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The European Institute of the Mediterranean (IEMed) was entrusted by the European Commission to 
conduct, for the period 2009-2012, a yearly Survey of actors and experts on European-Mediterranean 
relations. This activity is part of the programme “Promoting mutual awareness, understanding and 
cooperation between the European Union (EU) and the European Neighbourhood Region (South)”, 
co-funded by the EU through the European Neighbourhood and Partnership Instrument (ENPI) 
regional track.

This Survey was conducted immediately after two years of the so-called Arab Spring in a regional 
landscape where the Islamists won the presidential elections in Egypt and the Syrian conflict became 
an open war which started destabilising the neighbouring countries. These elements led us to propose 
a questionnaire aimed at understanding the perceptions about new actors in the region and the role 
they play or can potentially play in the near future. 

Furthermore, the Survey also includes questions on the priorities when developing and implementing 
policies on migrations, women, youth and employment. All of them fall within the social, human and 
cultural dimension of Euro-Mediterranean cooperation. With these questions, the Survey has monitored 
the programmes and policies of the four baskets or dimensions of the Euromed agenda.

Finally, on questions related to regional cooperation and prospective issues affecting the region, it 
offers results that can be compared with the first Survey, thus enabling us to compare and track the 
evolution of experts’ and actors’ views on regional development and policies.

The fieldwork of the present Survey was conducted during January and February 2013, coinciding with 
the second anniversary of the outbreak of the Arab uprisings, at a time when political transitions in the 
region were underway and new actors were emerging. A total of 843 experts, policy-makers and civil 
society representatives from the 43 member countries of the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM) have 
participated in this year’s Survey, which represents an 18% increase compared to the last one. 

This report summarises and analyses the results of this fourth Survey, bearing in mind that it is not 
a mere public opinion poll but an attempt to identify and critically assess the major successes and 
shortcomings, as well as the potential, of the Euro-Mediterranean Partnership (EMP), the European 
Neighbourhood Policy (ENP) and the Union for the Mediterranean from the point of view of experts 
and actors directly involved in the process. 

As regards the structure, the report is divided into two main parts: a qualitative section meant to 
interpret and shed light on the results obtained and a descriptive analysis of the quantitative data. 
For the preparation of the qualitative section, which consists of six articles in total, the participating 
experts were briefed to analyse the results of the fourth Survey in the light of the state of play in the 
Arab countries, while also taking into account the latest developments in the Euro-Mediterranean 
institutional architecture.  

The results of the Survey reveal the formation of a multipolar neighbourhood in the Mediterranean, 
where the EU still maintains a strong capacity to influence regional developments. The EU has the 
potential to be more decisive than other external and regional actors, in particular in the fields of 
economic cooperation, trading partnerships to strengthen market access and support for the promotion 
of democracy, good governance and civil society. Euro-Mediterranean cooperation frameworks are 
more likely to succeed in countries like Tunisia or Morocco, where the consolidation of democracy is 
considered more probable. Egypt, in spite of the low confidence levels in democracy taking root, is 
considered the key geo-political player. The Survey also identifies water scarcity and migration-related 
issues as a major source of future conflicts.  

In short, it can be said that Euro-Mediterranean cooperation has an opportunity to rethink and reinforce 
its strategies. As the Survey shows, it is still a valid instrument for confronting some of the most pressing 
challenges in the region, including strengthening democracy in Mediterranean Partner Countries 
(MPCs), enhancing human exchanges and promoting democracy and respect for human rights.

SENéN FLORENSA. President of the Executive Committee, IEMed.

ANDREU BASSOLS. Director General, IEMed.
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I. MEthODOLOGy

This fourth and last Euromed Survey has been conducted in a completely transformed scenario 
of political and social changes, which when this multiannual Survey programme began were 
not envisaged by any actor or expert in the Mediterranean. Consequently, the type of questions 
posed and the subjects put forward for assessment have been gradually adapted to this 
changing reality in order to fully understand their impact on Euro-Mediterranean cooperation.

The fieldwork was carried out between early January and early March 2013, when the 
governments had emerged from the Arab uprisings or the political reform processes and 
moderate Islamism had been managing these countries for some months. Consequently, the 
impact of their actions can begin to be reflected in the Survey’s questions. There are also 
questions that address the difficult situation in Syria, still in a state of civil war and without a 
clear peace scenario in sight. 

In this framework, the questions are organised into 6 different blocks. The first block poses 
questions on democratisation, the role of the new political actors in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries (MPCs) and their impact on the external policy of these countries in the region.  

The second and third blocks place more emphasis on the role the European Union (EU) can 
have in this changed context. Thus the second block of questions focuses on the role of the 
EU in the development of a multipolar neighbourhood; that is, the influence it can continue to 
have on the MPCs after the political changes in the region. The third block aims to monitor 
and understand the assessment of the regional policies and programmes developed in 2012, 
in other words questions on the Euro-Mediterranean integration process, in a year when the 
European Neighbourhood Policy (ENP) was reconsidered and the Union for the Mediterranean 
(UfM) tentatively began to set out its programmes. 

Three questions assessing the socio-economic trends in the region make up the fourth block. 
It proposes a prospective exercise by posing questions on the long-term strategic economic 
options that the post-“Arab Spring” governments will carry out.

The fifth block addresses the Euromed programmes and policies. In the previous Surveys, 
there was a block of questions to monitor and assess the policies and programmes developed 
at a Euro-Mediterranean level. This year the emphasis is on three ambits related to the social 
and human dimension, especially migration, gender, employment and youth policies. 

The Survey finally offers an insight into the assessments by experts and actors involved in 
Euro-Mediterranean relations concerning mid- to long-term developments (prospects and 
policy recommendations). In this block an interesting exercise can be carried out by comparing 
the responses in the first and last Surveys to the same questions. 

As far as the methodology is concerned, every question includes a box for comments. Given 
the complexity of the current situation and the diversity of opinions, it was considered that it 
would be indispensable to offer this possibility to fine tune answers or to add, for instance, other 
proposals or options. It should also be noted that the “Don’t know” option is of importance as 
it provides significant information in terms of the knowledge by the experts and actors of the 
variety of policies and actions proposed and implemented by the EU.

Given the success of the previous Surveys, both in terms of the number of respondents and 
quality of the proposals made and because of the importance of the current developments 
in the region and beyond, this questionnaire is indeed of particular importance. Therefore, 
experts and actors have a way of expressing their hopes and concerns but also the possibility 
of putting forward proposals that could help decision-makers to define and implement new 
changes to address the challenges of the democratic transition in the MPCs.
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II. SURvEy SAMpLE 

To conduct this Survey, a universe of 4,650 experts, actors and policy-makers from the 43 
countries of the Mediterranean and the European Union was selected, all of whom received an 
invitation to participate in the Survey. As in previous years, geographical distribution, institutional 
typology, field of knowledge and gender balance were the reference criteria for selecting the 
universe, as well as knowledge of and involvement in the Euro-Mediterranean Process. Out 
of this broad universe, a sample of 843 responses was received, which represents an 18% 
increase compared to the 2011 Survey. 

Concerning the distribution of the answers, 45% came from the so-called “Mediterranean 
Partner Countries” (hereafter MPCs), including all the countries of both the Euro-Mediterranean 
Partnership and the Union for the Mediterranean, and 53% came from the EU-27 members. 

Graph 1: Breakdown of responses by geographical origin: EU-27 and Mediterranean Partner Countries 
(EMP + UfM)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

As to the distribution of responses by region, the Mediterranean EU countries,1 the remaining 
EU countries and those of the Maghreb2 account for the bulk of the answers (with a 28%, 
25% and 19% participation rate, respectively), which indicates a change in the percentage 
distribution of the three most important groups of countries, where the Mediterranean EU has 
a remarkable growth of 4% while the other regions remain stable. Mashreq3 countries come in 
fourth position with 15.5% of responses, the same participation rate as in the previous Survey. 

1. Spain, France, Italy, Portugal, Malta, Cyprus, Greece and Slovenia. The first three alone account for nearly 70% of responses 
from this region.  
2. Maghreb countries include Morocco, Algeria, Tunisia, Mauritania and Libya. The first three alone account for 95% of responses 
from this region. 
3. Mashreq countries include Egypt, Jordan, Lebanon, the Occupied Palestinian Territories and Syria.
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Graph 2: Breakdown of respondents by region (in %) 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Since the number of total respondents has increased compared to 2011, all country regions 
have also experienced an increase in total responses. However, when comparing the rate of 
growth there is an irregular distribution. 

Graph 3: Breakdown of respondents by region (in number of respondents) 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Graph 4 shows that the increased importance of the Mediterranean EU countries, for which the 
rate of growth (32%) is almost double the Survey mean (18%). Beneath this mean, countries 
from the Maghreb, European non-EU, Israel and Turkey have a higher number of respondents 
but do not have the same level of mobilisation as other regions.
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Graph 4: Euromed Survey: comparison 2011 and 2012. Growth of country regions

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Assessment of the Results

The participation this year has been higher than in previous years, and its distribution according 
to country has followed a pattern that has varied from the initial target, with some countries 
heavily over-represented and others with representation below the established objective. To 
avoid bias in the results, we have assessed them according to distribution of the target by 
countries in the sample.

With this assessment we can avoid the over-represented countries of Spain, France, Italy 
Morocco and Tunisia from largely determining the results of the respondents as a whole. 

Responses According to the Respondents’ profiles

In the first block of questions, in addition to providing their country of origin, respondents were 
asked to indicate their gender and age range, the type of institution they belonged to (i.e. EU/
international organisation, think tank, NGO, business sector, trade union, media, etc.), as well 
as their main and, where applicable, secondary field of specialisation. 

As shown in the graphs below, the majority of respondents to the questionnaire can be 
understood as “experts”, an aggregated category which includes respondents from think tanks, 
media and, above all, academia. Altogether, these groups roughly account for 47% of the total 
number of responses. This umbrella category is followed by “policy-makers”, embracing all 
responses from diplomatic bodies, European or international institutions, political parties and 
governments – this latter group accounting for the largest share of responses. Finally, the 
comparatively less but still well-represented category is “civil society”, encompassing trade 
unions, companies and mainly NGOs. Altogether, these groups account for more than a 
quarter of the total number of answers. 
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Graph 5: Breakdown of respondents by type of institution

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

When looking specifically at the individual groups (see Graph 6 below), academia clearly 
emerges as the most represented institution (33.7% of total responses), followed by NGOs 
(20.2%) and governmental bodies (13.4%). Altogether, these groups account for more than 
two thirds of the total responses. If we then compare the relative participation of the different 
groups in 2012 with their participation in the last Survey, there seems to be an overall continuity, 
though a slightly higher response rate from governmental and EU institutions representatives 
can be seen, while the number of experts has reduced by 3%. 

Graph 6: Breakdown of respondents by type of institution 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Respondents were also asked about their main sector of activity and were given the opportunity 
to indicate one or two areas of specialisation. As shown in the graph below, featuring aggregated 
figures for main and secondary areas of specialisation, more than half of the respondents 
operate in the area of “Social, Cultural and Human Exchanges”. “Political Cooperation and 
Security” ranks second as the main area of specialisation of respondents (36%), immediately 
followed by “Economic and Financial Cooperation” (32%). Finally, “Migration and Justice 
Affairs” comes in fourth place with only 11%. 
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Graph 7: Breakdown of respondents by area of specialisation

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
(Respondents could indicate one or two areas of specialisation. This graph shows aggregated totals for first and second choices as areas of specialisation. 
This is why the total percentage exceeds 100%).

When analysing the previous figures by factoring in the geographical dimension, we can 
conclude that overall MPCs are more interested in social, cultural and human exchanges, as 
well as in economic and financial cooperation, whereas EU countries are comparatively more 
focused on political cooperation and security.

Graph 8: Breakdown of respondents by area of specialisation and by region

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
(Respondents could indicate one or two areas of specialisation. This graph shows aggregated totals for first and second choices as areas of specialisa-
tion. This is why the total percentage exceeds 100%). 

Finally, to complete the description of the sample on which this Survey is based, it is important 
to note that more than half the respondents are aged between 46 and 65 (see Graph 9) and 
that 32% of respondents are women, in line with the gender balance of the last Survey (see 
Graph 10). When factoring in the North/South dimension, the aggregate proportion of women 
amounts to 29.4% for MPCs, while it increases to 35.4% for EU countries. By regional groups, 
the Maghreb stands out as an outlier with around 21% of female participation, while the other 
regions, including the Mashreq, fall within the overall gender ratio (see Graph 11).
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Graph 9: Breakdown of respondents by age range

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Graph 10: Breakdown of respondents by gender

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Graph 11. Breakdown of respondents by gender and regional groups

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
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General Assessment of the Euromed Survey 2012 

The results of the Survey reveal the formation of a multipolar neighbourhood in the Mediterra-
nean, where the EU still maintains a strong capacity to influence regional developments. The 
EU has the potential to be more decisive than other external and regional actors, in particular 
in the fields of economic cooperation, trading partnerships to strengthen market access and 
support for promotion of democracy, good governance and civil society. Euro-Mediterranean 
cooperation frameworks are more likely to succeed in countries like Tunisia or Morocco, 
where the consolidation of democracy is considered more probable. Egypt, in spite of low 
confidence levels in democracy taking root, is considered as the key geopolitical player of 
the region. The Survey also identifies water scarcity and migration related issues as a major 
source of future conflicts.  

Block 1: Mediterranean partner Countries (MpCs) and New Actors

The prospects of deep and sustainable democracy are more likely in Tunisia and Morocco. 
Lebanon, where a parliamentary republic has been in place for a long time, is also well placed. 
In contrast, countries affected by open conflict such as Syria and previously Libya receive 
negative assessments regarding the future advancement of democracy.

Graph 1: Assessing the prospects of deep and sustainable democracy. Comparing 2011 and 2012 results 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for very improbable and 10 for very probable)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 3rd and 4th Euromed Survey

Regarding the new political actors in the region, EU respondents attach more importance to 
the role of Islamist and Salafist parties than respondents from the MPCs. In these countries, 
Islamist and non-Islamist parties appear as equally important. 
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Mainstream Islamist parties 

Salafist religious parties 

Non-Islamist parties

 7.7
 6.8

 5.4
 4.1

 6.1
 6.0

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU Countries

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media

Free and fair elections

Fighting against corruption

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces

0%                  5%                 10%                 15%                20%                25%                30%               35%

 3%

 8%

 18%

 17%

 25%

 29%

Graph 2: Expected role of the following political actors in the future Mediterranean landscape 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for negligible role and 10 for key role)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Respondents believe that free and fair elections should be a priority following the adoption of 
new constitutions in the region. Upholding civil freedoms in times of democratic reform comes 
second in their ranking of priorities.

Graph 3: Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions
Answers as first priority (in %)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Egypt is perceived as a key player in the new geopolitical landscape of the region. Foreign 
policy scenarios, such as the forging of alliances between Islamist governments or the ad-
vancement of the Middle East Peace Process, are given a low level of probability.



Block 2: towards a Multipolar Neighbourhood

Although the USA and Saudi Arabia are considered to be more influential than the EU, Europe 
still maintains a strong capacity to shape developments in the Mediterranean compared to 
other external and regional actors. 

Graph 4: Assessing the EU’s future role in MPCs compared to other external and regional actors1

(the graph below shows the EU’s relative capacity to influence regional developments compared to other actors)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

The EU’s influence as a trading and economic partner is considered the most important. Its 
role as a promoter of regional integration and as a driver of governance reforms receives an 
intermediate assessment, while its capacity to act as a peace broker in the region is consid-
ered less likely. 

Graph 5: The EU’s influence regarding the following aspects:
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for progressively less significant and 10 for increasingly more significant)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
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1. For the calculation of the distribution of answers, only those expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t 
know” answers) have been taken into consideration in order to show the distribution of respondents giving a substantial answer. 
The % of “Don’t know” answers is calculated on the basis of the total number of answers received.
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Preferences indicate that the EU has to work on the basis of the demands from the MPCs 
rather than intervening in their internal affairs. In countries with open conflicts or unstable sce-
narios, such as Syria or the Occupied Palestinian Territories, the EU should act pro-actively 
and make its influence felt. It should behave as a central actor regardless of its limited capac-
ity for the resolution of the Syrian crisis compared to other actors such as Turkey, the United 
States, Saudi Arabia and Iran.   

Graph 6: Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Graph 7: Probability attributed to the following regional and international actors to progressively become 
a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
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Block 3: Euromed Region

The Arab Spring is considered to have a potential positive impact on the Euro-Mediterranean 
integration process in the long run. However, there is still room for improvement regarding the 
role of the Union for the Mediterranean as a promoter of multilateral relations in the region.

Graph 8: Questions on Euromed region 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for very negative and 10 for very positive)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

When classifying the priorities of the Communication of the European Commission and the 
High Representative on “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood”, market access is 
seen as the first priority. 

Among the cooperation instruments proposed in the Communication of the European Com-
mission and the High Representative “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity 
with the Southern Mediterranean”, respondents show a clear preference for strengthening the 
role of civil society as a key element of democratic reform and public accountability in MPCs. 

Graph 9: Classification of priorities identified in the Communication of the European Commission and the 
High Representative on: “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood”   
(responses as first priority in %)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Q.9 Will the Arab Spring have in the long term a positive or 
a negative impact on the Euro-Mediterranean integration 
process?

Q.10 Do you expect the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM) to 
play in the mid to long term a key, moderate or negligible role in 
the new framework of the multilateral relations in the region?
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Graph 10: Classification of priorities identified in the Communication of the European Commission and 
the High Representative on: “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern 
Mediterranean” (responses as first priority in %)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

The visibility and impact of the EU’s action towards MPCs receives an average grade of 5 
from most respondents, with a slight tendency to consider the EU’s work in the region as 
having more impact than visibility. Clearly above the average are the Balkan countries that are 
members of the Union for the Mediterranean (Croatia, Montenegro and Bosnia-Herzegovina), 
while Mashreq countries also show a more positive perception of the EU’s impact and visibility 
in the region.  

Graph 11: Assessing the visibility and impact of the EU’s actions in MPCs in 2012. (Answers by region)
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for very negative and 10 for very positive)

 
Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
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Block 4: Economic and Financial Dimension

Among the economic long-term strategic priorities of regional governments, Survey respondents 
consider that MPCs will increase their cooperation with the Gulf Cooperation Council and 
consolidate their economic ties with China. Deeper economic relations with the EU will be 
more relevant than the MPCs’ bilateral relations with the United States or their integration in 
multilateral regional organisations. 

Graph 12: New regional economic long-term strategic options of post-“Arab Spring” governments
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

The fight against corruption, wealth redistribution and economic security are considered the 
most challenging socio-economic reforms for the new Islamist governments. 

Graph 13: Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no capacity and 10 for very high capacity)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
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Turkey, Israel and Morocco are considered the safest countries in terms of Foreign Direct 
Investment. Egypt and Syria are the riskiest scenarios for foreign economic involvement. 

Graph 14: Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in the region in the next two years 
(country risk)
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for less FDI and 10 for more FDI)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Block 5: Defining priorities

The Euromed Survey identifies the priorities of Euro-Mediterranean cooperation in the fields of 
migration and mobility, employment, youth and women. The mobility of students, researchers 
and business persons are considered the most useful policy tools to improve human mobility 
in the Euro-Mediterranean region.

Graph 15: Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for not at all and 10 for very much)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Strong education policies are an essential tool for women’s empowerment, while investment 
in human capital through education and training is the key policy for increasing employability 
in the region. Youth policies must empower the participation of young citizens in civil society 
and democratic institutions. 
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Graph 16: Future development of women’s policies in the MPCs
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for regression and 10 for improvement)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Graph 17: Future development of youth policies in the MPCs
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for regression and 10 for improvement)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Graph 18: Future development of employment policies in the MPCs
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for regression and 10 for improvement)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
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Block 6: prospective and policy Recommendations

Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is still a valid instrument to face some of the most pressing 
challenges in the region, including the strengthening of democracy in MPCs, enhancing hu-
man exchanges and promoting democracy and respect for human rights. 

Graph 19: Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation 
(within the frameworks of the EMP, ENP and UfM) is leading, in the long term, to:
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Survey respondents remain sceptical about the role of Euro-Mediterranean cooperation 
in bringing the conflicts in the region to an end and the reduction of the development gap 
between the two shores of the Mediterranean. 

In the medium to long term, water scarcity and migration related issues are likely to be a major 
source of conflict in the Mediterranean. There is also a growing concern over the regression 
of women’s role in society, the lack of a common identity in the Mediterranean and the unlikely 
convergence of MPCs and the EU in economic terms. 
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Graph 20: Degree of probability attributed to the following mid- to long-term hypotheses in the Mediterranean
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
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after the “Spring” euphoria,  
a reStrained optimiSm 

Lurdes VidaL 
Head of the arab and Mediterranean department and editor-in-Chief of afkar/ideas, european insti-
tute of the Mediterranean 

eLisabetta CiuCCareLLi
Programme Officer of the arab and Mediterranean department, european institute of the Mediterranean

When this year’s survey was launched, a long time had passed since that december day in 
2010 when a young tunisian managed to transform a region characterised as being resistant to 
change. since then, everything has been in a state of flux, even more so when unprecedented 
political changes have taken place in the region and new conflicts have been added to long-
standing ones, such as in syria, taking root in a fragile and vulnerable terrain and overshadowing 
the future of a whole generation.

Over two years later, the reading of the survey’s results enables us to take stock, measure the 
impact of the events, sound out states of mind and approach the future with better knowledge 
of the desires and expectations of a population trying to quickly adapt to the new reality of 
constant and unpredictable change. 

Arab democracy under Construction: a Shrinking Prospect 

the prospects for the construction of a sustainable democracy enable us to organise the countries 
assessed in three groups, which are distributed almost in the same way as in the previous survey: 
tunisia, Lebanon and Morocco in the leading position; Jordan, egypt and the Occupied Palestinian 
territories, in the second group; and, finally, algeria, Libya and syria (see Graph 1). 

although the trends are generally constant, the 2012 assessments seem to reflect a certain 
disappointment in relation to transition and reform. the 2011 euphoria aroused expectations which 
were possibly too high in terms of the process of change and its rate of evolution, and the tensions and 
turmoil endured during 2012 have lowered them. Greater disappointment, more realistic expectations 
and discontent with the management of the newly-elected governments are elements that have 
resulted in less positive assessments, most pronounced in the case of tunisia, Libya and syria.

One of the difficulties when considering the question is timescale, given that it is not the same to 
envisage a stable democracy within two years as within 10. Many respondents specify that their 
assessment is framed within a period of 5-10 years, making it clear that it is a complex process: 
“sustainable democracy is not something that can be built over a few years; there will be backlashes, 
ups and downs as indeed was the case in europe, where it took decades, if not centuries.”1

On the other hand, regardless of the origin, a certain cultural determinism stands out in 
the judgments made. some respondents allude to distinct conceptions of democracy by 
europe and the southern neighbours, an incompatibility between islam and democracy, an 
antidemocratic culture of arab countries or directly to the islamist rise as an element that limits 
democratic evolution. Other options suggest the interference of external actors as a negative 
determining factor of this democratic evolution.

1. Open answer to Q.1. respondent from denmark.
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Graph 1: Assessing the prospects of deep and sustainable democracy in the following countries.   
Comparing 2011 and 2012 results 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for very improbable and 10 for very probable)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 3rd and 4th euromed survey

in the case of algeria, for instance, those who believe most in its democratic potential are 
the algerians themselves. Moreover, many of their comments indicate a negative vision of the 
change: “unfortunately, after the arab spring, we are faced with a democracy confiscated by 
the islamists, moderate or extremist, who in the end have the same objectives.”2 undoubtedly, 
the still recent trauma of the 1990s civil war, which caused around 200,000 deaths, the risk 
that a change may provoke disorder, the rise of islamists or even foreign interference all explain 
the social and political resistance to change. the nature of algerian power and its high national 
income have contributed to placating the attempts at protest and many algerians seem to prefer 
a “soft” change: “even if in some countries the protest movements seem more important, the 
most likely prospect would be a change of regime but without the democratic opening being 
guaranteed, while in other countries such as algeria the change of regime, although difficult, 
will probably lead to more democracy.”3 algeria seems comfortably stagnated in a hybrid state, 
which is neither a dictatorship nor a democracy.

in comparison to the previous survey, egypt is slightly less positively assessed, possibly due to 
the political drifts of the last year and the frustrated expectations of improvement in the economic 
and social fields. in the last year, the country has endured delicate moments of political and 
social instability, with a recurrent trend of the population, especially youths, retaking the streets 
as a protest against the policies promoted by Mohamed Morsi’s government (consequently, 
an egyptian respondent calls for “stable” not to be mixed with “democratic”) and because of 
the growing doubts about his inclination to monopolise power and his capacity to manage this 
transition phase alone. 

