How did Arab-Israeli tensions during the 1960s and 1970s influence US and Soviet policy in the Middle-East?

The aim of this essay is to discover, to what extent did Arab-Israeli tensions during the 1960s and 1970s influence US and Soviet policy in the Middle-East. It is imperative to breakdown the Arab-Israeli tensions, discover what exactly that implies and the intensity of it, and then apply this information to relevant US and Soviet policy in the Middle-East. To do this, this essay will begin in 1948 at the War of Independence, followed by the Suez Crisis in 1956, the Six-Day War in 1967and finally the Yom Kippur War of 1973.
Since the late 19th century Palestine had been seen as a safe haven and refuge from antisemitism. The reason for this simply was due to the extortionate number of Jews that were killed in Russia, resulting in up to nearly two million Jews fleeing from Russia (Berry and Philo, 2006). Whilst the large number of the Jews fleeing found sanctuary in the US, 25,000 landed in Palestine. In the 19th Century, Judaism was a minority in Palestine but out of this minority grew a rate of Zionism. Vladimir Dubnow, former Mikveh Israel agricultural settlement worker, wrote to his brother regarding his aim and other apparent growing Jewish aims to eventually gain control of Palestine (Berry and Philo, 2006). This growing rate of Zionism could only lead to one thing, violence and resistance, leading to the beginning of the Arab-Israeli tensions.

In the year 1922, the former Ottoman territories including Palestine was placed under UK administration by the League of Nations. Every territory became fully independent soon after, aside from Palestine (United Nations, 2019). In the 1922 Mandate for Palestine, Palestine was officially recognised as a “national home for the Jewish people” (The League of Nations, 1922: p. 9), with Article four expanding on this with the implementation of a Jewish Agency being recognised as a public body co-op with the Administration of Palestine, also giving the Zionist organisation recognition for the same agency (The League of Nations, 1922). This can be credited towards large amounts of Jewish immigration, alongside Nazi antisemitic persecution such as the Holocaust. Over two decades later, the United Nations introduced the 1947 Palestine Partition plan as an alternative to the Mandate following a rise in rebellion and resistance from Arab demands (United Nations, 2019). The 1947 partition plan saw the creation of Israel formed through dividing Palestine into two inpenendent states, one Arab and one Jewish (United Nations, 1947) arguably this was not only the formation of the state of Israel but the formation of the 1948 Arab-Israeli war, the war of independence (or Nakba). Truman, the president of the United States (hereinafter, US) at the time was very quick to get cold feet from the rise in Arab-Israeli tensions followed by Secretary of state George Marshall exclaiming that the US Government may have been mistaken to support the Palestine Partition plan brought forward by the UN  (Morris, 2008).
In brief, the 1948 war was a result of the long lasting Zionist agency mandated by the British government followed by the partition of Palestine. Whilst Zionism was on the rise very early into Jewish immigration into Palestine, there is no doubt that the British Mandate made it possible for Zionist ideology to be safeguarded and celebrated, which undoubtedly led to the rise in Arab resistance. The declaration of the State of Israel on May 14 1948 was followed by many attacks from neighbouring Arab states, this includes Egypt, Jordan, Syria, Lebanon and Iraq with the aim of prevention of the newly established State of Israel and securing Palestinian/ Arab territory (Morris, 2008). After months of war and chaos, and Israeli military strengthening and further taking more of Palestine as their territory, Egypt eventually recognised Israel as a state and this was followed by the armistice agreements, meaning Egypt, Lebanon, Jordan and Syria formally acknowledged Israel as a state (Morris, 2008). This led to Joran controlling the West Bank of Palestine and Egypt controlling the Gaza strip, with large numbers of Palestinian Arabs becoming refugees, this was only the beginning of an ongoing Arab-Israeli war.
