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Perspectives on the Iran Nuclear Deal
It is undoubted that Donald Trump was a highly controversial President. The majority of his decisions and policies were vehemently criticized and opposed in different quarters. One notable decision that triggered a political outcry in various segments of global society involved the withdrawal of the US from the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action. This was also known as the Iran Nuclear Deal. While other nations criticized the move, the initiative was applauded by Israel and Saudi Arabia. The essay purposes to extensively examine the Iran Nuclear Deal from the perspectives of the realism and institutionalism schools of thought.
It is worth noting that from a realist’s stand point, the thought of Iran being a nuclear power is not only acceptable but desirable. According to Oppermann & Spencer (2017), “Realism claims that international relations are driven by the momentum that anarchy creates: As there is no central agency enforcing order in international affairs, states are exposed to a security dilemma”. Based on the above statement and in light of concerns about their autonomy, nations globally strive to acquire military power. This initiative pushes other nations to seek ways of countering their military prowess and superiority. Although Israel has not officially declared itself a nuclear power, there are strong indications that it became such in the 1960s. As such, from the balance of power logic ascribed by realists, Iran’s quest for nuclear weapons and ammunition is not puzzling at all (Oppermann & Spencer, 2017). It is evident that Israel has enjoyed a nuclear monopoly for decades. 
From the perspective of realists, a bipolar nuclear Middle East is more welcomed and stable as opposed to the scenario that sees Israel enjoy nuclear monopoly. In the current dispensation, Israel can choose to maintain and cement its nuclear monopoly by attacking Iran and any other nations in the region that stands in its way. Mousavian & Mousavian (2018) supports the above scenario and shares that, “The scenario of balanced nuclear power between Israel and Iran is much less threatening for regional peace because in this case the logic of mutual deterrence would come to bear and the incentives of both actors to wage war against each other would then be diminished”. Iran’s acquisition of nuclear weapons will also be beneficial to American realists particularly those who are keen on the war on terror. This is because with the acquisition of nuclear weapons, Iran’s government will be forced to take a firmer stand against terror groups (Anggitta, 2017). Nuclear weapons are quite destructive and the government will definitely be reluctant to share them with unscrupulous players. 
On the other hand, institutionalism offers divergent views concerning the acquisition of nuclear weapons. From the perspective of institutionalism, the dispersion of nuclear weapons to nations that are not recognized in the NPT should be stopped. This is because despite some of the shortcomings, the international community that comprises the NPT has been utterly successful. The entity has managed to frustrate the ambitions of many middle powers that have tried acquire nuclear military capabilities (Anggitta, 2017). This would be catastrophic and would likely have plunged the world into another global conflict. The NPT international regime has been integral in the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in different regions including the Pacific, Latin America, Caribbean and Africa (Anggitta, 2017). Unfortunately, no such zone has been established in the Middle East. As such, arming Iran with nuclear weapons jeopardizes the lives of the locals and those of individuals in the surrounding nations. 
Based on the above discussions, it would be wise if the US was to analyze and examine both approaches and perspectives critically. From the realist point of view, Iran’s acquisition of nuclear military weapons is likely to cement America’s stand on the war on terror. This is because it will force the Iran government to change its lax stand on the terror groups operating within its borders. The initiative will also assist to minimize and end Israel’s nuclear monopoly in the Middle East. This is critical because it is unwise and dangerous for a nation to hold so much nuclear power. Nonetheless, nuclear weapons are also quite destructive and Iran may misuse them and kill many innocent people in the process. Iran’s acquisition of nuclear weapons may also encourage other nations to follow suit. This poses a great threat to global peace.
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