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Is Quad becoming
irrelevant in a G2-

shaped world?

The Quadrilateral Security
Dialogue, or Quad, was
conceived with a clear
strategic purpose: to act as a
balancing coalition against the
growing assertion of China in
the Indo-Pacific. It brought
together four democracies —
India, the United States, Japan
and Australia — all of whom,
in varying degrees, were
concerned by Beijing’s
expanding military footprint,
economic penetration and
geopolitical ambitions. The
idea carried symbolic appeal.
Here were four major
maritime powers,
geographically straddling the
Indo-Pacific, ostensibly united
by shared democratic values
and common strategic
anxieties.

But in international politics,
symbolism alone is never
enough. The central question
today is whether Quad retains
strategic relevance, or
whether it has become an
increasingly ornamental forum
in a world driven by blunt
realpolitik and direct bilateral
bargains among major
powers.

This question becomes
especially pertinent at a time
when the United States itself
appears to be recalibrating its
approach towards China. US
President Donald Trump has
repeatedly spoken of dealing
directly with Beijing, often in
transactional terms, and has
at times hinted at the
possibil ity of a “G2”
arrangement between
America and China — a
condominium of the world’s
two largest economies
managing global affairs
through direct engagement.
Even under other
administrations, Washington’s
behaviour has often reflected
this instinct. Despite rhetoric
about alliances and collective
security, America’s strategic
priorities remain
fundamentally American. If
tomorrow a direct
accommodation with China
better serves US interests,
Washington will not hesitate
to pursue it.

Where does that leave
Quad?

The uncomfortable truth is
that the grouping risks
becoming a secondary
appendage to the larger and
more decisive US-China
equation. In any direct
strategic engagement
between Washington and
Beijing, neither Japan nor
Australia possesses the
autonomous geopolitical
weight to substantially alter
outcomes. Both remain deeply
tied to the American security
architecture. Their room for
independent manoeuvre is
limited. India alone among the
four has sought to preserve
strategic autonomy, but even
India’s ability to shape Quad’s
direction remains constrained
by the larger asymmetry
between the US and China.

This raises an important
concern for India. For New
Delhi, the China challenge is
neither theoretical nor distant.
It is immediate, physical and
dangerous. India fought a war
with China in 1962. It has
unresolved border disputes. It
has witnessed repeated
Chinese incursions along the
Line of Actual Control,
including the deadly Galwan
clash of 2020. China’s rapid
military modernisation,
infrastructural expansion in
Tibet, naval presence in the
Indian Ocean, and close
strategic nexus with Pakistan
all pose direct security
concerns for India.

Can Quad genuinely help
India counter this threat? The
answer, at present, is only
partially. Quad has certainly
evolved from a loose
consultative forum into a more

structured mechanism. It has
expanded cooperation in
maritime domain awareness,
cyber security, critical
technologies, supply chains
and disaster relief. Most
importantly, it has facilitated
greater military coordination.
The Malabar naval exercises,
originally bilateral between
India and the US, now
regularly include Japan and
Australia. These exercises
have grown significantly in
sophistication, involving
aircraft carriers, submarines,
anti-submarine warfare drills
and complex maritime
manoeuvres across the Indo-
Pacific.

The 2020 Malabar exercise
in the Bay of Bengal and the
Arabian Sea was particularly
significant because it marked
Australia’s return after several
years, thereby completing the
full Quad configuration.
Subsequent exercises have
demonstrated improved
interoperability among the
four navies. Joint patrols,
coordinated communication
systems and intelligence
sharing have all contributed to
enhancing strategic familiarity.

Yet one must ask: have
these exercises materially
altered the balance of power
vis-à-vis China? The evidence
suggests not substantially.
China continues to surge
ahead militarily. Its naval
expansion is proceeding at a
breathtaking pace. Moreover,
China’s strategic partnership
with Russia has added another
layer of complexity. Despite
Western expectations after
the Ukraine conflict, Moscow
and Beijing have moved closer
together, bound by a shared
desire to resist American
dominance.

Indeed, Quad risks
becoming another example of
the growing ineffectiveness of
multilateral forums in an era
dominated by hard national
interests. Consider BRICS. It
includes powerful countries
such as China, Russia and
India. Yet during the recent
Iran conflict, BRICS remained
largely peripheral, unable to
shape outcomes in any
decisive manner. This reflects
a broader truth about the
emerging world order.
Multi lateral institutions
increasingly struggle when
confronted by raw geopolitical
competition, and even the
United Nations has often been
paralysed, and NATO, despite
its military coherence, has
experienced internal strains.

