
  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ABSTRACT 
 

The Defeated Pharaoh: The Fall of Hosni Mubarak 
 

Mary Rofaeil  
 

Director: Lisa Lacy, Ph.D. 
 
 

The Arab Spring of Egypt, The Revolution, took place in 2011 when the public 
demanded the end of the thirty-year-old Hosni Mubarak’s regime. President Mubarak 
was the only president that many Egyptians knew, and he ruled his country with gratitude 
for his first two terms. However, as Mubarak kept controlling the presidency, his regime 
held much of the power and forgot to represent the Egyptians and their needs. The rise of 
the Egyptians was justified because they lived through difficult conditions under the 
regime. The eighteen-day revolution caught the attention of the world as thousands of 
Egyptians marched the Tahrir square to demand improvements to their country and the 
resignation of Mubarak. While Mubarak resigned on February 11, the revolution was not 
successful as it did not lead to any major changes to Egypt. To have had more impact, 
Egyptians needed to address major issues such as lack of education and population 
growth.  
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1 

 
INTRODUCTION 

 
 

“The people want to bring down the regime!”1 On January 25, 2011, these words 

were uttered from thousands of Egyptians as they protested the regime of Egyptian 

President Hosni Mubarak. These protests, astonishing in size and power, helped to spark 

what became known as the Arab Spring. No one watching the Egyptians stand up for 

their freedom and the end of the regime could believe what was happening. No one 

believed that this power and passion was in the Egyptian people. The protests became 

known to Egyptians as “The Revolution,” as they demanded a new Egypt that would 

truly represent their interests. Every Arab citizen was watching their neighboring states 

and within a few months, other Arab citizens imitated the Egyptian people and held 

protests against their own regimes. The Arab Spring spread to Bahrain, Jordan, Syria, 

Libya, Yemen, Iraq, and Kuwait. Now, after seven years, everyone looks at the Arab 

Spring in wonder as they try to understand how simple protests changed the whole 

Middle East region and drew the attention of the world.  

In Egypt, the Mubarak regime lasted for thirty years. Hosni Mubarak took office 

in 1981 after the assassination of Anwar Sadat. Mubarak went on to win four presidential 

elections as he became the longest reigning president in Egypt’s history. While Mubarak 

and his government claimed that they represented the Egyptian people, Egyptians knew 

that the elections were rigged and corrupt. This fact, along with other desires, such as the 

end of police brutality, led to the protests of the Arab Spring. These were significant  

                                                        
1 Mohamed El-Bendary, The Egyptian Revolution: Between Hope and Despair Mubarak 
to Morsi (New York: Algora Publishing, 2013), 9. 



 

 

 

2 

as they were the largest protests in the world, approximately 2,000,000 people 

demonstrated in Tahrir Square, and they demanded the end of an authoritarian regime. 

Many people, like historians, will look at the Arab Spring without looking at its causes. 

One main reason for the Arab Spring in Egypt was the former president, Hosni Mubarak. 

Without him, the protests that shook the Middle East would have likely not occurred. 

Many will blame him for the protests and the deaths of thousands during the protests. It is 

especially important to understand the case that began the contagious protests, and one 

cannot understand it without understanding who Mubarak was. Mubarak was an instance 

of a broader problem in the Middle East with despotism, and so this examination can also 

help one understand the travails of the broader region too. While they might have their 

reasons to blame him, many do not know the man who led Egypt for over three decades. 

Who was the man that brought the largest protest to begin the Egyptian revolution? Who 

was the man that ruled the country with the largest population in the Middle East for 

thirty years?  

Until he was overthrown by the people in 2011, Hosni Mubarak was the face of 

Egypt. As president, he was untouchable, unstoppable, and unpredictable. Mubarak was 

unlike any president Egypt saw as he was the longest reigning leader in the country’s 

history. To some, he was their beloved father, the term some Egyptians used to express 

their love for their president, who cared for his people like his children. However, to the 

majority of Egyptians, he was a dictator who controlled their country and would not let 

go of the presidency. While the world saw the people, who fought to take down the 

Mubarak regime, few took notice of the people who fought for their beloved president. 

While there were millions of people in Tahrir Square, there were other millions of 
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Egyptians in their homes, hoping that the protests would not take down the regime. These 

individuals believed that if Mubarak stepped down the result would be disaster for their 

country. To them, democracy was not right around the corner from Mubarak’s 

resignation.  

However, the dream of millions of Egyptians came true on February 14, 2011 

when Hosni Mubarak resigned as President of Egypt. It only took 30 seconds for Omar 

Suleiman, the Vice-President, to tell the Egyptians that their protests and demands were 

finally answered. This announcement has changed Egypt’s history and will forever be 

remembered by the Egyptian people.  

Hosni Mubarak went from sitting in the highest seat in the strongest Arab country 

to a prison cell in less than a year. In 2011, Mubarak was sentence to prison on murder 

charges. The sight of Mubarak in prison was unimaginable to many people, including 

Mubarak himself, before 2011. What led to the desolation of the Egyptian President can 

be attributed to many causes. However, the main cause that led Mubarak to prison was 

the protesting of the Egyptians who wanted justice for the individuals who died during 

the revolution.  

To fully understand and determine whether Hosni Mubarak deserved the 

humiliation that he got when he was forced to resign and was sentenced to prison, one 

will need to look at his life and what led to the way he ruled Egypt. There are two 

possible theories that can explain Mubarak’s actions and decisions. The first theory is the 

cost-benefit analysis which claims that leaders make their decisions based on weighing 
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the cost against the benefit.2 The second theory is the Great Man Theory which states that 

leader’s actions are defined by their unique characteristics, and we can only understand 

their decisions within that context. According to Daniel Byman and Kenneth Pollack, 

“the idiosyncrasies of one man and one woman,” can affect their country and people and 

the progress of international relations.3 Mubarak’s personality was shaped by his life and 

his personality shaped his presidency. When one looks at Hosni Mubarak, it is evident 

that the Great Man Theory applies to him and explains his decisions and actions.  

This paper will determine whether the protests against Mubarak were justified and 

whether the Revolution was successful. First, the cases for and against Mubarak and why 

Egyptians supported or opposed him will be presented. Following will be an examination 

of Mubarak’s personal life. Next is a layout of the era of President Mubarak’s presidency 

from 1981 to 2011. Then, the 2011 Arab Spring in Egypt will be explained and its 

outcomes. Finally, this paper will take a stand and side with one of the two cases 

presented in chapter one to decide if Egyptians were justified to protest and overthrow 

their leader.  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

                                                        
2 James D. Fearon, "Rationalist Explanations for War," International Organization 49, 
no. 03 (1995): 52.  
3 Daniel L. Byman and Kenneth M. Pollack, “Let Us Now Praise Great Men: Bringing 
the Statement Back in,” International Security 25, no. 4 (2001): 111. 
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CHAPTER ONE 

 
Hosni Mubarak’s Early Life 

 
 

There are three characteristics that define former Egyptian President, Hosni 

Mubarak: dedicated commander, devoted father, and private man. The Great Man Theory 

would argue that these characteristics were developed early during Mubarak’s life. The 

theory would argue that these characteristics shaped Mubarak’s decisions during his 

presidency which impacted the people and the country.   

Muhammad Hosni El Sayed Mubarak, better known as Hosni Mubarak, was born 

on May 4, 1928, in Kafr-El Meselha, a tiny, poor village in Northern Egypt, in Minufiya 

province.1 The future president did not have a glamourous childhood due to the 

socioeconomic status of his family. His father “was a minor government bureaucrat…and 

a stern disciplinarian,” and his mother was a housewife who was “highly conservative, 

and highly traditional.”2 He valued his family and their traditions. The penurious town 

was dedicated to educating its young people, as it “had a reputation for nearly complete 

literacy.”3 Every child of Kafr-El Meselha, including Hosni Mubarak, knew the 

importance of education, and the town did everything in their power to provide the best 

education available. 

Unlike many leaders, Mubarak did not intend on going into politics and ruling his 

country. From his difficult childhood, he only desired to leave his town and join the 

                                                        
1 Daniel Sobelman, “Gama Mubarak, President of Egypt?,” Middle East Quarterly 8, no. 
2 (Spring 2001), 31. 
2 Mary Anne Weaver, A Portrait of Egypt: A Journey Through the World of Militant 
Islam, (New York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux, 2000), 70. 
3 Ibid., 70.  
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military to have a respected life. After completing his high school education, nineteen-

year-old Mubarak left Menoufiya for Cairo to join the Military Academy.4 In 1949, he 

graduated from the academy, but felt that he needed to further his education. One of his 

dreams was to become a pilot. He entered the Air Force Academy where he trained to be 

a fighter pilot.5 He succeeded at the academy and loved what he did. One of his 

classmates described him as a natural commander and that “control and precision [were] 

two of his strongest traits.”6 He spent the next several years as an instructor where he 

taught individuals to fly. During those years, Mubarak proved to be a dedicated 

commander as he led other pilots to succeed.  

Hosni Mubarak played a vital role in Egypt in the 1967 Six-Day War and the 

1973 October War. As an instructor during the Six-Day War, his pilots were “one of only 

a handful of air squadrons that were left largely intact,” as most pilots and soldiers were 

killed by the Israeli air force.7 The majority of the Egyptian air force was destroyed in the 

Israeli preemptive strike on the Arab air forces. This showed his excellent leadership 

skills which led him to being promoted as the director of the Air Force Academy months 

after the war.8 Then in 1969, Mubarak became the Air Force Academy commandant at 

only forty-one years old. By 1972, President Anwar Sadat promoted Mubarak to serve as 

deputy minister of defense as well as air force chief.9 Mubarak continued to lead and 

succeed in his positions. During the 1973 October War, Mubarak “took part in planning 

                                                        
4 Weaver, A Portrait of Egypt, 71. 
5 Ibid., 71. 
6 Ibid., 71.  
7 Ibid., 73. 
8 Ibid., 73.  
9 Sobelman, Gama Mubarak, President of Egypt?, 31.  
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and designing the successful joint Egyptian-Syrian surprise offensive launched against 

Israel.”10 Due to his role in these wars, Mubarak was perceived as a war hero and a 

dedicated commander as he continued to climb the political ladder.  

At age thirty in 1958, Hosni Mubarak fell in love with a young half-Egyptian, 

half-British girl, Suzanne Saleh Thabet. They met when her brother, who was a student of 

Mubarak, invited his instructor for dinner with his family.11 In 1959, Mubarak married 

Suzanne, who believed that it was love at first sight. Unlike Mubarak, Suzanne had a 

privileged childhood. She came from a wealthy family and wanted to always be in the 

upper social class. Suzanne was born in 1941 to Saleh Thabet, an Egyptian, and her 

mother was Lily May Palmer, a British nurse.12 Hosni and Suzanne’s large age difference 

did not matter much as they proved to be a strong, committed couple. Their family began 

to grow in 1960 as they welcomed their first son, Alaa Mubarak. The family grew again 

in 1963, when Alaa’s brother, Gamal Mubarak, was born. During her early years of her 

marriage, Suzanne spent her time raising her two sons.13 In the next few years, when the 

boys went off to school, Suzanne desired to further her own education. She enrolled at 

the American University of Cairo (AUC) and received her Bachelor of Arts in Political 

Science in 1972. She continued her education and in 1982, she earned her “MA in the 

sociology of education from AUC.”14 After her education, Suzanne moved on to apply 

                                                        
10 Sobelman, Gama Mubarak, President of Egypt?, 31.  
11 Ghada Talhami, Historical Dictionary of Women in the Middle East and North Africa 
(Lanham, MD, United States: Scarecrow Press, 2012), 229. 
12 Ibid., 229.  
13 Ibid., 229.  
14 Ibid., 229.  
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her knowledge to the problems faced by Egyptians and tried to get involved in finding 

solutions to help every struggling Egyptian.  

