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The Evolution of Chinese Cultural Industry Policies in 2002 — 2016

Wang Changsong & He Yu & Yang Yu

Abstract; It is of great significance to clarify the evolution trends of China’s cultural industry
policy and regional differences between provinces it helps to grasp the development process of Chi-
na’ s cultural industry management and policy system. In this paper the policies of cultural industry
are divided into three categories through literature research targeted strategic policy normative
management policy and supportive development policy. The content analysis method was used to
conduct word frequency analysis social semantic network analysis and co-word analysis on cultural
industry policies texts promulgated by the state from 2002 to 2016 and also analyze the cultural in—
dustry policies promulgated by various provinces from 2002 to 2016 through ArcGIS ( Geographical
Information System) this method enables a visual analysis of regional differences. The study found
that: At the national level cultural industry policies have gradually formed a relatively complete sys—
tem through continuous adjustment of the focus and direction of development. The policy system can
be summarized into five themes: project operation mode transformation and development of cultural
sectors positioning of government roles news publishing and intellectual property cultural industry
development model. At the provincial and municipal levels cultural industry policies have spatial
distribution differences in terms of subject matter direction of development and specific types of in—
dustries.

Key words: cultural industry policy; development stage; evolution; regional differences
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