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Introduction

The Palestinian Parliamentary Election held on 25 January is the second since 1996. The election was supposed to be in the year 2000 but suspended because of the second Al Aqsa Intifada. Fatah led by the late Yasser Arafat was also worried about its position in the Legislative Council, and how it might be overtaken by Hamas. In the Cairo Declaration of 17 March 2005, all Palestinian factions agreed to have the legislative election in July of that year. But it was postponed till January 2006. Many analysts attributed the delay to Fatah's desire to wait till the municipal results which many felt would enhance its support and enforce the Palestinian factions to extend the so-called "period of calm'' for the election.

Israel, the United States and European Union consistently opposed Hamas's electoral participation, threatening to suspend their aid to the Palestinian people if Hamas won the polls and participate in the formation of a Palestinian government.   

But, despite the end of the "period of calm'' in December 2005 due to the Cairo Declaration, Hamas went ahead and started preparation for the elections.

The electoral system adopted by the Palestinian Legislative Council is practiced in many democratic countries of the World. The old system depended just on the majority (district) but this was abandoned in favor of proportional representation for one half of the parliamentary seats and the rest through a "mixed system" as stated in the Cairo Declaration. The Palestinian Legislative Council also passed a new law increasing the number of deputies from 88 to 132.

Those eligible for the vote were 1,340,673, 811,198 from the West Bank and 529,475 from Gaza Strip. Prospective candidates were 414 competing for 16 districts, they were also 11 electoral lists of 314 candidates, distributed as follows:

· Change and Reform (Hamas) 

· Fatah movement 

· The Alternative movement (including the Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine and the People's Party)

· Independent Palestinians ( lead by Mustafa Al Barghouthi)

· The late Abu Ali Mustafa group, killed by the Israelis ( Popular  Front for the Liberation of Palestine)

· The Third Way (lead by Salam Fayaad and Hanan Ashrawi)

There were 900 foreign observers monitoring the election led by former US President Jimmy Carter. About 13,000 Palestinian police were distributed in the West Bank and Gaza Strip to guard more than 1000 electoral centers. Head of the Elections Committee Hana Nasser said polling went ahead without a hitch. A European deputy and observers also said polls went ahead without any problems. Tawfeeq Abu Khousa, spokesman of the Ministry of the Interior said no violations were recorded.

Most observers and analysts unanimously agree the elections were held in calm conditions, hailing it as a real achievement for the Palestinian people, parties and factions, and silencing those who had doubts about the Palestinian democratic experiment.  

The first phase of the election was on 21 January 2006 when members of the security forces voted first under a three-day period to leave them free for the second phase of the elections on 25 January 2006. The Elections Committee revealed 58708 policemen cast their vote; 36091 in Gaza at 17 electoral centers; and 11 in the West Bank. 

· Election Results

The Elections Committee stated the percentage of voter turn out was 77.69% at the end of polling in all districts except in the postal centers in Jerusalem.

The highest percent of voter turn out was 89% in the Rafah District. Total voters in West Bank districts were 585,003, 74.18% while total voters in the Gaza Strip were 396,079, 81.65%. Total voters reached 981,082 in all electoral districts. 

Total voters in the Jerusalem were 22,661 out of 47,742, 47.5%. Total voters who voted in the districts' poll centers in Jerusalem reached to 15,306.

· Statistical Indications
Introduction

The Change and Reform Movement (Hamas) received 76 seats of the Legislative Council for 2006, 57.6% of members. On the districts level, the Change and Reform Movement received 46 seats, 69.7% of the seats of the districts. This list received 30 seats, 45.4% of the seats of the electoral lists.

On the other hand, independents obtained 4 seats (Hamas supporters) so actually the Islamic movement won 80 seats, 60.6%.

The Fatah movement won 43 seats, 32.6%. On the districts level, it received 16 seats, 24.2%. On the electoral lists level, it received 27 seats, 40.9%.

First: Formation of the Palestinian Legislative Council in 2006

The Change and Reform Movement received 76 seats, 57.6%, while Fatah received 43 seats, 32.6%. The independents 4 seats, 3%, the list of the late Abu Ali Mustafa 3 seats, 2.3% and each of the Alternative, Independent Palestine, and the Third Way received 2 seats, 1.5%. (Table 1: form 1 and form 2).

Table 1

	The Lists
	Seats
	Percent %

	Change and Reform (Hamas)
	76
	57.6

	Fatah movement
	43
	32.6

	Independents (Hamas supporters)
	4
	3.0

	Abu Ali Mustafa group (Popular Front)
	3
	2.3

	  Alternative ( Including Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine and People Party)
	2
	1.5

	Independent Palestine ( Mustafa Barghouthi)
	2
	1.5

	Third Way ( Salam Fayad and Hanan Ashrawi)
	2
	1.5

	Total
	132
	100%


Form 1
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Form 2


[image: image2]
Voters: This study is based only on winners because final vote counting was not yet completed at the time. The number of the winners' votes of the district seats available reached (2,218,903) while winners' votes of lists were (958,892). Members of the Legislative Council received (3,177,795) votes. Table 2 shows the number of votes due to lists.

