A QUIET DISCUSSION ON HEATED ISSUES
       When you decide to make a dialogue with a character such as legal Counselor Muhammad Ma'mun Al-hudaibi, the deputy of the Murshid (general guide of the Muslim Brotherhood), and the official spokesman of the Joma'ah you need to gather all the questions on powers, ideologies and contemporary political trends. Consequently, you will not find yourself left with a certain kind of questions; rather, you will find that the range of questions is wide and diverse, You will find yourself having to cut down the number of questions; squeezing the range of enquiries and defining the priorities in order to reach your objective in the most economical way.

       The source of this feeling is that you are talking to someone who speaks on behalf of the biggest, contemporary Islamic movement. The movement was founded in 1928 by imam Hasan Al-Banna and still working in our present time. It is a wonder that it has grown from the strength it started with to a movement that grows stronger and spreads more everyday.

       The continuity and effect of this Jama`ah (group) – not only in Egypt but in most of the Arab and Islamic countries – no doubt pushes many of those who are interested to follow the political and ideological status of our world to thoroughly study this movement which has faced many calamities, obstacles and events that could have destroyed countries and civilizations. But this Jama`ah and its blood that flaws at a time when political and ideological life are facing an unprecedented, stagnant and passive state. An open-minded person would not doubt that this movement needs to be studied to clarify its ideologies and perspectives. We need to know the perspective of its current situation and that of society and the Ummah. We need to find out abut its stance with all the political and ideological powers, and convey the question marks revolving around it concerning: those opposing it; those suspecting its nationalism; those rejecting its ideologies; those having prejudices against its thoughts; those who, in their advice, hope to reform what they believe that it needs reforming; and those sympathizing with it.

        I am not exaggerating when I say that the importance of this dialogue also emanates from the person you are speaking to. You are facing a man who has long been practicing political and Da`wah activities, and has so many experiences that you find yourself being pushed to dive into his thoughts to find out the dimensions of his character.
           That is why the dialogue with the legal Counselor, Muhammad Al-hudaibi, is diverse, no matter how much you try to summarize it and define its priorities. 

        Because we are in a discussion that tends to define the history and the outlook of a movement as large as the Brotherhood, we concentrate more on the perspectives, outlook, attitudes and thoughts rather than the events.

       For example, in the section discussing political powers and trend, we ask Al-Hudaibi about the stance of the Jama`ah towards the Wafd Party since the foundation of the Jama`ah, through the period of struggle and alliance and the present situation. Because of the talk of weakness between the Brotherhood and the Labor Party, it is only natural to ask about the nature of their relations at the present time, Also, due to the link between the Liberal Party and the Islamic Alliance at the beginning of its foundation, we ask Al-Hudaibi about the limits of this relation.

        Within the same subject we ask Al-hudaibi about the relationship of the Jama`ah with the "Tajammu" and the "Nasiri" parties especially that some change in relations has been witnessed lately. Likewise, to have a wider view of what is going on we investigate the stance of the Brotherhood towards the other existing powers and political trends as to whether they adopt violence have a non-political agenda.

       We also have a separate section about the relationship between the Brotherhood and the government where we discuss accusations of the Brotherhood being extremists and supporters of terrorism. We try to find out about the legal situation of the Jama`ah and some other accusations directed by the government towards the Brotherhood. We then have an dialogue with Al-Hudaibi about the outlook of the Brotherhood concerning their concept of political work and its limits, and their stance towards participation in power. Al-Hudaibi raises some in this subject that need studying and he answers some questions that occupy the mind of some of those involved in Islamic work.

        As the Jama`ah is celebrating its seventieth anniversary, we allocate a section for estimation and reviewing in order to find out Al-Hudaibi view towards this period of history.

Following that, we discuss the experience of the professional syndicates, and the outlook of the Jama`ah towards their slogan "Islam is only solution" – used only in Egypt but in many countries around the world. We conclude in this subject on his estimation of this experience (the syndicates), which deserves to be followed up and examined.

       We also investigate the outlook of the Jama`ah towards the Copts and the problems of the Muslim world starting with Palestine, and ending with Kosovo and Kashmir. In addition, we try clarify their outlook towards various cases such as: the economic laws that were issued lately; freedom of opinion between Islam and secularism; the breaking-away from the Jama`ah which it witnessed lately; and the challenges that Egypt is currently facing, internally and externally.

        These are some of the major themes that we try to clarify in our dialogue with the legal Counselor Muhammad Ma`mun Al-Hudaibi, but we have to admit that we have not given a full  panorama of the views of the man, or that of his Jama`ah, which is closely related throughout his life.

1- The Government and the
Muslim Brotherhood
       The  government accuses the Muslim Brotherhood of being extremists, the armed groups accuse them of being to feeble while the Brotherhood describe themselves as being moderate. What is your perspective towards these contradictions and what is your concept of moderation?

       Concerning the government's opinion, unfortunately we do not find anyone to talk to or have a dialogue with. Concerning our fundamentals and principles(of the Muslim Brotherhood), you will find that there is a consensus among the Muslims about them. If you refer to the introduction written by His Eminence Sheikh Jad Al-Haqq, the former Sheikh of Al-Azhar, to Dr. Muhammad` Imarah's book about politics, you will find that is calling to our principles (in his introduction). Moreover, the present Sheikh of Al-Azhar was asked more than once and his answer was: "Islam is a religion and a state that controls everything in life (the individual, the family, the society and the state) "This is exactly what we say and we do not go to any extremes. Those who do not want the rules of Islamic Shari`ah to be applied make many unjustifiable accusations in addition to the oppressive measures they take against us. You should also remember that there are many secularists – especially in the media – who have strong interests in the situation remaining as it is, therefore rejecting any effort to apply the Shari`ah. As for those who resort to violence, they only want to justify their actions. But as time goes by and through watching the current events, internal and external, it is obvious that the stance of the Brotherhood is the most efficient and that Violent actions do not have any fruitful outcome. In any case, it is legally unacceptable.

        As for the moderate stance of the Brotherhood, it is derived from the words of Allah in the Qur'an. Allah, Most High, announces,

     "Thus We have made you a just nation that you be witness-es over mankind and the Messenger be a witness over you"

                                     (2;1143)

    So we hold on fast to the rules of Shari`ah that do not reflect any feebleness, and we ask Allah to guide us and others.

      The Brotherhood during the period they were in charge of the professional syndicates witnessed a remarkable gathering of the public around them. On the contrary, during the stage of the military trials we did not hear or see any public support for the Brotherhood in their crisis. What is your comment?

     During the days of the military trials when a selected group of the Brotherhood were put in prison in 1995, there was great public sympathy. Moreover, many of the newspapers of political parties were against those trials and I do not believe that there was any public consensus in rejecting those trials.

       But if you are talking about popular movement, that is different, as the popular movements are chained. Even in the cases where there are no disputes with the government you do not see any popular movements. Take for example the event when the Zionist enemy killed tens of the Lebanese in Qana; the people sympathized, but there were no popular movements anywhere, neither in Egypt nor elsewhere. Popular movements are not allowed at all in our countries, and any such movement taking place would immediately mean an armed confrontation with the state. The people, therefore, avoid this kind of confrontation. We also refuse to stand against the armed security forces as we do not find any use in doing that. Also, when America bombed Sudan and Afghanistan, had this taken place at any other time, demonstrations would have been all over the Arab and Islamic countries. As for the demonstrations that took place in Sudan, they were arranged by the government itself, otherwise there would have been none.

      The Egyptian government insists that the Muslim Brotherhood is a dissolved and outlawed group, while the Jama`ah insists that it is legal and that no resolution was issued to dissolve the Jama`ah. What is your opinion?

      What is the use of talking about this now? We have talked about this before and I said that the state in which the Muslims form 95% of its population cannot consider the call to apply the Islamic Shari`ah – which is part of their creed – a criminal act. You cannot consider it a criminal or a banned action to call for applying the Islamic Shari`ah in a country in which the second article of its constitution states that its official religion is Islam and that the Islamic Shari`ah is the fundamental source for legislation. The final word in this would be left to the constitutional court.

      Here, I would like to mention a case that was related to Al-Azhar and the interest applied by banks. Al-Azhar refused to pay interest on loans taken by them, as they considered it unlawful. Consequently, an appeal was presented against the legality of the articles in the constitution concerning accumulative interest, as they contradict the Islamic Shari`ah.

     The constitutional court rejected the appeal and added that this old articles contradicting the Islamic Shari`ah should not remain part of the constitution. The should be changed by the government to conform with the rules of the Shari`ah since this is a political responsibility.

        Thus, the constitution states that the political responsibility implies exerting an effort to cancel the current laws which contradict the Islamic Shari`ah and that doing so is a political duty. This also means that it is the right of the people to call for these changes and perform this role.

      As for the laws relevant to forming political parties, we have talked a lot about them. The problem is how can get to the constitutional court? The court in charge of the political parties is not really a court as it comprises five counselors and five public figures chosen by the government. So, if you present an appeal against it, the appeal will not be transferred to the constitutional court, hence rendering it very difficult to get to the constitutional court. More than that, we martial law and the emergency law. When taken to military courts, all your appeals are rejected in front of the constitutional court.

