DISCOURSE ON COLOMBO DEFENCE SEMINAR – 2016
The origins of this forum of regional and international significance could be traced
back to the successful outcome of the campaign to defeat terrorism in Sri Lanka. The first
seminar organized in year 2011 and guided by the theme “Defeating Terrorism; The Sri Lankan
Experience” was aimed at sharing the Sri Lankan Government’s “know how” and experience
on fighting terrorism for over three decades. Although Military heavy, the seminar attended
by over 94 delegates from 41 countries conveyed the Sri Lankan inspiration to nations that
terrorism could be defeated.
Subsequently inspired by the overwhelming response to Defence Seminar 2011,
Defence Seminar 2012 under the theme, “Towards Lasting Peace and Stability” extended
the discourse to the post conflict experience of the nation. This forum took to the region
and the world, Sri Lanka’s post conflict efforts based on the 5 R concept of Reconstruction,
Resettlement, Rehabilitation, Reintegration and Reconciliation. The forum provided an
environment for the learning and sharing of experience and knowledge through the candid
exchange of ideas.
In Defence Seminar 2013, the narrative of a nation successfully emerging from
conflict and adding to regional stability was examined under the theme “Post Conflict Sri
Lanka ; challenges and Regional Stability”. Continuing along the trajectory of conflict to peace,
Defence Seminar 2013 expanded the discussion from national peace to the stability of the
region. Another astonishing success, Defence Seminar 2013 was attended by 113 delegates
from 44 countries.
Defence Seminar 2014, was aimed at inspiring discourse on the rise of nations after
conflict. The central discussion was inspired by the theme “Sri Lanka ; Challenges to a
Rising Nation” which shifted focus towards development and prosperity. The strategic path
of rising after conflict which nations adopt and adapt and lessons in relation to Sri Lanka
were pursued to a gainful end. Over 350 delegates including 107 foreign delegates from 55
countries participated in this learning experience.
In light of the proceedings of the previous seminars, the ‘Defence Seminar - 2015,
themed as ‘National Security in the Context of Emerging Global Threats’ was conducted on
01 and 02 September 2015 aiming to provide intellectual connectivity and to seek global,
regional and sub-regional strategic partnerships. The seminar was able to convene prominent
national and international scholars, think tanks and diplomats to engage in a stimulating
intellectual interaction which set the stage for the sharing experiences of intellectuals from
about 13 countries and delegates from 37 countries during the seminar.
The ‘Colombo Defence Seminar - 2016, themed as ‘Soft Power and its Influence on
Global Issues’ was conducted as a 02 day seminar on 01 and 02 September 2016. This seminar
was aimed at providing a forum for intellectual connectivity and to seek global, regional and
sub-regional strategic partnerships. To meet this end, the seminar was planned to convene
prominent national and international scholars, think tanks and diplomats to engage in a
stimulating intellectual interaction. Over 800 participants including 66 foreign delegates
from 34 countries participated in the seminar.
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MESSAGE FROM THE SECRETARY TO THE
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
I am pleased to contribute this message in view of the ‘Colombo Defence Seminar 2016’ an international forum organized by the Sri Lanka Army for the sixth consecutive year.
I take this opportunity to extend my congratulations to the Sri Lanka Army for furthering on
the success of its previous Seminars conducted since 2011 and continuing the endeavour with
utmost commitment, intellectual capacity and sheer professionalism.
As the current world order is characterized by the continually evolving nature of
military strength, economic power, socio-cultural and political values and foreign policy of
Nation States, it is imperative that concepts of power and influence be discussed in relation
to global issues at a common platform. In this context, this year’s theme ‘Soft Power and
its Influence on Global Issues’ will undoubtedly promote intellectual connectivity amongst
prominent national and international scholars, diplomats, defence experts, analysts and
advisors enabling them to share knowledge and expertise on pertinent disciplines.
During the course of this year’s Seminar delegates from many countries had the
opportunity to interact with high-profile representatives of the Sri Lankan political and civil
leadership and many high-ranking Officers of the Sri Lankan Armed Forces in a setting of
professional candour and intellectual understanding. The delegates discussed how to improve
the soft elements of power in resolving critical issues at a time when ‘Hard Power’ seems an
increasingly less effective means of statecraft.
Whilst congratulating the Sri Lanka Army once again for organizing the ‘Colombo
Defence Seminar - 2016’, I wish all foreign and local participants had an enjoyable and
productive two days of dialogue, debate and interaction.
I wish the ‘Colombo Defence Seminar - 2016’ every success.

ENG. Karunasena Hettiarachchi
Secretary
Ministry of Defence
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MESSAGE FROM THE COMMANDER OF THE
SRI LANKA ARMY
I consider it a special privilege to have the honour of hosting the ‘Colombo Defence
Seminar-2016’ for the sixth consecutive year.
The Seminar, since its inception in the year 2011, has evolved into a round-table of
intellectual interaction to discuss security matters in the global, regional and internal contexts.
The themes, so far, have included defeat of terrorism, post-conflict Sri Lanka, national
stability and its effects on regional security, and national security in the context of emerging
global threats. The Seminar has set a stage for Officers of the Sri Lanka Army to flaunt their
intellectual capacity at a vibrant international forum whilst reflecting the professionalism of
the Sri Lanka Army.
Guided by the theme, ‘Soft Power and Its Influence on Global Issues’, the ‘Colombo
Defence Seminar - 2016’ enhanced knowledge on the entire gamut of Soft Power, its elements
such as sources of Soft Power, development, application and its influence on global issues. The
agenda specifically focused on public, cultural and economic diplomacy as tools of creating
Soft Power, roles and activities of emerging powers and the use of Military Soft Power through
public diplomacy in disaster management and peacekeeping operations.
I wish to take this opportunity to convey my appreciation to all the participants whose
intellectual presence and camaraderie no doubt synergized and added value to this muchanticipated event.
Further, let me place on record my earnest appreciation to the Secretary of Defence,
Eng. Karunasena Hettiarachchi and the Officials at the Ministry of Defence as well as Foreign
Affairs for their able guidance and support extended to make this endeavour a reality.
In conclusion, I wish to extend my sincere appreciation to all Ranks of the Sri Lanka
Army for their untiring efforts in making the ‘Colombo Defence Seminar - 2016’ a resounding
success. I also would like to appreciate the steadfast support extended to the event by all
Embassies and High Commissions of friendly foreign Nations.

Lieutenant General A W J C DE SILVA RWP VSV USP ndu psc
Commander of the Army
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CONCEPT OF COLOMBO DEFENCE SEMINAR – 2016
“SOFT POWER AND ITS INFLUENCE ON GLOBAL ISSUES”
The ‘Colombo Defence Seminar’, which was initiated as an annual forum in the year
2011 by the Sri Lanka Army, has grown into an internationally accepted round-table for
interaction on matters pertaining to national, regional and international security. Since its
inception, the Seminar has grown immensely in all aspects of organization, conceptualisation
and execution, which reflects the commitment, intellectual capacity and professionalism of
the Sri Lanka Army. The inaugural seminar, organized by the Sri Lanka Army, started off with
over 160 delegates from 60 nations. The sheer professionalism of the Army and its prowess
in merging civil-military cooperation was reflected in organizing an international event of this
magnitude bringing a gathering of over 100 delegates from over 70 nations in 2015.
This year’s conference, ‘Colombo Defence Seminar - 2016’ on the theme ‘Soft
Power and Its Influence on Global Issues’ was conducted as a 02- day seminar on 01 and 02
September 2016 to provide a platform to identify and discuss means of achieving foreign
policy goals without using coercion in global affairs. The world order, as it is understood
today, is characterized by the continually evolving nature of military strength, economic
power, social, cultural, political values and foreign policy of Nation States. In this context,
the traditional approach of projecting ‘Hard Power’ is gradually being replaced by the use of
‘Soft Power’ in enhancing a State’s security. This change acknowledges the need for peaceful
co-existence, strengthening of diplomatic ties, and sharing knowledge and expertise. Moreover,
it has led to a change in world affairs whilst addressing its geopolitical concerns. Soft power,
which is wielded by major powers in the world has the capacity to reduce the need for arms
and the number of physical conflicts in the contemporary world. Hence, it is imperative that
the concepts of power and influence be discussed in relation to global issues at a common
platform.
The Colombo Defence Seminar served as an audience for providing intellectual
connectivity amongst those who seek strategic, sub-regional, regional and global partnerships
by convening prominent national and international scholars, think-tanks, and diplomats
around this particular theme. The Defence Seminar 2016 was also designed to encourage
participants to take part actively in discussions so as to stimulate critical thinking.
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The seminar was designed with sequenced sessions comprising presentations, panel
discussions, and participant-oriented group discussions to optimize the discourse and to
enhance knowledge on the entire gamut of Soft Power and its Influence on Global Issues.
It specifically focused on public, cultural and economic diplomacy as tools of creating soft
power, the roles and active ties of the emerging powers and the use of military soft power
through public diplomacy in disaster management issues and peacekeeping operations.

