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Abstract 

World War Two gave birth to modern globalization.  Globalization has bridged the gap 

for countries concerning economic prosperity and international security.  However, an 

international push for globalism has also brought a rise in nationalism.  This thesis explores the 

concept of nationalism as it relates to sovereignty in the age of globalism.  For this study, 

sovereignty will be explored mainly through the lens of nationalism as it relates to globalism.  

Sovereignty will be evaluated by three factors: border security, international organizations, and 

nationalism.  Border security is the foundation of every sovereign nation.  Secure borders give 

governments jurisdiction and autonomy necessary to lead.  Unstable borders threaten state 

sovereignty as do conflict and war.  For this study, Israel and its defense of national sovereignty 

will be explored.  Israel’s primary belligerents explored in this research will be Lebanon and 

Palestine.  The Arab-Israel conflict has allowed non-state actors and international organizations 

to intervein putting increased pressure on Israel’s sovereignty.  These security challenges are not 

all that threatens Israel.  Regional conflict regarding the Jewish state has captured the attention of 

the United Nations. The UN has unsuccessfully attempted to broker peace between the Arabs 

and Israel for over 70 years.  However, one of the main roadblocks to the UN peace process are 

the UN members nationalistic agendas.  Separate agendas of the countries within the UN have 

forced it into strategically weak positions, placing its global authority into question.   As a result 

of global expansion, nationalism has undeniably risen within countries throughout the world.  

Globalization has led to increased migration, and with increased migration, there is a rise in 

nationalistic sentiment.  Migration has put immense strain on many countries, thus directly 

effecting sovereignty.  The United States, the European Union, and Israel are excellent measures 

of sovereign countries that have seen an uprising in nationalism linked to migration.  There 
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defining factor for the rise in nationalist sentiment is the political shift to the conservative right, 

that many countries can directly corollate to weak border security and high migration.  This 

thesis concluded defining what will be necessary to control nationalism before it shifts into 

authoritarianism, thus threatening globalism.          
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Introduction 

 
Globalism undoubtably benefits the entire world, global cooperation and the ability to 

work as a collective allows the world to be interconnects, sharing in order to benefit everyone.  

Globalism requires that all nations follow rules set by the greatest majority.  However, it is not 

always in the best interest for individual nations or their people to follow the globalist trend.  

Following the Second World War, the modern era soon brought forward the age of globalism.  

Following WWII, there was a realization that countries needed to work together for national 

prosperity as well as the greater good.  With an increasingly interconnected world of global 

cooperation, the realization that countries needed to work together quickly brought to light the 

question of national sovereignty.  The world is undoubtedly interrelated as people can migrate 

fluidly between countries, with the ability to pick and choose their final destinations.  There has 

been an international shift toward globalism in an effort to keep up with the fast pace of 

progression and innovation.  There is pressure from the International community for all countries 

to accept globalization, which has become the standard operating procedure of the world 

economy.  People and businesses are now able to move transnationally unencumbered, leaning 

more and more for the deregulation of borders.  Movement is now viewed as a right by 

international organizations, thus creating global citizens.  This new subclass of the population 

prefers freedom of movement worldwide.  In response to globalism, many countries have banded 

together in order to create international rules and guidelines.  Notably, these rules were 

implemented in order to prevent another great war.  However, this increasing freedom of 

movement has threatened national sovereignty.  Countries must now grapple with the issues of 

embracing globalism and forgoing sovereignty or embrace security and nationalistic ideas for the 

protection of sovereignty.   
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Sovereignty is the power and authority a country possesses over its land and citizens.  

Sovereignty assures citizens they have security, an autonomous state, and the dexterity to self-

govern.  Cultural norms and traditions are the cornerstones of sovereignty.  Citizens of every 

nation house distinct cultures, and traditions that identify them worldwide.  These traditions are 

the sum of hundreds and sometimes thousands of years of culture.  When a nation becomes more 

advanced, it tends to favor globalism and its citizens become more progressive.  Since World 

War II, there has been a shift towards globalism and a push for the globalization of all nations.  

Conversely, there has been an international withdrawal from nationalism following the War.  

During WWII, Germany and Japan showed the world the dangers of nationalism, and the harm it 

can inflict internationally.  As a result of this extreme form of nationalism, the world created 

organizations such as the United Nations to prevent another world war.  These international 

organizations have allowed countries to band together and utilize the power of alliances to 

establish and implement policies worldwide.  

Furthermore, these internationally respected organizations have the authority to make 

laws, enact sanctions and resolutions, and decide global policy.  The power of these institutions 

is given and actioned by the voting members of these bodies.  Member states have the ability to 

vote on resolutions that have international implications.  For example, the UN, is comprised of 

committees, who are composed of countries that may have a predisposed bias toward a region or 

nation.  Because organizations such as the UN operate as a whole, there is little onus on 

individual voting nations under the protection of these organizations.  Once an action is decided 

by the assembly, provisions, resolutions, and sanctions are instituted by the body as a whole.  

These actions give international organizations immense power over nations states, and thus, their 

sovereignty.   
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Further complicating the actions of organizations such as the UN are their unequal 

standing on international relations.  Undoubtedly, these organizations follow the trend of 

globalism, putting them naturally at odds with national sovereignty.  International organizations 

view problems and solutions on a global level.  The solution utilized by these bodies is often 

what is most beneficial for the organization first, member states second, and finally the 

protection of state sovereignty last.  In a globalist society, international issues tend to revolve 

around migration and national security.  Organizations such as the United Nations and the 

European Union often weigh in on state level actions based on global migration.  The actions 

taken by these bodies have great effect on the sovereignty and national security of nations to 

which they are engaged.   

This paper will evaluate and discuss sovereignty in the age of globalism.  National 

sovereignty cannot be defined without first discussing what makes a country sovereign.  An in-

depth examination will define what is essential to ensuring sovereignty by an individual state.  

More importantly, this paper will discuss what is necessary to remain sovereign, as well as 

examining the greatest threats to state sovereignty.  Furthermore, this study will investigate if 

border security is essential for a state to remain sovereign.  It will also question what obstacles 

countries face as they move forward in an increasingly multicultural world?  Repercussions of 

states ensuring their sovereignty through security on a global scale will also be discussed within 

this research.   For the purpose of this research the United Nations will be assessed on their 

relevance and influence on sovereign nations.  The actions international organizations take 

against a sovereign nation will be scrutinized and evaluated.  Finally, this research will culminate 

in an in-depth look into nationalism and how important it is for the survival of state sovereignty 

in an increasingly globalized environment.  Notably, there has been a rise in nationalistic 
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sentiment as borders become more fluid, and people increasingly migrate internationally.  

Political policies pertaining to migration patterns and the correlating rise in nationalistic 

sentiment will be assessed.  Nationalism will be a principle case study for this research due to its 

history of being associated with extremists and racism.  This paper will better define nationalism 

and what nationalism means for sovereign nations.  Nationalism will further be examined as the 

catalyst to civic duty and the protection of a nation and its citizens.  

This thesis will utilize case study research.  Israel will be used as the primary subject for 

chapters I, and II, and will be one of three case studies in chapter III.   However, the U.S. and the 

EU will also be examined because of their unique problems regarding sovereignty.  Israel is an 

optimal case subject because of its location, the circumstances sounding its placement, and the 

country’s ongoing struggle to remain a sovereign state.  Israel’s quest to remain a religious state 

in the Middle East further makes it a great case study to use for researching state sovereignty and 

security.  Unlike many nations worldwide who have been defining their sovereignty for hundreds 

of years, Israel has experienced accelerated growing pains since WWII.   More importantly, 

Israel has also faced border conflicts and international scrutiny for over 70 years.  Israel is the 

personification of the quest for state sovereignty in the modern era.  As a Jewish state, it provides 

an example of the risks a country is willing to take in order to protect its autonomy, citizens, 

nation, culture and traditions.  

Chapter One of this thesis will evaluate border security and its effects on sovereignty in 

the age of globalism.   By using Israel as the case study, it will look at Israel’s border 

management since its conception in 1948.  By evaluating border relations between Israel and its 

neighbors, it will better discern the outcome of any nation attempting to secure and protect 

national sovereignty in the age of globalism.  There will be a particular emphasis on Lebanon 
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and Palestine as subjects of this case study into border security.  Major conflicts regarding border 

security will be assessed.  More importantly, international reactions to these conflicts will be 

evaluated.  International reactions to Israeli border conflicts will provide insight into how border 

security impacts national sovereignty on a global stage.   

Chapter Two of this study will explore the effect the United Nations has on a national 

sovereignty.   This second study will evaluate the United Nations and its relationship with Israel.  

The United Nations will serve as the primary case study of Chapter Two and Israel will serve as 

the subject.  The United Nations was created in the wake of WWII, replacing the failing League 

of Nations.  The first major action was attempting to establish peace between the Israel and the 

surrounding Arab countries.  Since its attempt to resolve the Arab-Israel crises the UN has been 

involved with Israel and its Middle Eastern neighbors for over 70 years.  However, not all 

interactions with the United Nations have benefited Israel, infect, over half of the resolutions 

originating from the United Nations Human Rights Council, and Security Council criticize Israel.  

For this study resolutions adopted by the UN criticizing Israel effect they have on Israel’s 

sovereignty will be analyzed.  Furthermore, the resolutions taken by the UN for and against 

Israel will be examined in-depth to evaluate the rationale and intentions of their actions.  

 Finally, the third chapter of this thesis will assess the importance of nationalism as it 

pertains to sovereignty in a globalist society.  For this chapter, Israel, the United States, and the 

European Union will be included as case studies.  Israel is an important subject for chapter three 

because of its strong propensity toward nationalism that has defined the country since 

conception.  In addition to Israel, the U.S. and EU were added as case studies to give this 

research a higher perspective on modern nationalism. These case studies will be evaluated using 

international migration as a catalyst to political shifts within sovereign countries.  Politics will be 
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used as the gauge by which to understand the greater feeling of the population.  By evaluating 

shifting political positions, this research will determine how the population reacts when state 

sovereignty is threatened.       

Chapter One will examine historical and current border security conflicts facing Israel.  

By evaluating Israel’s borderland relationship with Lebanon and Palestine, this paper will get a 

better understanding of strong borders and asks if it is critical for sovereignty.  For this chapter, 

Lebanon will be used as a case study in border relations.  Lebanon has taken part in every major 

war and countless conflicts with Israel since its inception.  Lebanon is chosen for this research 

because it is an established sovereign nation that has preexisted Israel.  Currently, Lebanon also 

has an extremely contentious relationship with Israel.  Not only does Lebanon share an arguably 

recognized border with Israel, but the Israel-Lebanese border has also remained under UN watch 

for over 40 years.  The two countries have virtually no relations economic or other.  

Furthermore, Lebanon does not agree with Israel and the UN on the specifics of its designated 

border.  These disputes have caused bloody conflicts as recently as 2013.  Within its borders, 

Lebanon also harbors Hezbollah, a group that has been designated a terrorist organization by the 

United States.  Hezbollah as remained adamantly anti-Israel, often initiating conflicts with the 

Jewish nation.  Disputes between the Lebanese government and Israel, as well as Hezbollah and 

Israel, have made the Lebanon-Israel borderland dangerous and conflict-stricken.      

Palestine is an interesting case study because it has shifted from a nation destined to be 

sovereign, to a state under the control of Israel.  Palestine is used as a case study because it draws 

the most pressure against Israel from not only other nations but nearly every international 

organization as well.  Palestine, for its part, refuses to recognize Israel as a sovereign nation, a 

stance it has held since Israel’s establishment in 1948.  Israel’s relationship with Palestine is 
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further complicated by the Peoples Liberation Organization (PLO), a group that has launched 

attacks against Israel for decades and is the sole representative of the Palestinian people.  

Moreover, no other nation has been levied with more resolutions and sections than Israel has 

received from the UN regarding Palestine.  The majority of these sanctions come from its actions 

Israel has taken in defense of its people, land or borders.  Because of its long and contentious 

history with the UN, Israel is a valuable case study regarding the affect international bodies have 

on sovereign nations.  It is of note that Jordan, Egypt, and Syria are not utilized as subjects 

because the sheer volume of information that would be examined is far beyond the scope of this 

thesis.  Utilizing Lebanon and Palestine as case studies are more fitting to the research of state 

sovereignty because of the contention that surrounds their relationship with Israel.  This chapter 

hypothesizes that border security is critical to maintaining national sovereignty and balanced 

global relationships.    

Chapter Two of this paper will give an in-depth understanding of international 

organizations, namely the United Nations, and how it affects a national sovereignty.  The 

question this chapter asks is, what impact does the United Nations have on National 

Sovereignty? This case study will focus on the UN and its subject, Israel.  No other nation has 

worldwide had more of an adversarial relationship with the United Nations more than Israel.  

Moreover, it is vital to use Israel as the subject of this research, building on the information 

gained from chapter one.  Studying Israel will allow this paper to have a greater understanding of 

the impact the UN has on a national sovereignty.  The United Nations relationship with Israel 

will be assessed through three case studies: the 1947 Partition Plan, United Nations Resolution 

242, and the United Nations voting and resolution record.  Additionally, the actions and 

resolutions taken as a result of this case studies will be examined, and each action will be 
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analyzed to understand the reasons measures were taken regarding Israel.  It will be important to 

understand who the primary actors were, e.g., Human Rights Council, UN Security Council, 

regarding responsibility for the actions taken.  Because of the sheer power of the United Nations, 

it is vital to understand the effect it has on state sovereignty.  This paper hypothesizes that the 

United Nations, although essential to globalization, is in some cases detrimental to national 

severity.  

Chapter Three of this study analyses what is necessary to protect sovereignty.  The 

question being asked in this final chapter states: is nationalism necessary to protect sovereignty 

in the age of globalism?  In an increasingly global society, the question begs to be asked, what 

can nations do to protect their sovereignty while still allowing trade and migration to support 

their economies?  Chapter Three will evaluate the importance of nationalism through political 

change.  For this chapter, migration is used as the catalyst that brings a nationalistic surge in 

many countries.  The case studies used will be the United States, the European Union, and Israel.  

This final chapter is adding the U.S. and EU to evaluate significant political changes concerning 

migration over a greater geographical location.  The U.S. is a significant case study because of 

its migration issues experienced at its southern Border.  Furthermore, the United States has also 

seen a significant political shift as migration issues have risen in American politics.   

Conversely, The European Union does not utilize individual national security to protect 

sovereignty the same way as the United States and Israel. The EU utilizes a progressive model of 

globalism, where security is not nationalist but part of a coalition. The EU model puts national 

security and state sovereignty secondary to cooperational security provided by specific bordering 

countries in the EU.  This model of collectivism will run counter to the more nationalistic 

government of the United States and Israel.  Because the European Union encompasses so many 
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countries, three nations that are hardest hit by international migration will be evaluated.  France, 

Italy, and Germany will be used to gain a better perspective of the EU’s migration system.  It is 

important to note that the United Kingdom and BREXIT will be excluded from this study 

because it does not share the same border system as the rest of the EU.   

As with the first two chapters, Israel will be utilized as a case study.  Not only will using 

Israel give this paper continuity, but it is important to have a effective nationalistic country to 

create context between the United States and the European Union.  As a small country, Israel has 

had an undoubtedly nationalist identity while remaining a Jewish state.  Israel has experienced 

far more significant polarizing border issues than those of the U.S. and UN.  However, Israel also 

remains a conundrum of nationalistic identity.  While being such a small country, it has relied on 

a strong social system that mirrors much more liberal countries.  Its sense of nationalism thought 

its history would provide a compelling example of nationalist based policies in a globalist 

society.  Chapter Three of this thesis hypothesizes that nationalism is necessary to protect 

sovereignty in the age of globalism.          
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Chapter I  

How does border security impact sovereignty on a global stage? 

 

In the age of globalism, border security has become an international, social, and political 

concern for nearly every country.  Borders define countries and provide barriers to protect 

citizens within.  Border conflicts have led to war, trade issues, and have fouled international 

relations.  “Approximately 25 percent of the world’s land borders are in dispute, and over 70 

percent of international conflicts are directly linked to these unresolved border issues”1   

Internationally, no country better personifies border conflict than Israel.  Since its inception in 

1948, Israel has fought nearly half a dozen wars regarding its borders.  Israel is surrounded on 

three sides: by Egypt, Syria, Jordan, and Lebanon, with the fourth side being the Mediterranean 

Sea.  Within the borders of Israel lies the West Bank or Palestine.  Since its creation, Israel has 

engaged in wars with all its neighboring countries.  Nearly every war fought has been over 

borderlands and water rights.  

Border security in Israel has 

been at the forefront of the 

country’s ability to sustain 

sovereignty in the Middle 

East. 

 

Figure 1: Countries involved in 
Territorial Conflict2 

 
1 Susan M. Jellissen, and Fred M. Gottheil. “On the utility of security fences along international borders,” Defense & 
Security Analysis 29, no. 4 (2013): 270. 
2 Statista, Border Disputes Worldwide, https://www.statista.com/chart/9961/border-disputes-worldwide/ 
(accessed March 17, 2019).  

https://www.statista.com/chart/9961/border-disputes-worldwide/
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This study evaluates the difference in border security measures between states and non-

state actors and their influence on a sovereign country’s diplomatic actions.  The purpose of this 

study will be to understand border security as it pertains to sovereignty on a global stage.  This 

research will utilize Israeli border security as a case study.  For this research, Palestine and 

Lebanon are used as case studies.  Palestine is important because of its geographic location and 

its ongoing border conflict with Israel.  Moreover, ongoing conflicts in Palestine have created 

intense international pressure from the international community for Israel to adopt a two-state 

solution.  Lebanon will be as a case study because it has arguably the most contentious 

relationship with Israel of any of its neighboring countries. Also, border security conflicts 

between Israel and Lebanon have led to continuous UN intervention.  Lebanon has had countless 

skirmishes against Israel and is the base for terror attacks carried out by Hezbollah.  These 

studies evaluate border relations between Lebanon-Israel and Palestine-Israel, beginning with the 

Israeli War of Independence in 1948.   

The purpose of this paper is to understand the relationship between a sovereign nation 

and its borderlands, give insight into how states deal with border conflicts that affect national 

security and sovereignty, and how those actions can have international ramifications.  Also, it 

evaluates how a country deals with state-sponsored violence on its border regions.  Both 

Lebanon and Palestine have posed significant security concerns for Israel, and both countries 

have brought UN intervention against Israel for its border policies.  UN intervention is a measure 

of how a state’s actions are affected by its border security practices.  Because both Palestine and 

Lebanon have consistently challenged Israel through border conflicts, this study aims to discern 

if Israel overemphasizes’ border security, thus forcing international scrutiny. This paper will 

further evaluate if Israel is merely responding to border threats as a means of national security.  
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Literature Review 

Numerous scholarly works focus on border security.  Border security concerning 

geopolitics is not a new concept in current literature, with much of it focusing on the United 

States and the European Union.  Post 9/11, academia has seen an influx of literature regarding 

border policies and how countries secure their borders.  Also, border security during times of 

conflict is prevalent in literature.  Border security is an essential issue in conflict-stricken nations 

such as Afghanistan because it can cause contention between bordering nations.3  However, 

border management has transitioned and moved away from a state-centric approach against 

foreign military forces, or large-scale control, to also focus on organized crime, human 

trafficking, and terrorism.4  More importantly, borderlands are territories where control is 

necessary for sovereignty.  Without control borderland control, borders become national security 

issues for crime, terrorism, and other security problems.5 Borders act as instruments of the state; 

their power is predicated on the ability to control these partition lines.  Further, borders 

determine national identity giving citizens a sense of unity.6 International border management 

strategies have become the preferred practice to counter global threats, most notably terrorism.7   

Israel’s borders have a history of conflict and dispute.  Being the only non-Muslim in the 

Middle East, Israel has been forced to defend its borders against those who challenge its 

sovereignty. Barely formed and weak borders require immediate and effective protection as soon 

 
3 Bano, Dure Shahwar, “An Enigma of Pak-Afghan Border Security,” Journal of Political Studies, June 2, 2019, 69. 
4 Simone Tholens. “Border management in the era of ‘state building lite’: security assistance and Lebanon’s hybrid 
sovereignty,” International Affairs 93, no. 4 (2017): 869; Keith Cozine, “Fragmentation and interdependency: 
Border security intelligence in North America and Europe.”, The International Journal of Intelligence,” Security, 
and Public Affairs 18, no. 3 (2016): 176. 
5 Junardi Harahap, “Border Area and National Security Issues,” Central European Journal of International & 
Security Studies 12, no. 4 (December 2018): 214. 
6 Iram Khalid, “Confrontation at the Borders: Initiating Border Security Initiatives for Pakistan-Afghanistan Border 
Management,” Pakistan Vision 19, no. 1 (June 30, 2018): 18. 
7 Tholens, “Border Management in an Era of ‘Statebuilding Lite’: Security Assistance and Lebanon’s Hybrid 
Sovereignty,” 865.  
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as possible.8  Border environments differ throughout conflict discourse.  Classic realist theories 

are used to account for the mechanism of securitized borders.  However, unique patters regarding 

securitization reflect a deeply-rooted focus on idealized borders.  Regional interests and state 

stability ultimately characterized border security.9 Border conflict may not be solely a bilateral 

problem.  In conflict-stricken regions such as the Middle East, Israel and Palestine are unable to 

make decisions regarding borders and security without its regional neighbors. Although Israel is 

in control of its borders, Palestine is not and must bend to the will of Israel, albeit 

begrudgingly.10  

Borders security is not internationally indistinguishable.  The European Union’s structure 

of border security represents a collective system of border control.  The EU has been studied at 

length because of its unconventional border policies as well as the somewhat high level of 

migration, terrorist attacks, and lack of control and security the country has seen in recent years.  