        We even have some cases that reached the constitutional court but they have not been examined up till now, such as the case that appeals against putting the Muslim Brotherhood on trial in military courts. This case was transferred to the constitutional court years ago, and most of those charged in those cases have actually completed the prison sentence with the appeals still not examined.

       Also, since 1990, appeals were presented against the election law which states that it is enough that the judge is the head of the main electoral district leaving the subsidiary districts where most of the rigged elections takes place. Most elections happen in those subsidiary districts while the main district only receives boxes from the subdivisions. This appeal is also waiting to be examined in the court.

        Doesn’t this mean that you are satisfied with the legal status of the group and its abiding by the laws of the constitution?

       I mentioned to you some legal and constitutional rules and I believe that it is perfectly clear. How can an Egyptian Muslim be prevented from calling for the same thing the constitution confirms which is applying the laws of Islamic Shari`ah?

      Some people claim that the Muslim Brotherhood refuse to take part in facing charges of corruption. Their evidence is that you have not taken part in the campaign against the former minister of interior led by "Ash-Sha`b" newspaper. what is your perspective concerning this claim? 
      It is compulsory to defend the right and forbid the wrong. There is a Hadith which says, "By the One in Whose hand my soul is, you should enjoin the good and forbid the evil; otherwise He will send down upon you a punishment from Him, then you would call upon Him (to relieve you) but call will not be responded to"

        However, when we have the right information then we will not withdraw from taking the stance that is ordered by Islam in these cases.

       As for the case of Al-Alfi and Ash-Sha`b newspaper, it has nothing to do with us. We do not possess the information which is possessed by the paper, so why should we involve ourselves in this case? We concentrate on the major issues such as calling for the application of the laws of Islamic Shari`ah and this is our main effort Nevertheless, if we any evidence of corruption taking place anywhere that is trustworthy, then we will deal with it. Newspapers are the sole means of fighting corruption. There are many legal avenues through which we can fulfill our purpose.

       The expression "coming out from the Brotherhood mantle" is used by some people referring to the extremist and terrorist groups. What is your comment?

       This expression is meaningless. I asked those who proclaim this motto for an explanation, but no one gave me an answer. It is only used to mislead people and make them think that the Muslim Brotherhood is responsible for all Islamic groups. Does this mean that the Prophet is responsible for their behaviour as they all call for Islam?  Does this mean that the authority is responsible for the killers of former president Sadat because they were Egyptain? Even if some of them joined the Brotherhood, then left to join groups who adopt different principles, what shall we do to them? Several political parties broke away from the Wafd Party. Does this mean that the Wafd Party is responsible for those who split from it? Dr. Qaradawi said that the Khawarij were the ones who supported Imam Ali Ibn Abi Talib (may be pleaded with him) more than anyone else; then they rebelled against him. Would he be responsible for their behavior?

      Even though there are many books written by several of the Brotherhood recording historical events according to the perspective of the writer, there, there is no historical document that puts together those events with regards to the outlook of the Jama`ah and not the individual?

       The Muslim Brotherhood is banned as a group and fulfillment of many things. I believe that many of those who took part in those events have actually written about them and we can deduce truth by setting aside the personal points of view.

I still hope for this to take place.
       Are you thinking of issuing a newspaper?

       How can we issue a newspaper? This needs a license and the state refuses this. In spite of its importance, the newspaper is not the primary media tool nowadays. No matter how strong the newspaper is, it will not be as effective as a TV station. If a newspaper distributes a million copies, the TV reaches 60 million. It educates the child who dances to the advertisements as he sits for hours in front of it. No newspaper can fulfill this role.

       Once, I was in a hotel in Greece and I found a group of people in one of the halls. I asked about what was going on and they in one of the halls. I asked about what was going on and they told me that there was a general election and they were making arrangements for it. I asked them why they don't hold public meetings? They told me that this does take place anymore as the TV addresses everybody, so there is no need for public meetings or pamphlets and so on. The television has become the most important form of media that even the radio does not have the same effect anymore – in spite of its importance. We do not refuse the idea of having our own newspaper, if we are allowed to do so, but we call for the freedom of publicity for us and others.

2: The Brotherhood and Political Parties.

       Your relationship with the Wafd Party went through phases of ebbs and tides, and of getting near and far again. At one stage the Brotherhood and the Wafd Party were in alliance until the situation we have at the present time. Will you please spotlight this relationship during the previous stages.

       This request takes us back to the history of the Jama`ah seventy years ago in 1928. The Wafd Party was founded in 1919. Both of them were present at the time of struggle against the foreign occupation and its allies until the assassination of Imam Hasan Al-Banna and the July revolution in 1952 which transferred the country to a different phase. We can say that history confirms that the Wafd Party was formed after Sa`ad Zaghlul and his delegation met the British Commissioner at the end of the World War I asking for independence as promised by France and Britain. This usually happens during wars and times of hardship, when once the war is over those countries break their commitments.

      The delegation by Zaghlul asked Britain to cancel the British protectorate over Egypt and acknowledge its independence, The British Commissioner asked them to define their status according to which he would address them, so they asked the people to entrust them in demanding their right for independence. That is how the Wafd Party started working. 

      Abdul Aziz Pasha Fahmi and sha`rawi Pasha left the Wafd Party while Zaghlul remained as the party leader. He remained struggling against the king who wanted to remain ruling as a king, while the party wanted to apply a constitutional to the Western paradigm.

        The Wafd Party remained, for a long period of time, the only political power possessing great popularity and representing the symbol of national struggle.

       It was later that the Muslim Brotherhood appeared with different concepts and perspectives than those adopted by the Wafd Party which were paralleled to the Western pattern. Afterwards, sa`d Zaghlul (may Allah have mercy on him) died and An-Nahhs Pasha led the Party and as time went by the power of the Muslim Brotherhood strengthened. This affected the popularity Al-Wafd party and it was only natural for a struggle between the two powers to take place.

        The following events until the 1952 revolution are well known. At the beginning of the revolution, the Brotherhood had their own stance towards the political parties present at the time; a stance which was based on the outlook of Imam Hasan Al-Banna and was, in itself, related to the stage of the occupation. This outlook stated that struggle against the occupation should overcome the political disputes which may affect the unity of the nation and impede the struggle.

        Nevertheless, if you go back to the statement issued by the Brotherhood almost one week the revolution on 2nd August 1952, you will se that they asked for a proper parliamentary atmosphere.

       Was the outlook of Imam Al-Banna toward the political parties related to the period of occupation or was it a fixed perspective of the Jama`ah?

        This outlook was Imam Al-Banna 's own opinion and he used to say: "I do not like to impose it on anybody" He did not agree with anybody who wished to impose it on the society. This outlook was closely related to the period of foreign occupation and the strong disputes between the parties which would have led to the impediment of the struggle against the occupation. The is contradictory to the Islamic Shari`ah. 

       Imam Al-Banna did not really mean rejecting the concept of political parties itself, but he rejected the practices of the parties, especially if the wrong practices were the prevalent ones at an era which does not tolerate such disputes. In spite of all of this, the Imam assured that this opinion was his own and did not want to impose it on anybody, an opinion which he assured in all his tracts. On the whole this is an issue which is left to (independent reasoning) Ijtihad and it is not one of the fundamentals of Islam where Ijtihad has no place. The Jama`ah can adopt a certain point of view at one time and then change it later according to different circumstances. This is actually a proof of the flexibility of the Jama`ah and its non-repetitiveness without comprehension or realization of the responsibility and the circumstances throughout time.

        As for the relationship between the Wafd Party and the Brotherhood in the later stages, it started when former president Sadat called for a multi political party system and a relaxation in security in the country. The Muslim Brotherhood started to work at the time, but the people realized that the democracy offered by Sadat was very tight and fragile. Sadat had his own stance towards the Wafd Party so that party had to freeze its activities when they clashed with Sadat. A new phase started with a larger margin of democracy, and with the elections of 1984 there was a chance for all the parties to participate. But there was an intention to stop the Brotherhood from participating in the elections, besides the notion to fight the Wafd Party because before the revolution it was the party which represented all the powerful families in Egypt, giving it more popularity among the people. That is why government came up with the Political Party List. This was intended to make it tighter for the Wafd Party, as it would be difficult to find one family representing the whole governorate. Also, the Muslim Brotherhood were not a party and so it was difficult for them to participate in the elections. Thus, the government would succeed in eliminating the Brotherhood and breaking the families solidarity which might support the Wafd Party.

        It was not logical for the Brotherhood to still throughout all of this. Therefore. Umar At-Tilmisani (hay Allah have mercy on him) contacted Fu'ad Siraj Ad-Din. They had concluded that some of the Brotherhood members could enter the elections on the lists of the Wafd Party, as it also saw that it is in its own interest or the public interest to accept this cooperation. Some people refer to this as alliance, which is not true, as there was no agreement over a joint program. On the contrary, At-Tilmisani told Fu'ad Pasha that a member of the Wafd would not be one of the Brotherhood and vice versa.  It was only a form of cooperation to overcome the obstacles set by the government in front of both sides.

       The elections took and a reasonable number of the Brotherhood members succeeded in the elections. Their performance in the parliament was good due to the testimony of others and their purity and honesty. Since that time we did not have any differences with the Wafd, and this is due to the fact that all of us – the Brotherhood, the Wafd and all the other political parties with the exception of ruling Party – face the same oppression. The situation is becoming more strained. The elections come out with false results, and any freedom given is restricted and paralyzed. Hence there are main points of agreement between all the parties as they all ask for suitable guarantees for honest elections, cancellation of the emergency law. And freedom of the media and press.