OBJECTIVES OF COLOMBO DEFENCE SEMINAR – 2016
The successful outcome of the seminar hinges on the achievement of the following
aims and objectives:
1.

Set against the backdrop of the splendour of the Indian Ocean, the seminar was
hosted at the Bandaranaike Memorial International Conference Hall in Colombo, Sri Lanka.
The impeccable organizational skills of the Army blended with the tropical hospitality of
Galadari Hotel guaranteed a comfortable stay and an intellectual environment appropriate to
the seminar.

To create a forum for local and international scholars to discuss ‘Soft Power

and Its Influence on Global Issues’, focusing on elements of soft power such as the
sources of soft power, the development and application of the concept in creating a
wider discourse in international affairs.
2.

To promote intellectual connectivity amongst those who seek strategic,

sub-regional, regional, and global partnerships through generated discussions by
prominent and renowned national and international scholars, think-tanks, and
diplomats.
3.

To provide an opportunity for exchange of views, experiences, and knowledge

acquired by experienced nations on various aspects of the topic.
4.

To develop awareness of learning strategies on how to improve the soft

elements of power in resolving critical issues at a time when ‘hard power’ seems an
increasingly less effective means of statecraft.
5.

To offer challenging academic content that promotes engaged learning and

critical thinking on means of developing and sustaining the peace-building processes
world over through UN peacekeeping and peace building missions.
6.