Professor of security studies, Alice Hills, states: “Border security is an empirical manifestation of 

a state’s adaptation to its political environment, so a comprehensive analysis of European 

security requires that both the empirical and conceptual parameters of border management 

should be identified.”11  The nature of the EU’s border policy is unorthodox, specifically the 

Schengen acquis.  The Schengen acquis is an area of 26 countries in which people can move 

freely; many EU citizens regard the Schengen acquis as European immigrations most discernible 

achievements.12 The creation of the Schengen acquis was designed to develop cooperation and a 

 
8 Paweł Lubiewski, “The Evolving Protection of Borders of the Reborn Second Republic of Poland,” Internal 
Security, January 2, 2018, 53.  
9 Tamar Arieli, "Borders, conflict and security,” International Journal of Conflict Management 27, no. 4 (2016): 
487. 
10 Hilik Bar, “A Proposal for Resolving the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict,” Dialogue & Alliance 29, no. 2 (2015): 86. 
11 Alice Hills, “The Rationalities of European Border Security,” European Security 15, no. 1(2006): 67 
12 Katrin Huber, “The European Parliament as an actor in EU border policies: its role, relations with other EU 
institutions, and impact,” European Security 24, no. 3 (2015): 420. 
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sophisticated information sharing system.13  Cooperation between EU member states is done 

through the abolition of borders while concentrating resources on the external bordering 

countries.14  Many scholarly works are focused on the ability of the countries within the EU to 

protect their borders by relaying a collective of nations to create security. The EU has used its 

border method as an example of what can be achieved by many countries in the European region 

with similar security situations.  However, the EU border control system is based around political 

ideals, which are geared toward globalization and political standards 15 

The European Union has spearheaded the globalization of border security.  The EU’s 

collective border security policies have been handled with skepticism by Great Britain and the 

United States, which have primarily maintained a more nationalist approach.16 The ultimate goal 

of European border security is to allow EU members to cooperate on security issues.  Member 

states within the EU have classified illegal immigration as a critical security threat.17  The 

refugee crisis of 2015 has caused Europe to define their borders better to ensure member states 

who have grown increasingly unsettled.  The rise of ISIS and Middle Eastern unrest has 

contributed significantly to the more than 1 million refugees that have reached Europe via the 

Mediterranean.18  The commission proposed a budget increase for refugees, resettle 20,000 

asylum seekers outside the EU, temporary relocation of refugees, and create hotspots along the 

 
13 Jörg Monar, “EU internal security governance: the case of counter-terrorism,” European Security 23, no. 2 
(2014): 195; Vihar Georgiev, “Towards a common European border security policy,” European Security 19, no. 2 
(2010): 256. 
14 Emmanuel Brunet‐Jailly, “Security and border security policies: Perimeter or smart border? A comparison of the 
European Union and Canadian‐American border security regimes, Journal of Borderlands Studies 21, no. 1 (2006): 
3. 
15 Hills, “The Rationalities of European Border Security,” 68-69. 
16 Full Fact, “EU facts behind the claims,” fullfact.org, https://fullfact.org/europe/border-security-eu/ (accessed 
October 3, 2018).  
17 Basil Germond (2011) “The EU's security and the sea: defining a maritime security strategy,” European Security 
20, no. 4 (2011): 575. 
18 Eva Alisic & Rianne M. Letschert. “Fresh eyes on the European refugee crisis,” European Journal of 
Psychotraumatology 7, no. 1 (2016): 1.  
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border to quickly fingerprint, register incoming migrants.19  These security threats and mass 

migration have led to a direct threat against state sovereignty.  What makes collective border 

security difficult is the ability of states to guarantee the protection of their citizens.  

Border security affects all countries regardless of geographical location.  The United 

States has been an advocate of nationalism and secure borders.  Border security in the United 

States differs significantly from the EU.  The United States, with its strong national identity, and 

in the aftermath of 9/11, has brought border control to the forefront of American policies.20  

More pointedly, America’s neighbor to the South limits any European model that the U.S. can 

implement.21 For there to be secure borders, there needs to be strong cooperation.  Mexico 

should take note of the US-Canada security relations.  Scholar, Manuel Chavez, suggests the 

United States nationalism is complicated by the globalization of international borders in the 21ST 

century, with the only exception being for disputed territory limits.22 

 Border relations have caused Canada and the United States to look at their cooperation 

and the sharing of vital information, regarding security, through the Smart Border Agreement.23  

It should also be noted that Canada still represents a danger to American border sovereignty. “It 

is revealing that the Mexican border is singled out as the key line of defense given that 

America’s northern neighbor, Canada, houses substantial Islamic and African immigrant 

populations, has known terrorist cells, and compared to Mexico offers a longer and far less 

 
19 Claudia Morsut & Bjørn Ivar Kruke, “Crisis governance of the refugee and migrant influx into Europe in 2015: a 
tale of disintegration,” Journal of European Integration 40, no. 2 (2018): 152 
20 Brunet‐Jailly, “Security and border security policies: Perimeter or smart border? A comparison of the European 
Union and Canadian‐American border security regimes,” 3. 
21  Ruben Zaiotti, “Practical continentalism: North America, territorial security and the European model,” Journal of 
Transatlantic Studies 12, no. 1 (2014): 90. 
22 Manuel Chavez (2004) “The North American border cooperation model: Local challenges for a security agenda,” 
Journal of Borderlands Studies 19, no. 1 (2004): 149. 
23 Brunet‐Jailly, “Security and border security policies: Perimeter or smart border? A comparison of the European 
Union and Canadian‐American border security regimes,” 8. 
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intrusively defended border with the United States.”24 However, Canada has managed to control 

its borders, implementing a level of control that Mexico is not able to offer.  In the North-

western hemisphere, Mexico has become the lone standout regarding border control.  Border 

policies in North America remain chained to U.S. policy. The United States is not only the most 

powerful country in North America, but it is also the gateway between Canada and Mexico.  

Regardless of political and economic relationships within North America, cross-border activity is 

heavily dependent on the Department of Homeland Security threat levels.25     

Methodology 

This analysis case study research of Israel-Lebanon and Israel-Palestine relations is based 

on past and present border relations as it pertains to state sovereignty.  Using Lebanon and 

Palestine as case studies are essential to this research because they evaluate borderland conflict 

with Israel over the past 70 years.  Understanding the cause and ultimate effect of Israel’s border 

security policies for the protection of sovereignty will give a greater context in the country’s 

ability to act globally.  The reasons for each war/conflict and the resulting border security 

measures as they pertain to sovereignty are evaluated by cause and effect and resulting actions. 

The effect of these conflicts will be assessed through international intervention.    

Furthermore, this research will examine cross border attacks from groups, such as 

Hezbollah, and resulting actions from Israel.  Political positions (e.g., treaties and ceasefires 

between Lebanon and Israel) are recognized.  Scholarly journals, reputable news sources, 

government websites, and books will be used to provide an example of Lebanese-Israel relations 

and the outcome of those interactions.  Information on past wars, engagements, and agreements 

 
24 Douglas Massey, “The Mexico-U.S. Border in the American Imagination,” Proceedings of the American 
Philosophical society160, no. 2 (2016): 175. 
25 Jason Ackleson, “Border security in a risk society,” Journal of Borderlands Studies 20, no. 1 (2005): 2.  
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will also come from case study research.  International news reporting from inside Israel, 

Lebanon, and Palestine will be used to gather accurate data regarding the number of deaths that 

have resulted in each conflict.  Notably, all confrontations between Palestine, as with Lebanon, 

have not led to war.  Conflicts between Israel-Lebanon and Israel-Palestine will also be assessed 

through United Nations intervention.  Situations such as the first and Second Intifada will be 

studied both from a security and political standpoint.  Conflicts and UN intervention are 

compared before and after Israel began building a border fence in order to secure sovereignty 

and national security.    

Border conflicts originating from Hamas or Hezbollah will only be considered if they 

originate from Palestine or Lebanon.  This paper hypothesizes that without strong borders and 

aggressive border security, Israel would systematically lose sovereignty as its borders 

diminished.  A second hypothesis wonders that because of the excessive amount of person to 

person violence originating from Palestine, Israel has no other choice than to impose stricter 

border security measures between Palestine and Israel versus other nations.  Further, UN 

resolutions will be an indicator of international pressure following Israeli actions.  More 

importantly, UN actions will be any diplomatic actions taken by countries outside of UN 

jurisdiction.  The result would be an accurate indicator of the global impact on Israel in its quest 

to remain secure and sovereign.      

Lebanon 

In 1949, after the Arab-Israel War, the United Nations established the 1949 Armistice 

Agreement between Egypt, Syria, Jordan, and Lebanon to end the hostilities of the Arab-Israel 

War.26  The result of this agreement created the Green Line, a demarcation line that was not a 

 
26 Israel Ministry of Foreign Affairs, “Armistice lines (1949-1967),” 
http://www.mfa.gov.il/mfa/ (accessed September 12, 2018).  

http://www.mfa.gov.il/mfa/aboutisrael/maps/pages/1949-1967%20armistice%20lines.aspx
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borderline but instead marked a boundary between Israel and its Arab neighbors.  “The Green 

Line places 78 percent of mandatory Palestine (pre-Israel Palestine) inside Israel, and follows the 

mandatory boundary with Syria, Lebanon, and most of the boundary with Egypt, the boundary 

with Jordan in the Araba desert, and marks out what was later named the West Bank and the 

Gaza Strip.”27 The Green Line was established as an UN-declared border and not intended as an 

international border.  However, it did give enough of a definitive border for Israel to declare its 

statehood and establish itself as a sovereign nation.  

Border security in Lebanon (1948-1985)  

In 1948, Transjordan, Syria, Lebanon, and Egypt, as well as the Arab League of Nations 

vehemently opposed the establishment of Israel.  Each of Israel’s new neighbors insisted that the 

land Israel was claiming belonged to the Arabs.  Immediately following Israel’s recognition as a 

nation by the United Nations, Egypt, Transjordan, Lebanon, Syria, and the Arab League of 

Nations declared war on the new state.28  Today, this war is known as the 1948 Arab-Israel War 

or Israel’s War of Independence.  It is important to note that Lebanon had only minor 

involvement in the 1948 Arab-Israel War.29  However, refugees from the warring factions fled to 

the relative safety of Lebanon.  The flood of new refugees caused a lasting impact on Lebanon’s 

demographics.  It is also notable that Lebanon avoided the Six-day war, which resulted in 

Israel’s land grab of the West Bank, forcing more refugees into Lebanese territory.  

 
27  Rassem Khamaisi. “From imposed ceasefire line to international border: The issue of the green line between 
Palestine and Israel,” Journal of Borderlands Studies 23 no.1 (2008): 91. 
28 Department of State, Office of the Historian, The Arab-Israel War of 1948, 
https://history.state.gov/milestones/1945-1952/arab-israeli-war (accessed September 1, 2018).  
29Department of State, Office of the Historian. The Arab-Israel War of 1948, 
https://history.state.gov/milestones/1945-1952/arab-israeli-war (accessed September 1, 2018).   

https://history.state.gov/milestones/1945-1952/arab-israeli-war
https://history.state.gov/milestones/1945-1952/arab-israeli-war
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The Green Line 

The borderlands that existed between Lebanon and Israel were mostly farmland and ill-

defined.  Following the Arab-Israel War, the United Nations established the Green Line.  To 

spare farming in the borderlands between Israel and Lebanon, the Green Line here was more 

ambiguous than it was between Israel and other neighboring countries.  No physical border wall 

was built along Israel’s Northern Border after the implementation of the Green Line.  In lieu of a 

defined border, both Israel and Lebanon were, instead, allowed by the UN to used defensive 

forces.   According to article five of the Lebanese-Israel General Armistice Agreement, “In the 

region of the Armistice Demarcation line, the military forces of the parties shall consist of 

defensive forces only as defined in the annex (3) to this agreement.”30   

 Because of the Six-Day War, many refugees fled the Israeli occupied West Bank, many 

found placement in Lebanon.  Before 1948, many Lebanese Christians enjoyed a peaceful 

existence in Lebanon, finding elite placement and influence within the Lebanese government.  

Resulting from the refugee explosion in Lebanon, the Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) 

developed in 1964 and grew within Palestinian refugee camps.31 The PLO instead rejected the 

Green Line calling for the return of Palestine.  Further complicating Israel’s relationship with the 

UN is that the PLO gained public recognition in 1974, from the Arab community as well as the 

UN, as representatives of the Palestinian people.32 (move this).  In 1975 the Lebanese Civil War 

began.  The Lebanese Civil War caused many complications for Israel and affected how it 

 
30 Yale Law School, Lebanese-Israel General Armistice Agreement, March 23, 1949, 
http://avalon.law.yale.edu/20th_century/arm02.asp (accessed July 17, 2018).  
31 Nora Stel & Chris van der Borgh (2017) “Political Parties and Minority governance in Hybrid Political Orders: 
Reflections from Lebanon’s Palestinian Settlements and Kosovo’s Serbian Enclaves,” Journal of Intervention and 
State building 11, no. 4 (2018): 494; Jewish Virtual Library, “Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO): History 
and Overview,” https://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/history-and-overview-plo (accessed August 11, 2018). 
32 Rassem Khamaisi. “From imposed ceasefire line to international border: The issue of the green line between 
Palestine and Israel,” 93. 

http://avalon.law.yale.edu/20th_century/arm02.asp
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controlled its border region.  The PLO in Lebanon was much more aggressive toward Israel than 

the Lebanese government previously had been.  Reacting to the attack from the PLO on Israeli 

civilians, Israel invaded Lebanon in 1978 (1978 South Lebanon Conflict).  The repercussion of 

Israel’s attack caused the UN’s security council to create Security Council Resolution 425: 

Convinced that the present situation impedes the achievement of a just peace in the middle east, 
calls for strict respect for the territorial integrity, sovereignty and political independence of 
Lebanon within internationally recognized boundaries; calls upon Israel to immediately cease its 
military action against Lebanese territorial integrity and withdraw forthwith its forces from all 
Lebanese territory; decides, in light of the request of the government of Lebanon, to establish 
under its authority a United Nations interim force for southern Lebanon for the purpose of 
confirming the withdrawal of Israeli forces, restoring international peace and security and 
assisting the government of Lebanon in ensuring the return of its effective authority in the area, 
the force to be composed of personnel drawn from states members of the United Nations.33   
 

Principally, the UN Security Council Report 425 created the United Nations 

interim force in Lebanon (UNIFIL).  After the establishment of UN resolution 425, the 

PLO forced further security complications for Israel when a splinter group of PLO 

attempted to assassinate Shlomo Argov, the Israeli ambassador to Britain.34  The resulting 

counteraction of the assassination attempt was the 1982 Lebanon War.  Israel pushed 

across the border into Lebanon as far as Beirut until the UN and United States persuaded 

Israel to withdraw to the internationally recognized boundary between Israel and 

Lebanon.  “The Immediate and public aim of the Lebanon invasion was secure peace for 

Galilee by clearing a 40-kilometer zone along its northern border.”35  Israel was effective 

in defeating the PLO in Lebanon and occupying a small strip of land along Lebanon’s 

Southern border calling it the security belt.  

 
33 Yale Law School, United Nations Security Council Resolution 425, 
http://avalon.law.yale.edu/20th_century/un425.asp (Accessed July 17, 2018). 
34 Israel Ministry of Foreign Affairs, “The Lebanon War: Operation Peace for Galilee,” mfa.gov.il, 
http://www.mfa.gov.il/mfa/ (accessed September 12, 2018).  
35 “Israel and the war in Lebanon,” Strategic Survey 83, no. 1 (1982): 71 

http://avalon.law.yale.edu/20th_century/un425.asp
http://www.mfa.gov.il/mfa/aboutisrael/history/pages/operation%20peace%20for%20galilee%20-%201982.aspx
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The Security Belt  
 
 Following the 1982 Lebanon War, the Israeli Defense Forces (IDF) remained in Lebanon 

with partial control over The South Lebanese Security belt.  The security belt covered 10 percent 

of Lebanese territory, housed over 150,000 inhabitants, and consisted of mostly Christian 

minorities.36   The purpose of the security belt was to create a militarily controlled region that 

would protect Israel’s everyday security needs from terror groups that resided within Lebanon.37 

On the Northern border, the security belt, was a 79-kilometer mountainous region that naturally 

protected as well as electronically monitored land between Israel and Lebanon.38  Israel 

maintained only a defensive posture while monitoring the security belt.  The Free State of 

Lebanon, and what would become the South Lebanese Army, maintained primary control over 

the security belt.  Following 1982, and the expansion of UNIFIL’s mandate to cover the area 

South of Litani, the UNIFIL supported 15,000 Lebanese soldiers and effectively turned half of 

Southern Lebanon into a buffer zone.39              

 The expulsion of the PLO from Lebanon in the early 1980s came the emergence of 

Hezbollah.  Hezbollah emerged in the wake of the Islamic revolution in Lebanon.  “Hezbollah’s 

emergence was based on “an ideological, social, political, and economic mixture in a special 

Lebanese, Arab, and Islamic context.”40  Without the resistance of the PLO, many Lebanese 

nationalists formed the Islamic Resistance, an Iranian backed Islamic group.41  Islamic militias 

 
36 Augustus Richard Norton, and Jillian Schwedler. "(In)security Zones in South Lebanon." Journal of Palestine 
Studies 23, no. 1 (1993): 62.  
37 Valerie Yorke, “Retaliation and International peace‐keeping in Lebanon,” Survival 20, no. 5 (1978): 196. 
38 Yossi Klein Halevi. "Good Fences." New Republic 226, no. 7 (2002): 14. 
39  Hilal Khashan. “The Evolution of Israeli–Lebanese Relations: From Implicit Peace to Explicit Conflict,” Israel 
Affairs 15, no. 4 (2009): 325. 
40 Adham Saouli. "Lebanon's Hizbullah." World Affairs 166, no. 2 (2003): 72. 
41 Marc R. DeVore & Armin B. Stähli Explaining Hezbollah's Effectiveness: Internal and External Determinants of 
the Rise of Violent Non-State Actors, Terrorism and Political Violence 27, no. 2 (2015): 340. 
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began operating on the southern border of Lebanon, threatening the security of Israel’s northern 

border region.     

In 1989 the Lebanese War ended with the implementation of the Taif Accord.  The Taif 

Accord tweaked the Lebanese political system.  The power shifted from the President to an 

evenly split cabinet of Muslim and Christian representation. 42  The Taif accord aimed at 

stopping the warring factions within Lebanon by shifting its previous Christian views to those of 

its Arab neighbors.  Moreover, the Taif accord disbanded the Lebanese and non-Lebanese 

militia, transferring all weapons to the government.43 Following the Taif Accord, and throughout 

the 1990s, Israel maintained a presence in South Lebanon supporting the South Lebanese Army, 

while also carrying out retaliatory attacks on Hezbollah.44 Throughout this period, the border 

known as the Good Fence did not change, mostly because of the South Lebanon Army (SLA) 

with Israel’s backing still occupying Southern Lebanon.          

