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AMBASSADOR BARRY DESKER
DEAN,
S. RAJARATNAM SCHOOL OF INTERNATIONAL STUDIES

Mr Barry Desker began his opening address by
extending his gratitude to the participants for attending
the conference on China’s rise and its soft power.

First, he expressed his admiration for China’s dramatic
progress in the economic and military spheres, stating
that since China liberalized its economy, it has
witnessed an eightfold growth in its exports since
1990 to 2003 and ranked second only to the United
States in 2006, in terms of contribution to the growth
in the world economy.

However, he asserted that China’s unsurpassed
economic and military growth has also been
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OPENING REMARKS

accompanied by a steady expansion of its cultural
and diplomatic influence globally. Nevertheless, he
noted that, unlike the accretion of scholarly works
focused on China’s burgeoning hard power, there is
a dearth of scholarly analysis that seeks to establish
a systematic and empirical understanding of China’s
soft power.

Therefore, he pronounced that the compelling need
for the conference was borne out of a variety of
objectives, amongst which were: to shed light and
promote a platform for discussion on critical areas of
interests regarding China’s soft power; to explore and
empirically ascertain the extent of growth and limits
of China’s soft power; to investigate the manner in
which traditional Chinese culture has assisted in China’s
accretion of soft power; to analyze the extent in which
the ‘Beijing Consensus’ — the Chinese model of socio-
economic development - is unique and whether its
appropriation is applicable for third world states.

In conclusion, Mr Barry Desker affirmed that with
China’s steady rise and its substantial impact on
global platform of power and politics, there is a
growing necessity for the above-mentioned issues
to be critically analyzed.



Soft Power: Theory And Chinese Approach

Presenter: Li Mingjiang

-

DRTANG SH PING
VISITING FELLOW,
S. RAJARATNAM SCHOOL OF INTERNATIONAL STUDIES

Li Mingjiang’s paper focused on analyzing the concept
of soft power from a new theoretical perspective, and
relating this new framework to the discussion of China’s
soft power. He presented a critique of Joseph Nye’s
conceptualization of soft power and argued for an
alternative framework that conceives of soft power as
the soft use of power. Moreover he argued that the
concepts in social constructivism could be used to
better appreciate the functions of soft power in

Moderator: Cheng Xiaohe

Discussant: Tang Shiping

international politics, thereby providing a more
comprehensive understanding of soft power.

In the second part of Li's paper, he contended that
because of the flaws in the existing theoretical
framework, there has been much dissension over the
sources, limitations and influences of China’s soft
power. Hitherto, official and scholarly discourse on
China’s soft power has focused exclusively on the
ideational sources of soft power, thereby neglecting
a more apposite approach that is to examine how
China intends to use or has used all resources of its
power, material or ideational, in the international arena.

Li concluded that the ultimate growth of China’s soft
power would come from two main sources: the
successes of its domestic modernization and the
prudent use of its growing material power in international
relations. The future of China’s soft power essentially
hinges on China’s image as a benign power that is
considerate of the interests of other states and is willing
to provide substantial international public goods.

DISCUSSION

Tang Shiping provided a few constructive comments.
First, he questioned Li’s application of social
constructivism as a theory to explain soft power. He
stated that Li’s paper would provide a more significant
contribution and a more holistic understanding of soft
power if he included state’s interest in using soft power
instead of just discussing soft power in isolation. Shiping
added that such a framework would enable a more

comprehensive understanding of how the Iraq war has
attenuated United State’s soft power. He also disagreed
with Li’s approach of using social constructivism to
theoretically conceptualize soft power, as social
constructivism is completely ideational. Shiping also
asserted that there is a need to compare and contrast
soft power with hard power to attain a more meaningful
understanding of soft power.

THE RISE OF CHINA AND ITS SOFT POWER
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Sociolization, International Responsibility
And The Soft Power Of China

Presenter: Guo Shuyong

PROFESSOR GUO SHUYONG
PROFESSOR OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS,
SHANGHAI JIAO TONG UNIVERSITY

Guo Shuyong first began by expounding on the
importance of neo-internationalism in understanding
the motivations behind China’s interest in amassing
soft power. He argued that China’s desire for a peaceful
rise serves a double-edged sword for, apart from
signaling China’s intention for the development of a
harmonious world order, it serves as a rational means
to achieve strategic goals. Shuyong then elaborated
on the various theoretical concepts and its
accompanying frameworks, arguing for the international
political sociology as a conceptual tool to study the
phenomenon of soft power. According to Shuyong,
the framework of international political sociology (IPS)
is actually an extension of political sociology to

Moderator: Joshua Kurlantzick

Discussant: Zhang Yongjin

international fields. The IPS approach, which
emphasizes the implications of socialization,
institutionalization and communitarian movements,
perceives the rise of China as having a palpable impact
upon the international community. Therefore, China’s
acquiescence towards internal norms and engagement
with international institutions is concordant with the
country’s desires to become a great power.

Subsequently, Shuyong underlined the achievements
and difficulties in China’s soft power construction from
the IPS perspective. He stated that thus far China has
fulfilled the three criteria of a great power which include
the development in accordance with international order,
legitimate wars, and the image as a great power.
China’s downfall however is that its soft power
construction is leaps and bounds behind the developed
countries. Shuyong asserted that in the new era, China
should combine internationalism with patriotism closely
and take national interests rather than ideology as a
yardstick to measure internationalism.

To conclude, Shuyong emphasized that in order for
China’s influence to improve and its soft power to be
augmented, it needs to intensify the following three
aspects: the development in conformity with
international order, integration with the world civilization,
and international image-building.