Jordanians are more positive about their own prospects for democracy than in the previous 
survey, possibly because the 2011 reform initiatives (new party law, electoral code and 
constitutional reform) have taken more than one year to be approved and/or to have concrete 
effects, such as the call for elections for January 2013. although the protests continue, mainly 
in the south of the country, it is clear that the monarchy has kept a margin for manoeuvre with 
the reforms applied. Moreover, regardless of where the democratic process may lead, the 
country benefits from improved credit thanks to the stability it offers in a convulsed regional 
context due to the syrian conflict. 
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although the previous prospects for syria were devastating, in the current results the 
assessment of its democratic potential plummets to 2.9 on average which, in fact, it achieves 
thanks to the highest assessment made by syrians themselves. this slight optimism could be 
due to the need to keep alive the hope for a future of peace, democracy and freedom faced 
with the violent shift the conflict has taken and the tragic situation of the civil population. 
in contrast to one year ago when it seemed that the situation could be resolved, now the 
perception is that violence could become a permanent feature.

tunisia, the country which spearheaded the “revolution”, has since then been the “great 
democratic hope.” One year ago, the first free elections in the country were held, and a new 
coalition government was established led by ennahda, prompting great expectations. it seems 
that they have not been fulfilled given that tunisia has lost almost 1 point with respect to 
the previous year. indeed, 2012 was a complicated year. the emergence of violent salafism, 
the gradual polarisation between seculars and islamists at the social and political level, the 
disappointment with the “troika” government policies, the slowness of the constitutional process 
or the frustration with the promises of social justice have provoked several social outbursts in 
the last year, such as the siliana events, and have led to questioning the government’s action 
and ennahda’s democratic intentions. and this was before the assassination of the left-wing 
political leader Chokri belaid, which contributed to worsening the existing political gap. it 
remains to be seen whether this trend towards pessimism will be reverted or confirmed after 
the holding of new elections and the passing of the Constitution. 

Impossible Labels: Political Actors in Competition

What will be the role of the political actors in the future Mediterranean panorama? respondents 
had to answer this complex question based on three pre-established categories: mainstream 
political parties, non-islamist parties and salafist parties. We must first recognise that 
categorisations are always conflictive and it was obvious that this necessary simplification 
would involve indisputable conceptual reservations. 

although it was unintentional, we must recognise that the question reflects the view (very 
widespread, above all in the northern Mediterranean) that the line of division in the arab world 
between religious and non-religious parties is taking shape. this generalisation concentrates 
on the current social polarisation and overlooks the fact that, until now, the arab political 
panorama has been exclusively dominated by non-islamist parties, whether right-wing, left-wing, 
nationalist, pan-arabist, socialist, republican or of other types. Moreover, this categorisation 
does not leave room for the inclusion of other religious parties, such as the shiite or Christian 
parties, present in Lebanon and in other countries, or other key actors, such as the army or 
youth groups (see Graph 2).

Graph 2: Expected role of the of following political actors in the future Mediterranean landscape      
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stand for negligible role and 10 for key role)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey
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the countries in which respondents consider that the mainstream islamist actors will have 
a more prominent role are egypt, tunisia and turkey, in fact three countries in which these 
actors are leading the respective governments. However, this trend is not followed by Morocco 
where, although the Justice and development Party (PJd) is now leading the government, its 
role is considerably undervalued. does this consideration mean that the PJd lacks a political 
future or rather that it is not the real power holder in the country? 

in contrast, when the aim is to assess the future relevance of the non-islamist parties, Lebanon makes 
the most positive assessment, followed by turkey and tunisia. it is curious to see such a strong 
demand for the future role of non-religious parties in a country such as Lebanon, where Hezbollah 
plays a crucial role. similarly, turkey and tunisia are in second and third position, respectively, which 
confirms that there is an intensive political polarisation between islamists and non-islamists in both 
countries. along with the loss of influence caused by the islamist rise, many non-islamist parties 
are considered to be linked to authoritarian political regimes, as co-opted opposition movements 
and “accomplices” of tyranny. in fact, this is how many respondents put it: islamists have received 
a vote of compensation because of the repression endured in the past, are actors in the social and 
political fields and must be able to participate fully. For some, this participation is an unavoidable 
stage, as if it were a temporary illness. For others, as stated by a Moroccan respondent: “islamists 
will be one of the vectors of change in arab countries.” some respondents state that political 
participation will transform or “shape” the thinking of these political actors and some foresee their 
failure or loss of influence with the erosion that comes with government.

the negative assessment is even more acute when it refers to salafist actors. Of course, 
egypt leads the list of countries in which salafists will play an important role in the future 
(and responds to the role they currently play in the political panorama). the countries where 
respondents consider they will play a more irrelevant role are Lebanon, where salafists are in 
fact intervening in the socio-political scene, and Morocco, where they could do so in the future 
if the rumours about the possible legalisation of salafist parties are confirmed. although rivalry 
is concentrated between islamists and non-islamists, it is increasingly more apparent between 
mainstream islamists and salafists, competing for the same discourse and electorate, which 
could finally benefit the non-religious parties.

Criticisms of all political parties, disappointment with the performance of islamists in power, 
political disaffection of citizens and disenchantment with their programmes is a constant 
reflected in many of the comments received. in fact, several respondents point out the need 
for dialogue between all the parties, for the formation of coalitions to face the transition period, 
above all in the case of non-islamist actors, and to recover the links with a citizenship alien to 
a political class they cannot trust.
 

Foundations of the democratic Edifice

it is much more complicated to assess the results of the third question, in which respondents 
are asked to establish a list of priorities from six elements characteristic of solid democracy. 
the overall results attached the greatest priority to the holding of free elections (see Graph 3). 
However, this prioritisation is different in the case of egyptians, who consider the rule of law and 
judicial independence as priority number one, which, in accordance with the disagreements 
between government and judicial power, is understandable.

lurdes vidal, elisabetta Ciuccarelli 33EuroMEd SurvEy
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Graph 3: Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new 
constitutions. Answers as first priority (%)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

the second element to be prioritised in the democratic construction agenda is the chapter on 
freedoms. in fact, it is curious to see how the survey’s average order of priorities coincides 
with the order given by tunisian respondents. thus, after the first group of priorities (elections, 
freedoms and rule of law and judicial independence), we have a second group with control of 
the armed forces, the fight against corruption and reform of the security sector. it is to say the 
least curious that a country such as egypt, where in some moments during the transition process 
there were fears about the army’s willingness to hand over control of the country to civil hands, 
civil control over the military is in last position. Possibly it still retains this consideration as the 
arbiter and guarantor of the state traditionally assigned to it. Moreover, it is surprising that in 
countries where corruption has been a characteristic of the overthrown predatory regimes, its 
removal is relegated to last positions. 

it is clear that, despite insisting that holding elections is no guarantee of democracy, being 
able to exercise the right to vote in a context of freedom, without coercion and with true 
electoral power is a right that citizens very positively assess, as it had long been denied to 
them. in fact, freedom is another of the emerging values in the region, something that has 
been lacking for many decades and which forms an inseparable part of the new participatory 
vigour of citizenship. 

in short, the way priorities are ordered is the result of what has been denied to citizens for a 
long time and of the instinctive desire to exercise pluralism and democracy. in contrast, the 
elements which could be considered more technical, albeit crucial, are seen with less urgency, 
as secondary stages of the process.

Towards a different Foreign Policy?

after this review of the prospects for domestic policy, it is time to approach how the possible 
changes in foreign affairs are seen and assessed. although the scenarios proposed are 
pertinent, the truth is that the geopolitical assessment cannot be complete without bearing 
in mind other determining actors that have an effect on this regional context. is it possible to 
interpret the relations between forces, alliances or decisions on foreign policy, without taking 
into account the role played by major regional actors such as Qatar, saudi arabia, turkey 
or iran and international actors such as the european union, the united states, russia and 
China, some of which are increasingly competitive in the Mediterranean context? How can the 
external evolution of egypt – and its relations with israel – be interpreted without assessing 
its strategic relation with the united states? How can we predict the future of islamist foreign 
policy without stressing the strengthening of increasingly influential countries such as Qatar or 
turkey? Finally, how can we explain the syrian conflict without taking into account the external 
variables that determine it such as the iran-saudi (i.e. shiite-sunni) cold war or the showdown 
between the united states and russia on syrian terrain? 
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Having said this, it seems clear that egypt is bound to recover this role as a regional pivot that 
it has traditionally played. although the country remains considerably enclosed within its own 
problems and domestic fractures, there is hope that egypt will recover its political centrality. 
in fact, the egyptian role in the mediation of the last escalation of violence between israel and 
Hamas or some of President Morsi’s behaviour in his few foreign actions have been, in general, 
assessed far more positively than his domestic policies. Perhaps egypt will again assume this 
arab centrality traditionally attributed to it, not so much because of achievements but because 
of symbolic meaning. as a respondent notes: “taking into account its importance in history and 
its role as geographic link between the Mashreq and the Maghreb, egypt will finally overcome 
its current difficulties and again play a role as a broker in the region.”4  

Graph 4: Concerning the reshaped foreign policy in the region, how would you assess the probability that:   
(average on a scale of  0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

the second more probable scenario is that pragmatism will be more important than ideology. 
this assumption seems quite clear among Mashreq and Maghreb respondents, and the 
assessment is more negative the more distant the geographical origin of respondents from 
the region under analysis. in other words, arab citizens themselves are the most convinced 
that political realism will be the prevailing variable when designing and implementing foreign 
policies ahead of ideological postulates. in contrast, europeans attach more importance to the 
primacy of islamism as a driving force of foreign relations. 

it is interesting to see how europeans, from a distance, emphasise cultural and identity elements 
as a determining factor in foreign policy: islamism will forge foreign alliances or “arabness” will 
be a cohesive element in regional foreign policy. in contrast, citizens from the region attach 
less importance to culturalist aspects and the policy focused on identity factors and point to 
pragmatism, the need to satisfy national interests beyond mobilising ideologies, considerably 
in keeping with what has happened in the past and in the last few months. 

although after the outburst of popular mobilisations in the arab world the notion of pan-arabism 
was revived and after the electoral victories in tunisia, egypt and Morocco people spoke of a 
new “axis of sunni political islam”, in the last two years we have seen that the foreign policies 
have evolved little with respect to the political lines marked by the pre-revolutionary regimes. 
Consequently, it is difficult to foresee if these identity elements will become a factor of change 
in foreign policy. Hence, the devotion to pragmatism as a backbone of regional relations.
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as for the peace process, arab citizens are the most optimistic, although it is perhaps not so 
much due to the possibilities of advancing as to the fact that they do not consider the peace 
process exists as such and, therefore, what does not exist cannot get worse (“there is in 
reality no peace process to be advanced…”). this scenario is closely related to the one which 
suggests that relations with israel will remain unchanged. those who argue this hypothesis 
with more conviction are Mashreq citizens, israel’s neighbours, in contrast to Maghreb citizens 
who hold the opposite view. While in the remaining scenarios Maghreb and Mashreq citizens 
offered more homogenous readings, in this case the neighbourhood provides a differential 
trait in terms of the way arab-israeli relations are articulated. Perhaps everything is a matter 
of nuances or attitudes towards the conflict; as a respondent states: “Maybe the anti-israel 
rhetoric will increase, but without practical impact.”5

Finally, it remains to be assessed whether the regional organisations (arab League and 
Gulf Cooperation Council) will have greater relevance. it is inevitable to recognise in this 
scenario the difficulty of placing at the same level two such functionally and operatively 
different organisations. While the arab League continues to be a forum echoing regional 
disagreements, the GCC is increasingly demonstrating its capacity for regional influence, as 
shown by Morocco’s and Jordan’s approach to this club of economically solvent monarchies.

unpredictable Instability, the Great Enemy of Prospective Analysis

the answers reflect the diversity of opinion and perceptions which, in many cases, can be 
due to subjective and personal views of the respondents rather than to impartial analyses. 
However, the answers are no less valuable, as they allow us to approach the reality from 
distinct perspectives. We cannot forget that the sample has its limits in terms of size and 
representativeness. it is clear that respondents have a certain linkage with euro-Mediterranean 
dynamics and, in many cases, they are experts, politicians or diplomats, whose profile 
corresponds more to an elite rather than to ordinary citizens. Nevertheless, the results continue 
to be representative of a certain citizen feeling and views present in our reality. 

Moreover, interpreting the meaning of responses, comments recorded, reading between lines 
and developing hypotheses is an exciting but extremely risky exercise. it is interesting to see 
how the responses evolve from one year to the next and try to fit them with current events 
and political dynamics. Nevertheless, the analysis must be approached with the necessary 
reservations, especially in a region in a state of flux where any spark, any unexpected event, can 
unleash more instability and drastic reorientations that are difficult to predict. after decades of 
stagnation, the arab world has fully entered a time of uncertainties, sometimes risky, sometimes 
uncomfortable. and, despite everything, full of hope.

5. Open answer to Q.4. respondent from austria.
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arab transitions have contributed to shaping a multipolar scenario in the Mediterranean in which 
the european union (eu) is striving to maintain its role as a leading actor. the emergence of 
new political regimes, many of them led by islamist parties, is consolidating a dense network of 
diplomatic links and alliances that have gone beyond classic elements of international relations 
in the region. 

Key external actors, such as europe and the united states, currently share a leading role with 
emerged powers, such as the Gulf countries, China and turkey, not only in economic and trade 
terms but also political and diplomatic. North africa and the Middle east are no longer the 
backyard of the united states and the european powers. Moreover, the us pivot to asia and 
the fact that the european integration model is at a low ebb emphasise the transition towards 
a transformed strategic chessboard.

this is well reflected in the results of the euromed survey 2012. respondents consider that 
the eu will have an influence similar to that of the arab League and turkey while saudi arabia 
and the united states will be more influential than brussels. it is notable that around 40% of 
respondents consider that the eu will have less influence in the region than China – a country 
with a record of more recent and less dense economic, political and diplomatic relations with 
southern Mediterranean countries than the eu. the attitude of the Former President of egypt 
Mohamed Morsi just after his election reflects this new scenario: his first official trips were to 
saudi arabia, China and iran rather than to europe.1     

if we compare this data with that of the 2011 survey we see that the weight of iran, russia 
and saudi arabia has increased with respect to the eu from one year to another. in the case of 
iran and russia, this could be due to the central position of these powers in the syrian conflict 
– both developing active diplomacy in favour of bashar al-assad’s regime. the case of saudi 
arabia reveals the growing influence of the Gulf countries in the region. along with actively 
supporting the revolutionary movements of countries such as Libya or syria, saudi arabia and 
other Gulf countries are strengthening their diplomatic links with the islamist governments in 
the region and, through their foreign policy, contributing to consolidating a regional breach 
between shiites and sunnis.  

the case of turkey deserves a separate explanation. despite having become a central actor 
in the region since the outbreak of the arab spring,2 the results of the 2012 survey show a 

1. e. soler i Lecha and L. tarragona, “self-imposed limitations: Why is the eu losing relevance in the Mediterranean”, Notes 
internacionals 68, CidOb, February 2013.
2. an example of the intensive activity of turkey in the Mediterranean is the many times that the turkish Minister of Foreign affairs 
ahmet davutoglu has visited egypt since 2011.
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decrease in the relative influence of ankara with regard to the eu (from 55% in 2011 to 47% 
today). this could be the result, on the one hand, of the end of the idyll between the arab 
spring countries and erdogan’s regime and the aKP as a source of inspiration for a “democrat-
islamist” political system. On the other, the abandonment of the turkish foreign policy based on 
the “zero problems with the neighbours” doctrine and its active involvement in diplomacy in the 
region beyond the syrian conflict have increased scepticism about ankara’s interventionism 
in the area. it remains to be seen how far the repression of the uprisings in taksim square in 
istanbul in June 2013 will decrease the appeal of the turkish model for many arab citizens.  

Graph 1: Assessing the EU’s future role in MPCs compared to other external and regional actors.  
Comparing 2011 and 2012 survey results3

(the graph below shows the eu’s relative capacity to influence regional developments compared) 

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 3rd and 4th euromed survey

in conclusion, the survey shows the consolidation of a multipolar Mediterranean in which 
the regional and external powers are vying for space in a changing region. as summarised 
by erzsébet rózsa, “the arab spring has proven that the indigenous dynamics of the region 
have become much more independent from superpower – us and eu – influence, as regional 
states have increasingly pursued their own perceived interests and do not necessarily act 
according to superpower wishes.”4    

3. For the calculation of the distribution of answers, only those expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “don’t 
know” answers) have been taken into consideration so as to show the distribution of respondents giving a substantial answer. the 
% of “don’t know” answers are calculated on the basis of the total number of received answers. 
4. e. rózsa, “Geo-strategic Consequences of the arab spring”, euroMesCo Paper 19, 2013, 
http://www.euromesco.net/images/papers/papersiemed19.pdf
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The European union: an Economic Giant with Global Competition… 

Nevertheless, the consolidation of a multipolar Mediterranean must not involve the disappearance 
of europe as one of the centres of influence in the region. if we analyse the respondents’ 
perception in terms of eu influence in the Mediterranean, we see that most of them view the 
union as a preferential trading and economic partner for the Mediterranean Partner Countries 
(MPCs). this is especially true for Maghreb countries such as tunisia and Morocco, whose 
exports depend on the eu market with quotas up to 70% for tunisia and 59% for Morocco.5 
if we group together the responses from the Maghreb, we see how the perception of the eu 
as a preferential trading partner is above the survey average, at 6.9 on a scale from 0 to 10, 
reflecting the close trade relations between the two regions. 

Graph 2: EU’s influence regarding the following aspect: The EU as a major trading and economic partner 
for MPCs 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for progressively less significant and 10 for increasingly more significant) 

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

the picture is less optimistic when the delivery of eu promises in terms of support for the 
democratic transition in the southern Mediterranean is taken into consideration. through mainly 
socio-economic instruments, the eu has used the rubric of the 3Ms to provide support to 
the democratic transition processes in the southern Mediterranean. despite the unfavourable 
context of economic crisis, the eu has managed to mobilise substantial amounts of the first 
M, “money”, through joint actions between the european Commission, the european bank for 
reconstruction and development, the european investment bank and bilateral aid programmes, 
among other mechanisms. 

Fewer advances have taken place in the two remaining “Ms”: market access and mobility. On the 
one hand, the Member states continue to be reluctant to open their markets to imports of certain 
manufactured and agricultural products from the southern Mediterranean, thereby creating a 
strong asymmetry in the economic and trade relations between the two shores and hindering 
the achievement of the deep and Comprehensive Free trade agreements (dCFtas). 

On the other hand, the mobility partnerships are conditioned on adherence to the european 
security instruments (readmission agreements, cooperation with Frontex, joint water vigilance 
operations…) and result in forms of highly selective, temporary and restrictive migration.6 in this 
respect, most progress has been made in Morocco with the signing of a mobility partnership 

5. the figures reflect data from 2012 in the case of tunisia and 2010 for Morocco. K. Kausch, “the end of the (southern) 
Neighbourhood”, euroMesCo Paper 18, 2013, http://www.euromesco.net/images/papers/papersiemed18.pdf 
6. s. Carrera, J. Parkin, L. den Hertog, “eu Migration Policy after the arab spring: the Pitfalls of Home affairs diplomacy”, CePs, 
Policy Paper 74, 26th February 2013. 
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on 7 June 2013, but its appeal is limited for countries such as egypt, which has refused to start 
negotiations to this end.

Faced with this reality, if we broaden the analysis of MPC economic and trade relations with 
other powers, we see how a multipolar scenario is being consolidated in the Mediterranean, 
in keeping with the above. 

trade relations between turkey and arab countries, for instance, have multiplied by seven in just 
eight years. ankara already has five Free trade agreements in the Mediterranean (Morocco, 
Palestine, tunisia, egypt and Jordan, along with syria, which is currently suspended) and is 
negotiating the signing of similar agreements with Libya and algeria,7 while the agreement with 
Lebanon will come into force after the internal ratification by this country.8 the eu, in contrast, 
has barely started dialogue with Morocco, tunisia, egypt and Jordan to establish dFCtas. 

On the other hand, trade between the southern Mediterranean countries and the emerging 
powers has continued to grow in recent decades. While total trade with asia has doubled from 
6% to 12% in the last ten years, the briCs as a whole are becoming outstanding partners 
in the North africa and Middle east economies. between 2001 and 2011, trade between the 
briCs and the region evolved from a little over 6% to 14%.9 the case of China demands a 
special mention, where bilateral trade with arab countries has grown an average of 22.1% per 
year since 2011.10      

…But Still a Political dwarf in the Mediterranean 

Faced with eu economic potential in the southern Mediterranean – albeit disputed with other 
powers – we should ask how far this results in political and diplomatic influence. the survey 
reveals that aspects such as the promotion of euro-Mediterranean regional integration, the 
reforms of the rule of law and governance or active eu mediation in regional conflicts are only 
graded between 4.9 and 5.8 on a scale from 0 to 10. Only in those countries in which trade 
relations with the eu are denser (such as Morocco or tunisia), do respondents call for greater 
eu involvement in the management of political dossiers, extending their power beyond the 
merely economic field.  

Graph 3: EU’s influence regarding the following aspects: 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for progressively less significant and 10 for increasingly more significant)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

7. a. balcer, “the eu and turkey in the southern Neighbourhood: a new opening?”, Notre europe – Jacques delors institute, Policy 
Paper 72, 19th February 2013.
8. Ministry of economy of the republic of turkey, http://www.economy.gov.tr/index.cfm?sayfa=tradeagreements&bolum=fta&region=0
9. O. Masetti, K. Körner, M. Forster and J. Friedman, “two years of arab spring: Where are we now? What’s next?”, deutsche bank 
research, 25th January 2013.
10. “China, arab countries see booming trade despite political unrest”, 16th august 2012, 
http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/china/2012-08/16/c_131790200.htm
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it is worth noting that most respondents are negative about the eu as an interventionist political 
actor in the affairs of the region. the survey expresses a clear preference for the eu to remain 
neutral or to act upon demands expressed by the MPCs. among all the countries in the region, 
only in Palestine and syria do a majority of respondents demand an active role for the eu in the 
management of domestic conflicts. 

in the remaining countries, the percentage of respondents who prefer a neutral role or action 
limited to the demands of the MPCs ranges from 52% for tunisia to 70% for algeria. this 
coincides with the statements of european political leaders who, since the outset of the arab 
spring, have expressed their will to act on demands issued from the countries in the region, 
thereby decreasing the possible accusations of external interference. 

Graph 4: Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries11 

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

the scenario of self-imposed or desired caution also responds to the limitations of eu external 
policy in the arab spring. these notably include a lack of strategic vision for the region, an 
economic and institutional crisis that limits the union’s external action, the re-nationalisation 
of the external policies of its Member states or the flagrant division between the “big three” 
(France, united Kingdom and Germany)12 in priority issues such as the military intervention in 
Libya or the recognition of Palestine as an observer state in the united Nations. all of them are 
elements that have acted to the detriment of a decisive and coherent external policy faced with 
the tectonic changes of the arab spring.  

the case of syria is paradigmatic of the eu’s difficulty in establishing itself as a major 
international political actor. a broad majority of respondents (64%) expresses the will that the 
eu will “be very pro-activist and interventionist” or “avoid the takeover by extremist parties.” 
Moreover, the eu is also given a grade of only 5.6 out of 10 in terms of the probability that it 
will be a key actor in the resolution of the syrian conflict, and is surpassed by almost all the 
main international actors with influence in the conflict (Qatar, saudi arabia, turkey, the united 
states, iran and even the united Nations). 