The Blue Line  

  In 2000, Israel pulled its forces from Lebanon.  In accordance with Security Council 

Resolution 425, Israel retreated to the agreed upon border.  The resolution was finally adhered to 

22 years after Israel and Lebanon agreed to the border resolution 425 outlined in the 1978 

agreement.45  After Israel pulled all forces back from the border between Israel and Lebanon, the 

UN confirmed all Israeli forces had withdrawn.  The border decided on in the 1978 resolution is 

now referred to as the Blue Line.  The Blue Line is an armistice line delineated by the UN in 

 
42 University of Notre Dame. “Powersharing Transitional Government: Taif Accord.” Peace Accords Matrix. 
https://peaceaccords.nd.edu/provision/powersharing-transitional-government-taif-accord (accessed August 6, 2018). 
43  Sami G. Hajjar. “The Convoluted and Diminished Lebanese Democracy,” Democracy and Security 5, no. 3 
(2009): 266. 
44  Sami G. Hajjar. “The Convoluted and Diminished Lebanese Democracy,” 272-273. 
45 Brendan O'shea. “Lebanon's "Blue Line": A New International Border or Just Another Cease-fire Zone?” Studies 
in Conflict & Terrorism 27, no.1 (2004): 19. 

https://peaceaccords.nd.edu/provision/powersharing-transitional-government-taif-accord
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2000 that acts as a border and remains heavily militarized on both the Israeli and Lebanese 

side.46  Since the Blue Line is not an accepted border, Lebanon has remained in contention with 

the demarcation line.   

The Collapse of the Security Zone  

 In the spring of 2000, Israel promised to withdraw all military personnel from South 

Lebanon to the Blue Line.  While Israel prepared to pull back Israeli forces from Lebanon, 

Hezbollah stepped up attacks attempting to take back the previously occupied land.47  Upon the 

evacuation of Israel, the SLA quickly collapsed, fearing they would be prosecuted for working 

with the Israelis, making no attempt at preserving the security zone on their own.48  In October of 

2000, the UN secretary-general stated that the management of the Blue Line had been turned 

over to Hezbollah.  Lebanon’s justification for turning over border security was that as long as 

there was no peace with Israel, Lebanon would not deploy forces to secure the border.49  After 

withdrawing from Lebanon, further disputes alleged that Israel did not pull far enough back over 

the border.  As a result of the disputed border location, Israel had the UN certify that Israel had 

reached the international border as defined by the Blue Line.  One major dispute along the Blue 

Line is Shebaa Farms, which is an area of the Golan Heights and is claimed by Lebanon.  

However, there is no historical proof that the UN can find that the area known as Shebaa Farms 

 
46 Ian Slesinger. “Alterity, Security and Everyday Geopolitics at Israel's Border with Lebanon,” Journal of 
Borderlands Studies 31, no. 1 (2016): 123. 
47 Yossi Klein Halevi. "Good Fences," 15. 
48 Ben Herzog. “The road to Israeli citizenship: the case of the South Lebanese Army (SLA),” Citizenship Studies 
13, no. 6 (2009): 575; Iver Gabrielsen. “The evolution of Hezbollah's strategy and military performance, 1982–
2006,” Small Wars & Insurgencies 25 no. 2 (2014): 262. 
49 Daniel Meier. “The South Border: Drawing the Line in Shifting (Political) Sands,” Mediterranean Politics 18, no. 
3 (2013): 363. 
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was ever in Lebanese territory.50  Hezbollah used Israel’s occupation of Shebaa Farms to 

maintain an adversarial relationship that culminated in more than a half a dozen border clashes.   

Lebanon War and Beyond  
 
 In 2006 the Lebanese War began after a cross border raid by Hezbollah that attacked an 

Israeli military patrol.51   The 34-day conflict further inflamed Israeli-Lebanese border relations 

between the IDF and Hezbollah.  The battle between the two forces resulted in a stalemate that 

left both sides claiming victory.  Thus, relations on the border remained on high alert for future 

conflicts.  Both sides suffered heavy civilian and military casualties leading the UN to approve 

UN Security Council Resolution 1701, which states: 

This resolution calls for the full cessation of hostilities, the deployment of 
Lebanese forces to Southern Lebanon, parallel withdrawal of Israeli forces behind 
the Blue Line, strengthening the UN force (UNIFIL) to facilitate the entry of 
Lebanese Forces in the region and the establishment of a demilitarized zone 
between the Blue Line and the Litani River. It also calls for UN Secretary-General 
to develop proposals to implement the relevant provisions of the Taif Accords as 
well as Security Council Resolutions 1559 (2004) and 1680 (2006) and imposes 
an arms embargo on Lebanon. The resolution was formally agreed to by both 
parties within 48 hours of its adoption.52 

 
After UN resolution 1701, Israel pulled all forces from Lebanon, except for Ghajar, a 

town straddling the border of Israel and Lebanon.  Once Israel withdrew, Hezbollah 

returned to portions of the border and claimed victory.  To make border tensions worse, 

Lebanon said they would not disarm Hezbollah by force, leaving the terrorist 

organization to antagonize an already tense border situation.53   

 
50 Frederic C Hof. "A Practical Line: The Line of Withdrawal from Lebanon and Its Potential Applicability to the 
Golan Heights." Middle East Journal 55, no. 1 (2001): 34. 
51 Jonathan Levinson. “Rubber match: a third Lebanon war,” Small Wars & Insurgencies 23, no. 2 (2012): 307. 
52 United Nations, Security Council Resolution 1701: The situation in the Middle East, 
https://peacemaker.un.org/israellebanon-resolution1701 (Accessed July. 30, 2018) 
53 Daniel Meier, “Hezbollah’s Shaping Lebanon Statehood,” 527. 
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 Currently, the border between Israel and Lebanon remains heavily militarized. 

The landscape along the border is littered with fences, patrol roads, soldiers, guns, hidden 

air raid sirens, and bomb shelters.  Every home within Israel’s border region with 

Lebanon must also have a bomb shelter.54 Since February 2018, Israel has begun building 

a roughly 30ft wall on its northern border.55  The wall made from concrete will replace 

existing sections of fence made from chain link, barbwire, and earth mounds previously 

securing Israel’s border with Lebanon.   

The last major conflict between Lebanon and Israel was in 2006 during the 

Lebanese War, which ended in a stalemate.56  However, since the conflict, there have 

been consistent border clashes between Israel, Lebanon, and Hezbollah.  The border wall 

is designed to create an undisputed line of demarcation to avoid border clashes like the 

one in 2010; when Lebanese soldiers killed an Israeli soldier cutting down trees on the 

Israeli side of the border.  After the attack, it was confirmed by UNIFIL that the Israeli’s 

were, in fact, on their side of the Blue Line.57  There are 13 contested border sections of 

the Blue Line that Lebanon claims areas of their country cross the Blue Line into Israel.58  

Lebanon has stated that any wall built along the disputed Blue Line will cause undue 

friction and possible military action.      

 
54 Ian Slesinger, “Alterity, Security and Everyday Geopolitics at Israel's Border with Lebanon” 123. 
55 Ilan Ben Zion, “Israel wall raising near border with Lebanon stokes tension,” AP News, September 6, 2018, 
https://www.apnews.com/ (accessed October 5, 2018).  
56 Iver Gabrielsen, “Military Strategy and the Conduct of the 2006 Israel–Hezbollah War,” Comparative Strategy 32 
no. 5 (2013): 440. 
57 The Guardian, “Tree that sparked deadly border clash on Israel side, says UN,” theguardian.com, 
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2010 (accessed October 08, 2018).  
58 Amos Harel, “Thirteen Israeli border points raising tensions with Lebanon” HAARETZ, Feb. 27, 2018, 
https://www.haaretz.com/israel-news (accessed August 21, 2018).  
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Palestine 

Israel and Palestine have arguably one of the 

most contentious border regions in the world.  The West 

Bank is a primarily contested area that has been 

controlled by the British, Transjordan, and Israel.  

Initially, the West Bank was intended by the British to 

become an Arab state as well as a Jewish State, with 43 

percent allocated to the Arabs and 56 percent given to 

the Israelis.59  The land known as Israel and Palestine 

was created under the United Nations partition plan for 

Palestine.  The plan outlined the withdrawal of British 

forces and defined the Arab and Jewish states, 

respectively.60  Israel accepted the British plan for 

partition but the Arab countries and Palestine, did not.  

The 1948 Arab-Israel War, initiated by a collection of 

Arab states to include; Egypt, Jordan, Syria, and an 

allotment of troops from Iraq.  The war ended badly for 

the Arab coalition with Israel capturing 22 percent of 

what was to be allotted to Palestine under the British 

 
59 Avi Shlaim, The Iron Wall: Israel and the Arab World (New York: Norton paperback, 2014), 25. 
60 Israel Ministry of Foreign Affairs, “UN Partition Plan –Resolution 181 (1947),” mfa.gov.il, http://mfa.gov.il/MFA 
(accessed September 12, 2018 

Figure 2: UN Partition Plan 1947 

http://mfa.gov.il/MFA/AboutIsrael/Maps/Pages/1947%20UN%20Partition%20Plan.aspx
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Mandate.61  After the Arab-Israel war, Jordan controlled the land known as Palestine.  The war 

concluded with the 1949 Armistice Agreement.  

The Green Line  

 The Armistice Agreement of 1949, brokered by the UN, ended the Arab-Israel War and 

created the Green Line. The Green Line is a demarcation line, not a border, but instead an 

armistice between Israel and its neighbors.  The 1949 agreement gave the area known as the 

West Bank to Jordan.  It is important to note that during the Arab-Israel war, Jordan ceased 

control of old Jerusalem, effectively controlling half of the city known as the old city.62  Under 

Jordanian control, Palestinian citizens were given full and equal Jordanian citizenship.  The 

Palestine occupation with Jordan was made possible by the Jericho Conference.  Among the 

resolutions of the Jericho Conference, Palestinians requested annexation to Transjordan, and 

King Abdulla be declared king of the new territory.63  The resolution was accepted by 

Transjordan, giving Palestinians citizenship as well as government representation.  In 1950 

Jordan officially annexed the West Bank.  The annexation received resistance from the Arab 

League, who considered the act illegal.64  The West Bank was viewed as a trust to be protected 

by Jordan until the problems between Israel and the Arab state could be resolved.65  

The Six-Day War (1973 Arab-Israel War) 
 
 The Six-Day War would change the country of Israel not only in size but military respect 

as well.  The war was a provocation from Egypt resulting in a series of battles fought in defense 

 
61 Hilde Henriksen Waage, "The Winner Takes All: The 1949 Island of Rhodes Armistice Negotiations Revisited." 
Middle East Journal 65, no. 2 (2011): 286. 
62 Jewish Virtual Library, “History of Jerusalem: Jordan’s Desecration of Jerusalem,” 
https://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/ (accessed September 11, 2018). 
63 Avi Plascov, The Palestinian Refugees in Jordan 1948-1957 (London: Routledge,1981), 26. (Accessed September 
4, 2018).  
64 Allan Gerson, Israel, the West Bank and International Law. (New York: Psychology Press, 1978).  
65 Martin Sicker, The Middle East in the twentieth century (Westport: Praeger, 2001),187. 
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of Israeli borderlands.  Egypt closed the Strait of Tiran effectively blocking Israeli shipping, 

while also massing troops on the Sinai Peninsula.66 The closing of the strait, as well as the 

buildup, caused a preemptive strike from Israel.  Being caught by surprise and losing badly, 

Egypt enlisted the help of Syria and Jorden.  Because of Jordan’s aggression, Israel took the Old 

City of Jerusalem controlled by Jordan.  After fleeing the city, Jordanians retreated through 

Palestine and further into Jordan.  The over-aggressive retreat caused Israel to take the West 

Bank with minimal opposition.  “Decisions on the West Bank were also taken in stages. They 

were dictated by military developments, not by a political master plan.”67 The conclusion of the 

Six-Day War resulted in Israel seizing and occupying the Sinai Peninsula, the Gaza strip, Golan 

heights, as well as the West Bank.   

 Because of the Six-Day War, the United Nations Security Council adopted resolution 

242.  The resolution called for the withdrawal of forces from occupied territories resulting from 

the conflict.  Resolution 242 calls for the termination of belligerency and respect for sovereignty, 

territorial integrity, and political independence of every state in the area and their right to live 

within recognized boundaries.68 Israel offered land for peace, giving back the Sinai Peninsula to 

Egypt, and the Golan Heights to Syria in exchange for peace.  The peace offering was rejected 

by the Khartoum Resolution, stating: “no peace with Israel, no recognition of Israel, and no 

negotiations with it.”69  It is of note that from 1968 to 1977, the first Israeli settlements were built 

 
66 Yossi Goldstein, “The Six Day War: the war that no one wanted,” Israel Affairs, (2018): 2. 
67 Shlaim, The Wall, 261. 
68United Nations, UN Security Council. Resolution 242 (1967), November 22, 1967, 
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in the West Bank.  More than 60 percent of Israelis in the West Bank live in five settlements, all 

close to the Green Line.70  

Palestine Liberation Organization (West Bank) 

 The Palestine Liberation Organization established itself in 1964, intending to liberate 

Palestine from Israeli control.  “The PLO has been listed by three major statistical databases on 

terrorist attacks: ITERATE, START, and Rand”71  The PLO has fought extensively against Israel 

in its attempt to gain control of the West Bank.  The PLO has drawn criticism for its propensity 

to carry out armed attacks on Israeli civilians.  Furthermore, the PLO is one of the world’s most 

accomplished terror groups beginning in the 1960s and its continued commitment to the 

destruction of Israel.72  Many of the first PLO’s attacks on Israel originated from within the 

Jordanian controlled West Bank.  After Jordan lost the West Bank, the PLO continued to operate 

out of Jordan, drawing attacks from Israel on the Kingdom.  Jordan expelled the PLO as a result 

of the organization becoming too large and brazen with the country.73   

Regardless of its violent disposition, in 1974, at the request of 55-member states, the 

United Nations gave the PLO observer status.74 In 1993 Israel and the PLO signed the Oslo 

Accords: a declaration of principles on interim self-government. The goal of the accords was a 

withdrawal of Israel from the West Bank and Gaza, transferring responsibilities to Palestinian 

authorities.  The accords called for the PLO to renounce terrorism and recognized Israel’s right 

to exist, and in return, Israel would recognize the PLO as the official representation of 

 
70 Mitchell Bard, “Israeli Settlements: Facts about Jewish settlements in the West Bank.” Jewish Virtual Library. 
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71 Ogen S. Goldman, “Between self-interest and international norms legitimizing the PLO,” Israel Affairs 19, no. 2 
(2013): 364. 
72 Goldman, “Between self-interest and international norms: legitimizing the PLO,” 364. 
73 Rafael Reuveny & John R. Powers, “Set for Instability: Prospects for 
Conflict and Cooperation between Israel and Jordan,” Studies in Conflict and Terrorism 25, no. 6 (2002): 387. 
74 United Nations, General Assembly. Questions of Palestine, 
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Palestine.75  The Oslo Accords peace process fell apart after the assassination of Yitzhak Rabin 

in 1995.  Rabin was Israel’s lead negotiator with the PLO during the accords.  The United States 

tried to repair the fractured relationship between the PLO and Israel by hosting the Camp David 

Summit in 2000 but ultimately failed because of border disputes between the two countries.76  

The PLO, and later Hamas, remain belligerents within Palestine with little movement in the way 

of creating an autonomous Arab state.          

Israeli occupation and the Yom Kippur War 

 The Yom Kippur War was a coalition war against Israel that compromised mainly of 

Egypt and Syria, with expeditionary forces to include Jordan.  Jordan did not participate in 

planning any of the operations but instead aiding the war effort by bolstering Syrian forces in 

Golan.  However, notably, Jordan did not mount a third offensive against Israel.77  The goal of 

the Yom Kipper War was the return of occupied territories lost during the Six-Day War.  

However, in light of Jordan’s previous issues with the PLO threatening destabilization of the 

kingdom, there was little in the way of attempting to reclaim the West Bank for Jordan.  Previous 

to the Yom Kippur War, Jordan and Israel had become secret allies, with Israel helping Jordan 

repel a joint PLO-Syrian assault in 1970.78  The war ended with little changes to border regions 

surrounding Israel, except for added land in the Golan Heights.   

 
75 Department of State, Office of the Historian. The Oslo Accords and the Arab-Israeli peace process, 
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First and Second Intifada 

 The First Intifada was a Palestinian uprising against the Israeli occupation of the West 

Bank between 1987-1993.  By large part, the First Intifada was based around working strikes, 

boycotts, protests, and throwing stones, which is arguably considered a nonviolent act.79  In 

response to Palestinian violence, Israel deployed soldiers to the West Bank to calm the situation.  

However, as the protests continued, the protesters became increasingly, violent and Israelis were 

hurt and killed.  During the Intifada, an estimated 120,000 Palestinians were arrested and over 

1,400 killed by IDF and Israeli civilians.  Israel, in turn, lost over 200 individuals killed by 

Palestinians.80  The UN strongly opposed violence during the intifada.  In response, the UN 

Security Council drafted multiple resolutions that Israel refused to observe because it stated that 

the UN did not take Palestine’s transgressions into account.81 The first Intifada culminated in 

nearly 2000 deaths and six years of unrest in the West Bank, which ultimately led to the Oslo 

Accords.  

  The Second Intifada (2000-2005) came as a result of the Israeli Prime Minister visiting 

the Temple Mount, a holy site for Muslims, Jews, and Christians alike.  The Second Intifada was 

much more violent than the first, leading to more confrontations between the Israeli IDF and 

Palestinians.  The conflict lasted for nearly five years in which Palestine and Israel fought many 

battles along the West Bank and Gaza borders, with Israel pushing into the West Bank and 

securing violent border cities.  The Second Intifada claimed the lives of over 1,000 Israelis and 
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4,228 Palestinians, with the majority of the deaths being civilian.82  The Second Intifada ended 

when Israeli Prime Minister and Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas, President Mubarak of 

Egypt, and King Abdulla II of Jordan met at Sharm El Sheikh in the Sinai Peninsula.  The Peace 

summit formally ended the Second Intifada.  Israel gave back 900 prisoners and pulled IDF out 

of the West Bank.83  

The Separation Barrier      

 During the Second Intifada, the Israel government approved the construction of a barrier 

wall between Israel and the West Bank.  The barrier follows the Green Line, the original 1949 

border.  “This security barrier evolved into a network of concrete walls, electronic fences, 

ditches barbed wire, and guard towers.”84  There have been protests from Palestinians because 

roughly 85 percent of the barrier cuts into parts of the West Bank.85 In 2004, the International 

Court of Justice (ICJ) deemed the barrier wall illegal and that Israel should stop building it and 

make reparations for any property damaged in its construction.86 However, the court order did 

little to change the course of construction for the wall.  Israel pointed out that the purpose of the 

wall was because more than 1,000 suicide bombings killed Israelis during the second Intifada.  

Israel also asserted that the ICJ is legally flawed and is a result of a biased process.87 More 

controversially, the separation barrier has wholly cut off Palestine from Jerusalem. The 

controversy over the Barrier encircling Jerusalem is significant because the barrier followed the 
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lines of annexation in 1967.88  Since 2014 over 60 percent of the border wall has been built.  

However, there has been a decline in interest regarding finishing sections of the wall, with some 

arguing that the border can be secured without the physical border wall. 89    

Discussion 

 Israel is an interesting case study in border security and sovereignty for two reasons.  

One, the Jewish nation, is within a Muslim region occupying heavily contested holy lands.  Two, 

the Jewish state has been under scrutiny since inception.  Israel sits on land initially intended for 

Palestine, in a region that held religious significance for not only Muslims but also for Christians 

and Jews.  Conflict in the region has hampered trade relations and commerce for Israel.  

However, after decades of war and conflict, Israel has mended relations with countries like Egypt 

and Jordan.  Israel’s penchant for security has allowed it to operate not only regionally but 

globally.  However, what makes Israel an important case study, is its strong security practices 

have led to relatively secure national sovereignty.   

 Lebanon holds a particular interest in this study because it still does not accept Israel, and 

there is still an active UN presence along the Lebanon-Israel border.  The Lebanese border with 

Israel substantiates the idea that border relations are in direct congruence with the idea that a 

sovereign nation’s border relations directly affect their actions on a global stage.  Nearly every 

major conflict Israel has had with Lebanon has brought international consequences by the United 

Nations.   Its border with Lebanon primarily impacts Israel because of the preexisting contention 

that was brought first by the Green Line and followed by the Blue Line.  These lines were not 

decided bilaterally but instead introduced by the United Nations.  Both the Green and Blue Line 
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are not borders, but instead armistice lines that equated to lines of demarcation.  Having no 

definitive border between Israel and Lebanon has left room for dispute, conflict, and the near 

constant interjection of the UN.  Furthermore, the United Nations and international pressure has 

also caused Israel to give up the security zone that it had acquired during the 1982 Lebanon war.  

Without a security zone, threats from Hezbollah in Lebanon have been on the rise for Israel.  

Hezbollah’s involvement has caused multiple conflicts and thousands of deaths, causing further 

involvement from the UN.  

 Border security between Israel and Lebanon has been nothing less than contentious. 

Furthermore, it has drawn the ire of the United Nations, often perceiving Israel as the aggressor.  

