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REVAMPED POST OFFICE

The good old post office just got a
makeover to cater to the needs of
people when nbobody is waiting for
letters from home or from job
givers and an odd money order. In-
ternet has changed the world.
Many key elements of the life rele-
vant till a couple of decades ago and
serviced through the post office are
redundant today. So, what is the
use of such a massive department
which at places owns huge
premises? The government has
reinvented the Post office and its
services with making it useful for
PAN and Adhar related services.
The Post offices also are serving as
passport seva klendras. The post-
men have been given scootys to ride
and now instead of delivering let-
ters and money orders they so
doorstep banking and digital pen-
sion services.These services are a
major hit in the rural areas where
banking and financial services are
needed. Here is a suggestion. The
major post offices can also open the
internet cafes for those not having
computer or have it handy can also
use it for work.

LADAKH TALKS

The Talks between representa-
tives of Ladakh’s people and the
ministry of Home affairs in Delhi
are progressing well. Minus the ac-
counts of the pessimists and cynics,
who attended the recent meeting
with the MHA officials in Delhi,

BRICS and the paradox of strategic autonomy

Nilantha llangamuwa

Nearly 50 pages of the Delhi Declaration
were adopted at the New Delhi BRICS sum-
mit last week, while the Houthi advance in
the Red Sea and its seizure of major posi-
tions around a critical maritime chokepoint
were pulling the world’s supply chains to-
wards another dangerous rupture. The
Trump administration’s military interven-
tionin Iran, carried out with Israeli support,
has demonstrated how rapidly the language
of sovereignty can collide with military
power, while the Houthi advance towards
Bab el-Mandeb has given Tehran-aligned
forces greater leverage over one of the
world’s most consequential maritime pas-
sages. Globalisation has created prosperity
by concentrating dependence along a hand-
ful of geographical, technological and finan-
cial arteries. Once those arteries become in-
struments of power, economics and
geopolitics become inseparable.

The more important question is what
kind of multipolarity BRICS is actually trying
to construct. The declaration calls for re-
form of global institutions, condemns unilat-
eral sanctions, demands greater represen-
tation for developing countries and
promotes resilient supply chains and techno-
logical cooperation. But the central weak-
ness of BRICS remains obvious. It is much
easier to agree that the existing system is
unfair than to agree on what should replace
it. Its members can unite against sanctions,
Western dominance and technological ex-
clusion, but become considerably less com-
fortable when the question turns to whose
technology, capital, markets and security
interests will define the alternative. BRICS
invokes strategic autonomy as though it
were an established reality, yet its continuing
dependence on external markets, technolo-
gies, finance and security structures exposes
the concept, for now, as more a rhetorical
aspiration than genuine collective auton-
omy. In that sense, BRICS increasingly em-
bodies Broken Rhetoric, Incomplete Collec-
tive Strategy, projecting an ambition for
strategic autonomy that its members have
yet to acquire the collective capacity to re-
alise. The organisation does not function be-
cause its members agree. It functions be-
cause they have discovered that
disagreement need not prevent them from
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sitting in the same room.

Xi’s offer of cooperation in open-source
artificial intelligence, smart manufacturing
and advanced technological training was an
unmistakable statement about where Bei-
jing believes future influence will come
from. Modi’s warning about the weaponi-
sation of technology and critical minerals
was equally significant. A country can es-
cape dependence on Western finance and
still become dependent upon Chinese man-
ufacturing. It can embrace artificial intelli-
gence while remaining dependent on for-
eign computing infrastructure,
semiconductors and technical standards.
An alternative order cannot be built on de-
pendence merely because the identity of the
dominantsupplier has changed.

Developing countries deserve greater rep-
resentation in institutions such as the
United Nations Security Council and the in-
ternational financial system, but replacing
Western predominance with a more dis-
persed distribution of power does not auto-
matically produce justice. China can chal-
lenge Western technological dominance
while creating dependencies of its own. Rus-
sia can challenge the Western security or-
der while pursuing its own interests. India
can advocate for the Global South while pro-

tecting its own priorities. Iran and the UAE
can sit inside the same organisation while
pursuing sharply different regional strate-
gies. That is why the Iran-UAE contradic-
tion at New Delhi was so revealing. Both had
to find language sufficiently broad to coexist
within the same declaration, with the call
for maximum restraint in the Middle East
reflecting the limits of what the organisa-
tion could agree upon. BRICS has therefore
discovered that its value may lie less in forc-
ing countries to agree than in giving adver-
saries an institutional space in which they
can disagree without walking away.