        Why wasn't there anymore cooperation between you and the Wafd Party?

       The elections of 1987 had its own special circumstances and at the beginning there was a tendency that all the opposition parties make an alliance and take part in the elections on the list of the Wafd. The Wafd showed an initial agreement over the principle but they apologized later. Subsequently, a kind of cooperation took place between us, the Brotherhood, and the labor and the party. An alliance was formed and we took part in the elections on the list of the Labor Party. Things developed and we had a joint program. Thus cooperation shifted into an alliance.

      Up to this moment, our relationship with the Wafd is good and there are no controversies between us. They have their own ideas and principles, and we have ours. Difference in opinions are a natural phenomenon since the whole Ummah cannot meet over the same opinion, although we have our minimum agreements over the joint national demands. 

      Talking about alliances leads us to your cooperation with the labor Party and the development of this relation which started strongly with the elections of 1987 up to the present time, some people perceive that it lacks enthusiasm. What is your opinion?

       I do not believe that our relationship with the Labor Party lacks enthusiasm. As a matter of fact, political life, as a whole, in Egypt lacks enthusiasm. There are political activities in all the parties including the National Democratic Party itself. Where is it? What is its political activity? We notice that it does not hold more than its annual conference which is almost like a formal conference of the government where speeches and research papers are given. There are no meetings with the people, and their relationship with them is 100% stagnant.

       Also, the emergency haw which has been in effect for quite a long time has almost totally paralyzed political life in Egypt. How can any party meet with the public ? How can they address them via the media, especially the TV? The answer is that they cannot do that at all. And none of the parties, even the official ones, can have their own TV or radio channel. Public conferences are banned. If you want to have the permission, it should be held indoors to the extent that the sound of the microphone should not penetrate through the walls. This means that you cannot talk to more than a thousand persons. In a place like Cairo where the population exceeds 16 million, this is quite hard.
As for reaching the farmers and workers, it is totally forbidden. Concerning the press, the state controls the official newspapers and can provide them with advertisements. The distribution of the non-official papers is limited because they do not have the financial means.

       Does this mean that your relationship with labor Party has witnessed this revival at a time when the political life was witnessing this revival at present time it is going through a languid phase as the political life in general is witnessing a stagnant phase?

       This is natural. At election time, the realm of politics gets stronger. If there is an alliance or any form of cooperation between two more parties it is only natural that relations strengthen, otherwise it would be our fault.

        As for the lack of enthusiasm, it is not due to our defects. This does not mean that we are free of defects nor does it means that this lack of enthusiasm applies only to us. Tell me where is the Tajammu Party? Where is the Wafd Party? Non of them can do anything outside its headquarters.

       Do we then conclude that the alliance with the labor Party is a strategic choice that you cannot abandon?

        We have a mutual agreement with the Labor Party over the main principles. We are sticking to our commitment and we feel that they are also holding to their alliance with us. It is true that the political alliances are not permanent, but they see that the general circumstances in Egypt (in their Party and also those of the Brotherhood) render the welfare in the continuation of this alliance. 

      It has bee' said more than once that the liberal Party has abandoned the alliance. Is this the case?
       The leaders of the party declared some time ago that the alliance was due to the circumstance at the time and that the current circumstances have changed. Thus, the alliance is not valid anymore. This is their perspective and it is their right to see what they want. We have no objection to this.

       Nevertheless, I believe that all the opposition parties are in alliance on the minimum level concerning their demands. All of the parties whether Wafd, or even Tajammu or others are calling for honest and clean elections. This expresses the true will of the nation; not that of the dead. The dead are those whose votes get crammed in the election boxes, while the living voters often get stopped. All the parties demand the freedom of speech by putting an end to martial law, arrests and military trials. Therefore, there is a minimum agreement between the parties over their mutual demands.

       There are distinct differences between you and the Tajammu Party concerning basic principles in thought and belief. But we have noticed lately in the coordination committee between the parties people in the Muslim Brotherhood standing side by side people in the Tajammu Party. Is this a historical development taking place between the Brotherhood and the Tajammu?

       If you look back at the history of the Jama`ah you will find that it always holds fast to certain to certain principles. Should anyone else meet with it on the same principles then the Jama`ah does not object to that. I explained to you that there is a minimum agreement over the basic demands between all the parties. If a leftist says that he supports a law that insures the provision of basic guarantees for carrying out honest and true elections, will I object to this and say I disagree with you because you are a leftist? Of course not. This is illogic, and my religion does not accept this. As for the fact that he id asking for those demands with a different intention than mine, then this is between him and Allah. The same, of course, applies to me.

      If we both demand the end of the emergency law and military trials, then we are in the same trench. The Prophet (pbuh) said: "If I was invited to an alliance as that of Al-Fudul,1 would have answered"  he (pbuh) said this because the principles of the alliance – even though it was held at the time of Jahiliyah (before Islam) – conformed with the principles of Islam in supporting the oppressed and facing aggression. The Prophet (pbuh) always obeyed Allah. So, when the Prophet (pbuh) accepted something, it meant that it was legally acceptable as long as it was done with the intention of worshiping Allah.

      Considering that your disagreement with the Tajammu Party are those of thought, and differences with the Nasiri Party are historical and well known, do you believe that your relationship with them has witnessed some development lately?

       Again, we meet with other parties on the minimum level. This does not mean that we do not have our differences with them. They have their own outlook concerning the Brotherhood and their history, and the same goes for us, otherwise we would have merged into one party. Even the alliance is an agreement over certain principles but there are differences in some applications, details or even fundamentals.  

       Let us move to the question of the Islamic movements present in the country, e.g., the armed groups, the Salafi group, the group of Ansar As-Sunnah, Al-Jam`iyah Ash-shar`iyah. Could you spotlight your relationship with these powers?

       The Islamic movements in the country are divided into two main types: one calling for violence, and the other absence in politics. Our stance concerning the groups who call for violence is clear and we have explained it in detail more than once. Moreover, this is assured by the outcome of the investigations carried out throughout the past thirty or thirty five years in the cases of violence which prove that the Brotherhood has nothing to do with any act of violence and that they are against it. Therefore, we have no coordination with any movement that practices violence claiming that it is in accord with Islam. Moreover, we refuse to call groups Islamic movement that kill the innocent – such as what happened in luxury. We say clearly and frankly that we do not accept these groups and do not accept to have any kind of relation with them whether directly or indirectly.

      As for the Islamic movements which do not work with politics, they are participating in the great Islamic project and doing part of the Islamic work. They do not accept to have any cooperation with us, and we, in turn, do not force them. This does not mean that there is any dispute or hostility with them, even though the political situation does not allow us to participate in their gatherings. We do so to avoid causing them any embarrassment. At the same time we are not against them in the actions they do which conform with the rules of Islamic Shari`ah.

      Some people say that there is a kind of recession in the power of the Jama`ah and its ability to move in the society in the stage after the military trials. Do you really see any recession in your action?

      I cannot ignore the effect of depriving the Jama`ah of the efforts of more than seventy of the highly educated and active members and no body can ignore this. But it is a blessing from Allah that the Jama`ah still has those who can fill the space. When some members of the Jama`ah were arrested, Allah made it easy for us and so we nominated more people than any other party, except for the ruling party. They are well-known figures whose honesty and purity and purity are well-reputed.

      The matter has not been only restricted to the military trials. How many people have been arrested since 1995? How many organizations have been arrested since 1995? How many organizations have been dissolved and how many schools taken over by the government? The government's war with us is not over yet.

      You also have to remember that the stagnant political life in general affects the whole situation. Do you notice any reaction from political parties towards the acts of the Zionist enemy? When the massacre of Qana took place, only one demonstration took place in occupied Palestine. No reaction took place in Egypt or Syria other Arab countries were silent. The National Party itself do hold any demonstrations condemning what is happening in Jerusalem and the Judaizing process which is taking place. 
       What are the reasons?

        The government does not allow this. You cannot express your opinion, and if you go out in the streets you will be met with bullets. People will get killed and the prison camps will be wide open. We are living in a state of emergency. Even the official parties cannot take any action.

      So, if you say that the popular movement of the Brotherhood is retreating. What about the other parties? Why didn't the National Party hold any public activities that would make the Zionist enemy feel that is popular condemnation of its activities. It is not a matter of the Brotherhood only, for there is a complete paralysis in the general popular movements all over the country.                              
3 – Braking – away from the Brotherhood

      The history of the Jama`ah has witnessed several spits which started in the forties, then witnessed in the fifties and nineties. The sequence of events is almost the same as the factions emerge in a stormy manner and the calm down. The Jama`ah keeps its unity up until now. We also notice that the method of the Jama`ah in dealing with factions has not changed over time. In you opinion, what are the circumstances of the break-away factions?  

