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Editorial

How Venezuela is a moment of
reckoning for Global South

On 3 January 2026, the
whole world stood shocked at
the United States series of
airstrikes on Venezuela. As
claimed by President Donald
Trump, the Venezuelan
President Nicolas Maduro and
his wife have been captured
by the American authorities
under a ’narco-terrorism
conspiracy’, and Venezuela is
under temporary American
control until there is a “safe,
proper and judicious
transition”. These claims have
been rejected by the
Venezuelan government and
have not been verified
independently, underscoring
the unilateral nature of the US
action.

The US attack, codenamed
‘Operation Absolute Resolve’,
has brewed a fresh debate on
the issues of regional
intervention or a tactical
move. For the Brics nations
this incident marks the fragility
of the international legal order,
and for the rest of the world it
also raises the question of the
relevance of the United
Nations as a forum for
ensuring global peace and
stability. Do international laws
and commitments hold any
truth, or is the world drifting
towards the normalisation of
legal double standards?

Is ’legitimate’ also lawful?
The UN Charter and

numerous statutes of
international law categorically
prohibit states from attacking
another country without
provocation or only for self-
defence. In an ideal situation,
even for self-defence against
an armed attack, the
authorisation must be routed
through the Security Council.
But Operation Absolute
Resolve satisfied neither of
the legal thresholds which
have been repeatedly affirmed
by the International Court of
Justice, even in the case of
Nicaragua v United States
(1986). The judgement in the
case of Nicaragua v United
States (1986) was a hallmark
in protecting the post-colonial
states from the intervention of
the powerful states and
establishing the most
cherished ideal of sovereignty
for all.

No matter how compelling
the humanitarian rhetoric and
the security narratives of
President Trump and his
supporters may sound,
international law rejects it as
any valid ground for
aggression. The US has
already witnessed the
unnecessary cost of stretching
security narratives during the
2003 invasion of Iraq.

Similarly, in many such
cases, it has been amply made
clear that the legitimacy
claims on any basis do not
translate illegality into law.
The legality vs legitimacy
conundrum was also
highlighted even in one of the
major landmark cases,
involving Nato’s intervention in
Kosovo (1999), often
defended as a humanitarian
precedent; the international
lawyers labelled it as “illegal
but legitimate”.

For small and emerging
powers, especially in Brics, the
recent American attack on
Venezuela is more than just a
moral abstraction; it’s a legal
rupture, a violation of an
international order that
systematically limits the great
power hegemony. Unlike
treaty-bound all iances
consisting of major powers,
Brics states have mostly relied
on international law,
multilateral institutions and
diplomatic engagements,
rather than on military

guarantees, to preserve
strategic autonomy.

The erosion of an
international order also means
that the power disparities
become glaring, which could
hardly be managed through
regional or international
institutions and time-tested
diplomatic endeavours.

China’s Place in the
Shifting Order

Talking of the world order
and powers, where does
China figure in the recent
chain of events? China’s role
is consequential as a strategic
observer. China has always
shown itself as the defender
of the UN Charter’s core
principles: sovereignty,
territorial integrity and non-
intervention, and as an avid
propagator of sovereignty-
centred legal order. And this
position of Beijing is not just
idealist, but it’s a practical
understanding of how Western
intervention and a West-
dominated international order
threaten China’s own rise.

With every US action in
Iraq, Libya and now in
Venezuela, China’s claim to
“rules-based order” is
strengthened and its voice in
Brics and the Global South
amplified. The weakened
western credibil ity on
international law apparently
gives traction to China’s vision
of world order that is
recognised by less
enforcement, fewer
interventions and respect for
sovereignty.

Based on its foreign policy
benevolence and consistency
in nations across the world,
China gets a chance to
reinforce the UN as a forum
of enforcement rather than
just an elite power club, giving
procedural authority
precedence over unilateral
enforcement.

The Brics Response to
Western Double Standards

Also, it is a chance for other
Brics partners like India, Brazil,
and South Africa to criticise the
Western double standards,
particularly the Security
Council’s veto politics. The
weakened UN exposes the
strategic autonomy of these
countries as well and
dampens their global
ambitions. If the UN cannot
restrain its more powerful
members like the US from
pushing towards blatant
hegemony by habitually
violating its foundational rule,
then what function does it
serve? It must strive to
preserve a shared legal
framework that gives smaller
states a platform to contest for
power.

China seems to have
adjusted seamlessly but
cautiously to the world, which
conveniently picks the
international laws, and thus
does not openly challenge the
UN system, which others are
bent on hollowing out. The
situation gives China a chance
to operate in legal ambiguity,
but without any confusion.