The UN has adopted countless resolutions against Israel relating to border relations.  Most often, 

these resolutions come from the powerful United Nations Security Council. 90 The UN security 

council has also extended its power of persuasion to the international community.  Relations 

have been tense between the United Nations and Israel since the PLO in Palestine, once 

considered terrorists by the U.S. and Israel, have been given observer status at the UN.  

Nevertheless,  allowing PLO placement within the UN allows it to influence other Arab 

countries who are able to condemn Israel.91  Protecting its borders have impacted Israel’s 

abilities to campaign on its behalf, often having to rely on the United States to use its veto power 

within the UN to blunt many resolutions targeting Israel.  
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 The West Bank is undoubtedly Israel’s most contested border region.  Not only the UN 

but through physical security, Israel has proven that Palestine maybe its most consistent 

challenge to date.  The argument for an autonomous nation of Palestine is complicated because 

of its propensity for violence against Israeli civilians.  Complicating the Israeli-Palestine 

situation is Jewish settlers that now live in Palestine.  By the time Israel entered peace talks in 

1993, more than 100,000 Israelis had lived in the West Bank.92 Both the international 

community, as well as the United States, have attempted to negotiate a compromise between 

Israel and Palestine.  Arguably, the best international response was the first Oslo accords in 

1993, which cleared a path for both countries to seek a peace treaty.  The peace process between 

Palestine and Israel fell apart at the Camp David Summit in 2000, followed by the outbreak of 

the Second Intifada.93   

Palestine’s most significant ally against Israel appears to be the United Nations.  Many of 

the UN resolutions against Israel have caused tensions between the Jewish Nation and the 

international organization.  However, no resolution has upset Israel more than United Nations 

Resolution 446: stating that Israel has no legal right to occupy the West Bank.94 Resolution 446 

has been the basis for many difficulties regarding Israel’s quest for security along the border of 

the West Bank.  Although many of Israel’s neighbors have made peace with the Jewish state, 

Israel’s closest neighbor, Palestine, has forced it to engage in stronger border security measures, 

stating they will not accept a Jewish state95  Within the United Nations, Israel has met its biggest 
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hurdles when dealing with its Middle Eastern neighbors.  Until 2000 the Arab states successfully 

prevented Israel from being included in the geographically Asian block of states. It was not until 

2013 that Israel was accepted into the Western European and Others (WEOG) regional group, 

giving it the power to help shape UN policy.96 The hard-fought battles by Israel within the UN 

are a direct reflection of how it has handled border security in order to protect sovereignty.  

         The Palestinian and Lebanese case studies support the literature review that border security 

does impact national sovereignty on a global stage.  In the modern era of globalization and 

communalization based on region, border security in order to protect sovereignty will inevitably 

affect a countries actions on a global scale.  International organizations find their use in the 

interjection of countries that lack security.  A reason that Israel has been so successful against its 

neighbors and the overreach of organizations such as the UN is its strong nationalistic sense and 

secure borders.  Pressure from world leaders such as the United States is essential to stop the 

international reprimand and scolding of bodies who attempt to mediate regional peace 

throughout the world.  It also appears that countries that are tied economically with nations 

engaged in border conflicts are less likely to impose sanctions against trading partners.  Israel’s 

value to the West is its value as a vital ally to the United States and a trusted colleague to many 

western nations that find it challenging to sway politics in the Middle East.  Furthermore, the UN 

security council who has levied sanctions and resolutions against Israel has lost credibility by 

allowing countries to play politics within the UN, more notably the UN security council.97 As the 

UN continues to act as international police, border issues for all countries can expect global 

overreach by the United Nations.  Border security directly impacts sovereignty, and it can affect 
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countries globally.  A country must have strong border security and a sound sense of 

sovereignty.  These are the qualities that have allowed Israel to whether lopsided international 

pressure and direct attacks from its neighbors.   

Conclusion 

 This paper examined border security as it applies to the protection of national sovereignty 

and globalism.  Sovereignty allows countries the ability to function globally.  Security is the 

cornerstone for any nation aiming to engage in international commerce.  However, globalism has 

brought borders into question as trade, travel, and people have become more fluid.  Israel is one 

example of the necessity for border control, and how border security can have lasting 

repercussions.  Israel’s fight over its borders has been as much about sovereignty as they have 

been about national security.  Security for Israel has been essential; it has allowed Israel to 

protect itself against foreign threats and enables it to continue to perform globally.   Israel’s 

reliance on nationalistic principles and its security-centric approach have allowed it to rebuff 

international pressure to give up its security.  Being a Jewish state in the Middle East has made 

Israel an Island upon itself.  Conversely, Israel is surrounded by Arab countries, many of whom 

have tried and failed at ousting the tiny Jewish nation.  Israel is a polarizing example of how 

border security is essential to the safety and well-being of the citizens it protects.   

 Unlike Egypt and Jordan, Lebanon has maintained an adversarial relationship with Israel 

since the 1940s.  Over the last 70 years, there have been numerous conflicts, wars, and 

skirmishes that have pitted Israel and Lebanon against each other.  Border issues aside, much of 

the fighting comes down to sovereignty through border security.  The UN has mediated many of 

the conflicts between Israel and Lebanon.  However, nearly all of these conflicts are over 

borderland disputes.  The ill define borders are because of a loose peace that the UN-brokered 
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after the 1978 South Lebanese conflict, which ended without a border agreement and a 

permanent UN presence. Without having defined borders Israel and Lebanon have utilized 

arguable borders through brokered agreements that have given neither country control nor the 

security of their borders.  Further complicating the situation is Hezbollah, a group that controls 

the Lebanese border, but is also designated as a terror group by Israel and the United States.  

Regarding conflicts between Israel and Hezbollah there has been little action by the UN to hold 

Lebanon accountable; instead much of its focus remains on Israel.  Until Lebanon can gain 

control of its sovereignty and maintain its borders without the assistance of the UN, there is 

likely to be no peace or decisive decisions made by either country regarding their shared border.   

Palestine, like Israel, is a country fighting for sovereignty.  However, Palestine has been 

unwilling to bend or accept Israel since its conception.  Even as other Middle Eastern countries 

have given into the realization that Israel is a permanent part of the Middle East, Palestine will 

not accept Israeli sovereignty, thus never allowing the two countries to create peace.  This 

situation has been exacerbated by the United Nations, who dole out resolutions against Israel, 

further emboldening attacks by Palestinians.  Interestingly, Palestine has not been taken to task 

for its terrorist acts against Israeli civilians.  The UN has been largely ineffectual in its pursuit to 

end the Israel/Palestine conflict.  As long as the UN maintains an anti-semitic or anti-Israel 

stance, it will never be able to broker peace between the two countries.  However, Palestine has 

been occupied by Israel since the Six-Day War.  Israel has sought to control the West Bank 

without giving Palestinians citizenship.  The two countries fail to realize that without 

sovereignty, there can be no peace.  As long as Israel controls the West Bank without allowing 

assimilation, and Palestinians are committed to acts of violence, there will be no peace. These 
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two countries prove the necessity for secure borders to maintain sovereignty and peace on a 

global stage.     

The question not being answered by the research is why sovereignty so important to a 

nation.  Border security and sovereignty problems are not linear but multi-dimensional with 

complex solutions.  Further research needs to examine the role international organizations such 

as the UN play in how they affect state sovereignty and national security.  A question worth 

asking, is what impact does the United Nations have on national sovereignty?  The research 

points out that where the United Nations interjected to mitigate the Israel-Arab situation, many 

times, the situation has not resolved, instead postponed, and occasionally more complicated.  By 

not allowing fruition to any of the conflicts between Israel and its Arab neighbors, there has been 

a lack of decisive victories, i.e., the kind of victories that define countries and their borderlands.    
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Chapter II  

What Impact Does the United Nations have on National Sovereignty? 

 

There is little doubt that being a part of a collective provides more security and authority 

than remaining independent.  International bodies such as the United Nations have learned that 

when nations band together, it provides not only assurance, but also security.  Furthermore, these 

institutions give states the ability to promote their international agenda under the guise of 

globalism.  The aim of establishing the United Nations was initially genuinely benevolent.  After 

the conclusion of the First World War, the world realized that countries needed to band together 

to stop those who threatened peace and prosperity.  The grandfather to these co-ops was the 

League of Nations; an organization created to resolve problems before war became the solution.  

However, the League of Nations lacked buy-in from many countries, including the United States.  

After WWII, the League dissolved, being replaced by the United Nations in 1945.98  Also post 

WWII, countries were more willing to cooperate in hopes of fostering peace and security 

worldwide.  Following the UN’s lead, Europe also realized that it too was lacking cooperation in 

a region that saw frequent conflicts.   

 The UN was designed to promote security, economic growth, and to ensure lasting peace, 

whether it be regionally or internationally.  However, the problem with a coalition is within that 

body, there is security where sovereign nations can make resolutions and force the ensuing 

actions that may challenge the sovereignty and security of independent states. Research shows 

that often when challenged, countries will inevitably defend sovereignty.  A problem that arises 
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with coalitions is that cooperation can, and this paper will point out, become marred in self-

interest.  The interests of these institutions at large are amendable but getting a greater number of 

countries to act as a whole, is an ambitious undertaking.  This paper conveys the difficulty the 

United Nations has controlling international relations and state sovereignty, namely Israel.  The 

ability to create peace is exponentially more difficult when nation-states have ulterior motives 

and can pressure other countries to follow suit.  The question can then be asked, do international 

bodies make sustainable changes without it benefitting the most powerful, or the largest grouping 

of countries within these bodies?  The paper seeks to answer what impact does the United 

Nations have on national sovereignty.  This paper will examine situations where a collective is 

required and how that body worked together to achieve a common goal.  The purpose of this 

research is to understand if the goals of the UN are self-serving or truly benevolent when 

engaged with sovereign nations.  

Methodology   

 There is an abundant amount of research that gives a favorable view of international 

bodies and the good they have accomplished throughout the world.  This research paper aims to 

understand the position of the United Nations concerning overreach and national sovereignty.  

Specifically, what route do these institutions take in finding a solution to a problem?  Also, is 

that situation best for all involved?  The most critical understanding will be the driving force that 

steers the morality and motivations of individual states within these intragovernmental 

organizations.  This paper hypothesizes that the United Nations does as much harm as it does 

good.  There is an abundance of information that shows institutions such as the United Nations 

put self-interest above all.   These institutions put entire populations at risk; for what they believe 

is better for member nations, politically or economically.  The United Nations will be the case 
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study for this chapter focusing on its interactions with Israel.  Israel has been dealing with 

conflict and international organizations for 70 years.  The UN was vital in the solidification of 

Israel.  However, the unintended consequences of establishing a new state in the Middle East is 

the Arab-Israel conflict.  The Arab-Israel conflict has been a situation that the UN has been 

forced to grapple with since 1948. 

 This paper will utilize case study research; three studies will be used to evaluate the 

impact of the United Nations. This research will focus on Israel as the sovereign nation and its 

dealings with the United Nations.  The first case study is the 1947 Partition Plan.  The scope of 

this study will evaluate the motivations of the UN in the creation of the Partition Plan.  

Moreover, it will assess the action of the UN during and after the implementation of the Partition 

Plan.  This study will look at the actions of countries that played a role in the implementation of 

the Partition Plan.  Arab-Israel borderlands will be assessed to understand if the United Nations’ 

influence can shift borders.  The second case study will evaluate the 1967 Six-Day War.  Again, 

this case study would look at the actions of the UN during and following the war.  By evaluating 

actions taken by the United Nations and understanding their impact, it will give a realistic view 

of intergovernmental institutions’ influence on a sovereign nation.  

 The third case study to better understand the motivations of the United Nations, will be 

its voting record criticizing Israel.  Not only will the resolutions that affected Arab-Israel 

relations be analyzed, but so will all resolutions solely regarding Israel.  Voting patterns within 

the UN will be assessed for ulterior motives that common appear in resolutions against Israel. 

These methods will give historical evidence to understanding if the United Nations is acting in 

the best interest of all nations, or if they are acting politically through the interests of member 
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states.  The result will be a more thorough comprehension of what international bodies do 

accomplish when working as a coalition, either regionally or internationally.   

Literature Review 
 

 The United Nations is arguably the most well-known international organization in the 

world.  This intergovernmental organization is a powerful force in the age of globalism.  It has 

the power to aid and condemn nations, levy sanctions, and in some cases, provide protection. 

Scholars argue that organizations such as the UN become increasingly influential in unregulated 

problem areas; they also become more involved in law-making and law enforcement.  Moreover, 

they pursue interests strategically and independently.99  However, being such a powerful 

organization carries with it innate criticism, most notably concerning Israel. The relationship 

between the UN and Israel began very strongly dating back to 1947 when the UN gave the 

blessing that created the Jewish state.100 A key element to this Partition Plan was Jerusalem, a 

city that is sacred to both Arabs and Jews.101  However, Palestine rejected the UN Partition Plan 

creating a two-state solution between Palestine and Israel.102 The lack of cooperation between 

Palestine and Israel initially ended what was to be a two-state solution.  Between 1948 and 1950, 

the United Nations passed Resolution 303, attempting to emplace an international regime for 

Jerusalem.103 The United Nations efforts further complicated the relationship between Israel and 
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Jordan; the two countries that currently ruled over the city.104 Due to foreign meddling, a deal to 

jointly govern Jerusalem between Israel and Jordan ultimately fell apart.  Jordan, who was 

willing to make concessions to Israel, needed both Britain and the United States’ support for the 

deal.  However, the two superpowers chose to support the UN resolution ending any agreement 

between the Middle Eastern neighbors.105   

The UN states that it finds its basis on democracy, equal rights, and sovereign 

democracy.  However, the most powerful institution within the UN is not democratic.  Notably, 

two of the United Nation Security Council’s (UNSC) permanent members are not democratic, 

those being China and Russia.  With countries led by authoritarian leaders there can be deception 

and bias.  One example of security council bias was the 1994 Rwandan genocide. Rwanda sat on 

the security council, feeding them false information.106  As a result of the Rwanda incident, in 

2005, the UN Security Council adopted the right to protect (R2P).  The R2P was in response to 

failures of the UN and the international community to protect against genocide, war crimes, and 

crimes against humanity, as well as ethnic cleansing and mass atrocities.107  However, this has 

not detoured the security council from disproportionately focusing on Israel.  Throughout its 

tenure, the security council has placed particular emphasis on its resolutions against Israel.  This 

body has disproportionality levied resolutions against Israel so much so that the United States, a 

permanent member, has used its veto power 83 times; of those veto’s, 48 have been used in the 
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protection of Israel.108 The UN Security Council, created as a bastion of hope and international 

cooperation to resolve threats to international peace around the world, has evolved into a 

political body whose resolutions are used to threaten and inequitably treat its member 

countries.109 Furthermore, scholars report temporary members of the UN Security Council to 

receive favorable treatment from financial institutions or in the form of foreign aid in exchange 

for political support permanent members.110  

One issue that has been a reoccurring theme for Israel within the United Nations has been 

the Human Rights Council (HRC).  This body has disproportionately focused its attention on 

Israel more than any other country, causing the United States to threaten to leave the council 

because of its disproportionality.111 Professors DeMeritt and Conrad found that the HMC method 

of shamming countries deemed violators of human rights is not always productive and often 

counterproductive.112 The crux of the national security contention between Israel and the UN 

came to a head when the United Nations Human Rights Council criminalized self-defense 

against state-sponsored and state-perpetrated terror.113 Within the UN, Autocratic governments 

were able to vote against Israel while not criticizing each other’s human rights violations.114 The 

HRC does grant membership to authoritarian regimes.  One example of bias within the HMC 

was in July 2018; 22 countries joined in condemning China’s repression of two of its provinces, 
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while 37 others rescinded the letter defending Chinese conduct.115  Further complicating Israel’s 

relationship with the UN Human Rights Council would be the council’s strict practice of a 

rotating chair, periodically landing on countries such as Libya and Cuba; countries with highly 

questionable human rights records.116 To further add the problems of the HRC is the inevitable 

politicization of Human Rights.  Dr. Rosa Freedman argues that the HRC resembles its 

predecessor, and selectivity and bias remain endemic within the UN’s human rights body.117     

This research points out that the United Nations interacts with Israel in a way that reflects 

interests other than what is best for the Jewish Nation.  Further dividing Israel and the UN is the 

inclusion of Palestine as a nonmember observer state to the United Nations.118 The United 

Nations builds upon a checkered past that is marred in self-interests.  Furthermore, the UN is 

more willing to expand its power base and significant influence on countries where borders and 

sovereignty are open to interpretation.  Perhaps the most powerful of the councils within the 

United Nations, the UN Security Council, is controlled by five permanent members.  Through 

influence and preferential financial agreements, this body is able to wield significant influence.  

However, UNSC bias may be matched by that of the Human Rights Council.  The Human Rights 

Council uses its power to shame states in submission.  Subsequently, Israel has found itself an 

object of attention in the within the HRC as well.  Without regulations on which nations may be 

admitted to the Human Rights Council, many authoritarian countries with questionable human 

rights records have been admitted to these coveted positions.  The Arab delegation has shown 

visible bias toward Israel despite progress being made through trade relations and security 
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agreements.  The United Nations has been able to control the Arab-Israel crisis through tentative 

agreements. What the research is missing or only briefly touches on is the methods these 

institutions use to drive Israeli negotiations and the actual impact that Israel feels from these 

resolutions.  This paper aims to find out how the United Nations makes decisions that impact 

Israel, and if those decisions are for the good of the Arab-Israel conflict or the UN and its 

member states?  

1947 Partition Plan  
 

The 1947 Partition Plan was a result of the British Mandate.  Following WWI, the 

League of Nations set up the mandate system, ensuring that great powers could foster economic 

and political development in former colonies to prepare for self-government.119 During World 

War One, the British took control over Transjordan and Palestine (Israel/Palestine), creating the 

British Mandate in Palestine, encompassing 9,000 square miles.120 There is a possibility that the 

British envisioned a viable friendly state within the Middle East.  However, the priority was to 

limit French influence in the region.121  During this period of ownership, the British made a 

declaration known as the Balfour Declaration in 1917.  This declaration supported a home for 

Jewish people in Palestine.  The two-state solution began as an embryonic idea where the British 

issued support for the establishment of a Jewish home in Palestine.  The Balfour Declaration was 

a unilateral decision by the British cabinet, who voted to make a home within Palestine for the 

Jewish People.122  Post hoc WWI there was a massive influx of Jewish settlers into Palestine.  In 
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1928, there were 60,000 Jews in Palestine, by 1931, 174,610 Jews that lived in Palestine.  After 

World War Two, the numbers of Jewish settlers ballooned to 543,000 in 1946, making up 30 

percent of the Palestinian population.  By 1948, the Jews made up 82 percent of the Palestinian 

population.123 With this massive influx of Jewish immigrants coming into Palestine, civil unrest 

quickly ensued between the Jewish and Arab communities.  The British had problems controlling 

both the Jewish and Arab populations, with the latter demanding that Palestine be given 

independence as an Arab state.124 The British eventually realized their inability to control the 

situation between the Arabs and Israel, which led to a British surrender of responsibility to the 

newly formed United Nations with intent to withdraw from Palestine no later than August 

1948.125  

In February 1947, the United Nations took control of the ongoing situation in Palestine.  

