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The last decade has witnessed some remarkable political developments and setbacks in the Arab World.
 Enthusiasts applaud these democratic developments as cornerstones to political and economic reforms vital for the Arab world today. The positive developments in the region fall under two broad rubrics. Institutional democratic reforms, like parliamentary elections, and gender empowerment policies, like more favorable laws for women, reflect not only the predispositions of elite decision makers in the region but also those of the international arena. Coupled with these positive developments, however, are a series of more disappointing setbacks. These include reduced government accountability in many Arab states, a reduction in political and civil liberties, and more constraints on civil society across the Arab world. 
Democratic Freedoms and Institutions: 


Since the fall of the Soviet Union and pressures from International Monetary Organizations (namely the IMF) for Arab countries to adopt liberal economic reforms, which resulted in harsh economic realities for those who depended both on government subsidies and government employment, several regimes in the Arab world have adopted political reforms to ease domestic economic pressures. These political reforms resulted in greater freedoms for the media and civil society; relaxed associational laws allowed for greater freedom of expression. In many cases, elections were held more freely, and previously shunned groups like the Muslim Brotherhood and Jordanian leftists were allowed to play a more visible role in the elections. Kuwait’s electoral procedures became more democratic. Jordan held its first parliamentary elections in 1989, and the Moroccan King Hassan II (1997) even allowed the opposition to control government.  The new developments have also touched off a vibrant discourse of human rights and freedoms. The Thawra Project in Syria (2004) was designed to address the issues and concerns of minority populations like the Kurds; Syria also allowed the ownership of private radio stations.  In consultation with UNDP, Syria will hold local council elections in 2007. Saudi Arabia, too, announced its decision to hold municipal elections.
There remain not only serious limitations to these half-hearted reform initiatives; some reform initiatives have also been reversed. Emergency Laws persist in countries like Syria and Egypt. According to a 2004 international report, the Middle East enjoyed the least press freedom during the previous year. In 2002, Egypt adopted the new Law of Associations (no. 84), which gave the regime even more far-reaching authority and control over associational life and civil society.  And in 2006, the People’s Assembly actually voted to extend Egypt’s state of security for another two years. In 2002 Morocco, despite an extremely vibrant media environment, adopted a harsh publications law that in essence gives the Prime Minister authority to suspend a publication if it undermines the monarchy, Islam, the public order, or national territorial integrity. Jordan, in 2001, had adopted a harsher publications law as well. 

What emerges in the Arab world after fifteen years of reform, then, is a complicated picture of reform, where institutional democratic reforms have neither met nor satisfied citizen expectations. Not only have these reforms done very little for democratic trajectories in the Arab world, they risk implosion if the citizenry remains a forgotten element. Arab governments seem to be adopting reforms that look good on paper, but then pursue a dual strategy of containments. Worried that the democratic reforms adopted as a result of international pressure will unleash an effective polity, these same reforms have been accompanied by reduced liberties. Not only do these polices still violate the basic freedoms and would-be rights of ordinary Arab citizens, but they risk alienating these populations from the political process altogether. If, under the guise of democracy, more repression is encountered, citizens will lose faith in the democratic process and its institutions altogether. Evidence from Jordan suggests that this might already be the case. In 2004, clear pluralities—and in many cases, majorities—felt the parliament was incapable of solving any national problem (see Table 1 below).
Table 1
: Pubic Opinion toward Capability of Jordanian Parliament to Solve National Problems
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Center for Strategic Studies Democracy Poll, 2004, questions 408.1, 408.2, 408.3, 408.4, and 408.5.


Across time, Jordanians seem to hold less confidence in political parties, vital for democracy (see Table 2 below). Jordanians are coming increasingly to believe that political parties are not successful in Jordan. This, in return, results in people not caring about salient party issues. Elections become more about voting for friends and family than voting on substantive issues relating to democracy or reform. Parliaments and parties remain to a large extent ineffectual in the Arab world because of the overwhelming concentration of power in the hands of the executives at the expense of legislatures. In other words, democratic reforms in the Arab world have resulted in parliamentary elections, but members of society are being elected to institutions that have very little influence on actual executive policy. 