To initiate analytical dialogue on the vital need for stretching the influence

of a country through projecting its soft power specially in the age of the return of
geopolitics, and create a distinct mode of legitimacy and acceptance that may not be
possible otherwise.
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OPENING SESSION
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Welcome Address
By the Commander of the Sri Lanka Army
Lt Gen A W J C de Silva RWP VSV USP ndu psc
Commencing the proceedings of the 6th Defence Seminar, the Commander of the Sri
Lanka Army, Lieutenant General Crisanthe De Silva welcomed the distinguished guests and
highlighted the significance of such an intellectual forum to explore, discuss and evaluate
practical solutions for diversified security narratives in the world. Focusing on this year’s
theme; ‘Soft Power and its Influence on Global Issues’, Lieutenant General De Silva expressed
briefly that diverse tensions which challenge the international order should be addressed
through a collaborative approach. Further, the Commander stressed the importance of
safeguarding strategic interests of Nations through effective application of soft power tools in
ensuring the safety of states in the sensitive and challenging circumstances. The Commander
also introduced the Keynote Speaker of the Seminar, Engineer Karunasena Hettiarachchi,
Secretary to the Ministry of Defence to the audience, highlighting achievements in his
illustrious public service career.
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Keynote Address
By the Secretary, Ministry of Defence
Eng. Karunasena Hettiarachchi
The discussion focused on the importance of soft power in preventing the emergence
and the spread of transnational issues.
Quoting Joseph Nye, Eng. Karunasena Hettiarachchi emphasized on the idea that in
an information age, success is not merely of whose army wins, but also of whose story wins,
and that states should focus on a combination of hard and smart powers. Post Westphalian
international order bear witness to the counterproductive nature of hard power. Events such
as the Arab Spring strongly emphasizes on the importance and influential role, soft power
plays in shaping international events and security configuration. Soft power is outlined as
a state’s ability to influence the actions of others through persuasion or attraction rather
than coercion. At its core lies that ability to shape preferences of others through intangible
national assets. It is more than just the ability to influence others, it is the ability to attract
and influence decision-making.
In an international context of sudden increase in traditional and nontraditional
security issues, global discourse focuses heavily on ensuring national and human security.
Eng. Karunasena Hettiarachchi argues that clash of civilizations of the world experienced
in the aftermath of the cold war is now taking the form of a clash of ideologies. However, a
battle against an ideology is fundamentally difficult and different to a battle against an armed
enemy, although soft power is important in addressing dynamic security concerns. When
tackling hard security issues, smart power is a salient alternative.
26
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Although home to a rich multi-religious and a multiethnic cultural heritage, Sri Lanka
is yet to explore components of soft power. The current administrative focuses heavily of an
Asian centric balanced foreign policy in further enhancing international relations. The rich
cultural heritage Sri Lanka inherited could be identified as the best form of public diplomacy
at the islands disposal and an excellent tool in promoting multicultural security. Drawing
examples from the Sri Lankan history that highlights mutual respect and co-existence, Eng.
Hetiarachchi insists that multiculturalism should be employed to establish a civic identity
among the Sri Lankans. Irrespective of the developing nature of the Sri Lankan economy,
Economic diplomacy is a vital component of soft power that Sri Lanka should focus on. Military
soft power should also be explored in achieving security objectives. Quoting Sir Winston
Churchill, Eng. Hettiarachchi argues that the active involvement of military is important in
reconciliation and rehabilitation process.
Concluding his remarks, Eng. Hettiarachchi argues that a majority of the tools
employed by bureaucracies in addressing security issues at hand focus on hard power tools,
which are incapable of addressing the subtle nature of security concerns, however, soft power
tools are placed well in addressing these issues in its early stages.
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Spectrum of Power
By Former NATO Senior Defence Economist and Adviser to the 12th NATO
Secretary General
Prof. Adrian Kendry (United Kingdom)
The discussion focused on the importance of soft power in the second decade of
the 21st century against a range of unconventional threats and challenges that can only be
addressed with credible mechanisms of projecting and delivering hard power. The balance
between soft and hard power should take into account goals, timeframes and the wide range
of actors at play.
Prof. Kendry proclaimed that the world is experiencing an Asian century, with the
expectation that this century will face crucial issues relating to the elements that comprise
a spectrum of power, the accountability of power, the exercising of soft and hard power,
interaction between layers of power, the outcomes of power trade-offs and the role of soft
power in strengthening economic and political leadership.
Elaborating on the sub-title of the presentation, the forces of destiny, Prof. Kendry
argued that the relationship between power and alliance is central to understanding these
forces. Quoting Kautilya, Prof. Kendry outlined power as the cause of an alliance, and the
forces of destiny to be multivariate. The principal levers of power comprise economic
capabilities, energy, demographic trends, gender, military, diplomacy and international aid.
The composition of power assesses the ability of a country to project its values and standards.
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Prof. Kendry asserted that the post-World War II global economic and political
order established through the Bretton Woods institutions are being challenged by emerging
international financial institutions such as the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank and the
Silk Road Project. However, in this uncertain transition the global financial system remains
vulnerable to shocks and project serious risks such as stagnation, deflation and deflationary
policies.
Joseph Nye has elaborated on the instruments used in projecting soft power. One
attempt to develop a metric for such soft power is the Portland Soft Power 30 Index that
measures and calibrates soft power, placing great weight on the influence of networks, the
power of large corporations and the accelerating and disruptive impact of digital technology.
Positive formal messages can be undermined by the proliferation of negative images
through social media that are used by state and non-state actors. It is therefore essential
that education, international aid and trade should be implemented to counteract the malign
impact emanating from the negative use of soft power. Equally important and increasingly
influential, the empowerment of women has emphasised the growing power and contribution
of gender. Women play an ever-increasing and important role in key socio-economic and
political positions.
In the uncertain aftermath of the Brexit referendum, Britain’s soft power projection
will be shaped by Britain’s continuing relationship with the European Union and eventually in
the next few years by its new trade agreements.
Reflecting on Darren Acemoglu and James Robinson’s seminal book examining
why nations fail, Prof. Kendry stated that where institutions are extractive and exclusive,
autocracies and narrow elites encourage and facilitate corruption and breed inequality.
Corruption undermines the quality of institutions and can have wide-reaching destabilizing
effects upon a country. Accordingly, corruption is regarded as the fundamental cause and not
the consequence of global instability and state fragility. Non-state actors have successfully
exploited the prevalence of poverty and corruption as key elements in the rise of extremism
and terrorism.
Elaborating on NATO’s contribution to hard and soft power, Prof. Kendry argued that
economic security is a critical dimension of NATO’s priorities with Allies and global partners.
Taking account of the fact that 90% of all global hard trade is maritime, maritime security
remains a major priority of NATO, and underpins the ongoing counter-piracy operation with
its member nations and non-member partners.
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While acknowledging that tensions between NATO member states and the Russian
Federation have intensified since 2014 following the annexation of Crimea and instability
created in Russian-speaking Eastern Ukraine, the partnerships of NATO continues to be
dynamic and relevant. Notwithstanding the many challenges, NATO continues to work in
partnership with Russia, Middle East, the Gulf region, Afghanistan, and many other countries.
In some cases, these partnerships permit civilian-to-civilian and military-to- military dialogue,
notably with China, and constitute an extremely important form of regional cooperation.
Considering the scope and importance of NATO’s engagement with Asia, Prof. Kendry
stated that NATO is continuing to promote mutually beneficial security arrangements.
Maritime security and the supply and distribution of energy, continue to be key priorities
in preserving a balance between NATO member states and global partners. The continuing
involvement of NATO in Afghanistan through its Resolute Support Mission still provides hard
power support to the elected government while promoting soft security initiatives such as
training, education, capacity building and the building of stronger integrity accountability
and transparency in the management of security and defence resources.
In the wake of the unprecedented numbers of migrants escaping the misery of
conflict, violence and economic destitution NATO and its partners in Europe are confronted
by the political and social tensions arising from the arrival of such migrants in Europe. With
the complex conflict in Syria likely to be prolonged, Prof. Kendry stated that we can only
hope to build upon international and regional cooperation by strengthening partnerships and
alliances to make a lasting impact.
In sum, in order to project soft power more dynamically and effectively, states should
devote considerably more resources in investing in human capital and economic and social
infrastructure. The trade-offs between hard power and soft power must take into account
resource constraints and their consequences.
In conclusion, Prof. Kendry highlighted the importance of the Colombo Defense
seminar in focusing on how soft power can influence global economic and political prospects.
Hard power should be used as a last resort and remain primarily a deterrent. The application
of hard power through military force in the opening decades of the 21st Century has invariably
created instability, insecurity and unsustainable political outcomes.
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Does Soft Power matter more than ever?
By Associate Professor - Department of International Relations, University of Dhaka
Dr. Rashed Uz Zaman (Bangladesh)
The discussion focused on the historical roots of Soft Power and evaluated the
application and complications in employing soft power in foreign policy formation.
Dr. Zaman argues that although soft power is widely accepted as an effective foreign
policy tool in contemporary international relations, intellectual roots of soft power finds its
elements in 17th century France. Introduction of soft power into modern IR literature by
Joseph Nye in early 1990s through his three publications “Bound to Lead, Paradox of American
Power and Soft Power’, is merely a new packaging of the old doctrine.
The re-emergence of the idea of soft power took place against a context of increasing
influence of declinist theories in IR. Nye outlines soft power as the ability to make others
want what you want; the opposite of hard power: ability to make others do what you want.
Soft Power is a synonym for co-operative and indirect power, and depends on the capacity
to set political agendas that shape the preference of others. Soft power relates to intangible
resources at a state’s disposal such as culture, ideology and institutions.
Nye identifies the international system as a complex three dimensional chess game:
military dimension dominated by USA, economic dimension dominated by the European
Union, USA and Japan, and transnational dimension dominated by a diversity of states and
non-state actors. While hard power can be used in military and economic spheres, soft power
remains the only effective resource to be employed in the transnational sphere.
36
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Dr. Zaman identifies three factors that have led to the popularity of soft power.
1.
The horrors of Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMD) has made states
re-evaluate the use of military power in international relations, and the magnitude
of military destruction has made strategies of soft power alluring to policymakers.
Unlike in traditional world order, physically occupying a state and ruling over it seems
demanding than ever; Afghanistan provides a classic example. When considering
costs, economic and cultural means of persuasion appears to be more effective than
military measures.
2.
Popularization of advanced education provides a conducive environment
for the spread of soft power. Democratization and relaxation of political ideologies
have empowered domestic communities to pressurize administrations to conform to
international norms and standards.
3.
The strong penetrating power of information and knowledge in the information
age has further contributed towards the spread of soft power. Although it is tough
to fight military intervention and trade sanctions, it is harder to prevent the spread
of public information. Global media stands as a strong player in international arena
which shape mind sets. In this context, the world stands as a flat political landscape as
compared to a rigid hierarchical bureaucratic structure, and organizations have been
forced to adopt to this changing landscape. This makes the use of soft power effective
than that of hard power.

As Nye argues, soft power is based on attractiveness and seduction. However, foreign
policy decisions are constructed in a domestic political arena filtered through national selfinterest and is applied in an international context. As such, it is naïve to believe that any state
would make decisions without any political interest. Although IR literature reflects on the
role of soft power in the collapse of the Soviet Union, there is minimal solid evidence of the
relationship between soft power and policy outcomes.
Dr. Zaman identifies the concept of soft power as an intellectual black hole. Soft
power now encapsulates multilateral diplomacy, foreign aid, development aid and military
power. Therefore, soft power seems to mean everything. This points to a methodological
issue relating to the definition of the concept at hand.
Concluding his remarks, Dr. Zaman discussed on an improved version of soft power;
smart power - a combination of soft and hard powers. As Dr. Zaman recognizes, soft power
never existed in a pristine form as literature suggests; there is a close correlation between a
state’s hard power and its soft power.