Mubarak’s sons, Alaa and Gamal, had a much better childhood than their father. 

They attended prestigious schools and went to college. Neither of them followed in their 

father’s footsteps in joining the military. Instead, they attended the American University 

in Cairo where they both studied business. Gamal Mubarak entered banking and went to 

London to work in financial investments.15 Hosni Mubarak was a devoted father to his 

sons. Despite his own struggles, he wanted to ensure that his sons did not struggle as 

much as he did. He desired to see his sons have all the opportunities open to them. 

Despite a demanding travel schedule, Mubarak found time to be with his sons and be 

involved in their lives.  

Besides being a father, one of Hosni Mubarak’s most prestigious titles came in 

April 1975, when President Sadat named him the Vice President of Egypt. Not only were 

most Egyptians surprised by President Sadat’s decision, but Mubarak himself was 

shocked. Sadat promoted Mubarak because of his impressive actions during the war. 

Many claimed that Mubarak became “Sadat’s favorite from the time of the October 

War.”16 As the Vice President, Mubarak traveled in “official capacities” to represent 

Egypt in various countries.17 He became well-known across the country to Egyptians and 

to political leaders around the world.  

                                                        
15 Sobelman, Gama Mubarak, President of Egypt?, 36.  
16 Lloyd Gardner, The Road to Tahrir Square: Egypt and the United States from the Rise 
of Nasser to the Fall of Mubarak. (New York: New Press, The, 2011), 152. 
17 Robert Springborg, Mubarak’s Egypt: Fragmentation of the Political Order (Boulder, 
Colo: Westview Press, 1989), 27. 
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During his early and later years, Mubarak was also considered a private person. 

Many saw him as an independent man because he spent a lot of time alone.18 As a young 

military officer, he kept his family and hometown a private matter. In addition, he did not 

go back to his hometown because he wanted a new life outside the poor village. Later, as 

a married man, he made sure not to involve his family with his job. When he became 

president, “he prohibited the publishing of pictures of [his] wife except with special 

permission.”19 Egyptians knew little about their president. For example, unlike former 

presidents, “Egyptians [had] no idea of what the presidential home look[ed] like.”20 Due 

to his concern for privacy, the people felt a disconnection from Mubarak. Therefore, due 

to his early life, and in spite of his military and political success, Hosni Mubarak 

remained a dedicated commander, a devoted father, and a private man.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                        
18 Weaver, A Portrait of Egypt, 70.  
19 Galal Amin, Egypt in the Era of Hosni Mubarak (American University in Cairo Press, 
2011), 143. 
20 Springborg, Mubarak’s Egypt: Fragmentation of the Political Order, 26.  
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CHAPTER TWO 
 

The Presidency 
 
 

The inconceivable happened on October 14, 1981, when then Vice President 

Hosni Mubarak became the president of Egypt. Eight days earlier, Egypt’s President 

Anwar Sadat was assassinated by Muslim extremists, leaving Mubarak the appropriate 

and lone person to lead the country. While there was an election, Egyptians knew that the 

vice president would become the president as it had occurred when Gamal Nasser died 

and his vice president, Sadat, became president. No one, not even Mubarak himself, 

would have predicted that the fourth president of Egypt would be a military man from 

Kafr-El Meselha. Mubarak never intended to become president. However, when the 

opportunity came for him to lead Egypt, the nation with the largest population in the 

Middle East, Mubarak was ready to accept the challenge and rule his beloved country. In 

addition, many Egyptians were eager to welcome the military man as their leader because 

they believed that he was qualified to help their country. For thirty years, Hosni Mubarak 

ruled the Arab state and was the Egyptian leader.   

Beginning his first term in 1981, Hosni Mubarak proved different from his 

predecessors, Gamal Abdel Nasser and Anwar Sadat. He had neither “Nasser’s grandeur 

or Sadat’s boldness.”1 Instead, he promoted stability as he attempted to rebuild his 

country. Mubarak held the presidential seat at a difficult time in Egypt’s history. He had 

many obstacles to overcome before he would have an effect on Egypt. First, Egypt was 

                                                        
1 Lloyd Gardner, The Road to Tahrir Square: Egypt and the United States from the Rise 
of Nasser to the Fall of Mubarak (New York: The New Press, 2011), 161.  
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isolated from the Arab World because of Sadat’s trip to Jerusalem and the signing of the 

Egypt-Israel Peace Treaty. Second, Mubarak inherited “a population containing large 

sections of angry people, as evidenced by the thousands of political prisoners arrested just 

one month before Sadat was assassinated.”2 Third, “Egypt’s external debt exceeded $30 

billion,” the highest ever in Egypt because of wars and the disconnection from other Arab 

states.3 Finally, people looked to Mubarak to punish the Muslim Brotherhood and their 

ideological offshoots, who were responsible for the death of Sadat. Unlike Nasser and 

Sadat, Mubarak received a country that was suffering economically, politically, and 

socially. With his military experience, people believed that Mubarak “offered the hope of 

an Egypt restored to balance and given the time to nourish its weakened self-

confidence.”4 Egyptians knew that Mubarak had a long, hard presidency before him, but 

many believed that he would succeed.  

Hosni Mubarak tackled some of these problems at the beginning of his first term 

in 1981. First, Mubarak started his presidency by talking with Arab leaders and 

reestablishing Egypt as part of the Arab World. By 1983, Arab countries began to restore 

their ties with Egypt due to Mubarak’s “persistent diplomatic efforts.”5 By that time, 

Mubarak led Egypt back into the Arab World which was praised by many Egyptians. 

This reconnection was essential because Egypt relied economically on the Arab states, 

and Egyptians preferred to be a part of the Arab world because they identified themselves 

                                                        
2 Galal A. Amin, Egypt in the Era of Hosni Mubarak: 1981-2011, (Cairo, Egypt: The 
American University of Cairo Press, 2011), 3. 
3 Ibid., 56. 
4 Tarek Osman, Egypt on the Brink: From Nasser to the Muslim Brotherhood (New 
Haven; Yale University Press, 2013), 181. 
5 Susan Muaddi Darraj, Hosni Mubarak, Modern World Leaders (New York, NY: 
Chelsea House, 2007), 71. 
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as Arabs. Second, Mubarak pleased the people by taking “the very promising step of 

releasing all prominent political prisoners and receiving them in honor at one of his 

presidential palaces.”6 He showed that he was going to be tolerant of opposing political 

parties and candidates, making Egypt less authoritarian than it was under Sadat. In 

addition, he relaxed censorship of the press.7 While total freedom was not guaranteed, 

Egyptians saw more press freedom under Mubarak during his early presidency than under 

Sadat. In doing so, Mubarak attempted to reduce the corruption that existed under Sadat’s 

presidency. Mubarak was seen as a president who would combat corruption.   

Third, in order to pay off Egypt’s debt, Mubarak strengthened the relationship 

between Egypt and the United States. He respected the Israel-Egypt Peace Treaty which 

was approved by the United States and initiated the Egypt-US relationship. In doing so, 

the western country helped Egypt pay off its debt. In addition, the renewed relationship 

between Egypt and the Arab World allowed debt forgiveness from the Arab states.  

Finally, Mubarak “launched a violent and wide-reaching campaign to weed out all 

suspected Islamists” that were responsible for the death of Sadat.8 This started his war 

against the Muslim Brotherhood that lasted until he left the presidency. In addition, the 

regime banned the Muslim Brotherhood’s political party. Individuals representing the 

Muslim Brotherhood ran as independents in parliamentary elections.9  

                                                        
6 Amin, Egypt in the Era of Hosni Mubarak, 4.  
7 Osman, Egypt on the Brink, 181.  
8 Andrew Heiss, “The Failed Management of a Dying Regime: Hosni Mubarak, Egypt’s 
National Democratic Party, and the January 25 Revolution,” Journal of Third World 
Studies 29, no. 1 (Spring 2012), 161. 
9 Glenn E. Perry, The History of Egypt, 2nd Edition (Westport, United States: ABC-
CLIO, LLC, 2015), 154. 
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Mubarak’s first term, which lasted until 1987, was defined by Mubarak’s actions 

to follow Sadat’s advancement of Egypt and to correct Sadat’s mistakes. Due to his 

military commander abilities, he was dedicated to leading Egypt in the right direction 

without harming the economy. Although he was successful, not many people could tell 

from these six years how Mubarak would lead Egypt in the following term.  

In 1987, Hosni Mubarak ran for the first time and was elected for his second six-

year term. The president won the election easily with ninety seven percent of the votes 

because there was “no real competitor for President Mubarak.”10 Reflecting on the past 

six years, many Egyptians believed that Hosni Mubarak was fit to continue his 

presidency as he led Egypt wisely. He continued to focus on Egypt’s relationship with the 

other Arab countries. While it took some time, in 1989, Egypt was readmitted to the Arab 

League from which it had been expelled since 1979.11 Furthermore, the Arab League 

returned its headquarters to Cairo after it was moved to Tunisia in 1979. By this time, all 

Arab states had restored diplomatic relations with Egypt. Egypt had regained its place in 

the Arab World.  

In addition, during the next six years, Mubarak worked to spread peace 

throughout the Middle East. In 1990-91, Mubarak was faced with Iraq’s invasion of 

Kuwait and the war following it. The invasion of Kuwait by Iraq under president Saddam 

Hussein “triggered panic and confusion” across the Middle East as it was the first time in 

modern history that an Arab country attacked another Arab country.12 While Iraq and 

                                                        
10 Charles Tripp and Roger Owen, eds., Egypt under Mubarak (London; New York: 
Routledge, 1989), 17. 
11 Darraj, Hosni Mubarak, 71.  
12 Osman, Egypt on the Brink, 186.  
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Kuwait were the key players, other Arab countries had to side with either country and 

support them. The United States was also a key player because it attacked Iraq on January 

16, 1991, which became known as Operation Desert Storm.13 The United States attacked 

Iraq because it believed that Iraq might invade other Arab states and disrupt peace in the 

Middle East. Before they attacked, the United States needed help from Arab states. While 

“Arab nations had disapproved of Saddam Hussein’s attack” on Kuwait, they were 

“reluctant to lend support to a Western-led attack” on Iraq.14 The whole region seemed 

weak, and Mubarak failed to make Egypt the leader of the region by the end of the war. 

Instead, Mubarak agreed to help the United States, and he sent Egyptian troops to fight 

against Iraq. He believed that Iraq’s actions were a danger to the stability of the whole 

region and that Saddam Hussein needed to be stopped. In addition, he was furious about 

the invasion as it was “in violation of a clear promise to him from President Saddam 

Hussein” to not attack the small Arab state.15 He even stated in the media that President 

Hussein looked him in the eye and promised that he would not invade Kuwait. President 

Mubarak feared the dangers of Hussein’s actions. Egypt benefited from Mubarak’s 

actions of supporting the West because he convinced “the Gulf States and the United 

States to cancel billions of dollars of [Egypt’s] foreign debts.”16 However, some 

Egyptians were not impressed with Mubarak’s actions as they believed that the “United 

States-led sanctions programme against Iraq” was “‘cruelty against [their] brothers’ and a 

deliberate attempt to weaken Iraq.”17 As an Arab state, many Egyptians believed that 

                                                        
13 Darraj, Hosni Mubarak, 69. 
14  Ibid., 69. 
15 Glenn E. Perry, The History of Egypt, 2nd Edition, 165. 
16 Osman, Egypt on the Brink, 187.  
17 Ibid., 197. 
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their country must always support other Arab states. On the other hand, a perceptive 

writer claimed that the Gulf War was “a one-time miracle” for Egypt as it cancelled 

“about half of its $50 billion foreign debt.”18 Due to Egypt’s economy at that time, the 

forgiving of the debt was significant for Egypt’s economy and people.   