DISCUSSION

Zhang Yongjin complimented Shuyong for presenting
the discourse of soft power from China’s perspective.
He added that it is pertinent to understand how the
Chinese make sense of soft power, as the internal
discourse on soft power would be dissimilar from the
external discourse. A general criticism Yongjin
expressed regarding the paper was the author’s failure
and complete disregard in addressing how China
actually exercises its soft power, focusing instead on
how China should build its soft power.

Following Yongjin’s comments an active discussion
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ensued over the theoretical framework in which soft
power should be conceived. Rick Smith who spoke
from a practitioner’s point of view expressed that soft
power as he understands it, is something intangible
that cannot be picked up as a tool and it exists over
and beyond what is apparent and concrete. For
example, China has a certain perceptible cache of soft
power — the Chinese language, Chinese history and
its substantial Chinese Diaspora. Barry Desker then
posed a question to the participants, asking what the
Chinese mean by soft power and whether there is a
trend towards an indigenization of the concept.



Speaking Softly: The Rhetoric And Practice
Of ‘Soft Power’ In China’s Rising Strategy

Presenter: DengYong

PROFESSOR HARRY HARDING
PROFESSOR OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS,
THE GEORGEWASHINGTON UNIVERSITY

The main focus of Deng Yong’s paper was on how
‘soft power’ is treated in the rhetoric and practice of
China’s international strategy in the post-Cold War era.
In the first part of his paper, Deng Yong examines the
gaps between China’s rhetorical silence and practice
of soft power in the 1990s and subsequently investigates
how soft power is pursued more deliberately and
vigorously in the new century.

According to Deng Yong, “China threat theories” which
gained currency in 1990s and are essentially foreign
fears of an aggressive, harmful character in world politics

Moderator: Su Hao

Discussant: Harry Harding

contributed to the drastic re-alignment of China’s foreign
relations. Chinese leaders realized that they needed to
adopt a gentler and softer approach, maintaining that
their country’s rise presented an opportunity for peace,
prosperity and stability whilst at the same time rejecting
any portrayals of China as a biased, malicious actor in
the international world order.

Subsequently, Deng Yong offered an elaboration on the
various dimensions of China’s soft power. He then
analyzed the success, limits and implications of China’s
soft power politics. Deng Yong posited that the essence
of post-Cold War China’s foreign policy is to avoid hard
collision with the established great powers and the
international status quo. To enhance soft power
construction, which currently represents the core of
China’s foreign policy choice, the PRC has pursued
economic, multilateral and cooperative diplomacy. In
the context of a more pluralistic world, China has resisted
the Western dominance in values and standards, opting
instead to cultivate its political and cultural influence
globally. Judging by its objectives, Deng Yong commends
China’s soft power campaign but concedes that real
difficulties and uncertainties remain due to a myriad of
weaknesses both domestically and the hard realities
associated with power transition in international relations.

DISCUSSION

Harry Harding commended Deng Yong for a well-
researched and comprehensive paper on China’s soft
power rhetoric and practices. He agreed with Deng
Yong’s analysis that perceives China’s soft power as
a tool to allay international fears of China as a malignant
and bellicose power. Harding added that China has
actively engaged and participated in international
institutions because it wants to assure the international
community that it can act responsibly.

Harding proposed a few suggestions in order to improve
the cogency of Deng Yong’s argument. He commented
that a categorization of soft power would be apt to
further analyze China’s conduct in foreign relations.
Harding pointed out that most of the examples covered
by Deng Yong involves China’s attempt in reassuring

and influencing the international community by basically
accepting international norms and the liberal norms
of international order. He questioned whether China
would evolve to suggest and advocate new norms
although it has not done so in a fundamental way.
However Harding added that what distinguished China
is that it continues to treat sovereignty as sacrosanct
and does not advocate sanctions and interventions
and while China may not have challenged globalization,
it has began tweaking the globalization process.
Harding posed another thought-provoking question,
asking at what point China would begin to shift its
balance from reassurance to influence and what China’s
objectives would be then. He concluded by stating
that these were salient issues and questions in
understanding China’s impact in the future.

THE RISE OF CHINA AND ITS SOFT POWER

05



06

PANEL FOUR

China’s Soft Power Influence In Africa

Presenter: Johsua Kurlantzick

MR JOSHUA KURLANTZICK
VISITING SCHOLAR,
CARNEGIE ENDOWMENT FOR INTERNATIONAL PEACE

The gist of Joshua Kurlantzick’s presentation was on
China’s engagement and its soft power influence in
Africa. He began by outlining the origins of China’s
modern day engagement with Africa. He claimed that
China’s rhetoric on Africa has altered significantly from
the 1980’s to present. While in the 1980’s when Deng
Xiaoping focused on China’s opening and reform, Beijing
largely withdrew its ties with Africa. However, over the
past decade, China has re-engaged with Africa and
Kurlantzick asserted that China’s renewed ties with the
continent are merely part of Beijing’s broader soft power
initiative around the world. Moreover he contended that
Africa is especially important to China as it remains one
of the resource-rich regions with untapped markets
avoided by Western and Asian multinationals and
governments due to high levels of political risks.

Moderator: Zhu Zhigun

Discussant: Liu Jianfei

Kurlantzick then identified China’s various soft power
tools, which include: development assistance in the
form of aid and debt cancellation, training programs for
African officials, funding for language and culture studies,
the export of Chinese model of development and a
myriad of other forms of programmes. Kurlantzick
admitted that these programmes suffer from various
shortcomings. For instance, they tend to be poorly
coordinated. China lacks a permanent aid bureaucracy
to coordinate aid flows, and the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs, the China Ex-Im Bank and the Ministry of
Commerce all have different priorities. Nevertheless, he
claimed that compared to its Asian and Western
counterparts, China’s global charm has paid off most
extensively in Africa whereby in the most recent Pew
Global Attitudes survey, people in nearly all the African
nations surveyed hold favorable images of China.

