
 

How Israel is Sabotaging the Transition to Phase Two in the Gaza Ceasefire Plan 
 

International bodies, mediators, and other impartial entities have criticized Israel’s deliberate 
attempts to sabotage the transition to phase two of the Gaza ceasefire plan. Israel has done 
this through continued military strikes, the obstruction of humanitarian aid, and a refusal to 
take part in negotiations over the agreed-upon full withdrawal of its troops from Gaza since the 
initiation of the ceasefire deal. Observers have expressed understandable concern at Israel’s 
actions, urging the international community to ensure Israel’s abidance by the terms of the 
Gaza ceasefire plan. There is also unease that Israel could be using the issue of the one 
remaining deceased hostage return as a pretext for sabotaging and delaying the transition to 
phase two. Mediators like Qatar have stated that Israel should not be allowed to stall and 
obstruct the implementation of the agreement under the guise of this, particularly considering 
Hamas’ return of all other living and deceased hostages under the terms of the deal in addition 
to the widespread acknowledgement that recovery of the bodies has been hindered by the 
extensive destruction of Gaza. 
 
With its obstruction of the transition to phase two in the Gaza ceasefire plan, Israel is violating 
the core stipulations of the agreement. The deal required Israel to withdraw its forces to 
specific lines in phase one and then to further retreated positions during the second stage. 
Despite this, UN experts and other international groups have outlined hundreds of Israeli 
breaches since the ceasefire began. These have included airstrikes, artillery shelling, and direct 
shootings which have killed more than 300 Palestinian civilians. Israel has continued to block 
the flow of humanitarian aid into Gaza, in defiance of one of the core provisions of the 
agreement. Additionally, Israeli forces have raided residential areas beyond the agreed-upon 
withdrawal lines and shot at civilians attempting to return to their homes in northern Gaza. 
They have also sought to entrench their presence in parts of Gaza and the Philadelphi corridor, 
in essence aimed at dividing the Palestinian territory and signaling their desire for indefinite 
occupation. 
 
For many observers, it is clear that American pressure on Israel is necessary in order to make 
progress regarding the transition to phase two of the Gaza ceasefire plan. In fact, it is believed 
that the Netanyahu government has no interest in progress on the implementation of the plan 
so long as there is no real international pressure – mainly from the United States. The U.S. holds 
significant leverage over Israel, with the former being viewed as the only outside power that is 



capable of compelling Israel to abide by the terms of the agreement and make concerted 
efforts towards the second phase. Furthermore, U.S. pressure is seen as being crucial to 
securing commitments from regional states to participate in the International Stabilization 
Force (ISF) called for in the plan, which is aimed at maintaining security in Gaza and helping to 
facilitate a political transition. While the Trump administration has touted its success in 
brokering phase one of the ceasefire, the continued Israeli violations and inability to progress 
towards the second stage have lessened the chances of long-term implementation and left the 
United States needing to remain engaged and use its leverage to prevent the process from 
collapsing. 
 
The plan to deploy international forces to Gaza as a part of the ISF outlined in the ceasefire 
agreement is currently facing substantial obstacles as well. Several countries that were being 
relied upon to do so have grown increasingly weary that their troops will be perceived as an 
occupation force acting on behalf of Israel to try to disarm Hamas rather than as a neutral 
peacekeeping mission. The lack of clarity regarding the ISF’s specific mandate, legal status, and 
scope of operations has left many nations hesitant to take part on the type of scale that was 
anticipated. Additionally, the continuation of Israeli military offensives in Gaza has prompted 
some countries to condition their potential participation in the ISF on a complete halt to this – 
viewing deployment under the current circumstances as too dangerous for an international 
contingent. All of this has led a host of countries to scale back their commitments, presenting a 
further challenge to the prospect of transitioning to phase two of the Gaza ceasefire plan. 