Ultimately, India’s most
reliable defence lies in its own
capabilities. This means
sustained investment in
military modernisation, border
infrastructure, cyber warfare,
indigenous defence production
and naval expansion. It means
reducing bureaucratic delays
in procurement. It means
building economic strength
because, in the final analysis,
military power rests upon
economic foundations. No
coalition can compensate for
internal weakness. Equally
important, India must avoid
strategic overextension. A
stable neighbourhood is
indispensable for India’s rise.
Yet relations with Pakistan
remain frozen, ties with
Bangladesh have shown signs
of strain, and Nepal
periodically drifts into
suspicion and resentment.
SAARC, once envisioned as a
meaningful regional forum,
lies practically defunct. There
is wisdom in reconsidering the
neighbourhood-first approach.
A self-confident India should
not fear dialogue with
Pakistan, however difficult.
Nor should it neglect the
importance of rebuilding trust
with smaller neighbours who
are increasingly susceptible to
Chinese influence.

Abraham Accords: Trump's new
troublemaker in Iran peace talks

After almost three months
into the war initiated by pre-
emptive strikes launched by
Israel and the US on Iran on
February 28, the war stands
at a very critical inflection
point. It is very clear that
neither the US nor Iran has
any appetite to restart
hostilities, but neither is
willing to stand down either.
Plus, issues like the opening
of the Strait of Hormuz, an
issue which did not exist as a
point of contention at the start
of the war, have now become
one of the biggest points of
negotiations to end the war.

The war has reached a
situation where face-saving
exits are being desperately
sought each day, and in many
such attempts, new variables
are being added to either
pressurise, coerce or
incentivise deal-making. As a
result, the whole process is
oscillating between hope and
despair with every new
announcement and exchange
of a draft deal.

While the world was
looking at a possible draft
deal to emerge over the
Memorial weekend on May 23,
President Trump, in his
characteristic style, threw in
a new variable into the peace
talks with Iran – the Abraham
Accords. Posting a message on
May 25, citing the telephonic
conversations with most
leaders of the Gulf region,
including Saudi Arabia, Qatar,
the UAE, Egypt, and Turkey as
well as Pakistan, on peace
negotiations with Iran, he
stated that it should be
mandatory that all of these
countries, at a minimum,
simultaneously sign onto the
Abraham Accords.

Shocked and taken aback
by this sudden twist, most
Arab leaders did not know

how to respond immediately.
From reports in the media,
however, it is quite clear that
Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Turkey
and Pakistan are unlikely to
join the accords anytime soon.
While Pakistan was emphatic
in refusing to join, stating that
it contradicted the country’s
“fundamental ideologies” and
its refusal to recognise the
state of Israel, Saudi Arabia
made it clear that there can
be no normalisation with
Israel unless there is a
permanent solution to the
Palestinian issue.

With the region already
grappling with multiple issues
– the war in Iran, the blockade
across the Strait of Hormuz,
the global energy crisis, the
future of regional security, etc–
this diktat from President
Trump has only added to the
chaos and uncertainty in the
region.  The Abraham Accords
are a set of peace deals,
brokered by the US as an
instrument of mainstreaming
Israel with the Arab nations.
The Accords were signed on
15th September 2020, when
the UAE and Bahrain publicly
normalised diplomatic
relations with Israel; Morocco
and Sudan subsequently took
steps toward normalisation in
2020–2021. The Accords, in
fact, formalised a process that
was already gaining traction
in the region: a move towards
building strategic, intelligence
and economic ties between
Israel and a number of Sunni
Arab states. It was driven by
both security and economic
issues – mutual concerns
about threats from Iran and a
desire to procure advanced
technology, security
partnerships, and Western
investment in return for the
deal.

The Accords also came

about at a time when most
Arab nations were looking to
diversify their economies
beyond fossil fuel-based
revenues and opened
opportunities for trade,
security partnerships and
public engagement between
Israel and several Arab states.

The Accords were, in fact,
the culmination of a process
which started soon after
President Donald Trump took
office for his first term in
January 2017 and put the
resolution of the Israel-
Palestine issue on priority.
Consequently, Trump hosted
the Palestine Authority (PA)
President Mahmoud Abbas as
early as in May 2017, and,
during the meeting, he
emphasised that “he is
personally committed to
helping Israelis and
Palestinians achieve a
comprehensive peace".

Six months down the line,
Trump took the world totally
by surprise when, on
December 6, 2017, he
announced his twin decisions
to formally recognise
Jerusalem as the capital of
Israel and to move the US
Embassy there from Tel Aviv.
It was soon followed by
reports of the Trump Peace
Plan, reported first in February
2018 and finally presented by
President Trump on January

20, 2020, as a ‘Peace to
Prosperity’ plan. The 181-
page plan even included a
conceptual map of a two-state
solution too.

The Abraham Accords
were the next and most
significant step. Signed after
hectic parleys over months,
the accords had twin aims:
firstly, to bring about broad-
based acceptance and
reconciliation of Israel with the
Arab world. Secondly, it
singled out, without even
specifying, Iran as the enemy
No.1. In the subtext of the
Accords was also subtly
implanted the Palestinian
issue, where it was stated that
countries in the Accord will
continue their efforts to
achieve a just,
comprehensive, realistic and
enduring solution to the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict,
giving no assurances or
timelines. Can the Accords
contribute to the peace deal
with Iran? To get to the
answer, a quick review of how
the Accords have fared is
important. Almost six years
since the signing, the key
question is, did the Abraham
Accords achieve what they set
out for? Have more countries,
especially within the Gulf
region, joined the Abraham
Accords? Has Israel been
accepted and mainstreamed

into the region? Have the
Accords resulted in more
peace and prosperity for Israel
and the region? The answer
to all the above is ‘no’.

