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Abstract  

  This dissertation aims to interpret Chinese economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries 

since 2012. An accurate cognition of China’s political-economic stance towards 

Visegrád countries is vital for bilateral relations. Since 2012, China has promoted a 

series of economic policies, namely 16+1 and OBOR, to build a closer relationship with 

Visegrád countries. However, the Visegrád countries are not equivalent to China in the 

world economy. By combining Constructivist analysis, this article will explain China’s 

motivation, and Visegrád countries’ significance. Then, by examining data, this article 

attempts to demonstrate bilateral outcomes in politics, economics, and cultures. Two 

major research methods refer to (1) qualitative analysis of data and (2) theoretical 

approach. Data have been collected from books, journals, credible internet sources and 

authoritative media. Theory refers to Alexander Wendt’s Constructivism. Through these 

analyses, a comprehensive examination of the causes behind Chinese economic 

diplomacy in Visegrád countries is achieved. Outcomes of cooperation are both positive 

and negative. The future relations between China and Visegrád countries depend on 

mutual interactions. 
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Abstrakt  

  Tato práce má za cíl interpretovat čínskou ekonomickou diplomacii v zemích tzv. 

Visegrádské čtyřky od roku 2012. Znalost čínských politicko-ekonomických postojů 

vůči zemím Visegrádu je důležitá pro zdravé bilaterální vztahy. Čína od roku 2012 

podnikla sérii kroků, jmenovitě iniciativy 16+1 a Novo hedvábná stezka s cílem 

vybudovat těsnější vztahy se zeměmi Visegrádu. Jakkoliv se Visegrádská čtyřka 

nemůže v měřítku světové ekonomiky Číně rovnat. Tato práce pomocí 

konstruktivistické analýzy vysvětlí motivace Číny a význam zemí Visegrádu. Poté 

zkoumáním dat popíše oboustranné dopady v politice, ekonomice a kultuře. Práce 

využívá metodu (1) kvalitativní analýzy dat a (2) teoretický přístup. Sebraná data 

pochází z knih, žurnálů, důvěryhodných internetových zdrojů a odborných médií. 

Teorie vychází z konstruktivismu Alexandra Wendta. Prostřednictvím těchto analýz 

práce komplexně zkoumá příčiny a pohnutky, které stojí za čínskou ekonomickou 

diplomacií v zemích Visegrádu. Výsledky spolupráce jsou jak pozitivní, tak negativní. 

Budoucnost vztahů Číny a zemí Visegrádu záleží na vzájemné interakci. 
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Introduction 

  In the last decade, China’s economic diplomacy has attracted extensive attention 

from around the world, because the implications of its economic diplomacy are large-

scale, broad in scope and involve the extensive interests of various parties involved. 

For example, in April 2012, Chinese former premier Wen Jiabao proposed the 16+1 

cooperation platform in Warsaw to facilitate meetings between China and Central and 

Eastern European Countries (CEECs).1 It aims at intensifying cooperation between 

China and 16 CEECs. Later on, in September and October 2013, Chinese chairman Xi 

Jinping promoted the Silk Road Economic Belt (SREB) and the 21st-Century 

Maritime Silk Road (MSR) respectively. SREB and MSR are the so called One Belt 

One Road Initiative, which is China’s new economic diplomacy in the 21st century. 

OBOR has covered more than 68 countries, including 65% of the world’s population 

and 40% of the global GDP as of 2017.23 OBOR and 16+1 are Chinese specific 

examples of appealing for establishing ‘Community of Common Destiny’，which 

was first proposed in Hu’s report, in which he recommended raising awareness of a 

                                                 
1 "Wen Outlines Proposals On Building Closer China-Central and Eastern Europe Ties," Cooperation Between 

China and Central and Eastern European Countries, April 26, 2012, http://www.china-

ceec.org/eng/ldrhw_1/2012hs/hdxw/t1410542.htm. 

2 Charlie Campbell, "China Says It's Building the New Silk Road. Here Are Five Things to Know Ahead of a Key 

Summit," Time, May 12, 2017, http://time.com/4776845/china-xi-jinping-belt-road-initiative-obor/. 

3 James Griffiths, "Just What Is This One Belt, One Road Thing Anyway?" CNN, May 12, 2017, 

https://edition.cnn.com/2017/05/11/asia/china-one-belt-one-road-explainer/index.html. 

http://www.china-ceec.org/eng/ldrhw_1/2012hs/hdxw/t1410542.htm
http://www.china-ceec.org/eng/ldrhw_1/2012hs/hdxw/t1410542.htm
http://time.com/4776845/china-xi-jinping-belt-road-initiative-obor/
https://edition.cnn.com/2017/05/11/asia/china-one-belt-one-road-explainer/index.html
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“community of common destiny” amongst China’s neighbors. Moreover, “community 

of common destiny” means something more in Xi’s “New Era,” which seeks to foster 

a “new type of international relations” and building “a community of common destiny 

with mankind,” which is also the primary aim of Chinese foreign policy.4 Therefore, 

based on these two economic diplomacies, namely OBOR and 16+1, China has also 

increased its focus on every Visegrád country since 2012. Considering that China’s 

historical diplomatic relationship with each Visegrád country differs, China has 

promoted different strategies with them respectively. Meanwhile, every Visegrád 

country reacts differently towards Chinese initiatives and experiences various 

outcomes of relationships with China in the aspects of economy, politics, and culture.  

  Many scholars of international relations have conducted numerous studies of 

China’s 16+1 and OBOR. For example, there are Chinese scholars Liu Zuokui and 

Kong Tianping, Poland scholar Bogdan Góralczyk, Hungarian scholar Ágnes 

Szunomár, Czech scholar Rudolf Fürst.  

  Particularly, Chinese scholars are mostly studying the possibility of bilateral 

cooperation between China and involved countries, challenges to be faced and 

relevant solutions. For example, Liu Zuokui is one of the most representative Chinese 

scholars, whose article firstly points out that CEECs have different market potential 

and geographic advantages, secondly induces three models to implement Chinese 

                                                 
4 Jacob Mardell, "The 'Community of Common Destiny' In Xi Jinping's New Era," The Diplomat, October 25, 

2017, https://thediplomat.com/2017/10/the-community-of-common-destiny-in-xi-jinpings-new-era/. 

https://thediplomat.com/2017/10/the-community-of-common-destiny-in-xi-jinpings-new-era/
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economic policy in CEECs, and thirdly indicates a series of challenges to be faced 

together with certain recommendations and solutions.5  

  Besides, scholars from CEECs countries pay more attention to analyzing China’s 

investments style from one single state’s perspective based on an overall introduction 

of China’s 16+1 and OBOR. For example, Latvian scholar Andris Spruds published 

an article studying China’s 16+1 and OBOR from a Latvian perspective.6 Similarly, 

Hungarian scholar Ágnes Szunomár discussed the role of China’s investment in 

Visegrád countries in comparison with other Asian investors.7  

  However, there have rarely been studies of China’s 16+1 and OBOR towards the 

Visegrád countries collectively, not to mention the studies which are based on 

International Relations theory. Clearly, such a study of China’s economic diplomacy 

in Visegrád countries since 2012 is inevitably restricted by various constraints, 

notably the fact that China’s economic diplomacy refers to 16+1 and OBOR, and 

Visegrád is regarded as four countries respectively rather than as a monolithic group. 

On the one hand, this thesis aims to examine the induction factors of China’s 

economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries and the changing process of interactive 

                                                 
5 Zuokui, Liu, "The Role of Central and Eastern Europe in The Building of Silk Road Economic Belt," China 

International Studies 47, no. 2-3 (2014): 184-195. 

6 Andris Spruds, "Towards A Balanced Synergy of Visions and Interests: Latvia’s Perspectives in 16+1 And Belt 

and Road Initiatives," Croatian International Relations Review 23, no. 78 (2017): 37-56, 

https://doi.org/10.1515/cirr-2017-0006. 

7 Andrea Éltető and Ágnes Szunomár, "Ties of Visegrád Countries with East Asia - Trade and Investment," SSRN 

Electronic Journal 214, no. 1215-5241 (2015): 1-31, http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2720805. 
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relationships. On the other hand, the theoretical foundation of this study is Alexander 

Wendt’s Constructivism in International Relations theory. Specifically, there are three 

mainstream theories in International Relations theory, namely Realism, Liberalism, 

and Constructivism. Hereby, this thesis will be supported by Alexander Wendt’s 

Constructivism as the theoretical background. Particularly, there are two basic tenets 

in Wendt’s Constructivism: (1) the structures of human association are determined 

primarily by shared ideas rather than material forces; (2) the identities and interests of 

purposive actors are constructed by these shared ideas rather than given by nature.8 

Based on these two tenets, Alexander Wendt explains the principles of the 

constructivist approach, illustrating a structural and idealist worldview which is 

different from both individualism and materialism which informs much of the 

mainstream International Relations theory. He describes international politics as a 

cultural theory, where each state views each other as enemies, rivals, or friends. 

Wendt clarifies these functions as “cultures of anarchy,” concluded as Hobbesian, 

Lockean, and Kantian. Moreover, these three cultures are the shared ideas which are 

quite influential because they can help define state interests and potential, and 

generate tendencies in the international system.9 Briefly, in the case of China’s 

economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries, Wendt’s Constructivism is supposed to 

explain the followed two research questions: (1) Why does China engage in new 

economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries? (2) How is this policy implemented in the 

                                                 
8 Alexander Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1992), 1. 
9 Ibid, xiii 
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region? As nonmaterial aspects also help shape state interest and tendencies in the 

international system, this thesis will discuss Chinese economic, cultural and political 

elements in shaping China’s new economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries on the 

one hand. On the other hand, this thesis will clarify the Visegrád economic and 

political elements in shaping China’s new economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries. 

Through these two aspects of analysis, the first research question can be answered. 

Besides, since how each state views each other, namely enemies, rivals, or friends, is 

a fundamental determinant of how each state acts towards each other, it is going to 

clarify bilateral developments firstly in the economy, culture and politics, and also 

analyse the confronting problem and obstacles in Visegrád countries respectively. 

Through these two parts, the second research question can be revealed. 

  This thesis will be applied with a qualitative analysis method and data will be 

collected through a case study of China’s relations with Visegrád countries. 

Specifically, the paper is structured as follows. The first chapter is an introduction to 

the research boundaries, methods, purposes, values and structure. It aims to determine 

the research questions regarding the phenomenon in real life and literature review in 

academia. The second chapter firstly explains the theoretical foundation, explaining 

the applicability of Constructivism in the analysis of China’s economic diplomacy 

and secondly presents a literature review, focusing on the recent studies of China’s 

economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries. Primarily, this chapter will seek to build a 

logic tree, and thus the theoretical foundation by which to analyze materials in the 

following chapters. Secondly, it will present the state of art, and thus the research 
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review of scholars in China’s relations with Visegrád countries. The third chapter 

firstly presents an analysis of the induction factors from both China and Visegrád 

countries’ angles, and secondly inducts China’s interactive relationships with every 

Visegrád country since 2012, focusing on the fields of politics, economics, and 

culture. In the third chapter, this thesis conducts a case study of China’s relations with 

each of the Visegrád countries. Through these case studies, it is possible to become 

acquainted with the historical relations between China and Visegrád countries, to 

explore the differences and changes in each pair of relations, and to find the 

correlativity and causality of China’s economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries. The 

fourth chapter firstly explains the development process of interactive relationships 

between China and every Visegrád country since 2012, and secondly draws an 

inference that the bilateral relationships are decided by their further interaction and 

mutual understanding of each other. The concluding chapter summarizes and explains 

China’s economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries and describes possible extension 

of planned future work. The significance of this study is embodied in two aspects: (1) 

this study may reveal a gap in research of China’s economic diplomacy in Visegrád 

countries; (2) it may also reveal a gap in research of Constructivism, as an 

International Relations theory, applied in China’s international relations.  
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1. Theoretical context and literature review 

1.1 International Relations theory (IR theory) 

  In line with the research motivation which is to analyze and explain Chinese 

economic diplomacy, International Relations theory (IR theory) is regarded as the 

theoretical foundation in this thesis. The contemporary mainstream IR theory refers to 

Realism, Liberalism, and Constructivism. Based on different theories and schools, 

there are differences in the analysis of economic diplomacy. Regarding the 

mainstream IR theory, Constructivism is relatively adaptive to analyzing Chinese 

economic diplomacy in this article and the reasons are described respectively in the 

following parts. 

Realism 

  Realists believe that each state will always focus on its survival and the 

maximization of its material power.10 In other words, “states that maximize relative 

power are concerned primarily with the distribution of material capabilities. In 

particular, they try to gain as large a power advantage as possible over potential 

rivals, because power is the best mean of survival in a dangerous world.”11 

According to Realism’s principle, if one state adopts economic diplomacy, its purpose 

                                                 
10 Shixiong Ni, Contemporary International Relation Theories (Shanghai: Fudan University Press, 2004), 72-93 

11 John Joseph Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (New York: W.W. Norton & Company, 2014), 

8-12. 
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is to survive and to maximize its material power when the distribution of material 

capabilities is to its disadvantages. And by implementing economic diplomacy with 

foreign countries, one state is supposed to maximize its relative power to gain as 

strong a power advantage as possible over its potential rivals. In other words, the 

induction factor of implementing economic diplomacy is material elements rather 

than nonmaterial elements, such as ideological construction and cultural values. From 

this aspect, Realism is not always applied to analyze international relations and 

politics. China’s economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries is a good example 

because this thesis aims to explore both material elements and nonmaterial elements 

which have contributed to China’s economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries. 

