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Commentary 4: Why was Morsi’s tenure as Egypt’s first democratically elected president cut 
short? 

 
 Since the fall of Egypt’s president Hosni Mubarak in 2011, there are many reports 

detailing the deterioration of the quality of life in Egypt. According to a May 16, 2013, article in 

The Guardian, during this time Egypt was suffering its “worst economic crisis since the 1930s.” 

The article details a drastic fall in foreign investment, tourism revenues and foreign exchange 

revenues, which in turn caused increasing food prices, rampant unemployment and a shortage of 

fuel. While Egypt had experienced similar crises before, the absence of state subsidies and 

guaranteed employment this time around took a toll on Egypt’s middle and lower classes. 

 Many of these conditions have been attributed to the government of Mohammed Morsi 

and the Muslim Brotherhood. While I certainly disagree with much of the way Morsi conducted 

his time in office, I do not believe that Egypt’s economic crisis could be solely attributed to 

Morsi’s regime. For example, a decline in tourism revenues and foreign investment isn’t 

necessarily attached to Morsi and his government, but rather stems from the fact that an 

revolution and overthrow of the previous government made the country unstable, and therefore 

made it less likely for foreigners to visit or invest. 

 Regardless, it must be recognized that Morsi’s government has focused on maintaining 

Egypt’s survival by enacting short-term measures, such as accepting loans and handouts from 

other countries in the region. However, I am unsure of whether another democratically elected 

government would have been able to act much differently, since the short-term effects of 

enacting long-term measures generally don’t yield favorable results for the general population in 



the beginning. If the Egyptian people didn’t see immediate results, they would lose confidence in 

their leader’s ability to do his or her job. Morsi’s economic policies were likely in the interest of 

regime survival.  

 Economic policies aside though, many of Morsi’s actions conflicted with ideas of 

democracy. Although Morsi came to power in free and fair elections, Morsi exploited the 

democratic process to serve his own interests and those of the Muslim Brotherhood. 

Furthermore, as Michael Hanna details in Foreign Policy, Morsi was unwilling to make 

compromises and was hostile to criticism. What finally took Morsi over the edge however, was 

when he used his powers to make a constitutional declaration that temporarily made him immune 

from judicial oversight. This represented an extreme limitation on checks and balances and 

compromised the spirit of democracy. I agree with Hanna when he says that Morsi could have 

salvaged his position in office, but that instead Morsi’s actions only furthered his demise. In 

refusing to recognize his errors and being unwilling to compromise, Morsi made the time ripe for 

revolution.  

 I believe Morsi’s tenure was cut short because the Egyptian people saw that Morsi was 

quickly deviating from the ideals of the revolution, and did not have the interests of all the 

Egyptian people at heart. It is interesting to note, however, the overthrow denouncing Morsi’s 

undemocratic style of governance ultimately occurred in an undemocratic fashion as well. The 

majority of Egyptians support the military’s transitory regime, but to me this indicates that 

democracy is a principle that has failed to fully take root in Egypt. 

 