Well, Kazakhstan may
have joined the Abraham
Accords recently, but it is
located far away from the Gulf
region. Bahrain, one of the
signatories, recalled its
ambassador from Israel in
November 2023, early into the
Gaza war, and has threatened
diplomatic actions against
Israel repeatedly ever since.
The Gaza war, Israel’s strike
on Qatari soil in September
2025, and the mounting
regional and global anger
against the US’s and Israel’s
unilateral and pre-emptive
strikes into Iran, leading to the
current blockade of the Strait
of Hormuz and a global energy
crisis, are proof of the
ineffectiveness of the whole
process of the Abraham
Accords. Far from ushering in
a stable peace, the accords
are on life support – a result
of a flawed design that sought
quick diplomatic wins while
ignoring the core issue of
discord in the region, the
central question of Palestine.

There is another key issue
here to be highlighted. The
ongoing war in Iran has
exposed the fragility and
ineffectiveness of the
American security guarantees
in the Gulf nations, and
countries are openly calling out
for a new security architecture
which may not assure
American dominance in the
region. Statements from
President Trump, threatening
to blow up Oman or setting
conditions for peace with Iran
only if Gulf nations sign the
Abraham Accords, do not go
down well with regional
leadership.

Plus, Israel’s expansionist
actions, in a bid to create a
‘Greater Israel’ and
undertaking military
operations in Syria and
Lebanon with impunity,
setting up a secret military
base in Iraq and not moving
towards Phase 2 of the peace
plan in Gaza, are prompting
red flags in the region on
trusting and collaborating with
Israel. The only exception to
this is the UAE, which has
openly courted Israel and has
benefitted from Israel’s
military support in the ongoing
war. Over the past six years,
it has clearly emerged that
the Abraham Accords were
narrow in focus and
announced hurriedly for
political gains (US presidential
elections in November 2020).
The US wanted Israel’s
normalisation and branding of
Iran as enemy No. 1 in the
region, while Israel sought
legitimacy. On the other hand,
Gulf nations were looking to
diversify economies beyond
fossil fuels, get advanced
technology and forge stronger
security partnerships. Sadly,
over the past years, none of
these have been proven
successful. In the ongoing war
in Iran too, the manner in
which the war was initiated
and the way Iran has
responded have exposed
bitterly not only the false
pretexts on which war was
initiated but also the inability
of the US and Israel combined
to subdue Iran militarily. With
the trust and credibility of both
the US and Israel under
question in the region, it is
difficult to see how the Gulf
nations would agree to sign
the Abraham Accords and how
the Accords could be a
precondition to peace with
Iran.

symbolic, emotionally
resonant in US domestic
politics, and increasingly
framed by the The failed Bay
of Pigs invasion in April 1961
locked this antagonism in
place. The CIA-backed
operation, carried out by
Cuban exiles, was intended to
topple Castro but instead
strengthened him, humiliating
Washington while convincing
Havana that US regime-change
efforts were not hypothetical
but real and persistent. After
this, any possibility of quick
reconciliation vanished.

administration as a national
security threat. To understand
why the relationship has
historically been at
loggerheads, why it has

Trump’s next target? Cuba gamble risks
turning Caribbean into a boiling pot again
The United States and

Cuba have spent more than six
decades trapped in a
relationship defined by
distrust, coercion, and missed
opportunities for
normalisation. That history
matters because the current
escalation under US President
Donald Trump is not an
isolated flare-up but the latest
chapter in a long-running
struggle over ideology,
sovereignty, security, and
power in the Caribbean.

What makes the present
moment especially fraught is
that old grievances are now
being fused with a severe
humanitarian crisis inside
Cuba, renewed US sanctions,
legal escalation against the

deteriorated so sharply again,
and why Trump appears to be
pressing towards an endgame,
it is necessary to begin with
where it all started.

Where it All Began
The rupture began with the

Cuban Revolution of 1959,

when Fidel Castro overthrew
Fulgencio Batista, a dictator
whose government had long
enjoyed US backing. As the
revolutionary government
nationalised American-owned
assets and aligned itself more
closely with the Soviet Union,
Washington concluded that
Cuba had moved from being a
difficult neighbour to a hostile
ideological outpost just 90
miles off the coast of Florida.
The first decisive break came
with the US embargo, launched
in 1960 and hardened in the
years that followed. The
embargo aimed to squeeze the
revolutionary government
economically and politically, but
in practice it also helped Castro

consolidate power by giving
Havana a permanent external
enemy against which to
mobilise nationalist sentiment.
For generations of Cubans,
resistance to US pressure
became a central pillar of the
revolution’s legitimacy. For
generations of US politicians,
Cuba especially became a test
case of whether Washington
would tolerate an anti-
American communist state in
its backyard.  The United States
and Cuba have spent more than
six decades trapped in a
relationship defined by distrust,
coercion, and missed
opportunities for
normalisation. That history
matters because the current
escalation under US President
Donald Trump is not an
isolated flare-up but the latest
chapter in a long-running
struggle over ideology,
sovereignty, security, and
power in the Caribbean.