Hereby, Realism cannot provide a comprehensive analysis of one state’s economic 

diplomacy or behavior of building up a common interest community. The true 

connotations or fundamental goals of China’s economic diplomacy in Visegrád 

countries can hardly be explored through analysis purely at the material level. 

Liberalism 

  Liberalists believe that international order should be controlled by international 

institutions which are equipped with reciprocity function or other specific functions.12 

Under the international institutions, every state can work with each other to achieve 

benefits and goals. Therefore, international institutions are the precondition of 

                                                 
12 Shaojun Li, An Introduction to the International Politics (Shanghai: Shanghai People's Publishing House, 

2009), 52-53. 
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international cooperation, reciprocity relationships and achieving common progress.13 

According to Liberalism’s principles, when one state promotes economic diplomacy, 

its goals are to establish reciprocity relationships with other states and achieving 

common progress with the aid of international institutions. To achieve these goals, it 

has to act as a rational agent. In other words, it has to establish effective economic 

diplomacy to cooperate with other states and actively participate in international 

institutions during the process of its development. However, some critics argue that 

such analysis of international institutions in Liberalism is irrational when the 

distribution of international institutions is unreasonable and injustice. In other words, 

when the allocation of power is unequal in international institutions, the big power 

can strip the participation of the small power. Then the small power is possible to 

scrap signed treaties in the international institution regardless of their national 

economic diplomacy or rational reputation. What’s more, the small power is able to 

create conflicts to express dissatisfaction.14 For example, since international 

organizations have long been dominated by the United States together with other 

Western countries, these organizations generally serve the powerful countries 

especially the United States for its hegemony. When North Korea and Iraq recognized 

the duress of the United States’ hegemony, they invaded other countries and made 

                                                 
13 Huaipu Zhao and Zhenling Wang, "US-EU Dialogue On East Asia and Coordination On Their China 

Policies," China International Studies 6, no. 22 (2016): 58-74. 

14 Yaqing Qin, Rationality and International Cooperation, Liberalism in World Politics (Beijing: World Affairs 

Press, 2008), 78-79. 
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trouble to strengthen their interests regardless of its international cooperation with 

other states or rational reputation in international institutions. Therefore, the 

normalized usage of international institutions is not efficient and rational when 

regulating states’ behaviors in the international system. In other words, whether 

states’ behaviors are offensive, competitive, or cooperative does not correlate with 

international institutions. And one state’s economic diplomacy cannot be explained by 

discussing the normalized usage of international institutions.  

Constructivism 

  Unlike Realism and Liberalism, Constructivism pays attention to ideological 

construction and the changing process of the international system. As one of the most 

representative constructivists, Wendt believes that each state’s behaviors in the 

international system are a product of its identity and the allocation of ideas. Identity 

determines internal demands and benefits. The allocation of ideas determines the 

extrinsic structure and interactive relationships. Particularly, states are intentional and 

corporate actors whose intentions are outward manifestations of intrinsic identities, 

internal demands, and benefits.15 For example, the United States and Europe have 

been closely connected to each other since the 16th century when European colonists 

came to North America, and therefore homologies can be traced to their culture and 

                                                 
15 Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics, 246. 
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identities, which are also embodied in their tendencies in the international system.16 

According to Wendt, the Marshall Plan is a good example to illustrate his 

constructivism.17 Specifically, the United States’ financial aids and a series of 

economic diplomacies in Europe after the Second World War was associated with 

their homologies of culture and identities.18 The homologies of intrinsic identities 

between the United States and Europe contributed to the United States’ partiality to 

Europe rather than the Soviet bloc. Thus, the United States did not view Europe as a 

rival like the Soviet Union. Conversely, the United States viewed Europe as 

“friend.”19 The ‘friendship’ between the United States and Europe is shaped by 

“anarchy,”20 which makes three kinds of structures at the macro-level, underpinned 

by which kind of relations – enemy, rival, or friend – dominate their international 

system.21 And Wendt names these structures as Hobbesian, Lockean and Kantian,22 

which are the three cultures of anarchy in the international system. These cultures of 

anarchy make a distinctive and essential problem of order for international politics, to 

which constructivists propose some new solutions.  

                                                 
16 Sidney Wilfred Mintz, Three Ancient Colonies: Caribbean Themes and Variations (Cambridge: Harvard 

University Press, 2012), 167-183. 

17 Richard Ned Lebow and Thomas Risse-Kappen, International Relations Theory and The End of the Cold War 

(Columbia: Columbia University Press, 1995), 60-80. 

18 Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics, 249-273. 
19 Ibid, 246-248. 
20 Ibid, 247-249. 
21 Ibid, 247-250. 

22 Martin Wight, International Theory: The three traditions (Leicester: Leicester Univ. Press, 1996), 32-191. 
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1.2 Features of Constructivism 

1.2.1 What constructs international relations 

  As mentioned before, states are intentional and corporate actors whose identities 

and interests are in essential aspects determined by domestic politics rather than the 

international politics. Particularly, one state’s behavior is motivated by varies of 

interests originated in corporate and type, namely pattern of economic 

manifestation.23 So it is possible to say a state’s domestic economy underpins its 

behaviors in the international system. Similarly, it is reasonable to discuss how 

China’s domestic economy influences Chinese economic diplomacy in Visegrád 

countries. 

  Besides, Wendt pointed out that collective identities also underpin a variety of 

interests which can explain states’ behaviors in international politics.24 That is to say, 

collective identities are different culturally and historically and gradually evolve into 

national identities and cultural heritage. These national identities and cultural heritage 

help in shaping a state’s ideas and decision-making in international politics. As a 

result, each state’s behaviors in the international system are characterized by national 

identities and cultural heritage. So it is helpful to consider a state’s cultural heritage 

when analyzing its behaviors in international politics. In other words, it is reasonable 

                                                 
23 Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics, 233-288. 
24 Ibid, 233-238. 
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to discuss how China’s Confucianism influences Chinese economic diplomacy in 

Visegrád countries. 

  Moreover, Wendt also mentioned that collective identities and structures keep 

developing and changing. Structural change happens when states redefine who they 

are and what they want.25 That is to say, one state’s demands are developing and 

changing in the international politics. For the preservation of intrinsic interests, one 

state promotes policies to adjust itself with the changes in the international system. 

Therefore, the status quo of one state in international politics determines its strategy 

making in macro-level. Similarly, it is reasonable to discuss how China’s international 

situation influences Chinese economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries. 

To sum up, inspired by a constructivist approach, Chinese economic diplomacy in 

Visegrád countries is rooted in Chinese domestic economy, traditional cultural 

heritage and national values and China’s political situation faced in the international 

system. 

1.2.2 Three cultures of anarchy 

  As Wendt has claimed in his book, interaction between states in the international 

system is characterized by anarchy. ‘Cultures of anarchy’ influences how states 

interact with other states and how states express their intentions. Specifically, there 

are three patterns: Hobbesian, Lockean and Kantian.26 In the Hobbesian culture, 

                                                 
25 Ibid, 336. 
26 Ibid, 257. 
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states view each other as enemies; the logic of Hobbesian anarchy is ‘war of all 

against all.’ States are adversaries and war is endemic because of the violent conflict 

necessary for survival. In the Lockean culture, states consider each other rivals, but 

there is also restraint; states do not seek to eliminate each other, they recognize the 

other states’ right to exist. Lockean anarchy has become a characteristic of the 

modern states’ system after the Peace of Westphalia in 1648. Finally, in a Kantian 

culture, states view each other as friends, settle disputes peacefully and support each 

other in the case of threat by a third party. It is true that foreign policies or interaction-

level anarchic structures vary. Some are peaceful, and others are warlike. However, 

few would deny that international politics or macro-level structures differ. A Kantian 

culture has emerged among consolidated liberal democracies since the Second 

World War. The three different cultures of anarchy can be internalized in 

different degrees; In other words, how states view each other is possible to be 

shared. Wendt makes a distinction between three degrees of ‘cultural 

internalization.’27 The first degree is a relatively weak commitment to shared 

ideas; the third degree is a strong commitment to shared ideas. To sum up, how 

one state interacts with other states is determined by the dominant culture of 

anarchy. For example, there was no Kantian structure between the US and the 

Soviet Union before the Second World War. So the US and the Soviet Union 

neither viewed each other as friends nor settled disputes peacefully.   

                                                 
27 Ibid, 254. 
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1.3 Researches on China – Visegrád relations 

  Since 2012, more scholars have paid attention to China’s economic diplomacy, 

namely OBOR and 16+1. However, the relevant research into China – Visegrád 

relations is limited. 

  On the one hand, Chinese scholars provide numerous research papers even though 

they merely state the facts, rationalize the central government’s policy, and rarely delve 

into the logic behind the arguments and equipped with theoretical framework. For 

example, Kong Tianping, another researcher from CASS, devotes himself to studies of 

the relations between China and CEECs from a Chinese perspective. In his article28, the 

current development of “16+1” Cooperation Mechanism was depicted and analyzed 

with a series of features. One of these features – asymmetries between China and 

CEECs – is related with critical thinking; however, it was quoted from Polish 

sociologist and sinologist Radosław Pyffel.29 

  On the other hand, scholars from CEE countries pay more attention to analyzing 

China’s investment style and real motivations from one single state’s perspective based 

on an overall introduction of China’s 16+1 and OBOR. However, such research rarely 

takes China’s domestic factors into consideration when analyzing China’s economic 

                                                 
28 Tianping Kong, "On ‘One Belt One Road’ Initiative and the Cooperation between China and CEECs,” Institute 

of European Studies of Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, April 11, 2017, 

http://ies.cssn.cn/wz/yjcg/zogx/201704/t20170411_3482616.shtml. 
29 Radoslaw Pyffel, “Seven asymmetries in Polish-Chinese relations – how to deal with them?” polska-azja, 

August 21, 2015, http://www.polska-azja.pl/r-pyffel-seven-asymmetries-in-polish-chinese-relations-how-to-deal-

with-them/.  

http://ies.cssn.cn/wz/yjcg/zogx/201704/t20170411_3482616.shtml
http://www.polska-azja.pl/r-pyffel-seven-asymmetries-in-polish-chinese-relations-how-to-deal-with-them/
http://www.polska-azja.pl/r-pyffel-seven-asymmetries-in-polish-chinese-relations-how-to-deal-with-them/
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diplomacy in the region. For example, Latvian scholar Andris Spruds published an 

article studying Latvia’s perspectives under China’s 16+1 and OBOR.30  

Polish scholar Bogdan Góralczyk conducted a research presenting the public skeptical 

attitudes and hesitation about committing to China’s strategies in the CEECs.31 What’s 

more, Hungarian scholar Ágnes Szunomár discussed the role of China’s investment in 

Visegrád countries in comparison with other Asian investors.32  

  States’ interests are in essential aspects determined by domestic politics rather than 

the international politics.33 Similarly, Justin Yifu Lin explains how China’s domestic 

economy influences China’s strategies in macro-level.34 However, there are rarely 

studies which take both China’s domestic factors and CEECs’ factors into consideration 

when analyzing China’s economic diplomacy since 2012. Therefore, the primary 

objective of this thesis is to focus on China’s domestic factors, and the case study of 

specific countries, namely Visegrád countries. Moreover, it aims to contribute to the 

discussion through Wendt’s Constructivism applied to the case of China’s economic 

diplomacy in Visegrád countries since 2012. 

                                                 
30 Spruds, “Towards a Balanced Synergy of Visions and Interests: Latvia’s Perspectives in 16+1 and Belt and 

Road Initiatives,” 37-56. 

31 Bogdan Góralczyk, “China’s interests in Central and Eastern Europe: enter the dragon,” European Views 16, 

no. 1 (2017):153-162, https://doi.org/10.1007/s12290-017-0427-9. 

32 Éltető and Szunomár, "Ties of Visegrád Countries with East Asia - Trade and Investment," 1-31. 

33 Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics, 252. 
34 Justin Yifu Lin, Demystifying The Chinese Economy (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2011), 1-22. 
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2. Content analysis of the construction of China – Visegrád 

relations 

2.1 Internal induction factors from the Chinese economy, culture, and 

politics 

2.1.1 Urgent demanding of economic reforming 

a. The status quo of the Chinese domestic economy 

  Since December 1978 when China started its economic reform and promoted 

“reform and opening up” policy, China’s economy has developed significantly. In the 

past four decades, China’s annual GDP growth rates were above 10%. During the last 

decade, China’s GDP has more than tripled, making China the second biggest economy 

after the United States based on nominal GDP.35 Moreover, since the 2008 financial 

crisis, China’s increasing influence in the world economy has made it an indispensable 

power in promoting economic recovery. At the same time, the world economy has 

experienced an overwhelming adjustment because of the 2008 financial crisis. Thus, 

the world economic center became gradually inclined to the East.36 For instance, China 

overtook Germany to become the world’s largest exporter of goods in 2009, and 

                                                 
35 “World Development Indicators 2015,” World Bank, April 7, 2015, 

http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/795941468338533334/World-development-indicators-2015. 

