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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Speaker:   Mr. Nishant  Dilip  Sharma,  Doctoral  Scholar,  Jindal  School  of  International

Affairs, O.P. Jindal Global University, Sonipat.

Chair: Dr. T.G. Suresh, Associate Professor, Centre for Political Studies, School of Social

Sciences, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi; and, Adjunct Fellow, Institute of Chinese

Studies, New Delhi.

Venue: Zoom Webinar

 The seminar delved into the evolving nature of patriotism within Chinese law. Mr Sharma

focused on the role of the Patriotic Education Law (PEL) and its precedents in constructing a

framework  of  patriotism  that  permeates individuals  and  institutions.  He  also  presented  a

linguistic analysis of various policy instruments.

 The presentations contextualised the importance of the PEL as the first dedicated national law

on patriotic education.  Delving into its components, the speaker highlighted the incentives

and prohibitions enshrined within the law. He argued that the law is framed firmly in line with

the  guiding  ideology  of  Xi  Jinping  Thought,  while  also  providing  a  brief  overview  of

preceding mechanisms and policy instruments instituted within the education sector to ensure

alignment with Party ideology.

 The speaker linked linguistic analysis to social semiotics to frame policy as problematisation.

He employed linguistic markers to analyse the PEL’s deployment of action verbs, obligation

modals,  and  prohibitives.  Arguing  that  prohibitives  carry  greater  normative  weight,  he

observed that negative markers are more frequent in laws focused on identity, security and

symbols than in other topic clusters.

 The speaker stated that a graded family-state hierarchy is visible in the choice of language

deployed:  the  general  public  receives  hard  prohibitions  and  punishment;  policies  for

custodians involved in governance of education contain fewer prohibitives;  and, the youth

receives  more  nurturing,  and  solution-oriented  language.  He  argued  that  this  reflects  a

paternal ordering of language. 

 He also argued that negative markers have declined since 2019, and have been replaced with

a greater focus on guidance than hard limits,  highlighting a paternal ‘maturation’ arc.  He
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defined  “silent  problematisations”  as  prohibitives  reformulated  in  later  documents,  citing

historical  nihilism,  terrorism,  and cults  as  examples.  The PEL references  them indirectly

without naming them outright.

 In his closing remarks, the Chair, Dr. T.G. Suresh underscored the significance of ‘law’ as a

rhetorical site, and the need for more qualitative work on the consequences of such policy

instruments. He urged caution against thinking about China as a mystical entity and to avoid

reinforcing  stereotypes  such  as  ‘authoritarianism’,  emphasising  the  need  to  grasp  the

historical  evolution  of  its  society.  He  also  flagged  China’s  indiscriminate  application  of

technology, as it could risk upsetting the social fabric of commitments that patriotic education

relies upon.

Disclaimer: This is a summary produced for purposes of dissemination and for generating wider discussion. All
views expressed here should be understood to be those of the speakers and individual participants, and not
necessarily of the Institute of Chinese Studies. Since this is a summary, it cannot be used for citation without
confirming with the speaker(s). 
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