What makes the present
moment especially fraught is
that old grievances are now
being fused with a severe
humanitarian crisis inside
Cuba, renewed US sanctions,
legal escalation against the

Castro-era leadership, and a
far more explicit conversation
in Washington about regime
change. US Secretary of State
Marco Rubio has said the
likelihood of a negotiated
agreement with Cuba is “not
high,” even while insisting that
the US remains open to
diplomacy if Havana changes
course.

C a s t r o - e r a
leadership, and a
far more explicit
conversation in
Washington about
regime change. US
Secretary of State
Marco Rubio has
said the likelihood
of a negotiated
agreement with
Cuba is “not high,”
even while insisting
that the US
remains open to
diplomacy if
Havana changes
course. That
f o r m u l a t i o n
captures the
contradiction at the
centre of the
current impasse:
Washington says it
prefers a peaceful
outcome, but its
pressure campaign
is designed to
convince Cuba’s
rulers that survival
under the present
system is no longer
possible.

Trump’s Next
Frontier

This is why
Cuba has re-
emerged as the
next frontier for
Trump. It is
geograph ica l l y
close, politically
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íktºke©eLke f÷{u

¼khŒ¼h{kt ÷ktƒk ‚{ÞÚke «ŒerûkŒ Ërûký-…rù{ [ku{k‚k™wt
yk¾hu fuh÷{™k ËrhÞkfktXu yk„{™ ÚkE „Þwt Au. fk¤Ík¤ „h{eÚke
Œ…e hnu÷k fuh÷{ðk‚eyku {kxu yk [ku¬‚…ýu hknŒ™k ‚{k[kh Au,
…htŒw nðk{k™ rð¼k„u ¼khu ðh‚kË™u …„÷u ‚kð[uŒe hk¾ðk {kxu
yu÷xo …ý ònuh fÞko Au. nðk{k™ rð¼k„ (IMD)yu [ku{k‚k™k

yk„{™™u …„÷u hkßÞ™k rðrðÄ rsÕ÷kyku{kt ykuhuLs y™u Þ÷ku yu÷xo

ònuh fÞko Au ßÞkt ¼khu ðh‚kË™e ‚t¼kð™k Au.  ƒwÄðkh y™u „wÁðkh:
y÷Ã…wÍk, fkuèkÞ{, yu™kofw÷{, ÂÚkú‚wh, {÷Ã…wh{ {kºk „wÁðkh:
…Úkk™{rÚkèk, fkurÍfkuz nðk{k™ r™»ýkŒkuyu [uŒðýe yk…e Au fu fux÷kf
rðMŒkhku{kt xqtfk „k¤k{kt 11Úke 20 ‚uÂLx{exh ‚wÄe™ku ðh‚kË …ze
þfu Au. ykx÷ku ¼khu ðh‚kË þnuhe rðMŒkhku{kt ^÷uþ ^÷z y™u …nkze

rðMŒkhku{kt ¼qM¾÷™™wt òu¾{ Q¼wt fhu Au. Œu™u æÞk™{kt hk¾e™u
rzÍkMxh {u™us{uLx yusL‚eyku ‚Œfo ÚkE „E Au. {kAe{khku {kxu

‚q[™k: ËrhÞkE ÂMÚkrŒ ŒkuVk™e ƒ™ðk™e þõâŒk nkuðkÚke {kAe{khku™u
ËrhÞk{kt ™ sðk ‚÷kn yk…ðk{kt ykðe Au.  …qðo-[ku{k‚k™e ŒiÞkheyku:
MÚkkr™f Œtºk îkhk zÙu™us r‚Mx{ y™u ™nuhku™e ‚VkE™wt fk{ Íz…e
ƒ™kððk{kt ykÔÞwt Au suÚke …qh suðe ÂMÚkrŒ™u xk¤e þfkÞ. [ku{k‚wt yu
¾uŒe y™u …kýe™k ‚t‚kÄ™ku {kxu Sð™hu¾k Au, …htŒw ¼khu ðh‚kË™k
rËð‚ku{kt ™k„rhfkuyu ðneðxeŒtºk™e ‚q[™kyku™wt [wMŒ…ýu …k÷™ fhðwt
òuEyu. fhkuzku ¼khŒeÞku su™e hkn òuE hÌkk nŒk Œu [ku{k‚wt nðu
fuh÷{™k ykt„ýu Au. fuh÷{™wt yk„{™ ‚{„ú ¼khŒ {kxu ðh‚kË™e
‚Vh™ku ƒuL[{kfo {k™ðk{kt ykðu Au.

