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After the War in Gaza
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D> Key Takeaways

B The Palestinian cause continues to generate
unwavering solidarity and support among
the Pakistani public.

B The Pakistani State has traditionally
maintained covert engagement with Israel
to safeguard its strategic interests, to mend
ties with the United States and to check
India-Israel ties.

B The Abraham Accords did increase pressure
on Pakistan to normalize with Israel.

B Israel’s military campaign in Gaza and its
humanitarian fallout has created a unique
public consensus in Pakistan against Israel
and increased political costs for any
attempted engagement.

B The rise in India-Israel defense
cooperation is becoming a national
security threat for Pakistan.

B Pakistan’s decision to join Trump’s Board
of Peace, driven largely by the
government’s quest for closer ties with
Washington, has drawn rare cross-party
criticism at home.

B Geopolitical changes in the Middle East
and the emergence of new security
alignments increasingly pitch Pakistan
and Israel against each other, further
diminishing future normalization
prospects.
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Introduction

Few foreign policy positions are as deeply woven into Pakistan’s national identity as its
support for the Palestinian cause. Since its founding in 1947, Pakistan has framed its
opposition to Israel and its solidarity with Palestinians not merely as a diplomatic stance
but as part and parcel of Pakistan’s ideological ethos and the vision of its founding fathers.
This public support for Palestine has nevertheless not prevented covert engagement with
Israel owing to strategic interests, mending ties with the United States (US) and also to
impact Israel-India ties. The events since the Hamas-led attacks of October 7, 2023,
culminating in Pakistan’s cautious engagement with Donald Trump’s Gaza ceasefire
framework, the “Board of Peace” (BoP), and the debate over sending Pakistani troops to
Gaza, have brought this tension into sharper public view than at almost any point in the
country’s history.

The ideological foundations of Pakistan’s
pro-Palestine stance

Pakistan’s refusal to recognize Israel dates to Israel’s creation in May 1948. Pakistan’s
foundational and ideological ethos, the two-nation theory, which advocated for a separate
homeland for Muslims of South Asia, also overlapped with the struggles of Muslim
communities across the world, particularly those under colonial rule. This made Pan-
Islamism a pillar of Pakistan’s foreign policy.! Pakistan’s ruling elites and public were
moved by the plight of the Palestinian people. Furthermore, Jerusalem’s status as home
to Islam’s third holiest place, the Al-Aqsa Mosque, gave the

This pUth support for issue a religious salience transcending geopolitics.2

Palestine has nevertheless Pakistan’s founder, Muhammad Ali Jinnah,
not prevented covert successive civil-military leadership of the country, broader

. public and different ideological sections of society have all
engagement with Israel consistently voiced support for the Palestinian cause and
have demanded the creation of a separate Palestinian state
in accordance with the United Nations (UN) Resolution 242 and along pre-1967 borders,
with Al-Quds Al-Sharif (Jerusalem) as its capital. This position of Pakistan was further
cemented after the 1948, 1967 and 1973 Arab-Israeli wars. The subsequent peace

agreements between Israel and Egypt in 1978, Israel and the Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO) in 1993 and Israel and Jordan in 1994 did not change Pakistan’s

1. H. Askari-Rizvi, “Pakistan: Ideology and Foreign Policy”, Asian Affairs: An American Review, Vol. 10, No. 1, 1983, pp. 48-

59, available at: https://doi.org.
2. M. Ali, “Jinnah’s Perception of Pakistan’s Foreign Policy and the Kashmir Issue”, Pakistan Horizon, Vol. 43, No. 2, 1990,

Pp. 57-70, available at: www.jstor.org.


https://doi.org/10.1080/00927678.1983.10553709
http://www.jstor.org/stable/41403967
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position on the matter.3 The gradual Islamization of governance, politics and society
starting from the 1970s made it even more politically challenging for any Pakistani
government to compromise on the issue and accept Israel, as domestic public opinion
remained highly anti-Israel.4