11. For the calculation of the distribution of answers, only those expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “don’t 
know” answers) have been taken into consideration so as to show the distribution of respondents giving a substantial answer. the 
% of “don’t know” answers are calculated on the basis of the total number of received answers. 
12. s. Lehne, “the big three in eu Foreign Policy”, Carnegie europe, 2012, http://carnegieendowment.org/files/eu_big_three1.pdf
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Graph 5: Probability attributed to the following regional and international actors to progressively become 
a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict
(average on a scale of  0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

the syrian case recalls the prevalence of theories on the capability-expectations gap in 
european external policy,13 according to which the eu is expected to be greatly involved given 
the pressing challenges for peace and international security while its internal divisions prevent 
it from establishing itself as a significant actor.  

the rise of the weapons embargo in syria is a good example of this. the united Kingdom and 
France, in keeping with the central role played in Libya, led the diplomatic manoeuvrings for 
the eu to lift the weapons embargo on the syrian rebels. London and Paris argued that such a 
measure would bring about a rebalance of forces on the ground and impel negotiations at the 
Geneva Conference with al-assad’s regime and its possible disappearance.

in contrast, the scandinavian countries, Poland, the Czech republic and austria, among others, 
championed the opposition to the lifting of the embargo, arguing that there were few guarantees 
that weapons would not end up in the hands of islamist militias or contribute to a military 
escalation with harmful consequences for civilians. Germany, distrustful of the manoeuvres of 
the united Kingdom and France, sought to find middle ground and spain, at first sceptical about 
the lifting of the weapons embargo, finally joined the faction led by London and Paris. 

the lifting of the weapons embargo was finally agreed at the Foreign affairs Council in May 
2013, although this did not placate doubts about its capacity to alter the balance of forces on 
the ground and even less to put an end to two years of bloody civil war.14 in any case, months 
of internal debate reinforced the perception of a separate europe faced with the international 
community and incapable of becoming a key geopolitical actor in its immediate neighbourhood. 

the conflict in syria merely strengthens the visions reflected in the euromed survey 2012, which 
see the emergence of a multipolar Mediterranean, in which the alliances between international 
actors are weaving an increasingly complex and denser diplomatic network. However much the 
survey indicates a clear will for the eu to consolidate itself as one of the poles of this network, 
its influence will be limited as long as the division between Member states over external policy 
persists. despite its projection as an economic giant (albeit with important limitations on its 
delivery capability), europe continues to find it very difficult to turn such economic power in the 
Mediterranean into political influence.  

13. the formulation refers to the gap that exists between what the european Community was able to deliver in terms of agreements, instruments 
and resources and what was expected from it in terms of external policy. the debate begins with the article by C. Hill, “the capability-
expectations gap or conceptualising europe’s international role”, Journal of Common Market Studies, 31(3), 1993, pp. 305-328.
14. J. barnes-dacey and d. Levy, “syria: the imperative of de-escalation”, european Council on Foreign relations, 2013, http://ecfr.eu/page/-/
eCFr80_sYria_brieF_aW.pdf
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this analysis focuses on questions 9 to 14, which centred on euro-Mediterranean policies, 
i.e. eu responses to the so-called arab spring and the developments related to the union for 
the Mediterranean (ufM), the european Neighbourhood Policy (eNP) and, especially, its 2011 
revision. the objective of this short analysis is to go beyond the purely factual analysis of the 
responses to the survey.

The Potential Long-Term Impacts of the So-Called Arab Spring on the 
Euro-Mediterranean Integration Process

For the question related to the potential impact of the so-called arab spring on the euro-
Mediterranean integration process (in the long term), it is of course almost impossible to give 
a clear-cut answer given the variety of the situations in the arab Mediterranean countries and 
the fact that the situation is evolving on a daily basis. However, a 2/3 majority of respondents 
are expecting a positive impact. 

Graph 1: Impact of the Arab Spring on the Euro-Mediterranean integration process (%) 

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

No doubt a move towards democratisation is perfectly in line with the aims of the euro-
Mediterranean integration process. However, it is also clear that proper functioning democracies 
imply a more vibrant civil society and a truly contrasted political debate. this democratic 
debate might not necessarily be fully in favour of the deepening of this integration process 

highly adequate

don’t know

highly inadequate

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 6%

 6%

 19%

 10%

 22%

 11%

 11%

 6%

 6%

 3%

 2%

 3%



45EuroMEd SurvEy

for various reasons but notably because of the huge development of the political spectrums 
in countries such as tunisia (more than a hundred new political parties were registered after 
the Jasmine revolution) and egypt, where the al Nour Party, for instance, achieved 25% of 
the votes in the elections. One should also not forget that President Morsi condemned the 
French intervention in Mali whereas the algerian authorities authorised French jetfighters to 
fly over their territory. some newly-elected governments in Mediterranean Partner Countries 
(MPCs) might also be inclined to reinforce or diversify their relations and develop new types of 
partnerships outside the euromed framework. Other political forces might also be opposed to 
a deepening of relationships both at a political and economic level. in other words, the passage 
from authoritarian regimes to democratic regimes involves time but also more complexity at 
a political level. However, the short term must not hide the long-term perspective that should 
culminate in a deep euro-Mediterranean economic integration and political association among 
democratic states. this is the challenge ahead.  

The union for the Mediterranean and its Secretariat at a Crossroads

the second question was related to the kind of role the ufM secretariat will play in the euromed 
multilateral framework. the difficult start of the union of the Mediterranean transformed into 
a union for the Mediterranean is of course a heavy burden on the shoulders of the second 
secretary General of the ufM. at a multilateral level, one should recall that the ultimate 
objective of the eNP is to create a Neighbourhood economic Community (NeC), therefore the 
multilateral dimension of the eNP (regional, interregional and cross-border cooperation) will be 
of specific importance in the years to come. Moreover, from 2014 the european Neighbourhood 
instrument (eNi) will replace the current european Neighbourhood and Partnership instrument 
(eNPi) and important changes will be introduced. at sub-regional level, there was a quite 
recent Communication on the Maghreb entitled “supporting Closer Cooperation and regional 
integration in the Maghreb: algeria, Libya, Mauritania, Morocco and tunisia”.

Graph 2: Role of the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM) in the new framework of the multilateral relations 
in the region   
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for negligible role and 10 for key role)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

Originally, the role of the ufM secretariat was mainly limited to the 6 projects identified within 
the framework of the annex attached to the 2008 Paris declaration.1 today, the website clearly 
states that the objectives of the secretariat of the ufM are to:
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July 2008, http://ec.europa.eu/research/iscp/pdf/paris_declaration.pdf
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“i) identify, screen, process, brand and promote projects within and among the ufM Member states;
ii) identify and procure the interest and involvement of funding and implementation partners.
iii) ensure appropriate coordination with, and provide assistance to, the various interested 
partners with respect to funding, implementation, monitoring and evaluation of projects.
iv) enhance the visibility of the ufM among public and private sectors within and beyond ufM 
countries.
v) establish institutional links among other ufM structures and institutions and provide support 
thereto.”2

in the Joint Communication of March 2011, the european Commission and the High 
representative acknowledged that even the “idea behind the establishment of the union for the 
Mediterranean was a positive one – that of a high level partnership between the two shores of 
the Mediterranean. However (…) its implementation did not deliver the results (…) expected.” 
the need to reform the ufM so that it could work as “a catalyst bringing states, international 
Financial institutions and the private sector together around concrete projects generating 
jobs, innovation and growth” was emphasised together with the fact that “Partner countries’ 
participation in these projects could follow the principle of variable geometry depending on 
their needs and interests.” in other words, the High representative and the Commission 
declared themselves “ready to play a bigger role in the union for the Mediterranean” and this 
“in line with the Lisbon treaty.”3

the second Joint Communication of May 2011 stressed that the ufM should “organise 
effective and result-oriented regional cooperation” and that “revitalising the ufM requires a 
switch to a more pragmatic and project-based approach.” Moreover, the ufM secretariat 
must “operate as a catalyst to bring states, the european investment bank (eib), international 
Financial institutions and the private sector together around concrete economic projects 
of strategic importance and generating jobs, innovation and growth throughout the region. 
(…) Co-financing for specific infrastructure projects from the eu budget could be provided 
through the Neighbourhood investment Facility.”4 these guidelines were obviously followed 
during the last two years. However, the regional context and especially the arab uprisings did 
not facilitate the work of the renovated ufM secretariat. Let us just recall the major issue of the 
ufM co-presidency that became as complex for the eu as for its partners. 

if one looks at the “expected achievements by the end of 2013” as enumerated by the european 
Commission in the 2012 roadmap for future action,5 it is obvious that it will be difficult to 
achieve all objectives in the coming six months. although one can observe that the union for 
the Mediterranean secretariat entered a new phase of consolidation of structures and also 
clarified some issues of governance, a “new impetus (…) to the sector dialogues” cannot 
yet be seen due to the very few ministerial meetings held during the last three years. the 
fact that the eu now assumes the union for the Mediterranean northern co-presidency is 
nevertheless an important improvement and should provide not only more consistency but also 
better continuity of the work. Moreover, the arab spring has a direct impact on the southern 
presidency that was originally held by President Mubarak.  

2. union for the Mediterranean secretariat, http://ufmsecretariat.org/objectives/, emphasis added.
3. Joint Communication “a Partnership for democracy and shared Prosperity with the southern Mediterranean”, brussels, 8th 
March 2011, COM(2011) 200 final, p. 11.
4. Joint Communication on “a New response to a Changing Neighbourhood”, brussels, 25th May 2011, COM(2011) 303 final. it 
was also mentioned that: “in the current economic and political context, flagship projects identified at the Paris summit remain fully 
relevant, notably the Mediterranean solar Plan, the de-pollution of the Mediterranean or the development of motorways of the sea 
and land highways, and the Mediterranean business development initiative. to support sustainable development, implementation 
of existing regional agreements such as the barcelona Convention for the Protection of the Marine environment and Coastal 
region of the Mediterranean should be given greater priority.”
5. sWd(2012) 121 final Joint staff Working document, “Partnership for democracy and shared Prosperity: report on activities 
in 2011 and roadmap for future action”, p. 24, http://ec.europa.eu/world/enp/docs/2012_enp_pack/pship_democracy_report_
roadmap_en.pdf 
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in terms of the different regional projects, here again it is not the best context as we are at the 
end of the first phase of the eNP (2007-2013) from a financial cooperation perspective; thus 
it is more a time of assessment. 

euro-Mediterranean multilateral cooperation remains of great importance, especially with 
a renovation of the eNP mostly based on increased bilateral differentiation and reinforced 
positive/negative conditionality. Moreover, new impetus was given to eu-League of arab 
states (Las) relations recently and this must also be taken into consideration. as far as the 
Maghreb is concerned, the publication of a Communication on this issue is clearly the sign 
that there is political will on the side of the eu. However, the main problem is how to solve the 
Western sahara issue and thus facilitate dialogue between all parties involved. until now the 
eu has let the uN deal with this issue, so far without results. instead of trying to re-launch the 
aMu, it could perhaps be more fruitful to directly address what is really at stake here. this is 
becoming very urgent given the serious deterioration of the situation in the sahel. Certainly, all 
parties involved have common concerns and interests. 

in March 2013, the Joint Communication entitled “european Neighbourhood Policy: Working 
towards a stronger Partnership”, stressed that the “northern co-presidency of the union for 
the Mediterranean was transferred to the eu and Jordan assumed the southern co-presidency. 
this was a sign of renewed willingness on both sides of the Mediterranean to turn the ufM, 
as a unique forum of 43 members, into an effective catalyst for the development of regional 
projects.” Moreover, it was stressed that “the eu-League of arab states Ministerial Meeting in 
November gave a clear political message about the commitment of eu and arab Ministers to 
cooperate in tackling the issues they have in common.”6

Graph 3: Assessment of UfM northern co-presidency being transferred to the EU in 2012    
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for negligible role and 10 for key role)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

Governance and ownership are key aspects of the ufM. it is therefore crucial to give more 
visibility to the ufM and its secretariat to reinforce the sense of ownership in the MPCs. also 
of importance is the need to re-launch the ministerial sectoral meetings. according to the 2012 
Communication on “delivering on a New european Neighbourhood Policy”, the Commission 
stressed that “in the context of the union for the Mediterranean (ufM), and following the 
Council’s decision to transfer the northern co-presidency to the eu, the Commission is keen 
to restart the sectoral dialogues at ministerial level. discussions with partners are ongoing 
to agree on a number of meetings on trade, transport, energy and environment and other 
sectoral policies. these sectoral ministerial meetings would identify joint objectives for regional 

6. Commission High representative Joint Communication, “european Neighbourhood Policy: Working towards a stronger 
Partnership”, brussels, 20th March 2013, JOiN(2013) 4 final, points 70-71.
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cooperation and would also help identify possible concrete projects to be carried out in the 
context of the ufM.”7 the problem is that this restart has not yet taken place.

Identifying the right Priorities for the Eu’s Actions

the survey also addressed the issues of the priorities identified in the Communications of the 
european Commission and the High representative entitled “a New response to a Changing 
Neighbourhood”8 and “delivering on a New european Neighbourhood Policy”.9 respondents 
were asked to rank the now famous “3Ms” (Money, Market access and Mobility). the result of 
the survey clearly shows that all “Ms” are of a quite similar importance to the respondents. 

Graph 4: Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the 
High Representative on: “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” 
(answers as first priority in %) 

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

starting with “Money”, the idea put forward in the 2011 Communication of the european 
Commission and the High representative was to “reallocate/refocus” the remaining funds 
of the eNPi, which is going to be replaced by the eNi10 from January 2014. the refocus to 
“support the transition to democracy, institution building, support civil society and the socio-
economic needs of countries” was achieved through the revision of the NiPs. regarding the 
financial envelope, “in addition to the €3.5 billion already programmed for the period 2011-13, 
the eu is providing around €700 million in new grants for the southern Neighbourhood.”11 

For the potential re-allocation from one country to another one should recall that the 2011 
Joint Communication on the revision of the eNP stressed that: “increased eu support to 
its neighbours is conditional” and that this “enhanced support will come in various forms.” 
Moreover, “increased funding” and “preferential commitments” will be “tailored to the needs 
of each country and to the regional context” and will “recognise that meaningful reform comes 
with significant upfront costs. it will take the reform track record of partners during the 2010-12 
period (based on the annual progress reports) into account when deciding on country financial 

7. european Commission and High representative Joint Communication on “delivering a New european Neighbourhood Policy”, 
brussels, 15th May 2012, JOiN(2012) 14 final.
8. european Commission and High representative Joint Communication on “a New response to a Changing Neighbourhood”, 
brussels, 25th May 2011, COM(2011) 303.
9. european Commission and High representative Joint Communication on “delivering a New european Neighbourhood Policy”, 
brussels, 15th May 2012, JOiN(2012) 14 final.
10. see european Commission, Proposal for a regulation of the european Parliament and of the Council establishing a european 
Neighbourhood instrument, brussels, 7th december 2011, COM(2011) 839 final.
11. european Commission and High representative Joint Communication, brussels, “european Neighbourhood Policy: Working 
towards a stronger Partnership” (point 66), 20th March 2013, JOiN(2013) 4 final.
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allocations for 2014 and beyond. For countries where reform has not taken place, the eu will 
reconsider or even reduce funding.”12

as for “Market access”, the main idea put forward by the eu is to “consider allowing partners 
that have a fully functioning independent judiciary, an efficient public administration and have 
made significant progress towards eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated area of the 
[eu] internal Market for goods.” this implies very important efforts on the side of the partners 
and one should not forget that these efforts will have a cost that will be quite high. it is also 
important to underline the crucial aspect of the judiciary reform that, together with constitutional 
reform, is at the very heart of the current changes in countries such as tunisia and egypt. 

the issue of mobility is considered to be one of the most attractive rewards offered by the 
eu to MPCs for the progress they achieved in implementing the reforms agreed upon within 
the framework of the eNP action plans. the recent signing of a first mobility partnership with 
Morocco13 is, in this regard, of particular importance as the issue of visa facilitation and the 
conclusion of a readmission agreement has been on the negotiation table for a number of 
years. it is clear that in the responses provided by the Commission regarding the arab spring 
special emphasis was on youth and more particularly students which is, of course, a very 
appropriate response by the eu.

another question addressed some of the main issues at stake within the framework of the 
Communication on “delivering on a New european Neighbourhood Policy”:14 the “more 
for more” approach, “mutual accountability”, “partnerships with civil society”, “recognition 
of the special role of women in reshaping both politics and society” and, finally, “increased 
differentiation and mobility of people (mobility partnerships)”. We will not return to the issue of 
mobility previously addressed but concentrate on the reinforcement of the eNP methodology. 

Graph 5: Assessing the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP   
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for not relevant and 10 for very relevant) 

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

12. european Commission and High representative Joint Communication on “a New response to a Changing Neighbourhood”, 
brussels, 25th May 2011, COM(2011) 303, p. 3.
13. european Commission, “Migration and mobility partnership signed between the eu and Morocco”, brussels, 7th June 2013, 
iP/13/513, http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_iP-13-513_fr.htm
14. european Commission and High representative Joint Communication on “delivering on a New european Neighbourhood 
Policy”, brussels, 15th May 2012, JOiN(2012) 14 final.
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the “more for more” and differentiation concepts are not new in the eNP framework. On the 
contrary, these two principles were, from the beginning, at the very heart of an eNP methodology 
that draws on the pre-accession one. the basic idea is thus to reinforce these elements. 
However, what is obvious is that the incentives should be equally reinforced. it seems now 
that the deep and Comprehensive Free trade areas that are proposed to Morocco, tunisia, 
Jordan and egypt are becoming the real incentives for a deeper commitment. this commitment 
to fulfil the objectives of the eNP, to implement the reforms identified in the eNP action plans 
and to respect certain values now enclosed in a “deep democracy criteria” will lead to “deeper 
economic integration.”

What will be crucial is how the european external action service (eeas) and the Commission 
evaluate the progress achieved by the respective partners. One should not forget that when 
the uprising started in tunisia this country was negotiating a kind of “privileged status” with the 
eu! Consistency should be a key guiding principle in this exercise together with transparency 
and ownership. it will also be crucial to reinforce the visibility (Q. 14) of the eu’s actions on 
the ground but also of its grand strategy. in fact, those two issues are closely linked. Without 
consistency it will be very difficult for the eu to gain visibility but visibility does not mean 
sending high-level eu officials to MPCs every week. this can even create some confusion 
given the proliferation of posts in the framework of the Lisbon treaty. 
 
Visibility also means clarity and efficiency. these are some of the numerous challenges the 
eu will have to face. Let’s hope that the eu will be able to cope with an increasingly complex 
Mediterranean world. 
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the international  
eConomiC environment  
of the arab Spring 

JaVier aLbarraCíN 
director of socioeconomic developement, european institute of the Mediterranean 

since 2010 most of the developed economies of the Organitation for economic Cooperation 
and development (OeCd) have been going through simultaneous economic and financial 
crises that are generating unemployment, loss of competitiveness and slow but steady loss of 
their international leverage in determining the international economic agenda.

emerging economies from asia, Latin america and, to a certain extent, africa are starting to 
have a deeper impact on shaping the new economic scenarios of the mid- to long-term future. 
the strengthening of cooperation frameworks within non-OeCd economic blocs (such as 
association of southeast asian Motions (aseaN), the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) or 
Mercosur) is giving them a bigger share of world GdP, trade and financial resources, thus 
challenging the traditional leading economic role of western economies.

this world trend of new emerging economies gaining relevance and a bigger role as economic 
partners also seems to be occurring in the arab world. emerging economies like China, certain 
Gulf countries, turkey, south Korea and brazil are increasingly aggressive in trying to seize the 
economic opportunities of the arab revolts. 

this increasing economic presence of these countries in the region had already started before 
the uprisings took place and coincided in historical terms with the economic uncertainties 
and deep crisis of the traditional economic partners of the arab countries, the us and very 
particularly the eu economies. 

these two realities – an economic setback of the western partners and the filling of the vacuum 
they have left by emerging economies – made the arab Mediterranean countries pay more 
political and economic attention to them. these economies are more competitive, broadly 
specialised in medium technologies (the most needed in arab economies) and have financial 
resources to offer them in a time of scarce liquidity at a national and international level. 

Eu: reinforced Economic role in the Emerging Scenario of the region

Changing deeply-rooted trade patterns and international production value chain integration 
is a long-term process. Over the last few decades, the eu economies, especially those of 
the european Mediterranean such as spain, France and italy, have developed intense and 
complementary production and trade relations with the majority of the Mediterranean countries, 
mostly with the Maghreb economies. textiles, tourism, agro-food, services or petrochemicals 
are among the sectors increasingly integrated into the euro-Mediterranean region. 

Globally, certain european economic sectors are increasingly redefining their international 
production strategies based on new logistical and production cost considerations, redeploying 
investments from distant countries to nearer markets, especially those in the Mediterranean, such 
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as Morocco, tunisia and turkey. this is making many companies in the sectors involved (many 
of them small- and medium-sized enterprises in textiles, automotive components and electricals 
and electronics, among others) develop active production strategies towards the region, thus 
strengthening economic relations between europe and the main Mediterranean economies. 

this integration of production between many arab economies of the Mediterranean and the eu 
is still a strong reality for these economies, thus making it a structural factor that will continue 
shaping their international economic near future.

Moreover, the eu is still a key partner for these countries in other relevant factors that determine 
their socio-economic reality. it is the origin of most of the tourists visiting the Mediterranean 
countries, thus contributing to the development of this strategic sector for these economies 
and leaving much needed foreign currency.

Migration and remittances are other economic factors that strongly link the eu to Mediterranean 
countries, although new migration patterns might develop in the near future towards the Gulf, other 
southern Mediterranean countries like Libya or other emerging economies outside the region.

all these elements suggest that the eu will still play a significant and strong role in the economic 
future of the new regimes emerging after all the transformations in the arab Mediterranean 
countries, whether governed by islamic parties or not.

But Competition from Emerging Economies Will Increase Strongly

the economic and financial performance of the main emerging economies in the world, 
systematically seeking new markets and access to natural resources, is a growing variable 
that needs to be taken into account.

some of these emerging economic blocs, such as the Gulf Cooperation Council, do already 
have a deep and intense involvement in the arab spring, having developed a comprehensive 
political, economic and financial agenda to try to shape the outcomes of the changes. 

the relations between their political and economic elites with the new more islamic leaders 
governing the region results in more intense trade, investment and financial involvement of 
the GCC economies in these countries. this trend is very likely to continue and gain strength 
in the near future, very especially in the Mashreq countries where their linkages have been 
developing further in recent years.

another factor that is likely to have an economic impact in the region is the growing involvement 
of China. Currently in permanent need of access to natural and energy resources, China is 
actively seeking to develop good economic relations with these governments, whether resulting 
from changes or not. 

its “non-conditionality” approach has permitted China to have growing access to the 
economic opportunities of the region vis-à-vis western economies, more prone to pressure the 
governments on economic reforms and on democratisation and human rights issues.

this political factor, together with the financial and investment resources China can offer to 
these economies in today’s difficult economic context, makes the growing involvement of 
China in these economies in the future very likely.
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Graph 1: New regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments    
(average on a scale of  0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability) 

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

Increase Arab Economic Integration in the Agenda?

there are several political frameworks in the Mediterranean that are expected to strengthen 
arab economic integration but none of them has performed successfully so far. Political 
blockages or lack of economic complementarities have persuaded the union for the arab 
Maghreb (uMa), the agadir agreement or the more ambitious Greater arab Free trade area 
(GaFta) to reach any acceptable level of economic integration.

the new governments formed after the arab spring, whether through reforms or revolutions, 
seem to have more political will to pursue arab regional economic integration. Changes might 
have opened a window of opportunity to approach this objective based on active policies. 
examples are the implementation by the tunisian government of visa-free movement of people 
for nationals of some North african countries or several agreements of the Libyan government 
to strengthen socio-economic and financial relations with egypt. Nevertheless, daunting 
economic policy disparities persist among states in the region regarding key issues, such as 
their vision on the depth of economic reforms, the role of the state in the economies or the 
need for a financial sector reform.

some interesting steps have been taken, such as the recent creation of a regional bank for 
development in the framework of the uMa, but arab integration today is still an objective more 
than a process.

What the aftermaths of the arab spring seem to show is that the “business as usual” scenario 
of developing mainly bilateral relations with one main partner, basically the eu, and relying 
on the attractiveness of small- to medium-sized non-regionally integrated markets in today’s 
globalised world is an outdated approach.

it is very likely that there will be more active policies from these arab countries in trying to 
diversify their international economic and financial partners. it is also foreseeable that the most 
important emerging economies’ role in the arab countries will increase, both from a trade 
and investment point of view, in the coming years. and it might evolve towards playing a 
more sophisticated role by getting involved in new kinds of cooperation frameworks, such 
as management of key infrastructures under several Public-Private Partnership (PPP) forms, 
transferring technology or even training key professionals in several sectors.
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What is the Islamist Governments’ Capacity to Address Socio-economic demands?

the political changes that have swept the arab Mediterranean countries have been capitalised 
mostly by islamic political movements. so far, these movements have been able to unite 
under their political umbrella the discontent of many of the people who went into the streets 
demanding changes.

the islamic political parties have come to power through the democratic elections that have 
widely taken place in the region after the uprisings. thus, these parties are leading governments 
in the countries where political changes have occurred, either through uprisings or reforms. 
in some cases, such as in egypt, they have been able to gain control of most of the political 
institutions (Parliament, Presidency and Government), while in others, such as Morocco and 
tunisia, they are the main partners of government coalitions of ideologically heterogeneous 
political parties.

in either of the cases, the islamic parties have had to face the fact that they have become, 
suddenly to a certain extent, the main decision-makers responsible for the definition and 
implementation of the policies in their respective countries. this has meant that the islamic 
parties have had to recruit cadres from their own ranks to cover all the government institutions 
the previous regime had left.

as parties without much or significant experience in managing institutions and power structures, 
they have had to rely on ideologically loyal and professionally inexperienced people from within 
their political circles. 

the fact of having appointed unsuited, and sometimes unskilled, cadres for high and medium 
level management posts, together with the heterogeneity and in some cases divergence of 
the ideological political background of the other government partners, has led to difficult 
government situations.

the mounting social tension in the streets and the economic uncertainty has created a very 
unstable and difficult socio-economic and political context, both at a national and regional level.