At the end of his presidential term in 1993, President Mubarak further urged for 

peace in the region. He helped Palestine and Israel negotiate a bilateral agreement as he 

was “a major supporter of Yasser Arafat’s decision to sign the Oslo accords.”19 In 

helping spread peace in the Middle East, the Mubarak regime relied more on the United 

States and further strengthened their relationship. As a dedicated commander, Mubarak 

believed that Egypt needed to play a key role in the Middle East, but it could not sacrifice 

its resources. Therefore, aid from the United States was essential.  

In 1993, President Hosni Mubarak was elected for a third term. According to the 

Constitution of Egypt, the president may only be reelected once. Therefore, it was 

unconstitutional for Mubarak to run for the presidency in 1993. However, the parliament, 

controlled by the National Democratic Party, Mubarak’s party, amended the constitution 

in order for Mubarak to run for a third term. Mubarak desired to continue to serve as 

president because he perceived himself as the father of the Egyptians and believed that 

his country and people needed him.  

During this term, Mubarak as he escaped two attempted assassinations. The first 

attempt came in 1995 when Mubarak was traveling to Ethiopia for a meeting for the 

Organization of African Unity. There was “a grenade launcher” that malfunctioned and 

                                                        
18 Glenn E. Perry, The History of Egypt, 2nd Edition, 152. 
19 Osman, Egypt on the Brink.193.  
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luckily Mubarak was unharmed and his “limousine sped back to the airport.”20 Egyptians 

were surprised at the attempt and “panic gripped the entire country” when the news 

broke.21 When the Egyptian president arrived in his country, many Egyptians happily 

greeted him as they expressed their gratitude for his survival. Some Egyptians could not 

comprehend the idea of an Egypt without Hosni Mubarak. At the end of his third term in 

1999, Mubarak survived another assassination attempt when he was “attacked by a knife-

wielding assailant.”22 He suffered only minor injuries. As a devoted father, Mubarak 

continued his service for his country in spite of the attempts that threatened his life.  

During this term, President Mubarak continued to face issues concerning the 

Muslim extremists. In 1997, Mubarak faced a catastrophe when a group of tourists were 

murdered in the city of Luxor. Killing tourists became a brutal tactic for militants to 

fulfill their goal of punishing the regime.23 The attackers killed sixty-two German tourists 

and four Egyptians at the Temple of Queen Hatshepsut. This attack stunned the country 

as it terrified Egyptians and undermined the tourism business. It cost Egypt billions of 

dollars as tourism greatly slowed down after the attack.24 Mubarak’s had to prove to his 

people and individuals around the world that his country was safe and free of attacks. 

Therefore, he put pressure on the Muslim Brotherhood by restricting their rights in 

elections. He was devoted to making sure that his country was safe from extremists, and 

that the Muslim Brotherhood was not a threat to the people or to his regime.  

                                                        
20 Gardner, The Road to Tahrir Square, 159.  
21 Osman, Egypt on the Brink, 203. 
22 “Hosni Mubarak -- Britannica Academic,” accessed December 14, 2017, 
http://academic.eb.com.ezproxy.baylor.edu/levels/collegiate/article/Hosni-
Mubarak/54114. 
23 Perry, The History of Egypt, 2nd Edition, 159. 
24 Ibid., 159. 
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Mubarak’s fourth term began in 1999 as he was elected once again, this time with 

ninety-three percent of the vote, running unopposed.25 In 2000, disputes between the 

Christian and Muslim population arose as the minority Coptic Orthodox Christians were 

attacked by Muslims. The attack occurred in the town of Kushah, where a dispute 

between two people led to a sectarian riot and the death of twenty Coptic Christians.26 

This marked the beginning of the many attacks that Coptic Christians would face. 

Christians looked to Mubarak for help since they had supported the regime, but the 

government did little. However, Egyptian Christians still supported President Mubarak 

due to their fear of “the possibility that the Islamist opposition would come to power” if 

Mubarak’s regime was defeated.27 Nonetheless, some Christians claimed that the actions 

taken by the regime to restrict the Muslim Brotherhood from running in elections were 

sufficient to protect Egyptians, especially the Christian population. They believed that the 

Muslim Brotherhood wanted to make Egypt an Islamic state, which would restrict the 

Christians’ freedom of religion. Therefore, knowing that Mubarak would not restrict their 

rights, they continued to support him. Mubarak did not desire to make Egypt an Islamic 

state because he considered himself a moderate Muslim, and he believed that extremists 

posed a danger to a stable country.  

Furthermore, during Mubarak’s fourth term, the idea of succession arose in 2000 

when Syria experienced a father to son presidential transition. Hafez al-Assad, Syria’s 

former president, died in 2000 and his son, Bashar al-Assad, became the president of the 

country. The Arab world looked on with astonishment, but “more than a few suspect[ed] 
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that Syria may not be the last Arab state to transform” into a monarchy.28 Egyptians 

began to see that a monarchy could spread to their country as Gamal Mubarak began to 

be more involved politically. In addition, Hosni Mubarak never appointed a Vice 

President during his presidency, leaving many to wonder who would lead the country 

after his departure. The Syrian succession “fanned the flames of the rumors about 

Gamal’s hereditary potential.”29 Tensions and curiosity arose among Egyptians as they 

wondered if the regime was transforming into a monarchy like Syria. In addition, in 

2002, rumors of Gamal becoming the next president became more evident as he was 

appointed to a significant position in the NDP.30 Egyptians did not desire a monarchy like 

in Syria because they longed for a democratic state where they could have a voice in 

elections and policies regarding their beloved country and their future. As a devoted 

father to his son and his country, Mubarak believed that Egypt needed Gamal as 

president. However, he became more persistent in having a Mubarak dynasty to control 

Egypt. He began to lookout more for his family than his beloved country.  

The last time that President Hosni Mubarak ran for the presidency was in 2005. 

Unlike previous elections, other candidates were allowed to run against Mubarak as a 

constitutional referendum was introduced due to the demands of the Kefaya Party, a pro-

democracy movement.31 A notable opposing candidate that entered the election was 

Ayman Nour, a member of the Ghad (Tomorrow) Party. Mubarak won the election with 
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ninety percent while Nour took only seven percent of the votes.32 Some believed that this 

referendum was the beginning of a democracy in Egypt as they hoped that this election 

would be honest and reflect their desires. However, a couple of days after the election, 

Nour “found himself in prison on trumped-up charges,” and he spent nearly two years 

there for standing up to Mubarak.33 The regime wanted to send a message to future 

opposition candidates. Furthermore, while the regime claimed that the election was 

honest, Egyptians were aware that the regime controlled the results. The case of Nour 

proved that those who choose to challenge the regime would face wicked consequences. 

In this term, it became more evident that Egyptians were dissatisfied with their 

president, country, and government. During his last term, Mubarak began to witness 

“hundreds of riots, in which demonstrators often tore down billboard images” of him. 34 

Many Egyptians were fed up with the unjust conditions in their country. They were upset 

with many problems   including the high prices, police brutality, and government 

corruption. Many stated that the “regime was getting old” as Mubarak failed to satisfy the 

needs of his people, especially the younger generation.35 President Mubarak was 

disconnected from the people, and the representatives in parliament did not accurately 

represent the people as they were illegitimately elected by the regime. Therefore, 

Egyptians felt that no one was listening to them. After every demonstration, Mubarak 

claimed that he listens to the people and understands their desires; however, there was 

little done by the president or the regime to improve the conditions. Egyptians kept 
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protesting because they were persistent about a brighter future for themselves and their 

children.  

Again, President Mubarak faced troubles from Muslim extremists. In 2006, 

Mubarak’s regime decided to close the border that Egypt and Gaza Strip shared. During 

that time, Gaza’s political group called Hamas, which is an Islamic fundamentalist 

organization, and Israel were fighting. Mubarak closed the border as he believed that 

Hamas soldiers were using the border “to smuggle weapons and explosives into the 

region.”36 They then used these weapons against the Israelis, thus creating more problems 

for the border. However, the Egyptian population sided with the Arabs as many 

“speculated that President Mubarak gave Israel his blessing ‘to destroy Hamas’” by 

closing the border.37 They believed that Egypt should support Hamas and give them 

weapons as they were Arabs like themselves. In addition, Israel was mistreating the 

Palestinians and Hamas was fighting back; thus, Egypt needed to support them by leaving 

the border open. However, the regime did not desire to help Hamas as Egypt itself 

struggled with Islamists; therefore, the regime was “sympathetic to any containment or 

weakening of Hamas.”38 The regime and Mubarak feared that the border and the weapons 

could strengthen Hamas, and they could attack Egyptian land. Mubarak believed his 

actions were the best for his country and while he wanted to help the Palestinians, he did 

not want to strengthen an extremist group that could challenge his regime.  

Another challenge that President Mubarak faced during his last term was within 

his own family. As a grandfather, President Mubarak was devoted to his family which 

                                                        
36 Osman, Egypt on the Brink, 199.  
37 Ibid., 200.  
38 Ibid., 199. 



 

 

 

21 

Egyptians witnessed. His devotion was shown when his family faced a tragedy in 2009. 

In the spring of that year, Mubarak’s oldest grandson, Alaa’s son, Mohamed Alaa 

Mubarak, died at the young age of twelve.39 Surprisingly, he died of cerebral hemorrhage 

after feeling pain and being transferred to Paris for treatment. This tragedy devastated the 

president as he was a loving grandfather, especially to Mohamed. Many saw the sadness 

of Mubarak as he refused to attend Mohamed’s funeral, and he cancelled multiple 

international trips that were planned. In addition, he began to wear only black ties to 

express his pain over his loss. Some Egyptians believed that after the tragedy, the 

president should have resigned, but Mubarak believed that his country still needed him 

and his leadership. Again, he showed his stubbornness in controlling his presidency and 

ruling the Arab country.  

By the end of his presidency in 2010, Mubarak’s party, the National Democratic 

Party, faced an election. Like previous elections, the party won the majority easily with 

ninety-three percent of the seats.40 However, there were multiple promising opposing 

candidates in the election that Egyptians desired to see in the parliament. Yet, many of 

the opposing candidates were arrested or were physically beaten by the regime before or 

after the election. Due to these experiences, this election acquired “the reputation of 

being the most fraudulent ever,” due to the regime’s efforts to control the election and its 

results.41 Egyptians were outraged at the results and the regime’s efforts as they had 

hoped once again that this would be a fair election. Many people claim that “the NDP’s 
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senior leadership choreographed the elections to ensure complete control of the 

parliament”42 which they accomplished. Egyptians began to feel that there would never 

be a fair election under the Mubarak regime. For thirty years, President Mubarak’s 

characteristics sculpted the decisions concerning his people and his country; therefore, 

the great man theory applies to Mubarak’s case.  
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CHAPTER THREE 

 
The Cases For and Against Hosni Mubarak 

 
 

The different views of the Egyptian people regarding President Hosni Mubarak 

were not evident until the twenty first century. Before then, Egyptians admired their 

president and believed that he was the chosen one to lead their country following 

President Anwar Sadat’s assassination. During the Arab Spring, some Egyptians, such as 

wealthy individuals, Christians, and older Egyptians, stood by Mubarak for many 

reasons. First, they supported him because of his stable leadership that was unlike 

previous presidents. Second, Mubarak strengthened the alliance between Egypt and the 

United States which benefited Egypt. Third, under Mubarak’s rule, tensions between 

Christians and Muslims were minimal. Fourth, Egyptians feared that the stability of 

Egypt would degrade if Mubarak stepped down from the presidency. Finally, Mubarak’s 

wife, Suzanne Mubarak improved Egypt’s education system and began projects aimed at 

alleviating the suffering of the poor around the country. On the other hand, many people, 

including young Egyptians, activists, and the middle class, opposed the regime and 

protested against Mubarak for several reasons. First, opponents of the regime believed 

that they did not know the character of their leader. Second, many rejected the idea of a 

Mubarak family succession, as they saw Hosni Mubarak preparing his younger son, 

Gamal Mubarak, to become the next president. Third, the regime reportedly rigged 

elections and deprived the Egyptian people of their voice in selecting their leader and 

their representatives. Fourth, people witnessed the dramatic increase in corruption under 

Mubarak’s presidency. Finally, was his inactivity regarding goals and projects to develop 
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Egypt during his presidency. A major success of Mubarak’s reign was the stability in his 

leadership. When Sadat handed Mubarak the presidency, Mubarak “won considerable 

goodwill from an Egyptian population that had grown tired of his two predecessors’ 

grand gestures,” and they were hoping for a president who would stabilize their country.1 

Many believed that Mubarak’s “calculated and methodical diplomacy, even if it had not 

led to dramatic successes, had not resulted in any grand failures.”2 Unlike under Nasser 

and Sadat, Egypt under Mubarak did not suffer greatly. Under Nasser, the country 

suffered both economic hardship and military defeat. Egypt lost three wars against Israel. 