Table 2

	The list
	Votes
	Percent %

	Change and Reform (Hamas)
	2,147,578
	67.6

	Fatah Movement
	723,977
	22.8

	Independents (Hamas supporters)
	185,723
	5.8

	Abu Ali Mustafa group (Popular Front)
	41,671
	1.3

	  Alternative ( Including Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine and People's Party)
	28,779
	0.9

	Independent Palestine (Mustafa Barghouthi)
	26,554
	0.8

	Third Way (Salam Fayad and Hanan Ashrawi)
	23,513
	0.7

	Total
	3,177,795
	100%


Form 3
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The results showed the Change and Reform list received 67.6% of the winners' votes for the current Legislative Council, despite receiving 57.6% of seats, while Fatah received 32.6% f seats and 22.8% of  the winners' votes 

Form 4
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Consequently, the analyses indicate Fatah received 22.8% of the winners' votes and 32.6 of the seats, while Hamas received 67.6% of winners' votes in addition to 5.8% of the independent votes (Hamas supporters) to increase their percentage of the votes to 73% of the winners' votes.

Second: Electoral Districts (66) members

Distribution of members of the Legislative Council in different districts. (See table 3).

Table 3

	The list
	Seats
	Percent

	Change and Reform (Hamas)
	46
	69.7

	Fatah Movement
	16
	24.2

	Independents (Hamas supporters)
	4
	6.1

	Total
	66
	100


Form 5 
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Form 6 
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Form 7 
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Form 8 

[image: image8]
Hamas and Fatah divided the districts between them, the independents are supporters of Hamas and the votes of the districts were distributed among them as well. Hamas received 85.6% of the winners' votes of the districts while Fatah received 14.4%, although Hamas received 75.8% of the districts' seats  while Fatah 24.2%.

Third: Electoral Lists (66) Members

Form 9 
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Fourth: Comparison between  the Districts' Results and the Lists
Form 10 shows the Change and Reform list received higher results than its competitor Fatah on the electoral districts level; Hamas received 46 seats while Fatah only 16. On the electoral lists level, Fatah received more seats, 27, while the Change and Reform retreated but still having 30 seats. 

Observers suggested the decline of the difference between Fatah and Hamas in the lists' was to do with the degree of public knowledge of both the Fatah and Hamas candidates and their history which influenced voting for Hamas candidates. By the same token, they did not vote for Fatah candidates on merit but voted for them because of the historical association with Fatah, a movement that leads the National Authority and one in favor of peace negotiations. Voters chose Hamas less on a degree of difference in lists in contrast to districts.   The difference between Hamas and Fatah was 51.6% in the districts while it reached 3.3% in lists. This reflected the awareness of the Palestinian voters.  
Form 10 
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Fifth: Comparison among Candidates of  Lists: Change and Reform and Fatah 

1- On the districts  Level:

Table (4) indicates Fatah followed a policy of nominating equal numbers of candidates with the number of the seats for each district, while the Change and Reform movement nominated fewer candidates than the number of the seats for some districts.  So Fatah nominated 100% for the specified seats and won 24.3% of them, while Hamas put up candidates for 85% of the seats and won 82% of them. 

Table 4
	Fatah Movement
	Change and Reform List 
	Seats
	District


	Number of Winners
	Number of Candidates
	Number of Winners
	Number of Candidates
	
	

	2
	6
	4
	4
	6
	Jerusalem

	2
	4
	2
	4
	4
	Jenin

	0
	3
	2
	2
	3
	Toulkarem

	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	Tobas

	1
	6
	5
	5
	6
	Nablus

	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	Qalqeelia

	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	Salfeet

	1
	5
	4
	4
	5
	Ramallah and Beireh

	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	Jericho

	2
	4
	2
	2
	4
	Bethlehem

	0
	9
	9
	9
	9
	Hebron

	0
	5
	5
	5
	5
	Northern Gaza

	0
	8
	5
	5
	8
	Gaza

	1
	3
	2
	3
	3
	Dir Al Balah

	1
	5
	4
	5
	5
	Khanyones

	3
	3
	0
	3
	3
	Rafeh

	16
	66
	46
	56
	66
	Total


On the Lists Level:

Table (5) indicates Fatah followed the policy of nominating fewer candidates than the number of the seats for the relative lists. The Change and Reform movement (Hamas) also nominated fewer candidates than the number of the seats but more than that of Fatah. Fatah's nominations were 68% for candidates to 66 seats and won 60%, while Hamas put up a lot more candidates—89%— for 66 seats of lists, wining 51%.

