




Israel-Iran Tensions

❑ Israel’s devastating attack on Iran’s nuclear 
facilities on June 13, 2025, orchestrated by Netanyahu 
and backed by Trump, may delay but ultimately 
accelerate Iran’s nuclear ambitions. 

❑ Their short-term politics, lack of long-term strategy, and 
flawed diplomacy risk creating greater instability 
in West Asia and worsening global nuclear proliferation. 

❑ This event, reminiscent of past Israeli strikes, has 
reignited debates about the effectiveness of military 
action versus diplomacy in addressing the 
perceived existential threat posed by Iran’s nuclear 
program, including its potential development of 
a nuclear warhead.



NETANYAHU’S SHORT-TERM POLITICAL GAINS

❑ Netanyahu faces corruption charges and political setbacks; attacking Iran serves as a short-term 
distraction from domestic crises and legal troubles.

❑ He has persistently undermined peace and the two-state solution for Palestine, exacerbating 
regional instability rather than promoting long-term security for Israel.

❑ In 2015, Netanyahu sabotaged the JCPOA agreement, which offered Iran sanctions relief in 
exchange for nuclear restrictions, forging alliances with Republicans but proposing no viable 
alternative to contain Iran’s nuclear program. This opposition to the deal has continued for nearly 30 
years.

❑ Israel’s attack failed to neutralise Iran’s capabilities; thousands of centrifuges and highly enriched 
uranium stockpiles remain protected at Natanz and Fordow. The strike also did not impact 
Iran’s heavy water production facilities, crucial for certain types of nuclear reactors.

❑ Netanyahu lacks a coherent long-term strategy; whether pursuing regime change, provoking U.S. 
intervention, objectives remain unclear.



TRUMP’S LACK OF STRATEGIC VISION

❑ Trump operates purely on personal whims: profit, revenge, ego; lacking focus on 
America’s strategic interests in West Asia or global security.

❑ Trump unilaterally exited the nuclear deal during his first term, destabilizing the 
containment of Iran’s nuclear program for fleeting domestic political gains and 
eliminating the sanctions relief that had incentivized Iran’s compliance.

❑ Trump’s renewed nuclear talks aim for personal glory, not substantive peace; driven by 
his obsession with winning a Nobel Peace Prize.

❑ His boasts of mediating India-Pakistan ceasefire or Iran-Israel peace are fabrications, 
undermining America’s credibility in global diplomacy.

❑ Trump’s impulsive actions risk further destabilisation of West Asia, while failing to 
build a sustainable, enforceable nuclear threshold containment regime.



IMPACT ON IRAN’S NUCLEAR STRATEGY

❑ Israel’s attack has convinced Iran to seek a credible nuclear deterrent, accelerating 
uranium enrichment and potential development of a nuclear warhead. This has likely 
increased the urgency of work among Iran’s nuclear scientists.

❑ Previously, Iran pursued ambiguity — denying intent for weapons while maintaining 
breakout capability; post-attack, deterrence has become a strategic imperative.

❑With Hezbollah, Hamas, Assad weakened, Iran’s proxy warfare capabilities have declined, 
increasing reliance on nuclear capability for national security.

❑ Iran can access global nuclear markets, as proven by A.Q. Khan and North Korea; technical 
hurdles remain surmountable with sufficient motivation.

❑ Restoring the JCPOA agreement, including sanctions relief, remains the best path to curb 
Iran’s nuclear ambitions; military actions only harden Tehran’s resolve for nuclear 
development.



CONSEQUENCES FOR WEST ASIA STABILITY

❑ Israel’s strike risks triggering a broader regional arms race, prompting other Middle 
Eastern powers to seek nuclear capabilities.

❑ Escalatory actions raise prospects of Iranian retaliatory attacks across West Asia, 
endangering shipping routes, oil markets, and civilian infrastructure.

❑ U.S.-Israeli actions further destabilize West Asia, exacerbating humanitarian crises 
and fueling anti-Western sentiments across the Islamic world.

❑ Discrediting multilateral accords like the JCPOA erodes diplomatic norms, 
encouraging reliance on unilateral military actions over constructive diplomacy.

❑ Heightened tensions provide recruiting tools for terrorist groups, undermining 
regional security and Western interests in West Asia.



