             Daher on Hamas:
               Passive acceptance of the status quo
An article by Joseph Daher (1) on Hamas appeared at Tempest a few months ago and then appeared at Links. This article is an attempt to describe Hamas in a well-rounded way, by analyzing their makeup, their membership, their policies, their actions, etc. This is a good way to approach the Hamas phenomenon. Leftists should not accept the dismissals of Hamas as simply terrorist, which is used by the imperialists and Zionists  to justify Israel’s genocidal war.  Hamas is a legitimate political party with some years of experience as the governing party in Gaza. But there still remains the need for an overall assessment of Hamas. Daher analyzes the party’s different aspects, but fails to come up with an overall assessment. This fence-sitting is a common feature of today’s pro-Palestinian movement, at a time when clarification of things is necessary to chart a path forward. 
Daher’s article can be found at
Joseph Daher, “On the origins and development of Hamas”, Links, 20 February 2024. Originally published at Tempest. 
https://links.org.au/origins-and-development-hamas
Daher begins with a long disclaimer, or qualification, that sets the historical context. Israel is the oppressor, Palestinians are the oppressed, hence the latter have the right to resist. Daher tries to set up a moral/legal framework of rights. Palestinians have the legal right to rebel, while Israel has the obligation to keep order. That’s the UN’s fine and neat clarification of a historically messy situation. If everyone were to just keep to their assigned roles, everything would remain peaceful, according to UN legal experts. Some Palestinian supporters use this argument to justify Hamas’ October 7th attack and its atrocious tactics of murdering and abducting civilians. They extend the “right to rebel” to “anything goes”, and no one who isn’t Palestinian has any right to criticize or second-guess Hamas’ tactics. 
Daher does not extend this so-called legal right in that way. He keeps to the legal right of way and instead focuses on the BDS movement and its demands. BDS has three main objectives: the end of the occupation of the territories captured by Israel in 1967 and tearing down the apartheid wall; equality for all Israeli citizens; the right of return for refugees. (2) These have all been recognized by the UN and called for in UN resolutions. And they are supported by Hamas in its basic charter of 2018.
Political programs
Hamas changed its original 1988 charter in 2018. The purpose of a new charter was to emphasize that Hamas is a political, nationalist organization rather than a religious organization. The name “Hamas” means “Islamic Organization of Resistance”, and that hasn’t changed. But Hamas is different in scope of activities since before the intifada, which began in December 1987. Before then, the emphasis was on Islamification – preaching, study, doing charity work. Through the two intifadas Hamas emphasized armed struggle of various kinds – raids, suicide bombings, rockets, etc. In 2006 the decision was made to participate in elections organized by the Palestinian Authority. Hamas won the election, and after post-election disputes, it took over governance of the Gaza Strip. 
The new charter of 2018 dropped the antisemitic language of the original charter, and it made clear that Hamas was open to a two-state solution, at least temporarily. While they hold open the program of “liberating” (under Islamic rule) all of Palestine, for the time being they are willing to embrace a Palestinian state of the occupied territories (Gaza and the West Bank). 
Daher distinguishes Hamas from other Islamic fundamentalist organizations such as Daesh.  Hamas has actually participated in on-the-ground politics and won elections (at least in 2006). Thus, Daher argues they are not a terrorist organization like al-Qaeda or Daesh; rather, they are more like Hezbollah, which has held power in a part of Lebanon for decades. But Daher’s argumentation gets confusing here, since Hamas in fact has a history of carrying out terrorist bombings. Well, Daher says, a majority of Palestinians opposed the terrorist bombings. He doesn’t say how he knows this, but seems to conclude that the bombings are not the “authentic” policy of Hamas, since they aren’t supported by a majority of Palestinians. 
Daher says Hamas justified their suicide bombings by saying they undermined Israeli society. Does that mean Daher accepts this justification? No, he comments that in fact the bombings did the opposite – they united Israeli society against Hamas. So, Daher’s criticism of the bombing tactic is only from a practical point of view, that they didn’t work; there’s no criticism of the idea of blowing up a bunch of unarmed civilians riding on a bus. 
Daher also says Hamas is different from jihadist groups because it tolerates religious minorities and works with other political groups. But in other parts of Daher’s article he describes Hamas’ intolerant attitude towards others, especially women, so he’s wrong to emphasize this point. 
Class background and political economy
Daher describes that Hamas’ origins and outlook are completely bourgeois. On economic questions they stand for free-market capitalism. 
Authoritarianism and Hala Islamya
Hamas campaigned for the veil in the 1980s and 90s, also against restaurants selling liquor and against movie theaters. It also promotes gender segregation and gender division of labor. School children are segregated by gender above the age of  nine. Some internet cafes have been closed because they allowed interaction between males and females. Hairdressers are forced to work on only clients of the same gender.  Thus, Hamas does not come off as all that different from jihadist groups like Daesh. Daher quickly mentions these facts, but doesn’t let it bother his earlier assertions about Hamas being different from other fundamentalist groups.
Strategy and regional alliances
Daher says Hamas’ closest international ties are with Iran, Qatar, and Turkey. Iran gives it $75 million of aid annually. Iran was giving Hamas $150 million per year, but that was cut in half after the Arab Spring, when Hamas refused to support Syrian president Assad’s repression against the democratic uprising. But Hamas has become more dependent on Iran as the Abraham Accords have brought about closer ties between Israel and other regional Arab powers – Saudi Arabia, etc. – and Turkey. Hamas praised Turkey’s suppression of Kurds. One purpose of the Oct. 7 attack was to disrupt the path toward peace between Saudi Arabia and Israel, and it may have worked, at least temporarily; but Hamas remains very close to Iran and Hezbollah, especially since the election of Haniyeh and Sinwar in 2017. 
Hamas tried to promote reverence for the Iranian general Qassem Soleimani, who was killed by a U.S. bomb attack when he visited Iraq three years ago. But the campaign flopped, as opponents tore down billboards and posters and wrote graffiti accusing him of killing Syrians and Iraqis. Hamas and Syria restored relations in 2022, but that doesn’t mean restoration of the old Syrian support. They remain at arm’s length, related thru Iran. 
Another difference during the Arab Spring was over Bahrain, where a democratic uprising was smashed by the government. Iran supported the uprising, which was based among the Shiite section of the population. But Haniyeh praised the Bahrain government’s suppression of the movement. So, Hamas and Iran have differences stemming from the Arab Spring, but Hamas is desperate to maintain ties with them, since Israel has been making up with its neighboring Arab states. 
Conclusion
Daher says Hamas does not look to the masses for change. Instead, they look to reactionary governments like Iran, hoping they can force Israel to accept a Palestinian state by getting aid. But this doesn’t garner much assistance for them; Hezbollah and Iran did not give much support to Hamas during the recent war. So, again, Daher’s argument is not against Hamas policy per se, but merely that it doesn’t work, or doesn’t yield great results. Daher does not discuss Hamas’ tactics deployed in the Oct. 7th attack, how their massacre of civilians betrays their inhuman attitude. 
Daher concludes by saying recognition of Hamas’ conservative nature should not stop us from supporting the Palestinian resistance. But he doesn’t clarify the difference between Hamas and the broader resistance, nor how Hamas’ religious intolerance and anti-human tactics actually undermine support for the resistance. The main fault of this article is that it simply accepts Hamas as the leading organization – the governing party, in fact – of Gaza. Daher does not emphasize – doesn’t even mention, much less emphasize – the need for independent working-class organization. Daher is not just fence-sitting, he’s refusing to take a stand and in fact leaves activists with no alternative to supporting Hamas. 
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