Table 5
	Fatah List 
	Change and Reform List 
	Number of Seats for Relative Representation 

	Number of Winners
	Number of Candidates
	Number of Winners
	Number of Candidates
	

	27
	45
	30
	59
	66


Public Opinion and the Results of the Polls

The public opinion carried out by the "Jihat" Center (February, 18–22) predicted that Fatah will get 38.3% while Hamas 33.6%. 

A public opinion poll by Berzeit University carried out directly after the election predicted Fatah will get 46% while Hamas 39.5%.

And the Development Studies Program at Berzeit University conducted another public opinion polls two weeks before the election predicted Fatah to get 35% of the votes while Hamas 30%. The survey also revealed 21% of the voters were still undecided.
Further, in an opinion poll held by the Palestinian Center for Political Studies and Surveys on 31 December 2005 showed 43% will vote for Fatah while 25% for Hamas. Those undecided were 19%. In another poll between 17 and 19 February 2006, the Center showed 42% will vote for Fatah while 35% for Hamas.

In another opinion poll by Dr. Nabeel Kawkily between 9 and 15 February, 2006 showed Fatah will get 35.9% while Hamas 26.7%.

Most of the public opinion polls concentrated on the electoral lists. The Palestinian Center for Political Studies and Surveys through the period of February 29 to 31 showed 43% of the votes will be for Fatah. The Center also held another survey from 17 to 19 February 2006 and showed 42% will vote for Fatah. 

And the election results showed Fatah received 42.1% of the lists votes, very close to the prediction made by the Center. But generally it was found most of the other surveys were far from the actual results which gave Hamas a great majority because of the late minute deciders. 

Reasons of the Election Results

 Most of the analyses on the election showed the reasons of Hamas victory and Fatah's failure lie on three levels: First, it was to do with Fatah; second to do with Hamas; and third related to the surrounding environment of Palestine, in the Arab world, and international community.    

For Fatah, there was a degree of incompatibility and disorganization among its members after the death of President Yasser Arafat who was a source of inspiration and a rallying point. Fatah suffered also from internal conflicts, absence of democracy, authoritarian leadership, widening of the gap between its leadership and rank-and-file, increasing corruption in Fatah and the Palestinian Authority, weakness in dealing with crucial subjects as Israeli excavations under the Al Aqsa Mosque and the so-called ‘Iron Wall’.
For Hamas, the results went in its favor. It was seen as a clean political movement helped by the social and educational provisions it offered the community which subsequently led to an increase in its popular support. Other reasons were the organization and discipline among its members, containing the transformations inside the movement and interaction with it and its ability to establish relations with many Arab regimes and   organizations and with establishing an international dialogue in spite of being included on the terror list.

The surrounding environment also contributed to the election results; and affected the street. Some analysts attributed the results to the American and Israeli positions which refused to deal with Hamas and their insistence that the Islamic movement should not participate in the polls under the threat of suspending aid to the Palestinian people which lead to a counter-reaction by Palestinian voters.

Reactions of Different Parties

First: On the Palestinian Side:

Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas emphasized "the principles I was elected on included a negotiation plan with Israel and a peace solution". As opposed to the Hamas plan, Abu Mazen declared in a press conference the results the principles of Palestinian liberation were represented in "the Oslo Accords, Arab League, the Roadmap, the two-states solution and finding a solution for the refugees based on UN resolution  194" ( Haaretz, 27-12006).

Hamas Politburo head Khaled Mishaal said the movement would respect the different Palestinian views, adding it is not fair to punish the Palestinian people for electing Hamas candidates, emphasizing the European countries and United States must not suspend aid to the Palestinian people for their desire to elect Hamas as this is their right against the occupation. 

In a press conference in Damascus in 28/1/2006, he said Hamas was not surprised by the polls because this is what the movement planned since 1987. He added some describe this victory as a Tsunami earthquake   emphasizing what happened reflects the will of the Palestinian people. Hamas victory comes for the honor of the martyrs of the movement and all of the Palestinian people especially the late President Yaser Arafat, Abu Ali Mustafa, Fathi Al Shiqaqi, and others.

 
He concentrated on three main points on the Hamas priority list which include reforma and change, protecting the resistance and mobilizing the masses, and rearranging the Palestinian decision on the basis of power-sharing which include the municipal councils, Legislative Council and the Palestinian Liberation Organization. 

He also indicated the movement will continue in establishing a relationship with the Arab, Islamic and the international community to discuss the challenges of the coming stage. 