The UN saw Palestine as an opportunity to take constructive initiative.126  A catalyst to the UN 

initiative was deteriorating politics and growing tensions between the East and West following 

WWII.  The UN feared that these tensions would lead to the superpowers sidestepping the 

organization dealing with these issues.127  The Secretary-General Trygve Lie, of the UN, in his 

memoirs, noted that he did not have much knowledge of the Arab region, but believed that a 

Jewish state would be a positive influence.128 To resolve the Palestinian conflict, the UN 

established the United Nations Special Committee on Palestine (UNSCOP) consisting of 

Australia, Canada, Czechoslovakia, Guatemala, India, Iran, Netherlands, Peru, Sweden, 
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Uruguay, and Yugoslavia.129  The goal of this committee was to find a solution to the issues 

regarding Palestine and give a recommendation to the UN general assembly.  UNSCOPS’s 

majority recommendation was that 55 percent of Palestine go to the Jewish people and 45 

percent to the Arab people.  During this period, Jews made up 35 percent of the population, 

owning seven percent of the land.  The Jewish state would remain a 55 percent-45 percent split, 

while the Arab state would only be one percent Jewish.130  By November of 1947, at the United 

Nations 21st meeting held in Lake Success New York, a debate started on Resolution 181 

(Palestine Partition Resolution).  The Arab delegation was troubled by what the resolution meant 

for the Arab region and felt that it was not the business of an international organization to give 

one peoples land to another.131   

The Arab delegation did not agree with the resolution and lobbied for an Arab state vise 

allocating land for a Jewish state as well.  Camille Shamoun, the Foreign minister of Lebanon, 

spoke for the Arabs.  Camille appealed to the other delegates, whom he felt were also being 

pressured by the Soviets, Eastern Bloc delegations, and the United States.132  However, even 

though there were undoubtedly moderates in the Middle East willing to accept a small Jewish 

state; the Husseini Family, a non-democratically elected Arab League backed, ruling body of 

Palestine, intimidated their moderate brethren to ensure an uncompromising position against the 

Jews.133  In Europe, countries such as France were warned by their Arab representatives of 
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damage to French-Arab relations should France vote in favor of the resolution.134  During this 

period, the French Ambassador to Washington noted that French abstention would antagonize 

American political circles leading to a loss of support from the US.135 On November 29th, the UN 

General Assembly voted on Resolution 181; 33 nations voted in favor, 13 nations (including all 

Arab nations) opposed, and ten abstained.136 The Jews previously stated that they would support 

the Partition Plan before it was voted on in the UN.  The Arabs vehemently opposed the 

resolution, saying that they would go to war to disrupt its implementation.137 Within days of 

Resolution 181 passing, full-scale fighting broke out in Palestine.  Volunteers from several Arab 

countries commanded by regular military officers invaded Palestine to nullify Resolution 181 

and eliminate Zionism.138 Due to the overwhelming violence and animosity directed toward the 

Jewish population, Muslim communities throughout numerous Arab countries forced the Jewish 

people to relocate in a mass exodus.139   

The Arab states suspected that Resolution 181 was a political play by both the United 

States and the Soviet Union.  This issue was exacerbated by the fact that the resolution passed 

with a two-thirds majority, due mainly to the support of the two superpowers.140  President Harry 

Truman supported a Jewish homeland, while both the Department of Defense and the State 

Department were opposed.  Furthermore, some claimed that the President was concerned about 

the Jewish vote and was therefore influenced by Jewish associates.141 Conversely, the Soviet 
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Union, under the leadership of Joseph Stalin, wanted to create chaos in the Middle East. They 

hoped to fill the vacuum of Western influence that would open following the departure of the 

British.142 The Soviets anticipated that the newly created Jewish state would be a base of 

influence for the Communist country, anchored by the large amount of recently arrived 

immigrants.143 Current UN member, and former occupying empire in the region, France, was 

acutely aware of the benefits the Soviet Union hoped to gain from the Partition Plan.  France also 

had issues with the threat of a communist revolution during the Cold War.144   

Implementation of the Partition Plan proved to be complicated.  Not only did the Arab 

states and the Arab League oppose the plan and commit to war if implemented, but the British 

also were not willing to spend any more time or money for the cause.  The British had made 

agreements with both the Arabs and the Jews.  Resulting from these prior agreements, the British 

reiterated that it would not supervise the implementation of the partition plan unless both sides 

agreed upon it.145  Further complicating the situation, on May 14, 1947, before the UN appointed 

a mediator to implement the partition, the Jewish agency declared the state of Israel to be 

independent.  Immediately following Israel’s independence, Egypt sent forces into Palestine to 

prevent the Jewish state.146  UN Secretary-General Lie believed that if the UN proved toothless 

in the face of opposition to its proposed plans, states would come to believe they can resist the 

UN through force without consequence.147  

United Nations Resolution 242  
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The time between the conclusion of the 1947 Arab-Israel War and the Six-Day War was 

not peaceful for Israel or the Arab states that surrounded it.  In 1954, equipped with Soviet arms 

and financial aid, the President of Egypt Gamal Nasser ordered his forces to seize the Suez 

Canal.148 This attempt at making the Suez Canal Egyptian property caused military tension 

between the British, French, and Israelis, who sought to bring down Nasser, the President of 

Egypt.149  In response to these tensions, the Soviets threatened to nuke Europe, and the United 

States used threats to encourage the British and French to give up their claim to the canal and 

leave the Middle East.150  The United Nations responded to the Suez crisis by implementing the 

United Nations Emergency Force (UNEF) that would separate Israel and Egyptian forces, 

facilitating Israel’s egress.151  Israel withdrew from the Sinai Peninsula after being guaranteed 

the Striates would remain open, stating that if they ever closed again, it would be an act of 

war.152     

The relative stalemate that the Suez Crisis created ultimately came to an end when Egypt 

again provoked Israel.  In 1967, Egypt closed the Straits of Tiran, along with massing troops 

along the border and forced the UNEF to leave the country.  On June 5th, 1967, Israel acted on 

this provocation striking first, and nearly decimating the Egyptian Air Force.  Israel further 

pressed Egypt in a ground offensive into the Sinai Peninsula and the Gaza strip.  Israel’s attack 

confused the Egyptian led Jordanian army, causing an additional loss of the West Bank and the 
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old city of Jerusalem to the fast-paced Israeli Army.  On a third front, Israel’s aggressive strategy 

forced Syria to relinquish the Golan Heights.  By June 10th, the United Nations was able to 

broker a ceasefire officially concluding the Six-Day War.  

Following the Six-Day War, the United Nations Security Council passed Resolution 242. 

The goal of the Resolution was to create a lasting peace between Israel and its Arab neighbors. 

All members were anxious to come to a consensus on principles where peace between Israel and 

the Arab states could be reached.153  Resolution 242 proposed trading seized land for peace.  

Israel would be expected to give back occupied territories with minor modifications, and the 

Arabs would agree to live with Israel in peace and security.154  The Arabs were clear and 

fundamental in their objective for the UN.  They required a complete withdrawal of territories 

occupied. Conversely, Israel demanded its Arab neighbors formally acknowledge it behind 

recognized borders. 155  However, initially, the resolution was not universally accepted, and not 

all land seized in the Six-Day War was immediately returned.  Furthermore, there was 

disagreement within Israel on what should be done with the land.  Moderates favored returning 

most of the land for peace, while the religious nationalists believed that Israel should keep the 

land in the West Bank because it is regarded as an integral part of Israel.156  Following the Six-

Day War, and after a humiliating defeat, the Arabs were prepared to make concessions by 

recognizing the state of Israel and allowing unfettered access to international waterways; but 

only after a complete withdraw of Israeli forces.157      
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The preparation and build of Resolution 242 was as complicated in design as it was 

implementing it.  There were many countries with ideas regarding the resolution.  The British, 

for their part, expressed broad principles for lasting peace; they stated that these principles 

should come from the UN’s charter.  Notably, Article 2 of the charter confirmed there should be 

no acquisition of territory by force or threat of force.158  The majority of UN members favored a 

total withdrawal of Israeli forces.159  Inside the UN, the United States adopted a sense of 

deference regarding Israeli interests than that of their British counterparts.  Nevertheless, the 

British understood the economic threat posed by the closure of the Suez Canal.  British interests 

in the security of accessing Gulf oil supplies gave the Arabs greater influence on the formation of 

policy in the region.160 The British proved independent when airing frequent disagreements with 

their US counterparts on vital aspects of the Arab-Israel peace accord.161  With the British at the 

helm of the UN peace process, other countries also attempted to stake their claim in the process.  

Latin American members of the UNSC prepared their draft despite the British proposal, one that 

was more sympathetic to the Arabs.162 On the other end of the spectrum were the Soviets, whose 

Arab relations were most likely at the core of diplomacy.163     

The creation of Resolution 242 was conceived at the height of the Cold War, creating an 

East-West dilemma.  The Soviets represented the East, while the United States and Britain led 

the West.  Post Six-Day War, both the British and Soviets scrambled to regain their relations 
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with Nasser.  However, it was the Soviets who realized that their failure to prevent defeat in the 

Middle East diminished their prestige all over the world.164 Immediately the primary objective of 

Moscow became abolishing Israel’s military gains.165  Furthermore, the Americans blunted 

Soviet intentions to nullify Israel’s gains during the course of the war within the UN Security 

Council.  The U.S. believed Israel could not have ‘secure borders’ from where the Soviets 

demanded evacuations.166  Nevertheless, the United States remained determined to back the 

Israelis in the face of Soviet pressure and threats.167  In their pursuit to damage Western 

influence in the Middle East, the Soviets provided large scale military and economic aid to Arab 

countries considered to be ‘progressive’ by Moscow.168 Conversely, America viewed the war as 

bringing greater stability to the region, while simultaneously extending the frontiers of the free 

world.169 The United States used its power to counter the Soviets in the security council 

whenever Israel was challenged.170 

United Nations Voting Record 
 

The United Nations’ international influence is vast, with many counties weighing in on 

international relations.  However, it is imperative to understand the pattern of voting within the 

United Nations to grasp the reality of the Israel-UN relationship, since most actions that affect 

Israeli sovereignty occurs within this institution.  Interestingly, bias toward the Jewish state 
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within the United Nations has long been recognized.171  According to a 2014 study, Becker, 

Hillman, Potrafke, and Schwemmer noted that between January 1990 and June 2013, 65 percent 

of the instances that a country was criticized in a resolution, that country was Israel, no other 

country was criticized in more than 10 percent of UN resolutions.172 Of the 480 resolutions 

during this period, 88 percent criticized Israel, both implicitly and explicitly, through a myriad of 

violations.173 Furthermore, during the same period, 1990-2013, Israel is mentioned in resolutions 

422 times, while North Korea is mentioned only 38 times. Between 2012 and 2015, the UN 

General Assembly adopted 97 resolutions criticizing countries, 83 of those were against Israel. 

174 From its creation in 2006 until 2016, the UN Human Rights Council adopted 135 resolutions 

criticizing countries, 68 of those targeted Israel.175  Voting inside of the United Nations is 

complicated for Israel.  There is a large Muslim bloc within the UN that consistently votes 

together in matters regarding Israel.176 These autocracies in the UN outnumber the democracies, 

which more are less likely to vote against Israel.177  There is also a North-South Divide in the 

UN.  The North has economically stronger democracies, and the South is comprised of poverty-

stricken nations. These poorer nations within the UN, are comprised of economically weaker 

nations that band together to gain leverage over the more powerful North.178 Further leading to 
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the breakdown of United Nations-Israel relations was in 1975, when the UN General Assembly 

resolved that Zionism was racism.179    

 

Figure 3: Human Rights Council Condemnations for its First Decade 2006-2016.180 

Discussion 
 

 There are several essential factors that cannot be ignored when discussing the 

United Nations.  First, yes, there was an Arab population in Palestine pre-Israel, and yes, the two 

World Wars and international anti-semitism drove many Jewish settlers to Palestine.  After the 

Jewish population boom following WWII, there arguably would have been further conflicts with 

the Arab population, or worse, a Jewish insurgency.  However, the Jews are not foreign in the 

 
179 Nossel, “Israel and UN Reform,” 25. 
180 UN-Watch, The UN and Israel: key statistics from UN watch,  https://unwatch.org/un-israel-key-statistics/ 
(accessed April 2, 2020).  
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Middle East and were looking for the right to exist after WWII.  It was the Arabs and 

Palestinians that held tight to a promise made by the British of an Arab state.  It was the British 

that made these promises, but following WWII, it was not going to be the Jews that saw their 

promise broken. The promise of a Jewish homeland in the Middle East may have been a larger 

by-product of anti-semitism then that of a well thought out plan.            

 The 1947 Partition Plan was not the idea of the UN but instead the consequence of British 

colonization.  It was the British and the French who still believed in colonization well into the 

1900s, attempting to protect their spheres of influence, especially ones that controlled trade 

routes and oil production.  The UN took the British problem of the Arab-Israel conflict and 

attempted to control it through international pressure.  The UN also hoped to establish 

themselves by solving the Arab-Israel crisis.  Unsurprisingly, the Arab states were upset the UN 

took the British plan and began carving up Palestine without Arab input.  The UN failed to 

understand the culture and mindset of the Arab people fully, something Secretary-General Lie 

admitted.  To further aid Palestine, the UN created UNSCOP, a group composed of 11 countries, 

none of which were Arab, or had any sizable Jewish population and was awarded the right to 

make decisions on behalf of Palestine.  It was this committee that also recommended Jerusalem 

fall under the international control of the UN.  This overreach of the UN proves a lack of cultural 

understanding, and an inability to be an impartial body working for compromises instead of 

conclusions.  

 Following the Six-Day War, the UN brokered a ceasefire to stop the fighting and allow 

the UN time to resolve the situation through the creation of Resolution 242.  UN Resolution 242, 

dubbed land for peace, was created by the UN to ensure lasting peace for both the Arabs and 

Israeli’s.  However, like the Partition Plan, Resolution 242 would also be fraught with personal 
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interests and blame for the war.  Israel took the brunt of the blame, but there was little fanfare 

within the UN for Egypt, ejecting the UNEF before the start of the Six-Day War.  It was the 

British who ultimately penned the resolution.  The British resolution was arguably the most 

impartial of the many countries competing to champion a lasting peace in the region.  It was also 

British motivation that drove Resolution 242.  The British were already keenly aware of the 

economic threat the Arabs could impose and were repeatedly trying to mend relationships 

following the war.  The British made sure to tread lightly when mentioning Arab concessions 

within the resolution.  

 The Soviets and Americans saw the Partition Plan and Resolution 242 as a proxy battle in 

the Cold War.  In 1947, the Soviets hoped to sow unrest in the region, to force a British 

withdrawal, intending to spread Soviet influence through the vacuum it created.  The Arabs best 

represented the Soviet agenda, while America backed Israel.  As a result, the Soviets used their 

power within the UN to gain land back for the Arab states to regain status.  The United States 

saw the Six-Day War as a way to stabilize the region and expand Western ideals.  Again, the UN 

was made an arena allowing the two superpowers to act in their best interests.  This superpower 

bullish behavior proved that larger, more dominant countries in the UN could use the power of 

persuasion to enact their goals.  It is important to point out that the French initially sided with the 

Arab nations, but terminated their cause for fear of upsetting the Americans.  
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Figure 4: Number of UN Security Council Resolutions Vetoes by Permanent Members 1946-2017181 

 Resolution 242 was a failure for the UN, especially after brokering a ceasefire to end the 

Six-Day War.  Israel was provoked and made a move that was unexpected, leading to victory 

through speed.  The Arabs lost the war yet were able to hold Israel, hostage, to Resolution 242 

and the Khartoum Resolution even after Israel accepted terms of 242.  The failure on the part of 

the UN rests in its ability to control the interests of its members.  The Soviet Union acted out 

after the war, making a show to ensure Arab relationships remained intact. No UN resolutions or 

committees were putting the larger superpowers in check so the Arab-Israel crisis could 

conclude.  The Israeli’s held the upper hand and wanted to give back land for recognition and 

peace.  In this instance, the Arabs were upset and without interference would have had to 

concede.  Ultimately, peace deals were struck bi-laterally between Israel-Jordan, and Israel-

Egypt, after another war in 1973.   

 
181 Statista, Who Vetoes the Most in the UN?, https://www.statista.com/chart/10758/un-security-council-
resolutions-vetoed/ (accessed Jan 20, 2019). 
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 The voting record of the United Nations shows a clear bias regarding Israel.  One can 

speculate if that bias is born of a misguided sense of what the UN believes its duty is, or 

something darker rooted in anti-semitism.  Israel has taken center stage in both the United 

Nations Human Rights Council and the UN Security Council.  Regardless of the reasoning for 

the UN to favor Israel when levying resolutions, it ignores countries with far more aggreges 

human rights records such as North Korea, and a UN permanent member, China.  The United 

Nations lacks control over its councils and allows countries with questionable human rights 

records chair the HRC.  Furthermore, two of the five permanent members of the UN’s powerful 

security council are ruled by authoritarian regimes.  The United Nations voting record proves 

that the UN still tries to bully countries in order to push its agenda.  It will continue to try and 

force countries to bend to its will through toothless resolutions that are often muted by the five 

permanent members.   

Conclusion 
 
  There is little argument that the United Nations is essential to promoting security 

and providing assistance to its members. However, it is not the organization itself that has 

questionable intentions, but the individual states within this body.  It is evident that the United 

Nations has loyalty to its members above all.  The states that make up this co-op have a loyalty 

to their citizens.  These loyalties have a trickledown effect that does not promote righteousness 

or selflessness in a global environment.  Moreover, the UN’s biased actions are only exacerbated 

within its councils, such as the HRC or the UNSC.  Both of these UN sub bodies have 

questionable motives as well as intent.  With little oversight and even less management, these 

councils are able to use their considerable clout in order to justify their existence to the world.  
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By viewing Israel as a catalyst, this paper proves that the United Nations does as much harm as it 

does good.  

The UN used the 1947 Partition Plan as a way of validating their existence.  It allowed 

the organization to use the Arab-Israel conflict to prove itself to the international community.  

Where this faltered was that the UN became overly attached to the situation and forced a plan 

without any foresight.  It was obvious that the Arab nations would not follow the UN’s partition 

plan and would immediately declare war on the fledgling state.  The ability to “fix” or control the 

Arab-Israel conflict became more important than a lasting situation.  The partition plan 

demonstrates the United Nations idea that sovereign nations will submit to the will of an 

international organization.  Submission to the UN proved to be untrue in the immediate conflict 

that followed the creation of Israel.  Problems with bias within the UN were prevalent at this 

early stage, where both the Soviet Union and the United States pressured delegates within the 

UN to vote for the partition plan.  The arm-twisting by both superpowers was marred in self-

interest, the Soviets seeking to expand power, and the U.S. seeking an ally in the Middle East.  

Because the UN needed to be seen as an authoritarian that was not to be challenged, there were 

few concessions to the Arab states who were testing the resolve of the international organization 

by threatening immediate war against Israel.  The UN’s attempt to cease the Arab-Israel conflict 

and create land for the Jews was an act of benevolence.  However, the execution of the partition 

plan was opportunistic and became as much about the sovereignty of the UN as it was for Israel.  

The 1967 Six-Day War was another chance for the United Nations to cement its position 

as a peacemaker after the failure of the 1947 partition plan.  However, negotiating peace within 

the UN Security Council brought internal challenges.  The Six-Day War allowed the U.S. and 

Soviets to use their positions inside the UN to expand their influence in the Middle East.  
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Because the UN Security Council had many nations vying for the opportunity to control 

Resolution 242 the job was ultimately given to the British.  Nevertheless, Resolution 242 

allowed Israel to return the land for peace and recognition.  Neither the Arabs nor Israel followed 

through with their part of the plan.  The failing here was after being decimated, the UN allowed 

the Arabs to negotiate.  The Arab countries provoked a war and lost; the UN saved what was left 

of the Egyptian military and stopped Israel from pushing further into Jordan, Lebanon, and Syria.  

The UN ignored the transgressions of the Arab states and ignored Israeli security concerns by 

demanding Israel altogether remove its forces from occupied territory.  Resolution 242 was a 

missed opportunity for the UN to create peace in the Middle East because of the self-interests of 

its members.       

 The United Nations has had little direct effect on Israel or Israeli sovereignty (through 

Israel’s defiance) but has had a larger effect on Israel’s international relations.  Through its 

sanctions and resolutions, the UN has allowed other countries to see Israel’s position as weak 

and have used that opportunity to attack them through an international forum or directly to 

military and terrorist actions. As stated above, it is not the institution that has failed, but the 

states that make up the body have failed the institution.  Stronger countries bullying smaller 

economically weaker countries, authoritarian countries banding together to hide their 

transgressions in order to make a more significant impact on targeted nations have marred the 

strategic impact of these collectives.  Countries such as Israel have been able to ignore the 

collective all together and make lasting bilateral agreements.  However, the effects of nations 

banding together against one another have, in some cases, turned the populations and states 

against countries like Israel, causing it to ignore actions of the UN, in turn making it look weak 
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or ineffectual.  Until the United Nations learns how to keep their members in check, they will 

struggle to be viewed as a bastion of power instead of a conduit for self-interest.  

 This paper points out that the United Nations, although important, can do as much harm 

as it does good.  There is a place for the UN to act on behalf of the nations that make up its 

members.  The UN has the means and a myriad of opportunities all over the world to help 

nations in need.  However, the United Nations can inadvertently threaten national sovereignty 

through the actions taken by its members.  This paper points out that oftentimes decisions are 

being decided within the UN that affect not only the sovereignty of a nation but the security that 

protects its citizens as well.  This body must have checks and balances to slow the rate of 

perceived abuse that this paper points out.  More importantly, there must be insurance that all 

members of the UN and its subsequent committees are well placed, and members adhere to the 

principles of this intergovernmental body.  When organizational members act unilaterally, 

directly countering the position of the United Nations, these actions diminish the institutions 

themselves.   