To conclude, Kurlantzick outlined that China’s soft power
in Africa faces significant hurdles in the longer term.
Although African civil society welcomed China’s new
relationship with the continent, especially since other
powers like the United States ignored many African
needs, African media and non-governmental
organizations will begin to speak out more. The current
trend is that African NGO’s have begun to express
concern that China’s growing power in Africa will lead
to Beijing exporting its own weaknesses including poor
environmental regulations, low labour standards, and
weak corporate governance.

DISCUSSION

Liu Jianfei praised the presenter for providing a clear
and coherent presentation of China’s soft power in
Africa. He added that China has an overriding interest
in South Africa because of favorable Chinese foreign
policy towards Africa and more importantly because
of historical similarities of both states and their current
status as rapidly developing countries. As such, Jianfei
contends that Chinese soft power is relatively influential

THE RISE OF CHINAAND ITS SOFT POWER

in Africa. However, he claimed that the primary reason
China engages in Africa is because of the attractive
economic opportunities. Economic inducement,
according to him, should be categorized under hard
instead of soft power. Although China’s soft power is
marginally influential, when we identify economic
factors as elements of soft power we are overstating
the influence of Chinese soft power in Africa.



The Revival Of Chinese Civilization

Presenter: Su Hao

PROFESSOR SU HAO
PROFESSOR / DIRECTOR
CHINA FOREIGN AFFAIRS UNIVERSITY

Su Hao theoretically conceptualized China’s ascend
based on a framework termed as the “Spiral
Development of History”. He argued that such a
framework will enable one to discern the various phases
that China has undergone, namely, the thriving, declining
and revival phases. He posited two arguments. First,
there is a long cycle of historical development in the
evolution of humankind. The history of humankind can
therefore be determined by the rules of the long cycle
and the end of the first long cycle will be marked by a

Moderator: Li Mingjiang

Discussant: Zhao Litao

spiral development. Second, he proposed that the
evolution of humankind would take a process of Spiral
Development of History. From the naissance of civilization
to its future in a long run, the world orders will take their
forms in three stages that are the agricultural age, the
information age and industrial age.

This framework has provided the analytical lens to chart
the patterns of development of the international system.
Hao argued that during the agricultural age, there was
relative balance between the East and the West; however
with the advent of the industrial age the West dominated
the East and finally the information age has seen a slight
revival of the East. However Hao asserted that the
international community is still very much western centric
with the predominance of liberal and democratic values
originating from Western civilizations forming the basis
of worldwide political and societal norms.

To conclude, Hao elaborated on the aspects of an
Oriental Renaissance, which includes the following
precepts: harmony of men with heaven, harmonious
society in China, and harmony of the world at the
global level.

DISCUSSION

Zhao Litao opened the discussion delving into the
topic of an Oriental Renaissance, asking what the
implications of such a concept were in the international
community. He also stated that there has to be a more
persuasive and convincing reason in order for the
harmony concept to replace the liberal democratic
political system and values. Moreover for the harmony
political framework to be operational it has to be
supported by a sound economic basis.

According to Litao a harmonious society is not viable
and sociology has provided reasons why that concept
is inoperative today. For a harmonious concept to be
operative, everyone has to internalize its objectives
and purpose. Unlike the liberal-democratic and market
oriented society we live in, the motivations to ensure
everyone performs their roles in a harmonious society

cannot be based on rewards or monetary incentives.
As such, such a concept seems untenable especially
because social and political change always occurs
only after a protracted conflict. In fact, Litao emphasized
that harmony is always used to preserve the status
quo. Litao posited a hypothetical question by asking
what the prospects of social change and development
in a harmonious society are.

Tang Shiping contributed to the discussion concurring
with Litao. He claimed that a harmonious society is a
static society and as Karl Popper puts it, an “enemy
of the open state”. He objected to the concept of a
harmonious society and pondered openly regarding
what would then be the natural laws of a harmonious
society. According to him, as humans are inherently
self-interested, conflict is an inevitable corollary.

THE RISE OF CHINA AND ITS SOFT POWER
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Culture: The Trailblazer Of China’s Soft Power

Presenter: Su Hao

The main argument posited by Cheng Xiaohe is that
culture plays a leading role in China’s pursuit of soft
power because of three reasons. First, China is one
of earliest civilizations whose culture remains influential
within the region. Second, China’s traditional culture,
symbolized by Confucianism, is gradually waning in
influence due to competition from other dominant
cultures. Third, Chinese leaders regard culture as an
integral component of national security. In fact, the
latest Chinese efforts to set up Confucius Institutes
across the world are a critical indicator of China’s effort
to revive its culture.

Xiaohe then identified five major points of confluence
between China and the international community,
claiming that the first wave lasted about half a century
and drastically ended with the outbreak of the first
Sino-Japanese War in 1896. The fifth wave of cultural
interplay between China and the outside world was
initiated by Deng Xiopeng who embarked on opening

Moderator: Tang Shiping cornerstone

Discussant: Goh NguenWah

up policies and a reformation of China. However
according to Xiaohe, even though the Chinese leaders
tried to adopt Western method of production and
import Western technology as well as engage in
Western financial markets, they resisted the precepts
of liberalism which they believed might contaminate
Chinese spiritual life.

Having underlined these areas of confluence, Xiaohe
noted that there was a strong correlation between
Chinese culture and its economic might. He affirmed
that the enhancement of Chinese cultural attractiveness
is largely the outgrowth from its vastly expanding hard
power. However, to conclude, Xiaohe listed a few
challenges that curtailed the positive expansion of
China’s soft power. They include social and
environmental problems that threaten the sustainability
and credibility of projects and investments from China
as well as the international community’s criticism of
China’s political and social system.