Pakistan’s covert engagement with Israel

Despite maintaining a strong pro-Palestine stance and aiding Arab states militarily during
the 1967 and 1973 wars,5 Pakistan’s covert engagement with Israel started when, in 1953,
its Foreign Affairs minister Sir Zafarullah Khan met the Israeli ambassador to the US in
New York, where a Pakistani official clarified that Pakistan did not harbor any hatred
towards Israel.®

In the 1990s, as India established ties with Israel and the Oslo Accords were signed,
this covert engagement moved forward. Israel did not oppose Pakistan’s election as a non-
permanent member of the UN Security Council, and diplomats on both sides developed a
channel of communication.” Under General Musharraf’s military government, this
engagement progressed further, and in 2005, Pakistani and Israeli Foreign Affairs
ministers met publicly in Istanbul.8 Afterward, General Musharraf also spoke to the World
Jewish Congress and declared that Israel and Pakistan were not a threat to each other.9
This engagement with Israel helped further cement the credentials of Musharraf
government within the US. There has been no verified official-level engagement between
the two sides since the 2005 meeting.

The India factor

India remains one of the fulcrum points within Pakistan’s foreign policy and impacts its
Israel policy as well. Interestingly, India’s recognition of Israel was only de jure in 1950,
as Indian decision makers considered Israel an imperialist project and owing to
ideological affinity with Arab nationalists. Israel did provide military assistance to India
during its 1962 Sino-Indian War and 1965-1971 wars with Pakistan, but it did not change

3. Z. S. Ahmed and K. Abbas, “The Abraham Accords and Pakistan”, Middle East Policy, Vol. 28, No. 4, 2021, pp. 147-165,
available at: https://doi.org.

4. M. Z. Hussain, “Islam in Pakistan under Bhutto and Zia-ul-Haq”, in: H. Mutalib and T. Hashmi (eds.), Islam, Muslims and
the Modern State: Case-Studies of Muslims in Thirteen Countries, Basingstoke: Macmillan, 1994, pp. 47-79.

5. A. Latif, “Arabs Recall Pakistani Pilots’ Gallantry in 1967 War”, Anadolu Agency, June 3, 2021, available at: www.aa.com.tr.
6. M. Yegar, “Pakistan and Israel”, Jewish Political Studies Review, Vol. 19, No. 3/4, 2007, pp. 125-141, available at:
www.jstor.org.

7. V. Kaura, “Prospects of Israel-Pakistan Rapprochement”, Israel Affairs, Vol. 26, No. 6, 2020, pp. 785-798, available at:
https://doi.org.

8. G. Esfandiari, “Pakistan/Israel: Foreign Ministers Hold Landmark Meeting in Istanbul”, Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty,
September 2, 2005, available at: www.rferl.org.

9. C. H. Kennedy, “Pakistan in 2005: Surviving Domestic and International Tremors”, Asian Survey, Vol. 46, No. 1, 2006,

Pp. 125-131, available at: https://doi.org.


https://doi.org/10.1111/mepo.12569
https://www.aa.com.tr/en/asia-pacific/arabs-recall-pakistani-pilots-gallantry-in-1967-war/2262516
http://www.jstor.org/stable/25834754
https://doi.org/10.1080/13537121.2020.1832314
https://www.rferl.org/a/1061246.html
https://doi.org/10.1525/as.2006.46.1.125
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the relationship’s trajectory. This approach within India only started to change under
the premiership of Rajiv Gandhi.* India and Israel, however, did deliberate together to
strike Pakistan’s nuclear facilities in 1983. The plan got canceled after the Central
Intelligence Agency (CIA) tipped off Pakistan’s then President and military ruler General
Zia-ul-Haq, a formidable ally in the struggle against the Soviet Union in Afghanistan.!2

After the two countries established diplomatic ties, their defense cooperation
increased, and during the 1999 Kargil conflict between India and Pakistan, Israel provided
a desperate India with thousands of 155 mm and 160 mm howitzer rounds alongside laser-
guided bombs and unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs). It was the first
significant and game-changing military involvement of Israel

