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Independence Day: PM Modi to
address nation from Red Fort,

set to create new record

New Delhi, Prime Minister Narendra Modi will lead India’s 80th
Independence Day celebrations at the historic Red Fort in Delhi on
Saturday, and address the nation from its ramparts for the 13th
consecutive time, setting a new record among non-Congress prime
ministers.

PM Modi will unfurl the Tricolour from the Red Fort before
delivering his Independence Day address, continuing a tradition he
has maintained since becoming Prime Minister in 2014. With his
13th consecutive address, he will become the most successful non-
Congress Prime Minister in terms of consecutive Independence Day
addresses from the Red Fort.

This year’s celebrations will prominently commemorate 150 years
of the national song ‘Vande Mataram’, while also highlighting the
energy, aspirations and contribution of India’s youth in building a
Viksit Bharat by 2047.

The programme has been finalised and will begin with the Prime
Minister’s arrival at the Red Fort, followed by the unfurling of the
national flag and a 21-gun salute. A ceremonial showering of flowers
from a helicopter will also form part of the celebrations.

The Prime Minister will then address the nation, outlining the
country’s journey, achievements and vision for the future.

A key highlight of this year’s celebrations will be the first-ever
mass singing of ‘Vande Mataram’ at the Red Fort during the
Independence Day programme. The national song will be rendered
by NCC cadets and My Bharat Volunteers.

The celebrations will place special emphasis on ‘Yuva Shakti’,
reflecting the role of India’s young population in driving the country’s
development and helping realise the vision of Viksit Bharat @ 2047.

The 80th Independence Day programme will thus combine the
historic legacy of ‘Vande Mataram’ with a renewed focus on youth
power and India’s long-term vision of becoming a developed nation
by 2047.

Indian community celebrates
Independence Day in Hong Kong

Hong Kong, The Indian
Association in Hong Kong has
organised a gala evening
reception to celebrate the 80th
Independence Day, which was
attended by the Chief Executive
of the Hong Kong Special
Administrative Region (SAR) and
India's Consul General Rajesh

Naik.
“An evening of honour, pride

and celebration! Marking a
historic milestone, Indian
Association in Hong Kong
organised a gala evening
reception to celebrate India's
80th Independence Day in Hong
Kong.

India needs own discursive framework to
counter the narrative war of Orientalist West

Quiet surrender: China raises an
eyebrow over Tibet; Nepal falls in line
This month, one of

Kathmandu’s prest igious
hotels, which had hosted
Chinese President Xi Jinping,
was supposed to host
something more
consequential to the long arc
of history: 720 scholars from
39 countries gathered for the
field ’s most prestigious
conference on Tibetan studies.
Instead, the ballroom will sit
empty. The Nepal government
recently ordered Kathmandu
University to abandon the
seminar it had spent nearly
four years organising, and it
did so following a sustained
pressure campaign by the
Chinese ambassador to Nepal
once registration closed in
June.

This was not a case of
China issuing an ultimatum
and Nepal capitulating under
duress. By multiple accounts,
no formal protest was filed,
nor was there any explicit
demand for cancellation.
There was a sustained
campaign of diplomatic
suggestion, absorbed by a
government that produced
self-censorship without the
appearance of coercion.

The International
Association for Tibetan
Studies is a field society, not
a political movement, and its
biennial seminar draws
linguists, historians, and
religious scholars, many of
whom study medieval
manuscripts and monastic

architecture rather than
contemporary politics. But
Chinese Ambassador to Nepal
Zhang Maoming recently met
Nepali officials and expressed
concerns that some individuals
could speak against China and
in support of Tibet. He also
drew attention to the
possibility that the event could
be used by supporters of the
exiled Tibetan spiritual leader,
the Dalai Lama.