36 Klaus Schwab, “The Global Competitiveness Report 2015–2016,” World Economic Forum, September 22, 

2015, http://www3.weforum.org/docs/gcr/2015-2016/Global_Competitiveness_Report_2015-2016.pdf. 

http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/795941468338533334/World-development-indicators-2015
http://www3.weforum.org/docs/gcr/2015-2016/Global_Competitiveness_Report_2015-2016.pdf
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eclipsed Japan as the world’s second-largest economy after the United States in 2010. 

Throughout the last ten years, China has accelerated world economic growth like an 

engine. 

  Conversely, behind the Chinese glitter of economic growth lies major development 

issues. China’s economic growth was the result of substantial government investment 

and heavy dependence on exports. This mode of economic development is no longer 

suited to China’s domestic market because economic problems are gradually emerging. 

Firstly, substantial government investment has impeded the development of the tertiary 

industry. (As indicated in Table-1) 

Table-1 Contribution of the Three Strata of Industry to GDP Growth (2007-2016) 

 

Source: National Bureau of Statistics of China http://data.stats.gov.cn/english/.  

  For a long time, the Chinese government has been overly reliant on infrastructural 

construction and developing heavy industry to achieve economic growth. Gradually, 

profit distribution is unevenly shaped between the secondary industry and the tertiary 

industry. Secondary industry, such as infrastructural and heavy industry, has changed 

from a highly demanded industry to an overcapacity industry. Since secondary 

http://data.stats.gov.cn/english/
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industries are mainly dominated by state-owned enterprises and the tertiary industry are 

mainly dominated by private enterprises, national profit distribution is uneven between 

state-owned enterprises and private enterprises. Gradually, gaps between rich and poor 

are growing, and social discontent is emerging among different social strata. Also, 

natural resources exhaustion and environmental pollution are another two problems 

caused by extensive economic growth model. These two problems have also fermented 

social discontent. So China is now facing an awkward situation that economic progress 

is being threatened and social stability is being undermined.37 

Secondly, the heavy dependence on exports makes China vulnerable when facing 

international economic fluctuations. 

  At present, processing trade is the main way of Chinese participation in the global 

industrial chain. Chinese target markets are mainly developed countries such as the 

European Union (EU) and the United States (US). China makes profits from low-value-

added products through making use of low-labor-cost. By expanding exports 

continuously, China is increasingly reliant on export volume to stimulate GDP growth. 

Under favorable market circumstances, China enjoys a huge trade surplus. However, 

China’s economic growth has been slowed down since 2010. According to the National 

Bureau of Statistics of China (NBSC), China’s GDP growth rate has declined from 

14.2% in 2007 to 6.7% in 2016. The contribution of net exports of goods and services 

                                                 
37 Lin, Demystifying The Chinese Economy, 1-22. 
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contributed to the growth of GDP decreased from 1.53% (2007) to -0.7% (2016). 

Besides, the lowest rate was -4% in 2009.38 

Table-2 China’s GDP (2007-2016) 

 

Source: National Bureau of Statistics of China http://data.stats.gov.cn/english/. 

Table-3 Contribution Share and Contribution of the three Components of GDP to the 

growth of GDP (2007-2016) 

 

                                                 
38 “China Statistics Yearbook 2015,” National Bureau of Statistics of China, 2016, 

http://www.stats.gov.cn/english/Statisticaldata/AnnualData/. 

http://data.stats.gov.cn/english/
http://www.stats.gov.cn/english/Statisticaldata/AnnualData/
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Source: National Bureau of Statistics of China http://data.stats.gov.cn/english/. 

  Since exports have been a traditional engine of China’s economic growth, China’s 

economic growth is decided by general exports cost and demand of the global market. 

General exports cost is increasing, and China is losing its advantages in a lower-labor-

costs market. 39  As Chinese infrastructure construction rapidly developed, Foreign 

Direct Investment (FDI) in China increased sharply in the 1990s. Gradually, China 

became a labor-concentrated market because of its low labor costs and was named ‘the 

Factory of the World.’ However, with the increase in China’s GDP, labor cost has 

become more expensive in China. As a result, general exports cost is much more, and 

export profit is much less. According to NBSC, China’s GDP per capita has increased 

by 2.6 times from 2007 to 2016.40 Compared to emerging economies, for instance, 

Turkey, India, and CEE countries, China has no advantages to a low-labor-cost market 

anymore. The Demand of global market is decreasing, and China’s exports have limited 

development potential.41 After the booming 2008 financial crisis, the world economy 

took a very hard hit. Developed countries adjusted their consumption patterns to go 

through the hard times, especially the EU and US. For instance, some EU countries, 

such as Greece, Spain, Portugal, Ireland, and Italy have implemented tightened 

government budget policies because of the heavy debts. People from these countries 

are conservative about spending. Therefore, the demand of the global market has 

                                                 
39 Lin, Demystifying The Chinese Economy, 1-22. 
40 National Bureau of Statistics of China, “China Statistics Yearbook 2015.” 
41 Lin, Demystifying The Chinese Economy, 1-22. 

http://data.stats.gov.cn/english/
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reduced dramatically. Under such adverse market circumstances, China’s exports have 

also been hit. 

  In summary, there are two factors impeding economic development in China: First, 

substantial government investment is impeding the balanced development of three 

industries. Second, heavy dependence on exports makes China vulnerable when facing 

international economic fluctuations. 

  To maintain sustainable development, China made relevant measures in the 12th five-

year plan which was officially proposed in 2011. The 12th five-year plan primarily aims 

at accelerating economic reforms, upgrading the industrial structure and adjusting the 

social development model. Accelerating economic reforms refers to controlling 

substantial government investment and promoting the balanced development of three 

industries. Upgrading the industrial structure and adjusting social development model 

refers to reducing heavy dependence on exports, abandoning the extensive economic 

growth model and adopting the intensive economic growth model. According to 

‘Government Work Report at the 4th Session of the 11th National People’s Congress, 

China’s detailed measures of implementing domestic economic reforming are 

exemplified as follows42:  

Title 1: To upgrade the industrial structure and coordinate the development of three 

industries to reduce the over-reliance on infrastructural construction and heavy industry 

and balance the three industries in the mutual coordination; 

                                                 
42 “Government Work Report at the 4th Session of the 11th National People's Congress,” Government of People’s 

Republic of China, March 15, 2011, http://www.gov.cn/2011lh/content_1825233.htm. 

http://www.gov.cn/2011lh/content_1825233.htm
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Title 2: To promote industrialization and urbanization simultaneously and coordinate 

regional economic interactions to readjust the distribution relationships between 

country, enterprises, and people and balance national income distribution; 

Title 3: To establish a mechanism of expanding domestic consumption to change the 

economic development model from dependence on exports to dependence on 

consumption, investment, and exports. 

  To promote Title 1, optimizing and adjusting investment structures are the focus of 

governmental work. As previously mentioned, Chinese government investment was 

concentrated on infrastructural construction and heavy industry before. At present, 

Chinese government investment is targeted at low-labor-cost markets in emerging 

economies. If implementing successfully, China can enjoy benefits in two ways: First, 

China relieves the awkward situation whereby high exports costs are impeding exports 

development; Second, China upgrades from a labor-concentrated market to a capital-

intensive market in the global industrial chain. 

  Title 1 was promoted based on historical experience. According to Morgan Stanley’s 

report,43 China’s economic success is not unique and just a part of the Asian economic 

miracle. From the economic development level, China is similar to 1960’s Japan and 

1980’s South Korea. Therefore, the development experiences of Japan and South Korea 

can be used to analyze China’s economy.44 In the 1960s, Japanese scholar Kaname 

Akamatsu published his idea to explain economic development in Southeast Asia, 

                                                 
43 Qing Wang and Steven Zhang, “China Economics: Chinese Economy through 2020(Part 3): A Golden Age for 

Consumption,” Morgan Stanley Research, October 31, 2010, http://www.global-

skyline.de/fileadmin/mediapool/Research/CHINA_CONSUMPTION_GOLDEN.pdf 
44 Ibid. 

http://www.global-skyline.de/fileadmin/mediapool/Research/CHINA_CONSUMPTION_GOLDEN.pdf
http://www.global-skyline.de/fileadmin/mediapool/Research/CHINA_CONSUMPTION_GOLDEN.pdf
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namely Flying Geese Paradigm (FGP). According to FGP, the less advanced economies 

will catch up with the more advanced economies by upgrading local hierarchy 

continuously45. The paradigm was headed by Japan, following by emerging economies 

(South Korea, Chinese Taiwan, Singapore and Chinese Hong Kong), Association of 

Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) countries (Philippines, Indonesia, Thailand, and 

Malaysia) and China, Vietnam and India. In the process, commodity production is 

transitioned from the more advanced economies to the less advanced economies. On 

the one hand, the less advanced economies can develop economies and technologies. 

On the other hand, the more advanced economies can get upgraded from a labor-

concentrated market to a capital-intensive market in a global industrial chain.46 For 

instance, the less advanced economy (A) has to open its market to the more advanced 

economy (B) due to A’s backward economy and technology. Then B invested factories 

in A for commodity (X)’s production. To B, A is a factory of X. As a less advanced 

economy, A has a lower-labor-cost market than B. In this way, B can relieve the 

problem of high exports costs impeding exports development. And A makes profits 

from low-value-added products through making use of low-labor-cost. This situation 

will not change in A until its GDP reaches a certain amount. Gradually, relatively 

mature market environments and the technical foundations of processing X are 

developed in A. It means that A has already mastered the technology of X’s production. 

                                                 
45 Kaname Akamatsu, “A Historical Pattern of Economic Growth in Developing Countries,” The Developing 

Economies 1, no. s1 (August 1962):3-25,  https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1746-1049.1962.tb01020.x. 

46 Akamatsu, “A Historical Pattern of Economic Growth in Developing Countries,” 3-25. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1746-1049.1962.tb01020.x
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Due to A’s advantage of a lower-labor-cost market, A’s import gradually gives way to 

its domestic production to satisfy A’s market demand. With expanding of production 

scale, utilizing of the economics of scale and making use of lower-labor costs, X gains 

increasing international competitiveness and finally are exported. As a foreign investor, 

B can also make profits from A’s production of X. A has developed its economy and B 

gets upgraded from a labor-concentrated market to a capital-intensive market in the 

global industrial chain. Besides, the paradigm was headed by Japan, following by 

emerging economies (South Korea, Chinese Taiwan, Singapore and Chinese Hong 

Kong), Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) countries (Philippines, 

Indonesia, Thailand, and Malaysia) and China, Vietnam and India.47 

In summary, the main task of developing China’s economy is to control substantial 

government investment, promote the balanced development of three industries, reduce 

heavy dependence on exports, abandon extensive economic growth model and adopt 

intensive economic growth model. For these problems, FGP can be applied in solving 

Chinese economic reform, and the experiences of Japan and South Korean can be 

imitated by China. Specifically, the solutions are targeting lower-labor-cost markets in 

emerging economies and demand markets of infrastructural construction and heavy 

industry. When promoting these solutions effectively, China can achieve the following 

goals: First, to upgrade from a labor-concentrated market to a capital-intensive market 

in global industrial chain; Second, to reduce its foreign exchange risk and raise 

international status of Chinese domestic currency; Three, to provide Chinese 

                                                 
47 Akamatsu, “A Historical Pattern of Economic Growth in Developing Countries,” 3-25. 
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enterprises wider market circumstances and competitive opportunities; Four, to balance 

national profit distribution; Five, to alleviate natural resource exhaustion and 

environmental pollution. 

b. The economic value of 16+1 and OBOR 

  Based on the Chinese domestic economic environment, China proposed 16+1 and 

One Belt One Road Initiative (OBOR) respectively. So what are 16+1 and OBOR? In 

April 2012, 16+1 was unveiled by Chinese former premier Wen Jiabao in Warsaw at a 

Meeting between China and Central and Eastern European Countries (CEECs).48 It 

aims at intensifying cooperation between China and 16 CEECs, namely 11 European 

Union Countries (EUCs) and 5 Balkan Countries (BCs). Later on, in September and 

October 2013, Chinese chairman Xi Jinping promoted the Silk Road Economic Belt 

(SREB) and the 21st-Century Maritime Silk Road (MSR) respectively. OBOR and 16+1 

are Chinese specific examples of appealing for establishing ‘Community of Common 

Destiny.’49  

  These strategies aim at combining the interest of the fast-growing Chinese economy 

with those of the countries involved in 16+1 and OBOR. Mainly, these strategies are 

result of the Chinese domestic economic task of transforming from the introduction of 

foreign capital to investment in foreign countries. The Chinese government gradually 

realized that to improve industrial structure, abandoning the extensive economic growth 

                                                 
48 Cooperation Between China and Central and Eastern European Countries, "Wen Outlines Proposals On 

Building Closer China-Central and Eastern Europe Ties," 

49 Mardell, "The 'Community of Common Destiny' In Xi Jinping's New Era." 
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model and adopting the intensive economic growth model require a series of complex 

tasks. When outputting products, technology, and capital overseas, China is likely to 

deal with foreign policy challenges, defusing geopolitical risks and a clash of 

civilizations.  

  Therefore, OBOR was generated as a comprehensive strategy to coordinate politics, 

economy, and culture. There are five channels of implementing OBOR, namely linked 

policies, connected facilities, unimpeded trade, circulated funds and shared wish. 