For Brics nations also, this
is the chance for addressing
the issues of global
governance via the UN. In the
situation where unilateral use
of force is normalised by
countries like the US, Brics
nations have a lot to ponder
on the law-light international
environment. Global political
and economic asymmetries
give China and others a
chance to exercise a decisive
weight, obviously not
translating into repression.
International law must be
protected for the sake of
protecting order and not the
regimes.

India needs sharp pragmatism in Myanmar as elections set stage for Junta
After almost four years of

a coup, Myanmar has held
elections, which, by definition,
do not appear to be free and
fair and were just held to
legitimise the military rule. The
most important aspect of this
election is that the generals’
consolidation of power could
influence South Asia’s stability
and balance in the coming
period, especially in India, at
the centre of the region.

Until now, the strategic and
security complexities of
Myanmar have been quietly
assessed, but post-elections,
there will be a sense of
dynamism, for which India
must revisit its strategy to deal
with Myanmar.

The Complex Tug Of War
The Myanmar socio-

political landscape has been
dominated by a triangular
contest among the civilian
government, the military, and
the rebels, where the pre-
coup scenario suggests that
the relationship between the
civilian government and the
army was governed by
nationalist spirit and the
establishment of a strong
state, which was glaringly
visible. When the Arakan Army
(AA) attacked the police in
2019, Aung San Suu Kyi’s
government officially labelled
them “terrorists” in 2020 and
ordered the military to crush
them.

While the military used the
National Ceasefire Agreement
to weaken rebels through a
rule-based strategy, major
rebel groups, the Arakan Army
and the Kachin, refused to
sign. By the November 2020
elections, the relationship
between the civil ian
government (NLD) and the
military had soured. The
civilian government won a
landslide victory, while the
military-backed political party
suffered defeat, threatening
the military’s grip on
Myanmar’s political system,
which was guaranteed by the

2008 constitution through 25
per cent of seats and control
of key ministries. Along with
political reasons, the Myanmar
military chief, Min Aung Hlaing,
who was scheduled to retire
almost six months after the
2020 elections, had his own
ambition to rise in power,
which further fuelled the drive
to capture power through a
coup.

The rebels’ struggle for
greater autonomy reached its
peak after the coup, when all
guns turned against the
military. The Bamar nationalist
population, the country’s
majority ethnic group, and the
ethnic divide with the rebels
dissolved, and the People’s
Defence Forces, comprising
Bamar youth, were formed,
backed by ethnic rebels. In
this complex tug-of-war, the
civilian government, aligned
with the military, turned
against it after the coup and,
through a shadow
government and its pro-
democratic government, sided
with the rebels.

India’s Strategy With
Government and Generals

India’s strategy for India-
Myanmar affairs was simple—
engage with pro-democratic
forces, especially after its
support for the 1988 pro-
democratic uprising in
Myanmar. However, during the
1990s, the Northeast faced an
ethnic insurgency that pushed
India to rethink its
engagement with Myanmar. In
1993, India began to shift its
engagement by opening
diplomatic channels with the
generals.

From the late 90s to the
early 2000s, especially under
the Vajpayee government, the
relationship began to develop
constructively, with high-level
visits, such as the Vice
Chairman of the Junta,
General Maung Aye’s visit to
India in 2000. By 2003, the
Junta began sharing
intelligence on the movements

of anti-India insurgents.
The relationship between

the generals and Delhi further
developed at strategic and
economic levels when China
began building a listening post
on the Coco Islands to spy on
India’s DRDO missile tests in
Odisha. India began to provide
military and strategic aid to
the Junta to create an
alternative to the generals and
prevent them from a full
strategic embrace of China.

India’s opening to generals
primarily focused on security
and strategic interests—first to
counter insurgents and to
check China’s influence, which
was widely perceived among
generals and could become a
tool in China’s hands to disrupt
India’s eastern front. This
logic of engagement with
generals echoed India’s
expanding strategic interests
in the east under the umbrella
of the Look East policy at one
end. However, on the other
end, it created friction with the
pro-democratic forces (NLD).
When pro-junta mobs
attacked Suu Kyi in the
Depayin Massacre (2003),
India’s response was notably
muted.

The Twin Track Era
In 2015, NLD won the first

truly open general election.
Suu Kyi became State
Counsellor (de facto leader)
and formed the government in
Myanmar but remained
restricted by the military from
assuming the full presidency,
as the military-drafted 2008

constitution barred individuals
with foreign spouses or
children from the presidency.
Aung San Suu Kyi’s late
husband and two children are
British nationals, making her
ineligible for the presidency.

However, the State
Counsellor post functioned in
practice as a prime ministerial
office, despite its de facto
status. The civil ian
government led by Aung San
Suu Kyi was responsible for
education, the economy and
foreign affairs, while the
military was responsible for
defence, home affairs and
border security.