DISCUSSION

Goh Nguen Wah based his comments not solely on
Xiaohe’s paper but on the conference as a whole. He
questioned the authenticity of Joseph Nye’s concept
of soft power pondering whether Joseph Nye merely
coined a terminology for a practice that has been
ongoing for decades. He proposed that perhaps China
had been an advocate of soft power long before Nye’s
terminology became fashionable. He validated his
argument stating that the basis of Confucianism relies
on moral values instead of force as a main tool to
fashion conduct.

Moreover, Goh claimed that intensive cultural
interactions between China and foreign powers date
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back to the Tang dynasty. He believes that China’s
threat is unfounded as economic growth is more
important compared to military supremacy.

Johsua Kurlantzick then posed a question regarding
China’s view on cultural products such as films and
art works that are subversive towards the dominant
political power of the state. If these elements of China’s
soft power are closely regulated and censured, what
is the state’s stance on these forms of soft power?
Xiaohe’s response was that if China releases its control
on political power gradually, China’s soft power would
expand and become more influential. He asserted that
culture remains the cornerstone of national cohesion.



The Revival Of Chinese Civilization

Presenter: Deng Xiaogang

C &
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR DENG XIAOGANG

ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR OF SOCIOLOGY
UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS

Deng Xiaogang’s paper examined how China’s cultural
trade exports and world promotion of its media
contributes to its growing determination to be a world
superpower in economic and cultural spheres. He argued
that China’s rise is beyond a simple economic
superpower. As the significance of Chinese economic
power has grown, China also desires to become a major
world cultural power.

According to Xiaogang, China’s cultural power is not
compatible with its economic and political clouts. As
the Chinese government is not satisfied with the cultural
deficit in publication and low profile in the world, it has
embarked on a comprehensive plan to export its cultural
resources in an attempt to expand its overall cultural
power. Xiaogang’s study has revealed that China is
indeed a major cultural exporter or the 4th largest cultural

Moderator: Chen Jianfeng

Discussant: Francis Lim

exporter in the world in 2002 as evident in the United
Nations Education, Science and Culture Organization
2005 report on International Flows of Selected Cultural
Goods and Services 1994-2003. China gradually realizes
that the best way for its cultural promotion is through
marketing or economic mechanism. Xiaogang claimed
that China’s extensive television and international radio
network with the former commanding 65 millon viewers
around the globe and the latter broadcasting all over
the world in 1,035 hours per day in 43 foreign languages,
has been considered a relative success in terms of
expanding its overall cultural power.

Nevertheless, Xiaogang is quick to underline the various
obstacles that beset China’s plans for cultural
dominance. To replace or even integrate Chinese culture
into US culture may prove to be a source of conflict
given how vastly different these cultures are. Moreover,
there is a dearth of internationally well-known household
names or stars within the fashion, acting and sports
industries. Therefore, it will be quite challenging to
promote Chinese culture through marketing Chinese
cultural products. Xiaogang emphasized that although
the Chinese economy is strong it has not produced
many world famous multinational companies with well-
recognized brand names. Therefore, to conclude,
Xiaogang proffered that given Western domination in
media and cultural icons, it is questionable how many
people will support China’s cultural promotion beyond
its Asian neighbors or Chinese Diaspora communities.

DISCUSSION

Francis Lim began by commending Xiaogang for his
conception of Chinese culture that was not underpinned
by theories of Chinese peacefulness or harmony. He
questioned however certain assumptions in Xiaogang'’s
arguments which assumed that the negative perception
of China’s rise was an inevitable outcome experienced
by the international community when faced with a new
developing power. Lim asserted that perhaps the
Western media are not the only entities responsible
for disseminating the image of China’s rise. Chinese

Diasporas as well as the Chinese government may
have their own interests in advocating certain forms
of Chinese culture over others.

Additionally, Lim stated that it is inevitable for certain
influences of Chinese culture to encroach beyond the
constraints of the state, as the Chinese state is just
one part of the culture industry. It is interesting to
study, track and analyze how the interplay of these
diverse entities produces the amorphously defined

THE RISE OF CHINA AND ITS SOFT POWER
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Chinese culture. Nevertheless, Lim is skeptical of
Xiaogang’s methodology, questioning whether it is
accurate to treat state’s cultural exports as an indicator
of the overall economic and cultural power of the state.
How then does one account for cultural products that
are produced in China but are not about China
specifically? He suggested that Xiaogang strengthen
his arguments by including a global survey on the
perception of China’s rise, as this will complement the
different indicators that he has mentioned.

Lastly, Lim expressed his doubts whether the increase
of China’s export of its cultural products would

necessarily facilitate the position and image of China.
He argued that most Chinese cultural products are
regulated and sanctioned by the state and even works
of academic scholarship are ideologically tainted as
the state has an overpowering hold over scholarship.
Subsequently, Lim underlined two main obstacles to
China’s efforts at cultural expansion. First the over-
involvement of the state will tarnish China’s credibility
and second, if the state fails to step back and allow
for the reconstitution of its polity so as to enable a
more vibrant society, the extent of China’s influence
will be limited.

Chinese Model Of Development And Chinese Soft Power

Presenter: Pang Zhongying

PROFESSOR PANG ZHONGYING
PROFESSOR OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS
BROOKINGS INSTITUTION

This paper by Pang Zhongying focuses on the
relationship between China’s development and its soft
power. Zhongying argued that in theory the
achievements of China’s hard power would have built
a good foundation for the development of China’s soft
power. Nonetheless, as China develops its market and
expands its economy, its soft power grew weaker.