Hamas leaders began consultations with Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas, Fatah and all Palestinian forces to reach a joint national formula for the coming stage, adding he will talk to Arab and Islamic leaders as well as Europeans. He said Hamas will shoulder the responsibility of the Palestinian people and their desire, in addition to the prisoners' file, which it will release to the world, honestly and faithfully. He said the people chose Hamas due to its program (Al Jazeera, 28/1/2006).


Hamas leader Ismail Abu Hanya told Reuters in Gaza "withholding foreign aid will not threaten Palestinians, nor will it blackmail our people, the resistance and Hamas, a principle that is refused". He added however we don't want any rupture of relations with the world. At the same time, options and the alternatives are available to our Palestinian people" but adding Hamas is obliged to keep the weapons and resist the occupation (Reuters, 28/1/2006).

Palestinian outgoing Finance Minister Mazen Sonqrot warned the Palestinian Authority will be faced with great difficulties and violence if foreign aid is stopped and the wages of the public sector employees not paid. (BBC Arabic, 28/1/2005).

Fatah, which witnessed an unprecedented defeat in the election since its establishment 40 years, preferred to be in opposition and left the formation of government to Hamas. Leading Palestinian negotiator Saeb Erekat who won the Jericho district, said "Fatah will not be part of the national government, it will be in opposition". He declared after a meeting with Palestinian president Abbas "the winners (Hamas) have to bear all their political, security, economic and national responsibilities," (France news press, 27/1/2006). Muhammad Dahlan, Fatah winner in the Khan Younes district, insisted on refusing to join a Hamas government emphasizing "Fatah's decision is irrevocable". Dahlan extended his congratulations to Hamas for bearing all the responsibilities", indicating Fatah will reward the winning movement if it succeeds but if it fails the public will judge it on its performance". Fatah prospective candidate Sameer Mashharawi, who failed the seat of the Gaza district, also refused to participate in a Hamas-led government. He called on the Fatah Central Committee to resign and form "leadership crisis committee", ( Al Jazeera.net, 27/1/2006).

General Secretary of the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine, General Command Ahmad Jebril extended his congratulations to Hamas and warned it against projects and plans aimed at provoking sectarian disturbances among Palestinians after what he called the magnificent  results which stress the resistance option. 

Shiekh Khaled Al Batsh of Al Jihad Al Islami also extended his congratulations to Hamas emphasizing the close relationship between the two movements. Ismail Hanya emphasized "Hamas will hold a meeting with members of Al Jihad regarding consultations for the Palestinian future" (Palestinian Center for Media, 27-28/1/2006).

The Popular Committees for Resistance in Palestine also congratulated Hamas described its victory as "deserved and sweeping" in the Palestinian Parliamentary Council. In a statement the committees said "we send our congratulations to Hamas because of our belief "Islam is the resolution". The Islamic resistance has degraded the Zionists in the Gaza Strip and it will also oust them from the rest of our occupied land, God willing…" 
The Committees considered "this deserved victory for the Change and Reform List as a victory for the vision of the Popular Resistance Committees in Palestine. We support the Hamas movement to participate in the parliamentary election for our people and their resistance and strive. We will not find as worthier brothers in the Hamas movement to bear this heavy responsibility," ( Palestinian Center for Media, 27-28/1/2006).

Second: On the Israeli Side: 

The different positions of the Israeli political factions conferred the Hamas victory as a political earthquake, refusing to negotiate with the movement if it does not recognize Israel and insist on maintaining arms. These factions however differed in specifying the reasons for the earthquake. Some said the Hamas victory undermines the unilateral Israeli withdrawal from Gaza which enhances the traditional belief among Palestinians that states "violence is the best way to receive their rights from Israel." 

Kadema and Labor emphasized that Hamas win now means there is no longer an effective partner on the Palestinian side to enable Israel to impose a unilateral solution of withdrawal as happened in Gaza and outline an Israeli border on demographic basis.
The Israeli government declared its official position regarding the Hamas victory: Acting Prime Minister Ehud Olmert said Israel will not negotiate with new Palestinian government if it includes Hamas ministers (Haaretz, 27/1/2006). He added Israel will endeavor to persuade the international coymmunit to disarm Hamas and force it to renounce its call for the destruction of Israel (Ynetnews, 27/1/2006). Former Israeli president Shmoun Peres ( Kadima) said Hamas has to be ready to face the suspension of international aid to the Palestinians (Haaretz, 26/01/2006).
Leader of the Labor Party Amir Peertz said Israel has to wait and observe what will happen in the Palestinian Authority and if Abu Mazen stays as president of the Palestinian Authority or not! He added " if we are forced we will act unilaterally and will not agree on freezing the political process…changes in the Palestinian Authority will not make us hostage", but declared the Labor Party will not negotiate with Hamas to allow it to become a central organization that affects the region ( Maariv, 27/1/2006) . Former Defense Minister Benjamin Ben Eleizer said (Labor Party) said we have to wait to know how will the Palestinians rearrange themselves as Palestinian law doesn't oblige the President to ask the majority to form the government, adding Israel is ready to speak with anyone if it recognizes its existence. (Ynetnews, 26/1/2006).