The t iming was not
incidental. China’s new Ethnic
Unity Law took effect on July
1, tightening ideological
conformity requirements
inside Tibet at precisely the
moment its diplomats were
leaning on Nepal to police

conversations about Tibet
outside it. Domestic
repression and external
pressure are not separate
policies; they are the same
policy, applied on both sides
of a border. Nepal’s decision
to fold gave Beijing exactly
what that pairing was
designed to produce: a
demonstration that its writ
over Tibetan discourse does
not stop at its own frontier. One
might object that Nepal has
genuine reasons to tread
carefully here, given its
economic dependence on
Chinese investment and its
sensitive geography, wedged
between two giants.

Kathmandu University has

withdrawn as convener,
leaving the seminar’s future,
and possibly its host country,
in doubt. Nepal spent four
years building the credibility to
host a gathering of this calibre,
only to signal to every
international academic body
that hosting sensit ive
scholarship in Kathmandu now
carries diplomatic risk. That
reputation, once damaged, is
not easily repaired.
Universities elsewhere in
South Asia will take note, and
so, inevitably, will India, for
whom Nepal’s drift matters far
beyond the seminar room.

None of this required
Beijing to raise its voice.
Coercion that never
announces itself as coercion
is the most durable kind,
because there is no explicit
act to resist, no formal
demand to refuse. Nepal can
point,  honestly, to the
absence of any written
threat. But the absence of a
threat is not the same as the
absence of pressure, and a
government that anticipates
displeasure before it is even
expressed has already
surrendered the
independence it claims to be
protecting.

Somewhere between a
philology panel and a
diplomatic cable, Nepal made
a choice, and it answered an
ambassador’s raised
concerns; no communiqué
was needed to make it so.

Professor Brahma Chellaney’s
column in The Japan Times on how
Western media continues to view
Asia through an Orientalist lens is an
insightful look into the mechanics of
discourse power, and how discursive
dominance perpetuates Western
supremacy. Presenting Japan as a
case study of Western hypocrisy,
Chellaney writes, “Japan, despite
being one of the world’s most
technologically advanced
democracies that hosts more
American troops than any other U.S.
ally, has never entirely escaped the
Orientalist framework. In news
reporting, that framework operates
through subtle narrative framing and
language choices.”

While undoubtedly true, Western
media’s discursive heist is even more
accurately applicable in India’s case,
and a lot more spiteful. In his seminal
work Orientalism, Edward Said, a
founding figure in postcolonial
studies, draws from French
philosopher and theorist Michel
Foucault’s idea that knowledge is
inherently connected to power and
the West produces “knowledge”
about the non-West to justify its
control.

This explains India’s predicament
rather well. As India slowly rises, it
is confronted with the phenomenon
of cultural imperialism, where
physical Western colonisation has
been replaced by narrative
dominance.

What has added to India’s
complications is that, unlike China,
India never walled itself off from
digital infrastructure, the English
language and Western pop culture.
Resultantly, it defines itself and is
defined by Western frameworks
where global power is maintained
through control over media, the flow
of information, knowledge systems
and cultural agendas.

Often called ‘epistemic
colonialism’ in academic jargon,
Western influence persists through
language by shaping how the world
defines truth, modernity and
progress instead of occupying land
with troops. As a postcolonial nation,
India is wary of colonialism but hasn’t
found an effective answer to the
newer version of it.

And at the heart of this modern
neo-imperialism is an Orientalist
framework that categorises the globe
into a rigid hierarchy: a rational,
enlightened and inherently moral
West, juxtaposed with a chaotic,
emotional, amoral and
fundamentally flawed ‘East’. While
many Asian nations fall under this
skewed lens, it is India, with its scale,
civilisational ethos and determination
to chart its own path as a geopolitical
pole, that stands as the greatest
target of contemporary Orientalism.

The West has long conditioned its
public to view India exclusively
through a voyeuristic lens. In this
gaze, poverty or even death are

morbid spectacles to the Western
eye. For instance, in 2021, Western
media deployed drones to take aerial
shots of burning pyres at
crematoriums during the height of
Covid infections in India, flouting even
the basic norms of privacy and
denying the dead and their grieving
families a shred of dignity.