Zhongying identified a few reasons for soft power’s
attenuation. First, China has failed to improve its
environmental standards despite suffering from a
myriad of environmentally hazardous accidents before.
Second, China’s political system unlike its economic
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Moderator: Tang Shiping

Discussant: John Donaldson

system has not undergone reformation and still remains
extremely authoritarian, lacking the liberties consonant
to developed economies. Third, China’s economic
growth has been fueled by foreign direct investments
and China has served as the world’s workshop for
“low value added” products. As China develops its
export base behind the relative anonymity of outsourced
manufacturing models, the development of indigenous
brands has been slow.

To conclude, Zhongying outlined a few strategies in
order to strengthen China’s soft power. First, China
must correct its development strategy in order to
pursue a real ‘scientific development’ which can solve
China’s soft power deficit. Second, China must seek
an effective and pragmatic path to reform its political
system in order to further empower its people so as
to achieve real development. Third, China needs to
narrow its widening value gaps with the world.

Zhongying argued that it is imperative for China’s
relation with other states to be based on shared values.
Otherwise, it would be impossible to develop a genuine
“Beijing Consensus” with the world. Finally China must
reform its image to portray that its development is
accordant with a democratic society instead of an
“authoritarian modernity”.



DISCUSSION

Donaldson praised Zhongyin for a well-developed
and nuanced argument of China’s achievements and
its ability to translate them into soft power. However,
Donaldson mentioned that there were deep differences
between the Washington consensus and the “Beijing
Consensus”. While the Washington model is universally
applicable and the state plays a night watch role so
as to ensure that the market operates in the most
efficient way, the Chinese approach is specific and
it’s conditional upon top elite’s developmental
preferences. Apart from that, China has a large domestic
market and is able to impose various conditions
on foreign direct investments and multi-national
companies (MNCs).

Furthermore, Donaldson disagreed with Zhongyin’s
claim that China is a “good student of the Washington
consensus”. According to Donaldson, China’s economy
may have opened up but it is not a neo-liberal state.
Chinese leaders’ approach of choosing and

amalgamating what they prefer from various ideologies
and imposing certain conditions on trade has been
tenable as China is a large state with a large domestic
market. Moreover he added that the Chinese model
in practice is discordant with the theoretical model it
exports to Africa. In fact, Donaldson argued that China
is not exporting a Beijing model, instead it is advocating
to Africa what is of strategic interest for China. He
asserted that while the “Beijing model” might be
ideologically free it is certainly value and interest laden.

Harry Harding added that the model a country exports
usually has very little to do with its own theories.
Harding advised China to move towards democracy
slowly and while Washington may have advocated a
certain model of development it certainly did not
develop in line with its theoretical plans. He believes
that China has to reassert itself and move away from
invoking liberal laws and values as justifications for
their development plans.

The Practice Of The Mean: China’s Soft Power Cultivation

Presenter: Chen Jianfeng

Chen Jianfeng begins his presentation by highlighting
that the emphasis of his paper would involve not an
explanation of soft power but the notion of soft power
in relation to China. The presentation would draw
attention to the reasons behind China’s determination
to develop in a soft manner and the strategies that
China uses at a macroeconomic level to gain
soft power.

The presentation thereafter expounds on the
relationship between Chinese culture and China’s
grand strategies by using events in history and at
present. The presentation thereby indicates that China’s

Moderator: DengYong

Discussant: Pang Zhongying

soft power is growing with China’s incremental
contribution to world stability and prosperity.

Chen reiterated that soft power is embedded in cultural
and institutional attraction more than economic, political
and military capacities. Culture as he opined would
be the driving force that shapes a nation’s inner and
external behaviour. In sum, Chen emphasized that
China also needed institutions which would be able
to successfully resolve China’s transitional problems.
The success in the ability to construct a harmonious
society would translate into successful cultivation of
soft power.

THE RISE OF CHINA AND ITS SOFT POWER
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DISCUSSION

Pang applauded the good assessment made by the
paper, and especially the attempt made by Chen to
define and clarify the notion of the mean and the reason
behind its importance to China’s soft power and future
world order. Pang asserted that China was not in
concert of democracy but promoted harmony instead.

Pang nonetheless questioned the feasibility of the
concept of mean to be used as a universal concept
or one that was unique to China. Whilst he emphasized
that he hoped that the mean would be a useful concept

in China’s foreign policy, he noted that there may be
limitation in the manner through which the mean can
be effectively promoted as a universal concept.

Chen Gang further questioned the notion of China’s
ability to sustain the notion of the mean given the
emphasis of China as it pursues economic extremism.
He questioned if economic extremism dominated
China’s foreign policy and resulted in China moving
away from the concept of the mean in its entirety.

China’s Soft Power And Neo-liberal Agenda In Asean

Presenter: Ignatius Wibowo

DR IGNATIUSWIBOWO
UNIVERSITAS INDONESIA

Ignatius Wibowo attempted to explain that the twin
concept of free market and democracy has been
accepted by countries in South East Asia with
reluctance and hesitance following the rise of China.
In the first part of his presentation, Wibowo presents
the spread of the Chinese model of development
among Southeast Asian countries. He propounded
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Moderator: Guo Shuyong

Discussant: Joseph Liow

that many countries in Southeast Asia were looking
to China as an inspiration and were attempting to
emulate it.

In the latter half of the presentation, Wibowo described
the conflict between the two models of development
in the international arena, namely the Washington
Consensus and the Beijing Consensus. Wibowo put
forth that the ASEAN countries have shifted their
development strategies from the one which was based
on free market and democracy to that of semi-free
market and an illiberal political system. Two factors
were highlighted as catalysts, the Asian financial crisis
and the rise of China.