Head of Likud Benjamin Netanyahu commented in his article titled "Talban movement: the state of "Hamas established "which is a subsidiary to Iran and taking place a 1000 meters from us nearest to Lod Airport and Jerusalem. 

"Hamas is Hamas, he added, we will not reach an agreement with it because it aims at the destruction of Israel, and we have to restore our policy to strengthen our borders and security which Likud has called for, at the same time we have to suspend the policy of withdrawal, (Yediot Ahrnot, 27/1/2006).

In speech to Israel's Radio, head of the Knesset Foreign and Security Committee Youfal Shatayentis from Likud said Israel could have prevented Hamas from its win by blocking the elections even t the expense of confronting the United States but added the government failed in its war with Hamas (Haaretz, 26/01/2006).
Sources in Likud said the first reaction to the Hamas victory is disengagement. The Palestinians realized terror and violence are the way for political achievements. The sources added Olmert and Kadima established a terrorist state (Hamasiah) a subsidiary of Iran, few kilometers from population centers in Israel  (Ynetnews, 26/1/2006).  

Knesset member Afi Eitam of the National Union (extremist right) said "Mahmoud Al Zahar has to send a bouquet of flowers to Ehud Olmert and the ministers of his government  who preferred to surrender to terror. He added the government chose to oust the Israelis from their land instead of executing assassinations against Hamas leaders to prove to Palestinians that Hamas and the terror gain a victory over Israel   (Ynetnews, 26.1.06).
Zafloon Aorleef from the National Religious Party (Mifdal) emphasized the reason for Hamas victory was the unilateral withdrawal from Gaza. Avigdor Libarman from Yasrael Betino ( extremist right) said the results of the Palestinian election is a victory for radical Islam (Jerusalem Post, 26/1/2006).
Leader of the Meertz Party (leftwing) Yosi Bileen told Israel's Radio the unilateral Israeli withdrawal from Gaza Strip contributed in strengthening Hamas and lead  to the weakening the Palestinian Authority, adding we could still reach a settlement with moderate elements. He called on Acting Prime Minister Ehud Olmert to restart negotiations with the Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas, adding if we will do not reach settlement in the next stage, Hamas will win the election (Haaretz, 26/01/2006).
Third: On the Arab, Regional and International

1. Arabs' Position

a. Official Arab Positions:

General Secretary of the Arab League Amr Musa warned the US not to act in a double standard manner. He said, "Washington wouldn't help democracy if it refuses the results of this democratic election". He said in the World Economic Forum in Davos Hamas will display a different image in authority. He added "if Hamas forms the government it will have responsibilities of rule in the negotiations process and in peace, and this will be a different Hamas from that seen from the street. He also emphasized on the importance of a two partners' presence for peace calling on Israel to help the Palestinians in any government after their elections in March to go forward toward in the peace process (BBC- in Arabic- 27/1/2006 (.
In Jordan, King Abdullah II emphasized in a phone call with the Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas the importance of going forward in the peace process whatever the results of the legislative elections. He hoped the election formed a good step toward to building an independent Palestine. King Abdullah indicated in a meeting in the French Parliament, whatever the results of the elections, the rational, reasonable solution is the creation of two states to establish stability and security in the region. He also called on the Palestinian and Israeli sides to return to the negotiations table, considering the next two years will determine the future of the Palestinian cause ( Al Jazeera.net, 27/1/2006) 

In Al-Doha, Qatari Prince Hamad Bin Khalifa Al Thani extended his congratulations to the success of the Palestinian Legislative election. In a call to Palestinian president Mahmoud Abbas the Qatari Prince said the election process was a good result to building the Palestinian state. The prince also made a call to Hamas leader Khaled Mashaal to congratulate him about his movement's success in the Palestinian legislative elections  hoping that stability, prosperity and security for the Palestinian people will prevail ( Al Jazeera.net, 27/1/2006).

Yemeni President Ali Abdullah Saleh congratulated his counterpart Mahmoud Abbas for the success of the parliamentary elections, calling on Hamas and the new parliamentary council to go forward in the peace process in line with the international resolutions to help achieve the desire and national legitimate rights of the Palestinian people. Saleh told the official Yemeni press "it is no doubt the results of the election and its democratic consequences reflect the will of democracy in Palestine to select the representatives" ( Yemni Press Agency, 27/1/2006). 