This dual arrangement
realigned India’s strategy into
a twin-track approach,
allowing it to balance relations
with both the civil ian
government and the military.
The core aspect of this strategy
was the balance between
socio-economic and strategic
interests. The maintenance of
cultural-economic ties with
the civilian government to
preserve India’s political
influence at the national level
and to contain China’s
influence. Strategic balance
with the Junta to ensure the
strategic interests of reducing
China’s dependency and
securing the security of the
Northeast.

To some extent, India
successfully pursued this twin-
track diplomacy by expanding
personal and cultural outreach
through a development
partnership with Aung San
Suu Kyi, thereby reinforcing
India’s political influence in
Myanmar, particularly with
Aung San Suu Kyi.

On the other hand, India
maintained its influence
among generals and began
cultivating deeper ties. India
gifted a Kilo-class submarine
(INS Sindhuvir, renamed UMS
Minye Theinkhathu) to the
Myanmar Navy, making it the
first submarine for the
Myanmar Navy. India
continued to supply military
aid in exchange for intelligence
and to flush out anti-India
insurgents, thereby presenting
the military with a strategic
alternative to China.

This strategic balancing act
was put to the test in 2017
during the early phases of the
Rohingya crisis. The West was
criticising the government and
military, further complicating
the situation. Bangladesh was
also in the centre of attention,
as supporting military action
against the Rohingya would
most likely anger Bangladesh,
which sees the crisis as a
humanitarian issue.

India’s strategic balancing
approach gave equal weight
to both sides. At one end, it
did not directly and assertively
condemn Myanmar and
further abstained from a
resolution that would sanction
generals. On the other hand,
it adopted a development
approach, signing an
agreement with Suu Kyi’s
government to construct
prefabricated houses for
returning refugees as part of
Rakhine State’s development.
This kept India’s political
engagement with the
government intact and eased
the issue with Bangladesh.
This twin approach, combining
strategic action with the Junta
and political action with the de
facto civilian government, kept
India’s long-term interests in
Myanmar secure and
functional.

Coup and Elections
After the coup in 2021,

India’s strategic balance faced
a strong challenge from China,
putting India’s security and
strategic interests in the
Northeast at stake. China
demonstrated full control of
the situation at one end while
providing a diplomatic shield
at the UN through a veto on
sanctions proposals. On the
other hand, it played a strong
role as a broker between the
rebels and the junta. China’s
brokering of peace between
the Three Brotherhood
Alliance and the Junta after
Operation 1027, when the
Junta saw significant losses
against the rebels, gave clear
signals that China is
controlling both the war and
peace switches in Myanmar,
which could threaten India’s
eastern frontier and make it
vulnerable to external
influence ever since the
Manipur crisis.

In return for these
diplomatic and security
assurances, Myanmar’s
military accelerated mega
China-Myanmar Economic
Corridor projects and granted
China access to the strategic
Kyaukphyu Port, giving China
direct access to the Indian
Ocean by bypassing the
Malacca Strait.

Until India’s strategic
balancing act could give equal
weight to relations between
the de facto government and
the military, the power balance
was right. Post-coup, this
balance shifted, strengthening
the junta and aligning it more
closely with China as
longstanding military relations
deepened.

India was left with one
option: to return to the
Vajpayee-era approach and
begin developing deeper ties
with the Junta. But within a few
years, as the Junta began
losing significant ground to
rebels, it became clear that
India couldn’t work in isolation
or negotiate with one power;
it had to open its twin-track
diplomacy to include the
rebels, as the stakes had
risen. The Kaladan Multi-
Modal Transit Transport
Project is India’s gateway to

the Northeast via sea. The
project is physically located in
Rakhine State, now controlled
by the Arakan Army.

The Manipur rebels also
have traditional ties with other
rebels, which have further
complicated the security
scenario and pushed India to
rethink its approach to dealing
with the Junta. The challenge
is that negotiating with rebels
might strain relations with the
junta and push it closer to
China, attracting Chinese
attention as well.

A Sharp Pragmatism
India perhaps realises that

negotiating with a single
power in Myanmar is unlikely
to work in India’s favour. New
Delhi has opened its backdoor
channe l s—c l andes t i n e
diplomacy through intelligence
networks and political
channels, including the
Mizoram government
leveraging ethnic linkages—to
engage with rebels and
ensure its strategic and
security interests remain
secure. On the other hand,
silence on the Junta’s actions
and repatriating Junta soldiers
who often flee into India when
overrun by rebels.

The current approach
suggests that India engage on
a need basis – a fragmented
balancing act with both actors,
keeping their boats afloat in
choppy waters. However, in
the long run, it may not work
as China’s influence grows
and India’s bargaining power
erodes. India needs a sharper
balance, putting equal weight
on both ends by assertively
negotiating to maintain strong
bargaining power.

