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Editorial

Two cosmopolitans
Zohran Mamdani’s brief, handwritten note to Umar Khalid,

imprisoned without trial for five years under the rights-wrecking
Unlawful Ac­tivities (Prevention) Act, is a mo­del of understated
empathy. “Dear Umar,” it goes, “ I think of your words on
bitterness often, and the importance of not letting it consume
one’s self. It was a pleasure to meet your parents. We are all
thinking of you. Zohran.”

It doesn’t mention his imprisonment, nor the withholding
of bail, or even the denial of a life in scholarship. Ramachandra
Guha wrote of the quality of Khalid’s research in these pages
in November ago and the intellectual tragedy that his seemingly
endless incarceration represents. Mamdani’s note doesn’t refer
to any of this, it reproaches no one. It speaks only of Khalid’s
refusal of bitterness and lets him know that he isn’t forgotten.
When this note was made public by Khalid’s partner, the
response of the Bharatiya Janata Party’s spokesperson was
the tonal opposite of Mamda­ni’s message. Asked to comment,
Gau­rav Bhatia defaulted to the nation-in-peril rhetoric that
BJP spokespersons deploy against all non-orange outsiders.

“If any person supports an accu­s­ed, comments on Bharat’s
internal affairs, Bharat will not tolerate it. Each Indian citizen
has complete faith in India’s judiciary. Who is an outsider to
question our democracy and judiciary? And that too in support
of someone who wants to break India into pieces? This is not
right… when it comes to India’s sovereignty, 140 crore Indians
will stand against it under the leadership of Prime Minister
Narendra Modi.” If the disproportion of this response sounds
unhinged, it’s because it is. Bhatia transports us to a place
where the sovereignty of India is imperilled by Mamdani’s
message and heroically defended by 1.4 billion Indians in
lockstep with Modi. This need to dial up the volume to ten
while genuflecting in the direction of the Great Leader makes
the BJP’s leaders sound like fawning filmi villains.

Mamdani’s great talent is that like virtuoso singers, he has
perfect pitch. There are no false notes; he just says his piece.
His concision has the curious effect of provoking his enemies
into rants that are also confessions. Bill Ackman, the fanatically
Zionist billionaire, implicates himself by supplying alibis for
Israel’s genocidal violence in Gaza while Bhatia and his ilk make
themselves absurd by trying to cast Muslim men as existential
threats to an implausibly fragile Hindu nation.

America retreats, China cornered, Russia relieved: How
Trump’s Venezuela raid may hand Bharat an opening

The New Year has
delivered the final blow to the
so-called American-led “rules-
based” global order. On
January 3, 2026, the
administration of Donald
Trump launched a military raid
in Caracas, abducting
Venezuelan President Nicolás
Maduro and his wife, Cilia
Flores, and forcibly extraditing
them to the United States. The
operation was conducted
without congressional
authorisation and with
outright contempt for the
United Nations.

Washington justified the
raid by branding Maduro a
“narco-terrorist”. Thus, a new
chapter has been added to
America’s endlessly malleable
“war on terror” — this time
rebranded as a ‘war on narco-
terror’. The logic remains the
same: any leader who
obstructs American strategic
interests can be criminalised,
removed and replaced,
international law
notwithstanding.

In a grimly ironic sense,
however, Trump deserves
credit for honesty. Unlike his
predecessors, he has
dispensed with the ritualistic
invocations of democracy,
human rights and liberal
values. He did mention
Maduro’s drug links and the
Venezuelan administration’s
lack of democratic credentials,
but he made no serious
attempt to disguise the real
motive. Trump openly
resurrected the Monroe
Doctrine — renamed the
“Donroe Doctrine” — to justify
US hegemony in the Western
Hemisphere. He even
suggested that the United
States would seize
Venezuela’s oil reserves and
supervise its political
transition. Imperialism,
stripped of pretence, has
rarely been articulated with
such brazenness, especially
since World War II.

The implications are
seismic. The Caracas raid did
not merely violate international
norms; it announced their

extinction. The United Nations,
long reduced to a stage for
empty speeches, has now
been rendered entirely
irrelevant. If a sovereign head
of state can be kidnapped by
a permanent member of the
Security Council without
consequence, then the post-
1945 order has definitively
collapsed. The world today is
more anarchic than at any
point since 1945 — and the
United States is its chief
arsonist. Why would
Washington torch the very
order it once created and
enforced? Because it no longer
controls it. The United States
remains powerful, but it is no
longer dominant enough to
dictate terms globally. Faced
with this erosion, it has chosen
not to adapt but to sabotage.
Unable to command the entire
ship, America now prefers to
sink it and retreat to a smaller
vessel it believes it can still
steer — the Western
Hemisphere — while also
preserving its interests in the
other hemisphere as much
and for as long as it can.

Seen through this lens, the
Venezuela raid is not a display
of confidence but an
admission of strategic decline.
The United States remains the
strongest military power, but
it is no longer
unchallengeable. It faces
rising resistance from China,
renewed defiance from
Russia, and an increasingly
autonomous geostrategic
posture from Bharat.
Venezuela is not a victory
parade; it is a strategic
retreat. The real target of the
raid was not Nicolás Maduro.
It was China. Venezuela sits
atop the world’s largest
proven oil reserves, and
Beijing has spent years
embedding itself in Caracas
through energy deals,
infrastructure investments and
diplomatic backing. That is
why, just hours before the
raid, Maduro was meeting a
high-profile Chinese
delegation—one that
reportedly remained in the

capital during the operation.
Trump’s invocation of a
hemispheric doctrine banning
“outside interference” is not
ideological; it is territorial. The
United States is drawing a line,
declaring Latin America its
exclusive preserve because it
can no longer dominate
everywhere else.