The rise of China attracted ASEAN countries to follow
in its path. This spectacular rise has not only provided
a model but it has become a source of soft power in
itself. China’s soft power is regarded to be able to
exert a stronger influence for a long time and as such
the Beijing consensus will stay.



DISCUSSION

Joseph Liow questioned the structuralist nature of
the argument that moves around the concepts of both
the Beijing consensus as well as the Washington
Consensus. Liow put forth the point that the structuralist
argument was too deterministic and was not convinced
that a neo-liberal agenda was present within ASEAN
if at all. He emphasized that it was problematic to
conflate the concept of ASEAN as a whole given that
this would assume that ASEAN as a cohesive entity.

Liow highlighted that it was important to clarify the
tenets of the models. In this regard as there needs to

be a more thorough assessment if the shift towards
the Beijing Consensus was a calculated move or one
that these countries has unwittingly come to. The
security dimension of ASEAN was not highlighted.
Liow drew on the fact that if the security dimension
was added, the dynamics of the whole scenario would
be changed substantially.

Hiro highlighted that contrary to the fact that ASEAN
may have been attracted to the Beijing model, it may
have been China which was attracted to the East Asian
Miracle and the notion of the Asian Way.

China’s Warming Relations With South Korea And
Australia And Their Implications For The United States

Presenter: Zhu Zhiqun

7

DR ZHU ZHIQUN

ASSISTANT PROFESSOR AND CHAIR, INTERNATIONAL
POLITICAL ECONOMY AND DIPLOMACY,
UNIVERSITY OF BRIDGEPORT

Zhu Zhigun’s presentation addressed the manner
through which China is expanding influence in South
Korea and Australia. The presentation highlighted the
differences and similarities in China’s relation with the
two countries and explored the limits of China’s soft
power in South Korea and Australia. The presentation
concludes with the attempt to compare these two
relationships and the impact it has on China’s
relationship with the United States. The presentation
accounted for the manner and the reason behind

Moderator: Liu Jianfei

Discussant: Hiro Katsumata

China’s expanding soft power with the Asia Pacific
and offers a theoretical exploration of China’s new
diplomacy and the policy implication that this in turn
will have on the United States.

China’s strategies for developing warm relations with
South Korea include holding frequent high-level
meetings to consolidate ties, broadening cultural,
educational and social exchanges, and the deepening
of economic cooperation. This does not negate the
potential problems caused by historical and other
disputes, leadership and policy changes, and the issue
of Taiwan and North Korea. With regards to Australia,
there has been the active promotion of cultural
and educational exchanges, the holding of high
level meetings and reaching out to the public.
Limitations with regards to Australia include the notion
of human rights, security concerns and the issue of
the South Pacific.

The relationship that China has with these two countries
has not been an obstacle to its relationship with the
United States. Whilst difficult choices have to be made,
the United Stated remains a critical ally.

THE RISE OF CHINA AND ITS SOFT POWER
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DISCUSSION

Hiro Katsumata highlighted that the notion of soft
power used in the presentation was very vast and
encapsulated both notions from panda diplomacy to
high level meetings. He asserted that there was a need
to expand the scope of the outcome of China’s strategy
and to assess the impact of China’s friendly approach.
There needs to be a more nuanced analysis with the
probable inclusion of a cross temporal view over and
above the cross country perspective which was provided.

Li Mingjiang added that the notion of economic ties as
a means for soft power needed to be expanded upon.
This could include a possible analysis of the means
through which the economic relationship between both
these countries can be used to represent the norm of
trade and therein the pursuance of economics as an
entity possessing a soft power purpose.

Mobilization Of China’s Soft Power Resources:
How Sustainable In The Compertition
With The United States?

Presenter: Zhao Shuisheng

Zhao Shuisheng explores the notion of soft power
and highlights the unique dimension that China’s
exercise of soft power remains flawed due to the
pragmatic political values surrounding China’s rapid
economic growth. Zhao highlights that despite the
initial success, China’s current approach to soft power
lacks the contemporary moral appeal that is required.
This as such makes China’s soft power hardly
sustainable when compared to that of the United
States to inspire the vision of building a free and
prosperous world.

China’s rise has effectively included both building the
tangible economic military power and the intangible
political-cultural influence. While China maybe
mobilizing its soft power resources to transform the
world, there is an impending lack of clarity with regards

Moderator: Deng Xiaogang

Discussant: Liu Jianfeng

to the extent towards which China’s soft power will
be able to transform the world given the flaws in China’s
approach to soft power. In his presentation Zhao
highlighted the flaws of China’s approach. These
include the imbalance of resources, legitimacy concerns
of its diplomacy, the lack of a clear coherent agenda
on the part of China, the absence of Chinese non-
governmental organizations.

Zhao emphasized that despite the fact that the notion
of the rise of China’s soft power may be problematic,
the United States is not able to ignore China’s soft
power. If the decline of the global image of the United
States continues, there is a very real possibility that
China may move from outside the shadow. Zhou asserts
that is why it may be necessary for the United States
to pay attention to the balance of soft power in Asia.

DISCUSSION

Liu Jianfeng acknowledged that he agrees with the
main ideas of the paper that China has indeed a long
road ahead to become a global power. He highlighted
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that there was a need to clearly define the notion of
hard power and that of soft power and if the former
can indeed translate to the latter.



PANEL THIRTEEN

The Discourse Of China’s Soft Power And Its Discontents

Presenter: ZhangYongjin

PROFESSOR ZHANG YONGJIN
DIRECTOR, NEW ZEALAND ASIA INSTITUTE
UNIVERSITY OF AUKLAND

Zhang Yongjin provides an analytical examination of
what is regarded as external discourse of China’s soft
power. The external discourse outside China in part
is more focused and is better conceptualized. Zhang
asserts that the innovative nature of the concept of
soft power is indisputable and has affected the manner
through which individuals talk and conceptualize the
notion of soft power in its entirety.