When it came to chronicling
deaths within European or American
borders, however, the cameras
stayed well within the limits of
privacy and decency.

To the Western media and
political establishment, India is not a
sovereign equal but a volatile project
in need of Western supervision. This
framing relies on ‘othering’ India as
the quintessential opposite of
Western civilisation — a land where
communal hatreds, crushing poverty
and majoritarian impulses constantly
threaten to boil over unless kept in
check by the ‘universal’ (read
Western) values of liberal democracy.

By painting Indian society as
inferior, regressive or on the brink of
authoritarian collapse, the West
establishes a natural hierarchy. In
this self-appointed role as the global
arbiter of truth, justice and human
rights, the Western elite grants itself
the moral authority to lead, judge and
ultimately ‘fix’ these societies.

Nowhere is this cultural
stereotyping more glaring, and more
patronising, than in the Western
media’s coverage of India’s
economic progress and technological
and scientific achievements. When
India shatters this caricature, the
Western media apparatus recoils,
resorting to mockery and moral
grandstanding to put the ‘other’ back
in its place. The most infamous
example of this, of course, occurred
in 2014, when The New York Times
published a cartoon mocking India’s
historic Mangalyaan Mars Mission.
The cartoon depicted a turbaned,
barefoot Indian farmer, leading a cow,
knocking on the door of the ‘Elite
Space Club’, where two portly,
affluent white men sat reading the
newspaper. The underlying message
was simple. Orbital mechanics and
interplanetary exploration are the
exclusive domain of the enlightened
West; the East (India) is an interloper
with cattle. This was not an isolated
lapse in judgement, but a systemic
editorial worldview that reserves for
itself the nomenclature power and
interpretive power to dictate
discourse power.

In 2023, when India achieved
what no other nation had done
before — landing Chandrayaan-3

near the unexplored lunar south pole
— instead of genuine appreciation for
a triumph of human engineering,
prominent Western media outlets
and commentators pivoted to a
familiar, paternalistic trope: Should
a developing nation with so much
domestic poverty be spending money
on space exploration? The venerable
BBC reminded readers while
reporting on the scientific feat that
“millions in India still don’t have
access to clean drinking water,
uninterrupted power supply, toilet
facilities, road and rail connectivity
among others. But successive
governments have argued that
spending on science and technology
leads to all-round social
development.”

The Telegraph, London, argued
that Britain should cut down its ‘aid’
to India, which was “wealthy enough
to afford its own space programme”,
leading the then Indian ambassador
to Britain, Vikram Doraiswami, to
clarify that the Indian state receives
no “aid” from the UK, and that the
funding is solely for NGOs at Britain’s
discretion.

Space exploration, technological
ambition and the pursuit of scientific
frontiers are viewed as natural
prerogatives for the West. For India,
ambition is framed as a moral failing,
a reckless extravagance by a
leadership that should ostensibly be
entirely focused on poverty alleviation
programmes. This narrative denies
India its technological agency,
reinforcing the Orientalist hierarchy
that the West invents the future, while
the non-West merely survives.

This denial of parity extends
directly from science into the realm
of national sovereignty and
statehood. A nation’s right to define
its borders, regulate immigration and
protect its demography is universally
recognised as the bedrock of the
modern nation-state. Yet, when one
examines how border enforcement
is covered by the global media, a
two-tier system emerges.