The wars were destructive as thousands of Egyptians died and the cost drained the 

economy. Particularly galling, in the 1967 War Israel defeated the combined forces of 

Egypt, Syria, and Jordan in just six days. Over these six days, Egypt lost thousands of its 

soldiers and virtually all of its air force was destroyed.  

Sadat, like Nasser, exposed Egypt to tremendous suffering. Under Sadat, the Arab 

countries cut all their ties with Egypt due to Sadat’s decision to visit Jerusalem and sign a 

peace treaty with Israel, the enemy of all the Arab countries. Egypt suffered economically 

and politically because many Arab leaders scorned Egypt. They believed that the 

Egyptians broke their Arab ties when they decided to make peace with Israel. In 

response, the Arab League relocated its headquarters from Cairo to Tunisia in 1979.  

Under Mubarak it moved back to Cairo in 1990.  
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On the other hand, no grand failures occurred under Mubarak’s presidency. He 

was able to protect Egypt from wars and economic failures. He might not have been the 

charismatic president or the bold leader, but he was the stable, reliable, and protective 

commander. Due to his stable leadership, Mubarak “was ‘wise’ in not dragging Egypt 

into struggles that it could ill afford even to win.”3 He wanted Egypt to be a strong 

country, carry a dominate presence in the Middle East, and have a strong relationship 

with the United States.  

Second, a success of Mubarak’s leadership in Egypt was the strengthening of the 

relationship between Egypt and the United States. Following Sadat’s presidency, 

Mubarak wanted to continue the alliance between Egypt and the United States that Sadat 

formed. This was important because it led to the end of the relationship between the 

Soviet Union and Egypt. After Sadat signed the Egypt-Israel Peace Treaty in 1979, the 

United States began to send two billion dollars in foreign aid to Egypt. Other benefits 

included United Stated forgiving Egypt’s debts which was easily passed by Congress 

because they believed that Mubarak and Egypt helped the United States greatly.4 After 

the assassination of Sadat, many wondered whether the new president would keep 

Sadat’s policies and a strong alliance with the United States as an ally to the Arab 

country. Mubarak would go on and prove that he intended to maintain a strong alliance 

with the United States.  

Mubarak’s three major projects with the United States that strengthened their 

relationship were honoring the peace treaty that Sadat signed in 1979, providing “the 
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United States with a number of …valuable assets, such as his ability to maintain contacts 

with the Palestine Liberation Organization’s (PLO) leader, Yasser Arafat,” and later 

offering “special services in the Global War on Terror (GWOT).”5 With these projects 

Mubarak became “Washington’s most reliable ally in the Middle East.”6 Working with 

the United States led to more military aid and economic assistance for the developing 

Arab country. With any issue that arose in the Middle East, the United States relied 

heavily on Mubarak’s assistance. Many “American administrations…extolled President 

Mubarak’s ‘wisdom’ and dealt him the respect” that he deserved.7 He became the man 

that the President of the United States often consulted directly. Mubarak wanted “Egypt’s 

strategic orientation as part of a grand Pax Americana in the Middle East” to help his 

country develop and become a leader in the region.8 Having the United States by its side, 

Egypt sought new economic, social, and military opportunities to help its people and its 

position in the world.  

Third, during Mubarak’s era, the Muslim and Christian populations tolerated each 

other. The minority population of Coptic Orthodox Christians, known as Copts, felt safe 

in their country unlike many Christians in the neighboring Arab countries. While they 

experienced some discrimination, they were protected from violence. Mubarak and the 

regime protected “the Coptic community and [gave] the church hierarchy a free hand in 
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running its affairs in return for loyalty.”9 Copts had a stable relationship with Mubarak 

and the regime, giving the Muslim and Christian populations the ability to live in peace.  

In addition to the peaceful relationship with their fellow Muslims, Christians had 

a stable relationship with the government. Under Anwar Sadat, the government interfered 

with the church to make sure that they had no political power, and thereby disable a 

threat to the regime. When Mubarak took the presidency, he improved this relationship 

and freed the church from government interference. In 1985, Mubarak reinstated the 

Coptic Pope, Pope Shenouda III, as head of the church. Pope Shenouda was under house 

arrest during the regime of President Sadat.10 Therefore, the negotiation concerning the 

church’s issues “remained between the church leadership under Shenouda.”11 Another 

step that Mubarak took to recognize the public role of the church was making the Coptic 

Christmas (January 7) a national holiday in 2002. It had previously only been a day off 

for Christians.12 This move by the regime proved that they were trying to recognize and 

respect the Christian faith in Egypt. Just as Egypt recognized Ramadan as a national 

holiday, Christians in Egypt got the same privileges for their feasts. Unlike previous 

Egyptian presidents and other presidents in the region, Mubarak granted equal rights to 

Christians. Finally, the legal framework that included building churches was 

“significantly improved according to Coptic demands in the 2000s.”13 Building churches 

became easier for the Copts and they were able to expand their construction across Egypt. 
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In return, the church publicly supported the regime. In a speech, his Holiness Pope 

Shenouda stated that “the Church supports President Mubarak and prays that God may 

fulfill his goals and crown his effort for the nation with success.”14  

After Mubarak resigned, the relationship between Muslims and Christians 

completely fell apart. Churches began to burn, Christians died in the streets, and the 

Christian population was targeted by Muslims. Clashes between Copts and militant 

Islamists “accelerated during the uprising of 2011 and afterward, with the military and 

the police apparently sometimes encouraging violent attacks on churches” and Christian 

individuals.15 Egypt is now viewed as a nation with sectarian divisions, as Christians 

perceive a threat from Muslims. Ordinary Muslims are not the only physical threat to 

Christians in Egypt. The self-proclaimed Islamic State of Iraq and Syria, ISIS, has 

entered Egypt and made a vow to kill as many Coptic Orthodox Christians as possible. 

Particularly brutal was when ISIS soldiers decapitated twenty-one Egyptian Copts in 

Libya because they would not abandon their faith. Thousands of people witnessed this 

horrific killing as ISIS released the video of the murders to the world. While some 

Christians did not support Mubarak and the regime during his presidency, they regret 

their lack of support for him after they witnessed the countless difficulties and hardships 

that they experienced following his departure.  

Fourth, many people could not imagine a stable Egypt without President Hosni 

Mubarak. They believed that if Mubarak left the presidency, then either the Muslim 

Brotherhood would take control of the country or Egypt would fall into complete chaos. 
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Both of these circumstances proved to be undesirable compared to having Mubarak reign 

as president. Unlike the young protesters, older individuals and Mubarak supporters 

believed that democracy would not reach Egypt right after the resignation of Mubarak. 

Furthermore, they believed that Egypt was either not capable of a democratic practice or 

it would take a couple of years to establish a democracy. However, they knew that the 

absence of Mubarak was not the answer to democracy. Not only did many Egyptians 

know that the absence of Mubarak could bring chaos, but also a political scientist from 

the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, Amr Hamzawi, “has written a number 

of articles on the ‘potential instability’ that President Mubarak’s disappearance could 

create.”16 Therefore, the fear of chaos in Egypt following Mubarak’s departure was 

increasing.  

Another fear among people was free elections. In Egypt, “many observers had 

long predicted that if free elections ever took place, the Muslim Brothers…would win.”17 

Evidence of this became clear in the 2005 parliamentary election “in which members of 

the Muslim Brotherhood gained an unprecedented twenty percent of parliamentary 

seats.”18 Many people, including young individuals, Copts, and some Muslims, opposed 

the idea of having the Muslim Brotherhood in control. These individuals believed that the 

Muslim Brotherhood would try to turn Egypt into an undemocratic Islamic state. While 

Mubarak may have failed in some leadership issues, Egyptians knew that he would never 

make Egypt an Islamic state or entangle religion and state. A main reason for “the 

continuing patience of the church leadership with the Mubarak regime was its fear of the 
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Islamist alternative to it.”19 The Coptic Christians “were apprehensive about the 

possibility that the Islamist opposition would come to power;” therefore, not all Copts 

were in favor of removing Mubarak.20 They believed that the authoritarian regime was 

better to them than the Islamists one would be. Under Muslim Brotherhood control, the 

Copts believed that discrimination would dramatically increase and their freedom to 

practice their faith would diminish. After the 2005 preliminary election, the Copts 

witnessed the increase in the popularity of the Muslim Brotherhood, and they were 

convinced that the Muslim Brotherhood would try to win over the presidency.  

Finally, many Egyptians supported Mubarak and the regime because of Suzanne 

Mubarak’s contribution to the country. At the beginning her role as First Lady of Egypt, 

she was hidden from the public and contributed little to the people and Egypt. She 

focused on rearing her children and continuing her education. Later, she became more 

involved in the problems facing Egyptians. In the 1990s, she began to work “closely with 

the culture minister to build libraries and museums” and started focusing on issues 

pertaining to women.21 One of her first and most successful projects was Reading for All, 

“which published thousands of cheap, popular books for the poor.”22 This project helped 

millions of Egyptians as people saw young children more involved in their education, 

enabling a more successful future labor. In addition, Reading for All led to the 

development of new libraries across the country. Ms. Mubarak expanded her work and 

became the leader of “the Egyptian Society for Childhood and Development, the National 
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History Museum for Children, the Egyptian Red Crescent Society” and many other 

organizations/foundations.23 Moreover, in the 2000s, Suzanne Mubarak moved and 

expanded her work from the domestic problems to the international level.24 She “founded 

the Suzanne Mubarak Women's International Peace Movement in 2003 and initiated an 

End Human Trafficking Now! Campaign.”25 She quickly became one of the most 

influential women in the Middle East due to her passion and contribution in various 

fields. In addition, she won many domestic and international awards that recognized her 

work. Some accuse her of being a selfish person as they regarded her work as a means to 

gain glory and fame. However, one of her close friends, Ali Dessouki, argued that 

Suzanne Mubarak really “wanted to have a better educational system and combat 

poverty.”26 Suzanne Mubarak held the position as First Lady of Egypt for thirty years and 

helped increase Egyptian quality life and alleviate some of the people’s daily struggles.   