      It is natural in any organization or party that has been established over a long period of time – during it faces crises – to encounter differences of opinion between its members. Sometimes, there is harmony between people and at other times there are conflicts and disagreements.
       If we look at Wafd Party, we find that it started in 1919 with Sa`ad Zaghlil, `Abdul `Aziz Pasha Fahmi and sha`rawi Pasha. Sha`rawi and `Abdul `Aziz Pasha Fahmi left the party and sa`ad Zaghlul remained. Then a group of its members broke away and founded the Constitutional Liberal Party. Subsequently, Isma`il Sidqi broke away and founded the People's Party. Ahmad Mshir and An-Nuqrashi Pasha who were prominent personalities in the Wafd Party founded Sa`diyeen Party. Makram `Abid who was the spokesman of Wafd Party broke away and formed the Wafd Bloc. As time goes by, these things happen because there must be differences of opinion. Settling disputes between people requires accepting the other's point of view. There should be a way which adopts mutual consultation (Shura) as a principle to settle differences. If all people have the same fingerprints, opinions and outlook, there will no be Shura which integrates opinions.

      We have to remember that each individual looks at the matter from his own side and Shura creates this integration between the different views. If we succeed in discussing opinions in a friendly atmosphere and trusting each other, then Shura will create this kind of integration. There will, however, be differences in perspectives that allow thinking and contemplation. If every difference of opinion leads to everybody's holding on to own point of view, there will be no Jama`ah or political party. What is required in such a case is that the difference of opinion should be settled in a certain way which is most probably done by voting.

       Do you see that the break-away factions are related to crises that the Jama`ah faces in its relation with the consecutive governments?

     Always at times of crises people hardship, and some do not have enough patience to forbear them. Some may think that they can fulfill their objectives by using different means, and some may not tolerate the crises and start accusing the others that they are the cause of the hardship. But when the Jama`ah or political party is its best, it does not become affected by those splits and the body of the Jama`ah remains intact and strong. They will also have confidence in the committees which study the subject from its different points of view and transfer it to the leadership that decides the final settlement in a civilized legal manner resorting to Shura for the final decision.

       What is your methodology in dealing with the break-away members after they have taken their decision?

       We have a basic rule : We cooperate in what we agree and excuse each in what we differ. This is our custom within the Jama`ah. As for those outside the Jama`ah, we stick to the Islamic behavior and do not defame or create hostilities with anybody. We still have to answer some of the accusations directed towards us, but we do not want to be associated with controversy because we direct out efforts towards the Islamic Da`wah. Involving ourselves in disputes and controversies wastes time.
4-Politics and Participation in Power

      Some people believe that the Brotherhood participate in political activities at the expense of the Da`wah. What is your comment on this?

      It is on the contrary. Our first effort is directed to torbiyah (spiritual, moral and knowledge training) and raising the individual in accordance with Islam. Sometimes, the political work is more apparent than other activities, but this is the nature of political work. Nevertheless, there are certain political aspects which have great importance like public freedom, for example, which is vital to the life of Da`wah and political parties. If the country is controlled with emergency and martial laws, it would naturally restrict the activies of the Da`wah and the Du`ah (people participating in the Da`wah). Incidently, freedom is one of the basic principles of Islamic belief and it is part of Da`wah work in the first place.

       We want to differentiate between two matters. There are issues in which there are explicit and strict rules in Shari`ah which Allah orders us to apply to and adhere to. If we find that the authority is not applying these rules and judgments of Shari`ah, then its our duty to ask the government to apply them. Some people erroneously think that this is a matter of politics while we believe that it is a matter of Da`wah.

       The second matter is related to enjoining the tight (Ma`ruf) and forbidding the wrong (Munkar). It relates to welfare of Muslims such as looking after the poor and weak and calling for social solidarity. These are some of the principles of Islam. So if we talk about this it is really considered part of the Islamic Shari`ah.

       It seems that the prevalence of Western concepts caused this confusion because people before did not use to differentiate between matters in such a way by saying this political and this is apolitical. We as Muslims do not have this concept.

Nevertheless, this does not mean that we abandon our main mission which is spreading the Islamic way of life and acquainting people with them.

       Some people accuse the Brotherhood of giving too much attention to torbiyah at the expense of political work. How do you reply to this?

        This proves that there are relative matters towards which people differ in their points of view, and what is required is striking a balance between different points of view.

      It has been proven that the Brotherhood did not participate in any violent action. But some people believe that there are terms which the Jama`ah includes in its intellectual address that reflects the existence of violence as part the Brotherhood's ideology – if not now be in the future. They words like tam kin (empowering) confrontation, what is your comment?
        When we say tamkin what is to be taken into consideration is the means. What are the means that we are suggesting? We suggest that this is done through Da`wah, persuading and understanding,

"Invite to the way of thy lord with wisdom and beautiful preaching: and argue with them in ways that are best."                   (An-Nahl: 125)

Is tamkin rejected this way? As a matter of fact the states adopt comprehensive systems consider anyone who does not totally submit to its will is an enemy of the nation, and try hard to defame him and spoil his reputation. On the other hand in the countries that adopt multi-party systems, people say what they think freely. There, they differentiate between the government and the state do not consider every opposition to the government as a destruction directed towards the body of the state.
       You always announce that you are abiding by the democratic way in exchanging  the authority, while the government insists on not accepting this democratic way. This means that peaceful means of reformation are not available. Would this push you to changing your perspective towards the peaceful way in reformation?

       We ask for a multi-party system, honest elections and applying the principle of exchanging power in the right way. These are our principles, and when this is not possible there will be no democracy or exchange of power.
       What are alternatives in front of you?

        The only choices and alternatives we have are patience and perseverance in our demands. Perhaps Allah will change matters for the best.

       What is your role in raising awareness of the people?

        We direct our efforts to the people and try to spread awareness among them, but the government is preventing access to people by putting restrictions on media and political activities in general. They only allow a small number of newspapers of limited effect and distribution which only meant to be as a decoration.

Getting to power is it an objective or one of the means?

       Power is only one of the means and not an objective in itself; otherwise it will mean that getting to power is meant for personal welfare which precedes the welfare of the country. In Islam. Power is not given to the one who asks for it and that is a well established principle. But if one is truing to get to power to apply the Shari`ah of Allah, and not for a personal objective. Then he is required to do so. How can any party in the world apply the principles he is calling for? Someone must get to power to apply those principles.

     When some people find that political channels are blocked, they say it is enough to practice direct Da`wah and leave the political work aside. What is your opinion?

       The political work is included as a part of the rules of Shari`ah, and you cannot separate between them unless one is content to take part in certain fields of the Islamic work while believing in Islam is a comprehensive system.

       Some people feel that the Islamic movement should move away from political activities and try to change the individuals in the society so that some of them will reach certain positions enabling them to change things automatically. What is your opinion?

       We are already doing that, but without leaving political work aside. If you did not do so, you would be building while someone else is demolishing. If you direct you activities to people through your limited channels, then the TV destroys all what you are doing. How can you leave such a system to destroy peoples morals and break everything you are building without enjoining the right (Ma`ruf) and forbidding the wrong (Munkar)? How do you leave all the media systems enjoining the Munkar and forbidding the Ma`ruf without rejecting this upside down position and without announcing this rejection? Does it conform with the Shari`ah to keep quiet while expressing your opinion? Would that be considered a political or a religious act?

       The Jama`ah announces that it is holding on to the democratic concepts as a way of getting to power, but the government and some other parties are suspicious at this notion and say that holding on to these concepts is not a matter of principle but rather is considered for the Brotherhood as a means of getting to power and then to abolish the democratic system. What is your comment?

       What do they have to do with democracy? Are they ruling us with democracy? They are the country with oppressive means, so what can they say? This is the excuse of all dictators in the past and present.

      "Said the chiefs of Pharaoh's people: Wilt thou leave Mo-ses and his people to spread mischief in the land"              (Al- A`raf: 127)
      So, it is natural to claim that Moses came to spread mischief. The Pharaoh's answer was ready,

"He (Pharaoh) said, Their male children will we slay; (only) their females will we save alive; and we have over them (power) irresistible."
                                                          (Al-A`raf:127)

      The Glorious Qur'an refers to the following dialogue between Ibrahim (pbuh) and his people, saying,

     "they said, Art thou the one that did this our god, O Ibrahim? He said, Nay, this was done by this the biggest one! Ask them, if they can.' So they turned to them selves and said, Surely ye are the ones in wrong! Then were they confounded with shame: (they said,) Thou Know-est. full well that these (idols) do not speak! (Ibrahim) said, Do ye then worship, besides Allah, things that can neither be of any good to you nor do you harm? Fie upon you, and upon the things ye worship besides Allah! Have no sense? They said, Burn him and protect your gods, if ye do (anything at all)"

                                   (Al-Anbiya: 62: 68)

     Therefore, there is no true desire in faith or getting to the truth. it is only a matter of argument to fulfill arrogance and mischief. 
     What is your point of view of the Brotherhood's participation in power in Egypt or elsewhere?

       How can we speak about getting to power while the Brotherhood are still in prison camps? Besides, with whom will we share power? It is a matter of one person ruling and the rest implementing! Who will really accept the participation of others?

     But is participation as a principle rejected I the first place?

       We talk about the principle when there is a possibility, but if the government rules in whatever way it likes, how van we participate?

       Some people say that the Islamists should not take part in secular governments in order not to bear its mistakes? What is your comment on this?