Dr. Zaman emphasizes that soft power could also be negative than generally being
positive, and can also be employed as a tool in domestic political arena, than being employed
only in the international sphere. Soft power as an issue of domestic politics determines a
state’s future direction. While soft power continues to shape international goodwill of a state,
it is closely linked with identity, security and the legitimacy of a regime. Although soft power
constructs a positive image of the state in the international arena, it inevitably leads to the
process of distinguishing between the self and the other. The declaration of a certain set of
values as civilized leads to holding something opposite as barbaric. A number of countries
in the contemporary international system functions through ‘negative soft power’; self is
defined as civilized, and the other as barbarian.
Soft power functions as a mechanism to enhance state legitimacy. Rise in international
positive attention assists states to convene its subjects of the rise in international recognition
and the successful improvement of the country’s international status.
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Soft Power and the Force of Attraction
By Former Ambassador/Permanent Representative of Sri Lanka to the UN in Geneva
Dr. Sarala Fernando
This paper focused on the historical attributes of soft power in order to evaluate the
contemporary ongoing debate between soft and hard powers and the emerging challenges
of the dark side of soft power. Ancient treatises from Kautilya to Sun Tzu have focused
on the combination of military power and diplomatic persuasion in maximizing national
self-interest. Kautilya’s Arthashastra elaborates a pentagon model of options for a state to
achieve its strategic objectives; collusion, cooperation, alliance, acquisition or destruction,
which has influenced present day balance of power theory. Kautilya argues that any means
were acceptable to achieve military power and economic power; the two main pillars of
national security. However, Dr. Fernando argues that the present international system is
fundamentally different. The rise of the United Nations after 1945 has developed a consensus
on disarmament and promotion of human rights; ideologies that actively influence decision
making around the world. Accordingly, ethics has come to hold a strategic place in policy
formation.
Dr. Fernando argues that the governing model of Emperor Ashoka in the 3rd Century BC
effectively demonstrates effective application in managing international relations. Promoting
the teachings of the Buddha as a cultural foundation for political unity and good governance
in fact may represent a sophisticated strategy of establishing peaceful diplomatic relations
with the outer circle of the Mauryan Empire. King Asoka’s diplomatic initiative has enabled a
strong people to people connection that has endured through many centuries and fits all the
modern criteria of successful soft power.
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This paper suggests that the contemporary theoretical debate revolves around the
identification of defining principles of soft power, which actively influence foreign and defense
policy. Joseph Nye’s analysis for example envisages a situation where power is shifting from
East to West, and diplomacy is required to avoid the possibility of a ‘Thucydides Trap’.
Interestingly, traditional hard power measures have come under growing public
pressure in recent years with falling voluntary recruitment, public demand for reduction in
military expenditure in favor of education, health and social services etc, which has led to a
trend of civil-military cooperation and the induction of new technologies such as robots and
drones. Therefore, Dr. Fernando is of the view that the balancing of soft and hard powers to
achieve optimum results is inevitable.
Soft and Hard power appear to be very different on the surface, for instance, military
power is lethal, and can be measured in quantitative values whereas soft power can only
be looked at through a qualitative, user specific lens. Nye has shown that as a result of the
technological revolution bringing down the cost of computers and diffusing communications
widely, the attraction of soft power is increasing, strengthened by phenomena of migration
and the search for identity. Dr. Fernando stresses that hard power will always be important
for deterrence and protection; however the military option should be a last resort.

Chairperson - Mr. HMGS Palihakkara
Former Governor of the Northern
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Adviser to the 12th NATO Secretary General
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International Relations,
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The paper argues that theoretical analysis of a country situation is crucial in
determining strategies that work, since individual cases vary. While soft power becomes an
effective tool in addressing a conflict in one occasion, negotiations may not bring out desired
outcomes in another. For instance, the conflict in Sri Lanka had to be addressed through a
military intervention given the past experience of negotiation failures. Nevertheless, military
interventions could lead to negative outcomes due to perceptions of the creation of “winners”
and “losers”.
With globalization and the creation of a huge body of international law, policymakers
are inevitably faced with the dilemma of finding the balance between humanitarian legality
at international level and creating law and order at local level. In this context, Dr. Fernando
suggests that in the Sri Lanka case, the current debate on transitional justice initiated at
the international level has resulted in a loss of public confidence in the United Nations.
There is consensus however that the UN can play a useful role in handling the aftermath
of a humanitarian emergency like the 2004 tsunami. The paper also suggests that while
military cooperation has evolved into a systemized pattern at the international level which
involves monitoring and cooperation, the realm of soft power defies such cooperation.
Furthermore, ironically, the information revolution has resulted in the rise of the dark side,
as the propagandizing of messages of extremism and violence threaten international security.
Countries are developing counter measures which may infringe on individual rights and lead
to significant loss of privacy. Soft power counter measures are difficult to deploy and subject
to misinterpretation, complicating the early detection of warning of attacks. At the same time,
aided by hackers and whistle-blowers, there is a trend towards public scrutiny of high level
policy decisions involving the commitment of troops to foreign interventions. This trend may
impact new moves to make UN peacekeeping missions more “robust”.
42

43

COLOMBO DEFENCE SEMINAR - 2016

SESSION TWO
44

45

Usage of Technology and Social Media as a proxy for Soft Power
By Deputy National Security Adviser of India
Dr. Aravind Gupta (India)
The discussion focused on the security threat of social media and mechanism that
should be put in place to mitigate negative effects of social media.
Dr. Gupta argues that the world is experiencing an age of hyper-connectivity, and
the number of internet and social media users are astonishing. He outlines Social media as a
set of online platforms that are designed for and centered on social interaction. Accordingly,
social media is ubiquitous, empowering and liberating, and at the same time presenting many
challenges to national security. National security agencies are now confronted with the task
of identifying new methods to deal with national security issues in the age of internet.
Dr. Gupta identifies that the rise of social media is changing the dynamics of soft
power strategies of governments. New media outlets are increasingly being used in public
diplomacy to reach out and listen to people. Social media has been used with great effect
at the time of disaster relief operations within and outside India. During the recent Yemen
evacuation and during the Chennai flood relief operations, social media was used effectively.
Accordingly, social media, which is faster than conventional media, has a far greater reach.
Social media has become an ideal vehicle for e-commerce. In India, which is the second largest
country using internet, e-commerce market is expected to reach USD 33 Billion by the end of
2016.
With relevance to social media and national security, Dr. Gupta argues that as
communication on social media outlets are encrypted, anonymous and relatively safe. This
has encouraged many anti-social and terror movements to use social media platform to
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recruit, train and spread their propaganda. For terrorists, new media is a transformative tool
presenting endless possibility for communication and for reaching out to a large vulnerable
target audience. Security agencies have seen the emergence of ‘Jihad Cloud’ by Al Qaeda and
Jihadist 3.0 media strategy of ISIS, and ways in which terror groups use social media platform
to project their soft power. The Deep Web and the Dark Net, provides excellent hiding places
and safe havens to terrorists and anti-social elements to carry on their nefarious activities.
Dr. Gupta asserts that social media has been used to maximize political purposes.
The 2011 Arab Spring clearly demonstrate how Facebook, Twitter, YouTube and Al Jazeera
came together to facilitate the mobilization in the Arab world. Bring Back Our Girls and Pray
for Paris Twitter hashtag campaigns were successful in forcing leaders and the international
community to take note of serious issues.
However, social media also provides a breeding ground for hate ideologies, false
images and communal and ethnic disturbances. As a result, security agencies are now adapting
to the new age of communication medium, by putting out information and counter narratives.
Dr. Gupta argues that governments need to leverage social media to disseminate the correct
and true information to ensure credibility of the message.
Security agencies should follow big date techniques to analyze the information
streaming though social media platforms, by partnering with private agencies and social media
companies. However, most social media companies are reluctant to share data on accounts
of various concerns such as privacy. As a result, most countries have the legal provisions to
shut down the social media sites at the time of crisis. Some countries have taken recourse to
banning certain social media platforms outright and instead propagate national social media
platforms which can be controlled easily through national legal and technical means. Some
governments are rightly concerned that social media can be used to destabilize regimes.
Dr. Gupta states that according to the United nations Group of Governmental Experts
(UN GGE), nations enjoy sovereignty over information infrastructure located in their territories.
However, it is often difficult to enforce such provisions in cyber space. Privacy issues and
the freedom of speech are center stage in the debate about the controlling information in
cyber space. Nonetheless, most countries accept that freedom of speech is not absolute and
unrestricted.
Dr. Gupta recognized the lack of unanimity amongst experts on how to deal with the
vast amount of terrorism related content circulating on the social media platforms. Having
said that, Dr. Gupta points out that nations should have a clear national legal framework,
compatible with international norms to ensure a balance between national security needs
and the need to protect the right of citizens. Accordingly, states should invest on technical
capacities to monitor social media for information, automated tools for social media
monitoring and acquiring capabilities in social media monitoring.
In conclusion, Dr. Gupta stressed on the need to institute studies to understand the
impact of social media on society, as this will help security agencies to deal better with the
national security implications of social media.
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Humanitarian Civil Military Coordination in Disaster Preparedness
and Response
By Chief, Security and Safety Section Bangkok / Security Advisor, Thailand
United Nations Department of Safety and Security
Dr. Christopher Ankersen (Canada)
The discussion examined the interplay between soft power and humanitarian
assistance, concerns and considerations that emerge when attempts are made to integrate the
two, and analyzed the practice of humanitarian civil-military coordination.
Soft power, as defined by Joseph Nye, is the ability to affect the behavior of others
by influencing their preferences. Instead of using force or coercion (associated with hard
power), soft power is meant to attract individuals and influence their decisions. On the
surface, humanitarian assistance seems like an activity that would contribute well to the
pursuit of soft power; after a disaster, in order to influence the behavior of the other, one
could provide them with assistance. In doing so a range of elements of soft power commonly
regarded as civilian instruments of national security - diplomacy, strategic communication,
foreign assistance, civic action and economic reconstruction can be used. By investing in its
soft power, a country expects to gain currencies of soft power, such as gratitude, admiration
and shared ideals. However, the theory of soft power gives rise to number of immediate
questions; what does a state aim to do with its soft power? How would the application of
soft power be measured and how does one know if soft power has been achieved? Does soft
power scale up? Dr. Ankersen argues that the arena within which soft power operates is a
competitive one; more than one narrative is vying for the attention of every recipient.
49

