similar period for the semantic development of
soft power in the PRC — from its first mention to its formal adaption in official CPC docu-
ments — spans from 1991 to 2007. By the early 21st century, American and Chinese inter-
pretations of soft power occupied roughly the same semantic field, despite their differences.
While Nye’s American construct was a symbiosis of a nation’s culture, foreign policy, and
political values, the early Chinese iteration identified the country’s culture as the sole foun-
dation of its soft power.

The turning point for the American concept was the events of September 11, 2001, af-
ter which soft power was superseded by the doctrine of the “War on Terror.” Reconciling
soft power with a global counter-terrorism campaign proved nearly impossible. Conse-
quently, the US adopted dualistic and often contradictory foreign policy approaches, result-
ing in what scholars describe as “self-sabotage” [Colebatch, 2022]. The further erosion of
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the American concept is analyzed by Ilan Manor and Guy Golan in their article “Soft Power
is Bullshit! How Shared Interests, Not Values, Shape International Relations.” They ob-
serve that by the 2020s, US policy had effectively eliminated soft power as a functional
instrument of contemporary diplomacy [Manor, Golan, 2026].

In contrast, the Chinese conceptualization of soft power progressed through several dis-
tinct stages: initial criticism and denial (early 1990s); establishment as a foreign policy tool
based exclusively on Chinese cultural values (2007); the inclusion of “Core Socialist Val-
ues with Chinese characteristics” (2008-2013); and finally, the acquisition of its current
officially recognized content after 2014.

A comparison between this modern Chinese interpretation and Nye’s 2004 definition
reveals a stark divergence. While Nye identifies three pillars of soft power — culture, politi-
cal ideals, and foreign policy — China’s official resources are defined as Chinese culture and
Core Socialist Values. These values encompass not only political ideals but also nearly all
spheres of social life, affording the Chinese interpretation significantly greater scale and
political weight. From the perspective of Realpolitik, while US soft power and its “hard”
interests entered a state of diametrical opposition, the modern Chinese concept has ab-
sorbed both Nye-ian elements and Realpolitik components, evolving into a unique ideo-
logical hybrid. Crucially, it maintains one absolute constraint: Chinese soft power categori-
cally rejects all forms of armed or economic coercion. This suggests that while modern
Chinese soft power lacks Nye’s original political idealism, it cannot be interpreted as hard
power, remaining firmly within the semantic boundaries of soft power.

All three stages of China’s soft power policy toward Africa align with the third period
of African modernization. Defined by the eminent historian Mu Tao as the era of “re-
starting” (from the 1990s to the present), this phase is characterized as a “Renaissance”
[Mu, 2025]. In this contemporary context, the core concepts of China’s soft power strategy
have found profound resonance with the historical trajectories of African development.

The primary ideologemes of the modern Chinese soft power are rooted in the five
Global Initiatives introduced by Xi Jinping. The institutions, instruments, and practices of
Chinese soft power in Africa constitute a systemic, pan-African phenomenon. China es-
chews a selective approach in favor of a strategy aimed at the entirety of Africa’s territory
and population. Assessing the results, analysts generally agree that while this strategy devi-
ates from the “Nye canon,” it is highly effective.

Through the lens of linguistic contextualism, Chinese leaders and theorists have per-
formed a “speech act” of redefining soft power, replacing the “attractiveness of values”
with “political trust.” From the standpoint of moral realism, by shedding its “idealistic”
nature, China’s soft power has become “reputational.” It remains “soft” because it is predi-
cated on the voluntary recognition of China’s authority as a stable, predictable, and reliable
center of power.

References

Bailard C.S. (2016). China in Africa: An analysis of the effect of Chinese media expansion on African
public opinion. The International Journal of Press/Politics, 21(4). P. 446—471.

19



KuTaickaa mMarkas cuna: oT aHa/mM3a K NpUMeHeHM0 B appuMKaHCKOM NOIUTUKE

Benabdallah L. (2017). Explaining attractiveness: Knowledge production and power projection in
China’s policy for Africa. Journal of International Relations and Development, 22(3). P. 495-514.

Bernays E. L. (1936). Propaganda. New York, Horace Liveright. 159 p.

Blair R. A., Marty R., & Roessler P. (2022). Foreign Aid and Soft Power: Great Power Competition in
Africa in the Early Twenty-first Century. British Journal of Political Science, 52(3). P. 1355-1376.

