
F BRICS chair India’s aim is  
to hold a ‘successful’ 18th  
summit in New Delhi, it can 
be said with near certainty  
almost on the eve of  the  
conclave that it will indeed be 
a successs. The key to defining 

this outcome, however, is that success in 
this context is a relative term. For India, 
if  the summit passes without discord—
as did the 2023 G20 summit in New  
Delhi—it will be deemed a success.

Plurilateral summits hosted by India 
are only partially aimed at their mem-
ber countries or the rest of  the world. 
Indian foreign policy is now equally 
aimed at convincing the domestic  
Indian population that India is a heavy-
lifter on the global stage. This was evi-
dent during the 18th G20 summit, when 
all of  India was energised and contrib-
uted to it in some way as if  it was an 
occasion of  historic significance.

Since then, Brazil and South Africa 
have hosted G20 summits without any 
such fanfare. The 21st G20 summit  
later this year in Miami will be no  
different except for US President  
Donald Trump’s tantrums in its run-up 
and possibly at the event itself.

For one of  the BRIC—without ‘S’ 
then—founding members, China,  
a successful summit is one where its 
laser-sharp focus is on promoting its 
national interests. For China, which 
will host the organisation’s next sum-
mit in 2027, the greater good of  BRICS 
is secondary to its use for China’s own 
good. If  it can move the plurilateral 
group even a little bit towards acting as 
a hedge against the US, it will consider 
the conclave a success. 

China will measure the New Delhi 
summit’s success—from its point of  
view—if  its 400-member delegation  
accompanying President Xi Jinping 
can convince India to abolish or reduce 
the high tariff  on Made in China  
electric vehicles. China produces over 
two-thirds of  the world’s EVs.

During the deliberations in New 
 Delhi, China and Russia—another 
founding member—will push towards 
creating BRICS credit rating agencies 
to catalyse the process of  attracting 
foreign direct investments into BRICS 
countries. As a past victim of  the 
whims of  Western credit rating agen-
cies like Moody’s, Standard & Poor’s 
and Fitch, India ought to be sympathet-
ic to this idea. But these credit-raters 
have powerful lobbies in many BRICS 
governments. So, if  China and Russia 
do not get their way this weekend in 
New Delhi, they will try their utmost 

during next year’s Chinese presidency 
to achieve this objective.

It will be the same with the US-con-
trolled SWIFT (Society for Worldwide 
Interbank Financial Telecommunica-
tion), the backbone of  cross-border 
money transactions. Russia has im-
mensely suffered because Western sanc-
tions have cut off  its banks from SWIFT 
transactions. So has Iran because of  
unilateral US sanctions. An alternative 
to SWIFT may not emerge at the New 
Delhi summit, but in-depth discussions 
and a determined push towards it may 
see its birth under Chinese chairship.

Realities, not ideology, will deter-
mine the emergence of  financial 
multipolarity, which is the desire not 
only of  many BRICS countries, but also 
of  the Global South as a whole. They 
feel excluded from decision-making in 

the post-Second World War financial 
architecture, of  which the Bretton 
Woods institutions are emblematic.

The Shanghai-headquartered New 
Development Bank (NDB), popularly 
known as BRICS Bank, is not anywhere 
close to replacing the World Bank or the 
International Monetary Fund. But in 
its short 11-year existence, the NDB has 
funded the equivalent of  almost $43 bil-
lion on 139 projects, most of  which Bret-
ton Woods institutions would not have 
looked at. NDB projects have a high 
level of  social development content.

It is significant that nearly a quarter 
of  all NDB funding has been in local 
currencies. Sixty-five percent of  intra-
BRICS trade is now in local currencies. 
Add to this China’s decision to drop the 
US dollar for Iranian oil purchases in 
favour of  the renminbi and that 45 per-

cent of  Saudi oil is now sold to China 
in renminbi. Specialised banks have 
been set up—where else but in Dubai—
to handle these transactions, bypass-
ing Western institutions.