fuh÷{{kt [ku{k‚k™wt yk„{™

Sð ƒ[kððk ¼k„{¼k„, rnÍƒwÕ÷knu …ý hkufux Akuzâk

EÍhkÞ÷u nw{÷k™ku ykËuþ
yk…Œk ƒuYŒ{kt ¼Þ™ku {knku÷

çkuYík, ÷uƒ™ku™ y™u EÍhkÞ÷

ðå[u ÷ktƒk ‚{ÞÚke [k÷e hnu÷wt
Œýkð Vhe yufðkh [h{‚e{kyu

…nkutåÞwt Au. EÍhkÞ÷u ƒuYŒ™k Ërûkýe
W…™„hku …h nw{÷k™ku ykËuþ
ykÃÞku Au. EÍhkÞ÷™k ðzk«Äk™

ƒuLòr{™ ™uŒLÞknq y™u ‚thûký
{tºke EÍhkÞ÷ fkíÍu ‚tÞ wõŒ
r™ðuË™{k t sýkÔÞw t  nŒw t  f u,
rnÍƒwÕ÷kn îkhk ÞwØrðhk{™w t
ðkhtðkh WÕ÷t½™ fhðk{kt ykÔÞwt Au.
EÍhkÞ÷e þnuhku y™u ™k„rhfku

…h™k ‚ŒŒ nw{÷kyku™k sðkƒ{kt
yk ÷~fhe fkÞoðkne™ku r™ýoÞ

÷uðkÞku Au.

EÍhkÞ÷™e [uŒðýe ƒkË,
ƒuYŒ™k Ërûkýe W…™„hku{ktÚke
nòhku ÷kufku Sð ƒ[kððk {kxu

MÚk¤ktŒh fhe hÌkk Au. hMŒkyku …h

xÙkrVf ò{™e ÂMÚkrŒ ‚òoE Au.
rnÍƒwÕ÷knu …ý W¥kh EÍhkÞ÷ y™u
nkEVk þnuh™k ƒkÌk rðMŒkhku{kt

hkufux Akuze™u ð¤Œku sðkƒ ykÃÞku

Au. EÍhkÞ÷e ‚ir™fkuyu Ërûký

÷uƒu™ku™{kt …nkz™e xku[ …h ykðu÷k

çÞwVkuxo fu‚÷ …h fƒòu s{kÔÞku Au.
 yk EÍhkÞ÷™e AuÕ÷k 26

ð»ko{kt ÷uƒu™ku™ ‚hnË™e ytËh™e

‚kiÚke {kuxe ½q‚ý¾kuhe {k™ðk{kt
ykðu Au. yk Ëhr{Þk™ ÷uƒ™k™™e

‚hfkhe LÞqÍ yusL‚e NNA™k

sýkÔÞk y™w‚kh, RÍhkÞ÷e
nw{÷k{kt 6 ÷kufku™k {kuŒ ÚkÞk Au.
rh…kuxo y™w‚kh, Ërûký ÷uƒ™k™™k
ƒúifkyk fMƒk{kt RÍhkÞ÷e zÙku™
nw{÷k{kt 2 ÷kufku {kÞko „Þk. ßÞkhu
™Sf™k Œq÷ fMƒk{kt ÚkÞu÷k zÙku™
nw{÷k{kt yuf ‚erhÞ™ ™k„rhf™wt
{kuŒ ÚkÞwt. NNA sýkÔÞwt fu r÷Œk™e
™Ëe™e W¥kh{kt ykðu÷k fVh‚eh

fMƒk{kt hkŒ¼h ÚkÞu÷k nw{÷k{kt
ðÄw 3 ÷kufkuyu Sð „w{kÔÞku. yk
Ëhr{Þk™ ÷uƒ™k™™k hküÙ «{w¾
òu‚uV ykW™u þktrŒ ðkŒko …h ¼kh

{qõâk u Au. Œu{ýu y{urhfk™k
«MŒkð™u yk„¤ ðÄkhðk y™u

rnÍƒwÕ÷kn™k ™Sf™k {k™ðk{kt
ykðŒk ‚t‚Ë™k M…efh ™ƒen ƒuhe™e

‚t{rŒ {u¤ððk™ku «Þk‚ fÞkuo. yuf

y{urhf™ yrÄfkhe™k nðk÷kÚke

Ëkðku fhðk{kt ykÔÞku Au fu Œuyku

ÞwØrðhk{™u ÷E™u rnÍƒwÕ÷kn™e
«rŒƒØŒk™e „uhtxe yk…e þfu Au …htŒw
Œu™e …nu÷e þhŒ yu s Au fu RÍhkÞ÷

„ku¤eƒkh ƒtÄ fhu.