Dr. Ankersen further argues that despite the common belief of soft power
complimenting humanitarian actions, a closer look at what humanitarianism actually is reveals
that the fit might not be so exact. While there is no complete academic consensus on the
definition of humanitarianism, the United Nations General Assembly identifies four guiding
principles of humanitarianism; humanity, neutrality, impartiality and independence. As Dr.
Ankersen identified, one of the main reasons against mixing soft power with humanitarian
action is that it tends to shrink the already fragile humanitarian space. In cases where states
attempt to achieve political agenda through the performance of humanitarian activities,
humanitarian action is no longer identified as being independent. This tendency calls for
constant vigilance on the part of humanitarians. Soft power results in multiple pressures on
humanitarian actors to compromise humanitarian principles.
Faced with these pressures, the United Nations has developed a concept of
humanitarian civil-military coordination (CM - Coord), which recognizes the key role militaries
play in addressing complex emergencies and respects the sovereignty of the host country.
CM – Coord operates in situations where affected countries have accepted international
assistance in light of a serious humanitarian crisis. CM - Coord aims to facilitate dialogue and
interaction between civilian and military actors in order to promote and protect humanitarian
principles; to avoid competition and redundancy; to minimize inconsistency; and, when
appropriate, to pursue common goals.
Dr. Ankersen explained that CM - Coord consists of five key activities: engaging in and
facilitating dialogue between humanitarian, military responders, and the affected country’s
disaster management organization; ensuring that information related to the humanitarian
situation is shared; conducting humanitarian negotiations (over issues such as access, for
instance); providing policy guidance; and monitoring humanitarian situations around the
world.
Finally, Dr. Ankersen pointed out that CM - Coord should not be confused with the
similar sounding CIMIC (civil-military cooperation) function, a practice where militaries
work together with civilian actors in order to achieve a military goal defined by a battlefield
commander. Dr. Ankersen stressed that CM - Coord does not aim to achieve, nor enable
others to achieve, such goals; instead, it is firmly rooted in humanitarian principles.
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The Perils of Soft Power
By Former President of the Defence and Security Forum
Lady Olga Maitland (United Kingdom)
The discussion focused on limitations of soft power with reference to security
concerns in the contemporary international system.
With reference to United Nations peacekeeping missions, Lady Maitland observes that
peacekeeping operations accompany human frailties, and argues that peacekeeping usually
works in a context of resolved conflict, rather than in unresolved conflicts. Overall in 2016,
until June, 3,499 peacekeepers have been killed. The use of force by the UN peacekeeping
forces is identified as a vexing issue faced by these forces. Situation in Somalia, Bosnia and
Herzegovina and Rwanda clearly demonstrates the failure of peacekeeping forces to maintain
peace and order, Peacekeeping forces are often required to operate in situation where consent
to their presence and activities is fragile and where there is little peace to keep. This leads to
the complex question whether peace enforcement role for peacekeepers is possible or if this is
a simple war by another name. Soldiers today are faced with different risks of terrorist groups,
transnational criminal gangs and the tasks have become more complicated, and involved with
protecting civilians. Additionally, lack of clarity over the mandate contributes to the failure to
ensure peace and stability. As seen during the Rwandan genocide, UN had reportedly failed to
meet challenges. This resulted in reforming the peacekeeping mandate, and the inclusion of
the principle of ‘responsibility to protect’. However, shortcomings continued to overshadow
peacekeeping arrangements.
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Reflecting on US soft power in the Middle East, Lady Maitland argues that unintended
consequences of the US led war on Iraq and the idea of soft power would bring stability and
democracy is fundamentally flawed. The US strategy of promoting soft power and economic
incentives to cultivate peaceful democracies and friendly societies adhering to Western liberal
values have failed to bring expected outcomes. However, flexing military muscles does not
lead to a stabilizing solution either. US have failed to understand the fact that radical ideology
is difficult to be controlled with weapons. As seen in Syria, confronting ideologies with bullets
will result in it moving elsewhere. As Lady Maitland argues, no amount of nation building
and economic aid will change the situation in the Middle East. The region should find its
own roadmap, regardless how painful and frustrating this procedure could get. Accordingly,
Lady Maitland asserts that while soft power could be a major diplomatic tool, it can only be
effective when combined with hard power.
Lady Maitland identifies that soft power is often used to communicate hard state
propaganda in a subtle way. Soft power strategies often involve state orchestral cultural
programs to influence local populations. With relation to the US, Lady Maitland points out
that the US uses all resources at its disposal, such as the USAID. USAID operates subject to the
foreign policy of the US administration. For an instance, in Cuba, USAID ran a multi-million
dollar programme, disguised as humanitarian aid, whereas this was intended to incite rebellion
I Cuba and overthrow the government. Where US government is hostile to the government of a
country, USAID is often sent to undertake a programme on behalf of the US government. US is
often criticized for using aid as a political weapon. For instance, following a UN vote against
a US resolution to use force against Iraq, USAID ceased operations and funding in Yemen.
Lady Maitland argues that the soft power policies of the US in the Middle East have driven the
situation from bad to worse. Failure to understand the local culture and sectarian identities
has led to the rise of insurgencies and horror.

With relation to Russia, Lady Maitland argues that the Russian propaganda machine
has scaled to greater heights, and is now focusing on the global audience. Russia Today TV
has opened its first British Bureau using Edinburgh and Scotland and compliments Russian
military doctrine of using informational and other non-military measures. Hacking into
the Democratic Party and releasing 20,000 stolen emails involving party leaders depicts
a current occasion of Russian propaganda at work. This installs suspicion that Russia is
trying to subvert the US presidential elections and gather support for the Republican nominee
Donald Trump. Russian state sponsored uprisings in post-soviet states in the Baltic region;
especially in Ukraine, further demonstrate the escalation of Russian Propaganda. Accordingly,
Lady Maitland argues that Russian propaganda mission is aimed at installing doubt about
incumbent governments and undermining trust between Europe and the US, and constant
lies and misinformation must be dispelled swiftly by facts when counterattacking Russian
Propaganda.
In conclusion, Lady Maitland argues that soft power has become a bitter battle ground.
Accordingly, soft power inevitably ends up hard, thus becoming a paradox.