Israel has become between India and Pakistan.'s Under successive Indian governments,

India’s third'largeSt this defense cooperation has reached new heights, and Israel has

defense partner become India’s third-largest defense partner, with India acquiring

electronic warfare equipment, UAVs, smart bombs and a plethora of

other defensive equipment from Israel.4 Over the years, this

cooperation has reached a level where it has considerably improved Indian defense
capabilities, thereby significantly enhancing the Indian threat to Pakistan.s

This dynamic has led to a debate within Pakistan on the benefits of establishing a
relationship with Israel and how it can help Pakistan restore diplomatic parity with India
vis-a-vis Israel’s advantage over Pakistan.’® This further echoes the argument that
Pakistan’s security circles have also favored such engagement,” something publicly
argued by former President General Musharraf.:8

The Abrahamic Accords, Oct-7t" and the war in Gaza

Middle East’s geopolitical environment was considerably altered by the signing of the
Abraham Accords and afterward by the October 7-attacks on Israel and the resultant
Israeli military campaign in Gaza. With Pakistan increasingly dependent upon financial
largesse of the Gulf states, notably Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates, there was

10. E. Inbar, “The Indian-Israeli Entente”, Orbis, Vol. 48, No. 1, 2004, pp. 89-104, available at: www.sciencedirect.com.

11. P. R. Kumaraswamy, “India and Israel: Emerging Partnership”, Journal of Strategic Studies, Vol. 25, No. 4, 2002, pp. 193-
196, available at: doi.org.

12. A. Levy and C. Scott-Clark, Deception: Pakistan, the United States, and the Secret Trade in Nuclear Weapons, New York:
Walker & Company, 2007, p. 111.

13. N. A. K. Browne, “A Perspective on India-Israel Defence and Security Ties”, in: J. Prasad and S. S. C. Rajiv (eds.), India and
Israel: The Making of a Strategic Partnership, Abingdon: Routledge, 2020.

14. N. Blarel, The Evolution of India’s Israel Policy: Continuity, Change, and Compromise since 1922, New Delhi: Oxford
University Press, 2014.

15. R. Bedi, “Inside India-Israel’s New Defence Roadmap”, The Wire, June 23, 2026, available at: thewire.in.

16. N. Sajjad, “Why Pakistan Should Recognise Israel”, The Express Tribune, November 16, 2015, available at: tribune.com.pk.
17. S. Chaudry, “Is Pakistan Ready to Recognise Israel?”, Middle East Eye, September 29, 2020, available at:

www.middleeasteye.net.
18. S. Arif, “Build Relations with Israel to Counter India: Musharraf”, The News International, February 23, 2019, available at:

www.thenews.com.pk.


https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0030438703001091
https://doi.org/10.1080/01402390412331302915
https://thewire.in/security/baram-visit-pushes-joint-tech-weapons-production-inside-india-israels-new-defence-roadmap
https://tribune.com.pk/article/30239/why-pakistan-should-recognise-israel
https://www.middleeasteye.net/news/pakistan-israel-normalisation-ready-recognise
https://www.thenews.com.pk/print/435536-build-relations-with-israel-to-counter-india-musharraf
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an apprehension that Pakistan might also be pressed to normalize with Israel. The first
signs suggesting that Pakistan was being pushed on the matter came as Pakistan’s then
Prime Minister Imran Khan in 2020 acknowledged that he had been under pressure to
recognize Israel from the US but also from other friendly countries. Yet Khan reiterated
Pakistan’s traditional stance on Palestine and did not initiate any engagement with
Israel.9 After the attacks, Pakistan adopted a cautious approach. It did not outright
condemn Hamas, but it also refrained from taking a strong anti-Israel position. Rather,
the attempt was to frame these developments within the broader context of Israeli
occupation. This suggested the country feared that a louder position in favor of Hamas
might not go down well with its Western partners.2°