Instead of a fragmented
balance, it needs a sharper
balance that can be leveraged
through strong economic and
logistical engagement with
rebels to reduce their
dependence on Chinese
brokers who control them
through weapons and trade
supplies. For the Arakan Army,
access to the Indian market
via Mizoram is a strategic
alternative to China and can
further help India deepen its
ties with rebels.

On the other hand,
maintaining influence over the
Junta through continued
intelligence sharing on the
Rohingya militants and
providing hardware and
military aid to the Junta. But
as generals are likely to be
legitimised soon through
elections, India must prepare
to strategically intervene with
both actors—no political or
strategic pragmatic balance is
required.

Rather, sharper, more
ruthless or risky pragmatic
actions are required, where
India not only has strong
negotiating power but also
strong bargaining power.
Following the elections, China
will further expand its
influence in Myanmar, which
could affect India’s influence
and regional security as well.
India must have all its
negotiating levers ready, even
if it is through hard power.

Tangible hope
This is a truly fascinating

time to be an educator,
particularly in India. During
the past year, in India, the first
batch of universities that
adopted the new, four-year
undergraduate programme
under the National Education
Policy 2020 scheme (I belong
to one such university)
welcomed its first-ever fourth
year. India continued a string
of rapid strides in
technological development in
the international arena. And
worldwide, large language
model-driven AI tools
challenged every aspect of
education as we know it, with
widespread disruption in
Indian institutions at all levels.
Unusually for Indian university
education, this final year has
the option of an original
research thesis. This has been
a practice that has been
followed at a handful of elite
institutions such as IITs and
IISERs for a while now, but
now, for the first time, all
universities in the country
adopting the NEP are asked to
implement this option.

The most immediate shift
of 2025 was the beginning of
the dust settling on the wide
range of issues that fall under
the umbrella of ‘Artificial
Intelligence’. For two years,
academia oscillated between
impetuously banning
Generative AI and blindly
embracing it. This year, we
drifted to the middle path, that
of the inevitable integration.
The conversation moved from
the doom and gloom of ‘Will
AI replace us?’ to accepting
the exploration of ‘How is AI
useful for us?’

For the academic cohort of
2025, the change has been
nothing short of revolutionary.
We have watched
undergraduates routinely use
personalised AI tutors to
bridge gaps in their
foundational knowledge that
might previously have caused
them to drop out of STEM
courses. We have seen them
generate routine code to
create visualisation and
graphics, or summarise vast
bibliographies, that would
otherwise take far too long to
be useful in semester
assignments. Slowly but

inexorably, AI has shown the
capacity for pushing students
up the cognitive ladder. In the
coming years, they will no
longer be graded on the
capacity for retrieving
information, but on curation,
critique, debate and
interpretation. For teachers,
the initial apprehension has
broken conventional shackles,
leaning towards pragmatism.
They are discovering that the
administrative burden that
plagues academia, namely
the unrelenting grading of
standard assessments,
scheduling, the rote
paperwork, compilation of
course materials — all of
these can be offloaded to
intelligent systems. In the past
year, one has realised that this
freed-up faculty time can be
used for the one thing AI
cannot simulate — personal
mentorship. The lecture hall
can now permanently become
a ‘flipped classroom’. Students
can consume the content
(often AI-assisted) before
class, and the classroom can
become a theatre of
discussion, debate, ethical
reasoning, and collaborative
problem-solving. We can now
teach students to drive these
powerful engines, not merely
be the passengers.

At the same time, in
keeping with the changes
ushered in by the NEP 2020,
Indian higher education is
poised for perhaps the most
significant structural reform in
decades. The move to replace
the University Grants
Commission, All India Council
for Technical Education and
the National Council for
Teacher Education under a
single regulatory body, the
Higher Education Commission
of India, which is now dealt
with under the Viksit Bharat
Shiksha Adhishthan Bill 2025.

This is much more than an
administrative shuffle — the
Bill takes education funding
away from the control of the
regulator and proposes a
commission with a radically
different structure. For too
long, Indian education was
bisected into ‘technical’ and
‘general’ streams, a binary
that made little sense in a
world where a biologist needs

coding skills and an engineer
needs ethics. The unified
regulator promises to dissolve
these artificial boundaries. By
streamlining the approval
processes and focusing on
light regulation, one
anticipates a significant
reduction in the compliance
burden that often stifles
innovation. For a university
administrator, the prospect
could be liberating. It implies
a shift from inspection-based
governance to disclosure-
based governance. In 2026,
this should translate into faster
curriculum updates, easier
collaboration between IITs and
liberal arts universities, and a
more fluid movement of
credits. One hopes that the
Academic Bank of Credits will
truly come into its own under
this unified umbrella, allowing
students to weave together
degrees that are as unique as
their own aspirations.