So, de-dollarisation in BRICS is  
actually under way—howsoever small 
its beginnings maybe—without having 
to shout from rooftops about it and 
rock the global financial system in any 
way. India and Brazil do not want the 
US dollar to be pulled down. Nor  
do Saudi Arabia or the UAE. But they 
all believe the process is inevitable  
and BRICS would be wise to quietly 
flow with this tide of  history.

Trump’s tariff  wars, especially with 
China, brought out the stark reality of  
Beijing’s hold on critical minerals and 
rare earths, up to 90 percent of  global 
deposits in some cases. India has been 
wise to prioritise supply chain  
resilience on the agenda of  the 18th 
summit, given this context. New Delhi 
already has the experience of  setting 
up a mechanism for this along with  
Tokyo and Canberra after supply 
chains were disrupted during the  
Covid-19 pandemic. China would much 
rather cooperate with its BRICS part-
ners in this effort than with the US.

Two of  the many writings on the 
wall make it logical that this weekend’s 
summit will be a success by India’s 
yardstick. Prime Minister Narendra 
Modi said at last year’s summit that 
during India’s chairship, the acronym 
would be “redefined” as “building  
resilience and innovation for coopera-
tion and sustainability” since the  
organisation has now expanded beyond 
its five early members. Its change in 
name went through smoothly, and it  
is the new BRICS—in name—that is 
getting set to meet this weekend.

The second such straw in the wind is 
that the BRICS foreign ministers’ meet-
ing in New Delhi in May ended with a 
63-paragraph ‘Chair’s Statement and 
Outcome Document’. Detractors of  the 
organisation focused on the meeting’s 
inability to come out with a joint state-
ment. This setback received global 
news coverage. The positive side of  
this was that the foreign ministers dis-
agreed only on one point during their 
deliberations—the current Iran vs 
Arab Gulf  situation, several ministers 
said on the background. Hence no joint 
statement. This means there is near-
complete consensus on the summit out-
come even before it has begun. What 
defines success better than this?
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ALTERNATIVES

India wants to host a harmonious summit. China and Russia want to 
plant seeds of new credit rating agencies and payment networks. 

Realities will determine the outcome, not ideology

EXTREME CASES REVITALISE 
CALL FOR MEN’S COMMISSION

I
T would seem that women have it all—the fears, tears, laws, 
commissions, rights organisations and even a globally com-
memorated Women’s Day. However, some argue that as the 
pink tide turns more forceful, men are increasingly feeling the 
blues. This supposed imbalance may have prompted Karna-

taka State Commission for Women chairperson Nagalakshmi 
Chowdhary to propose a men’s commission to address the 
sterner sex’s complaints regarding persecution, and lopsided 
divorce and custody laws. Harassed men will vouch they have 
little institutional support by way of  forums or legal aid. 

As the gender divide closes ever-so-slowly with greater  
education, financial independence and empowerment for wom-
en—aided by the internet for some—it seems that the alpha 
male is on the retreat. Fewer young Indians are supporting 
restrictive partriarchal norms, even though such deep-rooted 
biases show up every now and then.

Meanwhile, several Indian men claim they are victims of  an 
unfair legal system with laws like the Penal Code’s Section 
498A (dowry harassment; Section 85 of  the Bharatiya Nyaya 
Sanhita) and often spend years fighting false cases. They are 
denied child custody and endure emotional abuse even while 
fulfilling financial obligations. Even the Supreme Court noted 
the increasing misuse of  anti-dowry laws and restrained the 
police from automatically arresting husbands and their kin.