Fast forward to 1956, and more tensions were rising within the Arab-Israeli nations. This is not to say that there was ever full peace within both nations as the Palestinians who had to be displaced due to the 1948 war would ultimately cause many humanitarian crises (Morris, 2008).Troubles in Egypt were rising a considerable amount prior to the nationalisation of the Suez Canal, starting with the 1951 Egyptian renouncement of the 1936 Anglo-Egyptian treaty, with many fears from Britain that communism was on the rise (Goodman, Aldrich and Cormac, 2014).  In brief, the Suez crisis of 1956 came from the nationalisation of the Suez Canal (Shupe et al., 1980).  This canal was a waterway connecting the Mediterranean Sea to the Red Sea which was owned by the Suez Canal Company, controlled a large amount by the French and British. This inevitably came with strong opposition from the same groups who owned and controlled a large amount alongside President Gamal Abdel Nasser of Egypt and his alignment with the Soviet Union (Goodman, Aldrich and Cormac, 2014). A huge factor in the reaction from the West, and the reasoning for their large control of the canal was the economic and strategic importance as the transportation of oil and a shortcut the canal provided for maritime trade. For this reason, Israel, the UK and France all held meetings in secret, devising plans to regain control of the canal. 
Between October 22 and 24 1956, Britain, France and Israel had met at Sèvres, with the intention of devising a military plan with the aim of gaining control of the Suez Canal (Berry and Philo, 2006). On October 29, the Israeli defence force (hereinafter, IDF) launched an attack on Egyptian forces in the Sinai Peninsula. The following day, the British and French ordered an ultimatum to withdraw forces from the Suez Canal, the IDF complied whilst Egypt rejected resulting in an almost immediate Israeli victory. This resulted in Israel occupying even more of Palestine, the Gaza strip, whilst also capturing the Sinai Peninsula (Berry and Philo, 2006). The occupation of the Sinai Peninsula did not last long due to strong pressure from the US and UK followed by threats of UN sanctions. The true motivations behind Israel’s attack are not clear, however they have led to much controversy. 
The Suez crisis had large effects on Soviet and US policies on the Middle East. As already mentioned, after the Anglo-Egypt treaty ended, there was talks of the influence from Soviet Union, this was shown through President Nasser’s shift in foreign policy orientation towards the Soviet Union (McCauley, 1981). This arguably resulted in a significant increase in Soviet influence in the Arab world, shifting alliances from West to East, from capitalism to communism. In the US, the response to the Suez Crisis can be captured in the Eisenhower Doctrine in 1957 (Michaels, 2011) this policy meant the containment of communism in the Middle East through providing military assistance to Soviet resistance. Arguably this would give recognition to the Middle East from the US on the importance of its allyship.
Moving into the 1960s was the unfortunate event that was known as the Six-Day War. This war was also known as the 1967 Arab-Israeli War. It was extremely brief, hence the name, but nonetheless pivotal in the tensions in the Middle East that had heavy impacts on US and Soviet policy. Involved were Egypt, Jordan and Syria against its neighbour Israel (Berry and Philo, 2006). Many experts argue that the Six-Day War, whilst inevitable, can be credited to the growing rivalry between the Soviet Union and the US (Karsh, 2017). This is due to the two states supplying for either side. In 1967, the Soviet Union provided possibly false information (this is highly debated still) to Syrian government regarding the IDF rallying troops on its northern border, preparing for an attack on Syria. Whilst this information is debated for its legitimacy, it can be easily backed by the public statement Israel had made the previous year to overthrow Syrian regimes (Karsh, 2017). This led to Egyptian troops in the Sinai Peninsula increasing, bordering Israel and its troops along with Egypt asking UN to remove the buffer troops which was a clear indication of the turmoil that was about to unfold. On June 5, 1967, Israel launched its first attack that begun the Six-Day war, on Egyptian airfield and captured the Sinai Peninsula. Within hours the neighbouring Arab states came to the defence of Egypt and attacked Israel, but this did not last long as Israel had destroyed every one of their air forces within hours (Karsh, 2017). By June 7, Israel had now occupied both the Gaza strip, East Jerusalem, the Old City and the West Bank meaning the whole of Palestine fell to the hands of Israel, a Zionist state (Berry and Philo, 2006). A resolution promising "no peace, no recognition, and no negotiation" with Israel was signed by Arab leaders who had been wounded by their defeat in the Six-Day War and convened in Khartoum, Sudan, in August 1967 (History.com Editors, 2018). This would then lead to the Yom Kippur War of 1973.