Zhang notes however that there are conceptual
ambiguities that are embedded in these
conceptualizations. There is no denoting the aspect of

DISCUSSION

Arthur Ding commended the author for a
comprehensive and succinct paper. Ding noted that
the paper put forth a very convincing argument. The
paper has as such addressed the key issues that
needed to be extrapolated and explores the notion of
soft power vis-a-vis the changing world order. Ding
felt that the Yongjin's reading was a little pessimistic
although it was persuasive. The indicator explored for

Moderator: Pang Zhongying

Discussant: Arthur S. Ding

soft power that can be converted into power that
influences the actual behaviour and produces favourable
outcomes. They could not set the context within which
power was exercised. Zhang asserted that even in Nye’s
discourse, soft power stems from three sources, a
country’s culture, political values and its foreign policies.
Thus not only is the term soft power value laden, it is
often assumed and undebated. The discourse and the
concept of soft power has become something that is
all encapsulating. This makes the examination of the
notion of soft power problematic. The larger question
to be debated is perhaps who quintessentially possesses
soft power. Zhang contend that the framing and the
exercise of soft power has less to do with the moral
authority of American foreign policy than with narrating
the world through persuasive stories.

In his presentation Zhang reinforces the fact the,
normative and instrumental arguments are not important
and what matters is that it is not China’s soft power
that co-opts individuals to change their behaviour.
Zhang contends that there is a genuine puzzle that
needs to be addressed and if one looks deeper, the
discourse has as much to do about China as it does
the United States.

instance, China’s ability in shaping an international
regime and agenda setting, was highlighted as one
that most probably had shaped China instead. Yongjin
explores from a different angle the notion of Soft power
and that of the rise of China. His paper has made
considerable contribution to the understanding of the
notion of soft power.
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PANEL FOURTEEN

International Institutions And Chins’s Soft Power:;
Case Of Kyoto Protocol

Presenter: Chen Gang

|

DR CHEN GANG
RESEARCH FELLOW,
EAST ASIAN INSTITUTE

Chen Gang asserts that if a country’s foreign policy
and practices abide by commonly recognized
international norms and win the support of the masses,
its power originated from attraction and amity will be
fortified. The global climate change has become an
increasingly important issue to contend with, given
the fact that China has a very large population, rapid

Moderator: Ignatius Wibowo

Discussant: Li Minjiang

economic growth, and a high dependence on coal.
China as such has played an important role in talks
on climate change internationally.

Chen asserts that the Kyoto Protocol is a case study
of China’s success in diplomacy. It showed that China
was able to use soft power to formulate international
rules serving its own interest. China’s ratifying the
Kyoto Protocol showed its willingness to accept the
international norm of environmental protection.

Post-Kyoto negotiations however are likely to threaten
China’s soft power. At the meeting in 2007, China is
looked upon as the biggest obstacle in approving the
new report. Whether or not China can gain more soft
power through all these proactive measures remains
uncertain. However, China’s economic strength has
grown so rapidly over the past decade that China has
to shoulder greater international responsibilities
correspondingly; failing to do so, Chen contends,
would damage China’s soft power.

DISCUSSION

Li highlighted that Chen had laid out the major
arguments. It is an important case study as the topic
is significant on several grounds, especially since China
has been involved in mitigating the effects of climate
change. It remains an area of increasing importance
in politics. It acts as a test of sources, tactics, limits
and growth of China’s soft power. There is a need to
still flesh out the mechanisms through which
international agenda setting can affect a country’s soft
power. There ought to be other mechanisms of
observing soft power such as the ability to claim
legitimacy of one’s own positions and the ability to
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deny the positions of others, as well as the ability to
provide policy proposals to the international community
in solving concrete problems.

There is a need to explore how the existing soft power
has been used and has facilitated the negotiations.
There is a need to furnish the paper with more details.
There is a need to explore how China has behaved in
other international institutions thereby showcasing a
wider picture on China’s soft power in international
norms and regimes.



Rapporteurs:
Jolene Anne Jerard and
Shahirah Binte Mahmood
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PROGRAMME

Wednesday October 17, 2007

All Day Arrival and check in

for foreign participants
19:00 - 21:00 Welcome Reception for participants
Venue : Aqua Marine, Level 4,
Marina Mandarin Singapore

Thursday, October 18, 2007

(Venue: Orchard Ballroom 2,
Level 3, Orchard Hotel Singapore)

08:30 - 09:00 Registration

08:30 - 09:00 Opening Remarks:

Ambassador Barry Desker, Dean
S. Rajaratnam School of
International Studies (RSIS)
09:20 - 10:00 Panel One: Soft Power:

Theory and the Chinese Approach
Presenter: Li Mingjiang (RSIS)
Moderator: Cheng Xiaohe

(Renmin University of China)
Discussant: Tang Shiping (RSIS)
10:00 -10:40  Panel Two: Socialization, International
Responsibility and the Soft Power
of China

Presenter: Guo Shuyong

(Shanghai Jiaotong University)
Moderator: Joshua Kurlantzick
(Carnegie Endowment for
International Peace)

Discussant: Zhang Yongjin

(University of Auckland)

10:40 -11:00 Coffee Break

11:00 - 11:40 Panel Three: Speaking Softly:
the Rhetoric and Practice of
“Soft Power” in China’s

Rising Strategy

Presenter: Deng Yong

(United States Naval Academy)
Moderator: Su Hao

(China Foreign Affairs University)
Discussant: Harry Harding
(George Washington University)
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11:40 - 12:20