r{‚kE÷, zÙku™ fu VkExh sux™k nw{÷k™e
…nu÷kÚke {¤þu [uŒðýe

244 rsÕ÷k{kt yu÷xo r‚Mx{ „kuXðkþu

Lkðe rËÕne, fuLÿ ‚hfkh Ëuþ™k

yuðk rsÕ÷k{kt yíÞkÄwr™f yuh huz
ðku‹™„ r‚Mx{ ÷„kððk …h fk{

fhe hne Au, su ‚tðuË™þe÷ Au
yÚkðk Œk u Ë w~{™k u™k nðkE
nw{÷k™e ÂMÚkrŒ{kt ‚kiÚke …nu÷k
÷…ux{kt ykðe þfu Au. yku…huþ™

®‚Ëqh Ëhr{Þk™ Ëuþ òuE [qõâku Au
fu …rù{e ‚hnË …h hksMÚkk™Úke

÷E™u sB{w-fk~{eh ‚wÄe …krfMŒk™u
Œwfeo™k ‚MŒk y™u {k{q÷e ‚Ufzku zÙku™
{kuf÷e™u fE heŒu ËnuþŒ Vu÷kððk™ku

«Þk‚ fÞkuo nŒku. fuLÿ ‚hfkh su

yíÞkÄwr™f yuh huz ðku‹™„ r‚Mx{
«kusuõx …h fk{ fhe hne Au, yuf
ynuðk÷ y™w‚kh Œu™k {kxu yuhVku‚o™k

…qðo yrÄfkheyku™e r™{ýqf «r¢Þk
…ý þY fhe Ëuðk{kt ykðe Au.
rh…kuxo{kkt yk ƒkƒŒ™e òýfkhe

ÄhkðŒk yrÄfkheyku™k nðk÷kÚke

sýkðkÞwt Au fu, yk «kusuõx™wt ™uŒ]íð
yuhVku‚o™k yuðk …qðo yrÄfkheyku fhþu
suyku yuh rzVuL‚ yku…huþ™™k ûkuºk{kt

‚t…qýo…ýu fwþ¤ Au.
- yk yuh huz ðku‹™„ r‚Mx{

Œ{k{ «fkh™k zÙk u™, r{‚kE÷ku
y™u ÷zkfw rð{k™ku îkhk ÚkŒk nðkE
nw{÷k™k òu¾{™e ÂMÚkrŒ{k t
™k„rhfku™u  [uŒðýe yk…þu.

- yk «kusuõx …h fk{ …qýo ÚkÞk
ƒkkË Ëuþ™k Œ{k{ 244

‚tðuË™þe÷ rsÕ÷kyku fk uE…ý

nðkE nw{÷k™u ÷E™u yk [uŒðýe ™uxðfo ‚kÚku òuzkE sþu.
- Ëuþ™k yk 244 rsÕ÷kyku{k tÚke {kuxk¼k„™k

rsÕ÷kyku ‚hnËe rðMŒkhku{kt Au.

- yk «kusuõx™e òýfkhe ÄhkðŒk yuf yrÄfkheyu su

rð„Œku yk…e Au, Œu™kÚke yk yt„u ½ýe {níð™e {krnŒe
òýe þfkÞ Œu{ Au.

- yk «kusuõxÚke yu ‚wr™rùŒ Úkþu fu ‚rð÷ rzVuL‚
{uLÞwy÷ «{kýu s s{e™e MŒh …h yuf MxkLzzo yuh ðku‹™„
r‚Mx{ …ý fkÞohŒ hnu.

- ™ðe yuh rzVuL‚ ðku‹™„ r‚Mx{™ku «MŒkð „Œ ð»kuo
yku…huþ™ ®‚Ëqh™k ŒwhtŒ ƒkË s ykÔÞku nŒku.

- ÞwØ{kt zÙku™™ku W…Þku„ þY ÚkÞk ƒkË ™k„rhfku {kxu
nðkE ‚thûký [uŒðýe «ýk÷e (yuh rzVuL‚ ðku‹™„ r‚Mx{)
sYhe ƒ™e òÞ Au.

- yufðkh yk «kusuõx MÚkkr…Œ ÚkE „Þku …Ae r‚rð÷

ðku÷uÂLxÞ‚o™u …ý yk™kÚke ‚tƒtrÄŒ xÙu®™„ yk…ðk{kt ykðþu.
- yku…huþ™ ®‚Ëqh™k Úkkuzk rËð‚ku ƒkË s yuðku rh…kuxo

ykÔÞku nŒku fu, fux÷ef yuh ðku‹™„ r‚Mx{ ‚h¾e heŒu fk{
™nkuŒe fhe hne y™u Œu{ktÚke ½ýe yíÞtŒ sq™e ÚkE „E
nŒe. Œu™k ƒË÷u Œkífkr÷f ‚kÞh™Úke …ý fk{ [÷kððwt
…zâwt.

