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1. 
The recurring theme that emerges about the cause of religious and nationalist conflict revolves ideological and structural disparity. Based on ideological disparity, it is arguable that diverse ideologies, and explicit goals and itineraries articulated in line with them, have their greatest power in parts of the ethnic or religious community, in whose name the religious and nationalist actors claim to speak and whose welfares they claim to defend. The religious conflict in regards to the ideological disparity is exemplified by the Sunni and Shi’ite Muslims who initially split over the leadership of the Muslim community. The same ideological disparities stemming from imperialist interferences; Britain and America contributed to the proliferation of religious and nationalist conflict (White, 2014). 
In the context of structural disparity, conflict-related nationalism is just one specific tactic of violence. For instance, the Iranian Revolution shows the rise of nationalism conflict in which Iran cautiously downplayed Islamism through uniquely identifying the Shi’ites from all other religions, and emphasizing foreign threats to win over resentful Iranians. In the Middle East, Iran has been at the forefront of demonstrating nationalism conflict often challenging the self-proclaimed religious-political system (Yaghoubian, 2014).  In a nutshell, ideological considerations, Shah’s ties with Israel, sympathy towards Palestinians including a generalized and foundational antipathy towards the West become the cause of religious and nationalist conflict in the Persian region.  
2. 
According to my perspective, the normalization policy change might be appropriate in preventing the rise of these conflicts from occurring in the future. Normalization is a policy that can build trust and shared interests and ultimately contribute to the likelihoods of signing peace treaties. Conflict in the Arab countries not only was initiated out of leadership differences between the Muslim communities, but rather it was also started with the injustice propagated by British to Israel and British to Arab countries particularly towards the Palestine state. These injustices have spurred regional instability, whereby most Arab countries argue that if the Palestinian people are deprived of peace, the region will always be on conflict (Mi'Ari 1999). 
Despite, most Arab Gulf States, being prone to security threats from Iran, Yemen, Syria, and Islamist extremist groups, the Israel-Palestinian conflict remains a vital regional dimension. The intense geopolitical competition with Iran, Yemen, Syria, will escalate if any public rapprochement with Israel, is arrived without a comprehensive peace reinforced by the Palestinians (Salem, 2005). Hence, as much as normalization remains one of the appropriate policy changes that might prevent the rise of these conflicts from occurring in the future, it is certain that the road to normalization in the Arab region is tied in the Palestinian issue. 
3. 
Israel employs several counterterrorism measures to respond to terrorism. These include bulldozing, invasions of Lebanon, targeted assassinations and constructing a wall to separate Palestinians from Israelis (Jansen, 2008). Among these policies, bulldozing and carrying out targeted assassinations remains to be the most effective in preventing terrorist attacks in Israel. Bulldozing involves the demolition or sealing of houses of suicide bombers.  With bulldozing, Israel policymakers believe that bulldozing homes is more painful and exceeds the pleasure of economic reward in case the families of martyrs were to be compensated by sympathizers. Also, Israel employs targeted assimilations as a counter-terrorism measure applied to eliminate specific individuals particularly suicide bombers. The policy is effective because it has extensively mitigated the threat of suicide bombings within Israel boundaries (Hafez & Hatfield, 2006).
[bookmark: _GoBack] 	Accordingly, despite Israel's offensive and defensive counterterrorism policies being effective in countering terrorism, to a larger extent, these policies are controversial. For instance, the construction of a massive wall as a measure to stop Palestinian attacks is controversial largely because it separated people from their families, jobs, and services. Furthermore, the counterterrorism measure of conducting invasions of Lebanon is also controversial. In its plan to destroy Hezbollah, Israel ended up punishing Lebanon; the operation led to the killing of hundreds of Lebanese civilians, displacing of nearly a million Lebanese, including infrastructural damages (Freilich, 2017). 
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