Table 2
: Public Opinion on the Role of Political Parties
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Considering the larger landscape of the Arab world, these trends are troubling. Across the region, we witness a reversal in political and civil liberties. In comparison to other regions of the world, the Arab world has witnessed some of the smallest increases in liberties in the past 15 years. In table 3 below, negative scores denote advancements, while positive scores reflect regressions.
Table 3: Freedom House Political and Civil Liberty Scores: Changes from 1989-2004

	 
	Political Liberty
	Civil Liberty

	Region
	1989
	2004
	      Change
	1989
	2004
	Change

	East Asia
	4.44
	3.64
	    -0.81
	4.50
	3.45
	-1.05

	Latin America
	2.65
	2.32
	    -0.32
	2.87
	2.61
	-0.26

	South Asia
	4.50
	4.63
	    0.13
	4.63
	4.50
	-0.13

	Arab World
	5.85
	5.92
	    0.07
	5.23
	5.17
	-0.06

	Former U.S.SR*

	4.21
	4.57
	    0.36
	4.00
	4.21
	0.21

	Eastern Europe
	5.75
	2.36
	    -3.39
	5.25
	2.18
	-3.07

	Subsaharan Africa
	5.91
	4.30
	    -1.62
	5.33
	4.02
	-1.30

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Total (of regions)
	4.72
	3.81
	    -0.91
	4.48
	3.63
	-0.84


The Arab world scored lower on Political liberties in 2004 than it did in 1989. The Former U.S.SR and South Asia exhibit similar trends. Further—and aside from the former U.S.SR which has gradually regressed towards authoritarianism—the Arab world experienced the smallest improvement in civil liberties. Sub-Saharan Africa now fares better, although in 1989 its low levels of political and civil liberties were comparable to the Arab world. The Arab world still has the lowest levels of civil liberties across the globe. In fact, a closer examination of World Bank Governance indicators from 1996-2005 shows that the Arab World on average has regressed on basic scores of government effectiveness: Voice and Accountability, Rule of Law, and Corruption (see Table 4: Appendix). These regressions after promises of democracy—or worse, regressions under the guise of democracy—may result in further disaffection and marginalization. As the 2003 Arab Human Development Report states, “Repression and marginalization contributed to blunt the desire for achievement, happiness and commitment [among Arab citizens]. As a result, indifference, political apathy and a sense of futility are becoming dangerously common among broad segments of the populace.”
 

Gender Advancements and Remaining Challenges:

Women in the Arab world enjoy the smallest share of parliamentary seats worldwide. They occupy only 5.7% of all parliamentary seats in the region,
 as compared to 15% in sub-Saharan Africa and 12.9% in Latin America and the Caribbean countries.  Women preside over 3 of 128 (2.3 %) seats in Lebanon, 6 of 110 (5.4%) seats of the lower house and 7 of 55 (12.7%) seats of the upper house in Jordan, 11 of 454 (2.4%) seats of the lower house in Egypt, 24 of 389 (6.2%) seats of the lower house in Algeria, 30/325 (9.2%) in Morocco, and 30 of 250 (12%) in Syria. Most of the Gulf countries do not hold elections, and Kuwait does not allow the women the right to vote. 

Some Arab countries have tried to increase the representation of women in key positions. Recently, Arab countries like Morocco Tunisia and Jordan have adopted quotas that guarantee the representation of women. These countries have reserved parliamentary seats specifically for women; Morocco has set aside 30 of a total 325 parliamentary seats; Jordan, 6 out of 110; and Tunisia, 38 of 152 seats. Algeria has party quotas for women. Morocco also adopted the Mudawanna reform package, one of the most pro-women sets of reforms in the Arab world. The number of female politicians elected at the communal level in Morocco’s 2003 elections rose from 84 to 127, but this remains out of a total of 22,944 elected officials. Lebanon’s women hold less than 1% of all seats at the municipal level. The King of Morocco has recently appointed the first female Royal Counselor, Zoulikha Nasri, and in 2006 President Bashhar Al-Asad appointed Dr. Najah Al-Attar as a second vice president for cultural affairs. She is the first Arab female to hold that position. Egypt has instituted different forms of quotas, but none are currently in effect.  At the ministerial levels, Arab states employ a larger concentration of women in key public offices.
 In fact, Lebanon ranks 4th in the world, while Jordan is 8th..
 Egypt employs women as prominent judges in the Female Shura Assembly. 

