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Abstract 
 

Socio political events are never caused by a single reason but are 

generated by various social political factors and can result in major 

social events. International analysis of Hosni Mubarak’s downfall has 

unfortunately centred on a single reason: Russian and Chinese press 

have attributed the Egyptian regime’s collapse to foreign, mainly US, 

intervention. Some in Iran have called Iran’s Islamic Revolution as the 

trailblazer of Mubarak’s downfall. Followers of the Green Movement 

have attributed the Egyptian regime’s fall to Iran’s Green Movement. 

The West and especially the US have attributed it to the corruption of 

the Mubarak regime and the military dictatorship. 

 

The present article will provide a cursory analysis of domestic, foreign, 

and civilization factors which culminated in the toppling of Egypt’s 

pharaoh. 

 

A- Domestic Factors: Peoples actions, Power politics and structure. 
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B- Foreign Factors: New Demands of the West Headed by the US, The 

Freedom Movement of the People of the Middle East and Central Asia. 

C- Digital Civilization and Its Immense Impact on Political and Social 

Relations. 

D- Lessons from the Egyptian Movement 

 

Keywords: Egypt, domestic factors, power structure, The West, 

Middle East, freedom movements, Digital civilization, social relations.  

 
Introduction 

 
25 January 2011 is a day that will be always remembered in Egypt. 
That was the day when the Egyptian people decided to end the 
country's last pharaonic dynasty with a people's uprising.  
 
Mubarak, Egypt's longest-serving head of state since Muhammad Ali 
Pasha (4 March 1769 – 2 August 1849) and one of the longest-serving 
rulers in the world stepped down in February 2011 after 30 years in 
power. 
 
Hosni Mubarak was responding to weeks of street protest march, which 
began in January 2011, only days after Bin Ali the president of Tunisia 
fled a popular uprising. 
 
But The Egyptian movement, rather than coming out of the blue on 25 
January 2011, is a result of a process that has been brewing over the 
previous decade – a chain reaction to the autumn 2000 protests1 in 
solidarity with the Palestinian intifada. 
 
A- Domestic Factors 
A1- People’s actions 

 
Extensive economic corruption in the Mubarak administration(1981-
2011), illegitimate wealth of those close to the regime, amounting to 
$650 billion, as well as illegitimate wealth of Mubarak amounting to 
$60 to $75 billion, according to Guardian: “President Hosni Mubarak's 
family fortune could be as much as $70bn (£43.5bn) according to 
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analysis by Middle East experts, with much of his wealth in British and 
Swiss banks or tied up in real estate in London, New York, Los 
Angeles and along expensive tracts of the Red Sea coast”2 . “state 
sponsored dictatorship”, arresting thousands of political dissidents and 
jailing them without trial in crowded jails ravaged by various diseases3, 
“organized torture of political and ideological critics of the leadership 
and the administration”, According to Nadim Centre: “Over the last 
two decades, NGOs working in the field of human rights have 
documented thousands of torture cases in police stations, prisons and 
state security headquarters. Meanwhile Human Rights Center for the 
Assistance of Prisoners (HRCAP) monitored 1124 torture cases in 
prisons. International organizations such Amnesty International and 
United Nations human rights committees, including the Committee for 
Monitoring the Implementation of the Convention for the Prevention of 
Torture, also recorded many documented reports augmented with the 
victims testimonies as well as their photos and a briefing about their 
impending lawsuits”4. “restrictions slapped on the press and publishers 
as well as censorship”, “holding fake and rigged elections, such that 
only the supporters of the regime win all elections, “ extensive election 
fraud in the latest polls”, According to Jack Shenker: “Egypt's 
repressive regime sent a dramatic message to the international 
community over its determination to face down any challenge to its 
authority, after stage-managing parliamentary elections that virtually 
wiped out the formal opposition. 
 
During the day, election-related violence claimed at least eight lives. 
Early results from the poll – described by domestic and international 
observers as "breath-taking" in its levels of fraud – suggest that the 
ruling National Democratic party (NDP) has captured 96% of the seats, 
while the 88 opposition members from the Muslim Brotherhood, could 
be erased to zero”5. 
 
Mubarak’s lack of accountability toward the people, Mubarak and his 
supporters staying at the helm for long period of time, lifetime 
presidency for Mubarak, widespread poverty6, absence of economic 
development despite the administration’s commitment for development. 
All these factors resulted in the Egyptian people’s political – social 
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movement and objection to Mubarak’s non – accountable lifelong rule 
over Egypt. 
 