Borokh O.N., Lomanov A.V. (2018). Novaya epoha Kitaya: ot obogashcheniya k usileniyu [China’s
New Epoch: from Seeking Wealth to Gaining Strength]. Mirovaya ekonomika i mezhdunarodnye otnoshe-
niya [World Economy and International Relations]. Vol. 62, No. 3, P. 59-70. (In Russian).

Chen Yudan ¥ £ (2006). Lun wenhua ruan quanli de bianjie & CALIKAL JIHIIL S [On the
boundaries of cultural soft power]. Xiandai guoji guanxi H{X[EFr>% & [Modern International Relations].
No. 1. P. 57-63. (In Chinese).

Chen Yugang % KNI (2007). Shilun quangiuhua beijing xia de zhongguo ruan shili goujian 18 2Bk
W 5 R R E L SR %R [A Preliminary Study on the Construction of China’s Soft Power in the Con-
text of Globalization]. Guoji guancha [E PR %2 [International Review]. No.2. P. 36-42. (In Chinese).

Colebatch H.K. (2022). How government experts self-sabotage: The language of the rebuffed. Journal
of Public Policy. Vol. 42. No. 2. P. 241-259.

Dekker B., Okano-Heijmans M., Zhang E.S. (2020). Unpacking China’s Digital Silk Road. Clingen-
dael Netherlands Institute of International Relations. URL: https://www.clingendael.org/sites/default/
files/2020-07/Report_Digital Silk Road July 2020.pdf (accessed: 02.04.2023).

Downs E., Becker J., deGategno P. (2017). China’s military support facility in Djibouti: The economic
and security dimensions of China’s first overseas base. CNA. URL: https://www.cna.org/reports/2017/
chinas-military-support-facility-in-djibouti (accessed: 12.02.2026).

Economy E.C. (2022). The world according to China. Cambridge & Medford: Polity Press. 292 p.

Feldstein S. (2019). The Global Expansion of Al Surveillance. Carnegie Endownment for Inrenational
Peace. 36 p.

Forum on China-Africa Cooperation Beijing Action Plan (2025-2027). Forum on China-Africa
Cooperation. 2024,  September, 5. URL: http://www.focac.org.cn/eng/zywx_1/zyw;j/202506/
120250616 _11649686.htm (accessed: 18.05.2025).

Guanyu goujian gengjia jinmi de zhongfei mingyun gongtongti de beijing xuanyan (quanwen) J<F 1)
EEMEEN P EMELFAARIERES (423X [Toward an Even Stronger China-Africa Com-
munity with a Shared Future (Full text)]. China Government Network, 2018, September 05. URL:
https://www.mfa.gov.cn/web/ziliao_674904/1179_674909/201809/t20180905 7947854.shtml  (accessed:
18.01.2026).

Guo Shuyong FF# 53 (2007). Xin guojizhuyi yu zhongguo ruan shili waijiao 37 Fr £ X 5 E # 52
71403 [New Internationalism and China's Soft Power Diplomacy]. Guoji guancha [E R %% [International
Review]. No. 2. P. 43-52. (In Chinese).

Guowuyuan guanyu yinfa {zhongguo zhizao 2025) de tongzhi [ 45 B¢ T Bk«  [H il i&
2025) FIE %N [Notice of the State Council on Issuing ‘“Made in China 2025°]. China Government Network,
2015, May 19. URL: https://www.gov.cn/zhengce/content/2015-05/19/content_9784.htm  (accessed:
12.01.2025).

Hu Jian #%# (2018). Ruan shili yanjiu zai zhongguo: yige gainian yanjin shi de kaocha 5 74/ 5 7E
o ] — MRS SR 25 %2 [Soft power research in China: A review of its conceptual evolution]. [Inter-
national Review]. No. 6. P. 119-134.

Hu Jintao #%7¥% (2007). Gaoju zhongguo tese shehuizhuyi weidagizhi wei duoqu quanmian jianshe
xiaokangshehui xin shengli er fendou —— zai zhongguogongchandang dishigici quanguodaibiaodahui
shang de baogao o4 R 4 A o 21 S TR DAy < H 4 1 2t B0/ ek 2 97 I R D 2 ——7E o [
e+ LIk ERE KRS ERR Y [Holding High the Great Banner of Socialism with Chinese
Characteristics: Report to the 17th National Congress of the CPC]. URL: https://cpc.people.com.cn/
GB/64162/64168/106155/106156/6430009.html (accessed: 18.02.2026). (In Chinese).

