
   1      Volume 9, No. 1, April 2006

Hamas’s Victory and Israel’s Dilemma
Mark A. Heller

Dilemma: a situation necessitating a choice between two alternatives that are 
equally unfavorable.

The instinctive reaction to the unexpected victory of Hamas in the Palestinian Legis-
lative Council (PLC) elections – at least among most foreign observers – was to ask 
what this outcome means for the Israeli-Palestinian peace process. But for Israel, that 
is almost certainly the least relevant of the many questions raised by Hamas's polit-
ical breakthrough. Rather than speculating about a peace process in which it is no 
longer invested, Israel will instead focus on dealing with the dilemma that Hamas's 
victory ostensibly poses: either accepting (and thereby encouraging the region and 
the world to accept) an unreformed Hamas as a legitimate interlocutor or resorting to 
means that may undermine its own regional and international legitimacy.
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Israel: acknowledging that Hamas, 
by virtue of its election victory, might 
be able to function as a legitimate ac-
tor in the regional and international 
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considerable time before a real reori-
entation becomes discernible. Mean-
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Palestinian prime minister Ismail Haniyeh (l) and 
president Mahmoud Abbas
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horns of this dilemma, Israel increas-
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(disengagement, security barriers, 
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