In the US, immigration policy —
regardless of how draconian it is —
is treated as a legitimate debate over
national security and the rule of law.
Consider the border excesses,
particularly under the Donald Trump
administration. The deployment of
heavily armed federal immigration
enforcement agents led to ICE agents
killing a 37-year-old mother, Renee
Nicole Good, and a 37-year-old
intensive care nurse, Alex Jeffrey
Pretti, in separate incidents in
Minneapolis during a massive
immigration enforcement crackdown
this year. Midnight raids were
executed on immigrant communities,
leading to the separation of children
from their parents at the US-Mexico
border, and mass deportation flights
were arranged in which migrants
were locked in chains and handcuffs,
as a clutch of Indian illegal migrants
found out to their peril.
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y{ËkðkË{kt ‚kÞƒh £kuz™k ¼ku„ ƒ™u÷k 11
VheÞkËeyku™u Y.2.60 fhkuz …hŒ fhkÞk

y{ËkðkË, y{ËkðkË{kt 11 ‚kÞƒh ¢kE{ ¼ku„ ƒ™™kh
VrhÞkËeyku™u Y. 2.60 fhkuz™e hf{ "Œuhk Œwsfku y…oý" «kusuõx
nuX¤ …hŒ y…kE Au. ‚kÞƒh ¢kE{ ‚u÷u ËkuZ {k‚{kt {¤u÷e VrhÞkËku
…h íðrhŒ fkÞoðkne fhe, rðrðÄ ƒutf ¾kŒkyku{kt ™kýkt £eÍ fhkðe
hf{ …hŒ y…kðe. ‚kÞƒh £kuzÚke ƒ[ðk y™u ¼ku„ ƒ™Œk
Œkífkr÷f 1930 nuÕ…÷kE™ …h òý fhðk y…e÷ fhkE Au.
y{ËkðkË{kt hnuŒk y™u rðrðÄ heŒu ‚kÞƒh ¢kR{™ku ¼ku„
ƒ™™khk 11 VrhÞkËeyku™k Yr…Þk 2.60 fhkuz sux÷e hf{ Œuhk
Œwsfku y…oý nuX¤ …hŒ yk…ðk{kt ykðe Au. ‚kÞƒh ¢kR{ ‚u÷™k
yrÄfkheykuyu sýkÔÞwt fu ‚kÞƒh £kuzÚke ƒ[ðk {kxu ‚kðÄk™e sYhe
Au. y™u sku fkuR rfM‚k{kt ¼ku„ ƒ™e sðkÞ Œku Œkífkr÷f 1930
‚kÞƒh nuÕ… ÷kR™ …h Œkífkr÷f òý fhðe. suÚke ðÄw{kt ðÄw
hf{ yufkWLx{kt £eÍ fhkðe þfkÞ.

y{khe ‚n™þe÷Œk™u
™ƒ¤kE ™ ‚{sþku
Lkðe rËÕne, ¼khŒ ‚rn»ýw Au, f{òuh ™nª. y{u

òu¾{ …ý ÷E þfeyu Aeyu y™u ½h{kt ½q‚e™u
szƒkŒkuz «nkh …ý fhe þfeyu Aeyu. yk…ýe
‚n™þe÷Œk™u ™ƒ¤kE ‚{sðk™e ¼q÷ ™ fhðe.
15 yku„Mx …nu÷k hküÙeÞ ‚whûkk ‚÷knfkh (NSA)
ySŒ zku¼k÷u yuf ELxhÔÞq{kt yk M…ü {u‚us ykÃÞku
Au. yku…huþ™ ®‚Ëqh …h yk…ðk{kt ykðu÷k yk rðþu»k
ELxhÔÞq{kt Œu{ýu 88 f÷kf ‚wÄe [k÷u÷k ‚iLÞ
yr¼Þk™ …kA¤™e ÔÞqnh[™k y™u r™ýoÞ «r¢Þk
yt„u rð„Œðkh ðkŒ fhe Au.hküÙeÞ ‚whûkk ‚÷knfkh
ySŒ zku¼k÷ y™w‚kh yk ‚iLÞ fkÞoðkne™ku {wÏÞ
nuŒw Ëw~{™™k yu Œ{k{ Xufkýkyku™u ™ü fhðk™ku
nŒku, su ¾k‚ fhe™u …nu÷„k{ ykŒtfe nw{÷k {kxu
sðkƒËkh nŒk. yk rðþu»k ðkŒ[eŒ{kt ¼khŒ™k
xku[™k ‚iLÞ y™u ‚whûkk ™uŒ]íð îkhk ÷uðkÞu÷k
r™ýoÞku™e rðMŒ]Œ {krnŒe yk…ðk{kt ykðe Au.
¼khŒ™e ™erŒ y™u ‚iLÞ ûk{Œk yt„u ¼kh…qðof
sýkðŒkt fnuðk{kt ykÔÞwt Au fu rðï {kxu ¾qƒ M…ü
{u‚us Au- ¼khŒ™e WËkhŒk fu ¼khŒ™wt ‚rn»ýw nkuðwt
yu y{khk Ëuþ™e f{òuhe ™ „ýðe òuEyu. …rhýk{
¼÷u „{u Œu ykðu, ¼khŒ òu¾{ WXkðe þfu Au y™u
¼khŒ szƒkŒkuz «nkh …ý fhe þfu Au.