12:20 - 13:25

09:20 - 10:00

14:10 - 14:50

14:50 - 15:10

15:10 - 15:50

15:50 - 16:30

Panel Four: China’s Soft Power
Influence in Africa

Presenter: Joshua Kurlantzick
(Carnegie Endowment for
International Peace)

Moderator: Zhu Zhiqun
(University of Bridgeport)
Discussant: Liu Jianfei

(China Central Party School)
Lunch

Panel Five: The Revival of
Chinese Civilization

Presenter: Su Hao

(China Foreign Affairs University)
Moderator: Li Mingjiang (RSIS)
Discussant: Zhao Litao

(East Asian Institute)

Panel Six: Culture: the Trailblazer
of China's Soft Power

Presenter: Cheng Xiaohe

(Renmin University of China)
Moderator: Tang Shiping (RSIS)
Discussant: Goh Nguen Wah
(Nanyang Technological University)

Coffee Break

Panel Seven: Chinese Cultural
Export and Soft Power

Presenter: Deng Xiaogang
(University of Massachusetts)
Moderator: Chen Jianfeng
(Shanghai University of Political
Science and Law)

Discussant: Francis Lim

(Nanyang Technological University)

Panel Eight: Chinese Model of
Development and China's Soft Power
Presenter: Pang Zhongying

(People’s University and

Brookings Institution)

Moderator: Tang Shiping (RSIS)
Discussant: John Donaldson
(Singapore Management University)
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Friday, October 19, 2007

09:00 - 09:40

09:40 -10:20

10:20 - 10:40

10:40 - 11:20

11:20 - 12:00

Panel Nine: The Practice of the Mean:
China's Soft Power Cultivation
Presenter: Chen Jianfeng

(Shanghai University of Political
Science and Law)

Moderator: Deng Yong

(United States Naval Academy)
Discussant: Pang Zhongying
(People’s University and

Brookings Institution)

Panel Ten: China’s Soft Power and
Neo-Liberal Agenda in ASEAN
Presenter: Ignatius Wibowo
(University of Indonesia)

Moderator: Guo Shuyong

(Shanghai Jiaotong University)
Discussant: Joseph Liow (RSIS)

Coffee Break

Panel Eleven: China's Warming
Relations with South Korea and
Australia and Their Implications for
the United States

Presenter: Zhu Zhiqun

(University of Bridgeport)

Moderator: Liu Jianfei

(China Central Party School)
Discussant: Hiro Katsumata (RSIS)

Panel Twelve: Mobilization of
China’s Soft Power Resources:
How sustainable in the Competition
with the US?

Presenter: Zhao Suisheng

(University of Denver)
Moderator:Deng Xiaogang

(University of Massachusetts)
Discussant: Liu Jianfei

(China Central Party School)

12:00 - 13:30

13:30 - 14:10

14:10 - 14:50

14:50 - 15:10

15:10

Lunch

Panel Thirteen: The Discourse of
China's Soft Power and Its Discontent
Presenter: Zhang Yongjin

(University of Auckland)

Moderator: Pang Zhongying

(People’s University and

Brookings Institution)

Discussant: Arthur S. Ding (RSIS)

Panel Fourteen: International
Institutions and China’s Soft Power:
the Case of Kyoto Protocol
Presenter: Chen Gang

(East Asian Institute)

Moderator: Ignatius Wibowo
(University of Indonesia)

Discussant: Li Mingjiang (RSIS)

Concluding Session

Coffee Break
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ABOUT RSIS

The S. Rajaratnam School of International
Studies (RSIS) was established in January 2007
as an autonomous School within the Nanyang
Technological University. RSIS’s mission is to be
a leading research and graduate teaching
institution in strategic and international affairs in
the Asia Pacific. To accomplish this mission,
it will:
e Provide a rigorous professional graduate
education in international affairs with a strong
practical and area emphasis

e Conduct policy-relevant research in national
security, defence and strategic studies,
diplomacy and international relations

e Collaborate with like-minded schools of
international affairs to form a global network
of excellence

Graduate Training in International Affairs

RSIS offers an exacting graduate education in
international affairs, taught by an international
faculty of leading thinkers and practitioners. The
Master of Science (MSc) degree programmes in
Strategic Studies, International Relations, and
International Political Economy are distinguished
by their focus on the Asia Pacific, the professional
practice of international affairs, and the cultivation
of academic depth. Over 120 students, the
majority from abroad, are enrolled in these
programmes. A small, select Ph.D. programme
caters to advanced students whose interests
match those of specific faculty members. RSIS
also runs a one-semester course on ‘The
International Relations of the Asia Pacific’ for
undergraduates in NTU.
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Research

RSIS research is conducted by five constituent
Institutes and Centres: the Institute of Defence
and Strategic Studies (IDSS, founded 1996), the
International Centre for Political Violence and
Terrorism Research (ICPVTR, 2002), the Centre
of Excellence for National Security (CENS, 2006),
the Centre for the Advanced Study of Regionalism
and Multilateralism (CASRM, 2007); and the
Consortium of Non-Traditional Security Studies
in ASIA (NTS-Asia, 2007). The focus of research
is on issues relating to the security and stability
of the Asia-Pacific region and their implications
for Singapore and other countries in the region.
The S. Rajaratham Professorship in Strategic
Studies brings distinguished scholars and
practitioners to participate in the work of the
Institute. Previous holders of the Chair include
Professors Stephen Walt, Jack Snyder, Wang
Jisi, Alastair lain Johnston, John Mearsheimer,
Raja Mohan, and Rosemary Foot.

International Collaboration

Collaboration with other professional Schools of
international affairs to form a global network of
excellence is a RSIS priority. RSIS will initiate
links with other like-minded schools so as to
enrich its research and teaching activities as well
as adopt the best practices of successful schools.