Among them, connected facilities, unimpeded trade, and circulated funds are the 

embodied economic values of OBOR. Connected facilities are the foundation of 

realizing unimpeded trade and circulated funds. As OBOR aiming at building 

Community of Common Destiny and Interests, connected facilities can promote 

cohesion and coherence in its own economic planning. Therefore, OBOR involves a 

number of high-speed railways, road, port, and other infrastructure projects. 

Meanwhile, China is capable of infrastructural construction and imbued with relevant 

capacity. In fact, saturated domestic markets force China finally to foreign markets. 

With the rapid development of more than 30 years, China has become a real 

‘infrastructure country.’    

  Moreover, the purpose of OBOR is not satisfied with infrastructural construction. 

The traditional model of geo-economic cooperation has been overtaken by the 

modernized model of industrial chains in corresponding markets. Through integrating 

each potential market into a whole industrial chain, China has intensified the 

dependence on each other and plays a pivotal role. Furthermore, China is changing from 
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absorbing foreign capital to investing overseas. China has more than $30 billion in 

foreign exchange reserve which provide conditions for Chinese engineering enterprises 

to invest abroad and output overcapacity overseas. For implementing OBOR 

effectively, China has established the Silk Road Fund (SRF) and Asian Infrastructure 

Investment Bank (AIIB). AIIB is described as to support World Bank and Asian 

Development Bank (ADB). However, its authorized capital is $100 billion after Inter-

American Development Bank ($101 billion). Even though AIIB is rejected by the 

United States and Japan, it can be expanded to more than 90 member countries by 2017 

except for the original 57 member countries and becomes the second largest multilateral 

development institution after the World Bank. It is very likely to strengthen the status 

of Chinese renminbi as an international currency. By taking this opportunity, China 

hopes to promote the internationalization of Chinese renminbi.50 In addition, OBOR 

and 16+1 are both targeted at developing countries as well as China itself. The involved 

countries can effectively cooperate with China in the production and manufacture fields 

because they are either emerging manufacturing countries or economies that depend on 

the raw material. 

                                                 
50 Chien-Chung Nieh, “The Implication and the Impact of Establishing RMB Offshore Market,” Prospect and 

Exploration 12, no. 10 (October 2014):12-17, 

https://www.mjib.gov.tw/FileUploads/eBooks/e78daf1e12404ba6815547379acb12c2/Section_file/f54fe05c69514

53599203e3a452f42f1.pdf.  

https://www.mjib.gov.tw/FileUploads/eBooks/e78daf1e12404ba6815547379acb12c2/Section_file/f54fe05c6951453599203e3a452f42f1.pdf
https://www.mjib.gov.tw/FileUploads/eBooks/e78daf1e12404ba6815547379acb12c2/Section_file/f54fe05c6951453599203e3a452f42f1.pdf
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2.1.2 Confucianism culture 

  The core value of Chinese culture has its roots in Confucianism value, which has a 

significant influence on each aspect of Chinese policies.51 OBOR and 16+1 are no 

exceptions.  

  “Unlike western political thinking, Chinese politics not starts with thinking and 

dealing with national problems, but with the world.”52 So the ideal purpose of every 

Chinese policy is always and hugely relevant to a variety of groups. For example, 

OBOR and 16+1 are designed to achieve the joint interests of more than 68 countries 

maximally. Such a thinking pattern is defined as the Tianxia System by Chinese 

philosopher Zhao Tingyang.53 Adhering to the Tianxia System, the starting point of 

thinking is not only from one aspect but also from all aspects. 54  Due to the 

consideration of common interests of the overall situation, the Tianxia System has been 

popular and inherited in Chinese culture.55 Since relating to the joint interests in many 

countries, OBOR and 16+1 are quite popular. For example, there are 69 countries and 

international institutes which have already signed cooperation strategies with China of 

                                                 
51 Xuetong Yan et al., Ancient Chinese Thought, Modern Chinese Power (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 

2013), 42-6. 

52 Tingyang Zhang, The Tianxia System: An Introduction to The Philosophy of World Institution (Beijing: China 

Renmin University Pres, 2011), 72-75. 

53 Ibid, 286. 

54 Ibid 32-63. 
55 Fred Dallmayr and Tingyang Zhao, Contemporary Chinese Political Thought: Debates and Perspectives (Asia 

in The New Millennium) (Kentucky: University Press of Kentucky, 2012), 28. 
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OBOR by 2017.56 And there are 77 participating countries in AIIB.57 However, the 

Tianxia System also causes disputes when hardly reaching consensus or encroaching 

on certain group’s interests. Regardless, these characteristics are all components of 

Chinese culture. And Chinese culture has its roots in Confucianism thoughts which 

have explained systematically and comprehensively the relationships among people, 

society, and the universe.58 Plus, the ideal state or ultimate purpose is to achieve 

harmony and benevolence with all relationships. In terms of international relations, 

there are two common principles, namely Qin59 and Hui60. Specifically, Qin means 

that one state should maintain harmonious relations with others. Neither a Cold War 

relationship nor a loose connection nor an antagonistic relationship is Qin.61  Qin 

advocates that one state should be intimate with others. Its ideal status is portrayed as 

when trouble occurs at one spot, help comes from all quarters. Under the ideal 

circumstances, ‘Datong’62 can be realized in the society where ideas and aspirations 

are common without any clash of civilizations. Every group cooperates in a friendly 

manner with one another based on shared ideas. The concept of ‘Datong’ was originated 

                                                 
56 State Information Centre, The Economic Development Along the Belt and Road 2017, Beijing: The Commercial 

Press, 2018. 
57 “2017 AIIB Annual Report and Financials,” AIIB, March 1, 2018, https://www.aiib.org/en/news-
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58 Zhang, The Tianxia System: An Introduction to The Philosophy of World Institution, 52-58. 

59 Mencius, Mencius, trans. Din Cheuk Lau (London: Penguin Classics, 2005), 175. 

60 Confucius, Confucian Analects, The Great Learning & The Doctrine of the Mean, trans. James Legge (New 
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from the ‘Rites of Zhou’63 which records proper etiquette in the Zhou dynasty and was 

developed as a concept of cosmopolitanism by Confucius. 64 To achieve the ideal 

status Datong, Confucius indicates two particular methods:  

‘treating foreign guests gently’65 is the basic principle. Because China is traditionally 

a land of courtesy, people regard etiquette as the foundation of effective communication; 

It is being opposed to settling disputes through starting a war or ruling by force of 

dictators. Instead, it is being advocated to settle disputes through moral education.66 

Because ‘governing by power instead of benevolence’67 is bullying, common people 

would not be satisfied, and superficial peace is just an illusion; only ‘governing by 

benevolence’68 can make people being sincerely convinced and secure social stability 

is secure. 

  Guided by this method, Datong is going to be realized gradually, and thus ‘achieve 

the supreme morality internalized as cultivation and externalized as governance of 

virtue.’ 69  Regarding contemporary Chinese diplomacy, its diplomatic style is in 

accordance with Qin. In order to be intimate with others, China has been working hard 

to establish relationships with many countries. For example, China endeavored to enter 

into the world economy and made its trade volume an upward trend in the last few 

decades. Meanwhile, China made efforts to establish diplomatic relations and 
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cooperative mechanism with more countries and promoted 10+1 (cooperative 

mechanism between China and ASEAN countries), China-Arab States Cooperation 

Forum, China-Africa Cooperation Forum, 16+1 and OBOR. Through these efforts, 

China has established a much more intimate relationship with certain countries 

compared to the past. Visegrád countries are no exceptions with their increased 

communication since China promoted 16+1 and OBOR. 

  Besides, Hui means that one state should establish a reciprocal relationship with 

others.70 For example, if there is reciprocity of trade agreements between China and 

the Czech Republic, the bilateral relation between China and the Czech Republic can 

be regarded as a Hui relation from this particular angle. Since Hui advocates 

complementarity and mutual benefit, an isolated country cannot realize Hui by itself.71    

So Hui is based on Qin. Only when establishing an intimate relationship with each 

other, each country can further work on a reciprocal relationship to realize Hui.72 To 

gain a Hui relationship, Confucius also indicates two particular methods: 

‘Poor without being obsequious, wealthy without being arrogant.’73  It describes a 

modest and prudent style of handling things. To have a peaceful mind is more efficient 

and productive when dealing with troubles. When facing a clash of interests, each 

country should be tolerant and have a longer-term view.74 To subordinate the present 

interests to the long-term interest is suggested when facing a conflict of interests 
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especially for those long-term partners. So in order to achieve joint interests, methods 

must be flexible with the aim of pursuing respective value maximally.75 

Peaceful development is the fundamental principle when pursuing interests and 

competing with others.76 If one country makes benefits by war, it also incurs troubles. 

Only mutual development can make a long-term development.77 

  So taking these two methods as guidance, Hui relationship can be built up if each 

country establishes a cooperative mechanism and works closely with one another and 

subordinates the present interest to the long-term interest. Regarding contemporary 

Chinese diplomacy, its diplomatic style is also in accordance with Hui.78 OBOR and 

16+1 are the Chinese examples for seeking complementarity and mutual benefit. If 

promoted successfully, Eurasian countries are very likely to get benefit from 

infrastructural construction as well as Chinese investment, and China can benefit from 

outputting infrastructures and reducing foreign exchange risk. Furthermore, industrial 

chains are gradually being formed between China and Eurasian countries. Every 

involved country is able to make profits in the process. However, defusing tensions and 

rationalizing distribution of benefits play a decisive role since more than 68 countries 

are involved in the project. 
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2.1.3 Chinese economic diplomacy of a new era 

  The promotion of 16+1 and OBOR implies that Chinese economic diplomacy has 

entered into a new era. 79  Obviously, these two policies are Chinese economic 

instruments to develop economies with Eurasian countries. Its function is to improve 

the Chinese domestic economic model and discover development potential in overseas 

markets. However, beyond the domestic economic factor, the Chinese political 

environment at international level is another causal factor. The macro circumstances 

have dominant effects on Chinese economic diplomacy.80 With the rapid development 

of the economy, China has attracted increasing attention in the world. Western countries 

gradually became vigilant regarding Chinese development when their interests tend to 

be engaged. An example is the emerged ‘China Threat Theory.’81 Even though the 

Chinese government has repeatedly declared that it always expects a harmonious 

international community so as to gain a stable economic growth in the long-term period, 

the Western suspicion has not been alleviated. Under the growing tension, China has 

decided to adjust its diplomatic style to a positive coping one. It means that China now 

tends to make solutions beforehand so as to overcome the emerging problems quickly. 

Adhering to the goal of peaceful development, namely ‘Peaceful Rise,’ 82  China 
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promoted OBOR as to construct an economic community together with the Eurasian 

countries. By the means of OBOR, China aims to impel the international community to 

focus on economic development instead of the current malaise caused by the change of 

power pattern (China’s rise). 

a. A historical review of China’s economic diplomacy 

  Over the past twenty years, China has benefited from its economic diplomacy. Its 

economic growth cannot be achieved without friendly foreign relations.83 Especially 

since the 1997 Asian financial crisis and the 2008 global financial crisis, China has 

made progress through economic diplomacy. For example, China has improved the 

relations with neighboring countries and European countries by increasing Chinese 

OFDI. However, the situation changed when the United Stated rebalanced to the Asia-

Pacific Region. A dilemma is faced by China’s traditional economic diplomacy in the 

recent years. For example, even though China has maintained close economic ties with 

other countries, multilateral political relations have begun to decline.84 For instance, 

China’s political and security relations with its neighboring countries have been 

strained since 2009. Japan, Philippines, and Vietnam successively have maritime 

delimitation disputes with China. Moreover, the process of Eastern Asian economic 

cooperation initiated by China has been slowed down, and also China has had to deal 
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with the increasing difficulties of tariff barriers in European countries. Therefore, the 

new concept of China’s economic diplomacy is embodied in 16+1 and OBOR.85 

b. An overview of China’s contemporary economic diplomacy 

  The implementation strategy of China’s economic diplomacy is designed from three 

angles.86 Firstly, the political function of China’s economic diplomacy (OBOR) should 

be minimized. Common development is expected to be attached more attention instead 

of the malaise caused by security issues.87 Secondly, China’s economic diplomacy in 

the past was corresponding to its traditional extensive economy. As intensifying 

domestic economic reforms, China’s economic diplomacy will emphasize on pursuing 

joint interests and establishing sustainable-development models. As previously 

mentioned, China is going to increase government investment in infrastructural 

construction and heavy industry abroad. Also, China is going to target low-labor-cost 

markets in emerging economies. If implemented effectively and successfully, more 

countries are going to be included in the industrial chain of China-invested enterprises. 

To participate in different levels of the industrial chain, Eurasian countries can develop 

a mature industrial chain together. In addition, China can also develop into a world 

market from a world factory.88 Thirdly, China’s new economic diplomacy focuses 

more on building bilateral relations instead of multilevel-network relations. Recently, 
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China has signed a series of agreements with respective countries. These agreements 

are various from each other in cooperative models relating to trade, investment, and 

currency swaps. Since each country has its own characteristics, developing bilateral 

relations is easier than developing multilevel-network relations. In the future, as the 

bilateral cooperative mechanism matures, it is possible to include more countries which 

share comparable conditions. Thus, the standpoint of China’s economic diplomacy is 

one-to-one relationships rather than one-to-many relationships.89 

  In summary, there have been increasing changes in the balance of power in the Asia-

Pacific Region since 2009. Meanwhile, the bilateral relationship between China and the 

United States has been influenced by the United States ‘strategic adjustment in the 

Asia-pacific. As a result, the strategic effects of China’s economic diplomacy have been 

reduced. So, China’s contemporary economic diplomacy involves that to change 

Chinese traditional extensive mode of economic diplomacy, to establish bilateral 

relations firstly and then orderly move to multilateral cooperation and to adjust 

diversities in economic diplomacy strategy. OBOR and 16+1 are the particular policies 

implemented in Eurasian countries and CEECs. 

