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Not long ago, French President Emmanuel Macron laid out a series of strict conditions for 
recognizing a Palestinian state: the release of hostages held by Hamas, the group’s full 
demilitarization, exclusion of its political leadership from governance, reform of the Palestinian 
Authority, and mutual recognition between Israel and Palestine. 

But in a sudden and unexpected shift, Macron announced that France could unilaterally recognize 
a Palestinian state as early as September. What changed? 

First, Paris watched with frustration as Donald Trump secured over a trillion dollars’ worth of deals 
with Gulf nations, leaving French economic interests sidelined. In response, Macron now appears 
intent on reasserting the Palestinian cause within diplomatic circles, actively engaging in dialogue 
with Riyadh. 

There are strategic concerns as well. As Israel forges advanced arms deals with several European 
countries, France’s defense industry finds its influence waning. Keen to position French military 
technology as the standard across Europe, Paris is increasingly wary of Israel’s growing foothold in 
this sector. 

Against this backdrop, diplomatic pressure on Israel is mounting. Media criticism of the Jewish 
state is on the rise, and some voices have even floated the idea of sanctions. This recalls General 
Charles de Gaulle’s post–Six Day War stance, when France, in an attempt to regain favor in the Arab 
world, imposed an arms embargo on Israel. 

Meanwhile, uncomfortable truths are being brushed aside. That Hamas routinely diverts 
humanitarian aid, denies starving Gazans access to its underground tunnels, and continues to 
launch attacks against Israel seems to matter little in current diplomatic discourse. 

Rather than joining the joint U.S.-Israeli humanitarian initiative, Macron has doubled down on a 
posture of moral high ground—one that turns a blind eye to Palestinian human rights violations, the 
barrage of anti-Israel resolutions passed through bloc voting in international forums, ignoring the 
many other violent conflicts roiling the globe. Have we already forgotten that Hamas headquarters 
were situated directly beneath the offices of UNRWA, the embattled UN refugee agency, further 
undermining its already shaky credibility? 

More fundamentally, a pressing question remains: Are we truly aware that the Palestinian Authority 
continues to indoctrinate its population with messages of hate? Until this ideological warfare is 
dismantled, the threat of further atrocities like the massacre of October 7 will continue to loom. 

The two-state solution—long seen as the most viable path to peace—is indeed mentioned in the 
July 21 declaration endorsed by 26 nations calling for an immediate ceasefire in Gaza and the 
cessation of population displacement. But the absence of any demand for Hamas’ disarmament, 
coupled with the call to empower international institutions that have demonstrated longstanding 
bias, risks creating the conditions for yet another October 7. 

 