 
A2- Power Politics and Structure 

 
Ever since the military coup against king Farouk I (Arabic:  روق ا�ول��
Fārūq al-Awwal) (11 February 1920 – 18 March 1965) in 1952 by the 
Free Officers Movement under Major-General Muhammad Naguib and 
Colonel Gamal Abdel Nasser, Egyptian armed forces have been in 
control during three periods in Egypt: Jamal Abdul Nasser (1954-1970), 
Anwar Sadat (1970-1980), Hosni Mubarak (1981-2011). As such, 
military commanders have always been at the helm in Egypt. 
Mubarak’s big blunder was that he wanted his son to succeed him 
despite the opposition of the military elite and the Egyptian people. As 
such, differences over who should replace him gave rise to differences 
in the power pyramid and escalated political dissent. Major opponents 
of “rule by succession” and main military figures groomed for future 
presidency are Egypt’s Information 
 
 
Director of the Egyptian General Intelligence Service since 1993 
“General Omar Suleiman” 7 , Defence Minister General Hussein 
Tantawi8, and Chief of Staff General Sami Anan9. Among these figures, 
General Omar Suleiman played a major role in lobbying with the US 
and the Egyptian opposition to topple Mubarak. In this time period, 
despite the wish of Arab reactionary regimes such as Saudi Arabia as 
well as Tel Aviv, the overall social dissatisfaction with the Egyptian 
regime, as well as differences among the ruling clique and the clash 
with the West’s strategic interests resulted in Mubarak’s ouster. 
General Suleiman’s Information Service gave the opposition the go 
ahead to go to the streets of Cairo and Eskandarieh and to take over 
Tahrir Square. The Armed Forces initially refrained from countering 
the opposition and finally joined the opposition. It is worthy of note, of 
course, that the demands of the Egyptian people are different from the 
whims and wishes of the armed forces. 
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B- Foreign Factors 
B1- New demands of the West, headed by the West 
 
For some time, the Islamic ummah in the region has denounced the US 
policies while all the while Islamic radicalism has been growing. The 
West, headed by the US, is bent on reviewing its foreign policy toward 
the Middle East for at least two reasons: 
 
 
First, given the massive loss of credibility of the West, especially the 
US in the region due to its support of corrupt and dictatorial regimes, 
the West would like to know why it should incur the loss caused by 
extensive corruption of regional regimes. As such, the West has 
decided to differentiate between dictatorship and government 
corruption on the one hand and unity with the US on the other. In the 
new policy of the Western states, these two issues do not complement 
each other. 
 
 
Second, in order to preclude the massive spread of Islamic radicalism, 
the West has decided to back political groups and opposition forces 
supporting a moderate Islam or as they put it “liberal Islam”. The West 
contends that if moderate Islamic forces come to power and remove 
state corruption, they can prevent the rise of terrorism and extremism 
while also alleviating a major part of Muslims’ opposition with the 
West. The West is avid to see governments such as the current Turkish 
administration in power in the region. Such governments are on the one 
hand allied with the West and also have diplomatic relations with Israel, 
while on the other hand they enjoy popular support and are not known 
as corrupt regimes. As such, the West has even informed some Arab 
Muslim opposition forces of its support for change and overthrow of 
existing corrupt and despotic regimes in the region and for the coming 
into power of moderate Islamic groups. 
 
 
The US views the Egyptian army as the backbone of stability in Egypt 
and friendship and unity with the US. The US, however, would like 



Just Peace Diplomacy Journal No. 3 

 

6 

Muslim Brotherhood and other opposition groups to be involved in the 
power structure and assume responsibility to go from “critic” to 
“advocate”. Britain and France oppose Muslim Brotherhood’s 
involvement in Egyptian power and consistently talk about the fear of 
their coming to power in their media. US conservatives, headed by 
John McCain, also oppose the involvement of Muslim Brotherhood in 
Egyptian politics. The Obama administration, however, supports the 
involvement of Muslim Brotherhood in Egyptian politics, provided that 
they maintain cordial relations with the US and abstain from revoking 
the Camp David agreement. During negotiations between Muslim 
Brotherhood and General Omar Suleiman, the former has not pledged 
to uphold the Camp David Agreement, noting that this is a decision the 
Egyptian people will have to make in upcoming free and fair elections. 
 