 The question that is not answered by this paper is, is nationalism necessary to protect 

sovereignty in the age of globalism?  This paper points out the obstacles presented by 

international institutions.  These organizations represent the vast influence that globalism has 

throughout the world.  In a globalist society, many organizations are acting as world police, 

sometimes interfering in national sovereignty based on the decisions of states who have no direct 

involvement in the region.  The question that needs to be answered is what protections do these 

countries have in an international society?  Citizens are becoming increasingly global, putting 

pressure on states to become more accommodating while maintaining security and sovereignty 

for its citizens.       
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Chapter III 

Is Nationalism necessary to protect sovereignty in the age of globalism? 

 

Nationalism and globalization have found themselves at odds regarding sovereignty.  

Nationalists view citizens as the priority of the nation.  Globalism views all people equally as the 

priority of all nations.  Prior to the Second World War, being a nationalist was seen as a virtue, 

throughout history, especially in countries such as the United States, nationalists were viewed as 

patriotic.  Nationalistic countries such as Japan still rely on a thriving bilateral trade market.  

Following WWII, the world saw a shift toward globalism. Countries realized the benefit of 

working together, and many countries built strong alliances through cooperation.  After World 

War II, countries such as Germany and Japan soured world views on nationalism, with many 

correlating nationalism and racism.  Conversely, globalism has been an international social 

driver since the end of the Second World War.  Globalism has opened borders and allowed 

countries to work together more closely.  However, in the last quarter decade, there has been a 

resurgence of nationalistic ideals and strong patriotic movements.   

Two decades of war have caused a migration crisis in Europe that some see as a threat to 

natural-born citizens and sovereignty.  Furthermore, the United States is finding itself at a 

crossroads, one that is forcing it to reinstate or redefine its identity.  The U.S. Southern border 

has allowed millions of migrants into the country, forcing some to raise the alarm.  In the Middle 

East, Israel is also facing a migration emergency.  Israel is dealing with the flow of African 

immigrants, and Palestinian migrants who wish to be accepted by the Jewish state.  International 

migration has put immense strain on the international community, the EU has experienced mass 

migration to the point of creating a crisis in 2015.  There is a global shift forcing countries to 
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decide if open borders and free migration are chosen characteristics of globalism or are stronger 

borders necessary to ensure sovereignty and the protection of liberty.  This paper hypothesizes 

that lax immigration standards and porous border control have caused a political shift in many 

progressive countries, which were once considered global leaders.  The friction between 

nationalists and globalists focuses on cultural importance in society and the ability of immigrates 

to assimilate to different cultures.    

Literature Review  

Border security has become the subject of debate in the age of globalism. Following 

World War II, the United States shifted to a globalist agenda, adopting an internationalist 

strategy of transforming the decentralized nation-state balance of power system into a centralized 

global institution.182  Many countries opened their borders to migrants following World War II.  

Lynn Steven writes that we need to make visible the contributions and resilience of those who 

come to the United States to make a new life and build a future.183  World War II gave birth to 

the realization that globalism was necessary to protect nation-states from the tyranny of a country 

with overwhelming power.  Over time globalization has given rise to many progressive views on 

inclusion and prosperity. Jonathan Haidt notes that as societies become more prosperous and 

safer, they also become more tolerant.184  Since WWII, globalists have shifted from nationalist 

pride toward global tolerance, having a more inclusive world view.  Notably, globalists support 

high levels of migration and a reduction in national sovereignty.185  Globalists perceive the 

freedom of movement through border crossings as a sign of the success of shared initiatives and 

 
182 Henry Nau, “Democratic globalism,” The National Interest, November/December 2018, 27.  
183 Stephen, Lynn, “Creating Preemptive Suspects: National Security, Border Defense, and Immigration Policy, 
1980–Present.” Latin American Perspectives 45, no. 6 (November 2018): 20.  
184 Jonathan Haidt, “When and Why Nationalism Beats Globalism” 32, no. 3 (Spring 2016): 47. 
185 Jonathan Haidt, “When and Why Nationalism Beats Globalism” 32, no. 3 (Spring 2016): 52. 
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the awareness of mutual dependency between people on both sides.186 International dependency 

has given rise to the idea of open borders.  For multicultural globalists, boundaries are seen as 

obsolete, and to some immoral.187  According to scholar Nathan Witkin, sovereignty is shifting 

from defined territories to defined citizens.  He believes that modern governments are 

transitioning from territorial toward associations of mobile citizens.188  Some believe that people 

should be free to move as they wish, bringing with them their chosen state identity.  Globalism 

works on the theory of what is best for humanity is of greater importance than that of a single 

nation.  The idea that humanity would benefit from melding cultures maximizes international 

trade, and it minimizes confrontations.189 However, it is significant to note that globalism has put 

pressure on a countries ability to secure its borders and validate national origin.   

Conversely, nationalism can be equated to the patriotic feeling for one’s country and its 

citizens to include the prosperity of society.  The modern state system is rooted in nationalism; it 

served as a liberating force in the era of anticolonial independence and fueled anti-Soviet 

sentiment during the Cold War.190 Many patriots identify with nationalism, putting a great deal 

of significance and pride for their country.  According to Haidt, Nationalists feel a bond with 

their country; they understand this bond comes with moral obligations: citizens have a duty to 

love and serve their country, and the government must protect its people.191 Nationalists and 

globalists are naturally at odds over ideals.  Culture, language and values are center to 

 
186 Tamar Arieli, “Borders of Peace in Policy and Practice: National and Local Perspectives of Israel-Jordan Border 
Management.” Geopolitics 17, no. 3 (July 2012): 668. 
187 “Nationalism vs. Globalism, Not Globalization vs. Isolation.” Trends Magazine, no. 162 (October 2016): 5. 
188 Nathan Witkin, “A State of the People: The Shift of Sovereignty from Territory to Citizens.” Transnational Law 
& Contemporary Problems 27, no. 1 (Winter 2017): 33. 
189 “Nationalism vs. Globalism, Not Globalization vs. Isolation.” Trends Magazine, no. 162 (October 2016): 6. 
190 Yael Tamir, “Building a Better Nationalism: The Nation’s Place in a Globalized World.” Foreign Affairs 98, no. 
2 (March 2019): 48. 
191 Jonathan Haidt, “When and Why Nationalism Beats Globalism” 32, no. 3 (Spring 2016): 48. 
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nationalism.  They believe their cultures are unique and worth preserving.192  Globalists often 

alienate themselves from nationalistic ideas with the idea that a nation’s citizens are not enough 

to oppose immigration and the liberalization of trade.193  The idea of putting foreign workers 

before citizens pits the idea of nationalism versus internationalism against one another.  One 

example of internationalism is the presence of Salvadorian workers in the United States.  

Salvadorians living in the U.S. have exponentially aided the Salvadorian economy.  In 2002 

Salvadorians sent home 1.9 billion in remittances.194  Nationalists do not see a benefit to foreign 

workers sending currency outside the country to help those who are not citizens and do not aid in 

the economy.  A fear of many nationalists is the threat of unmitigated migration, with many 

believing a nation’s first obligation is to its citizens and not its immigrants.195    

Sovereignty may be viewed as a direct result of nationalism.  Borders have adapted from 

a military operation to focus on protection and security from hostile neighbors and trans-border 

issues such as terrorist travel, smuggling, and the illicit trafficking of people and goods, as well 

as controlling illegal migration flows.196 Arieli Tamar states that borders are a central component 

when defining a nation-state.  He further notes that they also take expression and have 

implications in everyday life in the realms of society, economy, and the environment, to include 

those who live within their boundaries.197 One notable example of border control is the European 

Union.  The EU has opted for a system of collaborative agreement.  The European Union utilizes 

a cooperative border system.  The Schengen Acquis is a collective system where the outer 
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194 Stephen, Lynn. “Creating Preemptive Suspects: National Security, Border Defense, and Immigration Policy, 
1980–Present.” Latin American Perspectives 45, no. 6 (November 2018): 13. 
195 Henry Nau, “Democratic globalism,” The National Interest, November/December 2018, 33. 
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countries create the border for the EU as a whole. However, uneven policy implementation has 

created a security deficit.198 On the opposite side of the globe, the United States grapples with 

border security while attempting to keep borders open to its neighbors.  However, the southern 

border of the U.S. creates challenges for open borders. A high violence rate in Mexico has 

caused mass migration into the U.S.  Between 2006-2013, there were 120,000 murders and 

27,000 disappearances in Mexico, leading to more than 250,000 Mexican nationals displaced, 

with roughly half moving to other locations or the United States.199 Moreover, 70,000 to 150,000 

Central Americans have died in recent years attempting to reach the United States.200 The 

national security border perspective represents a change because the perceptions of border 

security shifted from regulation and enforcement to heightened perceptions of national security 

associated with the safety, security, and defense of the nation.201  

Globalism and security are at odds when it comes to the protection of sovereignty.  

Promoters of globalism look at sovereignty as fluid or antiquated, those who support secure 

borders, view sovereignty as the genetic makeup of a nation.  Although sovereignty has a 

historical pedigree, globalization blurs domestic and international activities. Nathan Watkins 

argues that sovereignty can no longer be delineated with rigid boundaries.202  Professor Kristin 

Heyer states: “legitimate sovereignty must be exercised in reference to the universal destination 

of created goods and a requirement to regulate borders according to basic conditions of social 
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justice.”203 Heyer is saying sovereignty is necessary for the trade of goods and services, as well 

as the ability to regulate and govern within its borders.  A countries capability to control the ebb 

and flow of migration is predicated on the ability to exercise sovereignty.  Whenever a country 

has historically high levels of immigration without a successful assimilation program, there is a 

virtual certainty that there will be an authoritarian counter ration supported by many status quo 

conservatives.204 The argument exists that sovereignty should not be specific to nation-states, but 

instead represented by citizens regardless of national origin.205 “According to the principles of 

popular sovereignty, individuals in a state of nature are sovereign over themselves.”206 Individual 

sovereignty would be established through spheres of influence and reciprocal agreements, 

reinforcing sovereignty by protecting the sovereignty of others.207 However, in 2001 the 

international commission on intervention and state sovereignty (ICISS) found that broad support 

for the notion of sovereignty was not a right but a responsibility. The ICISS found that the 

primary responsibility of the state was to protect its citizens.208   

The literature shows there is a shift toward globalism that has been evolving since the 

Second World War.  However, as nations mature and progress, there has also been a shift for and 

respectively against the nationalistic sediment that has blossomed as borders and the status of 

sovereignty has been called into question.  Both globalists and nationalists understand the need 

for sovereignty.  However, there is a disconnect on how sovereignty should manifest itself.  

 
203 Kristin E. Heyer, “Internalized Borders: Immigration Ethics in the Age of Trump.” Theological Studies 79, no. 1 
(March 2018): 159. 
204 Jonathan Haidt, “When and Why Nationalism Beats Globalism” 32, no. 3 (Spring 2016): 52. 
205 Moira Inghilleri “National Sovereignty versus Universal Rights: Interpreting Justice in a Global Context.” Social 
Semiotics 17, no. 2 (2007) 197. 
206 Nathan Witkin, “A State of the People: The Shift of Sovereignty from Territory to Citizens.” Transnational Law 
& Contemporary Problems 27, no. 1 (Winter 2017): 44. 
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Nationalist believe in strong borders that define a country, thus protecting its sovereignty.  

Globalists view sovereignty as fluid and something that can be attached to individuals versus a 

specified territory.  What is lacking in the literature is questions regarding the protection of 

sovereignty through a globalist lens.  One question being: Is border security in a globalist society 

still necessary and does it adhere to societal changes?  The question this paper will answer: is 

nationalism necessary to protect sovereignty in the age of globalism?     

Methodology 

There is no shortage of literature referencing nationalism or globalism.  However, where 

there are unanswered questions is when nationalist identity in conjunction with globalism 

combine.  This paper will explore the relationship between sovereignty and nationalism in 

relation to globalism and the current political climate.  The catalyst for defining the functionality 

of nationalism will be migration and the effects it has on a nation’s political spectrum.  Migration 

will be the benchmark for the evaluation of the effectiveness of national security.  As of late, 

many countries and regions have grappled with mass migration, with thousands of people fleeing 

from poverty and war.  The influx of displaced people has put a strain on border security, 

causing some to argue for open borders or less restrictive borders.  Globalists have begun to view 

borders as unnecessary and, in some cases, inhumane.  Often nationalists who are proponents of 

border security argue that sovereignty diminishes with mass illegal migration and the failure of 

incoming migrants to assimilate to the culture and practices of the nation.  As previously stated, 

globalists see sovereignty as fluid, understanding that it is the people who make up a culture, not 

a territorial boundary.  

This paper will utilize case study research, migration, and political trends.  The three 

borderland entities utilized will be the United States, the European Union, and Israel.  These 
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three countries have been chosen for their relevance to border security issues, and the impact that 

globalism has had on migration and policy.  Furthermore, leaders that have been influential in 

their respective national immigration policies will also be evaluated from the US, EU, and Israel.  

Migration rates will be evaluated in all three regions over a half a century, dating back to the end 

of WWII.  Migration patterns will dictate timelines used for when each country is specifically 

affected.  The influx of migration will be evaluated by the rise of nationalistic ideals and the 

effect it has on politics in each region.  The question of sovereignty will be answered by changes 

to status quo politics as migration numbers rise.  If there is no change to public policy or political 

call to enhance border security in order to protect sovereignty, then there is a compelling 

argument to decrease border security and embrace globalism.  However, if there is a rise in 

nationalistic sentiment in these areas then there is the strong argument that states are not ready 

for progressive globalism and there is a need for nationalistic ideals coupled with global 

cooperation.  This paper hypothesizes that there is a direct link to mass migration and the rise of 

nationalism.  With a large number of migrants that fail to assimilate, there will more than likely 

be a nationalistic backlash that directly affects border security in its protection of sovereignty.   

United States  

 The United States is no stranger to the effects of immigration and the political 

ramifications that it can have on a country.  The Southern border of the United States has been a 

significant source of illegal immigration into the U.S. since the late 1960s, shortly after 

amendments to the immigration and nationality act passed.209  In 1950 Mexican born immigrants 

made up 3.9 percent of all immigrants.  By 1970 Latin Americans made up 7.9 percent of all 
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immigrants, by 2010, 29.3 percent, and then dropped in 2017 to 25.3 percent.  In 1970 the Latin 

American population stood at 7.6 million immigrants in the U.S., which surged to 14 million in 

1980.  By 1990 Latin American Immigration swelled to 21 million.  That number rose again to 

35 million in 2000, ultimately exploding to 58 million by 2017.210  

However, one cannot equate large numbers of migrants to only Latin America.  There is 

also a large number of Asian immigrates that followed the influx of the 1970s.  In 2001 Asians 

made up just 22.1 percent of newly arrived immigrants compared to 55.9 percent from the 

Hispanic population.  By 2017 the number of Asians coming to the United States rose to 37.4 

percent of immigrants arriving into the U.S., where Hispanics dropped to 26.6 percent of new 

arrivals.211 Complicating the assimilation of larger numbers of Hispanics coming to the U.S. is 

the notion that language is a bonding agent for most countries.  Language gives people a way to 

communicate and find commonality.  In 1980 57.2 percent of immigrants were English 

proficient.  That number gradually dropped, reaching its lowest in 2010, with only 48.4 percent 

of immigrants being English proficient and has raised to 52.2 percent by 2017.212 Slightly less 

than half of all illegal immigrants into the U.S. have been from Mexico.  However, Mexican 

immigrants have been the driver of the group’s population decline, from their peak in 2007 at 6.9 

million to 4.9 million in 2017.213 Immigration numbers have fluctuated over the last 50 years, 

ebbing and flowing with each administration.   
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Every president since Truman has dealt with immigration reform.  Historically, 

Republicans are more conservative and less apt for open immigration.  Conversely, Democrats 

lean further left and are open to larger amounts of open immigration.  Also, immigration policy 

is based on the current presidential ideology in office at the time, and further defined by political 

party beliefs.  There are a few notable Presidents that have attempted to steer immigration policy 

as we know it today.  President Johnson championed the Immigration and Nationality Act of 

1965, effectively cancelling immigration quotas. However, there were no significant changes to 

immigration reform until Republican President Ronald Reagan signed the Immigration Reform 

and Control Act (IRCA).  The IRCA gave citizenship to three million undocumented 

immigrants; it also made it illegal to hire an undocumented worker.214 One notable provision 

within the IRCA is the increased enforcement and administration activities of the Border Patrol 

and the Immigration and Naturalization Service.215  President Reagan’s intentions with the IRCA 

was to preserve job for Americans who were entitled to them.216 He followed the Republican 

ideals of immigration that allowed immigration as long as it was controlled and with 

consequence. Following Reagan, the next president that wadded into the waters of immigration 

control was George H. W. Bush.  

Republican President George Bush Sr. spearheaded the immigration act of 1990.  The 

Act instituted several new provisions with significant modifications to family immigration, 

 
214 Ted Hesson, “23 Defining in Immigration Policy History,” ABC NEWS, November 26, 2012, 
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history/story?id=17810440 (accessed September 15, 2019). 
215 U.S. Congress, Senate, Judiciary Committee, Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986: Report to 
Accompany S. 1200), 99 Congress., 2nd sess., 1986, S. Rept. 99-132, H. Rept,  https://www.congress.gov/bill/99th-
congress/senate-bill/1200 (accessed September 20, 2019).  
216 Boston University, Immigration Reform and Control Act (IRCA), https://www.bu.edu/hr/policies/federal-and-
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naturalization, and exclusion and deportation grounds.217  One of the most notable aspects of the 

Act was its annual increase in visas for the immediate relatives of immigrants.  Under Title I of 

the Immigration act of 1990, it provides 700,000 visas annually between 1992 and 1994, and 

then it provided 675,000 visas after that.218  The new visa numbers are considerably higher than 

the previous allocation of 530,000 visas annually.  Further, the Act created a safe-haven program 

for immigrants affected by conflict or natural disasters.219  As a result of the Immigration Act of 

1990, the foreign-born population in the United States increased between 1990 and 2000 from 

7.9 percent to 11.1 percent, the largest single decade increase since the mid-1800s.220   

In response to the rapid growth of foreign-born immigrants into the United States, 

Democratic President Bill Clinton signed the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant 

Responsibility Act of 1996 (IIRIRA).  Bill Clinton’s IIRIRA is in response to George Bush’s 

Immigration Act of 1990 and the massive influx of asylum seekers overstaying visas.221  The 

IIRIRA is significant, because unlike many other acts, this act aimed at reducing illegal 

immigration into the United States. The Act was designed to improved border security by 

imposing penalties for immigrants who commit crimes in the U.S. or stay beyond defined time 

limits. 222However, the IIRIRA makes available welfare benefits to battered spouses and children 
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September 30, 2019); Jynnah Radford, and Luis Noe-Bustamante, “Facts on US Immigrants, 2017,” Pew Research 
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221 Steven A. Camarota, “How the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 Has 
undermined US Refugee Protection Obligations and Wasted Government Resources, Center for Immigration 
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and postpones noncitizen ineligibility for food stamps.223 This non-partisan Act is mostly defense 

based.  

Presidents are not immune to environmental stressors that manipulate and pull at the 

strings of politics.  During George W. Bush’s first term as president, leaders in the construction 

industry and commercial agriculture invested considerable time and money into lobbying for 

more liberal immigration policies.  It is also important to note that Bush received 35 percent of 

the Hispanic vote as the Republican candidate during his 2000 election.224  However, even 

favorable immigration was not immune to the effects of September 11, 2001. Following the 

terrorist attacks, President G. W. Bush authorized the creation of the Department of Homeland 

Security (DHS), this agency realigned U.S. immigration agencies placing them under the DHS 

umbrella.225 Following the creation of DHS, deportations dramatically increased compared to the 

previous decade.  The decade before 9/11, there were 1.6 million deportations.  Following 9/11, 

deportations spiked to 2.3 million.226  Furthermore, Congress passed the Secure Fence Act of 

2006.  The Secure Fence Act more than doubled funding for border security from 4.6 billion to 

10.4 billion in 2006; increased border patrol agents from 9,000 to 12,000; authorized hundreds of 

miles of physical barrier fencing to be built along the southern border.227 It is important to note 

during this period, immigration in the U.S. grew 28 percent between 2000 and 2010, the highest 

growth decade in history.  The most substantial bump in this immigration influx happened 
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between 2009 and 2010 when the national immigrant population grew from 38.5 million to 40 

million.228  

Following President Bush, President Barack Obama led the Democratic Party as another 

president who attempted to bring immigration reform into the spotlight.  Without the backing of 

Congress, President Obama used his executive authority to halt the deportations of immigrates 

meeting specific criteria.229  In 2012, President Obama signed an executive branch memorandum 

called the Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA).230 This memorandum protected 

children from deportation and gave them a work permit.  Nearly 900,000 were eligible by the 

time DACA was implemented.231 The 2nd order effects of the DACA program moved 50,000-

75,000 undocumented immigrants into U.S. employment in the first two years.232  

After President Obama, Republican and Populous President, Donald Trump has taken the 

mantle of immigration reform adopting a hardline approach.  President Trump ran on an America 

first platform that viewed unchecked immigration as the enemy, as well as viewing the current 

immigration system as lacking.  Trump’s immigration platform supports ending chain migration, 

the elimination of the Visa lottery in support of a merit-based system, coupled with the swift 

removal of illegal entrants.  The President’s immigration platform is bases around building a 

wall on the Southern border of the United States.233 President Trump began his term by placing a 
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travel ban on eight countries that were known to give refuge to terrorists and posed a national 

security threat.234 Trump reduced refugee levels to the lowest since the 1980s. He challenged the 

Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals, taking the fight to the Supreme Court in an attempt to 

phase out the immigration program.235 Furthermore, he reversed the decline in arrests of 

unauthorized immigrants in the U.S. interior that occurred during the last two years of the 

Obama administration.  He also ended the protected status for nationals of Haitian, Nicaraguan, 

El Salvadorian, Honduran, Nepalese, and Sudanese origin.236 

 

Figure 5:Immigration Runs Trumps SOTU237 
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European Union  

In contrast to the United States, most of the European Union utilizes a collective of 

countries for border control, allowing citizens freedom of movement within the confines of the 

Schengen Area.  The Schengen Area is a collection of 26 European states that utilize a common 

border.238 Features of the Schengen area include shared standards, harmonized entry, and short-

stay visas for all member states, as well as law enforcement and privileged judicial collaboration.  