Huang Su 75 (1991). Zenyang gujia meiguo de jingji yu shili /EAEMG2E E &5 55—
7. % L IEIHT [How to evaluate US economy and strength]. Shijie jingji tH 45 [World
Economy]. No. 11. P. 56-61. (In Chinese).

King K. (2025). Forum on China—Africa Cooperation 9: The massive ambitions for education and cul-
tural cooperation between China and Africa. ECNU Review of Education. Vol. 8. No. 3. P. 663—-675.

20



M.A. ConolyeBa

Kongzhong sichouzhilu jianshe fazhan baogao 71 2248 2 % @ 1% K Jé 4.5 [Development report on
the Air Silk Road]. Beijing: zhongguominhang chubanshe youxiangongsi Jt5{: =& KfgH LA R A
7] [Beijing: China Civil Aviation Press], 2025. 77 p.

Liu Haifang (2019). Coping with Security Challenges in African Society. The Role of Overseas Chi-
nese Associations in Protecting New Chinese Migrants in Africa. In Hartmann, C., & Noesselt, N. (Eds.).
(2019). China’s New Role in African Politics: From Non-Intervention towards Stabilization? (1st ed.). Lon-
don: Routledge. P. 65-82.

Lukin, A.V. (2023) Koncepcii “kitaizacii marksizma”, “novoj formy chelovecheskoj civilizacii” i “go-
sudarstva-civilizacii” v sovremennom kitajskom ideologicheskom diskurse [The Concepts of Sinification of
Marxism, a New Form of Human Civilization and Civilization-State in Modern Chinese Ideological Dis-
course]. Rossijskoe kitaevedenie [Russian Sinology]. No. 1, P. 71-99. (In Russian).

Madrid-Morales D. (2016). Why are Chinese media in Africa? In: Zhang, X., Wasserman, H., & Mano,
W. (Eds.), China’s Media and Soft Power in Africa: Promotion and Perception. Palgrave Macmillan. P. 79—
92.

Manor 1., Golan G. (2026). Soft Power Is Bullshit! How Shared Interests, Not Values, Shape Interna-
tional Relations. American Behavioral Scientist. Vol.57. No. 9. P. 1251-1255.

Men Honghua ]34 (2007). Zhongguo ruan shili pinggu baogao (shang) [ % SE /1Pl i &

() [China’s Soft Power Assessment Report (Part T)]. Guoji guancha [EPri %2 [International Review].
No. 2. P. 15-26. (In Chinese).

Morgan P. (2019). Can China’s economic statecraft win soft power in Africa? Unpacking trade, in-
vestment and aid. Journal of Chinese Political Science. Vol. 24. P. 387-409.

Mu Tao JK¥ (2025). Feizhou xiandaihua licheng: Jieduan xing yu tezheng fenxi JEINILACAL )T
FE: BB SHFIES BT [Process of Africa’s modernization: Analysis of stages and characteristics]. 41X,
5t 5443 X [Modern World and Socialism]. No. 2. P. 20-30. (In Chinese).

Ndzendze B., Monyae D. (2019). China’s belt and road initiative: Linkages with the African Union’s
Agenda 2063 in historical perspective. Transnational Corporations Review. Vol. 11. P. 38-49.

Nye J.S. (1990). Soft power. Foreign Policy. Vol. 8. P. 153-171.

Nye J.S. (2004). Soft Power: The Means to Success in World Politics. New York: Public Affairs.

Nye J.S. (2018). How Sharp Power Threatens Soft Power. The Right and Wrong Ways to Respond to
Authoritarian Influence. Foreign Affairs, 2018, January 24. URL: https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/
china/2018-01-24/how-sharp-power-threatens-soft-power (accessed: 22.12.2025).

Nye J.S. (2023). Soft power and great-power competition. Springer. 208 p.

Pang Zhongying JE 5% (1997). Guoji guanxi zhong de ruan liliang jiqi ta ping meiguo xuezhe
yuesefu nai de “zhuding lingdao” [ 528 R A3 )& K HAh—— PR H 2 H 4B R 220 (e 8
F)  [Soft Power and Other Elements in International Relations: A Review of American Scholar Joseph
Nye’s “Bound to Lead”]. Zhanliie yu guanli 5§85 % ¥ [Strategy and Management]. No. 2. P. 49-51. (In
Chinese).