What did this mean for the Soviet and US policy in the middle east. For the Soviet Union, the results of the Six-Day War and the victory of Israel as a western backed state, meant a deterioration in Soviet influence (Kreutz, 2002). This meant the Soviet Union had reduced its influence in the Middle East, due to Arab states relationship with the US growing as they needed much support. This was because a common perception amongst Arab leaders was that the US was much more reliable and influential thus providing a shift in the realignment of the Arab regions (Karsh, 2017). Parallel to the decrease in Soviet influence was the strengthening of Israeli-US allyship. The victory of the Six-Day War meant the US considered Israel a place of great importance and power in the Middle-East (Karsh, 2017). Alongside the strengthened allyship, came the Nixon Doctrine. In short this meant that the US would further fund and aid allies in the Middle-East in order to help against aggression, further solidifying US commitments to thee Middle-East (MERIP Reports, 1972). 
In the following years, Egypt had tried and failed to take back the Sinai Peninsula. As a result, Egyptian and Syrian forces attacked Israeli troop concentrations in occupied Sinai Peninsula on October 6 1973. Still Egypt was met with loss as they had not managed to gain back control of the Sinai Peninsula. There were rumours of this turning into a possible nuclear war, although this was not fully publicised (Berry and Philo, 2006). The war was named the Yom Kippur, due to the surprise attack that the Arab states planned on Israel, they had chosen the holy day with the hopes that Israel was least prepared, with hopes to regain their territory that was lost in the Six-Day war (Handel, 1977). The Yom Kippur war had great influence on Soviet and US policy in the Middle-East. For the Soviet Union, being a key supporter in Arab states during this war and the wars prior, it had intervened through airlifting military supplies to both Syria and Egypt. This was arguably driven by its desire and need to continue its influence (Slater, 1990). Throughout the conflict, both the Soviet Union and the US called for an immediate ceasefire, although it was the UN not specifically the Soviet Union or US, but they are key members. As the Soviet Union served as merely diplomats throughout the war, this strengthened the allyship yet again between the two. On the other hand, the US was yet again a source for military weapon and supplies for Israel. Alongside the Soviet Union, the US played huge roles in diplomacy, specifically the Secretary of State Henry Kissinger who continued his diplomacy after the war, with calling for a ceasefire and urging humanitarian pauses.  The Yom Kippur War aftermath sparked new diplomatic efforts that culminated in the 1978 Camp David Accords. President Jimmy Carter mediated the agreements that resulted in the 1979 Egypt-Israel Peace Treaty, which made Egypt the first Arab nation to formally recognise Israel (Bar-Siman-Tov, 1998). 
It would be extremely easy to conclude that the extreme Arab-Israeli tensions in the 60s and 70s did in fact heavily influence the Soviet and US policy in the Middle-East, it is necessary to ask why they did so. It is evident through the various military and diplomatic strategies and revaluation of alliances throughout the years. Although, with most political strategies it is evident that the Soviet Union and the US used these narratives for their own self-interests. With the Soviet Union and US having a growing difficulty in their relationship from the aftermath of the Potsdam conferences, also with a clash in their political ideologies (communism vs capitalism), there is no doubt that the two powerful states taking sides throughout the Arab-Israeli tensions was part of the bigger picture. This was especially highlighted after the Yom Kippur War, with the relationship of the US and Israel strengthened due to the US undoubtedly realising the importance of having an ally in the Middle-East and the ability to create territory there (Bar-Siman-Tov, 1998). 
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