While many Egyptians approved of Hosni Mubarak as president, many others 

opposed him and his regime. First, his opponents criticized his inability or unwillingness 

“to connect with his people in a more ‘personal’ way.”27 In his thirty years rule, 

“Egyptians knew very little about Hosni Mubarak as an individual.”28 Besides knowing 

that he was a military man, Egyptians did not know Mubarak’s personal life. He made no 

effort to connect to his people and to reveal his character to them. Unlike Nasser and 

Sadat, Egyptians did not see Mubarak walking and talking to ordinary Egyptians, trying 
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to understand their struggles and their desires for their country. During his presidency, 

Nasser was seen interacting with the public as a man of the people. Sadat, also, was 

always trying to connect with the Egyptians. Egyptians saw him in the traditional 

Egyptian clothes talking to Egyptians. He would visit his poor hometown to see his 

village and to express his desire of representing his hometown and its people. Mubarak, 

however, did not try to be seen as the man of the people. He did not even return to his 

village after becoming president. After three decades as the leader of the Egyptian 

people, Egyptians had no idea who the man that claimed to be their president was.  

While the president did not try to show the people who he was, the state-

controlled media did by showing “millions of words and images…devoted to Mubarak’s 

deeds and presence,” but Egyptians still perceived their leader as a stranger.29 Egyptians 

did not want to see what the president did or how the media portrayed him, but instead, 

they wanted to know him. They knew their previous presidents and felt that a duty of 

being a president is to connect with the common public. In addition to not being known 

to the people, Mubarak was physically separate from his people as he spent substantial 

amount of time in Sharm Al-Sheikh, a resort town, away from Cairo where the majority 

of Egyptians live.30 This distance made it so that television was the only outlet by which 

the people saw their president. By leaving Cairo, Mubarak was showing a disinterest in 

being a part of the population. Egyptians felt that it was important to see their president in 

order to know that he understood their problems and was listening to their desires, so that 

he could lead the country properly. By not connecting to the people, it became easy for 
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Egyptians to dislike Mubarak and his regime. For many Egyptians, he did not give them a 

reason to like him and to believe that he represented them.  

Second, opponents of the regime also worried that Gamal Mubarak would 

succeed his father, creating an Egyptian monarchy. Indeed, Mubarak began to picture a 

Mubarak dynasty as Egypt’s destiny. He wanted his younger son, Gamal Mubarak, to 

take over when he ended his presidency. People began to see Mubarak’s vision in the 

1990’s when Gamal became more politically active in Egypt. In less than two years, 

Gamal went from being the president’s son to the chair of the National Democratic Party 

and responsible for the president’s office. Egyptians predicted that Mubarak would push 

Gamal to take the presidency after him. In addition, this succession would erase the idea 

of having a free election because Mubarak would intervene in the elections to make sure 

that his son became the president. Egyptians witnessed other Arab countries “turning into 

virtual dynasties as elderly president-dictators prepared sons to succeed them,” but they 

did not want Egypt to follow the same route.31 They still believed in free elections and 

wished to see Egypt become a democratic country.  

Egyptian did not accept the idea of a father to son succession as it was new to 

their country since Egypt’s independence in 1952. With Gamal Mubarak in office, people 

knew that change would not come as he would keep his father’s regime. However, 

Egyptians’ opinions did not stop their leader from pushing Gamal into becoming the next 

candidate for the presidency. They did so by letting him “hold certain fictitious positions, 

created especially for him, with obscure titles that could be understood to include very 
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important responsibilities.”32 Egyptians knew that “preparations were going on to insure 

that the result of any future referendum or election would be the replacement of father by 

son,” and they were not happy about it.33 Furthermore, many people believed that Gamal 

was not qualified to be president. Unlike his father, Gamal did not serve in the military. 

He did attend a university, but he studied business which in Egypt was not comparable to 

a law degree. He did not have any political experience until Hosni Mubarak awarded him 

positions and activated his role in politics. The people desired a president who knew how 

to run a country and had political experience. Having Gamal as president led to the idea 

that any unqualified individual can be president. Egyptians showed their disapproval of 

the Mubarak succession as they protested in the streets.  

A third reason for opposition to the regime and Mubarak was their interference 

with Egyptian elections. Most of the evident corruption of the Mubarak regime was seen 

in the elections. Mubarak won all his elections with more than ninety percent of the 

votes. In addition, parliament results showed Mubarak’s party, the National Democratic 

Party, always winning with more than the majority of the votes. Egyptians knew that their 

elections were rigged, and their voices were not heard. The regime “interfered in the 

electoral process by restricting campaigning…arresting opposition candidates, as well 

as… stuffing ballot boxes and announcing fraudulent vote counts.”34 The people were 

aware of the regime’s tactics and were tired of being deprived of having a voice in the 

elections. Winning the election with ninety-seven percent was obviously a fraud because 
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“free elections do not produce such near unanimity.”35 In addition to winning with an 

outrageous percentage, Egyptians noticed that “there was never an opposition candidate 

during” most of Mubarak’s presidency.36 Egyptians did not have a choice between 

candidates as the regime restricted candidates from entering the elections. Most of the 

individuals that tried to run against Mubarak either got arrested or were silenced by the 

regime. Therefore, the ballot left Mubarak as the lone candidate and the best, or only, 

choice for the people.  

The National Democratic Party had to interfere with the elections because they 

were “aware that in any free elections the people would chose to throw them out.”37 

Therefore, to stay in power, they had to control the elections and deprive Egyptians of 

their right to free elections. The party and the regime began to focus less on what the 

people wanted and more on how to stay in power. They were aware that people were 

suffering under the regime and that they wanted a change, but the regime was not ready 

to give up the presidency. In addition, without the party controlling the parliament, 

Mubarak would be weak. Therefore, the regime made sure that in the parliamentary 

elections, the National Democratic Party remained in control. One of the most fraudulent 

parliamentary elections was the election held in 2010. The regime “used all means to 

control the outcome,” and the NDP ended up winning most of the seats.38 After the 

results, Egyptians were outraged as they knew that parliamentary representatives were 

not their representatives, but instead were chosen by the regime to represent its interests.  
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In addition to Egyptians, leaders outside of Egypt knew that elections under 

Mubarak were unfair. American ambassador Margaret Scobey once stated, concerning 

the Presidential election in 2011, that “the election will not be free or fair, and 

…[Mubarak] will likely stay in office until he dies.”39 People in Egypt and around the 

world knew that the elections were rigged, but the regime was not willing to make a 

change.   

Fourth, many Egyptians opposed Mubarak because they believed that Mubarak’s 

era was known as the corruption era due to the amount of increased corruption in the 

government and between the leaders. Unlike other leaders, “under Mubarak…the state 

grew increasingly incapable…of curbing corruption.”40 Such corruption made life in 

Egypt difficult for many Egyptians. People began to witness Mubarak as he transitioned 

from being the president to being the government. The people began to see Mubarak 

becoming “the ultimate authority in a new power structure dominated by some of the 

country’s most powerful financial centers.”41 These powerful centers were led by the 

upper class who supported Mubarak in exchange for political power. This led to a bond 

between “wealth and political decision-makers.”42 The middle class watched as the upper 

class and the regime took money from them, and they received nothing in return. The 

upper class became powerful while the ordinary Egyptians could not afford food. They 

felt that their government was stealing from them and did not represent them. Under the 

Mubarak regime, “Egypt has come to be divided into ‘two nations’ living in one country” 
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as the regime with the upper class distanced itself from the middle-class citizens.43 This 

separation is not a new concept to Egypt. However, “it exceeds any difference that 

existed between classes in all of Egypt’s modern history.”44 This corruption angered the 

Egyptians and increased their desire to take down President Hosni Mubarak and the 

regime.  

Corruption was not limited to the upper class, but it also extended to ordinary 

Egyptians. Corruption came in forms of bribery in everyday life. If an individual desired 

a job, he or she would need to bribe someone to get that job. Bribes became a norm as 

many “paid and received [bribes] in the open without any embarrassment.”45 Corruption 

in the regime, the government, and the everyday life of ordinary Egyptians has led to 

corruption becoming the “law that cannot be broken.”46  

Finally, another failure of Mubarak was that he had “no clear project to drive 

him,” his people, or his country forward.47 Mubarak became a president without 

promising his people a change or a goal that the regime would aim to achieve. On the 

other hand, Nasser promised Arab nationalism by fighting Israel and establishing Egypt 

as the dominant country of the Arab world. He accomplished this by uniting the Arab 

countries together to fight Israel in two wars. By doing so, Nasser established Egypt as 

the mother of the Arab World. Sadat promised to reclaim the Egyptian land back and an 

end to the Arab-Israeli wars. He regained the Sinai Peninsula and ended the war by 
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signing the Egypt-Israel Peace Treaty. But, “Mubarak’s imprint [was] missing.”48 To 

Egyptians, there was no goal established by the Mubarak regime. Therefore, Mubarak 

was seen as “content to continue without any deviation on the path opened up by 

Sadat.”49 This included strengthening the relationship between Egypt and the United 

States and continuing the Egypt-Israel Peace Treaty. To many Egyptians, following 

Sadat’s style was damaging as it led to the separation of Egypt from the Arab World. 

When Hosni Mubarak took the presidency, people were ready for a change. They were 

ready to get new leadership that would improve and advance the country in the world. 

Instead, people witnessed a regime that “shunned the opportunity to rally its people 

behind a larger cause.”50 With these causes, some people supported President Mubarak 

and others opposed him.  
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CHAPTER FOUR 
 

The Arab Spring 
 
 

The Arab Spring in Egypt, or the Revolution, began on January 25, 2011, when 

thousands of Egyptians protested on the streets to express their anger, mistrust, and 

dissatisfaction with President Hosni Mubarak and his regime. After eighteen long days, 

on February 11, 2011, Egyptians screamed joyfully in the streets when Hosni Mubarak 

resigned as President of Egypt due to their demands.  

While January 25, 2011 was the beginning of the Arab Spring in Egypt, the 

protests began earlier in Tunisia. The Arab Spring that spread throughout North Africa 

and the Middle East began on December 10, 2010. Mohamed Bouazizi, a Tunisian street 

vendor, burned himself alive in front of a local government building after being assaulted 

by a female police officer.1 He wanted to make a statement against police brutality in his 

country. His death was heard around the country and protests began a couple days later. 

On December 27, the protests grew and reached the capital.2 The people called for an end 

of their regime and police brutality. Tunisians desired a change for their future and their 

country as they were suffering daily to meet their basic needs. These protests led 

President Zine al-Abidine Ben Ali, who ruled Tunisia for over twenty-two years, to flee 

the country on January 14, “leaving [the country] in the hands of a caretaker 
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government.”3 Tunisians rejoiced as they believed that a change was coming for their 

country and some of their demands were being answered.  

After President Ben Ali left his country, many people wondered what would 

happen next to similar surrounding countries. Some predicted that other nations would 

rise against their dictators, but most people believed that Tunisia’s revolution was rare 

and would not occur anywhere else. Stephen Walt, a Harvard foreign policy expert, 

“dismissed the idea that what had happened in Tunisia could spread to Egypt” because 

the “history of world revolution suggests that this sort of revolutionary cascade [was] 

quite rare.”4 Nonetheless, Egyptians closely watched Tunisians and hoped that they could 

form their own revolution. On the streets as they watched Tunisians demonstrations, 

some Egyptians stated that “we should do as the Tunisians did.”5 Therefore, when 

protests similar to Tunisia’s began in Egypt, people around the world were astonished.  

Many consider the Arab Spring in Egypt as the first Facebook Revolution because 

social media helped spread the motive to protest. Egyptians, especially the younger 

generation, used Facebook and Twitter, to post location and time of the protests. Many 

people wonder how thousands of Egyptians came together to protest against their 

president. Egyptians would claim that social media brought them together. Groups such 

as April 6 Youth Movement and “We are all Khaled Said”6 called for the protests on 
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January 25. The organizers of the protests “chose January 25 because it coincided with 

National Police Day,” and they wanted to bring awareness about police brutality in 

Egypt. 7 With sharing and liking the announcements on Facebook and Twitter, thousands 

of Egyptians were aware of the protesting and were ready to follow their brothers and 

sisters to fight for a change in their country.  