Though the idea of  a men’s commission is not new, it has 
found fresh currency after the alleged murders of  Raja Raghu-
vanshi in Meghalaya and Ketan Agarwal near Lonavala. Last 
December, Rajya Sabha member Ashok Kumar Mittal moved a 
private member’s Bill for a men’s commission to protect the 
“rights and welfare of  men”, “review existing laws and policies” 
and look at “issues impacting men’s physical, mental and social 
well-being”. In Kerala, former Congress MLA Eldhose Kunnap-
pilly had also proposed a similar commission. A petition in the 
Supreme Court in 2023 seeking guidelines to address men’s har-
assment highlighted government data that a large number of  
those who had taken their own lives in 2021 were married men. 

It reminds us of  Atul Subhash, a 34-year-old Bengaluru 
techie who died by suicide in 2024 after years of  harassment by 
his wife and her family. There are many Atuls waiting for jus-
tice. That’s why gender equality campaigners claim that a 
men’s commission for India is an idea whose time has come.

Q U I C K  TA K E

Cruel planet of apes

INDIAn internet has been smitten by videos of  furry, orange 
babies with sleepy eyes rolling on a forest floor. The discovery 
of  five orangutan babies in the Udayapur-Talsari forest on the 

Odisha-West Bengal border has elicited plenty of  oohs and aahs 
all around. They are now being cared for by Odisha forest  
officials at Nandankanan zoo. Beyond that, there are some  
serious whys and hows to answer on the endangered primates’ 
presence thousands of  kilometres from their natural habitat in 
southeast Asian rainforests. Experts’ apprehension that this was 
a smuggling operation gone awry begs questions of  the network 
and route. Odisha’s lessons from anti-poaching initiatives must 
be put to work more widely—it pays to train and incentivise  
locals along known smuggling routes to alert officials in time.

Deafening DJs
Ref: Nation of loud mobs (Sep 9).  
Be it horns blowing, extravagant displays  
of loudspeakers or deafening DJ processions, 
cacophony seems to have become the 
new identity of street clout. Regional 
discrimination is detrimental and smells 
of immaturity for a well-groomed society. 
Loudness in recognising peaceful  
coexistence should be the way of the day 
rather than vanity in displaying class.
Sachidananda Satpathy, Sambalpur

One world
Ref: Nuanced cultural outreach (Sep 9).  The 
RSS chief ’s humanistic and global stand is 
highly appreciative. He has evolved from his 
extremist stance. His call  for Muslim-Hindu 
brotherhood is a major sign of this change. 
It’s time that the call  is translated on ground 
and legitimate grievances are heard. 
Gokul Krishna, Kottayam

Reciprocal ties
Ref: Time for America to recompense  
(Sep 9). India-US relations should be based 
on mutual respect and long-term interests 
rather than unilateral expectations. Both 
countries should address disagreements 
through sustained dialogue and fair 
negotiations. A stable partnership will 
require sensitivity and reciprocity should 
remain central to future engagement.
M Barathi, Bengaluru

Constitutional authority
Ref: ‘No authority of Sharia courts’  
(Sep 9). India is a secular, democratic nation 
with absolute unassailable authority to the 
Constitution. Religious tenets cannot eclipse 
that. Religious freedom is an entitlement 
that cannot be claimed as a perennial right. 
Thomas K M, Ernakulam

Dietary divide
Ref: Plaint against Bageshwar Baba  
(Sep 9). When the truth is spoken, it  
often hurts people. The issue does not lie 
in who called out who. The real question is: 
is Hindu spiritualism and respect for other 
species genuine or a mere spectacle?
Komala Brunschwig, email

Past imperfect
Ref: Vijay fires graft salvo (Sep 8).  
Does it not strain plain logic that for every 
lapse pointed out in his administration,  
the CM should indulge only in grandstanding 
and haranguing against the previous regime? 
He must better cultivate a constructive 
attitude to his bounden duty with dignity, 
decorum and purposefulness. 
S Balu, Madurai
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A LITTLE SILENCE, PLEASE: 
AUTHORITIES MUST ACT 

AS NOISE IS TAKING LIVES

w
hat could be more shockingly symptomatic of  India’s 
noise pollution epidemic than a violent mob silencing 
a musician who protested loudness? The death  
of  Chongtham Vikram Singh, a Manipuri musician 
in Delhi, at the hands of  a mob that included an  

adolescent boy is the latest extreme manifestation of  a growing 
disregard for the health and peace of  others among Indians 
who equate celebration with loud noise. The disturbing irony 
in Singh’s case was compounded by the silence of  his neigh-
bours as he was chased and beaten near his apartment.