- rh…kuxo «{kýu yuh huz ðku‹™„ r‚Mx{ (ARWS)
«kusuõx™wt ™uŒ]íð zkÞhuõxkuhux s™h÷- VkÞh ‚Šð‚, r‚rð÷
rzVuL‚ y™u nku{ „kzoT‚ fhe hÌkwt Au, su fuLÿeÞ „]n {tºkk÷Þ
nuX¤ fkÞohŒ Au.

- yk «kusuõx {kxu yuhVku‚o{ktÚke r™ð]¥k ÚkÞu÷k yuðk
yrÄfkheyku™e r™{ýqf fhðk{kt ykðe hne Au, su{ýu yuh
rzVuL‚ yku…huþ™, hzkh r‚Mx{ y™u yuh-huz ðku‹™„ «r¢Þk
…h fk{ fÞwO Au.

ELxh™uþ™÷ ^÷kRxT‚™k sux
^Þwy÷™k ¼kð{kt {kuxku ½xkzku

®f{Œku{kt 400 zku÷hÚke ðÄw™ku ½xkzku

Lkðe rËÕne, ð iÂïf ƒòh

ŒhVÚke yurðÞuþ™ ‚uõxh {kxu yuf

{kuxk y™u hknŒ™k ‚{k[kh ‚k{u

ykÔÞk Au. RLxh™uþ™÷ ^÷kRxT‚
{kxu W…Þku„{kt ÷uðkŒk yurðÞuþ™

xƒkoR™ ̂ Þwy÷ (ATF) yux÷u fu sux

^Þwy÷™e ®f{Œku{k t ¼khu 27
xfk™ku ½xkzku fhðk{kt ykÔÞku Au. òu

fu, Ëuþ™e ytËh Wzk™ ¼hŒe ½hu÷w
(zk u{uÂMxf) ^÷kRxT‚ {kxu sux
^Þwy÷™e ®f{Œku{kt fkuE s VuhVkh
fhðk{kt ykÔÞku ™Úke y™u Œu sq™k
¼kðu ÞÚkkðŒ hk¾ðk{kt ykðe Au.

Wãku„™k ‚qºkku …k‚uÚke {¤Œe
{krnŒe y™w‚kh, yk {kuxk ½xkzk™u
fkhýu RLxh™uþ™÷ ^÷kRxT‚ {kxu
sux ^Þwy÷™e ®f{Œk u{k t «rŒ
rf÷kur÷xh 400 y{urhf™ zku÷hÚke

…ý ðÄw™ku ½xkzku ™kutÄkÞku Au. yk
½xkzk ƒkË nðu ™ðe ®f{Œ ½xe™u

ykþhu 1,100 y{urhf™ zku÷h
«rŒ rf÷kur÷xh ÚkE „E Au, su
¼khŒeÞ [÷ý{kt ykþhu

1,05,000 Yr…Þk «rŒ rf÷kur÷xh
sux÷e ÚkkÞ Au. y„kW ðiÂïf

ƒòh{kt ŒuS™k fkhýu 1 {u™k hkus

yk ®f{Œku 76.55 zku÷h (5.33
xfk) ðÄe™u 1,511.86 zku÷h «rŒ
rf÷kur÷xh …h …nkut[e „E nŒe.

ßÞkhu Œu …nu÷k yur«÷ {rn™k{kt

…rù{ yurþÞk™k ÞwØ y™u
yktŒhhküÙeÞ Qòo ‚tfx™u fkhýu
®f{Œku ƒ{ýkÚke …ý ðÄw ðÄe™u
1,435.31 zku÷h ÚkE „E nŒe.

ƒeS ŒhV, zku{uÂMxf ^÷kRxT‚
{kxu ATF™k ¼kð ÂMÚkh hk¾ðk{kt

ykÔÞk Au. yuh÷kR™ ft…™eykuyu

½hu÷w ‚Ã÷kÞ {kxu nsw …ý
1,04,927.18 Yr…Þk «rŒ
rf÷kur÷xh [qfððk™wt [k÷w hk¾ðwt
…zþu.

yk Ëh 1 yur«÷Úke ÷k„w fhkÞku
nŒku. ðkMŒð{kt, {u {rn™k{kt
yktŒhhküÙeÞ MŒhu ¼kð ðæÞk nkuðk
AŒkt ‚hfkhe ^Þwy÷ rhxu÷
ft…™eykuyu {w‚kVhk u …h
{kut½ðkhe™ku ƒkus ™ …zu Œu {kxu

®f{Œku ðÄkhe ™ nŒe y™u ™wf‚k™
…kuŒu ‚n™ fÞwO nŒwt. nðu ßÞkhu ðiÂïf
MŒhu ®f{Œku ™h{ …ze Au, íÞkhu Œu™ku
‚eÄku ÷k¼ rðËuþe ^÷kRxT‚™u
yk…ðk{kt ykÔÞku Au, ßÞkhu ½hu÷w
‚Ã÷kÞ …h ft…™eyku nsw …ý
™wf‚k™ WXkðe hne Au.