The same tension is visible in India’s own
regional position. New Delhi wants to speak
for the Global South while Chinais steadily
increasing the economic, technological and
strategic choices available to India’s neigh-
bours. South Asian states increasingly have
more than one external partner from which
to seek infrastructure, finance, technology,
trade and defence cooperation. India’s tradi-
tional predominance is therefore being
challenged, not necessarily destroyed. The
uncomfortable consequence is that the phi-
losophy giving India greater room to ma-
noeuvre internationally also gives its neigh-
bours greater room to manoeuvre around
India.

BRICS can condemn unilateral sanctions
while its members remain deeply integrated
into Western markets. It can demand tech-
nological sovereignty while remaining de-
pendent on foreign intellectual property
and advanced components. It can advocate
resilient supply chains while geopolitical
conflict repeatedly exposes their vulnera-
bility. It can speak about peace while con-
taining states engaged in wars or regional
confrontation. And it can describe itselfas a
vehicle of Global South solidarity while the
interests of its largest members collide with
one another.

American technology, Chinese manufac-
turing, Russian energy, Gulf capital, Iran-
ian geography, Indian markets, African re-
sources and Asian shipping routes are
becoming components of a fragmented sys-
tem of power. The Houthi advance around
Bab el-Mandeb demonstrates that geogra-
phy can be as consequential as finance or
semiconductors. The challenge for the
Global South is therefore not simply to op-
pose the West, but to construct a system in
which dependence is reduced without re-
placing one hierarchy with another. India-
Business News

That is the paradox at the heart of BRICS.
It was born from the conviction that the
world should not be governed by a small
group of established powers, yet its mem-
bers are themselves becoming centres of
power capable of producing new dependen-
cies. It promises multipolarity because
unipolarity is inadequate, but multipolar-
ity can produce rivalry without justice, frag-
mentation without freedom and competi-
tion without genuine autonomy.

The Global South cannot secure its future
merely by choosing which great power to
depend upon. The real test iswhether itcan
acquire the capacity to depend less on all of
them. That struggle is now being fought in
semiconductor factories, currency markets,
ports, pipelines, mineral mines, artificial-
intelligence laboratories and the narrow wa-
ters of Bab el-Mandeb. BRICS represents
the Global South’s desire to escape depen-
dence while simultaneously revealing how
difficult genuine independence has become.
That may be the most important truth to
emerge from New Delhi. BRICS may not yet
be the alternative world order its advocates
promise, but it has become the arena in
which the struggle over whether such an or-
deriseven possible is being fought.

TEACHING CANNOT RUN ON SACRIFICE

everyone is happy at the progress
in talks and the assurances given by
the ministry. Those looking at the
half glass empty must realize that
Ladakh is the smallest UT in the
country. It's asensitive Border area
and a ecologically fragile. Its popu-
lation is sparse and many areas lack
development. However, the people
of Ladakh are bright, hardworking
and deeply attached to their land
and culture. They are also discern-
ing who can make out a friends
from an enemy. They know their
limitations and would not heed to
the narratives of the people seeing

no moon on a Purnima.

Sakshi Sethi

A job where competence is reg-
ularly rewarded with greater
labour is essentially flawed. The
trustworthy instructor will soon
be required to oversee challeng-
ing classes, fulfil deadlines, plan
activities, offer student coun-
selling, deal with parents and
step in when necessary. What
starts out as extraordinary effort
soon turns into a regular expec-
tation. We refer to educators as
mentors and nation-builders, yet
we keep increasing duties with-
out considering what ought to be
eliminated. In the same con-
strained working day, teaching
now faces competition from as-
sessment, documentation, coor-
dination, counselling and contin-
uous digital availability. No one’s
responsibility is the issue. Itis a
system that frequently increases

rather than decreases the role of
the teacher.

