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Abstract

This research aims at discussing Hamas' political mergence into the Palestinian Political System. Where that participation is considered to be a mental and political turn in the history of that system which was constituted when the Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) was founded in 1964.  
Hamas' decision to join the political arena in the midst of 2004 is considered as a great and important turn particularly as far as its traditional and historical attitudes towards the Palestinian Political System. which Hamas has denied and refused to join for many years. Hamas whose roots extend in the Palestinian arena prior to the date of its foundation, i.e. 1987, and due to its deep-rooted association with Harakat Al Ikhwan or "Brotherhood Movement", refused to join the Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) for ideological reasons. As a result, this movement became one of the most prominent opposition movements in Palestine.

Hamas' attitude towards the PLO has been subjected to many changes in accordance with the political developments relating to the Palestinian Cause. Its positions relating to its opposition of  the secular system  and its conditional demand from  the PLO to abandon it (i.e. the secular system) in order to join the PLO, were further  developed by its insistence  to join the PLO in 1990  under the condition that it had to get  a limited ratio in the Palestinian National Council. 

The disagreement concerning Hamas' mergence in the PLO was shifted from the ideological opposition to the dispute over a share of winnings or profits inside the body of the PLO. This, led Hamas to adopt a pragmatic policy in its political effort. 

In this study, an attempt is made to study the relationship between Hamas Movement and the Palestinian Political System during the different political and historical eras, in addition to emphasizing the prominent disagreement points between the two sides. Hamas refused from the beginning to participate in the United National Leadership of the Intifada or Uprising in 1987, in an attempt to formulate a major force parallel to the dominating influence of the Leadership.

Regarding its attitude towards the peace process, Hamas refused Madrid Conference & Oslo Peace Treaty, due to its ideological opposition to the Arab- Israeli conflict. Despite all of this, these treaties have a great impact on the development of Hamas' political thinking pertaining to the establishment of a Palestinian state. Consequently; Hamas offered pragmatic solutions by accepting the temporary solution to the current conflict between Israel and the Arabs, which includes the establishment of the Palestinian state in West bank and Gaza strip. 

The post-Oslo new political circumstances have imposed a new phase of relationship between Hamas and the Palestinian Political System, where Hamas was forced to deal with the active on-the-ground presence of the Palestinian Authority due to their daily direct contacts. But Hamas didn’t agree to participate in the Palestinian elections conducted in the year 1996, under the pretext that its participation gives legitimacy to the prescribed peace agreements, particularly the Oslo Agreement. Due to the many changes, Palestine has observed in the territorial, international and political arena; starting from the collapse of the peace process; which started out with al- Aqsa Intifada; then the September Attacks; the occupation of Iraq; ending with the death of the president Yasser Arafat, and; the change in the Palestinian Political System– due to all these changes, Hamas changed its attitude and accepted to participate in the Palestinian Political System. 

In its participation in the second legislative elections, Hamas has achieved a sweeping victory over Fateh Movement, which ruled over thirty- five years, and Hamas was able to form the Palestinian Government in accordance with its political system, which is inconsistent with the PLO systems. Its political system does not recognize the Oslo Agreement, and this has led Israel, the United States of America and the international community to impose a financial and political siege on the Palestinian Government. As a result, this has led to the emergence of an authority with two heads, presidency & government, at odds with each other in their political programs, and differing over their powers. Hence, the Palestinian political arena sank in a suffocating political crisis, which fatally threatened the so-called 'red lines' and the breaking out of internal conflicts. 