Shambaugh D. (2015). China’s Soft-Power Push: The Search for Respect. Foreign Affairs, Vol. 94.
No. 4. P. 99-107.

Skinner Q. (2002). Visions of Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 478 p.

Small A. No Limits: The Inside Story of China’s War with the West. Published by Melville House,
2022.

Spiegelberg H. (2025). Phenomenology. Encyclopedia Britannica, 2025, February 18. URL:
https://www.britannica.com/topic/phenomenology (accessed: 22.02.2026).

Sytinik A.N., Ladygina-Glazunova N.I., Bazluckaya M.M. (ed.) (2024) Al’ternativnye social’nye plat-
formy mirovogo bol’shinstva. [Alternative Social Platforms of the Global Majority]. Saint-Petersburg:
Centr Innovacionnoj Diplomatii BRIKS i SHOS, Kolaboratoriya, Centr global'noj IT-kooperacii 2024. 79 p.
(In Russian).

Topychkanov A.V. (2016) Istoriya ponyatij kak politologicheskaya disciplina [History of Concepts as
Political Science Discipline]. Polis. Political Studies. 2016. No. 3. P. 181-191. (In Russian)

Voskresenskij A.D. (ed.) (2019) Model’ razvitiya sovremennogo Kitaya. Ocenki, diskussii, prognozy
[A Model of Modern China Development. Assessments, Discussions, Forecasts]. Moscow: Strategicheskie
izyskanija [Strategic research]. 736 p. (In Russian).

21



KuTaickaa mMarkas cuna: oT aHa/mM3a K NpUMeHeHM0 B appuMKaHCKOM NOIUTUKE

Walker C., Ludwig J. (2017). The meaning of sharp power: How authoritarian states project influence.
Foreign Affairs, 2017, November 16. URL: https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/china/2017-11-16/mea-
ning-sharp-power?cid=nlc-fa_fatoday-20171221 (accessed: 11.09.2025).

Wang Huning 777 (1993). Zuowei guojia shili de wenhua: ruan quanli 1 A [ 5K 58 77 (1) SCAK: BRL
77 [Culture as National Strength: Soft Power]. Fudan xuebao (Shehui kexueban) & H 24k (11 8L = k)
[Fudan Journal (Social Sciences Edition]. No. 3. P. 91-96.

Xi Jinping SJix~F (2014). Xijinping zai zhengzhiju jiti xuexi shi giangdiao : hexin jiazhiguan shi
wenhua ruan shili de linghun >J3E-VLEBA J& AR A4 2 ST I i A O E R SCAL RS I R 38 [Xi
Jinping emphasized during a Politburo collective study session: Core values are the soul of cultural soft po-
wer]. Renminribao haiwaiban A [ HIR#EFEIMNR [People’s Daily Overseas Edition]. 26.02.2014. P. 1. (In
Chinese).

Xi Jinping 3 IE 3 (2017). Xi Jinping tan zhiguo lizheng (di er juan) JIEFiHKAEBR (B=%) [Xi
Jinping on governance (Vol. 2)]. Beijing: Waiwen chubanshe Jt%5{: #M3CHifR 4L, [Beijing: Foreign Lan-
guages Press]. (In Chinese). 622 p.

Xi Jinping >JIEF (2018). Xi Jinping zai 2018 nian zhongfei hezuo luntan beijing fenghui kaimushi
shang de zhuzhi jianghua (quanwen) JiT-F7E 2018 FHIEAIERIZIL G TR L E B JHE

(43) [Keynote Address by Xi Jinping at the Opening Ceremony of the 2018 Beijing Summit of the
Forum on China-Africa Cooperation (Full Text)]. China Government Network, 2018, September 03. URL:
https://www.gov.cn/xinwen/2018-09/03/content 5318979.htm (accessed: 18.02.2026).

Xi Jinping ¥ (2022). Gaoju zhongguo tese shehuizhuyi weidaqizhi wei quanmian jianshe she-
huizhuyi xiandaihua guojia er tuanjiefendou zai zhongguogongchandang diershici quanguodaibiaoda-
hui shang de baogao % o [ R o £ 2 U RN Sy &gt et o 6 SCHARAL IR 5T [ &5 42—
— e ESLE RS IR EERE K S LR [Hold High the Great Banner of Socialism with Chi-
nese Characteristics and Strive in Unity to Build a Modern Socialist Country in All Respects: Report to the
20th National Congress of the Communist Party of China]. 25.10.2022. URL: https://www.gov.cn/xinwen/
2022-10/25/content_5721685.htm (accessed: 18.02.2026).