      Basically, we do not participate with any government except the Islamic ones which apply the rules of Shari`ah. But every new situation has its own circumstances, and necessity knows no law. For example in India, the Muslims cannot rule, so if the Muslims say we not going to participate in the ruling of the state, the Hindus will be extremely happy and the Muslims will be eliminated. But if some of the Muslims take a degree of power to protect their welfare, should we them that they have participated in a non-Islamic government which is not ruling with Allah's Shari`ah"?

     What about the case of Lebanon. Half of the Lebanese are Marinates and Orthodox Christian, and the Muslims cannot ask for the state to be ruled by Shari`ah. Shall we tell them not others will govern and take control of the army, and Muslims will be abolished.

      This should not be discussed in a press speech, but it should be studied through proper documented research. We should not participate in a government that does not rule according to the Shari`ah, as but as we said already that necessity knows no law, and necessity, in turn, is estimated according to its needs and limits.

      Do you believe that the participation of the Brotherhood in the Algerian government is a necessity? 

     This is for the Algerian people to estimate. 
      And in Jordan?

      In Jordan the Brotherhood only participated once when the state was facing the Jewish threat during the Gulf crisis. The found that there is a necessity to participate. Apart from that, they did not share in governing. For example, if in occupied Palestine they give the Muslims control of the religious courts, which is part of the legal matters in Islam, will they refuse? If they are given the chance to rule according to Allah's shari`ah in that part, then it is obligatory for them to accept.
      In brief, we are asking that rule is only for Allah, and that the Muslims should not rule except according to Allah's Shari`ah which is the only reference for Muslims to resort to. It is a matter of principle, therefore we do not participate in any ruling power that does not rule according to Allah's Shari`ah. But if necessary circumstances arises, then will review our stance.
       Following the Turkish experience with the welfare party, what is your view of this experience?

      Everyone knows his circumstances better. There is a difference between people in estimating different matters and making decisions about it. Some people might say that if the welfare Party remained away from power as an opposition party, this would have been better. Others might say otherwise. As for myself, I am here, far from those events, and no matter how much information I get, will not be half of what Arbikan and his party had when he decided to participate in power. They are exerting their efforts. We ask Allah to guide us all to the right path and to grant us success.

     Are you ready to form a political party to but forward to the Parties' Committee and are there any practical measures to be taken?

       This issue of forming a party for the Brotherhood was decided in 1948. we have asked for it several times, but the President declared more then once that he would never allow us to form a political party. Therefore, it is suitable to take nay practical steps when the outcome is well Known, otherwise it will be lacking common sense. A Muslim is a wise person who should realize the proper time and proper measures to be taken for any future step.

       No doubt, since the formation of the Brotherhood, there have been many programs and with their clear principles which are included in their tracts and literature. All are issued by the intellectuals and writers of the Jama`ah in different political, social and economic circumstances. Moreover, the Da`wlah of the Brotherhood is based on reviving the fundaments and basics of Islam over which there are no disputes, and so they are taken as a reference for the state and the society. As for the matters over which there are conflicts and the knowledge produced by human civilization, it is considered as part of the Prophet saying.

"Concerning the matters of your world life, you know better (than me)"

     Do you see that the lack of a legal frame through which your Jama`ah can move is an obstacle?

      Of course! When you are deprived of your legal status and you are looked upon as an outlawed association, then it is a matter which makes people look at us with apprehension, and induces the security forces to take measures against us which associate us outlaws. When they decided to carry the elections using the party's list system, we were eliminated from the elections as we did not have a legal party. But we did participate in the elections, once on the list of the Wafd Party, and once through the Islamic Alliance (the labor and the Liberals). Moreover, we can not issue a newspaper and if we want to hold a general meeting, what name would it be under? Any gathering of our members will be considered as an illegal one, so it is obvious that this is intentional, and meant to weaken our movement and restrict our abilities.

       President Sadat offered the Brotherhood to form a charity organization but the Brotherhood refused the idea at the time. What were the motives?

       It is true that President Sadat offered us to form a charity organization affiliated to the ministry of Social Affairs, which meant that minister would have controlled the formation of the administrative board and dissolve it at anytime, then form another. In addition, charity organizations announce that they do not participate in Politics with their purpose confined to certain matters. As a consequence, it is not to participate in any public matters related to the state. It was only natural that the Brotherhood rejected the confinement of the Jama`ah as a charity organization.

       Arbikan suggested the idea of the Muslim Nations Organization as being a more contemporary concept of the Islamic Caliphate. What is your opinion?

      We already have the General conference of the Islamic Conference Organization, but where is the efficiency ? the same goes for the Arab League. Where is its role and effect? The important thing is the efficiency of the system and its ability to move, work and delop.

5: the Harvest of 70 years

Seventy Years has padded since the foundation of the Muslim Brotherhood. Do you feel that those years have left an impression on the current situation? And, are you satisfied with your achievement throughout this period of time?

     We do not believe that there is better than what has been achieved or feel that we are the most ideal example that is unscratched. This would be wrong, and the Prophet (pbuh) said, 

"All the sons of Adam are prone to mistakes and the best of them are the ones who repent."

     But there is a difference between mistakes and sins, where there is  the one who commits mistakes while he is striving hard and the one who deliberately commits mistakes and sins. In the Glorious Qur'an, Allah, Most High, says,

"If yo (but) eschew the most heinous of the things which ye are forbidden to do, we shall remit Your evil deeds, and admit you to a Gate of great honor"

                                  (An-Nisa': 31)
      So, we do not claim that we are perfect. And if we believe so, then we will fail and fall into what is prohibited. On the other hand, we do not underestimate our efforts and if we do so, then that becomes another great mistake. Some say, "You have not come to power" However, we say, " The great building that we want to build is not easy to make, and the enemies are around us from all sides – internally and externally – of uncountable numbers."

      The Da`wah of the Brotherhood started in 1928 with five persons in Ismailiyah, which was almost a foreign colony – Then , we should ask. "where is the Da`wah of the Brotherhood now? It is all over the world, existing in great numbers, and has become the main concern of the enemies of the Muslim Ummah. Nothing worries them but the Brotherhood. If our Da`wah is weak or ineffective then why should the rulers fear it? Why do they cancel elections in the syndicates besides the general ones? There is no reason except that they know the results, which are known everywhere. For example, in Jordan the most effective power is Jabhat Al-`Amal Al-Islami (the Islamic front), In Yemen, the Islah (reformation) Party has a strong role in the country. In Malaysia, the Bas Party governs one of the regions. In Turkey, the welfare Party, whose ideology is said to meet with the ideologies of the Brotherhood, is the main concern of the army. Wherever you go, you find that the Da`wah is there, widespread and effective as the whole world awaits their failure and termination. Allah willing, they will not succeed.

      What will be the image of the Muslim world, in Your opinion, without the Islamic movement?

      None of the ideologies of Marx, Lenin, Trotsky or Ataturk will support the Muslim world. Islam is not anybody's religion, it is the religion of Allah, and this is the Da`wah of Allah, Who  says,

"we have, without doubt, sent down the message; and We will assuredly guard it (from corruption)

                                                 (Al-Hijr: 9)

       It is a lasting ongoing Da`wah since Allah sent his first Prophet.

      What are the most important achievements of the Jama`ah over the seventy years?

      If you go back to the situation of Muslims before the emergence of the call of the Brotherhood, you will find that they were in a state of indolence and misunderstanding of the true Islam. If you look at their condition now, you would find a stark difference between those people who are unaware of the reality around them and the facts of their religion, and the followers of the Islamic movement who have good understanding, knowledge and awareness of Islam and the existing reality. This spirit that has widely spread in the Islamic world cannot be denied by anybody. The Jama`ah revived the positive spirit in the hearts of the Ummah, spread the awareness and the Islamic culture, and practically participated in the battles of liberation and war in Palestine.

        Th Jama`ah started with the thought and tracts of Imam Al-Banna, and up till now are following the same thought and methodology. Do you see that the ideologies of Imam Al-Banna are still valid for this time?

      First of all these are not personal opinions of Imam hasan Al-Banna. He only drew the attention of the Muslims to what the Qur'an and Sunnah asked to do, and what the scholars of the Ummah said. He deduced from all of this the arrangements and plans that suits time. The fixed concepts cannot be changed. We are required to take from the Qur'an. Refer to it all our affairs, understand it, and obey its commands. These are rules and principles which are beyond the scope of this study. There are other issues which Imam Al-Banna studied and had his own interpretations which suited his time. We do the same to find what suits our time.

       Some people say that the concept of absolute obedience deprived the Jama`ah form intellectual leaders and encouraged some intellectuals and thinkers to leave it.

      When the Jama`ah was founded it had two sectors: the general as well as the private. What we mean by the private sector is the private system which was armed because at that time we had around seventy thousand soldiers occupying our country. It is only natural that the resistance was kept secret as it is well known that the military affairs require absolute obedience systems. Some people exaggerated the matters and generalized the rules which were specific to the private system and to the whole Jama`ah. It had its own constituent board which elected the "Central Office of Guidance". The Shu`ab (branches) of the Brotherhood were present at the time and they used to carry out elections for the head of the branch or district, but they spoiled the image through generalization. We called for absolute obedience and we are still saying this, only in the right way. In other words, if the matter was finally settled through Islamic Shura (mutual consultation), then there should be absolute obedience for a decision taken through Shura. If the majority voted for a certain decision then absolute obedience is compulsory.

