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Israeli-Palestinian conflict emerged at the beginning of the twentieth century and it
remains one of the tricky issues in the region. The nature of the conflict during its
emergence has changed for many regional and geopolitical reasons. Despite all these
changes, this conflict needs urgent solution, and it will remain relevant until it is resolved.
After the proclamation of independence, the United States was one of the countries that
recognized the State of Israel. During the last twenty-five years, the geopolitical structure
has greatly changed and U.S. started to act as a global actor. Every president has his own
approach to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, but every president tries to maintain a balance
of power. Although there are many evidences that U.S. policy is more biased than balanced.
It is known that there is a clear distinction between the foreign policies of Bush and Obama,
whereas in the case of the new President, Trump, differences are so great that they can lead
to geopolitical risks
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Israeli-Palestinian conflict emerged at the beginning of the twentieth century
and it remains one of the tricky issues in the region. The reluctance of Arabs to act
as united forces aggravated the conflict. The divided nature of the Arab world
made Israel's victory possible, especially, the six-day war demonstrated that the
lack of consolidation in the Arab states pledged Israel's victory and further
triumphs made Israel one of the most powerful states in the world. When we study
the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, we must emphasize that the nature of the conflict
during its emergence has changed for many regional and geopolitical reasons.
Despite all these changes, this conflict needs urgent solution, and it will remain
relevant until it is resolved.

Over the past two decades, the Palestinian and the Jewish societies have
gone through open and unprecedented changes, particularly, when the conflicting
parties decided to withdraw from the battlefield and expressed readiness to
negotiate. Today, mediators are trying to use negotiations as the only tool, but,
unfortunately, these efforts remain ineffective. The study of the role of mediators
and especially the role of the United States is important, since this can contribute to
a comprehensive understanding of this conflict. The importance of the topic is also
related to the fact that it affects the neighboring states.

After the proclamation of independence, the United States was one of the

states that recognized the state of Israel. During the last twenty five years the
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geopolitical structure has greatly changed and U.S. started to act as a global actor.
The unipolarity made U.S. positions in the Middle East more assets. A study of US
initiatives reveals the mistakes and miscalculations of the United States policy, as it
tended to resolve numerous conflicts in the Middle East that extended from
Morocco to Pakistan [1].Furthermore, the United States has special preferences in
the Middle East and differentiates between the Arab states.
Every president has his own approach to this conflict, but every president
tries to maintain a balance of power, although there are many evidences that U.S.
policy more is biased than balanced. Anti-Arab sentiments were particularly
noticeable, especially after September 11 attacks. I believe that previous
achievements around the Israeli-Palestinian conflict were seriously undermined.
Moreover, the Israeli-Palestinian conflict lost its significance as Washington
found a new enemy and a new target-Iraq and Saddam Hussein. But I am sure,
during the presidency of George W. Bush, the Israeli-Palestinian conflict had a
higher level of violence. All the facts speak that the measures that have been taken
by George Bush and his administration were not able to guarantee such norms as
social solidarity, sustainable development, and good governance in Palestine [2].
The territorial dispute was the main reason of the emergence of Israeli-
Palestinian conflict, and the religions, as the reason of the antagonism between
these nations did not play a significant role. But the emergence of fundamental
forces changed the nature of the conflict and complicated it. Both parties lost a
chance to regulate the conflict peacefully as fundamentalism and extremism have
expanded, and they don’t allow rational approaches to find a solution. Particularly,
the situation radically changed after the victory of Hamas in legislative elections in
2006[3]. Indeed, the religion became a splitting force which made the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict more complicated and intricate topic. The expansion of Jewish
settlements in the Palestinian territories, the disputes over the status of Jerusalem
and the problem of Palestinian refugees complicates the further settlement of the
conflict. The radical position of Hamas led the negotiations to a deadlock as no one
wanted to sit at the negotiation table with Hamas. This fact indicates that the
resolution of the conflict between the conflicting parties is complex and consensus
between Palestinian National Authority and Israel is not enough. This is a more
difficult task for the current PNA, since each of its actions can be misinterpreted.
Further internal political tensions in Palestine and the disagreement between
Hamas and Palestinian National Authority caused the external interference in this
matter. Therefore, it was difficult to speak about the peace process in the Middle
East and such a proposal as the Great Middle East Initiative had a goal to establish
the overwhelming power of the U.S. foreign policy. But the geopolitical situation
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changed during the Obama presidency. It was expected that the antagonism
between the conflicting parties would be reduced, although the further
development shows that hatred remains unchanged.

It is known that there is a clear distinction between the foreign policies of
Bush and Obama, whereas in the case of the new President, Trump, differences are
so great that they can lead to geopolitical risks.

The recent rise of protectionism and isolation threatens to weaken the U.S.
foreign policy. With the arrival of the new administration in Washington, the
roadblock to globalization has become more apparent. However, the U.S. is a
democratic state, and the policies adopted by the new administration of the White
House and the Capitol Hall do not always reflect all the wishes and expectations of
the majority in the United States. Nevertheless, the trend towards isolationism is
not a short-term phenomenon. An overview of relations with NATO, the EU and
the imposition of tariffs indicates that the isolation policy has long-term goals.