2.2 External induction factors from Visegrád economy and politics 

  In terms of Visegrád Group, it is one of the most important emerging economies with 

rapid economic growth in comparison to most countries in the world. For example, its 
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GDP growth rate was the highest in the European Union (EU) and the second highest 

in the world after the Asian-Pacific region from 2015 to 2017.90 So more investors 

have attached increasing attention to Visegrád markets. There is no exception for China. 

A certain industrial foundation, lower-labor-cost market and relative maturity of the 

market mechanism are the main advantages. China views each Visegrád country as an 

important partner not only for their own conditions but also for their unique position in 

EU.91 Situated in central Europe, Visegrád countries are the connections between the 

East and the West. Natural geographic features make Visegrád countries unique and 

vital to the EU. Since EU has been China’s biggest trade partner since 2004, China has 

always attached importance to their relations and connection. 92  If China can 

successfully occupy the emerging economic market of V4, the economic relations 

between China and EU is very likely to become improved. For example, China has 

come up with tariff and trade barriers issue when making exports trade with EU in the 

recent years. If China can officialize its factories in the Visegrád market through 

investment, products of Chinese enterprises overseas are EU native products which 

have free access to the Western market.93 In this way they can solve the tariff and trade 
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barriers problems between China and EU efficiently. Moreover, Visegrád countries are 

open to foreign investment, especially the Czech Republic. China has not been able to 

establish a close relationship with the Czech Republic in the earlier manner of Japan or 

South Korea due to political alienation from the Czech Republic. However, with the 

trend of pragmatic diplomacy towards China, the Czech Republic has become much 

more positive to Chinese enterprises since 2012. China views it as a precious 

opportunity to improve bilateral relation moving forward. 

2.2.1 Target market of infrastructural industry 

  As previously mentioned, the Chinese domestic economy has been forced to confront 

an urgent economic reform. The first step is to regulate government investment in 

infrastructural construction and heavy industry. In the past thirty years, China has fully 

developed its infrastructural construction. At present, there is little development 

potential in Chinese domestic infrastructural market. Engineering projects of roads, 

bridges, and railways can hardly get approved by the government. At the same time, 

Chinese real estate development has been expanded dramatically, and some economists 

warned of a potential real estate bubble in China early in 2000.94 Justin Lin, who is a 

Chinese economist, has suggested that China must act more forcefully to deal with 

property bubbles and overcapacity in manufacturing. 95  Faced with the saturated 

domestic market, China begins to expand into foreign markets. Visegrád countries are 

                                                 
94 Government of People’s Republic of China, “Government Work Report at the 4th Session of the 11th National 

People's Congress.” 
95 Lin, Demystifying The Chinese Economy, 1-62. 



 41 

defined as the potential target markets due to market demand, profit potential, and 

investment feasibility. Visegrád countries have great market demand. According to 

PWC’s report 201796, infrastructure is the greatest impediment for V4 to develop the 

economy and strengthen competitiveness. In fact, not only in V4 but also in CEE 

countries, the infrastructural construction is a key source urgently needed in the 

markets. By 2025, the demand for infrastructural investment in CEE countries requires 

nearly €615 billion in all. So, infrastructural construction has been planned into the EU 

schedule, namely the Juncker Plan. As V4’s demand for infrastructural constructions 

basically corresponds to China’s demand of outputting industrial capacity, China can 

work on healthy resource allocation with Visegrád countries. China exports its 

overcapacity in manufacturing to Visegrád countries, and Visegrád countries utilize 

foreign investment for improving internal infrastructures. Profit margins in Visegrád 

countries are likely to become increased. The bilateral trade model between China and 

V4 is mainly maritime transportation which is much more remote than overland 

transportation. Since Europe and Asia are conjoined with each other in the Eurasian 

Plate, it is feasible to exploit the geographical advantages to the full. Overland 

transportation can provide a higher-capacity transport system for commodity 

shipments. Compared with shipping, overland transportation can also save precious 

transit time. The profit margins are relatively bigger when the transportation cost can 
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get reduced especially the portion from Western China.97 Market environments are 

supportive of foreign investment. For example, there are already some of the world’s 

top ten construction companies and major infrastructure funds in Visegrád countries, 

such as Vince Group, Skanska, Hochtief Aktiengesellschaft. These companies have 

invested billions of euros in transportation projects mainly in Poland, Slovakia, and 

Hungary.98 

2.2.2 Target market of product processing trade 

  As previously mentioned, China’s economic growth has been driven by exports of 

low-value-added products processing. However, its impetus is not as strong as before 

due to the international economic crisis and China’s increasing labor cost. It is better 

for China to transfer the labor-concentrated industry abroad where there is a lower-

labor-cost market, a certain degree of industrial basis and mature market mechanism. 

Visegrád countries are well qualified to meet these standards compared to the most 

EU countries. 

(1) Visegrád countries are attractive for investors thanks to a lower-labor-cost market 

compared to the West and qualified-labor resources compared to the East. The 

lower-labor-cost market is beneficial to develop the labor-concentrated industry. 
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Investing in V4 countries with labor-concentrated industry, China can upgrade its 

industrial structure from labor-concentrated model to capital-concentrated model. 

Besides, all of the Visegrád countries are all industrial countries with a certain 

degree of industrial basis and mature market mechanism. China regards these as 

important foundations to invest factories and product processing industry. In 

addition, some Visegrád countries plan to implement tax reform and reduce 

corporate income tax to attract foreign investment. Governmental fiscal support is 

another example of the methods used to attract foreign investors in Visegrád 

countries.99 Absorbing foreign capital, V4 can lower its unemployment rate and 

further develop its economy. For example, the Czech Republic has already got the 

benefits of absorbing foreign capital and has the lowest unemployment rate in the 

EU at 2.3%.100 In addition, Chinese enterprises can get government fiscal support 

which also can reduce official foreign exchange reserve and risk. 

(2) Visegrád countries are all EU members which are another potential benefit for 

China. The international tension caused by China’s rise have been growing. China 

is facing increasing diplomatic embarrassment not only in Asian-Pacific region 

but also in Europe. China’s export is first to be affected under the changing 

circumstances. For example, EU’s policies of tariff barriers confronted China’s 

export with a difficult situation. When EU does choose to impose higher tariffs on 

Chinese goods, China is likely to suffer declining profits in its export. One 
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solution is to officialize the product line localization in Visegrád countries. If 

China can successfully invest labor-intensified industries in V4, the products of 

China-invested enterprises would be localized EU products. Being produced and 

manufactured in V4 countries, the products of China-invested enterprises can have 

tariff-free access to enter other developed countries in EU. In this way can China 

relieve the tension between China and EU regarding tariff barriers issue. In fact, it 

is the same as the majority of foreign enterprises in China. For example, when LG 

entered the Chinese market, its first step is to officialize the product line 

localization and bring LG factories into China.101 Another solution is to set up 

logistic parks in the Czech Republic, not in Germany or Great Britain. Chinese 

companies can lower the costs, and the Czech Republic can increase its tariff 

volume. With these two solutions, China can partly solve its tariff and trade 

barriers with EU in a roundabout way.  

(3) Visegrád countries provide Chinese enterprises with an international and healthy 

competition circumstance. As previously mentioned, Visegrád countries have 

attracted already some world top-ten companies. So Chinese investors will have 

chances to compete with high-quality enterprises and promote their technology 

levels in the Visegrád market. Specifically, investing processing industry in V4, 

Chinese enterprises are able to participate in the process of the international 

industrial chain, namely material purchase, production and processing, 
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transportation and warehousing, retail and wholesale. Such market resources are 

important for China. Since Chinese enterprises are mostly responsible for the low-

value-added industry in the international industrial chain, they need to upgrade 

their technology and strengthen competitiveness. 

2.2.3 Development potential of diplomatic relations 

  The contemporary international politics has enabled China to angage in several 

diplomatic developments with every Visegrád country.  

  China has long maintained friendly diplomatic relations with Hungary since China 

was established in 1949. The two countries have established multilevel relations quite 

early compared to most European countries. Early in 1991, the two countries have 

signed an agreement to encourage mutual investment. In the following years, the two 

countries have signed a series of agreements and gradually established a mature 

institutional system in the market. Under such a favorable environment, Chinese 

enterprises developed smoothly in Hungary. According to statistics from China's 

ministry of commerce, by the end of 2015, China had invested $571 million dollars in 

Hungary, covering industries such as chemical industry, finance, communication 

equipment, new energy and logistics. Major enterprises include Wanhua, Huawei, 

ZTE, Bank of China(Hungary), Anhui BBCA Group and RZBC Group, creating more 

than 5,000 job vacancies.102 At the same, the population of Chinese-Hungarian was 
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increasing. Chinese-Hungarian is quite influential in Hungary. For example, the first 

Hungarian-Chinese bilingual primary school was founded in 2004, and the first 

Hungarian-Chinese bilingual high-school was founded in 2016. Considering the long-

evolved cooperation and well-established friendship, China views Hungary as a 

strategic partner with good foundations. 

  Poland is another partner of China with long diplomatic relations since 1949. 

Similar to Hungary’s situation, Poland also has welcomed Chinese companies to 

conduct investment and cooperation inside the country since always. In the 1990s, 

Chinese companies began to enter Poland market and developed smoothly. Thanks to 

the stable political environment and healthy competition market, Chinese companies 

increased significantly at the beginning of the 21st century. According to Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs of PRC, there were more than 25 Chinese enterprises investing in 

Poland.103 Compared to most European countries, the population of Poland is huge, 

and the labor resource is rich. For example, Poland ranks 8th among the European 

countries according to the latest statistics in 2018.104 Chinese enterprise Huawei has 

more than 500 employees in Poland. Considering the close economic relationship as 

well as stable political ties, China confirms the possibility and feasibility of 

conducting a mutually beneficial relationship between the two countries. 

  Compared to the former two countries, the Czech Republic was late in establishing 

diplomatic relations with China, and the bilateral relationship has been developed 
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until 2003. The biggest obstruction was the ideological difference on both sides. The 

former two presidents of the Czech Republic were both Western orientated. 

Considering the Chinese communist regime, the Czech Republic was politically 

alienated from the Chinese government. Consequently, bilateral relations in the fields 

of economic and culture were negatively influenced. However, a turning point for 

bilateral relations emerged when Miloš Zeman took office and became the president 

of the Czech Republic. Considering the increasing Chinese global influence, Zeman 

conducted a pragmatic diplomatic style towards Chinese affairs. According to the 

analysis from Chinese Media, China hopes to reverse the tide and improves the 

bilateral relations on such an occasion.105 

  Slovakia is similar to the Czech Republic case. The Slovakian diplomatic route has 

long been Western orientated since it became an independent sovereign state in 1993. 

Until 21st century, as the increasing of the Chinese economy and the economic 

transformation in CEE countries, China and Slovakia began with high-level visits in 

every two years. With the improvements of bilateral diplomatic relations, China 

considers it is possible and reciprocal for the two sides to work closer. With the 

promotion of 16+1 and OBOR, the two sides have opportunities to improve the 

bilateral relationship to a higher level. 
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2.3 Structural changes of China – Visegrád relations after 2012 

  As previously mentioned, China successively promoted a cooperative framework 

16+1 in 2012 and OBOR in 2013. Since all the Visegrád countries are involved in 

these strategies, the structural changes of China-Visegrád relations have been 

generated under the stimulation of both internal and external factors from China and 

Visegrád countries. Specifically, China has improved its relations with every 

Visegrád country to varying degrees, for example, regular and frequent high-level 

visits, agreements on strategic cooperation, increasing trade volume and other 

educational or cultural exchanges. However, there are also increasing challenges and 

uncertainty problems for each country to deal with, for example, Chinese 

infrastructure project hit a snag in Poland. Then in the following parts, the specific 

content of their changes are going to be expanded in detail. 