Egyptians called January 25, 2011 “The Day of Wrath” as they wanted to express 

to their president and the regime their dissatisfaction with their country’s rules and 

leaders. Hundreds of thousands of people “poured into Tahrir (Arabic for “Liberation”) 

Square” in Cairo.8 The protesting was spread to other major cities in Egypt such as 

Alexandria and Suez. Organizers did not believe that thousands of people would support 

them, they merely believed that hundreds would show; however, it has been estimated 

that ten thousand people protested that day either in Tahrir Square or in other provinces.9 

Protesters held banners with the objective of “Bread, Freedom, Social Justice, and 

Human Dignity.”10 Their demands included “the interior minister’s resignation, a decent 

monthly minimum wage, repeal of the Emergency Law,11 dissolution of the current 

parliament, and term limits on the presidency.”12 They believed that these demands 

would begin a change in Egypt. Holding Egypt’s flag, posters of chants, and pictures of 

citizens who died from police brutality, Egyptians united together to show their 
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government that they deserved a change to their country in order to have an improved 

future.  

When the regime recognized the significant number of demonstrators in Tahrir 

Square, police were sent out to end the protesting. They “fired tear gas” at demonstrators 

which led to some of them to leave, but the majority stayed at Tahrir Square.13 Mubarak 

did not understand what was happening as he believed that the demonstration would end 

after a couple of hours. He would not have predicted that the protesting by his people 

would take down his regime and make history in Egypt.  

Egyptians camped out in Tahrir Square to express their persistence and that they 

would not leave until their demands were answered. Despite the cold weather, protestors 

got tents and camped out together. Day after day, the Square was filled with more people 

than the day before. The world began to take notice that there was a situation emerging in 

Egypt. Fellow Arab citizens watched their neighbors with amazement and excitement as 

they prayed that Egyptians would win against the Mubarak regime by persuading the 

regime to make major changes to the country. They were excited because Egyptians gave 

them hope that they could rise against their own regimes. On the other side of the world, 

citizens and leaders in the West were surprised that Egyptians had the power to stand up 

against their own administration.  

Three days into the protesting, January 28, became to be known as “Friday of 

Anger” due to the mass protests that led to the violent clashes between the demonstrators 

and the police. The regime decided to shut down the Internet because of the large number 

of demonstrators, but the “activists found other means to communicate and coordinate 
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their activities.”14 That day, there was an unpreceded number of demonstrators as 

Egyptians kept calling on each other to march to Tahrir Square. They escalated their 

demands as they chanted that “The people want the fall of the regime” because they 

believed that Egypt will never change and improve under the Mubarak regime.15 

Furthermore, the people burned pictures of President Mubarak to show their frustration 

with his regime and their desire for an end to his presidency.  

The regime was aware that the demonstrations were growing larger; therefore, 

they believed that they needed to control the situation. Police officers were sent to the 

Square to send the demonstrators back to their homes. They “used rubber-coated bullets, 

water cannons, and tear gas to disperse” the crowds.16 However, the people fought back 

using stones to shield themselves and to throw at the officers. One protester stated that 

the police did not anticipate “our resistance to be that strong” against them.17 The 

protestors were not ready to give up to their demands because of the attacks against them. 

Additionally, they began to attack “the Ministry of Interior building and the state-run 

television station” and to set “offices of the ruling party and police stations on fire.”18 

This violence violated the organizers’ wishes as they only hoped that the protests would 

use peaceful tactics. However, the marchers were trying to display their disapproval of 

the regime’s supporters such as the state media that continued to back President Mubarak. 

Al-Ahram, an Egyptian national newspaper, “called on Egyptians to demonstrate-as that 
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is a right granted in the constitution-but not to destroy their country.”19 Some protestors 

claimed that since the police used violence, they also needed to use violence to prove to 

them that they are strong. When the police failed to end the protesting and the violence 

only kept increasing among the protestors, the military took over and was sent out to the 

streets.20 Anwar El-Hawari, writer for Al-Ahram, criticized the demonstrators for the 

destruction of buildings and stores and claimed that these actions left the president “with 

no choice but to order the military to go down on the streets in order to maintain security 

for the Egyptian people.” 21 They felt that the violence created should have led to the 

ending of the protesting; however, the demonstrators claimed that the violence was only 

their response to the regime’s resistance to stay in power.  

Later that day, President Mubarak made his first televised speech to the Egyptian 

people since the revolution began. He asserted that he hears the demands of the people, 

and he has taken action by firing “his cabinet but [he] refused to step down.”22 He 

believed that this action answered their demands. Ending his speech, he claimed that the 

violence by the protestors would not solve anything. He stated that “destroying what we 

have built…is not the route to follow.”23 Egyptians responded with anger and more 

shouting for their wishes to see Mubarak resign. They described his speech “as a false 

attempt to cool people’s anger” because they did not trust him or his promises.24 They 
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believed that Mubarak had clearly not understood their demands as he continued to stay 

in office. Another attempt by the regime to shut down the protesting was the 

implementation of a curfew that ran from 6:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.25 However, Egyptians 

resisted the curfew and stayed at the Square to resume their protests. The regime began to 

look weaker as all their attempts failed to clear out the people from Tahrir Square.  

While people around the world watched as Egyptians protested, they also looked 

to their own leaders to respond to the protesting. Egyptians hoped that other nations 

would support their cause. The United States, one of the closest allies to President 

Mubarak, was one of the first nations to show their support to Mubarak during the 

beginning of the demonstrations. Two days before Friday of Anger, Hillary Clinton, 

Secretary of State, stated during an interview that “the United States believed Mubarak’s 

government was not under threat.”26 In addition, on January 27, Vice President Joe Biden 

claimed that he “would not refer to [Mubarak] as a dictator” as many Egyptians 

claimed.27 He believed that President Mubarak cared for his people and their interests. 

Finally, after Mubarak’s speech on January 28, President Barak Obama held a press 

conference during which he “called on the Egyptian government and police to respect 

people’s rights for peaceful demonstrations and for a free and democratic system of 

government;” however, he “did not call on Mubarak to resign as protestors demanded.”28 

These words by the United States’ leaders proved that the United States still supported 

the Mubarak regime and did not want to help the protestors overthrow Mubarak. This 
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angered some Egyptians because they needed the United States to support their cause for 

a democratic country without their dictator, Mubarak. However, Mubarak was pleased 

that the United States did not call for his resignation because he needed their support to 

cling to the presidency.  

On January 29, for the first time in his presidency, President Mubarak appointed a 

vice president. He named Omar Suleiman, his intelligence chief, as Vice President of 

Egypt.29 The regime believed that this action would end the protests and answer the 

demands of the people. In addition, the regime hoped it would lead to a sense of 

confidence about the process of succession after the end of Mubarak’s presidency. 

However, some Egyptians claimed that “Mubarak’s appointment of a vice president came 

too late,” and it was just a way to distract the people from their main demand of the 

resignation of Mubarak.30 Some nations, including the United States, approved of 

Suleiman as they believed that he would be a good leader to rule Egypt after Mubarak 

ends his presidency. The foreign leaders believed that, like Mubarak, Suleiman would 

maintain the stable relationship between Egypt and their countries. Like some Egyptians, 

they were afraid of instability in Egypt after Mubarak leaves which would lead to 

unsteadiness between their countries and Egypt.  

The first of February was known as “Day of Determination” because protestors 

called “for one million people to gather in Tahrir” to protest against the regime.31 The 

organizers of the protests took over Twitter and Facebook to urge their fellow Egyptians 

to gather together and protest. Egyptians answered as over one million people showed up 
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to protest peacefully. Unlike previous days, the Day of Determination did not involve 

many violent clashes. In the evening, President Mubarak made his second televised 

speech where he affirmed that “he appointed a prime minister to engage in dialogue with 

protesters and called on Parliament to amend articles 76 and 77 of the Egyptian 

Constitution.”32 These articles would “allow for candidates outside the National 

Democratic Party to run for office and limit a president’s term in leadership.”33 

Furthermore, Mubarak promised that when his term ends, “neither he nor his son Gamal 

would run for the presidency in September,” but he refused to resign immediately as the 

protesters demanded.34 To some Egyptians, Mubarak’s speech was persuasive, and they 

left the Square. However, the majority of the people stayed as they did not trust their 

president’s words, and they continued to seek the immediate resignation of Hosni 

Mubarak.  

After his speech, Mubarak received a phone call from President Obama who told 

him that “he must begin transition of power” and leave the presidency.35 This action by 

President Obama was the beginning of the United States’ new position on the protesting. 

Instead of supporting Mubarak, the Obama administration began to side with the 

Egyptian people in demanding for Mubarak’s resignation. After the call with President 

Obama, Mubarak was shocked that the United States was abandoning him and siding 

with the people. He believed that after all the many years he supported the United States 
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and represented their interests in the Middle East region that the United States’ president 

needed to continue supporting him.  

“Black Wednesday” was February second as major violence erupted in Tahrir 

Square. The regime believed that it had to take new action to control the massive 

gatherings, so they “hired thugs to terrorize demonstrators by riding over them through 

Tahrir Square on camels and horses and attacking with swords and other weapons.”36 

That day is also remembered as “Battle of the Camel” because there were camels being 

used to attack the demonstrators. During the evening, there were “gunshots and Molotov 

cocktails rained down on protestors” by individuals hired by the regime.37 This violence 

led to many fatalities and over a thousand people were injured as some people claimed 

that “Tahrir became a veritable battle zone.”38 Unlike the early days of the revolution, the 

Egyptian streets were not safe to protest. However, this violence did not stop the people 

from coming back to Tahrir Square. The state media did not expose the violence on the 

television and in the newspapers because they did not wish to reveal the regime’s 

mistreatment of the people. On the contrary, they supported the regime and blamed the 

people. Al-Akhbar, state media, claimed that all they “see is [protestors’] craving to 

spread chaos in the country and try to turn it in into another Iran.”39 Some people wanted 

the protestors to go home because they believed that the regime will continue using 

violence. However, the demonstrators kept urging Egyptians to protest and fight against 
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the regime. They claimed that they are willing to die for their country in order for the 

regime to step down.  

 February fourth was called “Friday of Departure” by the thousands of protestors 

who showed up to Tahrir Square in hopes that President Mubarak would resign that 

night. It has been estimated that calling for that day attracted over one hundred thousand 

people, one of the largest gatherings of the revolution.40 Using more aggressive and 

demanding slogans, the people chanted “We will not leave, he will leave.”41 They wanted 

the regime to know that the people will not leave Tahrir Square if President Hosni 

Mubarak still controls their country. The world began to see the images of thousands of 

Egyptians with flags and posters of slogans marching to Tahrir Square or protesting on 

bridges. Again, the world was astonished at the number of Egyptians who showed up.  

On February tenth, Mubarak made his final speech as Egypt’s president to his 

citizens. Opening his speech, he claimed that it was “a speech from a father to his sons 

and daughters” as he still believed that he truthfully represented and cared for his 

people.42 He promised that “he would hand power to his prime minister, reform the 

Constitution, and cancel the emergency law once the crisis eased.”43 In addition, he 

reiterated that “he would stay as president until September…because the country 

need[ed] him for a transition to democracy.”44 The people knew that the president’s 

speech was full of lies and promises that would not be fulfilled under his regime. Some 
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Egyptians shouted that the “people are sick of the soap opera” presented by Mubarak’s 

speeches.45 They wanted an alteration to their country that would bring more 

opportunities for an improved life for them, but they knew that a change could not occur 

under their current dictator. On the other hand, Mubarak hoped that his speech would 

send the people back to their homes, but the people knew that their president would not 

leave if they went back to their homes.  