From Politics to Policies: an urgent Need for Real Policies

this challenging environment, with increasing socio-economic demands from the people, 
requires coherent well-targeted sustainable policies that respond to it based on the real means 
and capabilities of the existing state resources in today’s context of severe scarcity. there are 
fewer resources at a time of greater needs and demands. resolving this equation requires 
experience in management and wise and inclusive political decisions.

some of the most pressing social and economic demands, such as employment, modernisation 
of the education system, redistribution of wealth among the population and the fight against 
corruption, respond to deep-rooted structural factors and need comprehensive policies that 
can bring results in the medium rather than short term. but in today’s context of urgent need 
for short-term positive results, the islamic parties are widely seen as incapable of addressing 
these issues, due to their lack of experience in these fields, but also due to the belief that the 
deep state of the old regime is profoundly rooted in the institutions and that revisionist forces 
are still very powerful and well organised to resist possible changes.
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Graph 2: Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no capacity and 10 for very high capacity) 

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

although one of the main political strengths of the islamist parties while campaigning for power 
was their deep commitment to fighting corruption in the public institutions, they are not seen 
as powerful and capable enough to address this critical issue in the short term. the instability 
of the governments, with frequent changes in high level posts and not enough human and 
economic resources to implement policies to fight corruption (as in the case of Mohamed 
abbou, who resigned as Minister for the administration reform of the tunisian Government in 
2012 due to this issue), shows a short-term inability to commit to a comprehensive approach 
to this critical issue.

Many people in these countries, especially in egypt and to a lesser extent in tunisia and 
Morocco, do not see the islamic-led governments committed to coping with key issues in their 
societies such as improving the socio-economic rights of women, who are critical emerging 
political actors in the uprisings against the old regimes. islamists’ view of the role of women 
in society collides with the collective and individual demands of women’s rights organisations 
asking for egalitarian legal and social treatment.

Graph 3: Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands 
on: Women’s socio-economic rights 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no capacity and 10 for very high capacity) 

  source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

in today’s context of uncertainty there is an urgency to restore security in the streets, due to the 
dramatic increase of all kinds of violence. in the main cities of egypt, women are increasingly 
harassed, thefts and killings have grown dramatically and weapons are widely carried by 
civilians. islamic-led governments have not so far been able to restore minimum security 
to the streets. in certain cases they have even been openly accused of passivity towards 
salafist violence in demonstrations, their temporary occupation of some villages or the killing 
of opposition leaders, such as in the recent cases of tunisia.
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regarding their policies to promote value added sectors, create jobs and attract foreign 
direct investment, there seem to be reasonable doubts about their willingness to develop 
such a critical sector as tourism. their public debates on issues with a direct impact on the 
attractiveness of these countries as tourist destinations, such as the possibility of banning 
alcohol, restricting some beaches to nationals or the possibility of asking women to wear more 
conservative clothing, do not encourage confidence in the willingness of the islamist parties to 
promote this important sector.

Graph 4: Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands 
on: Developing the tourism industry
(average on a scale of  0-10, where 0 stands for no capacity and 10 for very high capacity) 

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

there is a general willingness by the new governments to promote added value sectors as 
well as to strengthen innovation in those that have been developed over recent years. but no 
clear, ambitious, comprehensive and systematic plan seems to have been developed thus far, 
bringing more doubts over their priorities and capabilities in these strategic issues.

Foreign direct Investment (FdI): Has the Arab Spring Affected the Flows towards 
the region? 

investment flows always seek out profit but in a context of minimum stability, both political and 
legal. today’s situation of economic crisis in most of the developed economies is making sMe 
investment in production abroad scarcer and demands more stable contexts, difficult to find in 
today’s arab Mediterranean economies.

Large-scale investments carried out by big multinationals have a more global approach and 
are ready to cope with more risk than sMes. Nevertheless, legal and political uncertainties, 
retroactive revision of laws for political reasons and, in some cases, widespread insecurity (due 
to open conflict situations as in Libya or syria) are increasingly making international investors 
reluctant to honour previous investment commitments or study new ones. 

in this respect, it is likely that the countries reforming their economies and legal frameworks 
through inclusive policies, such as Morocco, will revalue their attractiveness in a turbulent 
neighbourhood.
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Graph 5: Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in the region in the next two years 
(country risk)
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for less fdi and 10 for more fdi)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

the countries that seem to be going through mid-term instability, although they might have great 
economic potential such as in the case of egypt, will face a serious decrease in foreign direct 
investment in the coming years. Policies adopted by the government revising the conditions 
of previous large-scale investments from abroad, especially from the Gulf economies, have 
scared some other potential investors from asking for more legal security for their projects.

Widespread disruptions in production and logistics as well as growing labour rights demands 
from the trade unions of recent years in egypt are another factor that discourages potential 
industrial investors to step into the egyptian market in the short term. Objectively, the size of 
the local market, the key logistical accessibility to many other relevant markets, especially the 
eu and the GCC, and the availability of skilled labour seem to be good factors to encourage 
entrance into the market. but as of today, national legal and economic uncertainty prevails in 
investors’ decisions on egypt.

the countries hit by war in the context of the arab spring, mainly Libya and syria, might experience 
different scenarios. Libya, although still experiencing turbulent instability and even spontaneous 
open armed conflict, seems likely to attract foreign investment, mainly concentrated on the 
improvement of the energy sector. Most of the national reconstruction might be financed by the 
Libyan government itself through its own high revenues from this sector.

the case of syria is different as a consequence of the size of the destruction, the uncertainty 
of the resolution of the conflict and the huge dimension of the civil cost. No private investors 
or multilaterals will invest in this country until the conflict is clearly over, which could take 
longer than expected due to the balance of forces. this scenario will persist as long as 
the different forces in the conflict and the international donors’ community do not reach a 
satisfactory agreement that might stabilise the social and economic situation. in this case, 
significant international funds will be needed to be able to cope with the daunting challenges 
of reconstruction, thus attracting the international, and very especially regional, private sector 
to get involved in syria.  
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in a context of regional instability, turkey seems to emerge as the economic beneficiary but 
due rather to internal dynamics than economic consequences of the arab spring. its internal 
economic dynamism, the size of its national market and the successful liberalisation and 
diversification policies implemented have made turkey one of the most attractive emerging 
markets in the world. turkey’s private sector has developed an aggressive dynamism to 
internationalise and diversify its trade and investment partners in the last decade. this has 
made turkish entrepreneurs regular visitors to the most important cities of the Middle east and 
North africa (MeNa) countries. the easy logistical accessibility of people, funds and goods 
from turkey to the MeNa markets has increasingly made it a hub for the region, thus adding to 
the growing size of its internal market in GdP and population terms.

although one of the expected consequences of the arab spring is the improvement of socio-
economic policies, more transparency and accountability and more attractive economies, it 
seems that delivering will take longer than expected, thus keeping potential investors waiting 
for better economic times in the region.    
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Youth, women, emploYment 
and migrationS:  
defining poliCY prioritieS  
in euro-mediterranean  
Cooperation 

XaVier araGaLL  
euro-Mediterranean Policies technical advisor, european institute of the Mediterranean

the qualitative analysis of the questions on the priorities when developing and implementing 
policies at a regional level on migrations, women, youth and employment must be based on 
the idea that these policies fall within the social, human and cultural dimension of the euro-
Mediterranean cooperation agenda. in the four surveys there have been direct or indirect 
questions on this dimension, which has been repeatedly given a high or very high priority. 
the results obtained show a higher average assessment than for the remaining dimensions 
(politics and security, socio-economic development, migration, justice and security).

it is necessary to emphasise that this block of questions is the result of previously selecting 
the most outstanding priorities of the programmes included in the euro-Mediterranean social, 
Cultural and Human Partnership.1 specifically, for questions on women, we analyse the existing 
programmes in the euromed Gender equality Programme (eGeP) implemented from 2008 to 
2011 and which formed part of the follow-up of the Ministerial Conference on “strengthening 
the role of Women in society”, held in istanbul in November 2006.2 in relation to youth, 
the priorities are identified based on the euroMed Youth iV Programme (2010-2013).3 Finally, 
employment policy priorities come from the euro-Med Framework of actions, approved in the 
first Ministers Conference held in Marrakesh in 2008.4 

in the case of migrations, the results must be analysed separately as since 2007 this dimension 
has had its own basket and also because the type of question is not aimed at identifying priorities 
but at achieving an assessment of how to improve current policies in terms of management of 
human movements, based on the document “a New response to a Changing Neighbourhood. 
a review of european Neighbourhood Policy”.  

1. euro-Mediterranean social, Cultural and Human Partnership, http://eeas.europa.eu/euromed/social/social_en.htm 
2. euromed and Women, http://eeas.europa.eu/euromed/women/index_en.htm 
3. euro-Med Youth Programme, http://www.euromedyouth.net/ 
4. euro-Med employment Framework of action, http://www.eeas.europa.eu/euromed/conf/employment_health_conclusions_1108_en.pdf 
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Women and youth 

it is interesting to observe how in 2009 the survey asked about the priorities identified in the 
2008 Marseilles Ministerial Conference and there was a specific question on their degree of 
importance for the period 2010-2013. as can be seen in Graph 1, in the case of women and 
youth policies, there was a clear trend to see them as highly important. these results allow 
a fairly optimistic reading of the responses to the questions in 2012 on the prospects for 
evolution and development of both women and youth policies in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries (MPCs). the responses suggest that according to the survey participants, these 
policies will clearly improve given that they are considered to be important priorities whose 
evolution would be positive over the next few years. 

Graph 1: Comparison between priority (2008) and future development (2012) of women and youth policies 
in the MPCs 

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 3rd and 4th euromed survey

in this respect, one could interpret the results of the survey related to the future development 
of policies on women in which the averages obtained served to measure the improvement or 
regression of these initiatives at a regional level. the average grade is around 6 with a notable 
greater trend (6.4) towards the improvement of the policies related to strengthening, as a 
basic right, education opportunities for girls and women. it is also worth stressing differences 
between whether the responses come from eu countries or MPCs. in this case, the most 
optimistic view suggesting an improvement of programmes and policies on women comes 
from the eu countries, with Mediterranean eu countries having a more positive view than 
the remaining eu countries. For MPCs, the averages are usually slightly below the survey 
average, with a clear difference between Maghreb respondents who are more optimistic about 
these policies improving and Mashreq respondents who are less optimistic. 

these trends cannot be ignored and we should ask ourselves whether they are a symptom of 
the recent evolution of political changes in the respective countries. in this respect, we must 
stress other indicators that would help with interpreting these results by groups of countries 
such as for the stagnation detected when analysing the probability that the integration of 
women in the political, economic and social life in MPCs will continue to improve, given that the 
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evolution of the results on this question in the last three surveys reveals a scenario of regression 
(see Graph 2). it is notable that, on the one hand, respondents consider the renewed eNP’s 
potential (i.e., “a New response to a Changing Neighbourhood”) high in relation to being able 
to improve the role of women in society and they consider that at a regional level we are faced 
with regression. in any case, we realise the need for Mediterranean cooperation to have an 
active role in this aspect in order to positively influence a scenario disinclined to strengthen the 
role of women in the medium and long term. 

Graph 2: Degree of probability attributed to the following potential mid- to long-term hypotheses in the 
Mediterranean 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 2nd, 3rd and 4th euromed survey

Youth policies in keeping with the results of Graph 1 are considered important priorities, 
whose evolution should improve in the next few years. the results obtained in the survey follow 
this trend, and the most outstanding element prioritised is strengthening the participation of 
youth in the development of civil society and democracy. a possible interpretation is that the 
youth policy agenda in the Mediterranean is influenced by democratic uprisings, calling on 
Mediterranean cooperation to emphasise this element as a priority, without forgetting that 
integration into the formal labour market as well as the development of youth policies continue 
to have relative importance. 

Giving priority to the participation of youths in the political arena as democratising actors is 
especially relevant as they now have the opportunity to play this role actively and effectively. 
although youths in MPCs realised their potential role as actors in processes of political change, 
they were not as clear about their capacity to translate this potential into the political reality of 
their respective countries.5 thus, strengthening these policies and objectives aimed at youths 
in the southern Mediterranean is now quite pertinent.  

Employment

employment is not one of the elements that Mediterranean cooperation has prioritised since 
its beginnings in 1995. in the first 10 years of the barcelona Process there was no euro-
Mediterranean ministerial summit on employment as it was considered that the creation of 
employment was linked to economic growth. 

in macroeconomic terms, the growth of the working age population and, consequently, the 
fight against growing unemployment in southern Mediterranean countries inevitably led to 
forecasts of up to 45 million new jobs for the second decade of this century. the difficulty 
of fulfilling this forecast together with the economic stagnation means that cooperation fully 
incorporates employment within its agenda.

5. J. Mouawad, “Young People as actors of Political reform. the case of Jordan, syria and Lebanon”, euroMesCo papers No. 62, 2007.
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in 2008 in Marrakesh, the euro-Mediterranean employment and Labour Ministers Conference 
was held, establishing the action priorities at the level of euro-Mediterranean cooperation. the 
summit identified the main employment challenge in the region: unemployment, which in many 
countries has a particular effect on youths and women. it also recognised the wide reach of the 
informal economy which accounts for much of the new employment, thereby generating a labour 
market devoid of labour rights or social protection. Finally, it noted the imbalance between training 
levels and the needs of the labour market. the action plan resulting from the conclusions of the 
summit would lead to specific employment programmes and the results of this survey enable us 
to see their degree of acceptance as participants respond that the elements on which specific 
policies have been established will improve. Moreover, the survey allows us to see the priorities. 

Graph 3: Future development of employment policies in the Euro-Mediterranean 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands regression and 10 for improvement)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

the main reading we can make is that it is necessary to prioritise measures to improve the 
current labour market redressing the imbalance between training and job demand, in keeping 
with the iLO guidelines on decent employment to improve the current labour conditions. the 
survey results identify as a lesser priority policies with a more structural character and, perhaps 
because of this, more difficult to implement (transforming informal jobs into formal jobs and 
promoting equal opportunities between men and women). However, the differences between 
averages are so narrow that it encourages us to consider an overall strategic action. 

Migrations and Mobility 

as for migration policies, it is necessary to bear in mind the framework in which the questions 
posed in the survey are placed for a more precise interpretation of the responses. thus, 
we should remember that the questions reflect the breakdown of the initiatives on migration 
included in the eNP renewal, in which the three Ms stand out: Money, Market and Mobility. 

as can be seen in the descriptive report of the survey, there is a question on the prioritisation 
of these three issues. Mobility is considered as the main priority in the responses from Mashreq 
countries and the balkans (or european non-eu countries) while in Maghreb countries mobility 
is third among the priorities, and in the eu it is the second priority.  

this response can be explained by the different approach to mobility policies, related with an 
ordered management of migration, depending on whether it is addressed from the southern or 
eastern neighbourhood. the balkan countries form part of the Prague Process6 and, moreover, 

6. a political process promoting migration partnerships among the participating states of the european union, the schengen area, 
south eastern and eastern europe and Central asia, in addition to turkey, whose guiding principles are defined by the “building Mi-
gration Partnerships” Joint declaration endorsed at a ministerial level by 49 states at the Prague Ministerial Conference in april 2009.
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they have started or can potentially start the eu membership process by which dialogue in 
terms of migrations and mobility is of strategic importance.

For their part, Maghreb countries, especially tunisia and Morocco,7 had already started 
dialogue on migrations, mobility and security in order to establish the mobility partnerships;8 in 
other words, it is a well-developed priority and close to real implementation. this, along with 
the economic situation which is diminishing the appeal to migrate to eu countries, can explain 
this result.

in the case of the Mashreq, its importance is relatively greater and it is probably due more to 
a human mobility component as a result of the armed conflicts in the region than to migration 
movements. in fact, most migration flows from the Mashreq countries are heading towards 
Persian Gulf countries and to a much lesser extent to eu countries.

Graph 4: Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the 
High Representative on: “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” (%)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

the breakdown of the policies or programmes under the epigraph Mobility allows us to reflect 
on two main elements. On the one hand, the very high average grade given to each of the 
political proposals than can potentially improve the management of migrations, which involves 
significant support for these measures of the revised eNP, mainly aimed at managing the 
human mobility in the region; i.e., an ordered management of migrations. 

in this respect, we can state that the reading of these results enables us to see euro-
Mediterranean cooperation as a multilateral scenario that complements the strategies on 
migrations at eu level and which are more aimed at control and security than managing 
mobility. the fact that the groups of non-eu countries are systematically given a grade above 
the survey average would reinforce this trend. 

7. Mobility Partnership: in June 2013 Morocco signed the Migration and Mobility Partnership between the eu and Morocco, the 
first agreed between the eu and a southern Mediterranean country. Previously, the eu had established MPs with Cape Verde, 
Moldavia, Georgia and armenia.
8. “the MPs constitute non-legally binding joint declarations negotiated between the Commission on behalf of interested member 
states and a third country. Member states offer a range of benefits, from visa facilitation schemes and regular channels for tempo-
rary migration in exchange for a commitment on the part of the signatory third country to cooperate with the eu in the management 
of irregular migration, in particular readmission, return and border control/surveillance policies”. s. Carrera, L. den Hertog, and J. 
Parkin, “eu Migration Policy in the wake of the arab spring. What prospects for eu-southern Mediterranean relations?” Med-
PrO (Mediterranean Prospects) technical report No. 15, 2012. 
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Graph 5: Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region    
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for not at all and 10 for very much) 

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 4th euromed survey

We must consider how this support given to measures integrated in the eNP clashes with 
the current orientation of the mobility partnerships, which are beginning to be promoted with 
some Mediterranean countries9 and mainly focus on control of irregular migrations instead 
of offering a broader and effective mobility. this would involve increasing the possibilities of 
mobility beyond the reduced population segments (students, researchers), a very positively 
assessed option in the survey, while reducing the high number of requisites to be fulfilled by 
the partner country.10

similarly, these results would make us think of the need to foster a reorientation of the mobility 
partnerships in the Mediterranean. this scenario means replacing the current security direction 
with a more balanced orientation which is a “fully accountable framework that roots human 
mobility modalities into a wider agenda that complements social and economic development 
in the region.”11 in this framework, there could be a realistic and credible development of 
incentives for labour migrations (7.5 on average in the survey), improved visa facilitation (7.4) 
making the mobility partnerships evolve into a valuable political asset of the eu for external 
relations in the region. 

9. as previously mentioned, in June 2013 Morocco signed the Migration and Mobility Partnership between the eu and Morocco, 
the first agreed between the eu and a southern Mediterranean country.
10. s. Grenier, “eu policies towards southern Mediterranean countries: implementation of the ‘new eNP approach’ should match 
commitments”, euro-Mediterranean Human rights Network (eMHrN), 2012.
11. s. Carrera, L. den Hertog and J. Parkin, op. cit. 
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seNéN FLOreNsa*
President of the executive Committee, european institute of the Mediterranean

this article analyses the results of the survey in order to provide an interpretation of the 
main future prospects of the euro-Mediterranean Partnership (eMP) and formulate policy 
recommendations. to this end, we will examine the results of Questions 22 and 23, focusing, 
respectively, on euro-Mediterranean cooperation and the possible future scenarios of the 
Mediterranean. Question 22 enables us to analyse the perception of a large number of experts 
of the degree of probability they attribute to the prospect that current euro-Mediterranean 
cooperation will lead, in the long term, to the fulfilment of some of the most important 
scenarios for the region. Question 23 assesses the probabilities that a number of scenarios 
in the medium and long term will materialise in the euro-Mediterranean area. Moreover, we 
will conduct a comparative analysis which will allow us to study the trends experienced in the 
period 2009-2012 in the categories analysed. For both questions, we will compare the results 
of the 2009 and 2012 surveys. 

Euro-Mediterranean Cooperation: Where to?

in general terms, the assessment of euro-Mediterranean cooperation by respondents is 
moderately positive. all categories analysed are more positively assessed in 2012 than in 2009 
(see Graph 1), which means that at present there is a generalised perception that the tools of 
euro-Mediterranean cooperation are of some use. this is mainly so in terms of social and cultural 
cooperation and promotion of democracy and human rights and, to a lesser extent, in terms of 
economic cooperation and resolution of conflicts, as we will stress throughout the analysis. 

the scenarios with best results are those related to human exchanges between North and 
south and understanding and respect between cultures and religions, which means that 
the eMP social and cultural pillar is the most positively assessed. these are followed by 
strengthening of democracy and respect for human rights, linked to the eMP political and 
security pillar, and achieving higher levels of employment and living conditions and reduction 
of the development gap between the North and south, scenarios which are related to the field 
of eMP economic cooperation. 

* With the collaboration of augusto delkader. Junior research fellow, ieMed.
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Graph 1: Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation 
(within the frameworks of the EMP, ENP and UfM) is leading, in the long term, to: 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 1st and 4th euromed survey

Moreover, it is important to underline two major trend changes between 2009 and 2012. in the 
first place, the North-south analysis in terms of confidence in euro-Mediterranean cooperation 
shows that in 2009 southern Mediterranean countries were the most pessimistic while in 2012 
they are the most optimistic about euro-Mediterranean cooperation being able to contribute to 
achieving the scenarios proposed. in the second place, the sub-regional analysis enables us to 
see that the Maghreb is the Mediterranean area with most confidence in euro-Mediterranean 
cooperation, although in 2009 it was the most sceptical area in this respect. 

One of the central elements that can explain these trend changes is the new political context 
resulting from the arab democratic revolutions, which has meant a step forward in establishing 
the conditions necessary for the triumph of the principles and values of the euro-Mediterranean 
Policy, as included in the barcelona declaration. these principles and values have now found 
the necessary conditions for their implementation thanks to the arab springs.  

Political and Security Cooperation 

Firstly, “the resolution of conflicts”, the central element to achieve the eMP objective of 
establishing an area of peace and stability in the Mediterranean, is seen by respondents as the 
main pending issue in euro-Mediterranean cooperation. it is the only scenario that has been 
assessed, both in 2009 and 2012, with grades lower than 5 (see Graph 2).
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Graph 2: Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is 
leading, in the long term, to: The resolution of conflicts in the region
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 1st and 4th euromed survey

secondly, we analyse the responses on euro-Mediterranean cooperation in terms of “the 
strengthening of democracy and human rights”. Of all the scenarios put forward, this one 
has experienced most growth in terms of probability in the period 2009-2012 (see Graph 
3). despite the improvements, the results could still be better. according to aliboni,1 one 
of the main elements that explain this is the lack of any kind of conditionality linked to the 
degree of democratisation of the arab countries. Positive conditionality has been applied 
with little efficiency given that the rewards have been considered a consequence of the eMP 
implementation. in terms of negative conditionality, this has not been applied to the eMP arab 
partners partly because southern european governments have shown themselves to be more 
concerned than their northern neighbours about the impact of emerging religious radicalism on 
their security. For decades, western countries have considered radical islamist governments to 
be more negative for the West than the existing authoritarian governments. 

Graph 3: Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation  
is leading, in the long term, to: The strengthening of democracy and respect for human rights in the 
Mediterranean Partner Countries
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 1st and 4th euromed survey
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1. r. aliboni, “el enfoque de la asociación euro-Mediterránea en materia de derechos humanos y democracia”, in H. amirah 
Fernández and r. Youngs, La Asociación euromediterránea una década después, real instituto elcano, Madrid, 2005, pp. 51-
64.