Although women are under-represented in elected or appointed positions, their employment in key government offices is on the rise. Women, for instance, occupy prominent positions in the United Arab Emirate’s Ministry of Education. The UAE Ministry of Planning reported that female employees exceeded male employees in the more than 25 federal ministries; in 2001, 16,223 workers were women, and only 9,518, men.
  

These advancements are note-worthy, but noticeable deficiencies still loom large. The limited presence of women in parliament has raised considerable concern among observers and policy makers alike. Egypt’s Amr Mousa, for instance, has suggested that women’s status in the Arab world will improve only when they hold prominent decision-making positions. In Morocco, women’s parliamentary participation hastened the adoption of the family code provisions of 2004. Yet, a recent examination
 of the last four reigning Egyptian parliaments seems to imply that female presence has had no direct effect on the levels of gender issues raised in parliamentary sessions. 

Arab women active in political life are not content with the current status quo. Complicating issues, most women do not see the formal legislative process as a viable means to improve their condition. 68% of Arab women MPs are dissatisfied with the current level of women’s political participation. And 80% of women active in public life claim that they could accomplish their goals without having to participate in formal state institutions.
 

Several political, material, social, and cultural conditions continue to stifle women’s ability to attain their goals. Political parties remain weak and ineffectual, thereby reducing their impact on policy. The rule of law, too, remains weak in the Arab world, and though some laws guaranteeing women’s participation in the public sphere exist, they need to be enforced. The lack of legislation promoting women’s presence in parliament also explains their continued marginalization. Only one in every two women in the Arab world is literate; as a result, their overall political awareness is quite low. Reactionary forces seek to exclude women from the public and political spheres, and many current political regimes promote these conservative elements. Prior to unification, half of the judges in South Yemen were women, but since, conservative forces have reappointed these women to clerical positions.
 In fact, the patriarchal political environment is not favorable towards equal participation in the political sphere. This was demonstrated in the recent election in Kuwait (2006), where though for the first time women were able to vote in the elections, not a single woman won a parliamentary seat. 
Other factors, including the lack of political party support for and backing of female candidates, have also hindered women’s formal participation. Deficient media support and limited democratic norms result in the manipulation of electoral processes and their results. A disjunction between women’s civil organizations and current women MPs encumbers the advancement of women’s issues in legislative processes.
 Familial dynamics, too, promote male at the expense of of female, political participation. As Nayla Mouawad, a female Lebanese parliamentary member, comments, “[i]t is still very exceptional to see a woman in the position of family leader.”[cite?] 
Finally, the dismal state of Arab economies structures women’s access to the public sphere. As standards of living decline and employment rates rise, women are becoming unable to afford the education necessary to enhance their human capital.  Depressed economic conditions widen the digital gap between Arab countries and the rest of the world. This technology gap disadvantages Arab women in particular; without the ability to network virtually, they cannot participate in key transnational debates about gender empowerment. Nor do they have easy access to current information within their own nations. The Moroccan Mudawana, though applauded internationally, still remains foreign to many Moroccan women who have yet to hear about the reform package and understand their rights. This has prompted Liz Cheney, in 2005, to allocate another 2 million dollars under the State Department’s MEPI initiative to increase awareness among women.
 With a population that has close to a 70% illiteracy rate in the country-side, raising awareness among Moroccan women will be a considerable challenge. The impediments to meaningful gender representation are thus located not only in political realities of the region but also in economic and cultural realities. 