Over the following two years, as Israel’s Gaza campaign intensified and the
humanitarian toll mounted, Pakistan repeatedly joined multilateral Muslim-world
statements condemning Israeli conduct.2* There was also a rather interesting clash
between the Pakistani and Israeli representatives at the UN Security Council, when the
Israeli representative compared the Israeli strike in Qatar with
the 2011 raid of American Navy SEALs in Pakistan that led to the
killing of Osama Bin Laden.22 This episode highlighted that both After the attacks 5
sides were no longer even on engagement terms and shared a Pakistan refrained
considerable degree of animosity.

from taking a strong

The Israeli actions also resulted in stiffening of Saudi anti-Israel p osition

Arabia’s approach towards the Palestine question and reducing
chances of any near-term normalization between the two sides.
Israel’s air strike on Qatar made Israeli regional hegemonic
ambitions further apparent and created a challenging security situation for Saudi Arabia.
This new threat posed by Israel further led to the signing of the Pakistan-Saudi Arabia
Strategic Mutual Defense Agreement (SMDA).23 Moreover, the humanitarian fallout from

the Israeli military campaign in Gaza has virtually ended any regional pressure on
Pakistan to recognize Israel.

On the domestic level, for the first time perhaps, there has been a convergence of
views regarding opposition to Israel between different ideological and intellectual sections
of Pakistan’s society. In a country increasingly in the throes of media and political
censorship, the attempt to mobilize on the issue of Gaza also provided Pakistanis an outlet

19. “PM Imran Says under Pressure to Recognise Israel”, The Express Tribune, November 14, 2020, available at:
https://tribune.com.pk.

20. U. Jamal, “Pakistan Takes a Cautious Approach to the Israel-Gaza Conflict”, The Diplomat, October 2023, available at:
https://thediplomat.com.

21. “Pakistan Strongly Condemns Israeli Attack on a Hospital in Gaza”, Press Release No. 199/2023, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
of Pakistan, October 18, 2023, available at: https://mofa.gov.pk.

22, M. Aydogan, “Israel ‘Totally Exposed’ over Occupation, Violations, Says Pakistan at UN Security Council”, Anadolu Agency,
September 12, 2025, available at: www.aa.com.tr.

23. “The Saudi-Pakistani Defense Pact and U.S. Force Posture in the Gulf”, Georgetown Journal of International Affairs,

April 20, 2026, available at: https://gjia.georgetown.edu.



https://tribune.com.pk/story/2272148/pm-imran-says-under-pressure-to-recognise-israel
https://thediplomat.com/2023/10/pakistan-takes-a-cautious-approach-to-the-israel-gaza-conflict/
https://mofa.gov.pk/pakistan-strongly-condemns-israeli-attack-on-a-hospital-in-gaza
https://www.aa.com.tr/en/world/israel-totally-exposed-over-occupation-violations-says-pakistan-at-un-security-council/3685392
https://gjia.georgetown.edu/dialogues/the-saudi-pakistani-defense-pact-and-u-s-force-posture-in-the-gulf/
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to criticize their own government while arguing that it was not doing enough to help
people in Gaza.2# Members of the Pakistan Tehreek-e-Insaaf (PTI), the party of
incarcerated former premier Imran Khan, had alleged that they were not allowed to hold
processions in solidarity with the people of Gaza and also faced arrests by the
administration.2s This showed that the Pakistani government ensured Gaza processions
did not become an avenue for mobilization in support of the former premier.