If a country feels security is lacking, it can temporarily reintroduce border checks at its 

international borders.239  States within the EU still maintain sovereign control over refugee 

allocation, as well as the implementation of controls for illegal immigration.  Overall, 

unauthorized immigrants account for less than one percent of Europe’s total population of 500 

million.  As of 2017, roughly 24 million non-citizens were living within the EU; of those, less 

than one fifth are unauthorized immigrants.240  However, due to Europe’s proximity to the 

Middle East and Africa, the EU has seen an uptick in refugees and asylum seekers.   

Before the Schengen agreement, Europe experienced a disproportionate sense of 

freedom.  Following WWII, Europe was separated between East and West bloc countries.  The 

Soviets controlled the East, isolating themselves from Western influence.  The West, on the other 

hand, was associated with the U.S. and other allied nations.  Before the fall of the Berlin Wall, 

the Schengen agreement was signed in 1985, originally consisting of five European countries.  

Since 1985 the EU has seen a steady influx of refugees and unauthorized immigrants flowing 

into Europe, mainly from the Middle East and Africa.  Following the fall of the Berlin wall in 
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1989, there was a sharp increase in refugees seeking asylum, peaking at 697,000 in 1992 

following the collapse of the Soviet Union, and the creation of the European Union.241 The next 

spike in Europe’s refugee population was in 2002, with an influx of 463,000 immigrants seeking 

asylum following the conclusion Kosovo war.  The rise of ISIS and the Syrian war brought an 

immigration crisis that saw asylum seekers surge to 1.3 million in 2016.242 Within the EU since 

2010, Germany is the most popular destination for refugees.  Over the last 30 years, Germany 

has also received one-third of all Europe’s asylum applications.243  

Refugees are not the only strain on the European Union; it is also unauthorized 

immigrates that have put pressure on the EU as well.  Currently, there are between 3.9 and 4.8 

million illegal immigrants within the EU as of 2017.244 However, this number does include 

immigrants that are awaiting asylum claims.  Of the 20 million non-EU residences, roughly a 

quarter are illegal immigrants; Pew Research puts this estimation closer to one-fifth of the total 

immigrant population.245 Professor Rubin Anderson states: Until 2015 irregular arrivals of illegal 

immigrates to Europe hovered around 100,000 annually.246 In 2015 Europe experienced a 
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migration crisis when more than 1.3 million refugees flowed in the EU.247 It is important to note 

that asylum seekers in Europe waiting for a decision, have temporary legal standing.  Of the 32 

nations in the EU proper, France, Germany, and Italy account for the largest populations of 

unauthorized immigrants.  As a collective, France, Germany, Italy, and the UK house 70 percent 

of the EU’s unauthorized immigrant population.248   

Europe enjoys a lower illegal immigrant population than the United States.  One reason 

for the relatively low number of immigrants is the natural barriers that separate Europe with 

areas such as the Middle East and Africa.  Perhaps the most foreboding obstacle for illegal 

migrants is the Mediterranean Sea.  The Mediterranean is a favorite route for Immigrates coming 

from Africa and Turkey.  The European Union’s most recent refugee crisis is no coincidence. 

Violence and war have caused refugees to flee countries such as Syria, Afghanistan, and Iraq. 

Thus, being responsible for more than 600,000 asylum applications.  Further, in 2015 over a 

million migrants were detected crossing the Mediterranean, attempting to gain entry illegally into 

the EU.  Also, in 2015 nearly 3,000 people perished while crossing the Mediterranean seeking 

refuge.249  Like the United States, the EU has a large number of unauthorized immigrants 

migrating from neighboring countries.  Roughly 23 percent if the illegal immigrates in the EU 

come from surrounding nations such as Russia and Turkey.250 The primary destination for the 
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majority of migrants crossing into Europe is Germany. Within the EU, Germany is the leading 

destination for immigrants with 500,000 claims filed in 2015.251  

After WWII, Germany was split into East and West.  The Irion Curtin divided Germany 

and remained that way for the duration of the Cold war.  Following the fall of the Berlin Wall, 

Germany reunited in 1990 under Chancellor Helmut Kohl.  Kohl led the Christian Democratic 

Union (CDU) until 1998.  The CDU is a neo-liberal conservative party known for its 

conservative views while still favoring social programs.  Kohl, was seen as ineffectual following 

the reunification of Germany.  He led a stagnant economy and raised taxes leading to the election 

of Gerhard Schröder.252  Schröder was the leader of the Social Democratic Party (SDP). The 

SDP is Germany’s working-class part that has traditionally favored asylum seekers and 

refugees.253 The SDP roots itself in socialism, with a robust social infrastructure, and social 

justice as well as tax distribution.254 Following the SDP, Angela Merkel was voted in as 

Chancellor representing the CDU in 2015.  Merkel is known for holding the CDU’s traditional 

values while harboring a liberal agenda toward migration.  Chancellor Merkel politically split the 

country in 2015-2016 by letting over a million refugees into Germany.  Further, Merkel’s 

management of the refugee crisis was considered a failure.255  The immigration crisis allowed the 

Alternative for Germany (AfD) party to gain crucial ground.  The AfD aims to seal European 
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borders, institute rigorous identity checks along the German border, implement holding camps to 

hold illegal immigrants, and have immediate deportations for anyone whose asylum request is 

rejected.256 Since its inception in 2013, the AfD has been elected to every state parliament in 

regional elections as well as to the European Parliament.257 The Germans have not been the only 

country affected by immigration.     

 

Figure 6:Number of Asylum Seekers and Refugees Entitled to Protection in the EU258 

The French have seen the ebb and flow of conservative nationalism as well as liberalism 

with progressive ideals.  France saw the fall of extreme nationalism during the protests of May 

1968.  Many viewed the French government as overbearing and controlling the personal lives of 
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the population as well as the media.259  Following the resignation of conservative President 

Charles de Gaulle two years after the protests of May 1968, the country only slightly shifted to 

the left.  While parties such as Union for a Popular Movement (center-left) and the Socialist 

Party have dominated French politics, immigration has still maintained a prominent issue for the 

French population. Liberal immigration policies have been a mainstay of left politics in France.  

More recently, following 21 years of center and center-right political parties controlling 

France, Socialist Francois Hollande (2012-2017), took over as President. Hollande had a 

decidedly accommodating stance toward immigrants.  Hollande opposed any form of a quota 

system for refugees, going as far as to disagree with the quota system that the EU had 

implemented.  Hollande divided his political party when he offered to take in 24,000 immigrants 

when Frances 25,000 available beds for immigrants were 98 percent full.260  Due to dwindling 

poll numbers, Hollande chose not to seek reelection, making room for Centrist-Liberal 

Emmanuel Macron to become the French President.  As of January 1st, 2019, there are 6.5 

million immigrants in France, making up 9.7 percent of the population.261  In 2018, 123,625 

people applied for asylum in France, which is up nearly 23 percent since the previous year, and a 

consistent increase since the 2015 migrant crisis.262  Illegal immigration has spurned the rise of 

the National Front Party (NFP). The NFP was not considered a contender in French politics but 

has found renewed vigor with the increase in illegal immigration. The upsurge of the National 
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Front Party is linked to negative attitudes toward the mass influx in immigration into France and 

the EU.263  As a result of the expanding migrant population, Macron has approved an aggressive 

immigration bill.  Under the new bill, illegal immigrants now face up to a year in prison; it will 

also speed up the application process for asylum seekers.264 Frances’s immigration bill is a way 

to stem the countries immigrant crisis.   

Like France, Italy generally leans center-left with social and globalist ambitions.  A great 

personal representation of Italian politics, as well as general representation of politics of the EU, 

is Romano Prodi.  Prodi was the prime minister of Italy from 1996-1998 and again from 2006-

2008, he was also the president of the European Commission from 1999-2004.265 As prime 

Minister, Prodi was a member of the “Olive tree,” a center-left political party.266  As an advocate 

of illegal immigration, Prodi once stating: “the presence of immigrants is a true blessing for 

business, for less-skilled workers and in helping care of the elderly.”  Prime Minister Prodi once 

told the press that an open-door policy to immigration is tantamount to innovation267  Following 

Prodi Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi was elected, as the center-right candidate.  Berlusconi 

was first to call a state of emergency over Italy’s immigration crisis in 2008. In the first half of 

2008, over 10,600 people arrived in Italy, doubling that of the previous year. 268 Following 
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Berlusconi’s resignation, Italy was primarily governed by the Democratic Party through the 

migration crisis of 2016 and 2018. 

  Unchecked immigration led to the election of Giuseppe Conte.  Conte unshed in a new 

era of Italian nationalism.  With over eight percent of Italy’s population being foreign nationals, 

he pushed back against the EU migration rules calling for a redistribution of asylum seekers.269 

Italy’s chief offender of illegal immigration is the EU, with over 60,000 asylum seekers being 

returned to Italy since it is their initial country of entry.270 Italy sits on the Mediterranean, where 

it receives a large influx of Refugees (peaking at 181,436 in 2016) from the Middle East and 

Northern Africa. Italy abides by the EU’s Dublin System.  This system requires illegal 

immigrates caught in the EU to be transported back to their country of origin.271  As a result of 

Italy’s history with the Dublin system, Italy has not been receptive to any further talks with EU 

countries regarding illegal immigration redistribution believing promises from neighboring 

countries would be hollow and nonbinding.       

Israel 

Unlike much of Europe and the United States, Israel maintains strong nationalistic views. 

Most of which strongly oppose unchecked (non-Jewish) immigration.  Israel has maintained a 

history of having an open-door policy to Jewish immigrants regardless of country.  However, 

being the only non-Muslim majority country in the Middle East, Israel has also grappled with the 

fear that immigration will challenge Israeli sovereignty.  Since conception in 1948, more than 3.2 
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million Jews have immigrated to this predominately Jewish Nation.  From 1948-1951 nearly 520 

Jewish immigrants arrived in Israel each day.  Further bolstering Israel as a religious state, 

between 1990 and 2000, more than one million immigrants joined the more than 4,559,600 

Israeli citizens, of which 3.7 were of Jewish descent.272  However, with a population of only 8.7 

million, Israel utilizes migrant workers to fill out its job force.273  As of 2018, there are more 

than 100,000 migrant workers in Israel, and 80 percent of this workforce are documented 

immigrants.274 Israel’s open borders to migrant workers have not made it immune to illegal 

immigration.  In the mid-2000s, 3,000 people entered Israel illegally.  By 2010 the number of 

illegal immigrants that entered Israel illegally numbered more than 15,000.  This high rate of 

illegal migration was due mainly to worsening conditions in East Africa and Sudan.275 In 2012 

more than 10,000 illegal immigrants from Africa arrived via the border between Israel and 

Egypt.  Israel’s response to illegal immigration into the country has been building a fence that 

Israel claims to have stopped illegal immigration cold.  Israel built a 140-mile fence along the 

Egyptian border, where Israel says there are nearly no attempts to cross the Sinai Peninsula to 

enter Israel illegally.276 It is important to note that Israeli leadership controls immigration to a 

great extent in order to maintain Israel as a religious state.  

The first prime minister of Israel was David Ben-Gurion, who served from 1948-1963 

(exception for 1954-55).  He led the Mapai party, which is considered a center-left socialist 

party.  Ben-Gurion believed in substantial Jewish immigration and the necessity of cultural 
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assimilation.  Ben-Gurion promoted mass migration into Israel between 1948 and 1952, causing 

a near economic collapse.277  Ben-Gurion utilized the War of Independence to move Palestinians 

outside state borders as the lines of conquest moved during the successful fighting.278 Nearly 

four thousand Palestinian refugees were displaced or expelled from Israel following the War of 

Independence in 1948.279  Further, Ben-Gurion presided over the Shilumim agreement.  The 

Shilumim agreement between Israel and West Germany gave the state of Israel $715 million in 

reparations as a form of compensation for taking refugees from the Holocaust.280  As a result of 

the Shilumim agreement, Israel absorbed 140,000 Holocaust survivors.281 Israel saw mass 

migration under the tenure of Ben-Gurion.  Following two World Wars, the German Holocaust, 

and European antisemitism more than 700,000 immigrants come to Israel from Europe and 

various Arab countries between 1948-1951. The Ben-Gurion led mass migration more than 

doubling its 650,000 Jewish population in its first three years as a country.282 Furthermore, Israel 

admitted 586,000 Jews displaced from Arab countries before and after the establishment of 

Israel.283 

Following the establishment of Israel and the leadership of Ben-Gurion, the country’s 

leadership remained nationalistic; albeit left-leaning for nearly thirty years until the center-right 

Likud Party came into power in the late 1970s.  Under the leadership of the Likud Parties Yizhak 
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Shamir, Israel saw its next large bump in the immigration.  Shamir had two significant events 

that increased the immigrant population in Israel.  The first event was the influx of Soviet Jews 

in the early 1990s.  Following the fall of the Soviet Union, Shamir successfully brought 450,000 

Soviet Jews to Israel.284  One of the reasons Shamir was able to bring so many Soviet immigrants 

to Israel was because he successfully petitioned the United States government that Soviet Jews 

were not refugees.  After all, they had a country that was willing to accept them.285  Between 

1990 and 2014, almost a million Jews and non-Jewish relatives of Jews emigrated from the 

former Soviet Republic.286 Shamir’s second successful event was Operation Solomon.  Operation 

Solomon rescued 15,000 Ethiopian Jews from a crumbling Ethiopian government in the dead of 

night.  This operation transplanted nearly the entire Ethiopian Jewish population to Israel.287  

The Social Democratic Labor Party defeated Yizhak Shamir. The Labor party is a center-

left leaning party. The party has a policy of social pluralism and takes a compromising approach 

to Israel’s Geopolitical issues with its Arab neighbors.288 The Labor Party grappled with the 

conservative Likud party for the next decade until the centrist Kadima party was briefly in power 

between 2006-2009.  At this point Benjamin Netanyahu’s Likud party came into power where it 

remains.  A staunch nationalistic conservative, Netanyahu actively recruits Jews from all 

countries to migrate to Israel.  In the last 20 years, there has been no dominant left party 
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controlling the flow of immigration. More than 600,000 have immigrated to Israel in the last 20 

years, much of which has been under Netanyahu’s watch.  Recently in 2014, the war in Ukraine 

brought an estimated 50,000 immigrants from Russia seeking to separate from the authoritarian 

culture.289 Benjamin Netanyahu has openly called for all the Jews in France and all the Jews in 

Europe to immigrate to Israel, where “Israel will welcome you with open arms.”290 Although 

Netanyahu holds an open stance on Jewish immigration, he is strongly opposed to illegal 

immigration.  Netanyahu’s cabinet approved a $160 million program in 2011 to stop the flow of 

African migrants to Israel. It was Netanyahu’s administration who oversaw the construction of a 

240k fence spanning the distance of the Egyptian border aimed at keeping out illegal African 

immigrants.291     

Discussion   

The ability of a country to govern itself is predicated on its ability to control and protect 

its citizens.  The United States is a country that prides itself on its history of immigration.  

However, as the U.S. grows, immigration is no longer required to expand and progress.  As the 

U.S. becomes more established as a country and world leader, its need for controls is more 

abundant.  One measure that all countries can establish control is the ability to control those able 

to come into a country and assimilate into its culture.  The United States system of immigration 

started taking shape in the 1950s.  Historically, and up until recently, immigration policy was a 

product of bipartisanship.  Historically Republicans seek to establish more security while 
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Democrats favor social programs that benefit immigrants.  The battle between immigration 

control and security began to heat up in the U.S. following 9/11.  President G.W. Bush shifted 

focus on immigration to one of security first and called for a wall to be built on the porous 

southern border.  The pendulum shifted further left during the presidency of Obama.  The Obama 

administration was less restrictive regarding border security and immigration. It appears that 

President Obama’s pro-immigration stance and lax border security led to the election of 

President Donald Trump.  President Trump is hawkish on border security and does not favor 

mass immigration.  It appears that following past administrations and years of lax immigration 

policy led the U.S. to shift far to the right under President Donald Trump 

Following WWII, Germany lost much of its national identity allowing for Liberal and 

Socialist political parties to control policy within Germany for much of the last 70 years.292  

Before the fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989, there was relatively little uncontrolled immigration 

into Germany due to the Soviet-controlled Irion Curtain.  However, after the fall of the Berlin 

Wall and the collapse of the Irion Curtain in 1991, Germany had the freedom to accept refugees.  

More recently, it appears that Germany’s classically liberal social agenda has caused issue within 

the country.  Since the fall of the Berlin Wall and into modern time, Germany now fields one-

third of all asylum seekers in the EU.  Liberal immigration policies have led Germany into the 

migrant crisis of 2016.  Interestingly, the German migrant crisis appears to have directly caused 

the rise if the nationalistic anti-immigration AfD party.  The AfD party is the first significantly 

nationalist party since the extreme nationalistic National Socialist German Workers Party in the 

early 1900s.   

 
292 Deutsche Welle: made for minds, Germanies Political Parties CDU, CSU, SPD, AfD, FDP, Left Party, Greens- 
What you need to know, https://www.dw.com/en/germanys-political-parties-cdu-csu-spd-afd-fdp-left-party-greens-
what-you-need-to-know/a-38085900 (accessed December 30, 2019). 

https://www.dw.com/en/germanys-political-parties-cdu-csu-spd-afd-fdp-left-party-greens-what-you-need-to-know/a-38085900
https://www.dw.com/en/germanys-political-parties-cdu-csu-spd-afd-fdp-left-party-greens-what-you-need-to-know/a-38085900
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A second country to mirror Germany’s immigration issues within the EU has been 

France.  The French are not immune to the backlash of weak immigration laws.  For the last 

eight years, France’s political arena has been controlled by left-leaning liberal leaders.  With 

nearly 10 percent of Frances population made up by immigrants, and the number of asylum 

seekers up 21 percent, there has been pressure on the liberal government to stem the flow of 

immigrants into the country.  France has also been under attack by a group calling themselves 

Yellow Vest Protesters that have put increased pressure on the President to control the 

population.293  With an increase in French nationalism led by the National Front Party, more 

scrutiny has been put on the flow of immigration into France.  President Macron’s answer to 

increased scrutiny into French immigration policies has been a proposed immigration bill that 

would put immigrants who enter the country illegally in prison.  This will quell the upheaval 

from the conservative right.  The French response to relatively open immigration within the 

country echoes similar instances across the EU.  When immigration threatens sovereignty, there 

is a somewhat predictable right-leaning backlash.   

A classically liberal country, Italy, sits in a unique position within the EU.  Italy sits on 

the southern border of the European Union, bordered by the Mediterranean Sea.  The 

Mediterranean Sea separates the EU form countries such as Algeria and Libya. These are 

countries with weaker economies, and an arguable lower quality of life.  Rampant illegal 

immigration into Italy aided with an unequal system of reallocation for immigrates moved the 

country toward the nationalist right.  As the number of immigrants rises within sovereign nations 

there is an impression that the government lacks control, this scenario has played out in countries 

 
293 Alisa J. Rubin, “Frances Yellow Vest Protests: The movement that Put France on Edge,” The New York Times, 
December 3, 2019, https://www.nytimes.com/2018/12/03/world/europe/france-yellow-vest-protests.html (accessed 
January 3, 2020).  