Lebanon's Prime Minister Fuad Al Sanyoura, congratulated Hamas on its victory in the election, he agreed with Khaled Mishal to resume the discussions on Lebanon-Palestinian relations. Parliamentary deputy Sa'ed Al Hariri called on Hamas to take on the responsibility of the Palestinian people "and take the decision to find peace with Israel" (Al Jazeera.net, 28/1/2006).

The Arab popular positions:

On the popular level, General Secretary of the Islamic Action Front Hamza Mansour said the Hamas victory is a message to the Arab World and Muslims to support the new way the Palestinians chose with entire freedom and will, especially after the threats of the American administration and Europe Union towards Hamas". 

General Secretary of the Popular Unity Party in Jordan Sa'id Thyab considered the Hamas victory as a new stage and decisive shift in the recorded history of the Palestinian people. It will enable the Palestinian people to rearrange their options, priorities and forms of resistance and stop the corruption in the Palestinian Authority. General Secretary of the National Constitutional Party Ahmad Al Shnnaq considered the Hamas victory as victory for all Palestinian people, hence he expected a new language to be adopted by the movement during the next stage (Al Jazeera.net, 27/1/2006) 

In Egypt, the Muslim Brotherhood congratulated Hamas on it's victory, calling it to unify to face Israel. The group's leader called Hamas to use the Palestinian resistance and rebuild the unity inside the Palestinian society to be a parliament in a united society".  He called on countries in the world and the US to respect the will of the Palestinian people saying the election emphasized that all the occupied countries depend on Islam as a way of life as in Palestine and Iraq. Executive editor of Al Arabi, a Nasserite newspaper, Abed Al Haleem Qandeel, said the Hamas victory will lead to big crisis in the international balance of power  and its role in the Palestinian cause especially under the American and Israeli  rejection of its existence in authority (Aljazeera.net 27/1/2006).

In Rebat, Al Adel and Al Ehsan Movement, the largest Islamic group in Morocco, called  for respecting the option of the Palestinian people ( Al Jazeera.net, 27/1/2006).

American Position

American President George W. Bush said the results of the Palestinian Parliamentary election rings the "alarm bells" for Fatah which held the reigns of authority for the last 10 years. The election reflects the electorates' desire for change since they are not satisfied with the current situation. However Bush pointed out Hamas could not be part of the peace process as long as their program calls for the destruction of Israel but adding "the results tell me of a strong democracy" at work. He continued that "the people are not satisfied with the current situation and want a secure and an honest government. They want the provision of services, good education for their children and better health care. Hence the election will open the eyes of the old guard in the Palestinian lands.

The US president said he welcomed the presence of different views which proves the presence of a democratic system but he was doubtful whether Hamas could be a partner in "the peace process" if it continues with its political program to call for the destruction of Israel and maintain a  military wing.

Bush indicated he will watch intensively "the formation of the next government", adding I will continue to remind people of the words I once said; "if your program aims at the destruction of Israel, this means you are not interested in peace". He repeated, we will not deal with any political party if it aims at destroying Israel.

He also urged Mahmoud Abbas to remain in office as a Palestinian president (Website of the American State Department, 26/1/2006).

US Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice congratulated Abbas and the Palestinian people for the election. She said "when 80% of the Palestinian people accept to vote in a fair and free election without any violence, this will lead to an increase in the feeling of hope".

Rice said "the Palestinian vote in favor of change but we believe their hopes for peace won't change". She added Palestinians have lived under a regime that didn't meet their needs but one that where graft and nepotism proliferated to a great degree.

The US State Department said that the desires of the Palestinian people "will not be achieved except by creating two states, fighting violence, leaving terror aside, recognizing Israel and disarming the military groups".

Rice said the US position towards Hamas will not be changed and it is difficult to have a foot in the camp of terror and another in the camp of politics (Hamas Sources). She argued the Palestinians and the international community has to talk "clearly and with transparency" about the principles of democracy not accompanied with terror and violence. She added the democracy does not only bring the rights but also obligations and responsibilities", (Website of US State Department, 26/1/2006).

European Position

The European Delegation of Foreign Relations Beinita Firiro Falender emphasized the delegation will cooperate with the next Palestinian government, with any government, if it determines to reach its purpose peacefully". She added "the issue is not related to political parties but it related to the human rights, state of law and democratic principles" ( French News agency 26/1/2006).

The Higher Representative for the Common Foreign and Security Policy of the European Union Javier Solana declared Hamas victory might expose the European Union to an "entirely new situation", an issue which EU foreign ministers would discuss carefully.

The European Union had put Hamas on the terror organizations list, asking it to denounce terror and recognize Israel (French News agency 26/1/2006).