Economic Cooperation 

in the first scenario analysed by the survey in relation to economic cooperation, respondents 
are asked about the degree of probability that euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading 
to “a higher level of employment, an improvement in living conditions and a reduction of 
poverty”. the results of this scenario are better in 2012 than in 2009 (see Graph 4). it is 
especially significant that this scenario follows the general trend according to which southern 
Mediterranean countries are the most optimistic, above all because these categories have a 
direct effect on people’s daily lives, such as employment or poverty, whose indicators have not 
experienced major advances in the period 2009-2012, as shown by the Human development 
reports of the united Nations development Programme (uNdP). according to these results, 
southern Mediterranean countries have more confidence in euro-Mediterranean cooperation 
being able to contribute to improving the standard of living in the region than northern 
Mediterranean countries. Moreover, Mediterranean eu countries have an average grade higher 
than the european union as a whole. this is explained, in overall terms, by the fact that there is 
greater commitment to the barcelona Process in southern than northern european countries 
despite the support that the latter gave to the eMP in its origins.  

Graph 4: Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation 
is leading, in the long term, to: A higher level of employment, an improvement in living conditions and a 
reduction of poverty in Mediterranean Partner Countries
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 1st and 4th euromed survey

the second scenario related to economic cooperation studies the probability of euro-
Mediterranean cooperation contributing to “a reduction of the development gap between the 
North and South of the Mediterranean”. the confidence increases moderately from 2009 to 
2012. this slight improvement means that the assessment of all regions, except israel and 
turkey, exceeds the average grade of 5 (see Graph 5). One of the reasons that explain this is 
the continuing insufficient economic convergence in the region.

indeed, the Mediterranean has emerged as one of the most important lines of economic 
division in the world, where income per capita in the North is 10 times that of the south and 
has reduced little in the last 15 years. in Purchasing Power Parity (PPP), the difference has 
barely reduced since 1995 between the eurozone and the MPCs. so much so that, according 
to iván Martín,2 at this rate of convergence Morocco would need 241 years to achieve 50% of 
the GdP per capita in PPP in the eurozone while tunisia is more likely to achieve the economic 
convergence, over 62 years. this data suggests a scenario of generalised pessimism in relation 
to the possibilities of reducing the North-south development gap. However, the results of our 
study indicate progress in the confidence in the gap being overcome with the help of euro-
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2. i. Martín, “Neoliberalismo económico en el Mediterráneo”, in L. López arias, Palestina en el marco de la globalización neoliberal, 
atrapasueños, seville, 2010, pp. 19-46. 
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Mediterranean cooperation, especially because southern countries see the reduction of this 
breach as most likely. 

Graph 5: Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is 
leading, in the long term, to: A reduction of the development gap between the North and the South of the 
Mediterranean
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 1st and 4th euromed survey

Social and Cultural Cooperation

the first scenario analysed in relation to euro-Mediterranean cultural cooperation focuses on 
“a greater intensity of human exchanges between the North and South of the Mediterranean”. 
in relation to this scenario, we can speak of consolidation because in both 2009 and 2012 it 
occupies the second position among all the scenarios proposed (see Graph 6). 

Graph 6: Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is 
leading, in the long term, to: A greater intensity of human exchanges between the North and the South of 
the Mediterranean
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 1st and 4th euromed survey

the second scenario related to cultural cooperation assesses the possibilities for euro-
Mediterranean cooperation to contribute, according to the experts, to achieving “a greater 
understanding and respect between cultures and religions in the Mediterranean”. it is the 
scenario most positively assessed in 2009 and 2012 with a trend of moderate growth (see 
Graph 7). Considering the high grades in the responses from Mediterranean eu countries, 
the decrease in the average grade of eu countries as a whole can be explained by the low 
confidence of northern european countries in euro-Mediterranean cooperation being able 
to decisively contribute to greater understanding between cultures and religions in the 
Mediterranean. 
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a policy recommendation to continue improving the already positive results in terms of the 
contributions of euro-Mediterranean cooperation to increasing respect and understanding 
between religions and cultures consists, as noted by Michelle Pace,3 of reducing the factors 
that hinder international mobility. these factors, such as the applicable regulation in terms of 
visas, are obstacles that should be removed in the long term or, at least, reduced in the short 
or medium term. the measures adopted in the framework of the third pillar of the eMP should 
contribute to the development of open knowledge societies in the arab countries fostering a 
bidirectional intercultural dialogue between the North and south of the Mediterranean.  

Graph 7: Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is 
leading, in the long term, to: A greater understanding and respect between cultures and religions in the 
Mediterranean
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 1st and 4th euromed survey

Change and Continuity in the Main Scenarios of Euro-Mediterranean relations 

the euro-Mediterranean region is currently experiencing major changes in the political, 
economic and socio-cultural fields. However, we also see determined dynamics marked by 
continuity. Question 23 analyses the probabilities for a set of scenarios being achieved in 
the euro-Mediterranean area but does not assess the contribution of euro-Mediterranean 
cooperation in this respect.

Political Crisis and Conflicts

in this first section we focus on the scenarios linked to the main conflicts and political crises 
in the Mediterranean region. 

Graph 8: Degree of probability attributed to the following mid- to long-term hypotheses in the Mediterranean
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 1st and 4th euromed survey
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3. M. Pace, “Las iniciativas culturales de la aeM: ¿qué relevancia política?”, in H. amirah Fernández and r. Youngs, op. cit., pp. 
65-80.
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the first scenario analysed is related to the possibility that “the Arab-Israeli conflict will 
paralyse the EMP”. the less positive assessment (see Graph 8) can be explained because 
this conflict has already paralysed a large part of the eMP agenda, although one of the main 
goals traditionally attributed to the barcelona Process was managing to bring together israelis 
and Palestinians in the same forum. 

the following scenario assesses the possibility that “popular uprisings will increase in the 
southern Mediterranean”. this scenario is seen as the fifth most likely. it is important to note 
that in the short term people’s movements will increase and will finally reach all southern 
Mediterranean countries. in broad terms, we can classify two groups of countries according to 
the political responses they offer to the popular uprisings: the first is characterised by providing a 
dialogued solution through institutional channels through democratic and modernising political 
reforms, while the second is characterised by the repression of the people’s movements, which 
in the medium term can bring about new uprisings and armed conflicts or the worsening of 
the already existing conflicts. therefore, we can conclude that in the long term the political, 
economic and social modernisation will extend to the MPCs although there could be serious 
conflicts and setbacks in the short and medium term.  

the following scenario seen by respondents as the most likely (see Graph 8) is that “water 
scarcity will become a source of conflicts and social tensions in the Mediterranean”. it is 
possible to explain the importance attached to this scenario above all if we take into account 
the arid climate characteristic of the Mediterranean and the consequent objective scarcity of 
water. another conclusion is that the postcolonial geopolitics that emerged after the waves of 
decolonisation, with borders arbitrarily drawn at the european chancelleries without taking into 
account any logic of distribution and rational exploitation of resources, first in the Middle east 
(1945-1955) and later in the Maghreb (1955-1980), still prevails. 

the final scenario on crisis and conflicts is based on the notion that “population and employment 
pressures in MPCs will intensify and create dramatic social tensions”. although this issue 
continues to be seen as a problem with a tendency to grow (see Graph 8), the truth is that the 
demographic dynamics of the riparian countries previously marked by a high decrease in the 
birth rate will experience a clear evolution in the next decades. While in the early postcolonial 
period the average number of children per woman in the southern Mediterranean was 7, at 
present this is 2 children in countries such as tunisia, as noted by the uNdP arab Human 
development report 2009. Moreover, the forecasts indicate that this will continue to decrease 
even further and, therefore, the tensions resulting from the demographic and employment 
dynamics will notably reduce in the next few years, as fewer people reach working age.   

Economic development 

the second block of prospects forms part of the economic development field. 

in the first place, the scenario proposed is that “the current global economic and financial crisis 
will reduce development prospects in the Mediterranean for a long period”. this scenario 
is seen as the most likely in the northern rather than in the southern Mediterranean. this is 
due to the fact the southern Mediterranean countries have a weaker link with the financial 
economy and international trade, which means that they are less affected than the North by 
the international economic crisis. 
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Graph 9: Degree of probability attributed to the following mid-to long-term hypotheses in the Mediterranean
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 1st and 4th euromed survey

in the second place, the possibilities that “Gulf Cooperation Council countries will facilitate a 
higher degree of South-South economic cooperation in the Mediterranean” are examined. in 
contrast to what happens in Latin america, in the MeNa region there is no clear conviction that 
the south-south cooperation will be intensified thanks to the contribution of the Persian Gulf 
countries (see Graph 9). the GCC geographic and sectoral spheres of action have shown in 
recent years a clear growth trend. However, many of the actions have a marked political rather 
than economic character. Moreover, the economic initiatives usually result in investments in 
building, hotels or the acquisition of already existing companies rather than production with 
the generation of employment. 

in the third place, there is an analysis of whether “environmental deterioration in the 
Mediterranean will reach a level threatening the living conditions and economic activities of 
the riparian States”. the assessments show a consolidation of average grades suggesting that 
this scenario is likely to take place, far from the probabilities of other scenarios.

the fourth scenario of Question 23 suggests the possibility that “MPCs will sustain the 
increased level of economic growth achieved in the last three years and, in the long term, 
converge to EU levels of income”. the poor assessment (see Graph 9) can be explained if 
we compare it to that of the fourth category in Question 22. both questions revolve around 
the probability that the development gap between North and south will reduce. However, 
Question 22 asks whether euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading to this scenario while 
Question 23 analyses in overall terms the probability that this scenario can take place not 
so much because of eMP contributions but rather because of the dynamics and processes 
existing in the region as a whole. respondents consider the reduction of the North-south 
development gap more likely if it takes place through euro-Mediterranean cooperation, which 
leads us to conclude that in the south the partnership with europe is seen as a central element 
for development. 

Finally, there is an analysis of whether the “free movement of goods and workers will create 
an area of shared prosperity and development in the Mediterranean”. the results reveal that 
there are moderate hopes in this respect (see Graph 9). Free movement is one of the main 
prospects placed on the eMP. However, despite the advances achieved in the Free trade 
area, there has been no major progress in the free movement of workers and services and only 
limited movement of capitals. 
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Migrations

the following block of prospects focuses on the migration movements in the euro-Mediterranean 
region. all the scenarios obtain higher probabilities in 2012 than in 2009 (see Graph 10). 

the first scenario embraces one of the central issues of the North-south agenda: the issue 
of whether “irregular migration from originating MPCs to Europe will continue to increase 
whatever control mechanisms the EU may impose”. the high assessments suggest that, in 
order to combat irregular immigration, it is much more efficient to address its causes; i.e., the 
low socio-economic development of the southern Mediterranean area rather than the palliative 
measures based on the different border control strategies implemented by the eu through the 
Frontex agency. 

Graph 10: Degree of probability attributed to the following mid- to long-term hypotheses 
in the Mediterranean
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 1st and 4th euromed survey

the following scenarios considers the idea that the “increased level of legal and irregular 
immigration will intensify social tensions and xenophobia in Europe”. the high assessments 
can be explained by the persistent economic and social crisis and the consequent increase of 
support for extreme right movements. 

the following hypothesis suggests that an “increased level of migration will push for political 
reforms in the Mediterranean Partner Countries”. despite the clear North-south link involved 
in migrations, the assessments (5.6 in 2012; no data in 2009) indicate that there are few 
hopes of this happening.

the last scenario establishes the possibility that “the increased level of migration, economic 
and human exchanges will give way to the emergence of a common Mediterranean identity”. 
in this case, the responses have been much more positive in Question 22, which takes into 
account euro-Mediterranean cooperation in the fulfilment of this scenario, than in Question 23. 
in other words, the creation of a shared Mediterranean identity is seen as more probable if it is 
achieved with the support of the eMP. 
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The role of Women in the MPCs 

the assessment of the scenario suggesting whether “women will increasingly participate in 
the economic, social and political life of the MPCs” has worsened greatly from 2009 to 2012 
(see Graph 11). this more negative assessment can be explained by the emergence of a 
certain feeling of disappointment by civil society after the arab revolutions, which generated 
expectations that until now have not been fulfilled, largely because of the appropriation of the 
processes of change by islamist governments. again, the Maghreb is still the most optimistic. 

Graph 11: Degree of probability attributed to the following potential mid- to long-term hypothesis in the 
Mediterranean: Women will increasingly participate in the economic, social and political life of MPCs
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

source: Compiled by the ieMed based on the results of the 1st and 4th euromed survey
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Block 1
MeDiterranean partner 
countries anD new actors

ProSPEctS of SuStainaBlE dEMocracy

Main findings

•  Tunisia has the most optimistic outlook in terms of democracy, followed by Lebanon and Morocco. Algeria and 

Syria offer a rather discouraging picture, well below that of the Occupied Palestinian Territories and Libya.

•  Views about the role of Islamist parties in the future regional landscape are different in MPCs and EU coun-

tries. In the MPCs, Islamist and non-Islamist parties are seen as being equally important while EU respondents 

consider that the former will have a more relevant role. The same trend prevails when analysing the future role 

of Salafist parties.

•  Free and fair elections are the first choice of respondents when asked to prioritise democracy benchmarks. 

A second important priority is related to civil freedoms. The independence of the judiciary has almost the same 

level of priority as the democratic control of the armed forces.

•  No major changes are foreseen in the region’s foreign policy as a consequence of the Arab Spring. Egypt is 

seen as keeping its role as an essential broker in the region.

The Survey begins with a question about the progress of democratisation in the region, an 
issue also included last year, and asks respondents to assess the probability of sustainable 
democracy in Arab Mediterranean countries. 

The results on the probability of deep and sustainable democracy in these countries reveal 
three defined blocks of countries. Firstly, Tunisia, Lebanon and Morocco, which respondents 
consider as most likely to have democratic solidity and stability. Secondly, Egypt, Jordan and 
the Occupied Palestinian Territories form the central group on this scale of probability, showing 
that respondents as a whole are unclear about whether these countries will advance towards 
deeper democracy. Thirdly, Algeria and Libya are considered as countries where the prospects 
of deep and sustainable democracy are not seen as very likely. Finally, Syria deserves a 
mention apart as it is assessed far below these countries with results determined by its current 
conflict.

In comparison with the results of the previous Survey (see Graph 12) we should note that the 
view of respondents on each country has worsened or, at best, has remained unchanged. 
Thus, the assessment of the prospects of sustainable democracy in Tunisia continues to be 
the highest but the average has decreased by almost one point from one year to the next (from 
6.7 to 5.8). The other countries that have experienced a decrease in grades are Egypt, Libya 
and Syria. In other words, countries that last year were in transition processes and where the 
development of events in recent months can explain this worse assessment. 
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Graph 12: Assessing the prospects of deep and sustainable democracy. 
comparing 2011 and 2012 results (average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for very improbable and 10 for 
very probable)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 3rd and 4th  Euromed Survey

The results by country show significant differences according to the type of respondents, 
especially when examining them according to their geographic origin. In the responses from 
Israelis we see a constant that will be repeated: greater scepticism when assessing the 
development of deep and sustainable democracy in Arab countries. It is also notable that for all 
countries respondents make a more optimistic assessment of the development of democracy 
in their respective countries. On the other hand, Maghreb respondents express significant 
optimism in their views about Algeria, Morocco and Tunisia (determined by assessments of their 
own countries) as well as Lebanon and the Occupied Palestinian Territories. Responses from 
the Mashreq are less optimistic and tend to assess the prospects of sustainable development 
of democracy in southern Mediterranean countries below the average. 

It should be noted that Tunisia is considered to have the greatest probability of deep and 
sustainable democracy. European and Arab respondents coincide in their outlook with very 
similar grades that determine the overall average (5.8). By type of institution there is also a 
notable difference between political actors (more optimistic) and experts (more pessimistic) in 
a trend which has been repeated (with some variation) in the remaining countries surveyed. 

In contrast, Syria obtains the worst results; the confidence in a high probability of development 
is not even shared by Syrian respondents themselves who, although they do not reach an 
average of 5 (4.5), nevertheless consider it more likely than the overall assessment.

The process has started. Return is unavoidable but reaching the sustainability level will 

differ according to each country and most probably the ideal level will surely take some 

generations. 

        Turkish respondent

Même avec les derniers évènements dans les pays arabes la démocratie reste improbable. 

S’il y aura une démocratie ça sera dans plusieurs années, pas dans l’immédiat. L’anti- 

démocratie est une culture dans les pays arabes. 
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This needs to be monitored in the following years, as one cannot expect a deep and 

sustainable democratisation process just after a “revolution”, whatever you call revolution. 

Studies show that the Arab societies have engaged in a slow but deep modernisation 

process (demographic indicators, qualification rate, etc).

Luxembourger respondent 

Political actors’ role

In the second place, the Survey seeks views on the role that mainstream Islamist, Salafist and 
non-Islamist parties will have in the future. 

At a general level, we see two outstanding trends. On the one hand, EU respondents tend to 
believe that the role of Islamist parties will be more important than respondents from southern 
Mediterranean countries. On the other hand, we observe that the political or regime’s instability 
is considered a factor that means that Salafist parties are seen as having a role in the future 
of these countries. 

Looking at the assessments, we see that respondents as a whole consider that Islamist parties 
will play the most important role (7.3) along with non-Islamist parties (slightly less important, 
6.1), while the role of Salafist parties will be less important in the future (4.8).  

The results by origin of respondents show some significant variations (see Graph 13). In the 
case of Islamist parties it is notable that European respondents, along with Israelis and Turks, 
consider that these parties will have an important role while those from the Mashreq and 
especially the Maghreb see it as less relevant (although always with a high assessment). 

Graph 13: Expected role of the following political actors in the future Mediterranean landscape 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stand for negligible role and 10 for key role)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
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This trend increases when assessing the future role of Salafist parties. In this case, Europeans 
and Israelis attach the greatest importance to them, above 5, followed by Mashreq and 
Maghreb respondents, who consider that their role will be less important (3.6). Moreover, 
Turkish respondents are an exception here as, in contrast to the previous questions, they make 
one of the most negative assessments. As for Islamist parties, the previous distribution is not 
repeated given that both Maghreb and Mashreq respondents achieve grades very similar to 
the average (see Graph 13).

The analysis should be dynamic. Mainstream Islamist parties in three years time will not be 

what they are today, whether or not they are then in power. Most likely, they will partly adapt 

to rules of the international system. One reason is that Arab Mediterranean countries are 

integrated in the Euro-Mediterranean and the largest international systems and need them. 

Non-Islamist parties and groups are establishing linkages with each other. The Mediterranean 

landscape is essential to them. As for Salafists, they are still groping in their international 

relations: they do not yet know how to deal with the outside world.

Egyptian respondent 

Les partis islamistes dominants et religieux salafistes joueront un rôle clé dans le futur 

paysage politique méditerranéen surtout avec le soutien (financier) qu’ils reçoivent des pays 

pétroliers et le soutien des classes pauvres, mais l’esprit de démocratie et de révolution 

incitera les partis non islamistes à jouer un rôle aussi important en opposition a ces partis.

Tunisian respondent 

Turkey is an example of how mainstream Islamist parties can change the entire scope of 

the political balance. Others are likely to follow AK Parti as a role model to achieve power. 

Salafists, backed by Saudi government, do not seem to have enough support to achieve 

power. North African societies are not fond of the Saudi system. Non-Islamist parties are 

likely to stay as active participants in the political system.

Turkish respondent

When looking at each of the countries, these responses vary substantially (see Graph 14). 
Thus, in countries such as Lebanon or Algeria respondents consider that non-Islamist parties 
will play a more important role than Islamist parties while in countries such as Egypt, Tunisia, 
Turkey, Libya, the Occupied Palestinian Territories and Syria the role of traditional Islamist 
parties is more positively assessed than non-Islamist parties. In other countries such as 
Morocco or Jordan both types of parties receive a very similar assessment. On the other hand, 
Salafist parties are only considered as actors that will play a moderate role in the future of 
countries such as Egypt, Tunisia and Libya. 
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Graph 14: Expected role of the following political actors in the future Mediterranean landscape  
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for negligible role and 10 for key role) 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

In the case of algeria we have already mentioned that non-Islamist parties can play a more 
outstanding role than mainstream Islamist parties and considerably more than Salafist parties. 
When analysing the results by origin of the participants we see how they mainly correspond 
to Maghreb respondents (and Algerian respondents themselves) and are therefore those 
who consider that non-Islamist parties will have a more relevant role than Islamist and Salafist 
parties. Mashreq respondents provide an almost equal assessment of the role of Islamist and 
non-Islamist parties and similar to the average for Salafist parties. As happened in the general 
question, Europeans and Israelis attach more importance to the future role of Islamist parties 
in Algeria than southern respondents, especially those from Mediterranean EU countries, and 
also to Salafist parties. The view of Turkish respondents is similar to that of Europeans and 
Israelis except in relation to Salafist parties which, according to them, will have very little 
importance in future Algerian politics.  

For Egypt the results are very different: mainstream Islamist parties will (according to 
respondents) play a very important role in the future of the country (7.6 on average, the 
highest of all countries, see Graph 15). This high assessment is common to all respondents. 
Regardless of their origin, the differences are minimal although 8.0 on average by non-
Mediterranean Europeans stands out as the highest assessment and 6.8 by Egyptians as the 
lowest. All respondents give the same grade to the role of non-Islamist and Salafist parties, 
5.4. However, the distribution by origin reveals small differences in the distribution of the 
results. While European respondents tend in both cases to make high assessments, Israelis 
give assessments very similar to the average, Maghreb respondents slightly below the average 
and Turks the lowest of all (especially in the case of Salafist parties). The main difference lies in 
the behaviour of Mashreq respondents as, although they attach greater importance to the role 
of non-Islamist parties, in the case of Salafists their assessment is one of the lowest. These 
results seem clearly determined by the behaviour of Egyptian respondents as they have the 
highest average (6.8) when assessing non-Islamist parties and one of the lowest in the case 
of Salafist parties. 
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Graph 15: Expected role of the following political actors in Egypt 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for negligible role and 10 for key role) 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

As for Jordan, traditional Islamist parties and non-Islamist parties obtain very similar grades 
(5.8 and 5.7) but, while in the case of non-Islamist parties there are very few differences 
depending on the origin of respondents and only Turkish respondents differ from the average 
with a much lower assessment (below 5), the assessment of Islamist parties is highly varied. 
While Mashreq respondents have the highest grade (6.6), Maghreb respondents have the 
lowest (5.1), a very significant difference between the two groups. Europeans and Turks 
maintain their trend to grades very similar although slightly above the average while Israelis 
have lower grades. The assessment of the role of Salafist parties in Jordan is very low (3.7). The 
distribution by geographic areas follows a pattern similar to the general question: respondents 
from Arab countries and Turkey provide the lowest grades while those from the EU and Israel 
provide the highest. 

In the case of lebanon, the future role of non-Islamist parties is more positively assessed 
than that of Islamists while the role of Salafist parties is considered almost negligible. All the 
groups of origin coincide in their assessment of the non-Islamist parties and the differences 
between them are minimal. We should only point out that Turkey and Israel provide the lowest 
grades while the highest corresponds to Mashreq respondents. However, in the assessment 
of the role of traditional Islamist or Salafist parties there are significant differences between 
the different groups. In a trend already observed for other countries, it seems that there 
is a North-South division in the opinion of the future role of these parties. Thus, Maghreb 
and Mashreq respondents consider that their role will be far less important than what EU 
respondents believe (whether Mediterranean or not). This distribution is applicable both to 
traditional Islamist and Salafist parties, although with a difference of assessment of each type 
of party. Israeli respondents are closer to European opinions while Turks assess the Islamist 
parties like the Europeans but have a lower opinion of the role of Salafist parties. 
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libya has results among which the highest assessment of the role of Salafist parties (in 
comparison to other countries) stands out, almost at the same level as non-Islamist parties. 
The distribution by areas of origin of respondents shows a similar structure for all four main 
groups (Maghreb, Mashreq, Mediterranean EU and the rest of the EU). In the three types of 
parties, Europeans make a higher assessment than the average while Arab respondents are 
below the average. Notable among these results is the low assessment of Salafist parties by 
Mashreq respondents in comparison to those of the Maghreb, who are closer to the average. 
In fact, Maghrebians assess the Salafist and non-Islamist parties almost equally. Respondents 
of Turkish origin assess the role of non-Islamist and Salafist parties below the average and 
traditional Islamist parties above it. 

The case of Morocco is an example of a country in which Islamist and non-Islamist parties 
are seen as having a similar future role while respondents consider Salafist parties to be 
of little importance. The results show that respondents from the Mashreq, the Maghreb and 
Mediterranean EU countries attach less importance to Islamist parties than to non-Islamist 
parties while non-Mediterranean Europeans, Israelis and Turks make the opposite assessment, 
the latter with a very low assessment of the role that non-Islamist parties may have (4.5). 
As for Salafist parties, we see again the trend previously mentioned: European and Israeli 
respondents consider that they will have a more important future role in comparison to 
Mashreq, Maghreb or Turkish respondents (this group stands out for the very low assessment 
by Moroccan respondents of the role of Salafists in the political future of Morocco given that 
over 60% of them give a grade of 2 or below). 

