
POLITICS

1.  Group wedding at scenic Namtso lake: Vetting and propaganda

Lhasa’s promotional tourism “Destined for Life” group wedding at the scenic Namtso Lake 
was marketed as a romantic spectacle, but the recruitment criteria reveal a state effort to 
politicize personal life.

Participation in the May 19 group wedding was contingent upon a rigorous vetting process 
that prioritizes a “firm political stance” over personal affection. Applicants must prove they 
“consciously safeguard national unity” and provide documentation from local police stations 
to verify they have no administrative or criminal records. By integrating marriage into the 
regional security apparatus, the state effectively transforms a wedding into a loyalty test.

The event also serves as a platform for soft propaganda. The organizers explicitly prioritize 
“couples from different ethnic backgrounds” and mandate the wearing of traditional 
costumes to broadcast a curated image of ethnic integration. 

2.  Youthful cadres: The replacement of Tibetan village leadership

Chinese authorities are aggressively pushing age restrictions on village-level cadres, with 
several Chinese provinces capping new first secretaries and team leaders at 50 and ordinary 
members at 45, according to a recent rural affairs report. Officials celebrate the policy as 
essential for injecting youthful energy, digital skills and innovation into rural governance, 
shifting from poverty alleviation veterans to younger teams focused on e-commerce and 
tourism. Examples from the Chinese provinces of Heilongjiang, Jiangxi, Guizhou and Yunnan 
show younger squads, some of which have membership that is more than 90 percent under 
the age of 35.

Although age restrictions have not been explicitly mandated for village-level cadres in 
Tibetan-inhabited areas, the same trend is clearly visible in Tibetan regions as well. Most 
cadres in the Tibetan areas are now noticeably younger. 

3.  Performative autonomy: Political loyalty and ideological conformity over 
effective governance

In a display of bureaucratic theater, Lhasa’s top party officials gathered for an expanded 
municipal standing committee meeting on May 21, dutifully “studying and implementing” 
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Xi Jinping’s latest speeches while pledging absolute loyalty through the ritualistic “Two 
Establishes” and “Two Safeguards.” Chaired by the Standing Committee of the Chinese 
Communist Party (CCP) Tibet Autonomous Region (TAR) and Secretary of the CCP Lhasa 
Municipal Committee, Dawa Tsering (Dawa Ciren), the meeting highlighted enforcing political 
discipline, rectifying “new officials ignoring past grievances,” tackling ecological problems 
and strictly controlling the development of new Party members. The report, published by the 
official “Lhasa Release” account, offered no concrete targets, timelines or outcomes but only 
vague assurances of progress under central guidance.

This latest communiqué reveals the hollow nature of governance in occupied Tibet. Even 
in Lhasa, the supposed heart of Tibetan autonomy, local leaders function primarily as 
transmission nodes for Beijing’s will. The repeated emphasis on political loyalty and ideological 
conformity over practical governance underscores how the CCP prioritizes control over 
effective administration. The admission of problems like cadre irresponsibility and ecological 
damage suggests that years of heavy investment and top-down campaigns have failed to 
resolve basic governance failures. By placing Tibetan faces in prominent positions while 
maintaining rigid central control, Beijing continues its strategy of performative autonomy. 

4.  Han cadres dominate Qinghai promotion list with 23 positions, while 
Tibetans received only nine

Despite Tibetan areas constituting more than half of Qinghai’s territory, their representation in 
provincial leadership remains strikingly limited. Tibetan autonomous prefectures cover more 
than 51 percent of Qinghai’s vast landmass, forming the core of the Qinghai-Tibet Plateau. 
Yet in a recent major cadre promotion list issued by Qinghai authorities on May 7, only 9 out 
of 38 promoted officials (approximately 24 percent) were identified as Tibetans, while Han 
cadres dominated with 23 positions (over 60 percent). This disparity reveals a structural 
pattern of extensive territorial designation for “autonomy” paired with limited actual political 
authority. While Beijing frequently touts ethnic regional autonomy, the heavy concentration of 
Han officials in key decision-making roles in Tibetan-majority areas reveal that central control 
continues to outweigh local Tibetan representation. 

5.  Identity engineering at the Tibet Buddhist Academy

A “National Common Language Recitation Competition” conducted at the Tibet Buddhist 
Academy on April 29 underscores the Chinese state’s strategic utilization of linguistic 
mandates to achieve political and ideological integration within the Tibetan monastic 
community. By requiring participants, including four “Young Living Buddhas,” to deliver 
recitations on themes of “patriotism” and “national unity” exclusively in Mandarin, the activity 
functions as a mechanism to enforce the “three consciousnesses” and “five recognitions.” 
These ideological frameworks are explicitly designed to transition Tibetan identity roots 
toward a state-defined “sense of community of the Chinese nation.”