Pakistan and Trump’s Gaza plan

Joining the Board of Peace

The trajectory of Pakistan’s Palestine policy entered a relatively new phase following the
ceasefire brokered by US President Donald Trump in October 2025 and his
announcement of the twenty-point “Comprehensive Plan to End the Gaza Conflict”. This
plan led to the creation of a Trump-chaired Board of Peace, an oversight and advisory
body, and an International Stabilization Force (ISF) to handle security in postwar Gaza.2¢
Eventually, under the UN Security Council mandate, the ISF was authorized to assist in
transitional governance, security provision and also to monitor the demilitarization of
Hamas.?” In January 2026, Pakistan announced its decision to join the BoP and framed it
as part of the country’s efforts to bring lasting peace and stability in Gaza.28

Both Pakistan’s intelligentsia and political opposition reacted strongly to this
decision, labeling it as a rash and hurried decision geared to support Trump’s adventurism.
Opposition leader in Pakistan’s Senate and a cleric bearing close ties with Iran, Allama Raja
Nasir Abbas, also labeled it as morally incorrect and indefensible. He argued that, by joining
the BoP, Pakistan has become an accomplice to efforts to impose external governance on
Gaza and to undermine Palestinian self-determination.29 Chairman of the PTI, Gohar Ali
Khan, party of the incarcerated former premier Imran Khan, strongly criticized the
government in the parliament and accused it of signing an American pact without due
consideration and without taking the country’s parliament into confidence.3°

24. S. Saleem, A. Zafar and Y. Rizwan, “Navigating Belief and Power: A Critical Analysis of Socio-Religious and Political
Narratives in Pakistan amidst the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict”, Cogent Arts and Humanities, Vol. 13, No. 1, 2026, available at:
https://doi.org.

25. L. Ali, U. Bacha and A. Zehri, “Hundreds Rally across Pakistan in Solidarity with Palestinians”, Dawn, October 13, 2023,
available at: www.dawn.com.

26. O. Liebermann and M. Salem, “Trump Announced His 20-Point Gaza Peace Plan. What Comes Next?”, CNN,
September 30, 2025, available at: https://edition.cnn.com.

27. O. Farry and M. Ayre, “UN Approves US Plan Authorising International Stabilisation Force in Gaza”, France 24,
November 17, 2025, available at: www.france24.com.

28. A. Shahzad and A. Shahid, “Pakistan to Join Trump’s ‘Board of Peace’ on Gaza, Says Foreign Office”, Reuters, January 21,
2026, available at: www.reuters.com.

29. M. A. Shaikh, “Morally Incorrect and Indefensible’: Politicos, Analysts React to Pakistan’s Decision to Join Trump’s Board
of Peace”, Dawn, January 21, 2026, available at: www.dawn.com.

30. “Pakistani PM Sharif under Fire after Joining Trump’s ‘Board of Peace
www.newarab.com.

3%

, The New Arab, January 23, 2026, available at:


https://doi.org/10.1080/23311983.2026.2621636
https://www.dawn.com/news/1780871
https://edition.cnn.com/2025/09/30/middleeast/trump-gaza-plan-what-comes-next-intl
https://www.france24.com/en/live-news/20251117-un-approves-us-plan-authorizing-international-stabilization-force-in-gaza
https://www.reuters.com/world/asia-pacific/pakistan-join-trumps-board-peace-gaza-2026-01-21/
https://www.dawn.com/news/1968243
https://www.newarab.com/news/pakistani-pm-under-fire-after-joining-trumps-board-peace
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Leading Islamist politicians were also fiercely critical of the development. Jamaat-
e-Islami Pakistan’s (JIP) chief, Hafiz Naeem Ur Rehman, denounced the BoP as “a new
form of colonialism”, meant to seize Palestinian land and resources under the guise of
reconstruction. His party warned that if the board’s operations caused further hardship
for Gazans, it would spark protests and resistance both within Pakistan and around the
world. JIP has remained a unique political force inside Pakistan, which has held
nationwide demonstrations in support of Gazans, and its welfare wing has also delivered
significant humanitarian aid to Gaza. Maulana Fazlur Rehman, leader of a prominent
religio-political outfit, Jamiat Ulema-e-Islam Pakistan, also reacted in a strong manner
and rejected Pakistan’s decision to join a group that included Israeli Prime Minister
Benyamin Netanyahu while excluding Palestinians.3* More broadly, the criticism framed

this decision as capitulation to Western interests, raising
questions about Islamabad’s credibility as a defender of broader  [slamabad’s credibility