As for students, before
they enter universities, there
are many key changes that are
emerging. For example, the
Central Board of Secondary
Education has decided to hold
two rounds of the Class X
exams — this will start in
2026. Several state boards
have already implemented a
similar scheme, notably West
Bengal in its higher secondary
curriculum. This may radically
change the way university
admissions are carried out in
the future and the kind of
subjects the students take up
after school.

2025 was also the year the
world came to India, and India
went to the world with
renewed confidence. The
regulations allowing top-tier
foreign universities to set up
campuses on Indian soil are
beginning to bear fruit, laying
the seeds for an ecosystem of
competition and collaboration.
This is also about the
internationalisation of Indian
pedagogy as university
curricula look far and wide to
make their courses compatible
with those elsewhere in the
world. At Ashoka, and across
the peer group of forward-
looking institutions, we are
seeing a surge in the notion
of internationalisation at
home.
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„wMŒk¾ E~f rsÞkunkuxMxkh …h 27{e
òLÞwykhe, 2026Úke MxÙe{ Úkþu

{™e»k {Õnkuºkk r™Š{Œ hku{uÂLxf
zÙk{k „wMŒ¾ E~f rsÞkunkuxMxkh …h
27{e òLÞwykhe, 2026Úke
«‚krhŒ Úkþu. rVÕ{ f÷kfkhk u
VkrŒ{k ‚™k þu¾ y™u rðsÞ ð{ko™e
{wÏÞ ¼qr{fk ‚kÚku ™‚eYÆe™ þkn,
™Œkþk hMŒku„e, sÞk ¼èk[kÞo,
þheƒ nk~{e, ÍkE™ ¾k™ Ëwhk™e,
ViÍ÷ hkþeË ð„uhu {n¥ð…qýo
¼qr{fk{kt Au y™u rËøËþo™ rð¼w …whe
îkhk fhkÞwt Au. ¼kð™kyku {kuxu ¼k„u
yfrÚkŒ nkuÞ Œuðe Ëwr™Þk{kt MÚkkr…Œ
„wMŒk¾ E~f «u{™u Œu™k ‚kiÚke
y‚thrûkŒ MðY…{kt ¾kus fhu Au, ßÞkt
Ít¾™k, ™ƒ¤kE y™u þktŒ ƒ¤ðku
yufƒeò{kt „qtÚkkE™u ™{ú Œux÷ku s
‚½™ hku{kL‚ Wò„h fhu Au. {™e»k
{Õnkuºkk y™u rË™uþ {Õnkuºkk îkhk
r™Š{Œ „wMŒk¾ E~f 1998{kt
MÚkkr…Œ Au y™u …whk™e rËÕne y™u
{÷uhfkux÷k™e ƒku÷fýe „÷eyku{kt
þY ÚkkÞ Au. rVÕ{ …Ã…™™e ðkŒko
Au, su …wÁ»k f¤k Úkfe nuŒ w™e
Œ÷kþ{kt Au, su™wt Sð™ yufktŒ
frð y™u Œu™e yk„ÍhŒe ykÍkË

…wºke ‚kÚk u  ¼xfkÞ íÞkh u ‚kð
ƒË÷kE òÞ Au. frðŒk, {uLxhrþ…
y™u yfrÚkŒ ¼kð™kyk u™ w t
yktŒh„qtÚký ÚkkÞ Au íÞkhu ðkŒko
«u{, r™Þtºký y™u yk…ýu ƒ™eyu
Œ u™ u  þk t rŒÚke ykfkh yk…Œe
…‚tË„eyku™e ™{ú AŒkt þÂõŒþk¤e
¾kus ƒ™e òÞ Au.  (19-8)

“„wshkŒ hkßÞ ¾u÷ {nkfwt¼ 4.0 ÂMð®{„ M…Äko” {kt y{ËkðkË
hu÷ {tz¤™k ºký hu÷ f{o[kheyku™wt W¥k{ «Ëþo™

y{ËkðkË, M…kuxoT‚ ykuÚkkurhxe
ykuV „wshkŒ îkhk “„wshkŒ hkßÞ
¾u÷ {nkfwt¼ 4.0” ytŒ„oŒ 18
Úke 19 òLÞwykhe 2026
Ëhr{Þk™ ðzkuËhk{kt hkßÞMŒheÞ
ÂMð®{„ M…Äko™wt ykÞkus™ fhðk{kt
ykÔÞwt nŒwt. yk M…Äko{kt hkßÞ¼h™k
rðrðÄ rsÕ÷kyku ŒÚkk ‚tMÚkkyku™k
«rŒ¼kþk¤e ¾u÷kzeykuyu ¼k„ ÷E
…kuŒk™e h{Œ «rŒ¼k™w t  W¥k{
«Ëþo™ fÞwO nŒwt. yk M…Äko{kt …rù{
hu÷ðu™k {tz¤ hu÷ «ƒtÄf fkÞko÷Þ,
y{ËkðkË{k t fkÞohŒ ºký hu÷
f{o[kheykuyu þk™Ëkh «Ëþo™
fhe™u „kihð…qýo r‚rØyku nkt‚÷ fhe
nŒe. fkÞko÷Þ yrÄûkf ©e sÞËuð
sÞuLË w þwõ÷kyu 50 {exh £e
MxkR÷ (28.81 ‚uftz), 100
{exh £e MxkR÷ (1 r{r™x 06
‚uftz) Œu{s 50 {exh ƒúuMx MxÙkuf