February 11, 2011, at six o’clock in the evening, became a significant time in 

Egypt’s history as Egyptians took down the thirty-year-old regime of the aging Hosni 

Mubarak. The announcement came when the newly appointed vice president, Omar 

Suleiman, appeared on national television and stated: “Taking into consideration the 

difficult circumstances the country is going through, President Mohammed Hosni 

Mubarak has decided to leave the post of president of the republic and has tasked the 

Supreme Council of the Armed Forces to manage the state’s affairs.”46 This thirty second 

statement led to thousands of Egyptians crying and shouting for happiness. In a matter of 

minutes, fireworks were heard around the country, and people began to dance and sing. 

Even older men were crying as they realized that their voices were finally heard. When 

their president resigned, many Egyptians knew that their revolution was successful. 

Young Egyptians could not believe that their posts and messages on Facebook and 

Twitter led to one of the most successful protests in the current era.  

While the revolution brought happiness to many people, Egyptians did not forget 

the people who died for their victory. Hundreds of people died as a result of the 
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demonstrations. A report found that during the thirteen-day revolution, 846 people died 

and over 6,000 individuals were injured.47 Egyptians claim that their fellow brothers died 

fighting for their country like soldiers at war. However, many Egyptians blame the 

regime and Hosni Mubarak for the deaths of the people because the regime led to the 

police and army fighting and killing people. Protesters came to call for a change in a 

peaceful manner, but the regime, led by Mubarak, turned the demonstrations into a battle 

field.  

People and countries around the world rejoiced with Egyptians when President 

Mubarak resigned, and Egyptians returned back to their homes. They praised the 

Egyptian people for rising up against their own regime and demanding a change for their 

country. Silvio Berlusconi, an Italian politician, stated that this was “nothing new [for] 

Egypt…The Egyptians have made history – as usual.”48 Egypt’s revolution will become 

another piece of history that will be added to Egypt’s distinguished record. Furthermore, 

President Obama asserted that “we must educate our children to become like young 

Egyptian people” due to their courage.49 To the world, Egyptians accomplished the 

impossible by pushing a dictator out of office and by doing so, they were choosing the 

direction of where they wanted their country to go in the future. It was unusual in the 

Middle East for people to protest and win against the government; therefore, Egypt 

became an example to other Arab countries and the world.  

The Arab World also praised the Egyptians for their bravery to fight their regime. 

Like Egypt, many Arab nations had an ancient regime controlled by a longstanding 

                                                        
47 El-Bendary, The Egyptian Revolution, 7. 
48 Ibid., 18. 
49 Ibid., 17. 



 

 

 

52 

dictator. After President Mubarak resigned, Arabs celebrated with the Egyptians as they 

believed that Egyptians brought a change to the Middle East region. Days following 

Mubarak’s resignation, Arabs and Northern Africans from Yemen, Syria, Bahrain, 

Jordan, Libya, Iraq, Morocco, and Kuwait rose up against their own regimes and formed 

demonstrations similar to Egypt’s. They used similar slogans that Egyptians chanted to 

protest. Egypt’s Arab Spring not only shook the world, but “it also inspired Arabs to 

follow in its footstep and march for freedom.”50  

While the Arab Spring began in Tunisia, Egypt’s own protests were more 

memorable and well-known due to Egypt’s position in the Middle East. A former editor 

of Egypt’s Sabah El-Kheir magazine, Lewis Greiss, claimed that “the Arab uprising 

began in Tunisia, but the success of the Egyptian people meant the ‘winds of change were 

felt in the Arab world.”51 Egypt’s Arab Spring brought a change to Egypt, the Middle 

East, and the whole world. Egyptians came to be known as the population that fought 

with their voices to defeat a dictator.  
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CHAPTER FIVE 
 

Justification and the Conclusion 
 
 

Egyptians’ protests resulted in the resignation of the long-reigned President Hosni 

Mubarak. His humiliation did not end there because he was arrested later and sentenced 

to prison on charges “ranging from corruption to responsibility for killing 

demonstrators.”1 In less than a year, Egyptians saw their former president in white 

uniform, sitting in a prison cell with his two sons, awaiting the sentence for his future. 

Egyptians labeled Mubarak as “The Defeated Pharaoh” due to his downfall since the 

uprising and his resignation. Even though Mubarak’s charges were dropped, he spent a 

significant amount of time in prison, and he lost many of his possessions.  

In this concluding chapter, I will begin by reviewing the two questions that this 

thesis attempts to answer. Then, I will summarize the cases against and for Mubarak and 

their evidence. Next, I will answer the first question and explain what the justification 

Egyptians had for protest against former President Hosni Mubarak. This chapter will also 

examine the second question and describe the reasons the Revolution was successful and 

unsuccessful. Moving on, I will illuminate how I, an Egyptian, perceive the Revolutions 

and its outcomes. Finally, I will lay out another way Egyptians could have used their 

voice to improve their country.  

Today, the question that arises is whether Egyptians were justified in rising up 

against their president and whether The Revolution was successful. It is difficult to take a 
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side on this issue because both standpoints have efficient evidence in support of their 

argument. On one hand, the case against Mubarak is justified because the harsh living 

conditions urged Egyptians to stand up and protest against their president and the regime. 

They felt that the regime betrayed them by allowing their country to be ruled by a dictator 

and unrepresentative leaders. Their life was difficult as many people struggled to fulfill 

basic needs and find jobs. Their revolution was successful because of Mubarak’s 

resignation. The people demanded Mubarak’s resignation and their hard-fought protests 

led to the success of their request.  

However, on the other hand, the case for Mubarak can muster as evidence due to 

the collapse Egypt has suffered since the revolution and Mubarak’s resignation. From 

2011-2012, most Egyptians would have supported the case against Mubarak because they 

believed that change was finally coming. They believed that their revolution would result 

in the removal of a dictatorship and the installation of free elections. However, from 2012 

till today, most Egyptians would support the case for Mubarak because Egypt has not 

proven to be moving towards being a democratic state and every problem that Egyptians 

faced under the Mubarak regime has exacerbated since his departure. For example, 

poverty in Egypt is higher than it ever was under Mubarak’s presidency along with 

increasing unemployment rates. Elections in 2018 are projected to be rigged as the 

current Egyptian President, Abdel Fattah el-Sisi, is suspected of controlling the results. In 

addition, evidence to the reemergence of Mubarak’s support has been shown by 

individuals sharing their Facebook posts with Mubarak’s picture and the saying, “Do you 

miss me?” or “Miss me yet?” While people’s demand for Mubarak to resign was 

successful, the many other demands they requested were not fulfilled. Therefore, the 
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Revolution was not successful in that light. In addition, people believed that Mubarak 

properly ruled Egypt and was most likely the best choice to rule Egyptians till this day. 

People believed that Mubarak took on a parental role by perceiving Egyptians as his 

children and acting on behalf of their best interests. Today, many Egyptians have come to 

regret their support for the revolution and opposing the reign of President Hosni 

Mubarak.  

To answer the first question on whether there was justification for the rise of 

Egyptians against Mubarak, it is imperative to look at Hosni Mubarak’s rule. Egyptians 

blamed President Mubarak and his regime because it was unrepresentative of what the 

Egyptian people wanted and needed. They were more concerned with businesses, wealth, 

and power than the people that made up their nation. Egyptians saw an opportunity and 

they took it because they believed that it was time for an improvement in their country 

and to their government. Like people in the West, the Egyptian people knew that they had 

the right to rise up and speak out against their president. Therefore, Egyptians were 

justified in rising up against the regime because of the harsh conditions they had faced. 

According to the Great Man Theory, a leader’s unique characteristics shape his 

actions. Considering President Hosni Mubarak’s personality from his life and years as 

president, it is reasonable to conclude that he led his country to the best of his ability 

during his first and second term. As he began his presidency, Egyptians perceived him as 

a man who was “less concerned with his legacy or with how he was viewed as a leader 

but more with his capacity to deliver.”2 Furthermore, Mubarak was seen as “the first 

                                                        
2 Tarek Osman, Egypt on the Brink: From Nasser to the Muslim Brotherhood (New 
Haven; London: Yale University Press, 2013), 181. 
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pharaoh to confront his country’s problems without an escapist embrace of unrealistic 

ambitions in the wider region.”3 He tackled problems such as infrastructure and 

unemployment to advance and improve his country. However, the longer Mubarak stayed 

in office, the farther he and his regime were to their earlier goals. Mubarak departed from 

the constitution and made many changes to it that pleased his party and helped him 

continue his dictatorship. For example, before beginning his first term, Mubarak 

promised that he would only serve the maximum of two terms as president as the 

constitution states. This was important because former president, Gamal Nasser, ran for 

more than two terms. In addition, President Anwar Sadat would have run for a third term 

if he had not been assassinated. Furthermore, as Mubarak aged, he believed that he was 

the only adequate person capable of ruling Egypt. As a commander, he desired to keep 

guiding his people. He could not imagine living in Egypt without holding the presidency. 

With wealth and power, Mubarak became alienated from ordinary Egyptians and did not 

listen to them in order to accurately represent them.  

Hosni Mubarak had many opportunities to leave the presidency with his dignity 

before the uprising. First, he could have left in 1993 after his second term instead of 

running for a third term by amending the Egyptian Constitution. Egyptians began to 

realize that Mubarak was more concerned with staying in power than representing the 

Egyptians’ needs when he decided to run for a third term. Second, Mubarak could have 

left the presidency after the third term where he survived multiple assassination attempts. 

He began to witness some oppositions against him, but he was not phased. Instead, he 

became even more determined to continue his presidency. Third, Mubarak had the 

                                                        
3 Osman, Egypt on the Brink: from Nasser to the Muslim Brotherhood, 189. 
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opportunity to leave the presidency after his grandson’s death in 2005. Some Egyptians 

expected him to resign because he was not fit to keep ruling their country. As a family 

man, he was truly affected by the death of his grandson. Such a tragedy affects a person’s 

mental state and ability to make decisions. However, Mubarak still believed that his 

country needed his service as president. If President Mubarak would have resigned or had 

not run for another term before 2011, the Egyptian people would have thanked him for 

his service and placed him among the other great presidents. Nonetheless, due to his 

character, he was too stubborn to leave his position and pushed himself to continue his 

presidency even when he was unfit to do so.  

The second question on whether the Revolution was successful needs the 

evaluation of the goals of the Revolution. A major goal of the Egyptians’ uprising was to 

overthrow the old regime as they believed that President Hosni Mubarak was personally 

responsible for the deterioration of the country. The success of the Revolution was 

evident when millions of Egyptians came together in the Tahrir Square to witness the 

resignation of President Hosni Mubarak. Egyptians proved that their voice was still 

significant.  

However, while Hosni Mubarak resigned and left the presidency, Egypt’s Arab 

Spring was not successful in achieving the many other demands of the people. The 

Revolution began on January 25, 2011 because Egyptians called for many improvements 

to their country including higher wages, changes to the constitution, free elections, social 

justice, and a democratic government. After Mubarak’s regime, Egypt’s form of 

government failed to change. Sadly, this failure can be attributed to Egyptians 

themselves. For their revolution to be successful, Egyptians needed to continue being 
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politically active. When the elections were held in May 2012, the first presidential 

election after Mubarak’s resignation, it was evident that most Egyptians did not vote. 

Some claim that the Muslim Brotherhood pressured and frightened them into voting for 

them or not voting not all. Other Egyptians boycotted the election because they did not 

like either candidate. They did not want to vote for an individual who came from the 

Mubarak regime nor a Muslim Brotherhood candidate; therefore, they did not vote. A 

mother of a fallen demonstrator stated that she “will not choose between the plague and 

cholera” as she refused “to cast a ballot for either of Egypt's presidential candidates.”4 

Due to the low voter turnout, Egypt’s next president was a member of the Muslim 

Brotherhood. Mohamed Morsi was elected as Egypt’s first democratic president, and he 

began his presidency on June 30th of 2012. It is evident that his presidency was 

unsuccessful because he was overthrown by the people in 2013 as Egyptians were 

outraged that he alternated the Egyptian constitution to satisfy the Muslim Brotherhood 

party. Some claim that Morsi’s main objective was to turn Egypt into an Islamic State, 

and many Egyptians feared this objective. Therefore, the people’s demand for a 

democratic state was unachievable under Mohamed Morsi.  