¼khŒ{kt sux ^Þwy÷™e
®f{Œk u™ u ƒu ËkÞfk …nu÷k t s

r™Þtºký-{wõŒ (rzhuøÞw÷uxuz) fhe
Ëuðk{k t ykðe nŒe, suÚke
yuh÷kRL‚ ‚kÚku™k fhkh {wsƒ
®f{Œk u yk tŒhhküÙeÞ {kfu ox™k
rn‚kƒu ™¬e ÚkkÞ Au. …htŒw nk÷{kt
…rù{ yurþÞk{kt [k÷e hnu÷k

Œýkð y™u ÞwØ™k fkhýu ðiÂïf
yu™So {kfuox{kt y¼qŒ…qðo WAk¤ku

ykÔÞk u nŒk u. ykðe ÂMÚkrŒ{k t

ATF™e ®f{Œku{kt yíÞkh ‚wÄe™ku
‚kiÚke {kuxku ðÄkhku Íªfðk™e sYh
nŒe, …htŒw ‚hfkhu y™u ‚hfkhe ¢qz
ft…™eykuyu ¾qƒ s ‚tŒwr÷Œ y™u
„t¼ehŒk…qðof …„÷wt ¼ÞwO.

W™k¤w {„™k xufk™k ¼kðu ðu[ký {kxu Œk. 27 {u, 2026Úke yku™÷kR™ ™kutÄýe þY
Úkþu: yk„k{e Œk. 10 sq™ ‚wÄe ®V„hr«Lx fu Vu‚ ykuÚkuLxefuþ™ îkhk „úkBÞ MŒhu s

rð™k{qÕÞu hSMxÙuþ™ fhkðe þfkþu
„ktÄe™„h yu[.yku, „wshkŒ{kt W™k¤w {„™wt ðkðuŒh fhŒk ¾uzqŒku {kxu hkßÞ
‚hfkhu {níð™e ònuhkŒ fhe Au. ð»ko 2025-26™k W™k¤w {„™e xufk™k ¼kðu
¾heËe fhðk {kxu ykðŒefk÷ Œk. 27 {u, 2026Úke ¾uzqŒku™e yku™÷kR™ ™kutÄýe
«r¢Þk þY Úkþu. ¾uzqŒku yk„k{e Œk. 10 sq™ yux÷u fu, 15 rËð‚ ‚wÄe E-„úk{ fuLÿku
¾kŒuÚke hSMxÙuþ™ fhkðe þfþu.

{.«Ëuþ™k {tË‚kuh{ktÚke 40 fhkuz™wt
20 rf÷ku ƒúkW™ ‚w„h só

{tË‚kuh, {æÞ«Ëuþ™k {tË‚kuh

rsÕ÷k{kt hrððkhu 20 Úke 40 fhkuz

Yr…Þk™wt ƒúkW™ ‚w„h só fhðk{kt
ykÔÞwt nŒwt. yk sók{kt yuf {rn÷k
‚rnŒ …kt[ ÷kufku™e Äh…fz fhðk{kt

ykðe Au.yk sóe fu‚{kt yuf ÔÞrõŒ

Vhkh Au. …k u÷e‚ ‚wr«xLzLx
rðsÞfw{kh {eýkyu sýkÔÞwt nŒwt fu
„wó {krnŒe™k ykÄkhu LÞw ykƒkËe
…k u÷e‚ Mx uþ™™e yuf xe{ u

ðkn™ku™u hkufe™u Œu™e Œ…k‚ þhw
fhe nŒe. su{kt 20 rf÷ku„úk{

«rŒƒtÄeŒ z Ùø‚ só fhkÞ w t
nŒwt.yu‚.…e. yu ðÄw{kt sýkÔÞwt

nŒwt fu ÷uƒ xuMxª„{kt ò u yk ƒúkW™

‚w„h Wå[ „wýð¥kk™wt ‚krƒŒ ÚkkÞ
Œku Œu™e ®f{Œ 40 fhkuz ‚wÄe™e
yktfe þfkÞ Au y™u òu Œu n÷fe

„wýð¥kk™wt ‚krƒŒ ÚkkÞ Œku Œu™e
®f{Œ 20 fhkuz hwr…ÞkÚke ykuAe ™rn
nkuÞ. yu‚.…e. yu fÌkw t nŒw t fu
ykhku…eykuyu fL‚kR{uLx ÷kððk {kxu

W…Þku„{kt ÷uðkÞu÷k ƒu Vkuh Ône÷ Œu{s

yZe ÷k¾ hwr…Þk™e ®f{Œ™k ‚kŒ
{kuƒkR÷ só fÞko nŒkt. …qA…hA{kt
òýðk {éÞwt Au fu ykhku…eyku frÚkŒhw…u
™þe÷k …ËkÚko™e yktŒh hkßÞ

Ëký[kuhe{kt ‚k{u÷ nŒkt.
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