 

B2- The Freedom Movement of the People of the Middle East 
and Central Asia 
 
Tunisia’s popular movement to oust bin Ali had an immediate effect in 
inspiring the Egyptian uprising against Mubarak, while Iran’s Islamic 
Revolution could be considered as having some distant effect in the 
uprising. Hamas’ victory in democratic elections, resistance against Tel 
Aviv’s military invasion on other states, victory of Hizbullah against 
full – fledged Tel Aviv military attack on Lebanon and the US failed 
strategy in Iraq and Afghanistan shattered the myth of invincibility of 
despotic regimes allied to the US during the era when the US was the 
sole superpower following the collapse of the bipolar world order. 
 
 
The great Egyptian nation, using their ancient culture and civilization 
and inspired by other Muslim people, poured into the streets to topple 
dictatorship. The Al Azhar Seminary and Egyptian clerics were 
noticeably absent in the recent popular uprising which toppled Mubarak 
and his regime. The Egyptian people overthrew Mubarak’s regime 
without the support of the seminary and clerics; nonetheless, the 
Egyptian Muslim intellectuals have played a salient role in awakening 
the people and provoking civil protests for justice and equity in Egypt. 
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C- Emergence of Digital Civilization and Its Tremendous 
Impact on Political and Social Relations10 
 
At the present juncture, the world is witnessing the third kind of 
civilization, trailing after the agricultural and industrial civilizations. 
The present author calls this phase the “digital civilization” while Alvin 
Toffler has named it “third wave of civilization”. The “digital 
civilization” provides new demands and outcomes which we have not 
as yet fully grasped. In particular, despotic regimes are more ignorant 
than any other regimes when it comes to understanding the features and 
demands of the digital civilization. In the digital civilization, 
information and knowledge are power and are not controlled by one 
group. The digital and media revolution has revamped the social, 
political, economic and cultural relations of the world.  
 
Manual Castells argued in this regard that: “It shows the direct link 
between politics, media politics, the politics of scandal, and the crisis of 
political legitimacy in a global perspective. It also puts forward the 
notion that the development of interactive, horizontal networks of 
communication has induced the rise of a new form of communication, 
mass self-communication, over the Internet and wireless 
communication networks. Under these conditions, insurgent politics 
and social movements are able to intervene more decisively in the new 
communication space”.11 
 
Today, cell phones have become multimedia outlets, thanks to the 
technology to capture picture and videos and send/receive texts. The 
internet, TVs and satellite networks provide non-stop global coverage 
of events. The peoples’ protests in Cairo’s Tahrir Square were 
broadcast live round the clock by the Algeria TV. This coverage 
enabled the world people to support and feel for the Egyptian people 
and their uprising. Dr. Saeed Shahabi, senior analyst specializing in 
Middle East politics and media, contends that the Algeria TV’s 
coverage of the events in Tahrir Square played a 60 present share in the 
victory of the Egyptian peoples’ uprising12. Egyptian police wounded 
and arrested domestic and foreign reporters and prevented them from 



Just Peace Diplomacy Journal No. 3 

 

8 

reporting. But the Egyptian people became eye reporters using their cell 
phones to rapidly upload pictures of the wounded and the martyrs on 
Twitter, You tube, Twitpic and Facebook to inform the world of events 
unfolding in Egypt. 13  Regional regimes should realize that in the 
“digital civilization” era they cannot prevent the spread of information 
about social – political events by arresting reporters, shutting down 
dissident press, and providing unilateral state sponsored publicity.14 
The best way for these regimes is to embrace the people and the 
sublime Islamic culture. 
 
D- Lessons from the Egyptian Movement 
 
Dictatorships, political despotism, jail, torture, state sponsored publicity 
will not help any regime. While there is time, the regimes should 
embark upon political, social, economic reforms, free the political 
prisoners, end torture, end political arrests, provide freedom to the press, 
abstain from rigging the elections, and hold democratic elections. They 
should also put an end to lifelong presidency and leadership, before 
they are toppled by the people. Delay in major reforms will bring about 
the downfall of the regimes. There is no exception to this, as it will 
impact all regimes sooner or later. Undoubtedly, sublime Islam is the 
best cure for all afflictions of the Islamic communities and for 
establishment of modern Islamic governments. 
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