The occupied Palestinian territories follow the general pattern applicable to all Arab 
Mediterranean countries: a greater role for mainstream Islamist parties followed by non-
Islamist parties while Salafist parties achieve less than 5 for their future role. The distribution 
by area of origin of the results of mainstream Islamist parties reveals few differences although 
it does show the trend already observed of EU respondents attaching greater importance 
than Maghreb and Mashreq respondents. The results for non-Islamist parties stand out 
above all for the high assessment by Palestinian and Israeli respondents, above the average 
for traditional Islamist parties. Finally, it is also significant that Maghreb respondents make 
assessments slightly lower than the average and Turkish respondents assess these parties 
far below the average, with grades under 5. As for Salafist parties, the low grade given by 
Mashreq respondents (especially Palestinians) and the high grade (compared with the other 
groups) provided by Mediterranean EU respondents stand out. From the remaining groups it 
is also worth noting the low significance that Israelis attach to these parties in the future of the 
Palestinian territories. 

The overall results on Syria stand out for the high assessment of the future role of Salafist 
parties (4.7) and the few differences between the three types of parties. Also notable in the 
results by area of origin is that Europeans assess the role of traditional Islamist parties and 
Salafist parties in comparison to Maghreb and Mashreq respondents following a trend similar 
to other countries. As for non-Islamist parties, there are fewer differences by origin although 
Mashreq countries stand out with the highest assessment while those of the Maghreb give the 
same grade as the overall average. 

tunisia is a country in which the results reveal that all parties have achieved grades among 
the highest (each one in comparison to the results obtained in other countries, see Graph 16). 
The assessment of Islamist parties again reveals the trend to a more positive assessment by 
EU and Turkish respondents and more negative by Maghreb and Mashreq respondents and 
Israel. In the assessment of non-Islamist parties these differences are not seen in the main 
territorial groups as they achieve grades very similar to each other. Only Israel and Turkey 
have significantly low grades while Tunisians express the importance of the future role of non-
Islamist parties (above their assessment of the role of Islamist parties). For Salafist parties, the 
trend is maintained, as in other countries, of Europeans and Israelis seeing them as having a 

Descriptive report
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greater role and Maghreb, Turkish and Mashreq respondents as having a lesser role (especially 
by nationals of these countries, in this case Tunisians). 

Graph 16: Expected role of the following political actors in Tunisia
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for negligible role and 10 for key role) 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Finally, this block of questions also asks about turkey, although in this case only about 
traditional Islamist and non-Islamist parties. The results in general denote a view of an important 
future role for both types of parties although slightly higher in the case of Islamist parties. By 
origin of respondents, it is notable that Europeans assess the role of non-Islamist parties slightly 
more positively than Arab Mediterranean respondents and that in terms of Islamist parties, non-
Mediterranean Europeans assess them more positively while Maghreb respondents assess them 
less positively (Mediterranean European and Mashreq respondents have similar grades closer 
to the average). Two other aspects stand out from the results: on the one hand, the view of 
Turkish respondents who make almost the same assessment of the role of both types of parties 
and, on the other, the very positive view by Israeli respondents of the role that Islamist parties 
will play in Turkey in contrast to non-Islamist parties, which they assess far more negatively. 

Priorities in the first Stages of implementation of new constitutions

The following question asks respondents to rank by priority of implementation six benchmarks 
related to deeper and more sustainable democracy within the framework of the new 
constitutions. 

The results for respondents as a whole clearly show how the priority focuses on three of these 
benchmarks while three others make up a block of lower priority benchmarks (see Graph 17). 
Free elections and freedoms are the two priority benchmarks for respondents as a whole with 
very few differences followed by the rule of law and independent judiciary and democratic 
control over the armed and security forces just below the two previous benchmarks. The block 
of the two lowest priority benchmarks is formed by the fight against corruption and the reform 
of the security sector.
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Graph 17: Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new 
constitutions. Answers as first priority (in %) 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

The results by origin of respondents or by type of institution do not show great variations in terms 
of the two main blocks mentioned although there are small differences, especially in the results 
according to geographic origin. For respondents from Mediterranean EU countries, the two 
priority benchmarks coincide with the overall average (elections and freedoms) just like the two 
lowest priority benchmarks (corruption and reform of the security sector). However, for these 
respondents we should mention the existence of an intermediate block given that the rule of law 
and control over the armed forces have similar results (closer to each other than to the other 
blocks). This structure of results is repeated by respondents from the rest of the EU although it 
is significant that they consider any kind of fight against corruption as a lower priority. 

However, Turkish respondents do correspond to the structure of two blocks of the Survey as 
a whole and practically with the same ranking between the different benchmarks (although 
free elections stands out slightly as the highest priority), while Israelis also feature two 
blocks according to the priority of the different benchmarks. However, in this case there is an 
additional benchmark in the highest priority block: democratic control over the armed forces. 
This features grades very similar to the rule of law and free elections, albeit a little below the 
first priority of Israelis: freedoms. 

In the two main blocks of the MPCs there are also significant differences. Mashreq respondents 
do not distinctly prioritise one benchmark over another given that the different options are 
graded very similarly. Notable among the results of these respondents is how the fight against 
corruption is considered the lowest priority. Moreover, Maghreb respondents give more 
priority to the rule of law and free elections, followed very closely by two more benchmarks: 
freedoms and the fight against corruption, with very similar grades. The different outlook of 
corruption between both Arab countries is significant. Finally, Maghreb respondents consider 
the implementation of democratic control over the armed forces and the reform of the security 
sector as a lower priority. 

reshaped foreign Policy 

As for Question 4, respondents believe that the probability that the new actors and new 
constitutional frameworks will entail a modification of MPC foreign policy in the region is quite 
high (6.3 on average). Curiously, there are practically no differences according to the place 
of origin of respondents with grades very close to the average, with the exception of Israeli 
respondents who are more sceptical than the rest in relation to this probability. 
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In this context, the question is complemented with the assessment by the respondents of the 
probability that a series of situations related to the foreign policy of the countries will take place 
(see Graph 18). The results of all respondents show that all these hypotheses are considered 
“somewhat” likely but without much variation as the results range from 5.3 on average for the 
statements on the strengthening of intra-Arab relations or the increase of the importance of 
regional organisations to 5.8 for pragmatism to be more important than ideology or 6.3 for Egypt 
being essential again in the region, while the other three statements are placed around 5.5. 

Graph 18: Reshaped Mediterranean Partner Countries’ foreign policies in the region: 
Egypt will once again act as an essential broker in the region
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Observing the results of these questions according to the origin of respondents provides a little 
more insight into the probability that these hypotheses will take place. In this respect, for the 
statement that Egypt will recover its essential role in the region (see Graph 19) it is notable that 
Maghreb respondents consider it the most unlikely (5.4) while those from Mediterranean EU 
countries consider it the most likely (6.9). The remaining groups feature grades very close to 
the overall average. As for whether the relations between Arab countries will be strengthened, 
it is highly significant that respondents from Arab countries attribute to it a lower degree of 
probability (along with Israelis) while Europeans (mainly from Mediterranean countries) see it 
as more likely (although without distancing too much from the average). 

Graph 19: Reshaped Mediterranean Partner Countries’ foreign policies in the region:  
Egypt will once again act as an essential broker in the region
(average on a scale of  0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
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This trend is repeated in relation to the probability that Islamism will determine the foreign 
policies and alliances (see Graph 20). Arab Mashreq respondents, but above all those from 
the Maghreb, have the lowest grades (5.1 and 4.5, respectively), while EU respondents 
(Mediterranean or not) believe that the probability will be higher (6.0 and 5.9, respectively), 
although Israelis have few doubts that Islamism will determine the foreign relations of these 
countries (70% grade it above 5, with an average of 6.9). 

Graph 20: Reshaped Mediterranean Partner Countries’ foreign policies in the region: 
Islamism will determine foreign policies and alliances 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

The hypothesis that pragmatism will be more important than ideology was considered one of 
the most probable by all respondents. The results by groups of origin show that there are few 
differences between them with grades close to the average in all cases. In any case, it seems 
that there is a slight trend to considering this hypothesis as more likely among Arabs than 
among Europeans, although with minimal differences. These minimal differences also exist in 
the probabilities that there is progress in the peace process. The large groups concentrate on 
grades close to the average; only Maghreb respondents are slightly distanced and consider 
this option as less likely. In contrast, it is once again the Israelis who differ from the average 
and consider it much more likely than the rest of the respondents. 

There are more differences between groups in the questions on the statement that there will 
be a growth in the importance of regional organisations such as the Arab League or the Gulf 
Cooperation Council. In this case, the most directly involved  – Maghreb, Mashreq and Israeli 
respondents  – have the lowest grades, while Europeans and Turks have the highest. Finally, 
on the statement on relations with Israel remaining unchanged, those who consider this more 
likely are from the Mashreq (6.3), slightly above Europeans and Turks, while Israelis themselves 
(although very close to the average) and, above all, Maghrebians consider it very unlikely. 
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Block 2
towarDs a MuLtipoLar 
neiGhbourhooD

Main findings

•  The EU still maintains a strong capacity to shape developments in the Mediterranean compared to other 

external and regional actors. Among them, only the US and Saudi Arabia are considered to be more influential 

than the EU in the future of the region. 

•  The EU’s influence as a trading and economic partner is considered most important. Its role as a promoter 

of regional integration and as a driver of governance reforms receives an intermediate assessment, while its 

capacity to act as a peace broker in the region is considered less likely. 

•  Preferences indicate that the EU has to work on the basis of the demands from the MPCs rather than inter-

vening in their internal affairs. In countries with open conflicts or unstable scenarios, such as Syria or Palestine, 

the EU should act pro-actively and make its influence heard. 

•  The EU should behave as a central actor regardless of its limited capacity for the resolution of the Syrian crisis 

compared to other actors such as Turkey, the United States, Saudi Arabia or Iran.   

The second block of questions focuses on the future role the European Union will have in the 
development of a multipolar neighbourhood; that is, the influence it can continue having in the 
MPCs after the political changes in the region.  

At the start of the block, the future role of the EU in the region is compared with that of other 
external actors. As Graph 21 shows, the EU will continue to have a more outstanding role in the 
MPCs than Russia, Iran or China. However, it will have a similar influence to the Arab League 
and Turkey while Saudi Arabia and the USA will have a moderately more important role. 
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Graph 21: Assessing the EU’s future role in MPCs compared to other external and regional actors
(the graph below shows the eu’s relative capacity to influence regional developments compared to other actors)1

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

This pattern of distribution is repeated, with some adjustments, if we look at MPC responses, 
but this is not the case with EU respondents (see Graph 22), where Turkey becomes a more 
important actor than the EU, with more influence than the Arab League and the USA. Moreover, 
they also consider that Russia, Iran and China will have a role inferior to the Survey average. 

Graph 22: Assessing the EU’s future role in MPCs compared to other external and regional actors
(the graph below shows the eu’s relative capacity to influence regional developments compared to other actors) 
eu respondents2

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

1. For the calculation of the distribution of answers, only those expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t 
know” answers) have been taken into consideration in order to show the distribution of respondents giving a substantial answer. 
The % of “Don’t know” answers is calculated on the basis of the total number of received answers.
2. For the calculation of the distribution of answers, only those expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t 
know” answers) have been taken into consideration in order to show the distribution of respondents giving a substantial answer. 
The % of “Don’t know” answers is calculated on the basis of the total number of received answers.
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3. For the calculation of the distribution of answers, only those expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t 
know” answers) have been taken into consideration in order to show the distribution of respondents giving a substantial answer. 
The % of “Don’t know” answers is calculated on the basis of the total number of received answers.

This question was also asked in the 2011 Survey, which allows us to compare the two years. 
It is interesting to see the evolution of the role of the external actors to the detriment of EU 
influence in the region. 

Thus, countries such as Iran, Russia, Saudi Arabia and the USA are credited with more 
influence than in 2011 with an increase of between 7 and 8% of responses indicating that they 
would have more influence than the EU. China and the Arab League maintain their assessment 
levels, while Turkey’s influence drops a notable 7% in comparison with the EU in the MPCs. 
This decrease is explained above all by the responses from southern Mediterranean countries, 
which give a less notable role to Turkey than their northern neighbours.  

Graph 23: Assessing the EU’s future role in MPCs compared to other external and regional actors. 
Comparing 2011 and 2012 Survey results3

(the graph below shows the eu’s relative capacity to influence regional developments compared to other actors)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Question 6 focuses on the EU’s role in political and economic elements. In all the fields 
covered, the influence of the EU remains moderately significant, showing a trend towards 
greater influence as a trading and economic partner, more moderate in terms of strengthening 
Euro-Mediterranean regional integration, and as a driver of the reform of the rule of law and 
governance reform. Moreover, it will have relatively less capacity to act as a peace broker in 
the region. 
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Graph 24: EU influence regarding the following aspects: 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for progressively less significant and 10 for increasingly more 
significant)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Focusing on questions concerning the EU as a major trading and economic partner, it can be 
seen that there are very few variations between groups of countries. Only Maghreb countries 
stand out with an average of 6.9, above the Survey average. If we look at institution type, 
respondents from EU institutions give an average grade of 7 in this question. 

In terms of the EU as a promoter of strengthened regional integration, there are also few 
variations from the Survey average, with a notably higher assessment from EU Mediterranean 
countries. In this case, respondents from international institutions (non-EU) and the media 
have a higher opinion than the average at 6.5.

In the case of the EU as a driver of the rule of law and governance reform, non-EU European 
countries – Croatia, Bosnia Herzegovina, Montenegro and Albania – assess it above the 
average at 6.3. At institutional level, responses from EU institutions make a more positive 
assessment in this field with a grade of 6.3.

The same dynamic is seen in the assessment of the EU as a peace broker in the region. Once 
again, non-EU European countries make a more positive assessment above the average of 
5.8. Meanwhile, respondents from Israel and the Occupied Palestinian Territories give the 
EU a diametrically opposed role, with Israel giving the lowest grade at 4.3 and the Occupied 
Palestinian Territories the highest at 5.8 out of all participating countries. A similar case can 
be seen in responses by type of institution. While academics with a 4.1 assessment fall below 
the Survey average, government actors, with 5.2, are the type of institution that make a more 
positive assessment of the EU’s capacity to act as a peace broker in the region. 

Question 7 examines the EU’s role within the domestic developments of the MPCs. This 
question was also asked in 2011, allowing us to contrast the responses made at a time when 
the impacts of the Arab Spring were still recent with a situation, such as that of late 2012, 
which was a time of uncertainty for democratising processes. 
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Graph 25: Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries4

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Reponses follow the same trend as in 2011; that is, the prevalent scenario among the responses 
obtained for each one of the MPCs is to “remain cautious and work on the basis of demands 
emanating from the MPCs”, a majority option for all countries except the Occupied Palestinian 
Territories and Syria. 

In the case the Occupied Palestinian Territories, the most notable option as in 2011 is the 
one that sees the EU having a more pro-active and interventionist role. In the case of Syria, it 
evolves from seeing this pro-active role as the most notable option to the view that “the EU 
should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties”. 

For this question it is particularly important to see the results of nationals on their own country, 
given that this classification has significantly changed.

Three groups of countries can be established according to the most notable scenario based 
on responses received from nationals assessing their own country. Among the countries that 
still believe that the most notable scenario will be the EU acting cautiously and only based 
on the demands of the country, we find Algeria and Morocco, maintaining the same logic as 
the overall responses to the Survey. However, it should be noted that 62% of Moroccans opt 
for this scenario, 15% less than the Survey average, relegating the second most favourable 
scenario – pro-active and interventionist role of the EU – to last place. This group of countries 
includes Syria, which substantially changes its assessment of the role the EU should have in 
Syria. In this respect, the percentage of responses proposing a pro-active and interventionist 
role drops greatly and the scenario of remaining cautious becomes the most favoured option, 
as in Algeria and Morocco.

4. For the calculation of the distribution of answers, only those expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t 
know” answers) have been taken into consideration in order to show the distribution of respondents giving a substantial answer. 
The % of “Don’t know” answers is calculated on the basis of the total number of received answers.
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Graph 26: Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in Algeria, Morocco and 
Syria5

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

This is not the case of Tunisia and Egypt, which form the second group of countries and, based 
on nationals assessing these scenarios of EU intervention for their own country, consider more 
favourably the scenario in which the EU should exercise its influence to avoid the growth of 
extremist political options.

Graph 27: Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in Tunisia and Egypt6

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

5. For the calculation of the distribution of answers, only those expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t 
know” answers) have been taken into consideration in order to show the distribution of respondents giving a substantial answer. 
The % of “Don’t know” answers is calculated on the basis of the total number of received answers.
6 For the calculation of the distribution of answers, only those expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t 
know” answers) have been taken into consideration in order to show the distribution of respondents giving a substantial answer. 
The % of “Don’t know” answers is calculated on the basis of the total number of received answers.

egypt (egyptian respondents)

egypt (survey results)

15%28%  0%15%  41%

13%40%  5%18%  29%

0%           100%     Don’t know

tunisia (tunisia respondents)

tunisia (survey results)

15%21%  0%12%  53%

13%39%  6%22%  26%

0%           100%     Don’t know

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from Mpcs

the eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from Mpcs

the eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties

syria (syrian respondents)

syria (survey results)

Morocco (Moroccan respondents)

Morocco (survey results)

13%62%  2%9%  16%

17%47%  7%22%  15%

0%           100%     Don’t know

18%41%  0%9%  32%

13%24%  8%29%  35%

0%           100%     Don’t know

algeria (algerian respondents)

algeria (survey results)

26%46%  4%9%  20%

21%49%  10%14%

0%           100%     Don’t know

 17%



96 EuroMEd SurvEy Descriptive report

In the specific case of Tunisia and Egypt, there is a remarkable change in the assessment 
by Tunisians and Egyptians from the responses received in the 2011 Survey. As indicated 
by Graph 28, in the case of Tunisia the most positively assessed option changes from non-
intervention to a scenario whereby the EU must exercise its influence to avoid the takeover by 
extremist parties. Meanwhile, the change seen in Egypt is notable for the grade given to the 
scenario of a pro-active and interventionist role of the EU, which has more than halved, while 
avoiding the takeover by Islamist parties has become the most positively assessed option.

Finally, there is a group of countries formed by Jordan, Lebanon and the Occupied Palestinian 
Territories for which the most notable option, according to nationals assessing their own 
country, is the scenario of a pro-active and interventionist EU; a trend that with respect to 
2011 is repeated in the case of Lebanon and the Occupied Palestinian Territories but is new 
in the case of Jordan. 

Graph 28: Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in Jordan, Lebanon and the 
Occupied Palestinian Territories7

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Question 8 looks at the Syrian conflict and asks about the main international actors that can 
be essential to a final resolution of the conflict. The results obtained are not very disperse but 
rather show a gradation from actors more likely to be key actors  – Turkey and the USA (6.6 on 
average)  – to less significant actors  – China and Egypt (5 and 4.7, respectively). 

7. For the calculation of the distribution of answers, only those expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t 
know” answers) have been taken into consideration in order to show the distribution of respondents giving a substantial answer. 
The % of “Don’t know” answers is calculated on the basis of the total number of received answers.
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Graph 29: Probability attributed to the following regional and international actors to progressively become 
a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict    
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
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Block 3 
euroMeD reGion

Main findings

•  The Arab Spring is considered to have a potential positive impact on the Euro-Mediterranean integration 

process in the long run. However, there is still room for improvement regarding the role of the Union for the 

Mediterranean as a promoter of multilateral relations in the region.

•  When classifying the priorities of the Communication of the European Commission and the High Representa-

tive on “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood”, Market access is seen as the first priority.

•  Among the cooperation instruments proposed in the Communication of the European Commission and the 

High Representative on “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” 

there is a clear preference for the civil society facility. 

•  The visibility and impact of the EU’s action towards MPCs receives a slight tendency to consider more 

impactful than visible the EU’s work in the region. Clearly above the mean are the Balkan countries which 

are members of the Union for the Mediterranean (Croatia, Montenegro and Bosnia and Herzegovina), while 

Mashreq countries also show a more positive perception of EU’s impact and visibility in the region.   

The third block of the Survey explores questions related to the Euro-Mediterranean integration 
process. As in previous Surveys, this block seeks to monitor and assess the regional policies 
and programmes developed during 2012.

Question 9 asks about the impact of the Arab uprisings on the Euro-Mediterranean integration 
process and has an average assessment of 6.4 on a scale from 0 to 10, where 0 stands for 
negative impact and 10 for positive impact. It is notable that 50% of respondents give a grade 
of 7 and 9, thus assessing it very positively. By country groups, the balance of the average 
Survey assessment is maintained.

On the mid- and long-term role of the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM), the Survey average 
is around 5. The percentage of responses around the middle grades (4 to 6) accounts for 
50% of responses. In terms of responses by country groups, there is a balance around the 
Survey average. However, it should be noted that Maghreb and Mediterranean EU countries 
are slightly above the average, as European non-EU countries give a notably high assessment 
to the key role of the UfM in the region (6.7). 
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Vu les complexités du contexte économique et politique en mutation, c’est peu probable 

que cette structure régionale pourrait jouer un rôle décisif dans la région. C’est bien d’avoir 

ce genre d’organisme de coopération et de régulation, mais il est encore trop tôt de le 

considérer comme acteur important dans la région.

Moroccan respondent 

The UfM has the potential to play a key role on the condition that 2013 will be the year of 

concrete, very concrete, projects with a direct impact on citizen life.

Austrian respondent 

 

On Question 11 concerning the assessment of the transfer of the northern UfM co-presidency 
to the EU, the average is 6.4, with 25% of respondents indicating that they have no knowledge 
to respond to this question.  

There are positive effects, i.e. a more balanced approach of the northern partner countries, 

remembering the different engagement of certain EU-MS; but also disadvantages, referring 

to the starting point and philosophy of the Paris Summit (“...establish a co-presidency in 

order to improve the balance and the joint ownership of their cooperation...”). Results and 

added value remain to be proved!

German respondent 

Question 12 focuses on ranking according to priority the three components identified in the 
renewed neighbourhood policy, specifically in the Communication of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood”. As can 
be seen in the graph of the three Ms identified in the document (Money, Market, Mobility), in 
general there is a trend towards a balance of priorities as each one obtains around a third 
of responses. However, slight differences can be noted enabling a classification of them. 
Thus, the element with highest priority would be Market access, which accounts for 38% of 
responses. 

Graph 30: Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and 
the High Representative on “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood”   
(answers as first priority in %)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources 
to support the transition to democracy, institution building, 
supporting civil society and the socio-economic needs of 
countries 

Market access – “consider allowing partners that have a 
fully functioning independent judiciary, an efficient public 
administration and have made significant progress towards 
eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated area of the  
[eu] internal Market for goods” 

Mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “Mobility 
partnerships”, improve “people-to-people contacts” and  
“labour mobility”, and enhance the mobility of “students, 
researchers and business persons”  
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A comparison between EU countries and MPCs does not show great differences but it does 
reveal remarkable trends. In this respect, 40% of EU respondents choose the priority of Market 
access as the first option, while in the case of responses from the MPCs the situation is almost 
equal, where Market access is the first option for 34% and Money and Mobility are given a 
priority of 33% (see Graph 32)

Market access and Mobility both require a certain national institutional framework for their 

success and function. Assistance, including financial assistance, is necessary for the 

building of this framework.

 Maltese respondent

La mobilité devrait permettre une convergence plus rapide et plus efficace. Idéalement, on 

devrait attaquer de front les trois éléments cités.

Algerian respondent  

Graph 31: Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and 
the High Representative on “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood”    
(answers as first priority in %)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Question 12 had a second part asking about the Communication of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the 
Southern Mediterranean”. It also asked participants to rank the priorities established in this 
regional initiative.

As shown by Graph 33, of the four options, the main priority is to “create a ‘Neighbourhood 
Civil Society Facility’, ‘designed to strengthen the capacity of civil society to promote reform 
and increase public accountability in their countries’” which 34% of respondents put in first 
place when establishing an order of priorities.