Despite the newly adopted policy of isolationism, the Evangelical electorate
exerts pressure on the White House to support the state of Israel. Thus, while
investigating the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, it is premature to discuss the U.S.
withdrawal from this conflict and this region in general. Indeed, Trump's bold
moves towards Jerusalem issue indicate that the declared policies of protectionism
and isolationism are not so comprehensive and there is certain dualism in the U.S.
foreign policy. This dualism reflects itself in Trump’s administration rejection of
the inherited US long-term foreign policy. Despite a series of setbacks, only the
U.S. was able to bring Palestinians and Israelis to the negotiation table. The U.S.
provided humanitarian and development aid for Palestinians with political and
diplomatic leverage over Israel.But today Trump does not allow to predict the
further situation in the region, since there are many contradictions in his remarks
about the Israeli-Palestinian conflict (Sorene 2017).

The turning point was December 2017, when Donald Trump made a
decision to recognize Jerusalem as a capital of Israel and called to transfer the
embassy of the U.S. to Jerusalem [4]. He interpreted his actions as a new approach
to the conflict resolution. But this decision raised the wrath of the Palestinians and
the negative reaction of the world. In addition, the head of the Palestinian National
Authority (PNA), Mahmoud Abbas, called for an end to the U.S. participation in
the Middle East peace process [5].Besides, Hamas threatened with the new intifada [6].

Thus, the irresponsible decision of the US president only caused the
condemnation of the world community. For the first time, the US foreign policy
appeared in isolation. Moreover, this decision is very dangerous, especially today
because of the influx of refugees to Europe, where anti-Semitic sentiments are
growing, and such an irrational decision only complicates the situation.

740



The U.S. needs to adopt a more sustainable, coherent and balanced policy
towards the Israeli-Palestinian conflict whereas the current policy should be
reviewed. An attempt to maintain a balance between the parties of the conflict
should be more visible and effective. This is a tricky issue since on the one hand
there is a pro-American lobby, while on the other there are American interests in
the Middle East and these should be reconciled. The U.S. foreign policy aims to
resolve the conflict and make great efforts to solve it. By the auspice of the White
House, initiatives, plans, agreements are carried out, yet none of them brought
results. Today, when the world is mainly focused on other crises, the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict should not lose its relevance and must remain under control.
The analysis and studies on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict will facilitate the quest
for a lasting solution.
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E.I'. TOPOCSH

CHIIA B POJIX ITOCPEJHUKA JJIAA YPET'YJIMPOBAHUA
HAJIECTHHO-U3PANJIBCKOI'O KOH®JIMKTA

[NanecTHO-M3paMIIbCKUI KOHMIUKT Hadalcs B Hadane 20 BeKa U IpoI0IHKaeT OCTa-
BaTHCS OTHOM N3 CaMbIX HACYIIHBIX MPOOJIEM B pernoHe. PernoHanbHble U TeOnoIUTHYECKUE
IIPUYMHBI CIIOCOOCTBOBAIM TpaHcopManmy KoH(HMkTa. HecMOTpst Ha Bce M3MEHEHUs], 3TOT
KOH(DIMKT emte He pasperieH. [locne nmpoBo3rnamenus HezaBucuMoctr CoenyHennsle LTaTer
Amepuxu ObITH OJTHUM M3 TOCYyAapcTB, Npu3HaBmmx ["ocynapctBo M3panis.

I'eononuruyeckas cTpykTypa pe3ko M3MEHHIAch 3a MOCJIEAHNE IBAALATh IATh JIeT,
u Coenunennbie [1ITaThl HaYaJIM BHICTYIIATh B KA4E€CTBE II00ATBHOTO UIPOKA. Y KaKIOTO
Hpe3uJeHTa €CTh CBOM MOAXOA K IHaJeCTUHO-U3PamiIbcKoMy KOH(IHKTYy. DakThl cBUIE-
TENBCTBYIOT 0 ToM, uTo moymtuka CIIA Gonee mpeas3sTast, ueM cOamaHCHpoBaHHas1. V3BecTHO,
4TO BHEIIHAS nonuTuka byma u O6aMbl CyIIeCTBEHO pas3inyaliach, TOTJAa KakK IOJNTHKA
HOBOTO Tpe3uJeHTa TpamIiia HACTONBKO IPEAB3STa, YTO MOXKET MPHUBECTH K I'€ONOJIHUTH-
YECKUM PHCKaM.

Kniouegvie cnosa: nanecTHHO-U3pamiIbCKuil KOHGIUKT, nosmTHka CIIIA, BHEIIHIS
MOJIMTHKA, TeooIuTHYeCKHe pucky, 11 centsops, Haunonansuas agmunauctpanus [lane-
CTHHBI, Xamac, Ipe3uaeHT, Tpami.
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THE IMPORTANCE OF HEROES FOR THE STATE’S SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT

The work is devoted to the importance of heroes for the state sustainable development of
the state. Thanks to heroes, the society shapes its ideals and stimulates social development.
The main goal of the hero is to achieve the result, since the ineffective hero is absurd.

Each nation has its own heroes. States need both heroes of the past and heroes of our
time to strengthen national consciousness. In addition to the heroes of the war, civilian
heroes also deserve attention. Time and heroes change, but people are inclined to ideals and
heroes will always exist.

Keywords: heroes, state, sustainable development, war, society, ideals, national
history, identity, national pride.

The role of heroes is significant for states, as it contributes to the
improvement of the moral spirit of the nation and cultivation national pride.
Thanks to heroes, society shapes its ideals and stimulates social development. The
main goal of the hero is to achieve the result, since the ineffective hero is absurd.
Each nation has its own heroes. The state supports and promotes national culture
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