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The European Union’s approach to the conflict between Hamas 
and Israel has shown a lack of unity, with evident differences of 
opinion among member countries. During last week’s European 
Union summit, member countries engaged in lengthy debates on 
whether the Union should request a ceasefire to facilitate human-
itarian aid to Gaza. Eventually, European countries reached a con-
sensus on the concept of humanitarian pauses, which allow for 
intermittent unrestricted access to goods in Gaza. This idea was 
also mentioned by US Secretary of State Antony Blinken during a 
congressional session.

Discussions at the European leaders’ summit revealed explicit op-
position to declaring a ceasefire from some leaders. Furthermore, 
certain European countries have been intensifying their military 
assistance and support to Israel, potentially fueling the escalation 
of tensions and involving other regional players in the conflict. For 
instance, Germany’s drone assistance to Israel has raised concerns 
that these forms of support aim to exacerbate the situation, as im-
plied by the German Defense Minister, who hinted at the possibility 
of a widespread war.

In the midst of this context, the director of the European section 
in the Eurasia International Group believes that the EU’s position 
on supporting peace is unlikely to change, despite the growing hu-
manitarian catastrophe in Gaza and the intensity of Israel’s mili-
tary campaign. According to the director, Germany may even adopt 
a stronger stance in favor of Israel’s right to self-defense compared 
to the United States. This position is shared among coalition gov-
ernment leaders in Germany, suggesting that no significant differ-
ence will be made in the short to medium term, regardless of the 
unfolding ground invasion of Gaza and the resulting civilian casu-
alties and destruction.

However, public opinions in Europe regarding the Gaza war have 
become increasingly divided and complex in recent days. Various 
factors shape European perspectives and reactions, including his-
torical relationships with Israel or Palestine, religious and national 
backgrounds, political affiliations, media influences, and personal 
experiences. Demonstrations held in cities such as Paris and Lon-
don have expressed solidarity with the people of Palestine, con-
demning human rights violations and the disproportionate use of 
force by Israel. These protests call for an end to occupation, set-
tlement expansion, and urge governments to take a firmer stance 
against Israel, including the imposition of sanctions. In some cases, 
protests have turned violent, leading to clashes with the police.

European authorities have made efforts to link public responses to 
anti-Semitism, potentially facilitating the suppression of protests 
against European government policies toward Israel. European 
officials, including German Foreign Minister Heiko Maas, have em-
phasized the challenges faced by Jewish communities in Europe, 
aiming to portray them as victims and laying the groundwork for 
the suppression of protests against European policies toward Is-
rael.

The Gaza war has stirred emotions and tensions in Europe, reveal-
ing deep internal conflicts and divisions within societies. It has also 
highlighted the gap between the official positions of European gov-
ernments and the public opinions of their citizens. While most Eu-
ropean leaders have expressed support for Israel’s right to self-de-
fense and emphasized the importance of respecting international 
law and protecting non-combatants, many Europeans have ques-
tioned this stance and accused their governments of bias or com-
plicity with Israel. The impact of these protests on the decisions of 
European leaders remains uncertain and depends on various fac-
tors, including the duration and intensity of the conflict, pressure 
from the United States and other international players, domestic 
political dynamics, and the availability of diplomatic channels.

Some European leaders may feel compelled to adopt a more bal-
anced or critical approach to Israel, as demonstrated by German 
President Armin Laschet in response to the protests of approx-
imately 300,000 Palestinian migrants in Germany. He acknowl-
edged the need for the Palestinian community in Germany to have 
a space to express their pain and despair about the non-combat-
ant victims in Gaza and share it with others. However, others may 
choose to maintain their current policies and attempt to contain 
public dissatisfaction and social unrest. In any case, European 
leaders face the challenge of reconciling their interests and values 
with the realities and expectations of their diverse and dispersed 
populations.
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Germany bans rallying for Palestine
The New York Times claimed that 
some European governments have 
banned demonstrations in support of 
Palestinians under the pretext of se-
curity issues, raising concerns about 
the violation of civil liberties and free-
dom of expression in these countries. 
The newspaper reported that Ger-
man authorities, under the pretext of 
combating anti-Semitism — which 
critics believe is a discriminatory act 
— have prevented demonstrations in 
support of Palestinians.
The New York Times added that ever 
since Hamas attacked the Israeli re-
gime, which was consequently met 
with the bombardment of Gaza, gov-
ernments across Europe are strug-
gling to manage the impact of this 
conflict in their affiliated countries. 
Some, under the guise of security 
concerns, have imposed strict restric-
tions on demonstrations in support 
of Palestine and even banned them 
altogether. In Germany, the prohibi-
tions are much stricter than in other 
European countries. However, many 
people in immigrant communities in 
Germany, including Arabs, say these 
restrictions are not only a violation of 
the freedom of expression but also a 
discriminatory act.
In recent weeks, the city of Hamburg 
in Germany banned holding demon-
strations in support of Palestine. In 
Berlin, authorities instructed schools 
not to allow stu-
dents to wear 
keffiyehs or 

use the Palestinian flag or its colors. 
Berlin police said they had prevented 
more than half of the 41 demonstra-
tions that were planned to show soli-
darity with Gaza, some of which were 
deemed to “arouse the sentiments” of 
Palestinian residents. Even mourn-
ing for Gazan children killed by Israel 
was restricted. Some of the permitted 
demonstrations were banned from 
chanting slogans such as “Stop the 
war” or “Palestine must be free”.
Some critics argue that the prohibi-
tions that the German government 
has imposed on demonstrating in 
support of the people of Gaza not only 
increase animosity towards immi-
grants but also boost the popularity 
of the far-right party — Alternative for 
Germany. Surveys show that the party 
is currently ranked second in popular-
ity.

The planned amendment to the cit-
izenship law in Germany includes a 
clause that prohibits granting citi-
zenship to individuals convicted of 
racism or anti-Semitism. Such actions 
have raised concerns about freedom 
of expression in Germany, with many 
worried about their citizenship rights 
or employment given the broad defi-
nition of anti-Semitism by German 
authorities.
Tomer Dotan-Dreyfus, a writer and 
one of the signatories of a protest 
letter against the German govern-
ment’s ban on pro-Palestinian rallies, 
said, “Germany, with these actions, 
is fueling anti-Semitism in the immi-
grant community. This will make it 
difficult for them to combat domestic 
anti-Semitism, which is much more 
dangerous than demonstrations in 
support of Palestine.”

Some European countries, under the guise 
of security concerns and combating anti-
Semitism, have imposed strict restrictions on 
demonstrations in support of Palestine and 
even banned them altogether. In Germany, the 
prohibitions are much stricter than in other 
European countries. However, many people 
in immigrant communities in Germany, 
including Arabs, say these restrictions are not 
only a violation of the freedom of expression 
but also a discriminatory act.