       Some people say that the Jama`ah does not have a Shura system to produce leaders. What is your opinion?

       Those who continuously talk about this very well that as far as the state is concerned, we do not have a recognizable legal body. They want us to talk about issues which signify that we are disobeying the law and that we have systems or that we are defying the state.

      So those who highlight these issues are being sneaky. They want to stimulate us to talk, then stir the state against us. What if we say that we have Shura and so on? Would the state keep quite about it? They say we are a dissolved Jama`ah, how can we then have a council made up of hundreds with administrative work and decisions? Definitely such people mean to cause a confrontation between the government and the Jama`ah.

       Rather than wasting their time in this if they really believe in human rights, dignity and democracy, they must exert all their efforts in asking for this everybody. But, they are wicked. They do not want any real freedom as most of them are Marxists who only believe in two principles: first, the dictatorship of the working class which shrinks to produce one dictator; and second to try hard to stir up riots within the society, which is well known. They are materialists and atheists who do not believe in a god or a home. The communist movement in Egypt was created by the Zionists.

       Do you find that the defeated Marxists are now, after the fall of their principles, devoted to fight the Islamic movement?

      They were devoted from the beginning. There is nothing in front of them, behind them, or to their right or their left, except their enmity towards Allah and religion. In Egypt, most of people are Muslims. Islam is a comprehensive religion which includes creed, morals, and shari`ah. All are against their principles, they are now fighting us. The Muslims do not accept them, and totally reject them, so they show their grudge through these practices. Allah, Most High, says in the Glorious Qur'an, 

"Nor will they cease fighting you until they turn you back from your faith."

                                                   (Al-Baqarah: 217)

 " When Our Clear Signs are rehearsed to them, thou wit notice a denial on the faces of the unbelievers! They neatly attack with violence those who rehearse Our Signs to them"

                                                     (Al-Hajj: 72)

so this is their case.
        Women's role in Da`wah and political work is still limited and weak. What are your efforts in this direction? 

       The whole of Egypt is going through a stagnant stage- men and women. No on is working until he is following the ruling system. As for the popular movements, they are generally tied up. If everything is violated like personal freedom and honor, then anyone walking in the street is subject to be arrested. We even heard of threats to arrest women. There are people who set forth with misleading questions. For example, when we were in the Parliament, some people used to cry, "where are the Islamic laws? Why didn't you do this? Why did you do that? Why did you do that? As if thirty six out of four hundreds and fifty members in the Parliament would change the face of the country! If I can establish a law, then I should one of the majority and not of the opposition. That is how misleading questions are set forward and they are being used to distort to distort our image.

      As for the principles, they are fixed legal principles of Shari`ah, and we have often talked this. We have books all over the world declaring these principles, and some of the researchers who are studying the Brotherhood are using them. These are documents which assure our support and positive outlook towards women's role and we have pride in these documents as they represent Islamic principles.
6: Islam is the only solution

      During elections and all public activities, you used the slogan "Islam is the only solution" Some people see that this slogan is elastic, vague and non-representative of a practical program. What is your comment?

        First we should understand what the Brotherhood are calling for? Before the British occupation, Egypt only had a constitution according to the Qur'an and the Islamic Shari`ah. The only courts it had were according to the Shari`ah courts (administrating justice on the basis of Shari`ah), and it deduced its laws from the Qur'an and Sunnah. Islam was then the main reference of the state. This does not mean a lack of laws regulating certain issues. They did not the fixed principles of Shari`ah. These laws were considered part of the public interest.

        When the British occupied our country. They knew that our reference was Islam. Therefore, as soon as they occupied us in September 1882, they brought the French civil and criminal laws which were translated and printed in Egypt by July 1883. they formed courts limited to Egyptian nationals, banks that acknowledged accumulative interest, founded the economic system based on interest, and canceled the Shari`ah as law and constitution of the country Furthermore, they started to form the primary schools according to their system. We do not object to having modern schools, but the occupation formed schools in which graduates knew nothing about Islam and knowing only how to obey the orders of his foreign boss.

The national movement interacted with the religious movement and everybody looked forward – in the hope of getting our freedom and independence – to Egypt returning to the rules of Islamic Shari`ah. This is what Hasan Al-Banna called for when he formed the Muslim Brotherhood.

       We ask for a basic demand which is "Islam is the only solution" This is to allow Egypt to be settled, for its people to enjoy security, a strong social structure, and a proper economic system. All of this must be based on the Islamic creed, morals and Shari`ah therefore, "Islam is the only solution" and the only reference.

      "whatever it be wherein ye differ, the decision thereof is with Allah: such is Allah my lord"

                                                   (Ash-Shura: 10)

"We have sent down to thee the book in truth, that thou mightiest judge between people by that which Allah has shown thee"

                                                    (An-Nisa: 105)

"The answer of the believers, when summoned to Allah and His Messenger, in order that he judge between them, is no other than this : they say, "we hear and we obey;"

                                                         (An-Hur:51)

"But no, by your Lord, they can have no (real) Faith, until they make thee (O Muhammad) Judge in all disputes between them, and find in their souls no resistance against thy decisions, and accept them with fullest convection."

                                                       (An-Nisa':65)

"If any do fail to judge by what Allah hath revealed, they are those who rebel"

                                                       (Al-Ma'idah:47)

"To thee we have sent the Scripture in truth, confirming the scripture that came before it, and guarding it in safety: So judge between them by what Allah hath revealed, and follow on their vain desires, diverging from the Truth that hath come to thee. To each among you have we prescribed a law and an open way. If Allah had so willed, he would have made you a single people, but (His plan is) to test you in what He hath given you: so strive as in a race in all virtues."
                                                        (Al-Ma'idah: 48)

"And this (he commands) Judge thou between them by what Allah hath revealed, and follow not their vain desire, but beware of them lest they beguile thee from any of that (teaching) which Allah hath sent down thee."                     (Al-Ma'idah: 49)

      This is the basic rule. The Muslim lives in this world considering that it is only a passage, that his final destination will be – no doubt – to Allah, that the Hereafter is the eternal life, and that his belief in Allah and the Hereafter form the basic principles of his life. He should also obey the rules of the religion that was revealed by Allah who commands that we follow him in order to gain happiness in this worldly life. Allah will be pleased with him in the Hereafter. Whoever does not believe in this religion, no matter what he does in his life, his destiny will be Hell. In this context, Allah, Most High, proclaims,

"And we shall turn to whatever deeds they did (in this life), and we shall make such deeds as floating dust scattered about."        (Al-Furqan: 23)
"Say: Shall we tell you of those who lose most in respect of their deeds? Those whose efforts have been wasted in this life, while they thought that they were acquiring good by their works? They are those who deny the Signs of their Lord and the fact of their having to meet Him (in the Hereafter) : vain will be their works, nor shall we, on the Day of Judgement, give them any weight,"

                                                   (Al-Kahf: 103:105)
       Allah, Most High, revealed this Qur'an with Justice to Judge between people with the truth. No strong person should oppress the weak, no leader should transgress people, and no poor should be lost among the rich.

      They do want us to be involved in this issue of faith and religion, and instead have us wondering whether we should plant onions or cotton! This is not our problem. Our main concern is to worship Allah, believe that Islam is a religion and that the Hereafter is the eternal life. This does not mean that we should neglect this life. On the contrary, we should work to be leaders of nations in science and technology, emanating from our Islamic principles. I want to set a question: If I put a detailed economic program and gave it to the government, what will they do with it? It will be put in the bottom drawer. Can I present it to people and try to convince them with it? How can I do that when I do not possess any channel of media to contact people.

       We have no access to the information sources relevant to the current issues. We do not Know the truth of what is happening in the privatization projects: to whom are we selling, how much are we selling for and who is buying and who is buying and how? Also, we only hear about the Toshki project, but we do not know the reality of it. What is the source of money spent on that project? Even those who ask in the parliament about the financial sources of Toshki, they tell him they are not included in the budget. How? We do not know. Is there a country which has financial sources outside the budget?

       What I want to say is that they are fooling people with misleading questions. They only want arguments to cover up facts, while leaving out the main principles and talking about the side issues. Instead of joining us in demanding the government to set up an honest elections, they are directing their accusations and insults towards us!

7: The Experience of professional Syndicates

      During the eighties and the beginning of the nineties, the Brotherhood went through the experience of the professional syndicates. What is your comment on this experience?

      Ht was a good experience with more positive than negative aspects. There is no work that is completely perfect, but as long as there is something being done, negative aspect will surface. Some people accept it and others reject it. This is the way of Allah in this life. This experience was quite a significant and prominent one. Those who were involved were professionals who led the country and the political movement with great efficiency as it was a national movement. Some people want to accuse the Brotherhood that they turned the syndicates into party work, which is true because the public projects which benefited the members of those syndicates are clear for all to see. Also, the other activities were national activities, but the government opposed those syndicates because they wanted to relase those in chains.

      Therefore the positive aspects were not limited to the Brotherhood, but included the political, public and union work in general. Where were those syndicates before the Brotherhood took over on all the levels, whether national, professional or by the services provided? When the Brotherhood took over, there were research projects and study opportunities for the members, but the political work was the activity which naturally floated on the surface.
       Some people blame the Brotherhood because they took over the syndicates work with the intention of being the majority and not sharing. In other words, they got all the seats in the syndicate boards not giving the chance for other political movements to share the work?