(37.78 ‚uftz) M…Äkoyku{kt ºký
‚wðýo …Ëfku {u¤ðe W¥k{ ‚V¤Œk
™kutÄkðe nŒe. r‚r™Þh õ÷kfo ©e
Ëuðktþ {nuþfw{kh …h{khu 400
{exh £e MxkR÷ (4 r{r™x 17
‚uftz), 100 {exh ƒú uMx MxÙk uf
(58.70 ‚uftz) Œu{s 100 {exh
£e MxkR÷ (53.29 ‚uf tz)
M…Äkoyku{kt ‚wðýo …Ëfku SíÞk nŒk.
yk W…hktŒ 4x100 {exh £e
MxkR÷ rh÷u ŒÚkk 4x100 {exh
{uz÷u rh÷u M…Äkoyku{kt hsŒ …Ëfku
…ý «kó fÞk o  nŒk. fkÞk o÷Þ
yrÄûkf ©e ‚wr{Œ „ðnkýuyu 50
{exh ƒxh^÷kÞ (32.10 ‚uftz)
M…Äko{kt ‚wðýo …Ëf Œu{s 100
{exh £e MxkR÷ (1 r{r™x 09
‚uftz) y™u 50 {exh ƒúuMx MxÙkuf
(36.26 ‚uftz) M…Äkoyku{kt hsŒ
…Ëfku {u¤ðe ™kutÄ…kºk «Ëþo™ fÞwO

nŒwt. hkßÞMŒheÞ M…Äko{kt …rù{
hu÷ðu, y{ËkðkË {tz¤™k yk ºkýuÞ
f{o[kheyku îkhk «kó ÚkÞu÷e yk
r‚rØ Œu{™e fXkuh {nu™Œ, «rŒ¼k
ŒÚkk h{Œ «íÞu™k ‚{…oý™wt W¥k{
WËknhý Au.

ûkríkøkúMík {økV¤eLkk çkesLke su{ Au,
íÞkt Lkk Äkuhýu E- nhkS

Þkuøke yuõMkÃkkuxoLkk (25,000 fuS) ûkríkøkúMík {økV÷eLkk
çkesLkk rLkfk÷ {kxu E- nhkS Vku{o {tøkkððk{kt ykðu Au.
suLkku fkuE VrhÞkËLkku ykÄkh LkÚke, çkeyuÃk yu÷ÃkeS økuMk
ÃktÃk, Mkðuo Lkt. 34 Ãke1, Mkw¾Ãkwh, hksfkux nkE-ðu, swLkkøkZ,
økwshkík - 362310.
suLkwt rLkheûký 26/01/2026Lkk hkus Mkktsu 5 ðkøku u
yuÃðkR{uLx rLkrhûký MktÃkfo : 750578735. E-
nhkSLke íkkhe¾ 27/01/2026-çkÃkkuhu 03.00
ðkøku Úke , R-nhkS VkuBMko MkkÚku yLkuoMx {Lke s{k(Eyu{ze
s{kLke AuÕ÷e íkkhe¾ 26/01/2026 Úke Mkktsu 05
ðkøÞk MkwÄe  ykuõMkkurLkÞh,

E nhkS  Ãkkuxo÷ https://

maxsurebidders.com,  swyku, yLku LkkUÄýe
ík{u MðÞt  VkuBMko rðøkík Lke[u ykÃku÷ Au.

Lke[u ykÃku÷ rðøkíkÚke VkuBMko {u¤ðe þfku Aku

f]ÃkÞk òýfkhe {kxu MktÃkfo :-
rðþk÷ hk½ð: 8920874753

{uõMÞkuh çkezMko «k. r÷.
info@maxsurebidders.com

MðkMÚÞ y™u ‚{]rØ™e ¾uŒe fhŒkt ‚whŒ™kt ƒu ¾uzqŒ ¼kEyku: ¾sqhe{ktÚke
ƒ™kðu Au ykhkuøÞ™u r™hku„e hk¾Œku ‘™ehku’