Setbacks and Challenges:

Despite the advancements made on several reform fronts, the region as a whole faces significant challenges. These challenges need to be addressed within the larger contextual environment of economic realities and international influence in the region. The World Bank Report of 2003 called the unemployment crisis an “unprecedented challenge,” and it alerted regional specialists, that over 80 million new jobs had to be created in the next two decades to absorb the aspirations of the growing youth population.  Without political reforms, the report cautioned, the degree of economic reforms necessary would be difficult to achieve. Unemployment for the entire group of Arab countries is about 15%. Combined unemployment and underemployment is as high as 20–25 percent. In Algeria it is at 30 percent; in the West Bank and Gaza it could be as high as 35–50 percent—in some areas, even as much as 75 percent. First-time job seekers have the worst of it, and about 80 percent of the unemployed in Egypt are in this position. Since 1980, real wages for almost all occupations have declined in Egypt. Exacerbating this bleak economic predicament, the Arab world’s share of world trade has declined from 38 percent in the 1980s to 3 percent today.
 In inflation-adjusted dollars, as of 2002 not a single Arab country had maintained the income level it had in 1982.
Economic considerations remain a top priority for citizens across the Arab world. Right behind, however, is the ongoing Occupation of Palestine.
 69-97% of Arab citizens across the region listed the Occupation as one of the top four issues in the region. The failure of international players, the Quartet, and the United States to work constructively towards a two state-solution that will offer both Israeli and Palestinians freedoms and security has deteriorated the prospects for democracy in the region. The lack of democracy will further hurt the lack of economic reform. 
Although Israel cannot be blamed for Arab authoritarianism, the ongoing Occupation supports the persistence of authoritarian rule through four mechanisms. First, Palestinian civil society is one of the most rich and vibrant across the region. Had the Palestinians been allowed to practice democracy and subsequently not penalized through mass sanctions for performing democratic duties like voting, the Palestinian landscape would have possibly been a model democracy for others to emulate. 

Second, since the creation of the modern Arab states in the mid-1950s, the one unifying factor that has mobilized all opposition movements—whether secular, pan-Arab, socialist, communist, democratic, or Islamist—is the emphatic denunciation of Western colonial influence. British colonialism, followed by American hegemony in the region, has dealt the Arab world an overwhelming sense of humiliation, exploitation, and defeat. The birth of the nation of Israel in 1948, Lamis Andoni reminds us, dispossessed Palestinians and cut them off from their environment, “instill[ing] a deep awareness of a residual colonial legacy.”
 Israel’s decisive military victories against the dispossessed, which resulted in the creation of the Palestinian refugee problem and the Israeli occupation of the West Bank and Gaza, form yet another layer in the saga of colonialism. Both to the average Arab citizen and for collective opposition movements in the region—socialists or Islamists in Egypt, the Muslim Brotherhood, communists in Jordan—Israel’s treatment of the Palestinians is unjust, and the United States supports Arab suffering. 

Thus as opposition movements emerged in various countries in the region, they mobilized on an anti-Israel/anti–United States platform, often criticizing their respective governments for tacitly approving of deteriorating Palestinian living conditions. Although the Islamists have emerged to advocate other internal reforms (favoring socially conservative policies and condemning government corruption), the bulk of their platform is still couched in a discourse emphasizing the unjust treatment of Palestinians by Israel and the American approval of the Occupation. In the absence of anti-American sentiment, opposition movements would need to adopt internal programs and strategies to maintain the support of their constituencies.
 And while the United States currently calls for democratic reforms, it would be much more likely to push for regime concessions if it were not worried about anti–United States constituencies seizing power.