Commenting on Chinese soft power model, Lady Maitland argues that Chinese soft
power equates to trade and development programme. However, soft power in the South
China Seas has turned into hard power. Military spending of China and the US has multiplied,
and Manila has sought more US funding to address the increasing Chinese threat. As long
as China continues to follow aggressive military strategies in the South China Sea, Chinese
soft power initiatives will be ineffective. With relation to the Chinese aid and development
programme, Lady Maitland argues that China asks no questions about the host government, its
accountability and legitimacy. Aid comes in all shapes and forms, and has clearly overtaken US
aid programme by a large margin. However, Chinese soft power becomes tough with relation
to negotiations, which are highly demanding and hugely in favor of the Chinese.
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Military Contribution to Soft Power; a Comparative Analysis
By Associate Professor at the Asia Pacific Center for Security Studies, Honolulu
Prof. Shyam Tekwani (Hawaii)
The discussion analyzed soft power and hard power, how military activities contribute
towards enhancing soft power capabilities and ways in which the misuse of hard power
contributes to diminishing soft power influence.
Prof. Tekwani identifies power as the ability to effect and to attain what one wants by
using the power to force or threat or the power to reward. While the distinction between soft
and hard power is not clear, soft power refers to the ability to achieve goals without using power
of force by the use of culture, values and institutions – it is the ability to achieve outcomes
without facing resistance. Hard power, however, refers to the use of coercion, through the use
of military and economic power. As soft power takes a cooperative approach, Prof. Tekwani
argues that trust would be stronger than fear when soft power is at work. Accordingly, soft
power should focus on a steady commitment to fairness, creating interdependence and
sharing of power.
Prof. Tekwani recognizes that soft power is increasingly becoming a popular
alternative to hard power, and links soft power to nation branding. A brand incorporates
attributes of soft, emotional and hard, rational powers. Accordingly, soft power is largely
dependent on emotions, requiring others to like, respect and identify you to generate a sense
of indebtedness through aid, admiration and affinity.
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However, as Prof. Tekwani states, both forms of power have limitations. The use of
hard power is detrimental to cooperation and the cost of military actions increase over time.
The use of soft power is ineffective in times of conflict and takes time to generate results.
These limitations stimulated the emergence of smart power; a combination of soft
and hard power elements, as an effective strategy. The United States’ policy in Myanmar
clearly demonstrates smart power at work. When sanctions alone did not seem to yield the
required results, a sustained engagement alongside seemed to help make progress. Prof.
Tekwani argues that the most coercive empires were short lived, while empires with the
optimal combination of coercion and cooperation continue to influence nations to date.
While hard power conjures images of armed soldiers and elements of war, Prof.
Tekwani argues that right military conditions and competence in certain instances can generate
soft power. Humanitarian relief and military education serves as soft power tools in several
situations. The subtle use of US military power in the aftermath of the 2004 Indian Ocean
tsunami made U.S. more attractive in the eyes of local populations, especially in Aceh, leading
to the end of a 30- year separatist conflict in Indonesia. A similar instance of combining soft
and hard power is apparent in U.S anti-piracy activities.
However, Prof. Tekwani asserts that misuse of hard power emphatically undermines
efforts of soft power. For instance, the euphoric welcome of the U.S. military invasion of
Iraq in 2003 by local populations was soon dissipated by the subsequent inefficiency of the
occupation.
In conclusion, Prof. Tekwani argues that the contemporary complex security
environment requires a flexible policy response that may require both hard and soft power
instruments; and successful outcomes in international affairs is more likely to be achieved
through a combination of using the military as a soft power resource and soft power
instrument.

Projection of Soft Power through Military Diplomacy
By Dean of Academics
College of International Security Affairs, National Defence University, USA
Dr. Chuck Cushman (United States of America)
The discussion focused on how the United States uses its extensive professional
military education (PME) system as a key part of military diplomacy and in improving
international capacity and to enhance international cooperation.
Examining the US context, Dr. Cushman states that during the past few decades, the
United States has been focusing heavily on military capacities to meet its outreach challenges,
at the expense of diplomatic, cultural and other soft power tools. As Dr. Cushman argues, the
armed services have become the one-stop-shop for American policymakers, and this trend
has to be rebalanced and realigned in order to maximize the capacity of the United States.
Confronted with declining budgets and increasing mission, PME can be identified as a vital
way to prepare the military for uncertain and complex situations. Accordingly, PME should
focus on developing the capabilities of leaders and developing capacities of international
partners.
Dr. Cushman identifies the trend of joint military operations in addressing complex
situations. However, the changing nature of current-day conflicts demands a holistic
approach, involving government, military and other stakeholders. Understating the changing
nature of conflicts and thereby the change in responses, the College of international Security
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Affairs has established a system of JIIM training which involves the active Joint interagency,
intergovernmental and multinational participation to reflect the reality of present day problem
solving.
Elaborating on the activities done by the College of International Security Affairs in
expanding soft power capabilities of the US, Dr. Cushman states that the student body of
CISA comprises officers from 11 US agencies, US military, and military and civilians from 32
partner nations. As a result, the study programmes focus on experience sharing, developing
critical thinking and capacity building. Referring to polling results, Dr. Cushman states that
building a network of global practitioners has been well received by CISA alumni. CISA has
been extremely successful in enhancing partner capacity to devise strategy. For instance,
Major General Didier Dacko serves as the current Chief of Staff of the Malian army, and his
thesis on improving the security situation in Northern Mali has been adopted as a national
strategy.
Commenting on measures to be taken to improve activities, Dr. Cushman argues that the
network should be enhanced. While previously the focus of CISA has been on its international
alumni, Dr. Cushman states that the college should focus on connecting international and
US alumni to increase capabilities when addressing international situations. Dr. Cushman
argues that the US should focus on rebalancing US instruments of power. Reallocation of
responsibilities from the Department of Defense back to other agencies and refocusing on
core skills of each agency would place less pressure on the military and would contribute
towards enhancing efficiency.
In conclusion, Dr. Cushman states that military component of soft power in absolutely
fundamental to make the rest of the soft power capacity work.

Enhancement of Peace Support Operations through Soft Power
By Snr Lecturer in International Relations/ Rutherford College, University of Kent
Dr. Philip Cunliffe (United Kingdom)
The discussion focused on the relationship between soft power and peacekeeping
and how should it be modelled and basic misconceptions about soft power. As Dr. Cunliffe
argued that there are two basic ways to see the relationship between soft power and peace
operations: how does soft power play into operational success, and how does peacekeeping
operate as a form of soft power to boost a country’s international image.
Soft power, as Dr. Cunliffe noted, is rarely discussed with regards to peace operations.
Dr. Cunliffe finds this to be unusual, as the classical paradigm of peace operations would
fit the model of soft power: peace operations being largely non-coercive, reliant on moral
authority of peacekeeping countries, the United Nations, peacekeepers’ neutrality, and the
fact that they seek to achieve their effects without force.
Dr. Cunliffe asserts that it is important that the relationship between soft power and
peacekeeping is thought through for two reasons: the sheer scale of global peacekeeping
operations, and the expected expansion of peacekeeping operations once certain important
current conflicts come to an end.
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Accordingly, Dr. Cunliffe identifies two basic ways in which the relationship between
soft power and peace operations should be reflected upon:
1.
2.

At the level of the country that is contributing troops / peacekeepers
At the level of operational field deployments.