Islamic causes. as a defender of

Interestingly, again, elements from both the country’s right broader Islamic causes
wing and left and progressive domain were on the same page on
this issue, a particularly rare feat in Pakistani politics.32
Government circles firmly defended the decision to join the BoP
and declared it a diplomatic success for Pakistan. It was also
argued that Pakistan, through its membership of the forum, was able to raise its voice for
peace in Palestine and Gaza, and the decision was only taken after consulting other
Muslim countries.33

is questioned

Here it is noteworthy that Pakistan’s current government has been formed as a
result of the controversial election in February 2024 and has been generally described as
a hybrid regime with the military essentially calling the shots.34 In this backdrop, the
ruling quarters are always pushing to gain additional legitimacy and political capital, in
particular from external patrons. This is probably one of the key reasons behind Pakistani
decision-makers’ attempts to cultivate stronger ties with the Trump administration and
become part of its key initiatives. As these attempts paid off during and after the four-day
conflict with India,35 Pakistan’s decision-makers would not have taken a step to
antagonize President Trump and therefore joined this initiative.

31. A. Mehmood, “Pakistan Opposition, Religious Parties Slam Shehbaz Sharif's Gaza Board Decision”, The Media Line,
January 26, 2026, available at: https://themedialine.org.

32. H. Alj, “For Pakistanis United on Gaza, Joining Trump’s Board of Peace Feels Like Betrayal”, The Christian Science Monitor,
January 27, 2026, available at: www.csmonitor.com.

33. U. Jadoon, “Government Hails Joining Gaza Peace Board as ‘Diplomatic Success’ amid Opposition Criticism”, Arab News
Pakistan, January 23, 2026, available at: www.arabnews.pk.

34. A. Shah, “Pakistan’s New Military Tutelage”, Journal of Democracy, Vol. 37, No. 2, 2026, pp. 161-174, available at:
https://doi.org.

35. H. Jilani, “The Field Marshal’s Gambit”, Financial Times, July 28, 2026, available at: www.ft.com.


https://themedialine.org/top-stories/pakistan-opposition-religious-parties-slam-shehbaz-sharifs-gaza-board-decision/
https://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-South-Central/2026/0127/pakistan-board-of-peace-gaza
https://www.arabnews.pk/pakistan/government-hails-joining-gaza-peace-board-as-diplomatic-success-amid-opposition-criticism-2630405
https://doi.org/10.1353/jod.2026.a986027
https://www.ft.com/content/4b680401-648e-48ea-a52b-ad7a76370872
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The debate over sending troops

The most controversial element of Pakistan’s decision to join the BoPe has been the
question of contributing troops to the ISF. Even before this decision, the American
Secretary of State, Marco Rubio, had disclosed that Pakistan had agreed to consider
deploying troops in Gaza.3¢ This also showed that Washington was putting significant
pressure on Pakistan to become part of this body.

Survey results suggested that Pakistanis did favor such a deployment of Pakistani
troops, particularly if they would help in rebuilding and reconstruction of Gaza, but not if
they had been assigned to disarm Hamas.37 It is interesting that Pakistan was one of the
13 UNSC members that voted in favor of Resolution 2803 authorizing
. the establishment of the ISF, a resolution rejected by Hamas.3® The
Since February Pakistant Fore e

akistani Foreign Affairs minister did acknowledge the concerns about
2026? ISlamabad the force’s role and insisted that the role of the force would only be
has gone silent peacekeeping and not peace-enforcing.39 However, the government did

not have any clear answers regarding the actual mandate of the force
and the nature of its interaction with Israel. This dynamic and the
critical media debate eventually compelled the government to seek clarity with the US
regarding the mandate of the ISF.4°