Graph 32: Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and 
the High Representative on: “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Medi-
terranean” (answers as first priority in %)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey 
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create a “european endowment for Democracy” (to “help political parties,  
non-registered nGos and trade unions and other social partners”)
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D’abord une intégration régionale approfondie, avec un intérêt tout particulier pour l’agriculture 

et le développement rural. La facilité de soutien à la société civile est dérisoire par rapport 

aux besoins : il faudrait augmenter la dotation. Le Fond européen pour la démocratie est 

une réplique d’un instrument américain : il faut double emploi avec la facilité de soutien à la 

société civile

Belgian respondent

More than formal agreements, what may be particularly useful at present is allowing the 

political processes to function effectively and fairly. Criteria for using resources should only 

be respect for and adherence to pluralistic and human rights values. Apart from that, the EU 

should abstain, and be seen to abstain, from interference in the political processes.

Egyptian respondent

  

In contrast to the assessment of the priorities of the initiatives for the Changing Neighbourhood, 
those of the Partnership for Democracy obtain more heterogeneous results. On the one hand, 
there is a more acute polarisation in the choice of priorities and, on the other, a more acute 
difference between the priority options of the northern and southern Mediterranean countries. 
Thus, the signing of the neighbourhood agreements is the priority chosen as the first option 
by 38% of respondents from EU countries, while it is only 26% for MPCs. For the latter, the 
creation of a “Neighbourhood Civil Society Facility” is a priority.

As shown by Graph 34, the two remaining options  – “European Endowment for Democracy” 
and the “Neighbourhood Facility for Agriculture and Rural Development”  – are seen as less of 
a priority, with percentages fairly distanced from the first options. 

Graph 33: Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern 
Mediterranean”   
(answers as first priority in %)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey 

This block monitors the assessment of the principles of the renewal of the ENP and its financial 
instrument. The general assessment is very high, especially for the role of women, both in the 
redefinition of policies and in society. The partnerships that are not only limited to governments 
but also extend to the diverse civil society actors also have a very positive assessment. The 
averages analysed by regions vary little from the overall Survey average. 
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The Principles outlined are not new, and their “relevance” will depend fundamentally on 

pathways to implementation. The EU has a credibility deficit in democracy-promotion in the 

southern neighbourhood, and the problem with that is that it’s well-deserved. Unless it lives 

up to the spirit of proposed reforms (e.g., socio-economic and political inclusion) there is no 

reason to believe its reputation or effectiveness will change.

British respondent 

Finally, this block closes with the assessment of the impact and visibility of the EU’s actions in 
MPCs. Both are placed around 5, on a scale from 0 to 10 where 0 stands for a very negative 
assessment and 10 for very positive, with a slightly positive assessment of impact over visibility. 
If we compare the averages at regional level, there are notably no variations except in the 
assessments from European non-EU countries.

Donner plus de visibilité aux actions de l’UE dans les ppm à travers la responsabilisation des 

acteurs politiques et aussi à travers la médiatisation pour l’information et l’explication des 

stratégies de développement de l’UE à l’étranger

Moroccan respondent

Create European Information Centres in every capital city, enhance visibility and understanding 

of how the EU works, promote professional exchanges between different groups and joint 

actions (Euromed Heritage was a good example).

Romanian respondent

Graph 34: assessing the visibility and impact of the Eu’s actions in MPcs in 2012.
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for very negative and 10 for very positive)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey 
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Block 3 
euroMeD reGion

Main findings

•  The Arab Spring is considered to have a potential positive impact on the Euro-Mediterranean integration 

process in the long run. However, there is still room for improvement regarding the role of the Union for the 

Mediterranean as a promoter of multilateral relations in the region.

•  When classifying the priorities of the Communication of the European Commission and the High Representa-

tive on “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood”, Market access is seen as the first priority.

•  Among the cooperation instruments proposed in the Communication of the European Commission and the 

High Representative on “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” 

there is a clear preference for the civil society facility. 

•  The visibility and impact of the EU’s action towards MPCs receives a slight tendency to consider more 

impactful than visible the EU’s work in the region. Clearly above the mean are the Balkan countries which 

are members of the Union for the Mediterranean (Croatia, Montenegro and Bosnia and Herzegovina), while 

Mashreq countries also show a more positive perception of EU’s impact and visibility in the region.   

The third block of the Survey explores questions related to the Euro-Mediterranean integration 
process. As in previous Surveys, this block seeks to monitor and assess the regional policies 
and programmes developed during 2012.

Question 9 asks about the impact of the Arab uprisings on the Euro-Mediterranean integration 
process and has an average assessment of 6.4 on a scale from 0 to 10, where 0 stands for 
negative impact and 10 for positive impact. It is notable that 50% of respondents give a grade 
of 7 and 9, thus assessing it very positively. By country groups, the balance of the average 
Survey assessment is maintained.

On the mid- and long-term role of the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM), the Survey average 
is around 5. The percentage of responses around the middle grades (4 to 6) accounts for 
50% of responses. In terms of responses by country groups, there is a balance around the 
Survey average. However, it should be noted that Maghreb and Mediterranean EU countries 
are slightly above the average, as European non-EU countries give a notably high assessment 
to the key role of the UfM in the region (6.7). 



rethinking euromed policies in a changed Mediterranean 99EuroMEd SurvEy

Vu les complexités du contexte économique et politique en mutation, c’est peu probable 

que cette structure régionale pourrait jouer un rôle décisif dans la région. C’est bien d’avoir 

ce genre d’organisme de coopération et de régulation, mais il est encore trop tôt de le 

considérer comme acteur important dans la région.

Moroccan respondent 

The UfM has the potential to play a key role on the condition that 2013 will be the year of 

concrete, very concrete, projects with a direct impact on citizen life.

Austrian respondent 

 

On Question 11 concerning the assessment of the transfer of the northern UfM co-presidency 
to the EU, the average is 6.4, with 25% of respondents indicating that they have no knowledge 
to respond to this question.  

There are positive effects, i.e. a more balanced approach of the northern partner countries, 

remembering the different engagement of certain EU-MS; but also disadvantages, referring 

to the starting point and philosophy of the Paris Summit (“...establish a co-presidency in 

order to improve the balance and the joint ownership of their cooperation...”). Results and 

added value remain to be proved!

German respondent 

Question 12 focuses on ranking according to priority the three components identified in the 
renewed neighbourhood policy, specifically in the Communication of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood”. As can 
be seen in the graph of the three Ms identified in the document (Money, Market, Mobility), in 
general there is a trend towards a balance of priorities as each one obtains around a third 
of responses. However, slight differences can be noted enabling a classification of them. 
Thus, the element with highest priority would be Market access, which accounts for 38% of 
responses. 

Graph 30: Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and 
the High Representative on “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood”   
(answers as first priority in %)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources 
to support the transition to democracy, institution building, 
supporting civil society and the socio-economic needs of 
countries 

Market access – “consider allowing partners that have a 
fully functioning independent judiciary, an efficient public 
administration and have made significant progress towards 
eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated area of the  
[eu] internal Market for goods” 

Mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “Mobility 
partnerships”, improve “people-to-people contacts” and  
“labour mobility”, and enhance the mobility of “students, 
researchers and business persons”  
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A comparison between EU countries and MPCs does not show great differences but it does 
reveal remarkable trends. In this respect, 40% of EU respondents choose the priority of Market 
access as the first option, while in the case of responses from the MPCs the situation is almost 
equal, where Market access is the first option for 34% and Money and Mobility are given a 
priority of 33% (see Graph 32)

Market access and Mobility both require a certain national institutional framework for their 

success and function. Assistance, including financial assistance, is necessary for the 

building of this framework.

 Maltese respondent

La mobilité devrait permettre une convergence plus rapide et plus efficace. Idéalement, on 

devrait attaquer de front les trois éléments cités.

Algerian respondent  

Graph 31: Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and 
the High Representative on “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood”    
(answers as first priority in %)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Question 12 had a second part asking about the Communication of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the 
Southern Mediterranean”. It also asked participants to rank the priorities established in this 
regional initiative.

As shown by Graph 33, of the four options, the main priority is to “create a ‘Neighbourhood 
Civil Society Facility’, ‘designed to strengthen the capacity of civil society to promote reform 
and increase public accountability in their countries’” which 34% of respondents put in first 
place when establishing an order of priorities.

Graph 32: Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and 
the High Representative on: “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Medi-
terranean” (answers as first priority in %)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey 
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non-registered nGos and trade unions and other social partners”)
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D’abord une intégration régionale approfondie, avec un intérêt tout particulier pour l’agriculture 

et le développement rural. La facilité de soutien à la société civile est dérisoire par rapport 

aux besoins : il faudrait augmenter la dotation. Le Fond européen pour la démocratie est 

une réplique d’un instrument américain : il faut double emploi avec la facilité de soutien à la 

société civile

Belgian respondent

More than formal agreements, what may be particularly useful at present is allowing the 

political processes to function effectively and fairly. Criteria for using resources should only 

be respect for and adherence to pluralistic and human rights values. Apart from that, the EU 

should abstain, and be seen to abstain, from interference in the political processes.

Egyptian respondent

  

In contrast to the assessment of the priorities of the initiatives for the Changing Neighbourhood, 
those of the Partnership for Democracy obtain more heterogeneous results. On the one hand, 
there is a more acute polarisation in the choice of priorities and, on the other, a more acute 
difference between the priority options of the northern and southern Mediterranean countries. 
Thus, the signing of the neighbourhood agreements is the priority chosen as the first option 
by 38% of respondents from EU countries, while it is only 26% for MPCs. For the latter, the 
creation of a “Neighbourhood Civil Society Facility” is a priority.

As shown by Graph 34, the two remaining options  – “European Endowment for Democracy” 
and the “Neighbourhood Facility for Agriculture and Rural Development”  – are seen as less of 
a priority, with percentages fairly distanced from the first options. 

Graph 33: Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern 
Mediterranean”   
(answers as first priority in %)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey 

This block monitors the assessment of the principles of the renewal of the ENP and its financial 
instrument. The general assessment is very high, especially for the role of women, both in the 
redefinition of policies and in society. The partnerships that are not only limited to governments 
but also extend to the diverse civil society actors also have a very positive assessment. The 
averages analysed by regions vary little from the overall Survey average. 

“neighbourhood agreements”
as 1st option

“neighbourhood civil society Facility”
as 1st option

“european endowment for  
Democracy” as 1st option

“neighbourhood Facility for
agriculture and rural Development”

as 1st option

 38%
 26%

 32%
 38%

 18%

 12%

 21%

 15%

0%         5%         10%        15%        20%        25%       30%       35%        40%             

Mediterranean partner countries

eu countries



102 EuroMEd SurvEy Descriptive report

The Principles outlined are not new, and their “relevance” will depend fundamentally on 

pathways to implementation. The EU has a credibility deficit in democracy-promotion in the 

southern neighbourhood, and the problem with that is that it’s well-deserved. Unless it lives 

up to the spirit of proposed reforms (e.g., socio-economic and political inclusion) there is no 

reason to believe its reputation or effectiveness will change.

British respondent 

Finally, this block closes with the assessment of the impact and visibility of the EU’s actions in 
MPCs. Both are placed around 5, on a scale from 0 to 10 where 0 stands for a very negative 
assessment and 10 for very positive, with a slightly positive assessment of impact over visibility. 
If we compare the averages at regional level, there are notably no variations except in the 
assessments from European non-EU countries.

Donner plus de visibilité aux actions de l’UE dans les ppm à travers la responsabilisation des 

acteurs politiques et aussi à travers la médiatisation pour l’information et l’explication des 

stratégies de développement de l’UE à l’étranger

Moroccan respondent

Create European Information Centres in every capital city, enhance visibility and understanding 

of how the EU works, promote professional exchanges between different groups and joint 

actions (Euromed Heritage was a good example).

Romanian respondent

Graph 34: assessing the visibility and impact of the Eu’s actions in MPcs in 2012.
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for very negative and 10 for very positive)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey 

7

6

5

4

4 6 75

iMPact

viSiBility

Balkans UfM

Mashreq
MaghrebEU Mediterranean

Rest EU

Turkey Israel

total Survey



104 EuroMEd SurvEy Descriptive report

Block 4 
econoMic anD FinanciaL 
DiMension

Main findings

•  Economic strategic options for the governments in the region are quite homogenous. There is a slight trend 

to foresee a growing role of the Gulf Cooperation Council and China rather than the EU in the geo-economic 

landscape of the region. 

•  An increased role of the USA as an economic partner and the strengthening of Arab regional integration 

institutions are considered less likely. 

•  The fight against corruption, wealth redistribution and economic security are considered the most challenging 

socio-economic reforms for the new Islamist governments.

•  Turkey, Israel and Morocco are considered the safest countries in terms of Foreign Direct Investment. Egypt 

and Syria are the riskiest scenarios for foreign economic involvement.

Three questions aimed at assessing the socio-economic trends in the region make up the 
fourth block. Firstly, Question 15 suggests a prospective exercise on the economic strategic 
options in the long term to be undertaken by post-“Arab Spring” governments.

The responses received homogenously concentrate around an average of 6. However, it is 
possible to say that the responses reflect a greater trend towards considering a growing role 
of Chinese and Gulf Cooperation Council investments as more likely.  

Let us remember that the situation is still volatile and will remain so for a long time. If the Arab 

Spring meant democracy of a Western type, open civil society, etc., the chances are slim. So 

economic strategic options will remain favourable towards the strongest players, especially 

China (if China itself does not succumb to any internal crisis).

Greek respondent 

The economic relations with the EU occupy a second position followed, with a slight variation 
(see Graph 35) by the role of the USA as an economic partner and the growth of intra-Arab 
regional integration.



rethinking euromed policies in a changed Mediterranean 105EuroMEd SurvEy

Graph 35: New regional economic long-term strategic options of post-“Arab Spring” governments 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability) 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

The Gulf States are financially powerful with the high price of oil while European countries 

are in financial trouble. China is more interested in countries having more accessible raw 

materials. USA influence is clearly declining and no interest in Arab regional integration is 

seen at this stage.

Spanish respondent 

Cette question est redondante avec la question 8 (et indirectement la question 10). Ce sont 

les bailleurs de fonds les plus importants qui seront les plus influents, même si d’autres 

critères interfèreront partiellement.

Tunisian respondent 

Probably, the post-Arab Spring will see more economic relations between Arab countries, 

the Gulf countries and China. It seems that rising Arab nationalism will play a determining 

role in economic relations. The EU should work more in the region in order to increase its 

economic ties in the medium term.

Turkish respondent 

These are not alternative options; most probably all forms and frames of economic 

cooperation will increase.

Finnish respondent 

If we focus on the detail of the responses by region or country groups, while the probability 
that the economic relations with the EU will be strengthened barely varies from the average of 
around 6.1, the increase of cooperation with the Persian Gulf countries is seen as less likely 
in Maghreb countries and more likely in non-Mediterranean EU countries. In the case of the 
increase of Chinese investments, the greatest difference with respect to the average 6.4 is 
between the Maghreb (6.1) and Mediterranean EU countries (6.8), a trend which is reversed 
when assessing the role of the USA as an economic partner because the Maghreb (and also 
the Mashreq) are above the average while EU countries are below. Finally, in relation to Arab 
regional integration, the Maghreb shows greater pessimism (5.1 on average in comparison 
to 5.8 of the Survey total) while Mediterranean non-EU countries, i.e., the Balkans, see this 
probability as more likely. 

Deeper economic relationships with the eu

increased cooperation with the  
Gulf cooperation council

increased chinese investments

increased role of the usa as an economic partner

increased  arab regional integration  
(aMu, agadir, GaFta)
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Dans le contexte actuel et compte tenu du soutien des États Unis aux régimes en place, 

il est évident que les stratégies arabes et américaines auront une place de plus en plus 

importante. Néanmoins, dans les pays où la tradition de coopération avec l’UE est forte, on 

est en droit d’espérer un approfondissement des relations économiques avec l’UE.

Tunisian respondent 

Un Maghreb uni passe nécessairement par le règlement du problème du Sahara Occidental 

et l’UE en sera bénéficiaire.

Algerian respondent 

The following question of this block, Q.16, focuses on assessing the capacity of Islamist 
governments in the region to manage the socio-economic demands. Based on the responses 
received, it is notable that none of the elements asked about surpasses the average of 5, 
where 0 stands for no capacity and 10 for very high capacity, to address the socio-economic 
demands. Three aspects have an average assessment of above 4: those related with fighting 
against corruption, wealth redistribution, and security. Questions on unemployment and 
education are assessed under 4. Finally, two elements where the Islamist governments will 
have a low capacity of management are the development of the tourism industry (3.2) and 
women’s socio-economic rights (2.6).

Graph 36: Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic 
demands (average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no capacity and 10 for very high capacity) 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Pre-uprisings “secular” governments would receive roughly the same rankings. A range of 

questions on the comparative ability of different groups would be more informative for policy-

makers.

British respondent 

Security will be a serious issue for the foreseeable future. Unfortunately, the role of women 

and the tourism industry might be negatively affected. This is where the EU should interfere 

by offering special economic programs for women and the tourism industry.

Turkish respondent 

Fighting against corruption 

wealth redistribution

security

employment

education

Developing the tourism industry

women’s socio-economic rights 
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Une matrice difficile. A l’exception de la Turquie, nous n’avons pas encore une lisibilité des 

capacités des nouveaux gouvernements à tendance islamiste sur les plans économique, 

social et managérial.

Algerian respondent 

The last of the questions in this block focuses on the impact on Foreign Direct Investment 
(FDI); that is, whether after the political changes which have taken place since the Arab Spring, 
respondents see a higher or lower risk for direct investment from abroad in their country. 
The results, ranked from higher to lower, indicate three groups of countries. Syria, given its 
current state of war, is a separate case and receives a very low average; in other words, it is 
seen as having a very low capacity to attract FDI. The first group of countries has averages 
above 6, and respondents see Turkey as the country which will have more FDI growth with 7, 
followed by Israel and Morocco. The second group is made up by Tunisia, Jordan, Libya and 
Lebanon, which remain above 5. The third group corresponds to countries with an average 
below 5. Further down are Algeria and the Occupied Palestinian Territories with 4.9 and 4.7 
respectively, therefore close to a situation of no change or maintenance of current FDI level. 
Finally, Egypt occupies the lowest position with an average of 4.2.

Turkey is receiving FDI. The risk for Turkey is not the Arab Spring but its current account deficit. 

For the other countries, investors would probably like fewer political. Nevertheless, these 

countries will turn to FDI soon. The situation will probably become clear within two years.

Turkish respondent

Différents facteurs tendent à rendre moins dépendante les IDE de la situation politique 

interne : programme de relance structurelle, projets d’infrastructure, fonds du Golfe, bailleurs 

internationaux. après de ralentissements on assiste à des reprises. C’est un jeu permanent 

d’opportunités et d’intérêts.

French respondent

It is interesting to note the results based on the respondents’ assessment of their own country. 
In all cases this average increases in comparison to the Survey average. The case of Syria 
is relevant, where Syrian respondents make an average assessment of 4.5 while the Survey 
average is 2.7. Algerian and Palestinian respondents see little impact on FDI while Egypt also 
follows this trend although Egyptians do not surpass 5 on average when assessing the growth 
of FDI. 

Tunisia deserves a mention apart as Tunisians envisage a decrease in FDI for their country 
(4.3), while the Survey average is inclined to the contrary option (5.3), see Graph 37.

Dans les deux prochaines années, il faudrait de réels changements surtout en termes de 

sécurité pour que les IDE retrouvent la place qu’ils occupaient.

Tunisian respondent 
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Graph 37: Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in the region in the next two years 
(country risk)
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for less FDi and 10 for more FDi)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey
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Block 5 
DeFininG priorities

Main findings

•  The mobility of students, researchers and business persons are considered the most useful policy tools to 

improve human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region.

•  Respondents consider women and youth policies as a major priority over the next few years. Their perception 

about the evolution of these policies is also positive. 

•  Strong education policies are an essential tool for women’s empowerment. Investment in human capital 

through education and training is the key policy for increasing employability in the region. 

•  Youth policies must empower the participation of young citizens in civil society and democratic institutions. 

  

The previous Surveys included a block of questions aimed at monitoring and assessing the 
policies and programmes developed at a Euro-Mediterranean level. This year, we emphasise 
three fields related to the social and human dimension and particularly migration, gender, 
employment and youth policies. 

Question 18 refers to human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region. Specifically, we asked 
about the capacity of determined policies to improve human movements in the region. As can 
be seen in Graph 38, all respondents give a high grade, between 7.3 and 8.5 on a scale of 0 
to 10, where 0 stands for no capacity to improve the management of migrations and 10 for a 
very high capacity.

The policy seen as the most appropriate to improve human movements in the region is the 
enhancement of the mobility of students, researchers and business persons with an average 
of 8.5. The remaining policies are graded around 7.3 and 7.5 (see Graph 37). 

It is notable that the results are very homogenous if compared to the averages by groups of 
countries, with the Maghreb and Mashreq countries making a consistently positive assessment 
with minor differences, while the assessment by EU Mediterranean countries and remaining 
EU countries is lower.
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Graph 38: Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for not at all and 10 for very much) 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

additional policy proposals on mobility in the region

Associer la société civile (Forum Civil, Plateforme Euromed, Réseau pour les Migrations.) 

aux politiques publiques aussi bien au nord qu’au sud.

Tunisian respondent 

Creating more entrepreneurial opportunities for youths and young professionals in the 

southern Mediterranean countries. 

Using the media/film industry and the exchanges with universities and NGOs to pass the 

message that Europe is not the supposed Eldorado and increase the awareness of the 

possibilities and quality of life in the southern Mediterranean region.

Dutch respondent 

Encourage South-South mobility between the Arab countries and also from the Arab 

countries towards the East, which will open opportunities for new work, learning, and 

interaction opportunities than just South-North. 

Increased North-South mobility for researchers, artists, and interns will also improve the way 

people view mobility from uni-directional to multi-directional. 

Jordanian respondent

Renforcer l’immigration circulaire: cela évitera l’installation définitive et permettrait aux deux 

rives de la Méditerranée d’en tirer profit.

Multiplier les partenariats de mobilité pour des tâches ad hoc et saisonnières. Faciliter 

l’octroi de visa. 

Multiplier les forums économiques encourage les jumelages de centres de recherches, 

d’écoles de mangement et d’Instituts universitaires. Profiter de la complémentarité 

démographique en Méditerranée.

Belgian respondent 

enhance the mobility of “students, 
researchers and business persons”

encourage legal labour migration, taking 
into account the labour market needs 
of both sides of the Mediterranean and 
aiming at sustainable development

improve visa facilitation

Mpcs’ capacity building to provide an 
effective, targeted and comprehensive 
solution for irregular and forced migration

improve “people-to-people contacts”
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Question 19 focuses on gender policies. In this case, the question revolved around the 
respondents’ opinion of the evolution of these programmes and policies. Thus, the averages 
obtained served to measure the improvement or regression of these initiatives at a regional 
level. It is notable that the average grade is around 6 (see Graph 39), with an upward trend (6.4) 
towards the policies related with the expansion and improvement of education opportunities for 
girls and women as a basic right. As in Question 18, there is also a slight difference according 
to whether the responses come from EU countries or MPCs. In this case, the most optimistic 
responses suggesting an improvement of programmes and policies for women comes from 
the EU countries, and the Mediterranean EU countries have a more positive opinion than the 
remaining EU countries. For the MPCs, the averages tend to be slightly below the Survey 
average, with a clear difference between Maghreb respondents who are more optimistic about 
these policies improving and Mashreq respondents who are less optimistic. 

Graph 39: Future development of women policies in the Mediterranean Partner Countries 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for regression and 10 for improvement) 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

The representation of women in all areas of public life, whether governmental or non-

governmental, should become a pre-condition for aid and dialogue; otherwise it will never 

be implemented. Women’s issues are relegated to the least priority list when there is political 

turmoil and this is dangerous.

Jordanian respondent

Improving women’s situation in all areas of life is the most important action the EU and its 

partners should take. The improvement in women’s situation has to be priority number 1. 

All aid should be dependent on women’s situation being improved in the entire region. 

Israeli respondent

L’UpM doit établir avec les ppm de véritables contrats de performances pour la promotion 

des droits des femmes moyennant des contreparties financières et autres avantages.

Algerian respondent

The role of women and their rights should form significant pressure in the positive direction, 

together with liberal demands and against the will of Islamists.  

Polish respondent 

expand and improve education  
opportunities for girls and women,  
as a basic right

increase the participation of women in 
decision-making including in political, 
social, cultural and economic positions

enhancement of women’s image  
in the media

eliminate legal discrimination  
against women

prevent violence against women
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Questions 20 and 21 address the future evolution of youth and employment policies. Youth 
policies are positively assessed, following the same trend as the previous questions, but the 
difference is that they are seen as slightly more likely to improve than women’s policies. As 
the graph indicates, respondents consider that the policies that will have a more positive 
development will be those that seek to promote the participation of young people in civil 
society and democracy (7 on average). The initiatives aimed at stimulating and encouraging 
understanding between young people in the region are graded less positively at 6.4. 