        When Tony Blair succeeded in the elections and wanted to form a government, did he employ any of the conservatives, or was it all from the Labor Party? Democratic life is based on the fact that you elect and choose, and the ones who get chosen are the decision makers. Now, the question is: where the Brotherhood employed by anyone in the syndicates? Where the elections rigged? If the voters select a certain group of people, then they should be in charge of the job. As for crying over not being represented in the syndicate, these are crocodiles tears. What if they were elected by the voters?

       Nevertheless in the lawyers syndicate, the leader was not from the Brotherhood. Also the members of the Brotherhood in the board were 12 out of 25 members. If they said that there was a difference of opinion between the Brotherhood in the lawyers syndicate, than what about the engineers' syndicate? There were no differences among them, and if there were, it is only natural. Why then is the syndicate board formed of 15 members or more? The objective is to have more than one point of view, but the final decision is for the majority according to the rules. It is not required that the decisions are all taken by a unanimous agreement. It is left to the voters who refuse to re-elect those who did not do their job properly, and place their confidence in the ones they believe are better.

       This is how Shura and democracy works. As for the speculation that the syndicates' board are formed of the Brotherhood, it is contradictory to the truth because the voters are those who choose this board, and if the others want to form a majority in the board, then they should turn to the voters themselves.

      We heard that there is a tendency for the Brotherhood to have a symbolic representation in the syndicates' boards in the coming stage?

       This is a matter that concerns Brotherhood members of the syndicates and I have nothing to do with it. But it is possible that takes place. It could be just stirring things as the syndicates have been paralyzed and most of them, or even the most important, are under (judicial) superintendence. The superintendence has nothing to do with the profession or its members. There have been a lot complaints about wasting millions which were seized by force from the syndicates at that time. In the case of elections in the future, the Brotherhood will again form the majority, but if some see that the legal policy requires that everybody should participate in the syndicates' boards as a try to restore the role of the syndicates, this does not mean that we intend to abandon our principles. This is what I believe through in this subject. I think the syndicate members themselves have the full answer to this as they have the experience and perspective, and they represent themselves.

        Some developments took place in the case of the lawyers syndicate and it may be the first time that the government sends any of the Brotherhood to the prosecutor of the public treasury. Do you feel that there are political reasons behind this? And is your perspective for the development of the situation?

      As for it being a political act in first place, there is no doubt about this. The prosecution was based on remarks given by the Central Board of Accountancy in 1993 and 1995. I wonder why they kept quite about it until the lawyers wanted to end the superintendence and strengthen the elections? Why was it only the board of the Brotherhood that was prosecuted, while the earlier boards were not, even though the Central Board of  Accountancy produced reports with several remarks in other years and other associations? Where are those reports? Why do they concentrate on certain people?

       We support the truth so that it prevails. Even if someone is at fault, we support his punishment. But where is the truth when the interference between the authorities and the Central Board of Accountancy is affiliated to the republic presidency and the administration of the illegal earning is affiliated to the ministry of justice? The interference between the judicial affairs and involving the jurisdiction in the superintendence issue and other things only cause arguments. As for what is taking place at the moment, when there is a dispute between the board members of the syndicate, and instead of settling this conflict inside the syndicate referring to its rules and boards, they revert to imposing the surveillance on the syndicate. This is a disgraceful matter, as it makes the administrative board of the syndicate redundant. What should be done is to withdraw the confidence given to the board and allow a new election to take place. The voters will either renew their confidence in the boards or replace it with another one.

       I believe that the verdict issued by the court of administrative jurisdiction assured that the superintendence is invalid and non-existent and that such administrations (the syndicates) should not be put under superintendence. But we still hear people saying that they have been preparing lists of voter for the past three or four year. This is ridiculous and unacceptable.

      If a conflict takes place at the general lawyers syndicate, what is the business of the other branches of the syndicate at the other governorates? It is clear that they mean to paralyze the syndicate activity and the general public work whether in the syndicates or elsewhere. There is nothing called elections now in Egypt. Mayors, sheikhs, deans, rectors of universities, and even the Shura Council 

all are appointed.

8: the Copts

      The case of the Copts is facing a lot of criticism at the moment. What is your stance in the Copts' case and what would be their position in a government formed by the Brotherhood?
       We have said more then once over the past seventy years, the same basic principle that the Brotherhood adopts, and no deviation from that principle has taken place. We consider that the Copts are citizens exactly like the Muslims. They have the same right and obligations as us. But there are certain points associated with the belief. Which are exceptions. I cannot, for example, appoint a priest as an Imam of a mosque or a Muslim as a priest in a church. I cannot permit a non-Muslim  to marry a Muslim or a Muslim do that for a Coptic person. As for general human rights, Islam has granted this for Muslims and non-Muslims. Since the formation of the Jama`ah up till now,, from the time of Imam Hasan Al-Banna until the time of Mustafa Mashhour, there has been no deviation from this principle, and have good relations with them.     

      If any people are stirring-up problems, this is a political problem which may be related to the role of America. If there are Muslim extremists, there are Coptic extremists. Some Copts spoke to me about their problems, so I told them that there is no country which does not have problems, and while the Copts have problems in Egypt, Muslims have their own problems. The most important thing is that there are no laws to differentiate between them, or prevent any from practicing his rights.

      But if there is an individual or an organization which is opposing this role, then we should try to reform and correct the situation.

       They asked me about the problems concerning building churches, so I said that no sensible person can allow things to be left without organization, this means that the hooligans would kill each other. So if the current law or the new legal proceedings are not suitable for our time, then a new law should be issued to make things simpler and fulfill the required interest. We should also remember that the houses of worship are not built for pride or conspiracy, but to meet people's needs. If there is a need to build a house of worship in a certain area, then it should be built. Generally speaking, any building whether a mosque or otherwise, needs a license. Things cannot be left loose with no order or control.

       They also talked about the representation of the Copts in parliament, and I told them that it is due to the absence of political freedom. But, we say that as a principle there should be representation of Copts in all the parliaments. Sa for how this should be fulfilled, this is another study. The basic principle is that they are represented in a suitable and effective manner, and that they should be involved in discussing the matter, asked for their opinion and finally accept the outcome of the discussions.

       It is not sensible to neglect several million Christians who have shared in the foundation of the modern since 1919. there is no rule in the Shari`ah that stops them from taking their rights.

9: Problems of the Muslim World

      what is your stance concerning the conflict between the Islamic resistance movement "Hamas" and the Palestinian authority?

       Our stance is clear, and the events assure that it is right. Reaching a solution to the problem through negotiations is only a fantasy which is fruitless and has no support from the reality of the situation. It would only lead to one submission following another. We wish that Yasir `Arafat had remained the fighter he was, and stand hand in hand in the same ditch with Hamas, instead of being an element of its destruction, and at the same time helping the Jews to destroy the real struggle.

       Hamas carries out several martyrdom operations in the occupied land, and sometimes civilians get hurt. The Brotherhood views those operations as different from those taking place in Egypt where some civilians may also ret hurt. What is your comment?

       This is totally different. What is happening in Palestine is martyrdom operations which were approved by all the scholars including the present Sheikh of Al-Azhar.

       What is your future outlook towards the Palestinian problem in view of the obstinate stance of the Jews?

       The future of all the Muslims needs serious work and hard struggle because we are threatened with extermination. We see clearly the enmity of the United States and the west towards Islam and Muslims, and the cruel way they treat us, in terms of terrorism, killing, destruction, etc. Anyone can see this fact and be assured of it.

      Do you believe that there is an American and Zionist role in fighting the Brotherhood in particular?

       Not only the Brotherhood, but Islam and Muslims in general.         
     The Brotherhood exerted extensive efforts in the Bosnian case, and now there is another struggle in Kosova. The efforts of the Jama`ah in this case is much less than that of Bosnia. What is your comment?

       The whole Muslim was different during the Bosnian case – not only the Brotherhood. And before that was vital and full of energy. As for now for the governments in the Muslim world impeded the Islamic enthusiasm and maybe what supported this was the violent action that took place by some of those who fought in Afghanistan. The situation is different now in the Arabic and Islamic world because of the obstacles put by the governments on the people. For example was allowed before to collect donations, but now the government has this activity.

        What is the stance of the Brotherhood concerning the Kashmir problem?

       The truth is clear hear. The United Nations' resolutions concerning this case demands a referendum, although India refuses. No referendum has been carried out up till now.
       What is your stance concerning the call for the economic boycott of Israel and the United States?

     We definitely hope for the boycott to take place, but for this call to succeed it must be backed by a strong authority and it needs enormous publicity. Unfortunately, the popular movement in Egypt now is paralyzed and we do not have the media means to take over this role 

       Do you think then that an economic boycott is fruitless?

       No ! We should do our utmost to achieve our goal as much as possible. There is a committee formed of different parties which work on resisting the normalization of the relations with Israel, and consequently resisting the foreign goods of the countries supporting the Zionists. 

       I would like to assure that our people naturally reject the normalization with Israel.

        American domination has reached the stage of arrogance. What, in your perspective, is the way to get over this?

       We will get over this crisis and overcome this situation when we believe in our religion, have dignity and freedom, and when public power supports the state and the state supports it. It must be a power that the state trusts and leans on. This would have a powerful effect.