Since practically everything is
significant in the schools we have
created, teachers are eventually
responsible for almost every-
thing. Recently, our Honourable
Prime Minister, Shri Narendra
Modi, called on educators to en-
gage with children’s lives rather
than just textbooks and curricula.
The aspiration is unquestionably
valuable. Education cannot be re-
duced to completing chapters. A
teacher should notice the child
whose marks are falling because
something at home has changed,
the adolescent hiding anxiety be-
hind aggression or the student
whose silence is asking for help.
But noticing requires time. Lis-
tening requires mental space. A
system cannot expect teachers to
remain patient, attentive and
emotionally present while keep-
ing them buried in administra-

tive work. Yet when exhaustion
begins to show, the response is
often to place the burden back on
the teacher. We speak of re-
silience, wellbeing and work-life
balance, but these ideas can be-
come substitutes for structural
reform. A mindfulness session
cannot lighten an excessive work-
load, and a motivational work-
shop cannot create more hours in
the day.

There is also an uncomfortable
economic question at the heart of
this debate. If teaching is truly
one of society’s most important
professions, why is ‘passion’ so
often used where other profes-
sions would speak of pay, work-
ing conditions, autonomy and ca-
reer growth? These days, schools
promise global standards, holistic
development, technology-rich
classrooms, individualised in-
struction and emotional well-be-
ing. Itis reasonable for parents to

anticipate that these commit-
ments will be fulfilled. However,
the instructor in front of the
classroom is ultimately responsi-
ble for all such promises.

How the instructor was treated
prior to that moment has a big
impact on its quality. Thus,
teacher well-being is not a senti-
mental issue. Itis essential to the
quality of education. Planning
time is lost due to needless paper-
work. Attention that could have
been given to students is compet-
ing with avoidable tasks. When
the classroom bell rings, exhaus-
tion does not go away. The mes-
sage that institutions deliver to
their best instructors may be the
most detrimental: if you can
demonstrate your abilities, you
will be expected to do more.
Eventually, some depart. Others
continue, but they no longer vol-
untarily put in the extra effort.
Institutions then inquire as to the

status of the commitment. What
we did with that commitment
while we still had it is a better
question.

Appreciation needs to go be-
yond rituals and catchphrases if
India wants teaching to become
acareer of desire. Salary, staffing,
reasonable workloads, planning
time, professional autonomy and
growth possibilities must all
demonstrate it. Excellent educa-
tors will always go above and be-
yond the call of duty. However,
there is a significant distinction
between creating a system that
requires continuous sacrifice and
appreciating dedication. Sacrifice
is no longer a virtue when in-
structors must make tremendous
sacrifices for the school to func-
tion normally. Itis now the oper-
ational model.

The writer is an educator and
councillor; Views presented are
personal.

Bishkek’s real test: What the SCQO’s 25th Summit means for India

Shantesh Kumar Singh

Ten full members, two observers
and fourteen dialogue partners under
one roof invite an easy reading: an-
other photograph of the world’s shift-
ing power balance. The Shanghai Co-
operation Organisation’s
25th-anniversary summit in Bishkek,
held August 31-September 1, 2026, re-
sists that shorthand. Behind the cere-
mony sat a real paper trail: the Bishkek
Declaration plus 27 companion docu-
ments — 28 agreements, including
amendments to the SCO’s 2002 Char-
ter. The volume alone proves nothing,
but it signals ambition: to be judged as
more than a security forum.

Scale is why this matters. Together,
the SCO’s full members, observers and
dialogue partners now account for
roughly 42 per cent of the world’s pop-
ulation, close to a quarter of its land
area, and more than a quarter of global
GDP. A coalition that size speaks in
many registers at once, a tension In-
dia has long managed.

For New Delhi, the clearest gain at
Bishkek was collective language on

narco-terrorism and organised crime
— turning India’s terrorism concerns
from a bilateral grievance into a cause
backed by a bloc spanning Central
Asia, Russia, China, Iran and Belarus.
It fits India’s three-word template for
the SCO - Security, Connectivity, Op-
portunity: security as protection from
drug trafficking, cybercrime, extrem-
ism and insecure borders, not just
armies; connectivity as infrastructure
that respects sovereignty rather than
substitutes for it; opportunity as trade,
investment, energy, technology and
people-to-people ties. IndiaLaw Jus-
tice Institutionally, Bishkek produced
two new instruments: a Universal
Centre for Countering Security Chal-
lenges and Threats, covering all ten
full members and fourteen dialogue
partners, and an Executive Commit-
tee under the SCO’s Anti-Narcotics
Centre — backed by a drug-addiction
programme, a push against synthetic
drugs and precursors (both to 2030),
and an information-security plan for
2026-28. None of this proves anything
by itself; the test is whether ten states
with incompatible intelligence sys-
tems can actually share information,

act against terror financing and traf-
ficking, and manage the instability ra-
diating from Afghanistan — still only
an observer, but a factor every mem-
ber must weigh.