This reading gains further
credibility when one examines
Trump’s approach to Russia.
His will ingness to
accommodate nearly every
Russian demand on Ukraine
has left Kyiv abandoned and
Western Europe paralysed.
The pattern suggests a crude
but deliberate trade-off:
Ukraine for Venezuela.

This is not speculation.
During the Trump

impeachment inquiry in 2019,
Fiona Hill, former senior
director for Europe and Russia
at the US National Security
Council, revealed that Moscow
had openly floated a “swap”
arrangement during the
Venezuela standoff. The
Russians signalled that if
Washington insisted on
enforcing a Monroe Doctrine
in Latin America, Moscow
would assert its own sphere
of influence in Ukraine. The
message was unmistakable:
“You know, you have your
Monroe Doctrine. You want us
out of your backyard. Well,
you know, we have our own
version of this. You are in our
backyard in Ukraine.”

That deal now appears to
be taking shape. Russia

consolidates control over
Ukraine. The United States
reasserts dominance in
Venezuela. The language of
sovereignty, democracy and
international law is discarded
in favour of naked great-
power bargaining. Oil is
central to this strategy, but it
is not the entire story.
Controlling Venezuela also
allows Washington to eject
China from a critical energy
supplier. Beijing was one of
the largest importers of
Venezuelan oil, alongside
Iranian crude. This raises an
obvious question: where does
Trump move next? Tehran
increasingly appears to be the
answer. Trump’s calculation
may be aided by domestic
dissatisfaction within Iran. The
Iranian population has grown
weary of clerical rule, and
figures such as Reza Pahlavi
— the son of the deposed
Shah, historically aligned with
Washington — are gaining
visibility. A successful
operation against Iran would
further constrict China’s
energy lifelines and delay, if
not derail, its rise as a global
challenger. Paradoxically,
however, this strategy may
also signal a tacit American

acceptance of China’s
dominance in East Asia. If
Washington is willing to
prioritise the Western
Hemisphere and strike
bargains over Ukraine, it may
also be prepared to
accommodate Beijing
elsewhere. Such a move
would leave allies such as
Taiwan — and perhaps even
Japan — dangerously
exposed. A China facing
energy constraints and
strategic humiliation may
grow more desperate to
absorb Taiwan, and Trump
may be tempted to look the
other way in order to placate
Beijing. This evolving
landscape places Bharat in a
precarious position. Trump,
reportedly aggrieved with
Bharat for both personal
reasons and policy
disagreements — especially
post Operation Sindoor —
may seek to persuade his
administration that New Delhi
is no longer indispensable. By
retreating to the Western
Hemisphere and trading
influence with Russia and
China, Washington could push
Delhi and Beijing into
intensified rivalry across South
and Southeast Asia.

Marengo CIMS Hospital achieved
a significant milestone

Ahmedabad, Marengo CIMS
Hospital has achieved a
significant clinical milestone by
completing six Renal
Denervation (RDN) procedures,
among one of the highest in
India and the highest in Gujarat.
The procedures were
performed by a senior team of
interventional cardiologists—Dr.
Keyur Parikh, Dr. Vipul Kapoor,
and Dr. Tejas V. Patel—
positioning the hospital among
India’s leading centres offering
this advanced therapy for
resistant hypertension. One
such case involved a 57-year-
old man whose systolic blood
pressure remained above 200
mmHg despite being on seven
antihypertensive medications.
His medical history included
coronary artery disease,
diabetes, double-vessel
disease, and a prior left
circumflex coronary stent
(2014), with  standard high
blood pressure treatment
ineffective despite 6-7

medicines daily . Dr. Keyur
Parikh, Chairman, Marengo
CIMS Hospital said, When a
patient continues to have blood
pressure readings above 140/
90 mmHg despite three or
more medications, the risk of
stroke, heart failure, and kidney
damage becomes unacceptably
high. Renal denervation allows
us to address the underlying
cause of resistant hypertension
rather than simply adding more
tablets. (18-2)

How Congress,
Pentagon contain
Potus overreach
and how India

should leverage it
An ongoing misconception

in US foreign policy analysis
is the assumption that
presidential intent always
shapes national strategy. The
near-simultaneous release of
Donald Trump’s 2025 National
Security Strategy (NSS), the
Pentagon’s China Military
Power Report, and the
Congressional FY2026
National Defence Authorisation
Act (NDAA) exposes this
fallacy. Historical precedent
emphasises this institutional
resistance. In the 1970s, the
War Powers debates showed
how Congress sought to
curtail presidential overreach
in military engagements. After
the Vietnam War, both
Congress and the Pentagon
played key roles in supporting
a more controlled and
moderate approach to foreign
engagements. Rather than a
unified state, these
documents show deliberate
institutional pushback.
Congress acts overtly through
laws and funding, while the
Pentagon uses threat
assessments and signals. These
serve as checks on presidential
excesses and preserve strategic
continuity, even if the White
House moves toward ideological
retrenchment. The 2025 NSS
sets out a strong executive
agenda influenced by partisan
domestic politics. It places
emphasis on the Western
Hemisphere, renews elements
of the Monroe Doctrine, and
treats alliances mainly as
pragmatic arrangements.
Europe and the Indo-Pacific
receive less focus.
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