In Anqra, the British Foreign Minister Jack Straw urged Hamas to move away from terror and recognize Israel. He said "the international community desires for Hamas to reject the terror and recognize Israel". He added: if Hamas would turn into a political party, it will get the support of the international community and it is up to it to decide which path it will take, (French News Agency 26/1/2006).
French Prime Minister Dominic Du Villipan expressed his worries regarding the Hamas victory, the Islamic resistance party in the Palestinian legislative election. He emphasized the importance of "renouncing terror". Du Villipan said "we face a situation that makes me feel worried". He also expressed his desires to guarantee the necessary conditions to cooperate with the next Palestinian government whatever it is". He continued that for France the conditions are "renouncing terror and accepting progress due to specified peace objectives". He also argued for "recognition of Israel and the international agreements ( French News agency, 26/1/2006).

In Rome, Italian Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi declared that the Hamas victory was "the worst possible result", adding "if this news was confirmed, every thing we had hoped for, regarding the opportunities for peace between Israel and Palestine as two independent states, is postponed till who knows when". He also extended his regrets because of "most of the Palestinian people put their trust in this radical organization" (France News Press, 26/1/2006).

In London, German Prime Minister Frank Falter-Shtanmayr urged Hamas to renounce terror and recognize Israel’s right to exit. In Stockholm, the Swedish government warned Hamas it has to change its policy if it wants to cooperate with the EU, specially the Swedes. In Copenhagen, the Denmark Prime Minister Beir Steig Mollar urged the Islamic movement to work for peace by negotiating with Israel. He emphasized Denmark will not "put a limitation" for aid to the Palestinians if Hamas comes to power. Danish aid reached 114 million Danish Krone (15.3 million euro) yearly. In Amsterdam, speaker of the Dutch Foreign Ministry said "we can’t cooperate with Hamas if it endeavors to destroy Israel, and executes violence acts". 

On the other hand, deputy of the Russian Foreign Ministry Aleksandr   Kalogeen said, in a visit to the Middle East, Russia expected Hamas will support a peaceful solution and establishment of a independent Palestinian state that lives peacefully with Israel". Prime Minister of Norway Younas Gar Stoun said his country is ready to deal with the Palestinian government that will be formed by the resistance movement, Hamas (France News Press, 26/1/2006).

The Vatican was worried about the landslide victory of Hamas, adding this will expose the peace process in the Middle East to more fogginess ( Al Jazeeranet 28/1/2006).

The position of the International Quartet:

The international quartet committee, in its first reaction to the Hamas victory, argued for "renouncing the violence and recognizing Israel's right to exit". The committee stated through a statement by the US State Department, "a solution for two independent states requires all participants in the democratic process renounce the violence and terror, recognize Israel  and begin disarming due to the Road Map". The statement added—which did not mention Hamas in name—the international quarter emphasized the main contradiction between the activities of the militant group and between the endeavors to build the state" (Reuters, 6/1/2006).
4- International and Regional Positions:

Japan, the biggest donor to the Middle East, urged the Palestinian Authority to "control the extremists" after the victory of the Hamas movement in the Palestinian Legislative election. The Foreign Ministry of Japan emphasized in a statement Tokyo "desires for the Palestinian Authority to exert more effort for the peace process due to the Road Map, for example to control the Palestinians".  )Reuters, 27/1/2007(
China also called on Hamas in the next Palestinian government to negotiate with Israel. The Chinese Foreign Ministry said in a statement, published on its website, "China welcomed the successful completion of the Palestinian Legislative Council", adding "we hope all the Palestinian factions would keep unity and find a solution to the conflict with Israel by peaceful negotiations and political means" ( Site of foreign ministry of China, 27/1/2006).

Prime minister of Turkey Recep Tayyip Erdogan announced, in the World Economic Forum in Davos, his country is ready to be a "mediator" between Israel and the Hamas government. After a meeting with UN General secretary Kofi Annan, Erdogan said, "we could play a mediator role between Israel and Palestine", adding " the Islamic organization might play a critical role" in this issue which he discussed in the Davos Forum with the Pakistani President Berwaize Mousharaf. Commenting on the landslide victory of Hamas, he said 

"We must respect the will of the Palestinian choice weather it agrees with us or not".   He stressed Israel and Hamas "must accept the real fact" and extend mutual recognition. Turkey is considered one of Israel's partners in the region since a military cooperation agreement was signed between the two in 1996. At the same time, Turkey established relations with the Palestinians and enhance the calls for the establishment of a Palestinian state, ( France News Press, 27/1/2006).