The 47-year-old musician’s death was not an isolated  
incident. Loud music has become de rigueur at private  
functions and communal festivals, while complaints against 
it are increasingly provoking violent reactions. Last week, 
45-year-old Satish Sharma succumbed to injuries sustained 
after he was pushed down a staircase following his complaint 
about loud music from a neighbour’s house in Noida. Pune-
based civic activist Vidyanand Bapat was assaulted on camera 
after complaining about loud DJ music during Ganesh Chatur-
thi celebrations. Several instances of  mob violence were also 
reported during recent Kanwariya yatras against those pro-
testing ear-splitting music played on stacked sound systems.

Yet India has long recognised noise pollution as a public 
health hazard. Ambient noise was officially recognised as a 
pollutant in 2006 and, in 2011, the Central Pollution Control 
Board announced a National Ambient Noise Monitoring Net-
work. However, a study published in Nature earlier this year 
found that Indian cities are growing harmfully louder, includ-
ing around hospitals, schools and residential areas. The World 
Health Organization has warned that prolonged exposure to 
excessive noise can contribute to cardiovascular disease, sleep 
disruption, cognitive fatigue, and poorer work and school per-
formance. The warnings, evidently, have fallen on deaf  ears.

The official apathy is appalling. This March, the govern-
ment informed the Lok Sabha that it had not conducted any 
study to measure the health impact of  car honking and loud-
speaker noise, despite its own department recommending 
such research. Loud noise particularly affects expectant 
mothers, young children and the elderly. The authorities 
must stop merely paying lip service to a growing public 
health hazard and strictly enforce rules governing both the 
decibel levels and permitted hours of  noise. Celebrations 
cannot become a licence to rob others of  their health, sleep 
and peace. All Indians deserve a peaceful festive season.

N the morning of  August 13, 
the Bar Council of  India (BCI) 
issued a six-page order direct-
ing every state bar council  
to refuse enrolment to the en-
tire 2026 graduating class of  
NALSAR University, Hydera-

bad. The provocation was an email in 
which outgoing students had asked their 
vice-chancellor to reconsider inviting the 
Chief  Justice of  India to their convoca-
tion. By evening, the order was initially 
watered down and then withdrawn. In a 
single day, the BCI asserted power to  
jeopardise the futures of  an entire gradu-
ating class, and then withdrew the order 
as though nothing had happened.

The rule of  law is the first condition of  
a civil society, and the legal profession 
holds a special responsibility to defend it. 
It is therefore troubling when its statu-
tory authority exercises power without 
observing the disciplines expected.  
A regulator’s stock-in-trade is natural 
justice. It hears affected persons, gives 
reasons for its decisions and does not 
practise collective punishment. If, by the 
BCI’s own admission, the vast majority 
of  the students were innocent, was the 
order designed to punish the innocent?

The order cited no statutory provision. 
Section 48B of  the Advocates Act, which 
enables the BCI to issue directions to SBCs, 
is tied to general supervision of  their  
functions. Section 24 requires an SBC to 
enrol applicants who satisfy the prescribed 
conditions, while Section 24A specifies the 
statutory grounds of  disqualification.  
Petitioning a V-C appears nowhere.

The episode isn’t entirely isolated. The 
BCI’s three-year moratorium on new law 
colleges, notified last year, was withdrawn 
within seven months after the Supreme 
Court began asking questions. In Gaurav 
Kumar (2024), the SC found bar councils 
charging enrolment fees as high as ̀ 42,100 
against the statutory ceiling of  `750;  
and a year later, the court was still threat-
ening contempt proceedings. A regulator 
that must be litigated into complying with 
its own statute is hardly well placed to  
lecture universities on standards.