òu ¾uŒe{kt fwþ¤ ykÞkus™ y™u ykÄwr™f …ØrŒ y…™kððk{kt ykðu, Œku [ku¬‚Úke ‚V¤ ‘Mxkxoy…’ rðf‚kðe þfkÞ Au: ¾uzqŒ …wºk sÞ …xu÷

‚whŒ, «f]rŒ™u ¾e÷ðŒe
«kf]rŒf ¾uŒe y…™kðe y™uf
¾uzqŒku™u ‚{]rØ™e rËþk {¤e Au.
f]r»k y™u Ér»k™e ‚tMf]rŒ ÄhkðŒkt
¼khŒ{kt yksu «kf]rŒf ¾uŒeyu
r{þ™ {kuz{kt ðu„ …fzâku Au.
Ërûký „wshkŒ™e V¤ÿw… ¼qr{{kt
nðu ¾uzqŒku {kºk zkt„h fu þuhze …h
r™¼oh ™ hnuŒk ykÄwr™f y™u
ƒòh÷ûke ¾uŒe ŒhV ðéÞk Au.
„wshkŒ ‚hfkh îkhk …ht…hk„Œ
¾uŒe™e ‚kÚku 'ðuÕÞw yuzuz' ¾uŒe y™u
¾uzqŒku™e ykðf ƒ{ýe fhðk …h
‚ŒŒ ¼kh {qfðk{kt ykðe hÌkku Au.
íÞkhu ðkŒ ‚whŒ rsÕ÷k™k fk{hus
Œk÷wfk™k ô¼u¤ „k{™k ƒu ¾uzqŒ
¼kEyku™e su{ýu «kf]rŒf ¾uŒe{kt
…ý yuf fË{ yk„¤ ðÄe™u

'^Þq[rhMxef Vk‹{„' y…™kÔÞwt Au.
hkßÞ ‚hfkh™e «k u í‚knf

™erŒyku y™u r™Þ{ku™u ykÄe™,
ô¼u¤™k ƒu «„rŒþe÷ ¾uz qŒ
¼kEykuyu ¼rð»Þ™k ƒòh™ku Œk„
{u¤ðe™u ¾sqhe™wt ðkðuŒh fÞwO Au.
su™k îkhk fwËhŒe y™u MðkMÚÞðÄof
…eýw t  '™ehk'™k t  Wí…kË™ y™u
ðu[ký Úkfe fhe hÌkk Au {ƒ÷¾
f{kýe.

ð»kku oÚke ¾uŒe ‚kÚku òuzkÞu÷k
¾uzqŒ nu{tŒ¼kE y™u hksuþ¼kE
…xu÷™k sýkÔÞk {wsƒ y„kW
…ht…hk„Œ heŒu þkf¼kS, þuhze,
zkt„h™e ¾uŒe fhŒk nŒk. yksÚke
10 ð»ko …nu÷k ¾uŒh™k þuZu 10
¾sqhe ðkðe nŒe. su{kt AuÕ÷k …kt[
ð»koÚke rþÞk¤k{kt ™ehk™wt Wí…kË™

þY ÚkðkÚke {kºk yuf s r‚Í™{kt
‚khe ykðf {¤e. yux÷u ykð™kh
Ë‚ Úke …tËh ð»ko™ku rð[kh fhe™u
8 ðe½k{k t  3500 ¾sqhe™k
ðkðuŒh fÞwO.

ðÄw{kt fÌkwt fu, yks™e …uZe su
fur{f÷ÞwõŒ Xtzk …eýkt ŒhV ð¤e
Au. Œu™e ‚k{u '™ehku' yuf ©uc
fwËhŒe rðfÕ… Au. nk÷{kt Ëhhkus
100 ¾sqhe{ktÚke ytËkrsŒ 180
Úke 200 ÷exh ™ehk™ku WŒkhk u
ykðu Au. y™u yk„k{e ð»ko ‚wÄe{kt
Ëir™f 1000 Úke 1200 ÷exh
Wí…kË™™ku r™Äkoh Au. ‚hfkh™e
{k„oËŠþfk {wsƒ ykhkuøÞðÄof
™ehk™w t ðu[ký ÚkkÞ Au. ðnu÷e
‚ðkhÚke ƒkhzku÷e, ™ð‚khe y™u
¾k‚ fhe™u rðËuþÚke ykðŒk NRI

