Regional prolif outweighs---it’s unprecedented and shreds traditional barriers to dyadic escalation.
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The answers to these questions are important. One-on-one nuclear faceoffs (as between the US and the Soviet Union/Russia, the US and China, China and India, and India and Pakistan) have so far proven manageable and even favourable to non-proliferation (as was the case for Argentina and Brazil). But the prospect of a Middle Eastern nuclear regatta with three or more participants in close proximity is daunting. There have been no comparable cases of multiple adversaries in the same region gaining nuclear weapons. Multilateral deterrence would be a dicey affair, due to greater uncertainties and short lead times for crucial decisions. The possibility of loose nukes, or nuclear weapons in the hands of extremist groups, would grow. The nuclear question in the Middle East is a long-standing one for good reason. Further proliferation there could make the region’s current problems, severe as they are, seem minor. Prevention based on careful analysis is the best way forward.
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