The third dimension of this argument holds that reducing anti-Americanism with a resolution of the Palestinian-Israeli conflict will hamper the ability of Arab governments to dismiss U.S. calls for democratization and reform. People remain skeptical—not because they don’t like the message, but because they resent the messenger. Polls in 2002 found that support for the United States had significantly plummeted across the region, with U.S. support for Israel (and the Occupation of Iraq) often cited as an explanation for Arab dissatisfaction with the United States.
 The Arab world has not shown any willingness to divorce the messenger from the message. This is certainly true about the regimes themselves. Recently, Hosni Mubarak of Egypt said of U.S. calls for reform, “The deliberate disregard of the daily violations of human rights committed by Israel in the occupied Palestinian territories . . . will not help our endeavor to reform but may even strengthen terrorism and extremism which stem from the despair and frustration of Arab societies.”
 Similarly, in a conference on democracy promotion in Morocco in 2004, Arabs rejected elements of Bush’s democracy project, citing his continued support of Israel as a major problem leading to increasing levels of terrorism. These officials argued that “the administration's strong support of Israel made it difficult to undertake political reforms or halt extremists driven by hatred of U.S. policies.”
  In these formulations, Mubarak and others explain their unwillingness to reform as part of a strategy to counter U.S. support of Israel. Effectually, they also win sympathetic points from would-be internal dissenters and give the Islamist opposition even more ammunition. 
Fourth, the preoccupation with the Palestine issue has depleted the energy and resources of domestic reformers. Rather than pay attention to domestic issues pertaining to their own countries, these reforms expend a disproportionate amount of effort addressing the Palestinian predicament. This, in return, has also resulted in greater government crackdowns as a means to squash domestic dissent that might turn violent and thus threaten these regimes. In 2001, for instance, right after the commencement of the second Intifada, Jordan passed a series of laws targeting civil society and the media. King Abdallah was worried that the violence in Palestine would spill over to the East Bank. 
9-11 and the Further Erosion of Political and Civil Liberties:

The events of 9-11 have also played into the Arab authoritarian project. Now, Arab regimes are firmly and publicly fighting the War on Terror with their allied counterparts in Europe and the U.S. This has meant increased interrogations in the Arab world and the outsourcing of such interrogations from the democratic West to these Arab states where such abuses are the norm and not the exception. Further, 9-11 has given Arab regimes that resist democratization more ammunition; these regimes use the so-called Islamist threat as an excuse for their lack of democratization. In 2006, Egypt renewed its Emergency Laws under the pretext of needing more time to issue anti-terrorism laws. It is better to have authoritarianism than Islamism. And although the vast majority of Muslims support neither fundamentalist aspirations nor Bin Laden, citizens who vote Islamist are also considered culpable—witness Hamas’ recent election in Palestine. Hamas did not win on a platform promoting terrorism. In fact, it won for its willingness to fight internal corruption and the fact that a failed peace process foundered Fateh’s credibility. Of those polled after the elections, over 70% of those who supported Hamas stated that they supported a two-state solution. Yet, support for Hamas has been translated as simultaneous support for terror. As a result, the U.S. and Europe have placed an excruciating economic boycott on a population already on the verge of economic collapse. With unprecedented levels of poverty, unemployment, and humanitarian catastrophe, it is difficult for the Palestinians to think of effective democracy when the future state has become a mirage and the world community is economically suffocating five million citizens. Democracy is not a priority. 

The challenges to democracy remain multiple and interrelated. Economic development cannot proceed without significant political reforms. But political reforms will not move forward under conditions of domestic repression, heightened security, and international support of authoritarian regimes. Even regimes that have adopted cosmetic reforms to please outside interests have become more repressive in nature. Countries like the U.S. are invested in Arab democracy not for democracy’s sake but to provide justification for the U.S. commitment of over 130,000 troops on the ground in Iraq. The American public needs to believe democracy is emerging as a result of direct U.S. military intervention. The U.S. does little to question regimes when they violate basic citizen liberties, especially if those liberties are confiscated in the name of the War on Terror. American involvement in the region, the promotion of authoritarian regimes, the Occupation of Iraq, and a refusal to allow the 5 million Palestinians a better life has thus far promoted U.S. anger. Yet, it has also sown the seeds for more terrorism and disaffected more citizens, resulting in apathy and discouragement. In fact, American involvement in the region has retarded democracy altogether.  The first and foremost basic building block of democracy is the demos, the people. The people of the Arab world need dignity and hope. With Occupation, war, and unwavering support of authoritarianism, the demos have been relegated to a tangential role, at best. For democracy to bloom, the citizens must be front and center, and not waiting for sub-standard wages, hiding from bullets, living under curfews, checking one’s surroundings for mukhabarat, fearing for their lives, and consistently praying for a better tomorrow. Democracy has to start with the freedoms of the people. Existing formulations of democracy—Democracy Under Occupation, Democracy Under Authoritarianism, or Democracy Under Colonialism—are concepts not lost on average Arabs. Arabs understand one thing and one thing only: democracy is about justice and human rights. Yet, these two elements of the story have been denied by all configurations of the above forms of “democracy” for the Arab world. 
Table: 4 World Bank Governance Indicators 1996-2005 