(rƒ™r™ðk‚e ¼khŒeÞku) …ý yk
þwØ y{]Œ ‚{k™ ™ehku …eðk {kxu
ykðu Au. yks™k ‚{Þ{kt ßÞkhu
{k uxk¼k„™k Þ wðk™k u  rz„ ú e
{u¤ðe™u 9 Úke 5™e ™k ufhe{k t
ƒtÄkðk {kt„u Au, íÞkhu nu{tŒ¼kE
…xu÷™k …wºk sÞ …xu÷u yuf ™ðku
[e÷ku [eŒÞku o Au. sÞu ™kufhe™e
„w÷k{e™u ƒË÷u …kuŒk™e ÄhŒe …h
MðuË®ƒËw huze™u 'yu„úe-«uLÞkuh'
(¾uŒe ‚knr‚f) ƒ™ðk™wt …‚tË
fÞwO Au. sÞ …xu÷u fÌkwt nŒwt fu, òu
¾ uŒe{k t  f wþ¤ ykÞk us™ y™u
ykÄ wr™f …ØrŒ y…™kððk{k t
ykð u,  Œk u  [k u¬‚Úke  ‚V¤
‘Mxkxoy…’ rðf‚kðe þfkÞ Au. òu
„k{zk™ku Þwðk™ rþrûkŒ ƒ™e™u
¾uŒe{kt …kuŒk™wt fkiþÕÞ ƒŒkðu, Œku
¼khŒ ‚k[k yÚko{kt f]r»k«Äk™
Ëuþ ƒ™e hnuþu yu{ {kÁt {k™ðwt
Au.  ô¼u¤™k hnuðk‚e [uŒ™¼kE
…xu÷ fnu Au fu, þheh™k MðkMÚÞ
{kxu rþÞk¤k™e ÉŒw{kt yk fwËhŒe
™ehk u  ykþeðk oË ‚{k™ A u.
ykhkuøÞ™u r™hku„e hk¾Œku ™ehku
«kuxe™, VuxT‚, fkƒku onkRzÙ ux T‚,
fuÂÕþÞ{, VkuMVh‚, ÷kunŒíð,
rðxkr{™ yu, ƒe y™u ‚e Œu{s
fu÷k uheÍ suðk …k u»kf Œíðk uÚke
¼h…wh Au. ¾sqhe{ktÚke {¤Œwt yk
fwËhŒe …eýwt Wòo y™u ykhkuøÞ

«Ëk™ Au. Œu{kt ¼h…qh «{ký{kt
rðrðÄ r{™hÕ‚ nk uðkÚke Œ u™ u
MðkMÚÞ {kxu W¥k{ {k™ðk{kt ykðu
Au. ™ehk u hk u„«rŒfkhf þÂõŒ
ðÄkhu Au y™u …k[™Œtºk {kxu …ý
„wýfkhe Au. ‚whŒ™k «„rŒþe÷
¼kEyku™e yu ‚krƒŒe Au fu, òu
¾uzqŒ ftEf ™ðwt rð[khu, Œku ¾uŒe
yu ¾kux™ku ‚kuËku ™nª …ý ‚{]rØ™wt
îkh Au. '™ehk' suðw t  þwØ y™u
fwËhŒe …eýwt ÷kufku™k MðkMÚÞ™e
‚kÚku ¾uzqŒ™k ykŠÚkf MðkMÚÞ™u
…ý ‚wÄkhe hÌkwt Au. MðkMÚÞðÄof
'™ehk‘™u ¾sqhe™k ð]ûk{ktÚke yufºk
fhðk™e fwþ¤ …ØrŒ

MðkMÚÞðÄof ™ehku yufºk fhðk
‚ki «Úk{ ŒtËwhMŒ y™u …wg ðÞ™k
¾sqhe™k ð]ûk™e …‚tË„e fhðk{kt
ykð u  A u.  íÞkhƒkË ¾sqhe™k
ð]ûk™k W…h™k ¼k„u …k tËzk™e
™e[u™k rnM‚k{kt ‚kð[uŒe…qðof
Ak÷ WŒkhe™u fk… {qfe Ak÷ ‚kV
fhðk{kt ykðu Au. y™u fk…u÷k
¼k„{ktÚke h‚ (™ehku) ðne þfu
Œu {kxu ðkt‚™e fu ÷kfzk™e ™¤e
ƒu‚kzðk{kt ykðu Au. ™¤e™e ™e[u
MðMÚk „¤ýe {qfe™u {kxe™wt {kx÷wt
yÚkðk MðåA …kºk ÷xfkððk{k
ykðu Au, su{kt ™ehku yufºk ÚkkÞ
Au. ™ehk u nt{uþk ðnu÷e ‚ðkhu
‚qÞk u oËÞ …nu÷k WŒkhe ÷uðk{k

ykðu Au.  nk÷{kt Ëhhkus 100
¾sqhe{ktÚke ytËkrsŒ 180 Úke
200 ÷exh ™ehk™ku WŒkhku ykðu
Au. y™u yk„k{e ð»k o ‚wÄe{k t

Ëir™f 1000 Úke 1200 ÷exh
Wí…kË™™ku r™Äkoh Au. ‚hfkh™e
{k„oËŠþfk {wsƒ ykhkuøÞðÄof
™ehk™wt ðu[ký ÚkkÞ Au.
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