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China’s Country Image Projection from

the Indexicality Principle of the Sociocultural Linguistic Approach
— Analysis of Xi Jinping’s Speech at UN
Zhang Hong
( Beijing Foreign Studies University Beijing 100089 China)

Language is the most basic and important means of country image projection. However a linguistic perspective has not been
applied to this field. Based on the indexicality principle of a sociocultural linguistic approach this paper expounds how Xi Jin—
ping was trying to project China’s image at UN General Assembly as a country that is dedicated to building world peace contribu—
ting to global development upholding the international order and a country that takes the world’s common prosperity as her goal.
Xi Jinping achieves his objective by means of presuppositions and implicatures covert evaluative statements ideology-Jaden lin—
guistic structures and overt labeling.
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