Bottom of Form

	Country
	Year
	Voice and Accountability
	Government Effectiveness
	Rule of Law
	Control of Corruption

	
	
	Estimate
	Percentile
Rank
(0-100)
	Standard Error
	Number of
surveys/
polls
	Estimate
	Percentile
Rank
(0-100)
	Standard Error
	Number of
surveys/
polls
	Estimate
	Percentile
Rank
(0-100)
	Standard Error
	Number of
surveys/
polls
	Estimate
	Percentile
Rank
(0-100)
	Standard Error
	Number of
surveys/
polls

	ALGERIA
	2005
	-0.92
	24.6
	0.12
	9
	-0.37
	42.6
	0.16
	10
	-0.71
	31.9
	0.14
	14
	-0.43
	42.4
	0.15
	10

	
	1996
	-1.23
	14.4
	0.22
	4
	-0.60
	31.9
	0.21
	4
	-0.67
	30.1
	0.19
	6
	-0.35
	42.4
	0.28
	4

	BAHRAIN
	2005
	-0.85
	25.1
	0.14
	8
	+0.42
	66.5
	0.17
	8
	+0.71
	70.5
	0.15
	11
	+0.64
	71.4
	0.17
	7

	
	1996
	-1.02
	21.2
	0.22
	4
	+0.61
	76.2
	0.23
	3
	+0.70
	72.7
	0.19
	6
	+0.10
	62.4
	0.28
	4

	EGYPT
	2005
	-1.15
	18.4
	0.12
	9
	-0.35
	43.1
	0.15
	11
	+0.02
	54.6
	0.13
	15
	-0.42
	43.3
	0.15
	11

	
	1996
	-0.80
	25.0
	0.22
	4
	-0.30
	48.6
	0.20
	6
	+0.19
	60.3
	0.17
	8
	+0.14
	62.9
	0.25
	6

	JORDAN
	2005
	-0.74
	27.5
	0.14
	9
	+0.08
	57.9
	0.16
	10
	+0.43
	62.3
	0.13
	13
	+0.33
	65.5
	0.14
	9

	
	1996
	-0.22
	44.7
	0.22
	4
	+0.13
	63.3
	0.21
	5
	+0.15
	59.8
	0.18
	7
	-0.09
	58.0
	0.26
	5

	KUWAIT
	2005
	-0.47
	32.9
	0.15
	8
	+0.39
	65.6
	0.18
	7
	+0.67
	68.6
	0.15
	10
	+0.84
	79.3
	0.17
	7

	
	1996
	-0.25
	42.3
	0.22
	4
	+0.17
	65.2
	0.23
	3
	+0.61
	69.4
	0.19
	6
	+0.70
	78.5
	0.28
	4

	LEBANON
	2005
	-0.72
	28.5
	0.14
	7
	-0.30
	46.4
	0.18
	8
	-0.36
	44.4
	0.15
	11
	-0.39
	44.8
	0.17
	7

	
	1996
	-0.50
	34.1
	0.22
	4
	-0.34
	46.7
	0.21
	4
	-0.32
	45.5
	0.19
	6
	-0.18
	51.7
	0.28
	4