At the country level, Dr. Cunliffe argues that soft power is often a very important
factor in leading countries to contribute to peacekeeping – perhaps even more important
than financial rewards gained through peacekeeping. The soft power benefits of peacekeeping
include corridor diplomacy, boosting a country’s international profile and image of
international responsibility, and enhancing its military experience.
With regards to soft power in the field, Dr. Cunliffe identifies this to be more
difficult to measure due to the difficulty of accessing people’s views in conflict zones. It
is also important to have some conceptual clarity on the issue: soft power with regards to
mission success, and soft power with regards to national success on a mission. For instance,
Bangladeshi is used as the official second language of Sierra Leone as a token of gratitude to
Bangladeshi peacekeepers.
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Dr. Cunliffe argues that soft power is easy to misconceive since the connotations of
power are conspiracy, control, direction, planning, and coercion. The suggestion is often that
soft power is about deception, a conjuring trick, based on fooling people and that people can
be easily fooled into acting against their interests. However, it is important to remember that
soft power is a genuine thing. Thus the scope of the military and politicians to shape soft
power should not be exaggerated.
In conclusion, Dr. Cunliffe states that if soft power is to play a role in peacekeeping, it
would require better matching of peacekeepers to target states, and political skill in managing
peacekeeping at every level of the operation.
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Soft Power: Rise and Influence of Non State Actors
By Board Member of the President’s Office of National Unity and Reconciliation in
Sri Lanka
Dr. Ram Manikkalingam
The discussion focused on the practical work and lessons learnt by the Dialogue
Advisory Group (DAG) based in Amsterdam. The DAG, as Dr. Manikkalingam points out, is
a foundation that facilitates dialogue between armed groups, governments and the United
Nations to reduce violence. DAG does not attempt to achieve peace, rather aims to reduce
levels of violence and create the climate for political actors to make peace.
Elaborating on the practical work on the DAG, Dr. Manikkalingam explained its
involvement in Basque country, Northern Spain. DAG is involved in monitoring the cease fire
agreement of Esukadi ta Askatasuna (ETA) and pushes the armed group to disarm. However,
as Dr. Manikkalingam identifies, DAG’s work is controversial and has been criticized by
victims groups for attaching recognition and legitimacy to ETA, even as the ceasefire has
held and ETA has begun a process of disarming. The work of DAG in Northern Ireland is
focused on reaching an understanding with dissidents from the Irish Republican Army to end
violence and set aside weapons. While this was a success, Ireland is still home to more violent
dissident Republican groups. DAG was involved in resolving a conflict in Maghaberry Prison.
In Libya, DAG has been assisting in engaging hardline Islamist armed groups in Tripoli, and
bringing together Defence Attaches from key governments to provide a better understanding
of concerns and to facilitate discussions.

70

71

When approaching these dynamic situations, Dr. Manikkalingam argues that DAG
focuses on three distinctions.
1.
The distinction between goals and methods - DAG focus primarily on the
methods to reduce violence than on the objectives and goals of organizations.
2.
The distinction between the sin and the sinner - the DAG does not condemn
people. Political violence can be addressed once a decision is made with the individuals
in command.
3.
The distinction between non-violent extremism and violent extremism - DAG
focus on engaging extremists who are non-violent and getting them to oppose the
violence of extremists who use violence.
Success of DAG lies in the political neutrality of DAG. As Dr. Manikkalingam states,
DAG does not have a political cause associated with their engagement. As DAG is not an
official entity, their negotiations does not give an armed group legal or formal recognition or
legitimacy. As a non-governmental mediator, DAG does not condemn or criticize these armed
groups. When negotiating, DAG focus more on soft power, while formal dialogue deals with
hard power of non-state violence.
Reflecting on the work of Steven Lukes, Dr. Manikkalingam spoke of three forms of power:
1.
The power to get somebody to do something you want, but they do not want:
hard power.
2.

Agenda setting as done by diplomats.

3.

The power to change the thinking and preferences.

Dr. Manikkalingam argues that DAG focus more on the third form of power when
working towards persuading armed groups.

Use of Soft Power in the Contemporary World; Asian Perspective
By Professor - Chinese University of Hong Kong
Dr. Derek Yuen (Hong Kong)
The discussion focuses on two soft power models in Asia: that of China and those of
Japan and South Korea. It identifies the underlying causes of the underperformance of China’s
soft power efforts, the interactions between the two models as well as the dynamics of soft
power competition among these three countries in Asia.
Joseph Nye’s’ concept of Soft Power, as Dr. Yuen argues, is inspired by Lao Tzu and
Sun Tzu who focus on soft manners of doing hard politics. These philosophical standpoints
however, do not represent the soft power module of China. As Alistair Johnson identifies,
Chinese strategic culture is influenced by Confucianism - a passive, idealistic and traditional
paradigm, and realism - a proactive and an adaptive paradigm, which does not work in
harmony. Dr. Yuen argues that Chinese leadership places culture at the core of its soft power
and attempts to equate soft power with culture. Additionally, China aims to become the leader
of the developing world, and in attempt to appeal to the developing world, China avoids
adopting western values and approaches.
When focusing on development of cultural soft power in Asia, Japan stands out as the
first clear winner, capable of blending together traditional and modern culture. However, as
Dr. Yuen identifies, Japan faces a huge limitation as it fails to translate soft power into hard
power, due to Japan’s tendency of using pop-culture as a diplomatic tool. Weaknesses in
Japan’s soft power were also visible during the closing ceremony of Rio 2016. The Japanese
presentation focused on Manga and video games, yet fell short of anything beyond the 1980s.
In a nutshell, the Japanese soft power model simply stalled after the 1990s.