2.3.1 Political changes 

Frequent Official visits 

  Under Chinese initiatives, the frequency of high-level visits has been risen sharply 

since 2012 between China and every Visegrád country. For example, the Chinese 

premier arranged meetings annually with counterparts from every Visegrád country 

by the occasion of 16+1 summit from 2012 to 2017. Between China and every 

Visegrád country, high-level leaders from both sides led delegations to each other’s 

country by various occasions, such as when one’s new leaders take office, or 
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international politics have a new climate. It is worth mentioning that China officially 

attended a meeting with the Visegrád Group for the first time in 2015 when Liu 

Haixing (Director of the European Department of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of 

PRC) officially visited Slovakia when Slovakia became the rotational presidency of 

the Council of the EU. During the meeting, Liu Haixing met leaders from each of the 

V4 countries, discussed China-V4 cooperation and expressed the strong Chinese wish 

of closer cooperation with the Visegrád Group. 106 Moreover, Chinese president Xi 

paid official visits to the Czech Republic and Poland in 2016.107108 And Chinese 

Premier Li officially visited Hungary in 2017.109 

Agreements on strategic cooperation 

  The first achievement of high-level visits is a huge amount of agreements. China 

has signed a series of joint agreements with every Visegrád country respectively since 

2012. In terms of Hungary, China has signed three diplomatic documents with 

Hungary, namely Joint Statement on Deepening Bilateral Cooperation under the 

Present Global Situation (2014), Cooperation Plan of China-CEE countries (2016) 

and Joint Statement on the establishment of a comprehensive strategic partnership 

(2017). In terms of Poland, China has signed two diplomatic documents with Poland, 
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namely Joint Statement on the establishment of a comprehensive strategic partnership 

(2016) and Cooperation Plan of China-CEE countries (2016). In terms of the Czech 

Republic, China has signed two documents with the Czech Republic, namely Joint 

Statement on the establishment of a comprehensive strategic partnership (2016) and 

Cooperation Plan of China-CEE countries (2016). In terms of Slovakia, China has 

signed one diplomatic document with Slovakia, namely Cooperation Plan of China-

CEE countries (2016). Since China has already established mature institutional 

systems in Hungary and Poland comparing to the Czech Republic and Slovakia, the 

agreements between China and the Czech Republic primarily aim at building an entire 

framework effectively and quickly in the fields of investment protection and financial 

institutions.110 Whereas, the agreements between China and Hungary focus on 

intensifying the economic ties and solving past problems relating to interactive 

experiences.111 Moreover, the existing difference between Visegrád countries require 

agreements with characteristics. For example, China and Hungary have focused on 

communication of medical technology in their agreements while China and Poland 
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have focused on the cooperation of logistics industry. 112 Besides, since one aim of 

Chinese economic policies is to establish one-to-one relations instead of one-to-many 

relations, it signed strategic agreements respectively with each country.  

2.3.2 Economic changes 

Increasing bilateral trade volume 

  As the second biggest economy in the world in terms of nominal GDP, China has 

witnessed its economic growth in the last three years with most European countries. 

Since 2004, EU has long been China’s largest trade partner in the world. By the 

occasion of 16+1 and OBOR, China has also attached growing importance to 

establish economic relations with CEE countries. Visegrád countries are no 

exceptions since their economic development is the fastest region in EU. From 2012 

to 2016, the trade volume has been increased between China and Visegrád countries. 

Gradually, V4 has become Chinese important trade partner among European 

countries.  

(1) Regarding the total amount of import and export, V4 was the 6th largest trade 

partner with China compared with other European countries in 2016.113 

According to Eurostat, the trade volume between China-EU 28 was $514.597 

                                                 
112 “Joint Statement On the Establishment of a Comprehensive Strategic Partnership,” Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

of the PRC, June 21, 

2016, http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/web/gjhdq_676201/gj_676203/oz_678770/1206_679012/1207_679024/t1373762.

shtml.  

113  “National Data,” National Bureau of Statistics of China, http://data.stats.gov.cn/easyquery.htm?cn=G0104.  

http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/web/gjhdq_676201/gj_676203/oz_678770/1206_679012/1207_679024/t1373762.shtml
http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/web/gjhdq_676201/gj_676203/oz_678770/1206_679012/1207_679024/t1373762.shtml
http://data.stats.gov.cn/easyquery.htm?cn=G0104
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billion accounting for 14.8% of China’s total trade. The bilateral trade volume 

between China and V4 was $42.900 billion, accounted for 7.8% of EU 28’s trade 

volume with China. And the top 6 European trade partners are Germany 

($151.300 billion), Netherlands ($67.200 billion), United Kingdom ($74.400 

billion), France ($47.500 billion), Italy ($43.100 billion) and Spain ($27.400 

billion). V4 was only $0.2 billion less than Italy and $15.500 billion more than 

Spain.114115 

(2) Regarding the export volume, V4 was the 4th biggest exporting destination from 

China in 2016.116 The market demand for V4 is high. According to Eurostat, 

China’s export to V4 was $31.500 billion (2016). The top three countries were 

Germany ($65.200 billion), Netherlands ($57.400 billion) and United Kingdom 

($55.700 billion). Comparing to the 4th biggest country, namely France ($25.000 

billion), V4 significantly exceeded it with $6.5 billion.117118 

(3) Regarding the import volume, V4 was the 5th biggest source of import to China in 

2016.119 Among the EU28, V4 ranked in upper-middle-level. According to 

Eurostat, V4’s import from China was $11.400 billion (2016). The other bigger 

                                                 
114 “China-EU – international trade in goods statistics,” Eurostat, http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-

explained/index.php/China-EU_-_international_trade_in_goods_statistics#Overview. 
115 Eurostat, “China-EU – international trade in goods statistics.”  
116 National Bureau of Statistics of China, “National Data.”  
117 Eurostat, “China-EU – international trade in goods statistics.”  
118 “International Trade in Goods and Services based on UN Comtrade Data,” UN Services Trade (Services), 

https://comtrade.un.org/labs/dit-trade-

vis/?reporter=156&partner=276&type=C&commodity=85&year=2016&flow=2.  
119 National Bureau of Statistics of China, “National Data.” 

http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/China-EU_-_international_trade_in_goods_statistics#Overview
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/China-EU_-_international_trade_in_goods_statistics#Overview
https://comtrade.un.org/labs/dit-trade-vis/?reporter=156&partner=276&type=C&commodity=85&year=2016&flow=2
https://comtrade.un.org/labs/dit-trade-vis/?reporter=156&partner=276&type=C&commodity=85&year=2016&flow=2
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volumes were made of Germany ($86.100 billion), France ($22.500 billion), 

United Kingdom ($18.700 billion) and Italy ($16.700 billion).120121 

  In terms of goods categories, machinery and appliances took the biggest portion 

between the China-EU 28 countries in 2016.122 The item of machinery and 

appliances was the most in both import and export which was valued at $217.592 

billion. The top three consumptions were Germany ($58.900 billion), Netherlands 

($35.647 billion) and Visegrád countries ($21.723 billion). Visegrád countries 

overtook the traditional industrial country United Kingdom ($20.998 billion) as the 

third biggest region in 2016. Besides, transport equipment was Chinese second-

biggest import product from EU 28. China imported $40.267 billion from EU 28 in 

2016. The top three sources were Germany ($22.000 billion), United Kingdom 

($7.600 billion) and Visegrád countries ($4.486 billion).123 

  To sum up, V4 is increasingly important in the world economy and has become the 

6th biggest trade partner of China in 2016. Especially, V4 shared the third biggest 

portion of dominant trading goods between China-EU 28. 

Differences of Chinese OFDI 

  In fact, China was not able to catch an earlier chance to develop overseas investment 

in V4 in the 20th century. Early in the 1960s, Japanese enterprises began to invest in 

                                                 
120 Eurostat, “China-EU – international trade in goods statistics.” 
121 “International Trade in Goods and Services based on UN Comtrade Data,” UN Services Trade (Services), 

https://comtrade.un.org/labs/dit-trade-

vis/?reporter=156&partner=276&type=C&commodity=85&year=2016&flow=2. 
122 “Country Report,” Ministry of Commerce of PRC,  https://countryreport.mofcom.gov.cn/europe110209.asp. 
123 Ministry of Commerce of PRC, “Country Report.” 

https://comtrade.un.org/labs/dit-trade-vis/?reporter=156&partner=276&type=C&commodity=85&year=2016&flow=2
https://comtrade.un.org/labs/dit-trade-vis/?reporter=156&partner=276&type=C&commodity=85&year=2016&flow=2
https://countryreport.mofcom.gov.cn/europe110209.asp
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V4, and later South Korean enterprises came too. However, the economic crisis in 2008 

provided China an opportunity to expand overseas. The expanding of foreign 

investment in China has been increased dramatically in the world market. According to 

World Investment Report 2017, in the ranks of top investors, China firstly became the 

second biggest investor after the United States. In the same year, China was the largest 

investor among the developing countries in the world. According to the Ministry of 

Commerce of PRC (MOFCOM) statistics, Chinese companies invested overseas in 

6236 enterprises in 174 countries and regions in 2017.124 Chinese Outward Foreign 

Direct Investment (OFDI) was $120.080 billion. 125  Conversely, the expanding of 

Chinese investment in V4 has increased only by a little. Chinese OFDI has slightly 

risen since the turn of the 21st century. According to Table-4, up till 2016, Chinese FDI 

in V4 was $83.42 million. Whereas, Chinese enterprises are active to set up branches 

in V4 sectors in the last ten years. For example, in the Czech Republic, there are more 

than six new participants from China. Each enterprise is large and influential in China, 

such as SaarGummi, Buzuluk Komarov, Noark, China CNR Co., Ltd, COSCO and 

Bank of China (the Czech Republic). In terms of Poland, there is a Chinese wholesale 

center 25 kilometers away from Warsaw, covering 40 hectares with six delivery halls 

and four warehouses.126 Huawei Poland currently has more than 500 employees in 

Poland. 

                                                 
124 “Report on Development of China’s Outward Investment and Economic Cooperation,” Ministry of Commerce 

of PRC, http://fec.mofcom.gov.cn/article/tzhzcj/tzhz/upload/zgdwtzhzfzbg2017.pdf.  
125 “China Statistics Yearbook 2016,” National Bureau of Statistics of China, 2017, 

http://www.stats.gov.cn/english/Statisticaldata/AnnualData/. 
126 “A brief introduction of China and Poland cooperation,” Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the PRC, March 1, 

2018, http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/web/gjhdq_676201/gj_676203/oz_678770/1206_679012/1206x0_679014/  

http://fec.mofcom.gov.cn/article/tzhzcj/tzhz/upload/zgdwtzhzfzbg2017.pdf
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 Table-4 Chinese OFDI in V4 (Mio Dollars) (2012-2016) 

 

Table-5 Chinese OFDI in V4 (Mio Dollars) (2004-2016) 

 

  As Table-4 indicates, only Chinese OFDI in Hungary shows an upward tendency 

from 2012 to 2017. During this period, Chinese enterprises have been steadily 

developing, and the representative Chinese enterprises are Bank of China (Hungary), 

Huawei, Wanhua, ZTE, China Railway and Yanfeng Automotive Interiors. The growth 
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of Chinese OFDI was partly due to Orbán Viktor’s pro-China policy and huge amounts 

of Chinese-Hungarians in Hungary. In table-5, the sharp increase in 2011 was because 

Wanhua Industrial Group acquired Hungarian chemical maker BorsodChem for $1.6 

billion. In fact, China and Hungary have worked closely in chemical and medicinal 

industries since the 21st century according to MOFCOM.  

  In terms of Poland, the two sides have maintained stable economic ties with each 

other before 2012 as previously mentioned. With a stable diplomatic foundation and a 

mature institutional market, Poland was attractive to Chinese enterprises. However, the 

bilateral economic relationship has not been developed fluently according to the 

statistics from Table-4. Chinese OFDI in Poland decreased rapidly from 2015 to 2017. 

Such a downward trend partly resulted in the failed project A2 autostrada (Poland) 

participated by China Overseas Engineering Group Co. Ltd (COEG). COEG is a 

Chinese infrastructural investor whose target market is mainly in Africa. In 2011, 

COEG won the bid of A2 autostrada (Poland) with a lower quoted price in the open 

tender. However, COEG’s low price has been proven to be irrational. Since COEG’s 

target market is mainly in Africa, COEG undervalued the labor costs in Poland. When 

confronting the situation of insufficient funds, COEG negotiated with the Polish 

government (Premier Donald Franciszek Tusk) to adjust the project budget. Whereas 

the Polish government responded with a negative attitude. Considering Poland’s non-

negotiable and non-flexible position, COEG finally decided not to fulfill A2 autostrada 

(Poland) and to terminate the contract in 2012. In addition, the business model of COEG 

is general contract project model. In COEG company, the reward system is to reward 
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responsible manager when winning the bids. In the project of A2 autostrada (Poland), 

the completion of the whole construction was no longer profitable. Therefore, COEG 

refused to fulfill the construction. In fact, the project of A2 autostrada (Poland) was a 

good opportunity for China to enter the EU market. However, its failure has given 

Chinese infrastructure investors a negative image thereafter. The causing factor is partly 

because that COEG failed to make effective market research and misjudged the project 

costs. Furthermore, Chinese OFDI in Poland has decreased back to the former level 

from 2012 to 2013. 

  In terms of the Czech Republic, Chinese OFDI decreased from 2012 to 2017 and 

attracted broad attention in public. One reason is a series of speculative investments 

from China Energy Company Limited (CEFC). For example, CEFC holds shares of SK 

Slavia Praha, Company Canaria Travel, Pivovary Lobkowicz Group and real estate 

investment and finance. Compared to other investors, Chinese CEFC did not develop 

industrial investment in the Czech Republic. Such a pattern of investment has given 

rise to worries among the Czechian public that China may pose a threat to national 

security. At the end of 2017, Ye Jianming (former board chairman of CEFC) faced an 

almost certain inquiry and disciplinary measures in China for which Chinese 

investment has been questioned even more. Since Ye Jianming served as Chairman of 

President Zeman’s Council of Chinese Advisers, Zeman immediately appointed 

Vratislav Mynar (director of President’s office) and Martin Nejedly (Chief adviser) to 

Beijing in order to understand the situation according to presidential spokesman Jiri 

Ovcacek. In order to maintain a friendship with the Czech Republic, Chinese 
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government appointed its state-owned conglomerate China International Trust and 

Investment Corporation (CITIC Group) to take over and guarantee a stable investment 

in the future, according to the Chinese embassy in the Czech Republic. 