Iran praised the Islamic resistance movement in its landslide victory.  Iranian Foreign Ministry spokesman Hameed Reza Asfey, supported in the process of selection of candidates and called for the continuation of the "struggle and resistance against the occupier". He said the results of the election would lead to further consolidation of unity among the Palestinian people and help them vindicate their rights ( Al Jazeera Net, 26/1/2006).

The Consequences of the Palestinian Political Transformations

The Palestinian community witnessed crucial transformations demonstrating the strength of civil society organizations which has affected the election process. Fatah might now be able to look at the new situation afresh and deal with pressing issues relating to the fighting of corruption more effectively. It might leave the Palestinian arena and action during the next stage.

Hamas has to deal with many consequences on the legal-political level since the Palestinian Liberation Organization is the legal and the single representative of the Palestinian people. Hamas has to understand the Legislative Council can not change agreements previously authorized by the PLO. There are many problems regarding the Council and its competences. To settle this issue, Hamas must enter the PLO Liberation organization and discuss the National Charter which was canceled without any alternatives. 
On the Israeli level, Hamas's victory resulted in more voters moving away from Likud and the victory of Kadima. However, Israeli voters tend to support rightwing parties which are seen to stand up to Hamas. They believe that the peace process will come to an end with Hamas.

The Israeli government will be more extreme in dealing with the Palestinians to act as defense against the peace process and will pretend the new Islamic government will prevent Israel from coming up with initiatives because of the absence of a viable Palestinian partner. The unilateral choice of disengagement will specify the Israeli border due too demographic principles.

On the Arab level, Arab countries have been apprehensive about the outcome of this election. It was feared they would put obstacles in front of the election process to prevent the concept of free elections in other Arab countries with effective parliaments to compete with the status quo.

Despite the American, Israeli, and European declarations which were worried about a Hamas victory on the international level, the US openly said it is difficult to establish peace with Hamas in government. But America president George W. Bush declared he will deal with a Hamas government as long as it does not threaten Israel. Hence, Hamas will deal with the international community wisely and the international community will reconsider its perspective towards the Islamic organization especially after the stability of its regime and its political and reform programs.

At this stage, Hamas is likely to face different challenges, they are:

First: Formation of a Palestinian Government 

The formation of the next Palestinian government raises many questions, not only inside Palestine, but also regionally and internationally.   The main question is related to how would Hamas deal with the internal and external variables since there are many doubts regarding their ability to keep the authority for long?  So, the first choice for Hamas is to form a united national government with the participation of all different political factions, but if they are unable to do this through the refusal of factions like Fatah then Hamas will form a technocratic government. 

Second: Containment of Fatah in the Palestinian arena

The first challenge of Hamas is how to deal with Fatah, "which now feels in shameful".  This was seen in the nature of the clashes in the streets and in the "security file" which was under the control of Fatah, but now has to be   under the control of Hamas. Many of the security forces are from the public, the majority of whom voted for Hamas.  Many problems might arise when an onslaught begins on the issue of corruption in the authority most of whose personnel are from the Fatah rank and file.  

Third: Dealing with the Palestinian National Authority

The Principle Law specifies the competences of the National Authority president (Fatah) and the competences of the prime minister (Hamas). Hamas has found itself between the obligations regarding the articles of  the principle law which including the security affairs and the presidency and between  the obligations of its political concepts which the international community urged Hamas to leave them.

Fourth: Negotiations with Israel 

Israel claims there is no Palestinian partner to enhance the peace process  since  now the majority of the seats in the Legislative Council are held by Hamas and this will negatively affect any future negotiations that is if it is possible at all to sit at the table negotiation. It may be difficult at the present time to return to the peace process since Hamas said it will neither negotiate with Israel nor cease its resistance. Israeli uses such positions as excuses to say there is no Palestinian partner for peace process and will continue its occupation.   

Fifth: Restoration of Calm, Will it be Renewed or Not?

The recent truce which was terminated at the end of the last year, showed  that Hamas was committed to it  as it showed by the way of its in the elections. Muhammad Al-Zahar, leader in Hamas, declared the movement will commit itself to nonviolence if Israel does the same.

Sixth: Dealing with international actors

Hamas might be able to manage the government since it has sufficient staff and experience, but the real challenge lies in establishing a relationship with the international community. This relationship will be made more specific in due course according to the new position of the international groups. There are many in Europe –but less in the United States—that call for the recognition of Hamas and taking it out of the terror list.

Seventh: The Formation of the Palestinian security

Hamas might seek to merge its members in the security force to achieve balance. It will not leave all of the security system under the control of Fatah that has a complex security system seems which has to be discussed  in a governmental and organizational framework.

Eighth: Calming Arab Countries

There is another challenge for Hamas regarding the future relationship of the government with the Arab countries, especially Jordan, Egypt and Saudi Arabia which are considered politically and economically crucial for the Palestinians.
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