India pressed a specific argument:
anti-terror cooperation cannot be se-
lective. Speaking in the same room as
Pakistan’s prime minister, Shehbaz
Sharif, Narendra Modi rejected dou-
ble standards on terrorism and called
for dismantling its entire support
structure — financing, recruitment,
radicalisation and safe havens —
rather than isolating any single strand.

A second cluster of outcomes sat
outside conventional security: a dec-
laration on nuclear and physical nu-
clear security, ajoint statement on en-
ergy cooperation, a programme
launching the SCO’s Green Technol-
ogy Corridor for 2026-30, a biodiver-
sity initiative for 2026-31, and mem-
oranda on information-sharing,
climate, crime and energy efficiency.
Together, these read as an organisa-
tion positioning itself as a governance
forum for the energy transition, not
merely a counter-terrorism secre-
tariat.

Connectivity received similar em-
phasis, with the Declaration calling for
stronger north-south and east-west
transport corridors, simpler cross-
border transit, resilient supply chains
and digitised logistics. Here India’s in-
terests turn concrete: with overland
access through Pakistan effectively
closed, Chabahar Port and the Inter-
national North-South Transport Corri-
dor are its practical workaround —
routes into Central Asia, Russia and
Europe via Iran. India’s pitch is that
connectivity comes with conditions: fi-
nancially sustainable, free of debt
traps, respectful of local environ-
ments, and careful never to compro-
mise a third country’s territorial in-
tegrity. Making that case through
alternatives, not objection alone, is the
more persuasive form of dissent.

The Declaration also carried a mes-
sage aimed past the region: greater
representation  for  developing
economies at the UN and international
financial institutions, defence of the
multilateral trading system, and op-
position to unilateral sanctions, asset
freezes and secondary penalties that
member states see as inconsistent with

the UN Charter and WTO rules. So did
unrestricted missile-defence deploy-
ment and any bid to secure one state’s
safety at others’ expense - widely read
as arebuke of Washington’s trade pos-
ture, even unnamed.

Multipolarity, however, carries its
own warning label. If larger states sim-
ply inherit the leverage once concen-
trated in a single power — at the ex-
pense of Central Asian republics,
dialogue partners like the Maldives
and Laos, or observers like Mongolia
— the resultisn't a fairer order, just a
reshuffled one. India’s position, con-
sistent with its strategic autonomy, is
that a credible multipolar system
needs international law, equal sover-
eignty and transparent institutions,
not simply more power centres. The
same logic ran through the summit’s
language on West Asia: alarm at the
humanitarian toll, criticism of the six-
month campaign against Iran that dis-
rupted energy and transit markets,
and arenewed call for a just Palestinian
settlement.

None of this erases the bloc’s internal
friction: distrust between India and
China, ongoing India-Pakistan ten-

sion, deepening Russia-China align-
ment, divergent stakes in Afghanistan
and Iran, and wide gaps in economic
capacity among the ten full members.
Pakistan takes the chair for 2026-27;
its future depends less on membership
numbers than on whether the Univer-
sal Centre and Anti-Narcotics Centre
actually cooperate, whether the long-
discussed SCO Development Bank be-
comes genuinely neutral, whether
trade and transport barriers actually
fall, and whether members treat ter-
rorism as a principle rather than a con-
venience. IndiaLaw Justice

For India, the SCO is neither a sub-
stitute for any power bloc nor a purely
ceremonial stage - it's aworking chan-
nel into Central Asia, energy security,
anti-terror cooperation and the larger
push to reshape global governance.
What it delivers depends on how con-
sistently India stays engaged with its
specific initiatives. Bishkek supplied
the declarations and the institutional
scaffolding; whether it converts into
safer borders, functioning trade routes
and shared prosperity — not just a
more representative order on paper —
is the test still ahead.