	LIBYA
	2005
	-1.93
	1.4
	0.12
	8
	-0.96
	16.3
	0.18
	7
	-0.73
	30.9
	0.16
	11
	-0.89
	19.7
	0.18
	7

	
	1996
	-1.53
	4.8
	0.22
	4
	-0.82
	19.0
	0.23
	3
	-1.05
	15.3
	0.19
	6
	-0.95
	16.6
	0.28
	4

	MOROCCO
	2005
	-0.76
	26.6
	0.14
	8
	-0.20
	48.3
	0.16
	10
	-0.10
	51.7
	0.14
	13
	-0.09
	54.7
	0.15
	9

	
	1996
	-0.70
	27.4
	0.22
	4
	-0.05
	58.6
	0.20
	5
	+0.14
	59.3
	0.18
	7
	+0.26
	65.4
	0.27
	5

	OMAN
	2005
	-0.94
	23.2
	0.17
	5
	+0.47
	67.9
	0.20
	6
	+0.72
	71.0
	0.16
	9
	+0.69
	72.9
	0.18
	6

	
	1996
	-0.68
	27.9
	0.22
	4
	+0.67
	78.6
	0.23
	3
	+1.08
	83.7
	0.19
	6
	+0.15
	64.4
	0.28
	4

	QATAR
	2005
	-0.75
	27.1
	0.16
	7
	+0.55
	69.9
	0.18
	7
	+0.87
	79.7
	0.16
	9
	+0.82
	78.3
	0.19
	6

	
	1996
	-0.91
	22.1
	0.23
	3
	+0.62
	77.1
	0.23
	3
	+0.91
	79.9
	0.23
	3
	-0.05
	59.0
	0.31
	3

	SAUDI ARABIA
	2005
	-1.72
	4.3
	0.14
	7
	-0.38
	41.6
	0.17
	8
	+0.20
	57.5
	0.15
	11
	+0.23
	62.6
	0.17
	7

	
	1996
	-1.30
	13.0
	0.22
	4
	-0.25
	51.9
	0.22
	4
	+0.71
	73.7
	0.18
	7
	-0.33
	43.9
	0.27
	5

	SYRIA
	2005
	-1.67
	5.8
	0.12
	8
	-1.23
	8.6
	0.18
	7
	-0.42
	42.5
	0.16
	11
	-0.59
	36.9
	0.18
	7

	
	1996
	-1.45
	9.1
	0.22
	4
	-0.69
	25.7
	0.23
	3
	-0.58
	31.6
	0.19
	6
	-0.75
	25.4
	0.28
	4

	TUNISIA
	2005
	-1.13
	18.8
	0.12
	9
	+0.43
	67.0
	0.16
	10
	+0.21
	58.5
	0.14
	14
	+0.13
	60.1
	0.15
	10

	
	1996
	-0.60
	30.3
	0.22
	4
	+0.49
	71.4
	0.21
	4
	+0.02
	56.9
	0.19
	6
	-0.03
	59.5
	0.28
	4

	UNITED ARAB EMIRATES
	2005
	-1.08
	20.8
	0.14
	8
	+0.55
	69.4
	0.17
	8
	+0.58
	66.7
	0.15
	11
	+1.13
	83.3
	0.17
	7

	
	1996
	-0.74
	26.0
	0.22
	4
	+0.59
	75.7
	0.23
	3
	+0.74
	74.6
	0.19
	6
	+0.22
	64.9
	0.28
	4

	YEMEN
	2005
	-1.07
	21.3
	0.14
	7
	-0.94
	18.2
	0.18
	7
	-1.10
	13.0
	0.15
	10
	-0.63
	34.0
	0.17
	6

	
	1996
	-0.99
	21.6
	0.22
	4
	-0.73
	23.3
	0.22
	3
	-1.10
	11.5
	0.20
	5
	-0.25
	49.8
	0.31
	3


*   Decrease

*   Increase

*   Same 
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