  In Slovakia, there have been no Chinese OFDI since 2015. The loose investment 

relation between China and Slovakia was due to the bilateral political relation. Slovakia 

has long been a Western-orientated country and does not firmly support China on the 

issue of Tibet. For example, in October 2016, Slovakian president Andrej Kiska had a 

meeting with the Dalai Lama, which has directly promoted China’s cancellation of an 

official meeting with Slovakia in November 2016. According to Chinese Foreign 

Ministry Spokesman, Slovakian meeting with Dalai Lama had a negative effect on the 

bilateral political relation and made bilateral economic relations go backward.127 In 

2017, Chinese OFDI in Slovakia was 0. 

2.3.3 Educational, Cultural, and Tourist changes 

Increasing educational and cultural cooperation 

  Since Chinese promotion of 16+1 and OBOR, the cultural connection has been 

intensified obviously between China and every Visegrád country. The closer 

connection is embodied in three terms, namely governmental agreement, intercollegiate 

exchange and institutes’ exchange. 

                                                 
127 “A Solemn Statement of Ministry of Foreign Affairs of PRC towards Slovak President's meeting with the 

Dalai Lama,” China News, October 21, 2016, http://military.china.com/news/568/20161021/23798930.html.  

http://military.china.com/news/568/20161021/23798930.html
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  During the frequent high-level visits, China has signed agreements with each 

Visegrád country respectively to make specific measures of periodical exchanges. For 

example, China and the Czech Republic renew educational agreements every three 

years since 1996. The latest agreement has been signed by respective ministries of 

education in Jane 2015, namely Agreement of Educational Exchange from 2016 to 

2019. In the same year, the two countries have signed a Joint Statement on the Mutual 

Recognition of Academic Degrees for the first time. Relatively, China and Slovakia 

work loosely, and their latest document was signed in November 2015, namely Plan of 

Cultural Cooperation from 2015 to 2019. However, China and Hungary have 

cooperated closely in recent years, especially on educational cooperation. The two 

countries renew relevant agreements in every two years or annually. The latest one was 

signed in October 2016, namely Agreement of Educational Exchange from 2016 to 

2018. Similar to Hungary, Poland also has maintained a close tie in the field of 

education with China and renew relevant agreements in every two years. Regarding 

different political relations between China and every Visegrád country, the degree of 

political connection also determines how cultural exchanges develop. In addition, 

China has promoted a measure, namely Twelves Measures to Promote a friendship with 

CEE countries which includes scholarships policies in V4.  

  Based on reaching these agreements, China and Visegrád countries have 

strengthened collegiate exchanges since 2012. For example, there are exchange 

programs of experts and students and exchange of academic information. By 2017, 

there were more than ten Chinese universities implementing the intercollegiate 
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agreements with universities from the Czech Republic. Up till now, there are around 

eight Chinese universities having a major in Czech Language and Literature Studies 

with two levels of undergraduate and master degree. Meanwhile, there are three 

universities in the Czech Republic having a major in Sinology, including Charles 

University, Palacky University and Masaryk University with two levels of 

undergraduate and master degree. In addition, universities such as Economic University 

in Prague and Czech Technical University (CVUT) have also included Chinese majors 

as electives in their teaching plans. However, intercollegiate exchange between China 

and Slovakia are less common. There were no more than 5 Chinese universities having 

the intercollegiate exchange with Slovakian universities by 2015. Compared to 

Slovakia, both Hungary and Poland are closely connected with China in intercollegiate 

exchange. For example, the number of exchange students from China was already 412 

in Hungary in 2013. The friendship between China and Hungary was long established 

in the field of culture. In 2004, There was established a Hungarian-Chinese bilingual 

primary school which is the only public school in Europe teaching in host language and 

Chinese language. In November 2016, a bilingual high-school was established in 

Hungary. In Poland case, the situation of intercollegiate exchange is similar compared 

to Hungary. The two sides have maintained intercollegiate exchange for a long time. 

For example, exchanging of language teachers are uninterrupted between China and 

Poland since 2001.  

  In terms of institutes’ exchange, China and Visegrád countries cooperated in 

organizing cultural activities and establishing cultural institutes. Organizing cultural 
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activities refers to sending delegations to each other and sharing cultural performance 

resources. According to Chinese statistics, 128129  there were dozens of delegation 

performance between China-V4 annually since 2015. Between China and the Czech 

Republic, there were nearly ten times of delegation performance every year since 2015. 

In Poland’s case, there were ten art troupes from Poland participating in the Cultural 

Season of China-CEE countries in 2017. Compared to Poland, China and Hungary also 

have a similar frequency of cultural exchange. While China and Slovakia have a 

relatively less numbers of cultural exchange. Establishing cultural institutes refers to 

establishing Confucians Institutes and other academic institutes in Visegrád countries. 

For example, China has established Confucians Institutes in each Visegrád country. 

Specifically, there are one in the Czech Republic and Slovakia respectively, four in 

Poland and five in Hungary by 2017. Moreover, there was established a China-CEE 

Institute by Chinese Academy of Social Sciences (CASS) in Budapest in 2017. China-

CEE Institute is the first independent Chinese think tank in Europe, aimed at 

strengthening scholarly communication between China and CEE countries.130 

                                                 
128 “Hungarian – Chinese Cultural Relations,” Embassy of Hungary (Beijing),  
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Tourism development 

  Since the promotion of 16+1 and OBOR, Visegrád countries have become popular 

destinations in the Chinese tourist industry.  

(1) Compared with the other European countries, Visegrád countries are attractive 

resorts in China. For example, according to Chinese Tourism Report, the Czech 

Republic ranked sixth among the most-popular-tourist countries in Europe in the 

first quarter of 2017.131 By the third quarter of 2017, the Czech Republic 

improved its rank as the fifth most-popular-tourist countries in Europe.132 

Besides, Prague was also the fifth popular cities among the most-popular-tourist 

cities in Europe in the first half of 2017.133 In terms of Hungary, it ranked tenth in 

the first quarter of 2017. Considering the growth rate of Chinese tourists, central 

European countries, especially the Czech Republic had the largest amplifications. 

According to the Chinese statistics of 2017’s first quarter, the Czech Republic had 

the fastest growth rate of Chinese tourists’ volume which was 300% compared to 

the same period of 2016 and Poland was the fourth fastest country which 

increased by 200%. By the first half of 2017, Hungary improved its rank as the 

fifth fastest country. Therefore, except for Slovakia, the other three Visegrád 
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countries have become increasingly popular and their growth rate of Chinese 

tourists’ volume were the top-ten fastest countries. In addition, the Czech 

Republic and Hungary were the top-ten resorts in the Chinese tourist market.  

(2) Compared to the other OBOR countries, according to Outbound Travel Report in 

OBOR 2017, the number of Chinese outbound trips to CEE countries has 

increased by 229% from 2015 to 2016. Specifically, Poland, the Czech Republic, 

Hungary, Serbia, and Slovakia were the top five attractive destinations for 

Chinese tourists. Since the coming year 2018 is China-Tourism Year in CEE 

countries, Visegrád countries have been considered an emerging destination in 

China’s tourism market. 

Conclusion 

  This article studies Chinese economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries since 2012 

from a constructivist approach. Concentrating on Chinese motivations, and behind 

reasons, the article explains the stimulating factors from both China and Visegrád 

countries. Moreover, this article studies how bilateral relations between China and 

Visegrád countries have been developed since 2012 by reviewing on economy, 

politics, and culture. Regarding the research questions, namely (1) Why does China 

attach a series of new economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries? (2) How does it get 

implemented in the region, answers can be concluded from the following two parts: 
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(1) As a constructivist approach has indicated, on the one hand, one state’s 

domestic economy underpins its behaviors in the international system. Thus 

the reason for Chinese initiative in Visegrád countries is partly because of the 

Chinese domestic economy. Specifically, in the last few decades, Chinese 

economic growth has long been stimulated by infrastructural construction 

and developing heavy industry in the last few decades.134 However, this 

economic model of development is no longer feasible for the further 

economic growth in contemporary China. Therefore, China has to adjust to a 

new economic model of development for the future domestic economy. 

Under such backgrounds, China promoted 16+1 and OBOR as a series of 

economic strategies in macro-level to help with upgrading industrial 

structure. On the other hand, the constructivist approach has also indicated 

that one state’s behaviors in the international system are characterized by 

national identities and cultural heritage. Then it is rational to explain Chinese 

economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries by analyzing Chinese cultural 

heritage. In fact, Confucianism, as Chinese core cultural values, does have a 

far-reaching influence on China all the time.135 Particularly, the concepts of 

Qin136, Hui137, and ‘Datong’ advocate to build a cooperative relationship in 

the international system so as to realize intrinsic identities, internal demands, 

                                                 
134 Lin, Demystifying The Chinese Economy, 1-22. 
135 Dallmayr and Zhao, Contemporary Chinese Political Thought: Debates and Perspectives (Asia in The New 

Millennium), 1-28. 

136 Mencius, Mencius, 175. 

137 Confucius, Confucian Analects, The Great Learning & The Doctrine of the Mean, 480-482. 
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and benefits. These concepts are also featured in one of Wendt’s ‘cultures of 

anarchy,’ namely Kantian. Nurtured by such cultural environment, 16+1 and 

OBOR were carried out. What’s more, the constructivist approach also 

indicates that the status quo of one state in international politics determines 

its strategy making in macro-level. Similarly, Chinese emphasis of ‘peaceful 

rise’ was unable to relieve the confronting tension in the international 

situation. So China promoted 16+1 and OBOR as a series of economic 

diplomacy to improve foreign relations. In terms of Visegrád countries, 

China considers Visegrád countries as a potential market and cooperative 

partner. Specifically, Visegrád countries have a big demand for infrastructure 

investment, are equipped with a mature economic market with low-labor 

costs and politically hold a positive attitude towards Chinese 16+1 and 

OBOR. In summary, Chinese economic diplomacy is mostly stimulated by 

two sets of factors, internal factors from China and external factors from 

Visegrád countries. The internal factors are Chinese economic, cultural and 

political circumstances. The external factors are Visegrád economic and 

political factors. 

(2) The second research question is asking about varies changes in international 

relations between China and Visegrád countries based on 16+1 and OBOR 

since 2012, namely how they interact with each other at the macro-level. 

Enlightened by a constructivist approach, international relations are 
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determined by the dominant culture of anarchy. For example, states tend to 

cooperate and work peacefully on resolving conflicts under Kantian. 

Similarly, China and Visegrád countries interact cooperatively and closely 

since China promoted 16+1 and OBOR in the region after 2012. The 

developments have emerged politically, economically and culturally. 

Whereas there have also emerged problems and obstacles in the process of 

mutual interaction. Regarding the economic problems and obstacles, China 

behaved positively and efficiently in solving the problems. For example, China 

has appointed the state-owned conglomerate CITIC Group to take over the assets of 

CEFC in order to stabilize bilateral political relations. Regarding the political 

obstacles and divergence of positions, China prefers ‘cold treatment.’138 For 

example, China has minimized its interaction with Slovakia since Slovakian 

meeting with the Dalai Lama from Tibet. 

  Overall, Chinese economic diplomacy in Visegrád countries has contributed to a 

closer connection in the relevant countries since 2012. There are both positive 

developments and new challenges in the interactive relations. The future relations 

between China and Visegrád countries depend on mutual interactions. 

 

 

 

                                                 
138 Government of People’s Republic of China, “Government Work Report at the 4th Session of the 11th National 

People's Congress.” 



 67 

Bibliography 

Monographs 

Chang Chiyun. Confucianism: A Modern Interpretation. Singapore: World 

Scientific Publishing Co Pte Ltd, 2013. 

 

Confucius. Confucian Analects, The Great Learning & The Doctrine of the Mean. 

Translated by Legge James. New York: Dover Publications, 2013. 

 

Confucius. The Analects (Penguin Classics). Translated by Lau Din Cheuk. 

London: Penguin Books, 1988. 

 

Dallmayr Fred and Zhao Tingyang. Contemporary Chinese Political Thought: 

Debates and Perspectives (Asia in The New Millennium). Kentucky:University 

Press of Kentucky, 2012. 

 

Lam Willy Wo-Lap. Chinese Politics in The Era of Xi Jinping: Renaissance, 

Reform, Or Retrogression? Oxford: Routledge, 2015. 

 

Li Shaojun. An Introduction to the International Politics. Shanghai: Shanghai 

People's Publishing House, 2009. 

 



 68 

Lin Justin Yifu. Demystifying The Chinese Economy. Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press, 2011. 

 

Mearsheimer John Joseph. The Tragedy of Great Power Politics. New York: W.W. 

Norton & Company, 2014. 

 

Mencius. Mencius. Translated by Lau Din Cheuk. London: Penguin Classics, 2005. 

 

Mencius. The Works of Mencius. Translated by Legge James. New York: Dover 

Publications, 2011. 

 

Ni Shixiong. Contemporary International Relation Theories. Shanghai: Fudan 

University Press, 2004. 

 

Nylan Michael. The Five “Confucian” Classics. New Haven: Yale University 

Press, 2014. 

 

Qin Yaqing. Rationality and International Cooperation, Liberalism in World 

Politics. Beijing: World Affairs Press, 2008. 

 

Qin Yaqing. Power, Institutions, and Culture. Beijing: World Affairs Press, 2016. 

 



 69 

Wendt Alexander. Social Theory of International Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press, 1992. 