Xi Jinping >Jir*F (2023). Xi Jinping zai zhongguogongchandang yu shijie zhengdang gaoceng dui-
hua huishang de zhuzhi jianghua >J3% 7€ i1 [E 37 % 5t R BUE & RG2S B FE B YHE [Key-
note Address by Xi Jinping at the CPC in Dialogue with World Political Parties High-Level Meeting].
China  Government Network, 2023, March 15. URL: https://www.gov.cn/xinwen/2023-
03/15/content_5746950.htm (accessed: 15.09.2025).

Xi Jinping > IT°F (2025). Xi Jinping’s speech at the “Shanghai Cooperation Organization Plus” Meet-
ing. People’s Daily online, September 01, 2025. URL: https://www.scochina2025.org.cn/en/n3/2025/
0901/c518818-20360666.html (accessed: 14.01.2026).

“Xin shidai de zhongguo guofang” baipishu LK H i) 19 )% 15, Zhonghua renmin gong-
heguo guowuyuan xinwen bangongshi F 4 N\ R E [E 45 B #r (8] 70 A = [White Paper “China’s Na-
tional Defence in the New Era”] China Government Network, 2019, July 24. URL:
http://www.scio.gov.cn/zfbps/32832/Document/1660314/1660314.htm (accessed: 18.04.2025).

Yan Xuetong [&%4il (2026). Daoyi, zhengzhi lingdao he guoji zhixu & 3. BG4S A E bRk 7
[Morality, Leadership, and International Order]. Shijie jingji yu zhengzhi 45 517G [World Eco-
nomics and Politics]. No. 1. P. 25-38. (In Chinese).

Yan Xuetong, Xu Jin [&2%i#, f43F (2008). Zhongmei ruan shili bijiao H32 %5 /7 HL#E [A compari-
son of American and Chinese Soft Power]. Xiandai Guoji Guanxi ¥ [E x5 % [Modern International
Relations]. No. 1. P. 24-29. (In Chinese).

Yang Shenping #%EF (2012). Dangqian Zhongguo guoji wenhua ruan shili goujian de san ge ceng-
mian: cong Yueshefu Nai ruan shili sixiang tan qi 2477 [E E br SO TR ) =AY E I—MN L3
KA T ALK [Three levels of constructing contemporary China’s international cultural soft power:
Starting from Joseph Nye’s soft power theory]. Hongqi Wengao [Red Banner Manuscripts]. Vol. 14. P. 23-25.

Zhang Guozuo 7K [E4F (2011). Tisheng woguo wenhua ruan shili de zhanliie sikao #2738 FE UL
52770 R ME JB 2% [Strategic reflections on enhancing China’s cultural soft power]. Hongqi Wengao. No. 8.
P. 9-13. (In Chinese).

Zhang Guozuo 7k [E#E (2012). Guanyu zhongguo wenhua ruan shili jianshe de jidian sikao J¢FH
SCAERSE SR LS 25 [Some thoughts on the construction of China’s cultural soft power]. Mao
Zedong Deng Xiaoping lilun yanjiu RN FEIRHIF []. No. 7. P. 10-14. (In Chinese).

22



M.A. ConolyeBa

Zhang Guozuo 5k E+E (2020). Guanyu “ruan shili” he “wenhua ruan shili” bixu gaoqingchu de jige
wenti JEF RS S SIS F7 L iFTE 2E I JLAS )L [Several Problems about “Soft Power” and
“Cultural Soft Power” Must Be Clarified]. Wenhua ruan shili yanjiu SCALESE J7HF 5 [Studies on Cultural
Soft Power]. Vol. 5. No. 3. P. 5-10. (In Chinese).

Zhang, Y., Matingwina, S. (2016). Constructive journalism: A new journalistic paradigm of Chinese
media in Africa. In X. Zhang, H. Wasserman, & W. Mano (Eds.), China’s Media and Soft Power in Africa.
Promotion and Perception. Palgrave Macmillan. P. 93—-106.

Zhang, X., Wasserman, H., & Mano, W. (Eds.) (2016). China’s Media and Soft Power in Africa: Pro-
motion and Perception. Palgrave Macmillan. 237 p.

Ioctynuna B pemakmmro: 12.02.2026 Received: 12 February 2026.
[punsra x myonukammn: 28.02.2026. Accepted: 28 February 2026.

23