This linguistic pivot is framed not merely as an educational exercise but as a vital “bridge” 
for inheriting “Chinese culture,” thereby presenting cultural assimilation as a form of personal 
and spiritual enrichment. However, the academy’s primary objective, which is to “solidify 
the ideological foundation for national unity,” reveals a broader ambition to ensure that 
future religious leaders are both linguistically and politically aligned with the Chinese central 
government. Under the guise of a cultural festival, the competition serves as a systematic 
tool for institutionalized conformity, ensuring that monastic life remains firmly aligned to the 
party-state’s governance structures. 
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6.  Scripting loyalty: Political co-optation of Tibetan calligraphy at Samye and 
Sera monasteries

The Chinese state media’s report on May 6 regarding an activity titled “Fragrant Monastery, 
Nourishing Heart with Culture” at Samye monastery highlights the Chinese state’s intensifying 
efforts to instrumentalize Tibetan culture for political ends. Organized by the state-controlled 
Monastery Management Committee, the activity ostensibly celebrated National Tibetan 
Calligraphy Day, yet its primary function was to Sinicize Tibetan culture.

Under the watchful eye of officials, monks practiced calligraphy that blended Tibetan script 
with “messages related to patriotism” and “wishes for the prosperity of the motherland.” By 
rebranding Tibetan calligraphy as a “national intangible cultural heritage of China,” the state 
seeks to subsume Tibetan art and culture into a monolithic national narrative.

This activity was not merely about Tibetan calligraphy but an attempt to “deeply integrate 
patriotism with religious practice.” As the Sinicization drive becomes “deeper and more 
practical,” traditional monasteries are being transformed from sites of spiritual refuge into 
platforms for safeguarding “national unity” and enforcing ideological alignment with Beijing.

A similar calligraphy competition at the Sera Monastery on April 29 highlights the Chinese 
state’s intensifying efforts to transform traditional Tibetan arts into instruments of ideological 
integration. While the “2026 Tibetan Calligraphy Festival” ostensibly celebrated cultural 
heritage, the political objective is to enforce political loyalty among the clergy.

Organized under the oversight of the Sera Monastery Management Committee, the event 
was explicitly used as a platform for “three consciousnesses” education which is a state-
mandated framework designed to instill a “sense of community within the Chinese nation.” 

RELIGION

7.  Intellectual architecture of religious control: CTRC and the subordination of 
Tibetan Buddhism to state policy

On May 28, 2026, Lhajam Gyal (Laxianjia), Acting Director of the Institute of Religious Studies 
at the China Tibetology Research Center (CTRC), published a retrospective commentary 
commemorating over thirty years of the institution’s operations. While framed as a scholarly 
history, the article details the Institute’s central role in formulating the 2007 regulations 
regarding the reincarnation of “Living Buddhas,” developing “patriotic education” curricula 
for Tibetan monasteries, and advancing the state mandate of “adapting Tibetan Buddhism to 
socialist society.” Rather than maintaining research autonomy, the Institute operates under 
an explicitly political mandate to provide a scholarly basis for state intervention in sacred 
traditions, specifically the identification of reincarnated lamas.

This development reflects a broader administrative trend where academic bodies function 
as instruments of ideological management. By merging scholarship with policy enforcement 
and religious oversight, the state continues a systematic effort to align Tibetan spiritual life 
with Party authority. 

8.  Mandating conformity: State oversight and the reshaping of monastic 
scholarship

In a significant move to expand state control over Tibetan Buddhism, Chinese authorities 
held the 5th plenary session of the Tibetan Buddhism Advanced Academic Degree Evaluation 
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Committee in Beijing on May 16, 2026. This was the first evaluation under new regulations 
issued by the National Religious Affairs Administration for conferring senior academic degrees 
in Tibetan Buddhism. The meeting, attended by 21 committee members, focused heavily on 
political requirements. Committee director Thubtob Senge (Tudo Shen’ge) stressed the need 
to study Xi Jinping’s statements on religious work, firmly advance the Sinicization of religion 
and ensure Tibetan Buddhism “adapts to socialist society.”

This is another step in Beijing’s systematic effort to subordinate Tibetan Buddhism to Chinese 
Communist Party ideology. By controlling who receives senior degrees and qualifications, 
the state is shaping the future leadership of monasteries and religious institutions. The heavy 
emphasis on political loyalty and Sinicization reveals that doctrinal purity and traditional 
scholarship are subordinated to ideological conformity. Far from preserving Tibetan religious 
heritage, this bureaucratic process functions as a vetting mechanism to produce compliant 
religious figures. It forms part of a broader strategy to transform Tibetan Buddhism from an 
independent spiritual tradition into a tool that serves the Party’s political objectives in Tibet.

9.  Scripting stability: Integrating archaeological narratives and religious policy

A recent high-level tour of Ngari (Ali) prefecture by the Minister of United Front Work Department 
and member of the Standing Committee of the Party Committee of the prefecture, Sonam 
Nyima (Silang Nyima), underscores a deepening state campaign to subordinate Tibetan 
Buddhism to the Communist Party’s political agenda. Under the banner of “harmony and 
stability,” the mission to Purang, Gar, Tsada and Gegye counties (three of which border India) 
focused on enforcing the “three consciousnesses” and ensuring religious practices “adapt 
to socialist society.”

While the official narrative emphasizes “fire safety” and “management,” the directives reveal a 
comprehensive strategy of cultural assimilation. Nyima explicitly called for the “utilization” of 
archaeological research to promote a history of Tibet’s integration with the “motherland.” This 
historical revisionism is paired with an aggressive mandate to popularize Mandarin, aiming to 
dilute local identity in favor of a state-defined “sense of community of the Chinese nation.”
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