72

73

Dr. Yuen identifies the rise of Korea as a soft power giant since 1997. As compared
to Japanese cultural products, an average Korean cultural product costs only a quarter of
that of its Japanese counterpart. The Korean cultural wave, Hallyu is dominated by K-Pop,
Korean dramas, Korean cuisine, language and style. The Hallyu paradigm, as Dr. Yuen
argues, represents a new cultural soft power paradigm that combines public diplomacy,
nation branding, and economic effects. As seen with relation to Korea, national branding can
successfully enhance a county’s image and result in positive economic effects. Accordingly,
Dr. Yuen argues that South Korea has managed to surpass Japan to become Asia’s foremost
trendsetter, and Japan now use Korean model as an inspiration.
Dr. Yuen identifies two instances of cultural clash in East Asia in recent years; territorial
disputes over Dokdo and Takeshima in 2012 and the deployment of THAAS US missile system
to South Korea in 2016. Interestingly, these incidents took place during the peak of Korean
entertainment activities, resulting in a limitation of Korean entertainment activities.
Dr. Yuen argues that these clashes imply the strength of the Korean soft power model.
The strength of the Korean soft power model lies in its combination of popular and traditional
cultures, incorporation of western style with Asian values and in the fact that this exercise
merges public and private participation and is led by the government. As a result, the Korean
model makes possible the production of an increasingly homogenized popular culture and
potentially a pan-regional culture. As Joseph Nye points out, unlike its hard power, South
Korea has the resources to produce soft power with an international appeal.
Interestingly, China eyes on the Korean model by investing heavily in it. Aggressive
waves of Chinese investments have been flooding Korean markets in recent years. In fact
China identifies the Korean soft power model as an advanced version of its own. The rise
of soft power hubs in the East Asian region suggests an Asianization of cultural soft power
paradigms. As Dr. Yuen identifies, the soft power model originated in the West was first
Asianized by Japan, then by Korea and finally by China. Accordingly, the possibility of such
paradigm change is more likely as the Korean model offers an increasingly homogenized
popular culture that would spread the Asian influence in a global scale. However, with the
breakaway from the western model, as Dr. Yuen notices, Asians may eventually no longer be
appealed to the western cultural influence.
Dr. Yuen argues that the latest developments in East Asia demonstrates how soft
power can be utilized as representational and transformational powers. South Korea is on a
path to utilizing its soft power as a representational power that can shape beliefs about things
other than reputations by manipulating the subjectivity of target groups. Similarly, Korea
uses soft power as a transformational power that helps bridge geographical and linguistic
barriers by crafting cultural proximity.
In conclusion, Dr. Yuen states that, the Korean soft power model could facilitate
regionalization led by pan-regional culture.
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Soft Power Strategies in Addressing Critical Global Issues
By H.E. the Ambassador of China to Sri Lanka
H.E. Yi Xianliang (China)
The discussion focused on the role of a win-win policy approach in structuring Chinese
soft power in international relations.
Ambassador Xianliang outlines soft power as a policy of diplomacy advocated and
insisted by one country and recognized and accepted by others through the influence of
culture, philosophy and values. Accordingly, Ambassador Xianliang asserts that the soft
power diplomacy of China is guided by the philosophy of building a new type of international
relations featuring win-win cooperation. In a rapidly fluctuating international political
landscape, policymakers are often confronted with the confusing question of the future
trajectory of international relations. In this backdrop, China took the initiative to build a new
type of international relations featuring win-win cooperation to foster a community of shared
future.
Ambassador Xianliang argues that this Chinese vision takes community of shared
future as a common goal in handling international relations, and features an overall plan of
five dimensions.
1.
A partnership of equality and mutual accommodation
2.
A security structure of justice, joint contribution and shared benefits
3.
A development prospect of openness, innovation, inclusiveness and
reciprocity
4.
Inter-civilization exchanges that uphold unity without uniformity
5.
An ecological system that respects nature and nurture green development
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It is a vision that takes common interests as the important foundation for dealing with
international relations. This promotes the idea of mutual respect and mutual treatment and
seeking common grounds to build and expand common interests despite of differences among
countries. The win-win policy of China, as Ambassador Xianliang points out is China’s basic
principle in handling international relations. While western policies focus on anarchy, China
focuses on featuring win-win cooperation to rise above zero sum mentality, and respecting
choices of individual states while being sensitive to the interests of all parties involved.
Ambassador Xianliang reveals that China focuses on cooperation in its international relations.
While acknowledging the fact that security cannot solely be achieved by an individual state,
China firmly believes that cooperation in sharing opportunities and meeting challenges is the
best way in handling interstate relations. Accordingly, confrontation should be replaced with
dialogue and cooperation, and calls on all states to work together to address international
security concerns.
Ambassador Xianliang stresses that China actively pursues new types of international
relations. Politically, China is exploring a new path for interstate affairs, focusing on peaceful,
equal-footed and inclusive strategies. As a result, cooperation has been unfolding at different
levels in various fields and has broadened Chinas converging interest. Economically, China
is focusing on a dynamic framework for inclusive development, advocating for fair, open,
innovative an inclusive development. China calls on to improve capacity, environment,
partnership and mechanisms for development and contributes to sustainable and balances
world economy. On the basis of wide consultation JOINT CONTRIBUTION AND SHARED
benefits, China is advancing on initiatives such as Silk Road Economic Belt and 21st century
maritime Silk Road, while aligning Chinese strategies with countries along the route. China
also initiates the Asian Infrastructure Development Bank, the Silk Route Fund and the BRICS
development bank to improve global economic governance. With relation to security, China is
actively contributing their ideas to safeguard international and regional security. Ambassador
Xianliang states that China initiated an outlook featuring common, comprehensive, cooperative
and sustainable security. China follows a dual-track approach to handle the situation in South
China Sea to uphold territorial sovereignty and maritime rights, while conducting joint efforts
with countries in the region to maintain peace and stability. China has deeply been involved in
UN peacekeeping operations, and plays an active role in promoting international cooperation
for cyber security. In a cultural front, China work towards boosting exchange and mutual
learning among different civilizations and promotes the diversity among civilizations. China
believes in respecting choices countries make of their social systems and development paths
and in replacing confrontation and conflicts with exchanges and mutual learning.
In conclusion, Ambassador Xianliang admits that the Chinese vision of building a new
type of international relations featuring a win-win cooperation has received high appreciation
and warm response from the international community, and claims that China is ready to work
with other states to apply the vision of win-win cooperation
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Concluding Address
By Secretary, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Esala Weerakoon
The concluding remarks by Mr. Esala Weerakoon reflected on the importance of Soft
Power in an era where the world is experiencing a transition and diffusion in power.
The 21st Century, as Mr. Weerakoon states, is a century of paradox; this could either
be the threshold century or the humanity’s terminal century. How we maintain and manage
the complexities at hand would determine the future trajectory of the human civilization. The
world is experiencing a power transition from the West to the East, underpinned by the rise of
Asia. Parallel to this dynamic transition in power, power is being diffused in favor of non-state
actors, empowering individuals and groups. Networks and coalitions are amassing power and
influencing global affairs. The informational communication revolution has dramatically
changed adjusted the global power structure. As Joseph Nye argues, the manner in which
states deploy power has been subjected to drastic revisions.

CONCLUDING SESSION
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Mr. Weerakoon asserts that the horrors of the preceding centuries has resulted in
a broad international consensus that delegitimized military action as a rational policy, and
countries increasingly focus on cooperation and persuasion to achieve their objectives. This
has led to mainstreaming of soft power in foreign policy formation. Having said that, the
use of nuclear weapons remains renounced. Mr. Weerakoon argues that while states have
restricted the use of hard power, non-state actors continue to challenge this norm by using
violence to achieve their ends. The use of violence by the non-state actors is complimented by
eroding state legitimacy, weakening territorial control and the inability to regulate the cyber
space.
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In the current context, military power is regarded as the last resort, however, as
Mr. Weerakoon observed, countries continue to invest heavily on military power for the
purpose of self-defense and deterrence. Nonetheless, the doctrine of deterrence has failed to
prevent wars. When considering the present international security conditions, hard power will
continue to be an integral part of foreign policy. Accordingly, Mr. Weerakoon identifies the
importance of smart power; a combination of soft and hard powers when achieving strategic
interests.
The popularity and the relevance of smart power is stimulated by three global trends;
multi polarity of the international system, diffusion of power to non-state actors and the
rise of digital power. Cyberspace and the interconnectivity have accelerated the pursuit of
soft power in the pursuit of national self-interest. However, these trends are accompanied
by significant challenges to individual nation states. Online platforms are now being used
to cultivate seeds of terrorism; to recruit vulnerable individuals and to radicalize minds.
The world has witnessed a significant increase in ‘Lone Wolf” attacks which often happen
hidden from security radars. As Mr. Weerakoon recognized, ungoverned cyberspace remains
extremely vulnerable for attacks, and pose deliberating threats to modern economies that
depend heavily on the internet.
Elaborating on the re-emergence of Asia’s prominence, Mr. Weerakoon argues that
Asia is being re-configured in terms of power transitions that are taking place in the Asian
oceans. A strategic security arrangement is being constructed as a maritime super region is
forecasted in this region. The quest for a share in the Indian Ocean is emerging as a part of
this global power transition. Regardless of the rise of Asian states as global power hubs, the
soft power capabilities of the West is not diminishing, and continues to exercise tremendous
soft power through western institutions, political cultures and language links.
Mr. Weerakoon highlights that the Indian Ocean accommodates the world’s important
sea lanes of communication and trade and is of significant importance to global trade. The
region is home to significant natural resources and a rich human resource pool. The increasing
military presence in the stakeholder of the Indian Ocean highlights the continued relevance
of hard power in an era of global power transition. Global security arrangements continue to
influence the security set up of the Indian Ocean suggesting the complexity of the strategic
security environment of the region.
Mr. Weerakoon identifies soft power as the ability to get people to understand us,
like us, support our foreign policy objectives and to promote our way of thinking. Soft power
is an excellent tool to maintain bilateral relationship on times of tensions, and to promote
negotiations. M. Weerakoon argues that the strategic location of Sri Lanka is of geo-political
interest, and Sri Lanka is responsible for keeping sea lanes safe to ensure freedom of navigation.
The long history of diplomatic engagements of Sri Lanka promotes the expression of soft
power realities to strengthen good governance, promoting human rights for reconciliation.
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