Furthermore, one cannot simply forget about the thousands of people who died 

during the Revolution. While the uprising did not intent for anyone to die, it is the 

uprising that lead to the thousands of deaths. The media around the world showed the 

lifeless bodies of Egyptians in the street and the teenagers with injuries from the fighting 

                                                        
4 Michael Petrou, “The Arab Spring for This?,” Maclean’s 125, no. 24 (June 25, 2012): 
28–29. 
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against the army. These injuries and deaths can be a reason on why the Revolution was 

unsuccessful because people believed that they had the right to a peaceful protest.  

As an Egyptian myself, I am proud of what my fellow Egyptians accomplished. 

Protesting against an aged regime is not an easy task because the regime controlled the 

media, the newspaper, and the money. The Egyptian people stood together against all the 

odds to defeat the regime. Even with the army firing at them, the protestors found a way 

to keep their spirit alive and continue on with their mission. Watching young fellow 

Egyptians holding posters of martyrs of the Revolutions and older Egyptians crying as 

Mubarak resigned, one can simply cry and smile with these Egyptians. The empathy 

toward Egyptians was felt around the world as people cheered them on.  

I think that it is unrealistic to expect a death toll of zero in any revolution. 

Someone had to die for the Egyptian revolution. Those people who protested against the 

regime knowingly did so with their prospective death as a result, but they were willing to 

do so in order for the government to listen to their demands and to achieve a better future 

for generations to come. Many families of the martyrs took to the media to declare that 

they were proud of their loved ones who died for their country like a solider at war. Their 

death was a sacrifice for the next Egyptian generations.   

To me, Egypt’s Arab Spring was successful in that it brought a new sense of hope 

for the next generation. The momentum created from the protests gave Egyptians a sense 

of optimism. Now the next generation of Egyptians are aware of the power people hold, 

they too can stand up against their regime if they are dissatisfied. Today, when Egyptians 

talk about their Revolution, they smile and talk about the energy and spirit that they had 

during it. Egyptians desire to maintain this energy to keep urging for change in their 
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country. However, besides the new sense of hope, I think that the Revolution failed to 

bring any other change to my country.  

While some people claim that the resignation of Hosni Mubarak was the only 

answer to attain a difference, I think that a revolution that addressed challenges that the 

country faces while working with the Mubarak regime would have led to a better result. 

Demanding Egypt to be a democracy was not reasonable because a country cannot be 

transformed into a democracy overnight. The transition to a democracy takes many years 

if not decades. In addition, it is difficult for an Arab country to transform into a 

democracy due to its culture. Sandra Halperin argues that democracy emerged 

historically when it “is associated with a breakdown of traditional class structures, an 

increase in the power of working classes relative to that of other classes, a relatively more 

nationally ‘embedded’ capitalism, development of purchasing power among a mass 

domestic citizen workforce, and the extension and integration of domestic markets.”5 

Egypt has never experienced any of these situations. Instead, Egyptians demanded 

democracy without any change occurring to the institutions of Egypt. Egyptians who 

protested would have known that democracy for their country was difficult if they were 

correctly educated about revolutions and forms of government. In addition, it was 

unreasonable to demand the resignation of Mubarak and thinking that without the 

Mubarak’s regime, Egypt would be stable. Egyptians were aware of the strength of the 

Muslim brotherhood and their desire to take control of Egypt. A country cannot be stable 

                                                        
5 Sandra Halperin, “The Post-Cold War Political Topography of the Middle East: 
Prospects for Democracy,” Third World Quarterly 26, no. 7 (October 2005): 1135–56.  
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if there are no institutions in place like Egypt. Egyptians made demands that they lacked 

proper education about.  

Instead of demanding a new Egypt, Egyptians should have demanded the regime 

to work on issues that have been weakening their country. A crucial issue that Egyptians 

still face is population growth. In 2017, Egypt’s population has risen to 93 million people 

and “if current birth rates hold, demographers project that the country's total will be 150 

million by 2050.”6 As Egypt’s population grows, more problems arise for ordinary 

Egyptians. Population growth leads to rise in unemployment, high poverty rates, and food 

shortage. For example, “as the country's population grows, [Egypt is] going to have to 

import more and more food.”7 In addition, more Egyptians on the land has led to shortage 

of water from the Nile. If the Mubarak regime could have focused on population growth 

and controlled it, then conditions in Egypt could have improved. However, under 

Mubarak, “Cairo officials eased their support for various family- planning initiatives.”8 

Furthermore, “international nongovernmental organizations reeled in their spending, 

believing they could better deploy those resources elsewhere.”9 Therefore, the Mubarak 

regime failed to manage the population growth which has led to inadequate conditions 

that resulted in the protest of Egyptians. 

Nonetheless, during the Arab Spring, Egyptians did not demand for the regime to 

acknowledge population growth because they were unaware of the problem due to poor 

education. Peter Schwartzstein argues that Egypt’s “education system still among the 

                                                        
6 Peter Schwartzstein, “Nile-High Club,” Newsweek Global 168, no. 12 (March 31, 
2017): 16–19. 
7 Ibid. 
8 Ibid.  
9 Ibid. 
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worst in the region.”10 Education can help solve many problems that Egyptians face such 

as high poverty and unemployment rates. Mahmoud Mohamed, a journalist, found in his 

study that “education of good quality is the best means…to reduce poverty rates.”11 If 

education improved in Egypt, then “this enormous cohort of 20- something men and 

women could easily become a nation-building boon, boosting the economy, much like 

China's youth bulge.”12 Mubarak and his wife worked to improve education in Egypt; 

therefore, if the people demanded more action from the government on improving 

education, then it is reasonable to think that the regime would have worked with the 

people. Education is the answer to the new Egypt that many Egyptians long for. If they 

truly aspire for a democracy, then the education system has to improve first.  

Another issue that Egyptians struggle with is being politically active. As 

mentioned above, Egyptians failed to vote in the crucial election of 2012, just as they 

have often failed to do in previous elections. They failed to vote because they distrusted 

their government. Egyptians, like most Arab citizens living in Arab states, live in a 

culture full of political doubt. Therefore, Egyptians who desire a change to their country 

need to learn to trust their government and hope that they will be listened to. Egyptians 

must continue to be politically active even if they do not like either candidate in order to 

show their government that they will keep speaking out for a change to take place and 

their demands to be heard.  

                                                        
10 Schwartzstein, “Nile-High Club.” 
11 Mahmoud Abdel Hafez Mohamed, “Targeting Poverty through Inclusive Education in 
Egypt A Review of the Experiences of Some Developing Countries,” Arab Journal of 
Administration 36, no. 2 (December 2016): 401–20. 
12 Schwartzstein, “Nile-High Club.” 
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Throughout this thesis, I have been trying to find a definite answer. An answer 

that will say “yes the revolution was successful” or “no it was not.” But there is no clear 

answer to this issue. Historians and political scientists will spend the next couple of years 

at least – maybe even a decade or more - looking at the Egyptian Arab Spring and its 

aftermath to find the answer. I do not think that they will find a definite answer. The 

answer will lie with the next generation of Egyptians. They will define whether the 

Egyptian Revolution of 2011 was successful or not. As an Egyptian, I hope that my 

fellow citizens keep the spirit and memory of the Revolution alive and fight for their 

country and rights.  

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

64 

 
BIBLIOGRAPHY 

 
 
 

Amin, Galal. In Egypt in the Era of Hosni Mubarak. American University in Cairo Press, 
2011.  

 
Brownlee, Jason, Tarek E. Masoud, and Andrew Reynolds. The Arab Spring: Pathways 

of Repression and Reform. First edition. Oxford; New York: Oxford University 
Press, 2015. 

 
Byman, Daniel L., and Kenneth M. Pollack. “Let Us Now Praise Great Men: Bringing 

the Statement Back in.” International Security 25, no. 4 (2001): 107-147. 
 
Darraj, Susan Muaddi. Hosni Mubarak. Modern World Leaders. New York, NY: Chelsea 

House, 2007. 
 
Dickey, Christopher. “The Tragedy of Mubarak.” Newsweek 157, no. 8 (February 21, 

2011): 18–23. 
 
El-Bendary, Mohamed. The Egyptian Revolution: Between Hope and Despair Mubarak 

to Morsi. New York: Algora Publishing, 2013. 
 
Elsasser, Sebastian. The Coptic question in the Mubarak era. Oxford: Oxford University 

Press, 2014.  
 
Fearon, James D. "Rationalist Explanations for War." International Organization 49, no. 

03 (1995): 52-59. 
 
Gardner, Lloyd C. The Road to Tahrir Square: Egypt and the United States from the Rise 

of Nasser to the Fall of Mubarak. New York: The New Press, 2011.  
 
Gelvin, James. The Arab Uprisings: What Everyone Needs to Know®. 2 edition. Oxford ; 

New York, NY: Oxford University Press, 2015. 
 
Halperin, Sandra. “The Post-Cold War Political Topography of the Middle East: 

Prospects for Democracy.” Third World Quarterly 26, no. 7 (October 2005): 
1135–56.  

 
Hansen, Suzy. "Egypt's Mean Queen." Newsweek 159, no. 2/3 (January 9, 2012): 46-51. 

Academic Search Complete, EBSCOhost. 
 



 

 

 

65 

Heiss, Andrew. “The Failed Management of a Dying Regime: Hosni Mubarak, Egypt’s 
National Democratic Party, and the January 25 Revolution.” Journal of Third 
World Studies 29, no. 1 (Spring 2012): 155–71. 

 
“Hosni Mubarak -- Britannica Academic.” Accessed December 14, 2017. 

http://academic.eb.com.ezproxy.baylor.edu/levels/collegiate/article/Hosni-
Mubarak/54114. 

 
Mohamed, Mahmoud Abdel Hafez. “Targeting Poverty through Inclusive Education in 

Egypt A Review of the Experiences of Some Developing Countries.” Arab 
Journal of Administration 36, no. 2 (December 2016): 401–20. 

 
Osman, Tarek. Egypt on the Brink: From Nasser to the Muslim Brotherhood. New 

Haven; London: Yale University Press, 2013. 
 
Perry, Glenn E. The History of Egypt, 2nd Edition. Westport, United States: ABC-CLIO, 

LLC, 2015.  
 
Petrou, Michael. “The Arab Spring for This?” Maclean’s 125, no. 24 (June 25, 2012): 

28–29. 
 
Pugliese, Joseph. “Permanent Revolution: Mohamed Bouazizi’s Incendiary Ethics of 

Revolt.” Law, Culture and the Humanities; London 10, no. 3 (October 2014): 
408–20.  

 
Schwartzstein, Peter. “Nile-High Club.” Newsweek Global 168, no. 12 (March 31, 2017): 

16–19. 
 
Sobelman, Daniel. “Gama Mubarak, President of Egypt?” Middle East Quarterly 8, no. 2 

(Spring 2001): 31. 
 
Springborg, Robert. Mubarak’s Egypt: Fragmentation of the Political Order. Boulder, 

Colo: Westview Press, 1989. 
 
Talhami, Ghada. Historical Dictionary of Women in the Middle East and North Africa. 

Lanham, MD, United States: Scarecrow Press, 2012.  
 
Tripp, Charles, and Roger Owen, eds. Egypt under Mubarak. London; New York: 

Routledge, 1989. 
 
Weaver, Mary Anne. A Portrait of Egypt: A Journey Through the World of Militant 

Islam. New York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux, 2000. 
 