UK's Assisted Dying Law

A Step Towards Legalising End-of-Life 
Choices 

❑ The UK House of Commons has passed a 
landmark bill legalising assisted dying for 
terminally ill adults in England and Wales.  

❑ This development marks a significant shift in 
end-of-life care legislation, amidst heated 
political and societal debate.



Key Highlights of the Terminally Ill Adults (End of Life) Bill 

❑ Eligibility criteria: The bill permits assisted dying under strict and clearly defined conditions – Individuals 
must be 18 years or older. 

❑ Must be resident in England or Wales and registered with a General Practitioner (GP) for at least 12 months. 

❑ Must have a terminal illness with an expected life expectancy of six months or less. 

❑ Must possess the mental capacity to make an informed decision. 

❑ Must make two formal, witnessed declarations expressing their wish to die. 

❑ Evaluations are to be done by two independent doctors at least seven days apart. 

❑ Procedure: After approval, there is a 14-day waiting period. A doctor would prepare the life-ending 
substance, but the individual must self-administer it. 

❑ It will be a criminal offence to coerce or pressure someone into assisted dying, punishable by up to 14 
years in prison.



Electric vehicle Manufacturing in India

India Electric Car Manufacturing  

❑ India’s planned electric four-wheeler manufacturing 
capacity is set to rise over tenfold to 2.5 million, 
according to new research by Rhodium Group. 

❑ India’s Rapid Expansion in Electric Vehicle Manufacturing 
India is poised to make a major leap in the global electric 
vehicle (EV) manufacturing race.  

❑ According to a report by the Rhodium Group, the country 
is expected to become the fourth-largest electric car 
manufacturer in the world by 2030, trailing only China, 
the European Union, and the United States.  

❑ This shift is driven by a significant scale-up in EV 
production capacity, proactive government policies, and 
strategic protectionist measures to support domestic 
players.



Projected Supply Surplus and Export Opportunities 

❑ The Rhodium report estimates that India’s EV production capacity will exceed domestic demand by 1.1 to 
2.1 million units between now and 2030.  

❑ While domestic EV demand is expected to grow to between 0.4 to 1.4 million units by the end of the decade, 
this still falls short of the planned production capacity. 

❑ This projected surplus opens up potential for India to emerge as a key EV exporter, provided that it can lower 
manufacturing costs and compete globally, especially against Chinese exports, which currently dominate 
global EV markets. 

Role of Domestic Players and Current Market Share 

❑ Indian automakers such as Tata Motors, MG Motor, and Mahindra have consolidated their dominance in the 
domestic market.  

❑ These three accounted for nearly 90% of India’s electric car sales in 2024-25, according to the Vahan 
dashboard. 

❑ Despite low current EV penetration, just 2% in 2024, the Rhodium report notes that India has outpaced 
countries like Japan and South Korea in terms of future manufacturing capacity, driven by planned 
investments and supportive policies.



Policy Framework and Industrial Strategy 

❑ India’s rise in the EV space is strongly supported by a combination of industrial policy, market 
incentives, and a protectionist trade strategy. 

❑ Consumer Subsidies: Linked to increasing localisation requirements, these subsidies aim to 
reduce dependency on imports and incentivise domestic manufacturing. 

❑ Production-Linked Incentives (PLI): Schemes for advanced battery manufacturing and EV 
component production have catalysed investment. 

❑ Tariffs: Import duties of 70–100% on fully built electric vehicles have shielded Indian 
manufacturers from foreign competition, enabling the domestic industry to scale up. 

❑ Infrastructure Expansion: A concerted push to expand EV charging infrastructure supports 
long-term adoption goals. 

❑ While these measures have helped boost local manufacturing, the Rhodium report cautions 
that they have also raised consumer costs and limited product variety.



Thank you
Address

B-47, Main Road Shivalik Enclave, Block-
B, Shivalik Colony, Malviya Nagar, New 

Delhi-110017

Phone Number +91 8178833167

tel:+91%208178833167

	Slide 1
	Slide 2
	Slide 3
	Slide 4
	Slide 5
	Slide 6
	Slide 7
	Slide 8
	Slide 9
	Slide 10
	Slide 11
	Slide 12
	Slide 13