òrŒÚke ÷E™u fkurðz h‚e ‚wÄe …qAðk{kt ykðþu 40 «§ku
Lkðe rËÕne, fuLÿ ‚hfkhu ðMŒe „ýŒhe{kt …qAðk{kt ykðŒk ‚ðk÷ku™e ÞkËe

ònuh fhe Au. fuLÿeÞ „]n {tºkk÷Þu þw¢ðkhu 40 «§ku™wt r÷Mx ònuh fÞwO, su{kt
òrŒ, Ä{o, ƒk¤fku™e ‚tÏÞk y™u fkurðz h‚efhý™e òýfkhe {k„ðk{kt ykðe
Au. ‚ðk÷ku™k r÷Mx{kt …qAðk{kt ykÔÞwt fu Œ{u fkuhku™k™e h‚e ÷E søÞkyuÚke
÷eÄe nŒe. 40 ‚ðk÷ku{kt ÔÞÂõŒ™wt ™k{, …rhðkh™k {wr¾Þk ‚kÚku ‚tƒtÄ, ®÷„,
sL{™e Œkhe¾ y™u ô{h, ÷ø™™e ÂMÚkrŒ, ÷ø™ ‚{Þu ô{h, Sð™‚kÚke™wt
™k{, hküÙeÞŒk, Ä{o, r…Œk y™u {kŒk™e òýfkhe, rðf÷kt„Œk, {kŒ]¼k»kk
‚rnŒ yLÞ òýfkhe nkuÞ Œu ¼k»kk, ‚kûkhŒk y™u rzrsx÷ ‚kûkhŒk™e ÂMÚkrŒ,
rþûký ‚tMÚkkyku{kt W…ÂMÚkrŒ™e ÂMÚkrŒ, fE rz„úe {u¤ðe Au.

Ëuþ™k 18 hkßÞku{kt ¼khuÚke yrŒ¼khu ðh‚kË™wt yu÷xo
Lkðe rËÕne, rËÕne-yu™‚eykh ‚rnŒ

Ëuþ™k ½ýk hkßÞku{kt yk rËð‚ku{kt ¼khu
ðh‚kË …ze hÌkku Au. W¥kh ¼khŒÚke ƒt„k¤
y™u fuh¤ ‚wÄe ðh‚kËe ÉŒw [k÷w hnu Au.
Ëhr{Þk™, nðk{k™ rð¼k„u ykðŒefk÷u
yux÷u fu 15{e yku„Mxu ½ýk hkßÞku{kt ¼khu
ðh‚kË™e yk„kne òhe fhe Au. IMD
y™w‚kh ykðŒefk÷u Ë uþ¼h™k 18
hkßÞku{kt ¼khu ðh‚kË …ze þfu Au.