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/12/03/world/europe/france-yellow-vest-protests.html


 

 93 

such as France and the United States pushing political policy further right.  Immigration has not 

only caused issues within Italian politics, but it have also caused rifts between Italy and its 

neighboring countries.  Illegal immigration has moved Italy away from the negotiating table, and 

it appears to be causing it to take an ultra-nationalist approach of Italy first.   

Israel has held a unique view of sovereignty and security regardless of political party.  

Since Israel was created from the ashes of the holocaust, there has always been a strong 

nationalist goal to create and maintain a religious state.  Where the political parties in Israel 

differ is their willingness to work with their neighbors.  The more progressive left-leaning parties 

are open to negotiations with Palestine and neighboring countries.  Conversely, right-leaning 

conservative parties appear to close ranks around security and sovereignty as paramount.  

Regardless of its devout disposition, Israel is not immune to illegal immigration and the effects 

that it causes.  With higher rates of illegal immigration or perceived immigration, the country 

inevitably bases on its strong nationalistic instinct and supports greater border security where 

Israel has seen great success.  However, where Israel’s immigration policy differs is in its ability 

to maintain open borders for Jews all over the world.  The current right-leaning administration 

has stated that all Jews, regardless of location, are welcome to come to Israel, where they will be 

taken in with open arms.    

The importance of cultural assimilation should not be overlooked for this study.  There is 

arguably an inevitable rise of nationalistic sentiment in the country that sees high levels of 

migration.  As this study points out, it is not the migrants who cause nationalistic sentiment, it is 

the lack of cultural assimilation causing the effect of nationalism.  There is less of a need to 

follow cultural norms where there is mass migration as seen at the southern border of the United 

States.  There has been a decline in English speaking immigrants reaching less than 50 percent in 
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2010.  However, following the rise of nationalism in the U.S. and presumably the election of 

president Trump, English speaking immigrants increased to over 50 percent by 2017.  The 

concurrent rise in nationalism and immigration lends to the notion that a lack of cultural 

assimilation will lead to a nationalistic backlash.   

Conclusion 

 This paper has proven there is a link between immigration and public nationalism.  In a 

quest to protect sovereignty nationalists seek stronger borders promoting a rise in nationalistic 

conservatism.  Globalism has brought increased immigration in such numbers that countries have 

not seen in the past. What appears to happen is an intense nationalistic backlash, where leaders 

are forced to place higher scrutiny on their borders to quell the population.  In the United States, 

the Presidency of Donald Trump comes at a time where immigration, especially illegal 

immigration, has seen a definite spike in the years preceding his administration.  In the EU, 

countries such as Italy, Germany, and France are seeing nationalism at levels not seen since 

before WWII.  Israel has proven a steady track record of low immigration as a result of secure 

borders, thus maintaining a strong sense of sovereignty.   

Globalism is inevitable.  The larger the world population grows, the smaller the globe 

will seem.  Innovation has been a primary driver of large-scale immigration.  No longer do 

people have to stay in countries they believe are not taking care of their needs. The Information 

age has also brought enlightenment to those who would otherwise not know what opportunities 

are out in the world. The United States, European Union, and Israel are shining examples of 

sought-after locations for immigrants.  Progressive ideals and globalist agendas have opened the 

doors to immigration in many westernized countries.  These locations offer opportunities that 

would otherwise be unavailable to those who do not live within their borders.  For its part, Israel 
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is an island upon itself, a beacon on westernization in the Middle East where fighting and 

conflict have been all too common.  Although these countries do offer at least some refuge, it 

does not come without consequence.  

 The correlation between increased immigration levels and governments who favor higher 

levels of national security and border protection is inevitable.  The pendulum in the United States 

has swung far to the right, having a president who favors nationalism and secure borders, with an 

emphasis on low immigration. The EU has seen threats to its co-op that pits countries against one 

another.  European Union countries who make up the outer border, are seeing a heavy influx of 

illegal immigration. They feel that those countries, who have the geographical protection of the 

outer border turn a blind eye to the immigration crisis.  However, through all this, Israel has been 

the most undeviating with its nationalistic views, strong immigration, and consistency between 

political parties. Nothing is more evident in conclusion that secure borders are a requirement to 

maintain sovereignty.  It is evident that political changes take place as countries see a rise in 

immigration, leading to more right-leaning, nationalistic ideals, and security centric political 

leaders.  
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Conclusion 

 This thesis outlines the requirements for state sovereignty to exist, as well as the threats 

to that sovereignty.  Throughout this paper, the necessary ingredients for sovereignty are derived 

from the threats to sovereignty.  One of the most existential threats that sovereignty faces is the 

uncontrolled rise of globalization.  However, globalism is essential to the growth and prosperity 

of all nations.  But if that growth is at the expense of national sovereignty, there will be no peace.  

The study of sovereignty in the age of globalism has proven that countries will inevitably fight 

for state sovereignty.  States such as Israel, Palestine, and Lebanon have clashed for decades, 

trying to establish and secure their borders, and thus their sovereignty.  One of the greatest 

threats to sovereignty is forced globalization.  International organizations such as the United 

Nations have the ability to do great things for globalization.  The United Nations has the 

international resources and power to make an international impact on sovereign nations.   

Unfortunately, these institutions are flawed and are manipulated for the benefit of member states.  

Sovereign nations that heed the wrath of the United Nations may also fall victim to overreach, 

interference, and needless actions.  It is imperative that the UN not only practice internal 

oversight but are careful not to pedal a globalist agenda.  Countries have increasingly turned to 

nationalism in an effort to counter globalism.  Nationalism is the foundation from which all 

countries should enter the global area.  Only when a country has a strong foundation, based on 

security, ethics, and economic prosperity should it advocate internationally.  Regardless of 

international sentiment, there is going to be a backlash felt within countries whose citizens feel 

sovereignty is in jeopardy.  By having a reliable, secure, and controlled nationalistic identity, will 

national sovereignty be respected globally.  
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Chapter I 

 The first chapter of this thesis theorized that border security does impact sovereignty on a 

global stage.  Chapter One utilizes Israel as its case study, and its relations with Palestine and 

Lebanon as sub-studies.  Researching Israel gave valuable insight into the lengths a country will 

travel in order to protect national sovereignty.  The benefit of using Israel to study sovereignty, is 

its history to establish itself as a sovereign nation.  Israel’s sovereignty has been challenged by 

every nation that borders the small Jewish enclave.  Its case is unique because the United Nations 

initially developed a plan that would allow both Israel and Palestine to be separate but equal 

sovereign nations.  Not only did Palestine refuse the plan, but Syria, Transjordan, Lebanon, and 

Egypt did as well.  During the ensuing wars that Israel was forced to fight in order to protect 

sovereignty, it was able to gain land and expand its borders, most notably with Palestine.   

Because of Palestine’s inability to compromise, and its refusal to accept Israel as a 

sovereign state, it now remains under the control of Israel.  Further complicating Palestine’s fate 

was its inability to be governed by Jordan, which ultimately gave it up with little fanfare.  

Moreover, Palestine has been engaged in terrorist and guerrilla warfare against Israel and its 

civilian population.  Palestine, in its own right, has lost its sovereignty to Israel because it failed 

to respect Israeli borders and acknowledge Israeli sovereignty.  Because Israel has taken control 

of Palestine and does not give Palestinians citizenship, it has brought the ire of the international 

community.  The fight for border control between Palestine and Israel has now shifted into the 

battle for state sovereignty.  Each county wants to be accepted and autonomous, and neither 

country is willing to make concessions, thus forcing a stalemate, unlikely to change in the near 

future.  
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 Lebanon has been in a state of contention with Israel for the past 70 years.  Like its 

neighbors, it also did not accept Israel from the beginning and declared war on Israel at 

conception.  Not only has Lebanon represented in nearly every major war with Israel (with the 

notable exception of the 1967 Six-Day War), but it has also engaged Israel in numerous disputes 

and border skirmishes.  Israel’s relationship with Lebanon is conflicted because of the countries 

complicated history with terrorist organizations that reside within the state and have waged cross 

border attacks on Israel.  Following the Israeli War of Independence, many Palestinians pushed 

into Lebanon.  These refugees created the Lebanese Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO).  

The PLO deployed guerrilla-style cross border attacks on Israel until they were finally ousted 

from Lebanon by Israel in the early 1980s.  Following the PLO’s expulsion from Lebanon, 

Hezbollah a second terrorist organization, quickly filled the void.  After a failed attempt by Israel 

to help Lebanon set up a force capable of protecting its land and controlling the Lebanese 

southern border, it was Lebanon’s weak government that allowed Hezbollah a known terrorist 

organization to control large portions of its border.  Hezbollah has also utilized cross border 

terrorist attacks, as well as rocket attacks on Israel and its citizens.  These attacks have caused 

further contention between Israel and Lebanon because any retaliatory attack against Hezbollah 

is directed inside Lebanon.  Israel’s counterattacks to ensure security and prosperity also threaten 

Lebanon’s sovereignty.   

 Based on evidence from this study, border security does affect a sovereign nations actions 

on a global stage.  Border security is proven to be essential to the existence of every nation.  

Further cementing this researches conclusion is that the threat of losing sovereignty caused both 

Palestine and Lebanon to fight wars over border security.  These actions all led to international 

attention.  However, Israel has found itself overly extended while trying to maintain sovereignty, 
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an action that may ultimately lead to the loss of sovereignty.  Palestine has and will remain a 

thorn in the side of Israel as long as it refuses the Palestinians sovereignty.  It is Palestine’s fault 

for refusing the partition plan, but it is now up to Israel to give them their sovereignty.  

Ironically, it is in the best interest of Israel if it wishes to remain a religious state to relinquish the 

West Bank.  Israel has already built a wall around most of the West Bank and treats it as a 

pseudo border.  Furthermore, the citizens of Palestine will inevitably seek sovereignty, whether it 

be from Palestine or from becoming Israeli citizens.  If Israel does keep the West Bank, it is 

almost a certainty that Palestinians will someday become citizens of Israel, and that is when 

Israel will cease being a predominately Jewish nations and lose its sovereignty.   

     The Lebanese-Israel relationship is fraught with problems, chief among them, a weak 

government that allows a terrorist organization to operate freely within its borders.  As long as 

Lebanon will not recognize Israeli borders, there will be no peace.  Moreover, with Lebanon’s 

terrorist action arm actively engaging Israel over border disputes, Lebanon has no bargaining 

power with Israel.  Unlike Egypt and Jordan, Lebanon has not been able to move past Israel as a 

sovereign nation in the Middle East.  The conflicts between Lebanon and Israel are centered 

around the same fundamental issues it had during the Six-Day War, border security.  Unlike with 

Palestine, Lebanon has to take control of the Israel-Lebanese situation, recognizing the Jewish 

nation, control Hezbollah, and only then will the line of communication with Israel be possible.   

Chapter II 

 Chapter Two examined the impact the United Nations has on National Sovereignty.  The 

research supported this paper’s hypothesis that the United Nations can have a detrimental effect 

to national sovereignty. This chapter, as in Chapter One, utilizes the United Nations as a case 

study and Israel as the subject for this research.  Using Israel allowed the research to build on the 
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conflicts that Israel faced regarding border security in Chapter One.  Nearly all of the tensions 

Israel has with the UN revolve around border security and state sovereignty.  The UN has levied 

more sanctions against Israel than any other nation worldwide.  Moreover, Israel is specifically 

called out for its perceived transgression nine times more than any other country in the world.  In 

an effort to lead globally, institutions like the United Nations are often swayed by superpowers, 

or small nations voting as a collective. The problem with alliances made within these co-ops is 

that there are more authoritarian countries than there are democracies.  Conversely, larger 

country’s also try and persuade smaller countries to support their agendas through favoritism. 

   In this second chapter, three case studies were used to understand the effects 

international organizations had on a sovereign nation. The three case studies were: the 1947 

Partition Plan, United Nations Resolution 242, and the United Nations voting record.  It is 

notable that the UN has been both friend and foe to Israel, first helping create the nations, then 

levying more sanctions than any other body.  The UN’s initial interactions with Israel were 

benevolent yet self-serving.  The UN used the 1947 Partition Plan as a means of validation to 

promote its existence to the international community.  They would use Israel as a means of 

showing the world their authority.  However, the UN failed to get the Arab nations within the 

United Nations to support its plan. There is little surprise that the UN Partition Plan has led to so 

many subsequent wars and conflicts.  The plan was forced because the United Nations believed 

Israel would be able to be a positive influence in the Middle East, one of the most volatile 

regions in the world.  Without buy-in from Arab countries within the region or a Western power 

put in place to ensure a smooth transition, there was no other expectation than war.  Moreover, 

the implementation of the partition plan proves the ability of foreign nations to affect regions 

across the world for self-interest.   Countries such as France voted for the partition plan after 
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being strong-armed by the Soviet Union, and the United States.  The Soviets saw Israel as an 

opportunity to project influence, and the US wanted an ally in an unstable region of the world.     

 The Six-day War is arguably the most significant conflict in Israeli history.  Not only did 

it expand its borders and take back Jerusalem, but it also established itself as a force within the 

Middle East.  As a result of the Six-Day War, the United Nations passed Resolution 242, 

proposing land for peace. As they did with the Partition Plan, countries within the United 

Nations further complicated the peace process.  This time it was again the soviets using the UN 

to salvage Middle Easter Relationships while the U.S. and Britain tried to blunt its actions.  

While the Middle East was willing to accept concessions, the Soviets halted the peace process.  

Through the Soviet’s actions, the land taken during the Six-Day War and relative peace that 

could have followed was stalled for over a decade.   

  The final case study evaluated in Chapter Two is the voting record of the United 

Nations.  To understand the relationship between Israel and the United Nations it is essential to 

look at the voting record of the UN regarding Israel.  Multiple scholars note the bias toward 

Israel by the United Nations has long been recognized.  The United Nations has found way to 

criticize Israel more than any other country in the world.  Israel has been criticized in resolutions 

six times more than North Korea.  From its inception in 2006, the United Nations Human Rights 

Council has adopted 135 resolutions, 50 percent of those criticized Israel.  The UN has become 

so combative with Israel through shame and lopsided resolutions there is no longer an avenue 

that the UN can be taken seriously in the Arab-Israel peace process.  The UN has allowed itself 

to be used as a weapon by countries looking to further their agendas.  Notably, Muslim bloc 

countries have been able to band together, consistently voting together in matters regarding 

Israel.  Furthermore, there is evidence that superpower countries such as the United States and 
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Russia have been able to gain votes by offering favors for economically weaker countries. The 

ability of countries to manipulate the United Nations actions shows a weakness within the UN 

that it is unable to control its member states. 

Chapter III 

 Chapter Three assessed how necessary nationalism was to protect sovereignty in the age 

of globalism.  The case studies for this chapter were the United States, the European Union, and 

Israel.  These case studies investigated the correlation between international migration into 

sovereign nations and political change.  This study proved the hypothesis that there is a direct 

link between higher migration levels and a shift towards right-leaning (nationalistic) political 

sentiment.  In short, the higher level of unchecked migration, led in most cases, to the rise in 

nationalism and conservative leadership.  The U.S., EU, and Israel, have all seen a sharp rise in 

mass immigration as a result of globalization.  The countries studied in this paper have 

experienced migration problems resulting in a security-centric, nationalistic backlash.  Chapter 

three is a microcosm of unchecked mass migration into sovereign nations worldwide.    

 The United States may be arguably the best blueprint in the world for the rise of 

nationalism to protect state sovereignty.  As a country that started out taking all immigrants, the 

US has since evolved into a global leader with a deep history rooted in customs and traditions.  

With a larger population to support, the United States no longer needs mass immigration to fill 

out the country.  Counteractions aimed at controlling mass migrations can be seen in elected 

leaders, either elected for their immigration control policies or their position regarding national 

security.  Since the beginning of the 21st century, the United States has seen some of the most 

significant immigration in recent history.  As migrant levels rise in the U.S., there has been a 

bipartisan shift in policy toward security-centric conservative principles.  Arguably the most 
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telling reaction to large scale immigration in the U.S. has been strict border security policies and 

the eventual election of a president that ran heavily on an anti-immigration platform.  History 

will keep repeating itself in the United States, as long as citizens feel there is a migration 

problem threatening national sovereignty, there will be an inevitable rise in nationalism.  The 

United States would do well to pass immigration reform and exercise control over who is 

entering the country.  Immigration reform will likely be the only way the political pendulum 

swings back to the center.  

 The European Union has seen a sharp rise in immigration within the last 20 years.  Most 

immigrants are refugees and asylum seekers fleeing from war-torn areas, corrupt or weak 

governments, and poverty-stricken countries.  This mass migration has overwhelmed countries 

such as France, which ultimately led to a migrant crisis in 2016.  The three countries studied for 

this paper were France, Italy, and Germany.  These nations have previously enjoyed a liberal 

migration system, but in the last decade, mass migration has tested state sovereignty and has led 

to security issues across the EU.  All three countries have seen a rise in nationalism within their 

borders.  Germany has by far the most asylum requests in the European Union; as a result, 

nationalism is spreading throughout Germany to include politics in every state parliament to 

include the European Parliament.  Nationalist political parties in France have also found favor in 

recent years as illegal immigration increases.  The current president of France and Centrist-

Liberal has approved an immigration bill that would put illegal immigrants into prison for up to a 

year.  

 The country most inundated with unwelcome immigrants has been Italy.  Italy has seen a 

high level of illegal immigration due to its placement on the Mediterranean Sea.  Further 

complicating the migration issues for Italy has been the EU policy of sending illegal immigrants 
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back to the country from which they entered.  The EU’s lopsided immigration laws have caused 

a rift between Italy and the EU.  Italy has stalled further talks regarding the redistribution of 

illegal immigrants, because they fear any agreement with the EU would be hollow and toothless.  

The European Union must allow countries the flexibility to protect state sovereignty.  Citizens 

who feel that illegal or mass immigration negatively affects their way of life will vote for 

nationalistic leaders who are willing to protect them.  The EU will do best by allowing countries 

to secure their borders as necessary for however long they deem essential.  By giving states the 

autonomy to protect sovereignty, the EU will remain in power.  The more countries, such as 

Italy, who feel suppressed will push back against the EU creating division that will inevitably 

spread.  

 Contrary to the United States and European Union, Israel has maintained a strong 

nationalist view while maintaining an open immigration policy to all Jews.  In Israel’s quest to 

maintain a religious state, the country has been open to Jewish migration. Israel has gone so far 

as to petition the U.S. to stop taking Soviet Jews, because they were not in fact refugees since 

they had a home willing to accept them.  Perhaps one of the more notable aspects of Israel, is 

regardless of the political left or right, Israel has stayed very nationalistic, with a strong religious 

identity.  Because of its strong collective identity, Israel has not seen the same backlash other 

countries have seen as they fight illegal immigration and favor state sovereignty.  Israel has 

remained united in the face of immigration.  Israel has been a global example of security as it not 

only fights terror but all illegal immigrants.  By building a wall along its southern border, Israel 

claims it has completely stopped the flow of illegal immigrants crossing the border from Egypt.  

Israel is an example of the far-right in regard to countries protecting their sovereignty.  However, 

it is also an example of how nationalism is undoubtedly necessary to protect state sovereignty.        
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Further research  

 The scope of research into national sovereignty is massive.  Only now, is the world 

seeing the repercussions of globalism.  Countries such as the United States, the European Union, 

United Kingdom, India, and Israel are all seeing a strong nationalist uprising in the face of 

globalization.  Arguably, one of the most notable effects of globalization has been mass 

migration.  There is no doubt that knowledge is power, and many people around the globe are 

more aware than ever of the opportunities available to those who make it to established, 

economically sound countries. Based on this study’s findings, there is likely going to be an 

international cooling of globalization if mass migration continues.  Further research should be 

conducted into the root cause of mass migration.  It would also be beneficial to research the 

actions of the international community to aid these countries, and what good/bad it has 

accomplished.  More research on how to help energize countries so they are better able enter 

flourish in a global arena.  

 Furthermore, research into international organizations such as The United Nations, 

NATO, the Arab League, and the European Union’s use of authority would be extremely 

beneficial.   Too much weight is put on international bodies that have the luxury of operating 

outside sovereign borders, yet they have the power to leverage authority globally.  The good that 

these institutions do must not overshadow problems they cause for national sovereignty.  Being 

able to compare and contrast global actions made by these organizations will allow researchers to 

gain an understanding of the probability these organizations will enhance situations for which 

they are engaged.  Understanding the level of abuse or overreach in these assemblies will answer 

what mitigating effects can be put into place to protect states that work with international 

organizations.        
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