The domestic security establishment was also worried about the memory of past
controversies over troop deployments abroad, most notably the furious backlash in 2003
when President Pervez Musharraf considered sending Pakistani troops to Iraq.4' Pakistan
did not send troops eventually, but it did result in significant Islamist mobilization at that
time.42 Since February 2026, the Pakistani government has gone silent on this question.
Considering Israeli insistence on maintaining its freedom of military action in Gaza, it is
apparent that the involved stakeholders are reluctant to commit troops to the ISF.43

36. W. Abbasi, “US ‘Grateful’ for Pakistan’s Offer to Be Part of Gaza Stabilization Force, Rubio Says”, Arab News Pakistan,
December 20, 2025, available at: www.arabnews.pk.

37. A. Hussain, “Strong Support in Pakistan for Gaza Peacekeeping Force but Questions Linger”, Al Jazeera, February 9, 2026,
available at: www.aljazeera.com.

38. UN Security Council Resolution 2803 was adopted on November 17, 2025, by 13 votes to none, with China and Russia
abstaining. See “UN Security Council Authorizes Temporary International Force for Gaza”, UN News, November 17, 2025,
available at: https://news.un.org.

39. “FM Dar Says Pakistan Ready to Join Gaza Peace Force, ‘Not Ready’ to Disarm Palestinian Resistance Group Hamas”,
Dawn, November 29, 2025, available at: www.dawn.com.

40. A. Shahzad, “Pakistan PM Sharif to Seek Clarity on Troops for Gaza in US Visit, Sources Say”, Reuters, February 18, 2026,
available at: www.reuters.com.

41. “Dismay in Pakistan over Troops for Iraq”, Al Jazeera, June 27, 2003, available at: www.aljazeera.com.

42. M. Bukhari, “Clashes in an Anti-Israel Rally in Pakistan Kill Five, Police Say”, Reuters, October 13, 2025, available at:
www.reuters.com.

43. K. Knipp, “What’s Holding up the Gaza Stabilization Mission?”, Deutsche Welle, July 22, 2026, available at: www.dw.com.


https://www.arabnews.pk/pakistan/us-grateful-for-pakistans-offer-to-be-part-of-gaza-stabilization-force-rubio-says-2626906
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2026/2/9/survey-finds-strong-pakistani-support-for-gaza-force-but-questions-linger
https://news.un.org/en/story/2025/11/1166391
https://www.dawn.com/news/1958159
https://www.reuters.com/world/asia-pacific/pakistan-pm-sharif-seek-clarity-troops-gaza-us-visit-sources-say-2026-02-18/
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2003/6/27/dismay-in-pakistan-over-troops-for-iraq
https://www.reuters.com/world/asia-pacific/clashes-an-anti-israel-rally-pakistan-kill-five-police-say-2025-10-13/
https://www.dw.com/en/whats-holding-up-the-gaza-stabilization-mission/a-78066920
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Regional realighments:
normalization out of reach

The emergence of new blocs pitting Saudi Arabia, Turkey and Pakistan against Israel,
India and potentially the UAE, makes Pakistan-Israel normalization even more distant.44
Israel-India defense cooperation has already reached a stage where it is unlikely to be
scaled back. Similarly, inside Israel, politics seems to be shifting decisively away from any
concessions on the Palestinian question.45 All of this reduces the incentive for Pakistan to
engage with Israel.

Pakistan’s decisionmakers still understand that the Israel factor can be instrumentalized
to win favor in Washington, yet the domestic political cost of any such venture has become
too high to bear. The recurring cycles of covert engagement between the two countries
may therefore no longer be feasible, especially given the hardening of Israel’s position on
the Palestinian question. Pakistan’s silence on sending troops to the ISF, suggests that its
decisionmakers have reached the same conclusion.

Umer Karim is a researcher at the Department of Political Science and International
Studies at the University of Birmingham and a SEPAD Project fellow at Lancaster
University’s Richardson Institute.
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2026, available at: arabcenterdc.org.
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