Why is the BCI in the classroom at all? 
The Advocates Act links its role in legal 
education to qualifications required for 
enrolment. Section 7 speaks of  standards 
set in consultation with the universities, 
so that a degree may qualify its holder  
for enrolment. But a licence to keep the 
gate is not a title to the house. The SC’s 
September 3 decision confirms BCI’s lack 
of  jurisdiction to punish law students.

Earlier, in March 2025, dismissing the 
BCI’s challenge concerning two convicts  
attending law classes online, the court ob-
served that “the BCI has no business to go 
into this legal education part”, that the field 
belongs to jurists and academicians, and to 
have “some mercy on legal education”. 

A body of  elected practitioners carries 
no pedagogic mandate. BCI’s 2025 morato-
rium rules confess to the unchecked mush-
rooming of  substandard institutions 
across about 2,000 centres of  legal educa-
tion. If  decades of  inspections, approvals 
and standards have coincided with prolif-
eration, the answer cannot be more of  the 
same. The national law universities, mean-
while, flourished precisely where the 
BCI’s pedagogical hand was the lightest.

The BCI has supplied the datum itself. 
Its leadership lamented in 2023 that fewer 
than a fifth of  NLU students opted for liti-
gation. The question is why. Most junior 
advocates struggle to earn a subsistence 
income. The Madras High Court had to di-
rect advocates on the Tamil Nadu and Pu-
ducherry rolls to pay their juniors a mini-
mum stipend of  `15,000-20,000 a month. A 

first-year associate at leading firms can 
now earn a package of  around `25 lakh a 
year. Our best students have read the signal 
clearly: many choose corporate practice  
or postgraduate study abroad instead.

A student who petitions her V-C to  
reconsider a convocation invitation is  
doing what the profession exists to do. 
The order seeking the complete list of  
signatories and threatening their  
professional entry turns enrolment into 
an instrument of  coercion. A regulator 
that teaches its entrants that dissent may 
cost them their careers sends the wrong 
lesson about the rule of  law.  

The deeper problem is institutional. 
The Advocates Act was a product of  its 
time, drafted for a self-governing guild 
before India learnt to build regulators. 
Six decades of  experience have settled 
what responsible regulation needs:  
defined mandate, separation of  func-
tions, procedural fairness, reasoned and 
appealable decisions, and meaningful  
accountability. The BCI’s present struc-
ture has none of  them. Not one seat on it 
is earmarked for an academic, nor does 
it have any interface with the society. 

It is time to bring the BCI’s role and 
powers within a clearer institutional 
framework. Let it keep the gate—one cred-
ible examination, competently adminis-
tered, along with enrolment, professional 
standards and discipline, but exercise 
them within clearly defined statutory 
powers, through fair procedures and rea-
soned decisions, and effective accountabil-
ity. Let everything upstream—curriculum, 
degrees, doctorates and internal academic 
discipline—return to the universities, 
with an independent academic council 
providing oversight of  legal education. 

The NALSAR episode shows how far the 
BCI has yet to travel. Regulation is the  
disciplined exercise of  power in pursuit of  
a legitimate public purpose. That is the  
reform the statute needs. In its absence, the 
market will impose a cruder one: the best 
graduates will increasingly choose careers 
outside litigation, and the profession will 
lose precisely the entrants it most needs.
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The Bar Council of India failed 
precepts of justice when it  
tried to bar NALSAR graduates 
from being empanelled as 
lawyers. A body of elected 
practitioners has no pedagogic 
mandate. The BCI should 
instead address the unchecked 
mushrooming of substandard 
legal education institutes 
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BRICS is already the new name 
for the defence of multilateralism


