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1. Abstract
The political turmoil is not the only agenda that has caused chaos in the Middle East. Many countries in the region at least have minor nuclear weapons of mass destruction. WMDs are an important issue in the domain of international security. However, the controversy resides in the fact that many countries in the region believe that Israel is the greatest danger of WMDs. Their priorities are to press Israel to sign the 1968 Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) and abandon its nuclear weapons. The best approach to this may be Middle East Nuclear Weapons Free Zone. 
2. Description and Definition of the Issue

Tension rose over the 1995 NPT Review Conference, when the Arab League states insisted on the adoption of a resolution that urged states to take steps towards the establishment of zone free nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction. However, even thought Arab league supported extension, there was no action for over a decade. There was little or not effort by United States of America, Britain and Russia to come to a final decision about the issue. As a result, in 2010 NPT Review Conference the Arab League demanded a new resolution calling for action.  The 2010 NPT conference adopted a provision that urged USA, UK and Russia together with the Secretary General to convene a conference in 2012, on establishing a zone free of weapons of mass destruction. However, Middle Eastern countries did not find the idea effective because of Israel. Furthermore, it is believed that Israel is the only country in the Middle East with a nuclear weapons capability, all it has never been officially committed. It is estimated to have about 200 weapons, ballistic missiles, aircrafts and a possibility of thermonuclear weapons.
3. Glossary of the issue 
I. Iran: Iran affirmed the NPT in 1970, and signed the additional protocols in 2003 though there this no proof. In 2005, Iran commands that it has the right to domestically enrich uranium for its nuclear energy program under the NPT, the Security Council has proved limited sanction against Iran, but whether it has been effective is debatable. Russia sells military equipment and China is mainly dependent on Iranian oil exports.
II. Algeria: Algeria is dedicated towards fighting against the acquisition of weapons of mass destruction. This is because of historical and political reasons; they have suffered from the effects of the French nuclear tests in the 1960s in Sahara. Algeria suffered attacks with subversive weapon. Moreover, Algeria has made use of civil nuclear energy for research projects in the fields such as health, agriculture and water.

III. IAEA: The IAEA has 154 Member States, which are represented in the General Conference (GC). The GC is the main decision making body of the IAEA and meets annually in September to decide on the budget of the agency. The IAEA and the UN has shared a hostile relationship but still has to recognized as it is the only agency focusing on nuclear technology issues. 

The IAEA has three pillars:-

1. Promoting science and technology

2. Developing nuclear safety standards to maintain high levels of safety standards to protect human health and the environment against radiation.

3. The safeguards and verification system under the Non- proliferation Treaty (NPT).

IV. Thermonuclear weapons: A thermonuclear weapon is a nuclear weapon design that uses the heat generated by a fission bomb to compress and ignite a nuclear fusion stage.
4. History of the issue
1. 1970: Iran signed and supported the creation of a Middle East nuclear weapon - free zone.
2. NPT Review Conference 1995: The conference wanted the development of nuclear- weapon free zones, especially in regions of tensions as well as the establishment of zones free of all WMDs. Furthermore, the cooperation of all the nuclear weapons states and their respect and support for the relevant protocols were all necessary ,which is where Israel's lack of cooperation has been shown as a highlight to why the conferences have been so ineffective.

3. United Nations 2012: The General Assembly voted 176-6 in favour of calling Israel to place its nuclear program under IAEA safeguards and join the NPT.
5. Current Status
The Arab diplomats feel betrayed by the constant cancellation of NPT review conference. As a result, the tension between the Arab states and the NPT system is a main factor as to why any action has not been taken. In April 2013, at a meeting for the upcoming NPT Review Conference, Egypt staged a walkout in protest of the continuous failure to make progress on the WMD-free zone issue. The Arab league represents 22 NPT members and the Non aligned Movement makes up a majority of NPT member states demanded that the postponed WMD free zone conference be held in 2013 and has also threatened to block consensus at the 2015 NPT Review Conference. The approach to implement a WMD-free zone in the Middle East faces huge problems. Israel is believed to have nuclear arsenal and being a country that the majority of Arab states have no diplomatic relations it is even harder to reach a decision. Israel does not think that a conference on a WMD-free zone will be helpful to Israel's interests. Furthermore, violations of the NPT have occurred in the region of Iran, Iraq, Libya, and Syria.

In preparation for the conference, the following provision of nuclear and WMD- free zone in the Middle East should be addressed:-

1. Placing all nuclear facilities under comprehensive IAEA safeguards;

2. Establishing the necessary institutions to uphold such a zone free of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction and to address the issue of verification.

An approach to engage all the countries of the region is all very important in order to guarantee their full involvement in the conference. The WMD free zone conference should allow more genuine and necessary interaction about disarmament, dismantlement and peaceful uses.
6. Conclusion

Overall, all Arab states should come together to reach a solution to the question whether WMD free zones should be implemented or not. Arab states should aim to declare new principles about how nuclear weapons or any weapons of mass destruction should be used for only economic growth and country's protection. Moreover, there is hope for the implementation to be successful after the renewed agreement of the United States and Russia of the ongoing destruction process of the Syrian chemical weapons. In addition, if the United States pressurizes Israel to change their sceptical views about the issue by creating a treaty or making amends to existing ones. There is a possibility of Weapons of Mass Destruction Free Zone in the Middle East being implemented prior to the 2015 NPT Review Conference.