 

Wight Martin Wight. International Theory: The three traditions. Leicester: 

Leicester Univ. Press, 1996. 

 

Yan Xuetong et al. Ancient Chinese Thought, Modern Chinese Power. Princeton: 

Princeton University Press, 2013. 

 

Zhang Tingyang. The Tianxia System: An Introduction to The Philosophy of World 

Institution. Beijing: China Renmin University Pres, 2011. 

 

Journal Articles 

Akamatsu Kaname. “A Historical Pattern of Economic Growth in Developing 

Countries.” The Developing Economies 1, no. s1 (August 1962):3-25.  

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1746-1049.1962.tb01020.x. 

 

Bu Shaohua. “From an Antagonistic Relation to a Strategic Partnership - Bilateral 

Relation between China and the Czech Republic.” Reference News of PRC, March 

31, 2016. http://ihl.cankaoxiaoxi.com/2016/0331/1115865.shtml. 

 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1746-1049.1962.tb01020.x
http://ihl.cankaoxiaoxi.com/2016/0331/1115865.shtml


 70 

Bu Shaohua. “China-EU ‘sub-regional cooperation: motivation and future 

direction.” China International Studies, 2016, no. 2: 822. 

 

Bunce Valerie. "The Political Economy of the Brezhnev Era: The Rise and Fall of 

Corporatism. " British Journal of Political Science 13, no. 02 (1983): 129. 

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007123400003197. 

 

Chen Dongxiao and Yu Ye. “Global Economic governance: New Challenges and 

China’s Approaches.” China International Studies, 2017, no. 1: 11. 

 

Éltető Andrea and Szunomár Ágnes. "Ties of Visegrád Countries with East Asia - 

Trade and Investment." SSRN Electronic Journal 214, no. 1215-5241 (2015): 1-31. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2720805. 

 

Gan Junxian. “The Belt and Road Initiative for India: Walking Alone or Dancing 

with China.” China International Studies, 2015, no. 4: 1. 

 

Góralczyk Bogdan. “China’s interests in Central and Eastern Europe: enter the 

dragon.” European Views 16, no. 1 (2017):153-162. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12290-

017-0427-9. 

 

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007123400003197
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2720805


 71 

Hu Dawei. “China’s cooperative diplomacy - An analysis of Cooperation between 

China and CEECs.” China International Studies, 2015, no. 6: 822. 

 

Liu Zuokui. "The Role of Central and Eastern Europe in The Building of Silk Road 

Economic Belt." China International Studies 47, no. 2-3 (2014): 184-195. 

 

Liu Zuokui. "The Analysis of Chinese Investments in CEE Countries under the     

New Situation," China International Studies 37, no. 1 (2012): 108-120.  

 

Nieh Chien-Chung. “The Implication and the Impact of Establishing RMB Offshore 

Market.” Prospect and Exploration 12, no. 10 (October 2014):12-17. 

https://www.mjib.gov.tw/FileUploads/eBooks/e78daf1e12404ba6815547379acb12c

2/Section_file/f54fe05c6951453599203e3a452f42f1.pdf.  

 

Shi Yi. “A Book Review: From the Silk Road to a World Landbrigde.” China 

International Studies, 2015, no. 6: 822. 

 

Spruds Andris. "Towards A Balanced Synergy of Visions and Interests: Latvia’s 

Perspectives in 16+1 And Belt and Road Initiatives." Croatian International 

Relations Review 23, no. 78 (2017): 37-56. https://doi.org/10.1515/cirr-2017-0006. 

 

https://www.mjib.gov.tw/FileUploads/eBooks/e78daf1e12404ba6815547379acb12c2/Section_file/f54fe05c6951453599203e3a452f42f1.pdf
https://www.mjib.gov.tw/FileUploads/eBooks/e78daf1e12404ba6815547379acb12c2/Section_file/f54fe05c6951453599203e3a452f42f1.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1515/cirr-2017-0006


 72 

Su Ge. “One Belt One Road Initiative – From a global perspective” China 

International Studies, 2016, no. 2: 820. 

 

Xing Liju Xing. “To Interpret China’s Foreign Policy with Neighboring Countries 

from the Perspective of Cultural Traditions: Centered on ‘Amity, Candor, 

Reciprocity, and Tolerance’.” China International Studies, 2014, no. 3: 820. 

 

Xing Liju Xing. “The Humanistic Exchanges Beneficial to the ‘Belt and Road 

Initiative’: Difficulties and Their Possible Solutions.” China International Studies, 

2016, no. 6: 822. 

 

Zou Jialing Zou et al. “Spatial patterns and economic effects of China's trade with 

countries along the Belt and Road.” Progress in Geography 34, no. 5 (2015): 598-

605. http://www.progressingeography.com/EN/Y2015/V34/I5/598.  

 

Zhao Huaipu and Wang Zhenling. "US-EU Dialogue On East Asia and 

Coordination On Their China Policies." China International Studies 6, no. 22 

(2016): 58-74. 

 

Zhu Zhiqun. “China's "Peaceful Rise" in the 21st Century: Domestic and 

International Conditions.” The China Journal, 2007 no. 58: 228-230. 

http://doi.org/10.2307/20066356  

http://doi.org/10.2307/20066356


 73 

 

Website Content 

Campbell Charlie. "China Says It's Building the New Silk Road. Here Are Five 

Things to Know Ahead of a Key Summit.” Time, May 12, 2017. 

http://time.com/4776845/china-xi-jinping-belt-road-initiative-obor/. 

 

Cooperation Between China and Central and Eastern European Countries. "Wen                           

Outlines Proposals On Building Closer China-Central and Eastern Europe Ties." 

April 26, 2012. http://www.chinaceec.org/eng/ldrhw_1/2012hs/hdxw/t1410542.htm. 

 

China News. “A Solemn Statement of Ministry of Foreign Affairs of PRC towards 

Slovak President's meeting with the Dalai Lama.”  October 21, 2016. 

http://military.china.com/news/568/20161021/23798930.html.  

 

Deloitte and Bank of China. “Investment Report in CEECs,” Deloitte and Bank of 

China, September 10 2017. 

https://www2.deloitte.com/content/dam/Deloitte/cn/Documents/international-

business-support/deloitte-cn-ibs-boc-central-europe-investment-handbook-zh-17121 

5.pdf.  

 

http://time.com/4776845/china-xi-jinping-belt-road-initiative-obor/
http://www.chinaceec.org/eng/ldrhw_1/2012hs/hdxw/t1410542.htm
http://military.china.com/news/568/20161021/23798930.html
https://www2.deloitte.com/content/dam/Deloitte/cn/Documents/international-business-support/deloitte-cn-ibs-boc-central-europe-investment-handbook-zh-171215.pdf
https://www2.deloitte.com/content/dam/Deloitte/cn/Documents/international-business-support/deloitte-cn-ibs-boc-central-europe-investment-handbook-zh-171215.pdf
https://www2.deloitte.com/content/dam/Deloitte/cn/Documents/international-business-support/deloitte-cn-ibs-boc-central-europe-investment-handbook-zh-171215.pdf


 74 

Griffiths James. "Just What Is This One Belt, One Road Thing Anyway?" CNN, 

May 12, 2017. https://edition.cnn.com/2017/05/11/asia/china-one-belt-one-road-

explainer/index.html. 

 

Kong Tianping. "On ‘One Belt One Road’ Initiative and the Cooperation between 

China and CEECs.” Institute of European Studies of Chinese Academy of Social 

Sciences, April 11, 2017. 

http://ies.cssn.cn/wz/yjcg/zogx/201704/t20170411_3482616.shtml. 

 

Lin Justin Yifu. “What opportunities can OBOR bring to the world economic 

development?” China Foreign Exchange, July 17, 2017. 

http://www.sohu.com/a/134788522_184153. 

 

Mardell Jacob. "The 'Community of Common Destiny' In Xi Jinping's New 

Era." The Diplomat, October 25, 2017. https://thediplomat.com/2017/10/the-

community-of-common-destiny-in-xi-jinpings-new-era/. 

 

National Bureau of Statistics of China. “China Statistics Yearbook 2015.” 2016. 

http://www.stats.gov.cn/english/Statisticaldata/AnnualData/. 

 

https://edition.cnn.com/2017/05/11/asia/china-one-belt-one-road-explainer/index.html
https://edition.cnn.com/2017/05/11/asia/china-one-belt-one-road-explainer/index.html
http://ies.cssn.cn/wz/yjcg/zogx/201704/t20170411_3482616.shtml
http://www.sohu.com/a/134788522_184153
https://thediplomat.com/2017/10/the-community-of-common-destiny-in-xi-jinpings-new-era/
https://thediplomat.com/2017/10/the-community-of-common-destiny-in-xi-jinpings-new-era/
http://www.stats.gov.cn/english/Statisticaldata/AnnualData/


 75 

People News. “China's First Ministerial Level Consultation with Visegrád 

Group.”  May 21, 2015. http://world.people.com.cn/n/2015/0521/c1002-

27037461.html.  

 

Price Water House Coopers (PwC). “Infrastructure Report (China-CEECs).” March 

30, 2017. http://pg.jrj.com.cn/acc/Res/CN_RES/INDUS/2017/10/17/8cc89766-

f4db-43e5-924b-185a4385658f.pdf.  

 

Pyffel Radoslaw. “Seven asymmetries in Polish-Chinese relations – how to deal 

with them?” polska-azja, August 21, 2015. http://www.polska-azja.pl/r-pyffel-

seven-asymmetries-in-polish-chinese-relations-how-to-deal-with-them/. 

 

Schwab Klaus. “The Global Competitiveness Report 2015–2016.” World Economic 

Forum, September 22, 2015. http://www3.weforum.org/docs/gcr/2015-

2016/Global_Competitiveness_Report_2015-2016.pdf. 

 

Travel News. “Chinese Tourism Report 2017 (European market).” June 12, 2017. 

http://travel.news.cn/2017-06/12/c_1121136796.htm.  

 

World Bank. “World Development Indicators 2015.” April 7, 2015. 

http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/795941468338533334/World-

development-indicators-2015. 

http://world.people.com.cn/n/2015/0521/c1002-27037461.html
http://world.people.com.cn/n/2015/0521/c1002-27037461.html
http://pg.jrj.com.cn/acc/Res/CN_RES/INDUS/2017/10/17/8cc89766-f4db-43e5-924b-185a4385658f.pdf
http://pg.jrj.com.cn/acc/Res/CN_RES/INDUS/2017/10/17/8cc89766-f4db-43e5-924b-185a4385658f.pdf
http://www.polska-azja.pl/r-pyffel-seven-asymmetries-in-polish-chinese-relations-how-to-deal-with-them/
http://www.polska-azja.pl/r-pyffel-seven-asymmetries-in-polish-chinese-relations-how-to-deal-with-them/
http://www3.weforum.org/docs/gcr/2015-2016/Global_Competitiveness_Report_2015-2016.pdf
http://www3.weforum.org/docs/gcr/2015-2016/Global_Competitiveness_Report_2015-2016.pdf
http://travel.news.cn/2017-06/12/c_1121136796.htm
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/795941468338533334/World-development-indicators-2015
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/795941468338533334/World-development-indicators-2015


 76 

 

Government Publications 

Government of People’s Republic of China. “Government Work Report at the 4th 

Session of the 11th National People's Congress.” March 15, 2011. 

http://www.gov.cn/2011lh/content_1825233.htm. 

 

Government of People’s Republic of China. “Government Work Report at the 1st 

Session of the 13th National People's Congress.” March 22, 2018. 

http://www.gov.cn/premier/2018-03/22/content_5276608.htm. 

 

PRC. Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Joint Statement On the Establishment of a 

Comprehensive Strategic Partnership. 2013, Pub. 3 (29), Beijing: Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs.  

 

PRC. Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Joint Statement On the Establishment of a 

Comprehensive Strategic Partnership. 2017, Pub. 5 (13), Beijing: Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs. 

 

PRC. Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Joint Statement On the Establishment of a 

Comprehensive Strategic Partnership. 2016, Pub. 6 (21), Beijing: Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs. 

 

http://www.gov.cn/2011lh/content_1825233.htm
http://www.gov.cn/premier/2018-03/22/content_5276608.htm


 77 

Interview 

Ma Jack Yun. “Countries relevant to the One Belt One Road Initiative.” Interviewed 

by Zhang hao, China Daily, May 14, 2017. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 78 

List of appendices 

Appendix 1: Contribution of the Three Strata of Industry to GDP Growth (2007-

2016) 

Appendix 2: China’s GDP (2007-2016) 

Appendix 3: Contribution Share and Contribution of the three Components of 

GDP to the growth of GDP (2007-2016) 

Appendix 4: Chinese OFDI in V4 (Mio Dollars) (2012-2016) 

Appendix 5: Chinese OFDI in V4 (Mio Dollars) (2004-2016) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 79 

Appendices 

Appendix 1: Contribution of the Three Strata of Industry to GDP Growth (2007-

2016) (table) 

 

 

 

 

Appendix 2: China’s GDP (2007-2016) (table) 

 

 

 

 



 80 

 

Appendix 3: Contribution Share and Contribution of the three Components of 

GDP to the growth of GDP (2007-2016) (table) 

 

 

 

Appendix 4: Chinese OFDI in V4 (Mio Dollars) (2012-2016) (table) 

 

 



 81 

 

Appendix 5: Chinese OFDI in V4 (Mio Dollars) (2004-2016) (table) 

 

 

 