       We want to start with ourselves, the committed Muslims, who follow the teachings of his religion, who refuses to buy Israeli goods in the view that they are his enemies, and with American goods in the view that the Americans support his enemies, and so on. The educated person who is well aware of his religion and his responsibility before Allah will exert a lot of effort and fulfill the required purpose without the need of propaganda or otherwise.

        We need to start with ourselves, and bring up the coming generations in the correct, sound way. We must teach them to have dignity and feel that they have a responsibility in life which is the real beginning.

         Then the Brotherhood have a role raising awareness in the people with these dangers?

       If it was not so, this war would not have broken out against us from all directions.

10: Economic Laws

       Privatization is in full swing, and the Brotherhood have their own clear stance about the individual's right to ownership. Does this mean that you support the government in its move towards privatization?

       There is a difference between the principle and the actual application. One of the principles that we approve of is the respect of individual ownership without meaning the end to the public sector. Zakah and the Muslims' treasury are considered part of the public sector. In Islam, people are partners in three things: water, pasture and fire.

      Also, there are rare and strategic industries such as the steel industry and others which should be in the public sector to avoid monopolization. As for privatization, we have called for this principle. It is a matter left to the welfare the economy of the country. The rules of Shari`ah approve individual ownership to achieve this and change form the public to the private sector id left to public interest of the Ummah as we said. Nevertheless, what we demand from the government in this case is absolute clarification of the situation. Would the public institutions be privatized in one stage or several stages? What are the limits in the Egyptian participation? Will there be foreign partnership, and to what extent? How will the value of the assets for sale be estimated and what are the standard measures for this estimation? How they deal with the income of the process?

       We hear things like selling to an investor; who is the investor? What is the yield of the sale? What is the nationality of the investor? All of this remains unknown. Also, the hastiness in the process of privatization deprives the Egyptian investor from the chance of buying. And leaves door wide open for foreigners.

        What is your stance concerning selling foreigners?

         We do not object to selling to foreigners as a principle. It may be allowed to sell a few things while participation in others. Also, there will be things which the foreigner should be prohibited from approaching or owning. Is all depends on the nature of the company or industry, and how dangerous it is. We should be aware of the danger of foreign influence in our economy and its effect politically. As for now, we do dot know what is taking place and the national forces are absent from the theater of events.

       The law of the relation between the owner and the tenant has caused a fuss in the political, some thought that the Brotherhood took the owner's side against the tenants. What is your comment?

       We issued a statement concerning this subject and we still assure everyone that there is a difference between the principle and the application. This law was not issued in 1998. it was drafted five years ago, set before the Parliament for examination, and subsequently approved. If we go back to the development of events, we find that the agricultural land was seven times the value of the taxes and increased 28 times, but it stopped at that with no gradual rise in price. So, a large gap was created between the rent decided by the law and the actual value. You will find that a Feddan is rented for 500 L.E and next to it another on rented for 1500 L.E and the one renting it for 500 L.E will not give it up. This is very clear in the house rents. The tenant will not leave his flat even if he had another one, so if you suddenly ask him to leave, there will be disorder, especially on agricultural land. In addition, the implementation of the law was not accompanied by social compensation, even if it was a partial one for the welfare of the tenant. That created a strong conflict and the government had to adopt a stern stance.

       There is another more serious side of the problem, that concerns land under agrarian reform which amounts to hundreds of thousands. This land is affiliated to the Ministry of Agriculture and has not has not been distributed which means that the Minister of Agriculture can rent out this land with prices different from the market prices. This can termed the feudal system of the state; even though the objective is to cancel this system as a whole.

       The Brotherhood objected to the idea of expropriation of the land from the individuals and giving it to others for an unlimited period of time. The serious side of this issue is that the rich owners of these pots of land have become poor and the poor who are renting this land have become rich even though the did not own the land in the first place. The farming profession has changed. The owner is the one who practices farming even though he degrades this profession, while the tenant rents this land to others and he himself does not degrade this profession.

        We see that it is necessary to make a syndicate for the agricultural workers and a union for tenants to a balance between the two sides.

      The law of agrarian reform at the time of President Nasir was heading towards breaking the fortune of the owners in a hasty manner which resulted in social disorder. The law of inheritance in Islam fulfills this purpose in a longer period of time and in a social frame work that fulfills justice guaranteeing the stability of the society. What is your comment?

     "Should He not know, he that created? And he is the Subtle, the Aware."
                                                    ( Al-Mulk: 14)

       Allah set all the systems that guarantee justice and he set the rule,
"In order that it may not (merely) make a circuit between the wealthy among you"

                                                     (Al-Hashr: 7)

       this means that any system or law allows money in the hands of a certain group people is rejected. The basic rule in the legal earning of money is to be from a source which is lawful. This rule guarantees that no extreme case arises in which a person suddenly beomes a millionaire. The second rule is to spend the money in a lawful way. The third is to pay the due legal rights (such as Zakah). The distribution of the money this way does not lead to the accumulation of the revenue in limited hands.

        We demand the fulfillment of social to create a balance between people. There should not be extravagance or luxury and incomes of unknown sources, or even known sources when there are thousands of people who cannot find or the basic necessities. Now you find women who reach the age of thirty unable to get married, or even the men who cannot financially provide for marriage. These are issues which should be dealt with.

11- freedom of Opinion between Islam and Secularism

       freedom of opinion is one of the issues which Islam prompts. Consequently, the Brotherhood are always assuring that they stick to it. But, there are some crimes which are committed against religion and belief under the title freedom of opinion such as the writings that attack the fundamentals of Islam and belief. What is your stance?

       Allah, Most High, says,

"Let there be no compulsion in religion"

                                                     (Al-Baqarah: 256) 
"Let him who will, believe, and let him who will, reject (it)."

                                                      (Al-kahf: 26)

"If it had been thy Lord's will, they would all have disbieleved, who are on earth! Wilt thou then compel mankind against their will, to believe"

                                                        (Yunus: 99)

Allah, Most High, has created mankind different, and he could have made them all into one nation,

"We did indeed offer the trust to the Heavens the Earth and the Mountains; but they refused to undertake it, being afraid thereof: but man undertook – he was indeed unjust and foolish."

                                                     (Al-Ahzab: 72)

      But the words of Allah "Let him who will, believe, and let him who will, reject (it)" do not mean Allah gave mankind a permission to disbelieve. He only gave him the freedom of choice in the worldly life and for that he will be judged in the Hereafter.

         If the issue is far from the agreed upon fundamentals (of Islam) and falls into the circle of the individuals actions, then there can be a difference of opinion. Imam Hasan Al-Banna said, "we cooperate in what we agree upon and give each other excuses in what we differ. "this needs the efforts of everybody"
       There is another kind of people who do not find it sufficient to differ upon the branches. They even want to attack the fundamentals of Islam, its creed, values, and social morals. We even find that some of the secularist papers are currently doing this in many ways and say that this falls into the circle of the difference of opinion. What is your comment?

         This is the worst misfortune we are facing. We are here confronting people who only Allah knows the truth of their belief and satisfaction with Islam. But they know that if they declare that they are non-Muslims, then the public will not accept anything from them and will abandon their writings. They want to get into the house and then destroy if from the inside. Allah willing, their plotting will revenge them. But still, we have to face them in an  open-minded manner and face the argument with an argument, the expression with an expression and the opinion with another opinion. We have the sound argument, "say: with Allah the argument that reaches home."
We, also, have the ability to clarify the truth and expose the falsehood. The basic principle in all this is Da`wah with wisdom and fair preaching, and when we encounter anyone arguing for argument's sake , we asy a good word and keep away from them. One is required to keep away from such people. In the Glorious Qur'an, Allah instructs,

"say, Allah: and then leave them"  (6:91)

      Society has witnessed a kind of moral deviation especially among the youth. What in your opinion is the reason for this?

       In spite of what is floating on the surface, the general body of our youth is still good. The media plays a great role in spreading these deviations when they speak about the exciting cases which give an impression that these crimes and deviations are widely spread in the society in a dangerous way. But if you leave the youth and the society to their religion the deviations will be much less. Still, there people who want sins to be propagated among those who believe.
12: challenges

       what is your perspective concerning the challenges which Egypt is facing now internally and externally?

     There are many challenges on all levels, and the most important thing is that the people should be at the center of events, and not kept away from decision making.

       If a group of people want to set an economic or a social program for reform, who should they approach? Will they turn to the public? This is impossible and they will not be allowed to do so. If they want to write a book, how many people will read it? No doubt this creates a state of frustration and despair in having any reformation. The most important of my priorities is that the people should always have a lively mind, caring for the basics and putting them ahead of other matters.

         I want the whole nation to meet around an everlasting principle and belief which is inherited by generations. If we look back in history, we find that Nasir ruled Egypt for 18 years and set up a system, but where id that system now? Where are their principles and thoughts? Then Sadat cam and there were no continuation of principles? Now hear President Mubarak saying that if he heaves the leadership of the National Party it will fall apart. This means that the National Party has no belief or program that can continue over generations. Political parties do not last unless they have clear principles. If this does not happen you will not be able to create generations which are able to decide their destiny at present and in the future.

      On the external, what are the most important challenges?

       If we are not internally strong and work to fulfill our own well-being we will be weak followers trampled down by others, and have no independent existence.
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