su{kt rËÕne, Þw…eÚke rƒnkh y™u
ykurzþk™ku ‚{kðuþ ÚkkÞ Au.  yk ‚ókn™e
þYykŒ rËÕne-yu™‚eykh{kt ðh‚kË ‚kÚku
ÚkE nŒe, …htŒw nðu ¼usðk¤e „h{e ÷kufku™u
…huþk™ fhe hne Au. nðk{k™ rð¼k„™wt
fnuðwt Au fu yk„k{e fux÷kf rËð‚ku ‚wÄe
ykfkþ{kt ðkË¤ku™e yðhsðh hnuþu y™u
n¤ðku ðh‚kË yÚkðk Íh{h ðh‚kË [k÷w
hne þfu Au. ykðŒefk÷u {n¥k{ Œk…{k™
33 rz„úe y™u ÷½w¥k{ 25 rz„úe ‚uÂÕ‚Þ‚
hnuðk™e ‚t¼kð™k Au. ‚ðkhÚke ƒ…kuh ðå[u
fux÷kf MÚk¤kuyu ¾qƒ s n¤ðku ðh‚kË …ze

þfu Au. ƒ…kuh y™u ‚kts ðå[u ½ýe søÞkyu
n¤ðk ðh‚kË™e þõâŒk Au.

nðk{k™ rð¼k„™k sýkÔÞk y™w‚kh
ykðŒefk÷u …ý Þw…e™k y™uf rsÕ÷kyku{kt
ðh‚kË [k÷w hnuþu. IMD™e yk„kne {wsƒ
ykðŒefk÷u …qðeo W¥kh «Ëuþ{kt AqxkAðkÞk
MÚk¤kuyu ¼khu ðh‚kË …ze þfu Au. 18
yku„Mx ‚wÄe {kuxk rðMŒkh{kt ðh‚kË™e
‚t¼kð™k Au. yk r‚ðkÞ …rù{ W¥kh
«Ëuþ{kt 15 Úke 18 yku„Mx Ëhr{Þk™
ðh‚kË™e ‚t¼kð™k Au y™u 15-15
yku„Mx™k hkus y÷„-y÷„ MÚk¤kuyu ¼khu
ðh‚kË …ze þfu Au. hksMÚkk™{kt yk
rËð‚ku{kt [ku{k‚w t ‚r¢Þ Au. nðk{k™

rð¼k„™e yk„kne y™w‚kh, òuÄ…wh,
WËÞ…wh y™u ys{uh rzrðÍ™™k
{kuxk¼k„™k rðMŒkhk u{k t  ðh‚kË™e
„rŒrðrÄ Äehu Äehu ykuAe Úkþu. òu fu,
ƒefk™uh, sÞ…wh, ¼hŒ…wh y™u fkuxk
rð¼k„™k fux÷kf ¼k„ku{kt y÷„-y÷„
{æÞ{Úke ¼khu ðh‚kË [k÷w hne þfu Au.
15 yku„MxÚke, …rù{ y™u W¥kh
hksMÚkk™™k fux÷kf rðMŒkhku™u ƒkË fhŒkt
hkßÞ™k {kuxk¼k„™k ¼k„ku{kt ðh‚kË™e
«ð]r¥k{kt ½xkzku Úkðk™e Äkhýk Au. 16
yku„Mxu sÞ…wh, ¼hŒ…wh, fkuxk y™u
rƒfk™uh rð¼k„™k fux÷kf ¼k„ku{kt
AqxkuAðkÞku ðh‚kË [k÷w hne þfu Au.
ykurzþk{kt AuÕ÷k 24 f÷kfÚke ¼khu
ðh‚kË ðh‚e hÌkk u  Au. Ëhr{Þk™,
nðk{k™ rð¼k„u ‚{„ú hkßÞ{kt ðh‚kË
{kxu huz yu÷xo ònuh fÞwO Au. IMDyu fÌkwt fu
ƒt„k¤™e ¾kze{kt ƒ™u÷e yk nðk{k™
«ýk÷e™u fkhýu „t„k™ku …rù{ ¼k„,
A¥ke‚„Z y™u Íkh¾tz …ý «¼krðŒ Úkþu.

ðzkuËhk