Graph 40: Future development of youth policies in the Mediterranean Partner Countries 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for regression and 10 for improvement) 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

In the analysis of responses by groups of countries we see that MPC respondents are more 
positive about the improvement of youth policies than those from EU countries. The assessments 
above the overall average from Maghreb and non-EU European countries stand out. 

La jeunesse est le deuxième rèvers du médaillon comparativement à la femme et notamment 

aux jeunes filles qui ont un rôle primordial pour le développement et la démocratie des pays 

de la région (modèle du printemps arabe).

Tunisian respondent 

On manque de stratégie et de politique concernant les jeunes. L’UE doit aider et financer les 

ONG qui s’intéressent aux jeunes.

Moroccan respondent 

Even small initiatives such as the Young Political Leaders Seminars of European Parliament 

can contribute.

Austrian respondent

Finally, Question 21 on employment policies received average grades slightly below those 
for youths and women. Also placed around an average of 6, respondents believe that there 
will be improvements in the future development of policies aimed at “enhancing employability 
by investing in human capital”. Almost with the same average, they consider that there will 

participation of young people in  
the development of civil society  
and democracy

integrating young people into  
productive and formal employment

Development of youth policies in  
the different partner countries

stimulate and encourage mutual under-
standing between young people within 
the euro-Mediterranean region and fight 
against stereotypes and prejudices
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be improvements in the policies aimed at “creating decent employment opportunities”. The 
measures aimed at reducing informal work and at promoting equal opportunities between 
genders are given a grade of half a point lower. 

As happened with the previously analysed policies, there is a slight difference between the 
responses from the North and the South, with a more optimistic assessment of each of the 
employment policies by respondents from MPCs, while this is more negative for the EU 
countries. The trend towards a higher average, that is a future development that would improve 
the policies analysed, is also repeated in the responses from the Maghreb and European non-
EU countries. 

Graph 41: Future development of employment policies in the Mediterranean Partner Countries 
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for regression and 10 for improvement) 

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

Support to SMEs can only be part of a larger strategy that essentially includes industrial 

policy measures. Economic structures have to be altered. Job creation should go hand in 

hand with raising added value so as to reduce poverty. The economic crisis in Europe, 

especially in its Mediterranean countries, can be an opportunity to reconsider economic 

policies and structures in the Mediterranean region. Employment policy should be put at the 

service of restructuring and benefit from it.

Egyptian respondent 

Improvement of youth employment opportunities requires deep institutional reforms and 

implementation of a democratic regime. The current Islamist parties are inexperienced and 

unable to ensure such a strategy. Support should be provided to civil society and liberal 

political parties which will be able to help improve the situation of young people.

Tunisian respondent 

enhancing employability by investing in 
human capital (education and training) 

creating decent employment  
opportunities - better jobs

Developing an integrated strategy  
for transforming informal employment 
into formal employment

promoting equal opportunities of  
employment for menand women
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Block 6 
prospective anD poLicy 
recoMMenDations

Main findings

•  Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is still a valid instrument to face some of the most pressing challenges in 

the region, including the strengthening of democracy in MPCs, enhancing human exchanges and promoting 

democracy and respect for human rights.

•  Respondents remain sceptical about the role of Euromed cooperation in the resolution of conflicts. 

In the medium to long term, water scarcity and migration related issues are likely to be a major source of conflict 

in the Mediterranean. 

•  There is also a growing concern over the regression of women’s role in society, the lack of a common identity 

in the Mediterranean and the unlikely convergence of MPCs and the EU in economic terms. 

The final block of the Survey is made up of two questions on prospective issues at the level 
of Euro-Mediterranean cooperation and assessment of the probability of determined future 
hypotheses. 

Euro-Mediterranean cooperation 

The first question focuses on the effect of Euro-Mediterranean cooperation in the long term. 
Respondents had to assess the probability that Euro-Mediterranean cooperation would lead 
to a series of scenarios. Of the six scenarios proposed (see Graph 42), the most likely for 
respondents (although with a relatively low probability [6.0 and 5.9 on average]) are the 
achievement of greater understanding and respect between cultures and religions in the region 
or the increase of human exchanges between the two shores. These elements are followed in 
probability by the strengthening of democracy and respect for human rights in the MPCs and the 
improvement in living conditions in the MPCs. Finally, the two options considered most unlikely 
are the reduction of the development gap between the North and South of the Mediterranean 
and the capacity of Euro-Mediterranean cooperation to resolve conflicts in the region. 
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Graph 42: Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation 
(within the frameworks of the EMP, ENP and UfM) is leading, in the long term, to:
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

The results by groups of origin of the respondents do not vary excessively although there are 
small differences to highlight. In four of the six scenarios proposed (resolution of conflicts, 
strengthening of democracy, improvement in living conditions and greater understanding 
between cultures) there is an almost identical pattern: the greatest probability corresponds 
to Maghreb respondents while those who attach the lowest probability to these scenarios 
are Israelis and non-Mediterranean Europeans. Meanwhile, in the scenario of reduction of the 
development gap, Maghreb respondents are closer to the average and to other groups such as 
those from the Mashreq, and the average of non-Mediterranean Europeans is also very close 
to the overall average. Finally, for the remaining scenario there are few differences between 
groups (except for Israelis who in all cases foresee the lowest probability). In any case, it is 
notable that Mediterranean European respondents see this scenario as the most likely. 

Along with this distribution of the results by groups, we should also emphasise that within them 
there are slight variations on the most likely future scenarios. In the first place, we must stress 
that in those considered more unlikely there is no discrepancy by groups as they all consider 
it more unlikely that Euro-Mediterranean cooperation will contribute to reducing the conflicts 
in the region and that there will be a reduction in the gap between the North and South of the 
Mediterranean. In terms of the most likely, we should first point out that respondents from the 
Mashreq, Turkey or Mediterranean EU follow the same pattern as the overall Survey (better 
understanding between cultures, increase of human exchanges between the two shores, 
strengthening of democracy and improvement in living conditions). For Maghreb respondents, 
the scenario of intensification of human movements is the most unlikely of the four while the 
others follow the same order. For non-Mediterranean Europeans this scenario linked to human 
exchanges is the most likely of the six, ahead of greater understanding and the other two 
scenarios. For Israeli respondents, not only is the scenario of human exchanges the most likely 
but that of better understanding and respect falls to fourth position. In short, there are small yet 
significant differences in the regional framework.  

a greater understanding and respect 
between cultures and religions in the 
Mediterranean

a greater intensity of human exchanges 
between the north and the south of  
the Mediterranean

the strengthening of democracy and 
respect for human rights in the  
Mediterranean partner countries
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improvement in living conditions and a 
reduction of poverty in Mediterranean 
partner countries
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the Mediterranean

the resolution of conflicts in the region
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Mid- to long-term Hypotheses 

The last question of the Survey offers respondents the possibility of assessing the probability 
that 14 hypotheses will take place in the medium and long term. Among these hypotheses 
there are some of a markedly pessimistic nature and others more optimistic.

The overall results enable us to arrange the hypotheses in four groups. A first group of four 
hypotheses seen as very likely (with an average probability of around 7) include those which 
consider that water scarcity in the region will be a source of conflict, xenophobia will grow in 
Europe, irregular immigration will grow, and social tensions will increase because of pressures 
linked to democracy and the labour market. As can be noted, all of them are pessimistic about 
the future evolution of the Mediterranean. The second group is formed by another four future 
hypotheses considered likely although a little less than the previous (average between 6.4 and 
6.1). This group includes the perception that the popular revolts will increase, the economic 
crisis will reduce development prospects, the Arab-Israeli conflict will paralyse the EMP, and 
environmental deterioration will threaten the economic and living conditions of the riparian 
States. This second group of more likely hypotheses is also markedly pessimistic. 

Graph 43: Degree of probability attributed to the following mid- to long-term hypotheses in the 
Mediterranean 
(average on a scale of  0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

Source: Compiled by the IEMed based on the results of the 4th Euromed Survey

water scarcity will become a source  
of conflicts and social tensions 

increased level of legal and irregular migration will 
intensify social tensions and xenophobia in europe

irregular migration from originating Mpcs to 
europe will continue to increase whatever control 
mechanisms the eu may impose

population and employment pressures in Mpcs  
will intensify and create dramatic social tensions

popular uprisings will increase

the current global economic and financial 
crisis will reduce development prospects in the 
Mediterranean for a long period

environmental deterioration in the Mediterranean 
will reach a level threatening the living conditions 
and economic activities of riparian states

the arab-israeli conflict will paralyse the eMp

increased level of migration will push  
for political reforms in the Mediterranean partner 
countries

Gulf cooperation council members will facilitate 
a higher degree of south-south economic 
cooperation in the Mediterranean

women will increasingly participate in the 
economic, social and political life  
of Mpcs

Free movement of goods and workers will create 
an area of shared prosperity and development in 
the Mediterranean

the increased level of migration, economic and 
human exchanges will give way to the emergence 
of a common Mediterranean identity

Mpcs will sustain the increased level of economic 
growth achieved in the last three years and, in the 
long term, converge to eu levels of income
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The third group is formed by another four statements which overall are still considered likely 
although less so (averages between 5.6 and 5.3). These statements are more optimistic and 
include the hypothesis that the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) will facilitate the development 
of South-South cooperation, women will increase their participation, migrations will push political 
reforms and the free movement of goods and workers will create an area of shared prosperity 
and development. Finally, there is a group of two hypotheses that respondents consider 
improbable in the medium and long term (4.7 and 4.5, respectively on average): the emergence 
of a Mediterranean identity and the maintenance of growth in the MPCs will allow convergence 
with EU levels of income.  

In conclusion, respondents have a vision of the mid- and long-term future clearly inclined to 
pessimism, at least on the issues addressed in the question. 

While the Arab-Israeli conflict may paralyse the EMP at the political and/or higher levels, it 

is expected that technical exchanges at lower and expert levels continue. Regarding popular 

uprisings, these will increase in frequency if not in spread as it is quite certain that there 

will not be a popular acceptance of a return to despotism. North-South cooperation, in 

particular in the economic field, will increase, as will South-South cooperation, although at 

a slower pace. Water is a scarce resource in the Mediterranean and has the hallmarks of a 

conflict raiser. However, cooperation in this sector, including at sub-regional level such as 

the 5+5 dialogue, would also offer another opportunity for international cooperation. The 

same argument can be applied to other sectors such as migration and the environment.

Maltese respondent

The analysis of the results by geographical group of origin of respondents shows some 
divergence with respect to the Survey overall in almost every group although most of them are 
minimal. For instance, for all the groups of origin the two most negatively assessed statements 
by all respondents are Mediterranean identity and convergence although in some cases other 
statements are also seen as improbable, such as participation of women in the case of Turkish 
respondents, prosperity derived from free movement for Israeli respondents or the role of the 
GCC in South-South cooperation for Maghreb respondents. 

As for the most likely hypotheses, the main groups (Maghreb, Mashreq, Mediterranean EU and 
remaining EU) consider water scarcity and tensions deriving from it as the most likely to happen 
while Turks and Israelis consider the increased xenophobia in Europe as the most likely hypothesis. 
In the Turkish case, this difference is slight as Turkish respondents choose the same block of four 
most likely hypotheses as all other respondents with few differences in relation to the average. In 
the Israeli case, it is more interesting as the increase of xenophobia in Europe is not only considered 
the most likely hypothesis but far ahead of the others. Moreover, the issue of water scarcity does 
not appear among the most likely for Israelis but rather occupies an intermediate position, with 
6.0 on average. It is significant that in a country where water has been a source of conflict with its 
neighbours this hypothesis is seen as less important than by the remaining groups. 

Among the other significant aspects of the results of the groups it is notable that for Mediterranean 
European countries assessments in most cases are a little lower than the average. Also notable 
is its distance from the average in issues such as the increase of xenophobia (although it remains 
one of the most likely) or the paralysation of the EMP due to the Arab-Israeli conflict. This issue 
is also considered more unlikely by Mashreq respondents in direct contrast with Maghreb 
respondents who not only consider that it is highly likely but for them it occupies the second 
position in terms of probability. Finally, it is worth noting that Mashreq respondents are more 
optimistic than respondents overall in relation to the free movement of goods and workers and its 
positive effects while Maghreb respondents consider the increase of the economic, political and 
social participation of women in the MPCs much more likely than any other group. 
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LIST OF RESPONDENTS 

The European Institute of the Mediterranean ensures the absolute 
anonymity of the replies by participants. The data has been 
processed after codifying each questionnaire. In addition, there is 
a minimum number of respondents per country to ensure that the 
responses cannot be tracked back to any of them. 

In addition, for this final list of participants, respondents had 
the option of not appearing on the list. 77 out of 695 respondents 
wish not to be included, therefore this list has a total of 618 names.

Roula abbas, EU EEAS Delegation Lebanon, EU institutions  
civil servant 

MohaMed abd el sabouR, Ministry of Transport, Project 
Coordinator, Egypt

Nuhad abdallah, FEMISE – European Commission, Syria

belaid ouled abdallah, Institut National du Travail et des Etudes 
Sociales, Tunisia

Mahitab abdel RaouF, Middle East News Agency, Egypt

Ziad abdel saMad, Arab NGO Network for Development, Lebanon

hassaN abdelhaMid, Ain-Chams University, Egypt

abdallah abdelMalek, Institut Tunisien de la Competitivité et des 
Etudes Quantitatives (ITCEQ), Tunisia

MohaMed abdelwaheb YousFi, Tunisia

diaFat abdeRRahMaNe, Université F. A. de Sétif, Algeria

alaa el-diN abdiN, Strategic Research Unit (SRU), National Water 
Research Center (NWRC), Ministry of Water Resources and 
Irrigation (MWRI), Egypt

saMiR abdullah, The Palestine Economic Policy Research Institute 
(MAS), Palestine

Raed abedRabbo, Applied Research Institute – Jerusalem (ARIJ), 
Occupied Palestinian Territories

MouNiR abid, Université de Tunis, Tunisia

sébastieN abis, Centre International de Hautes Etudes 
Agronomiques Méditerranéennes (CIHEAM), France

ahMad abo elRish, President of the Assembly of the Mediterranean 
and the Association of Green Earth, Occupied Palestinian 
Territories

kaMel abou JabaR, Former President of the Higher Media Council  
of Jordan, Jordan

GhassaN abou-ChakRa, Ministry of Culture, Lebanon

abdelFattah abusRouR, Al Rowwad Cultural and Theatre Training 
Center, Ashoka Fellow, Occupied Palestinian Territories

RaNda aChMawi, Egypt

ali addouNe, Institute of Arab Researches and Studies, Algeria

Moawia MohaMediN ahMed, Greek Forum of Migrants, Greece

hassaN ait ali, Faculté de Droit, Casablanca, Morocco

wadia ait haMZa, Morocco

dRiss aJJouti, PCM Maroc, Morocco

GuRkaN akCaeR, S&G – System and Generation, Turkey

NaJib akesbi, Institut Agronomique et Vétérinaire Hassan II, 
Morocco

MeNsuR akGüN, GPoT – Global Political Trends Centre, Turkey

CeNGiZ aktaR, Bahcesehir University, Turkey

shoki al dobai, FAO, International institutions civil servant

MahaseN al eMaM, Arab Women in Media Center (AWMC), Jordan

Riad al khouRi, Jordan

laMa al Naeb, United Nations High Committee for Refugees, Syria

Ziad al saad, Jordan

eZZ alaa, Businessmed, Egypt

Joseph alaGha, Radboud University Nijmegen, Netherlands

wadih aNGe al-asMaR, SOLIDA (Soutien aux Libanais Détenus 
Arbitrairement), Lebanon

seRGio alessaNdRiNi, FEMISE, Italy

bakeR al-hiYaRi, Royal Institute for Inter-Faith Studies, Jordan

RobeRto aliboNi, Istituto Affari Internazionali, Italy

JaRRaR allaM, Occupied Palestinian Territories

GhislaiNe alleauMe, Institut de Recherches et d´Études sur le 
Monde Arabe et Musulman (IREMAM), France

FatiMa alloul, Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Emigrants, Lebanon

GuillauMe alMeRas, France

Yossi alpheR, Bitterlemons, Israel

aReF alsouFi, National Tempus Office, Lebanon

husseiN aMaCh, Syria

MohaMed aMadi, Chouala, Morocco

VitoR aMbRosio, Escola Superior de Hotelaria e Turismo do Estoril, 
Portugal

Fouad aMMoR, Groupement d’Etudes et de Recherches sur la 
Méditerranée (GERM), Morocco

bRuNo aMoRoso, The Department of Society and Globalisation, 
Roskilde University, Denmark

husaM aMouRi, Executive Manager, Jordan

eMRah aRbak, CEPS, Turkey

YilMaZ aRi, Balikesir University, Turkey
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NilGüN aRisaN, Economic Policy Research Foundation  
of Turkey, Turkey

RiGas aRVaNitis, Institut de Recherche pour le Développement, 
Greece

adel atieh, Conseiller (European Parliament), Occupied Palestinian 
Territories

saMaR attaR, Syria

GRaCe attaRd, European Economic and Social Committee, Malta

GeMMa aubaRell solduGa, Anna Lindh Euro-Mediterranean 
Foundation for the Dialogue between Cultures, Spain

eNZo aVaNZi, EURTHEMIS, Italy

soFia aVGeRiNou koloNias, Université Technique Nationale 
d’Athènes, Greece

ibRahiM awad, American University in Cairo (AUC), School of Global 
Affairs and Public Policy (GAPP), Egypt

ali aYbeY, Turkish International Cooperation and Development 
Agency, Turkey

Ziad aYoub-aRbahe, Consultant for Energy Economics and  
Industry, Syria

RaMi aYoubi, National Tempus Office, Syria

JoRdi baCaRia, Institut Universitari d’Estudis Europeus (IUEE), Spain

Nihal badawi, Commercial International Bank, Egypt

husseYiN baGCi, Middle East Technical University, Turkey

Gawdat bahGat, Indiana University of Pennsylvania, United States

ahMad baiJou, IAEAPS, Al-Akhawayn University, Ifrane, Morocco

MaRtiN baldwiN-edwaRds, Mediterranean Migration  
Observatory, Greece

Rosa balFouR, European Policy Centre – EPC, Italy

iNta balode, Latvian Professional, Contemporary Dance 
Choreographers Association, Latvia

paul balta, FEMEC, France

Radoslaw baNia, Department of Middle East and North Africa 
University of Lodz, Poland

MaNel-eNRiC baRbeRà i Mas, RENFE Operadora, Spain

uMMuhaN baRdak, European Training Foundation, Turkey

Rasha baRGhouti, Business and Professional Women Association – 
Palestine Chapter, Occupied Palestinian Territories

ReeM baRGhoutY, Jordan Forum for Business and Professional 
Women (JFBPW), Jordan

Miloud baRkaoui, Université Badjii Mokhtar, Annaba, Algeria

aaRoN baRNea, The Parents Circle – Families Forum, Israel

eNRique baRóN CRespo, Spain

isaías baRReñada, Casa Arabe, Spain

Fuad bateh, Union for the Mediterranean (UfM) – Division of 
Environment and Water, Occupied Palestinian Territories

MiChael baueR, Center for Applied Policy Research (CAP), Germany

MohaMMed Fati b’ChiR, Agence Europe, Belgium

pieRRe beCkouChe, Institut de Prospective Économique du Monde 
Méditerranéen (IPEMED), France

aNdRius beCYs, Culture Center “In Action”, Lithuania

MohaMMed bedhRi, Université d’Oujda, Morocco

eRMal beGa, Albanian Center for Oriental Studies (ACFOS), Albania

tiMo behR, Finnish Institute for International Affairs (FIIA), Finland

labii belkaCeM, Université de Constantine, Algeria

MoNdhèR beN aYed, World Summit on the Information  
Society, Tunisia

kaRiM beN kahla, École supérieure de commerce de Tunis, Tunisia

badR beN YousseF, Stock Exchange, Morocco

saMia beNabbas-kaGhouChe, Université Mentouri de Constantine, 
Algeria

YouCeF beNabdallah, Centre de Recherche en Economie Appliquée 
pour le Développement (CREAD), Algeria

MohaMed beNbouZiaNe, Tlemcen University, Algeria

abdesslaM beNbRahiM, Organisation Démocratique du Travail, 
Morocco

abdelGhaNi beNdRiouCh, Morocco

Fatiha beNlabbah, Instituto de Estudios Hispano-Lusos, Morocco

hasseN beNMessaoud, Université de Batna, Algeria

kaRiMa beNYaiCh, Ambassador of the Kingdom of Morocco  
to Portugal, Morocco

Ralph d. beReNGeR, American University of Sharjah, UAE

diRk beusCh, Deutsche Welle DW-TV, Germany

saïd bhiRa, Conseil économique et social de Tunisie, Tunisia

abdelwahab biad, Faculté de Droit, de Sciences Économiques  
et de Gestion, Université de Rouen, Algeria

ali bilGiC, Bilkent University, Turkey

GhousooN bishaRat, EU EEAS Delegation Israel, EU institutions civil 
servant

adeliNa MaRia biZoi, VIP Romania, Romania

Raul blaNCo diaZ, Departament de la Presidència – Generalitat de 
Catalunya, Spain

MohaMMed bliNda, Plan Bleu – Regional Activity Centre, Morocco

CRistiNa boboC, The Bucharest Academy of Economic Studies, 
Romania

aNa boJiNoViC FeNko, Centre of International Relations (CIR), 
University of Ljubljana, Slovenia

salVatoRe boNo, Société Internationale des Historiens de  
la Méditerranée (SIHMED), Morocco

ZákoNYi botoNd, Hungarian Institute of International Affairs (HIIA), 
Hungary

leZZaR-beNRaChi bouba, Mentouri University, Constantine, Algeria

laMia bouGRioua, Université de Batna, Algeria
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Choaib bouNoua, Université de Tlemcen, Algeria

YVes bouRdet, Lund University, Sweden

taouFik bouRGuiba, Université de Sousse, Tunisia

RahMa bouRquia, Université Hassan II, Morocco

abdel NaCeR bouteldJa, Université de Tlemcen, Algeria

ReCep boZlaGaN, Union of Municipalities of Marmara Region, Turkey

Niklas bReMbeRG, Dept. of Political Science, Stockholm University, 
Sweden

beRN bRitZelMaie, Pforzheim University, Germany

iGoR bRlek, Academic Press, Slovenia

khalduN bshaRa, Riwaq Centre for Architectural Conservation, 
Occupied Palestinian Territories

MaRtiN buGelli, European Commission Representation in Malta, EU 
institutions civil servant

kRistiNa bulesiC staNoJeViC, Foundation for Partnership and Civil 
Society Development, Croatia

GüRbüZ buRak, Department of Economy, Galatasaray University, 
Turkey

FRaNçois buRGat, Institut Français du Proche Orient (IFPO), France

daNiel bYCk, Conseil économique et social du Luxembourg, 
Luxembourg

seliM CaGataY, Centre for Economic Research on Mediterranean 
Countries, Economic Department at the Akdeniz University, Turkey

stepheN C. CalleYa, University of Malta, Malta

MaNel CaMós GRau, Representació de la Comissió Europea a 
Catalunya, EU institutions civil servant

steFaNella CaMpaNa, Paralleli Instituto Euromediterraneo del Nord 
Ovest, Italy

buthiNa CaNaaN khouRY, Majd production, Occupied Palestinian 
Territories

iMMaColata CaRuso, Istituto di Ricerche sull’Economia Mediterranea-
Consiglio Nazionale delle Ricerche, Naples, Italy

MoNtseRRat CasaNoVas, Consultora, Spain

JeaN-pieRRe CassaRiNo, Robert Schuman Centre for Advanced 
Studies, Italy

GeoRGe CatiNis, SEBC, Syria

FRaNCesCo CaVatoRta, Centre for International Studies, Ireland

biRteN Celik, Middle East Technical University, Ankara, Turkey

oZGe CelikaslaN, KozaVisua, Turkey

hassaN ChaabaN, Ministry of Transport, Lebanon

haMid Chabat, Commune urbaine de Fès – Réseau des Villes 
Euromed, Morocco

Jillali ChaFik, Société Nationale d´Etudes du Detroit (SNED), 
Morocco

beNoit ChallaNd, Centre on Conflict, Development and 
Peacebuilding (CCDP), Switzerland

beRNaRd ChaNe kuNe, Committee of the Regions, INT’L institutions 
civil servant

MohaMed ChaReF, Observatoire Régional des Migrations: Espaces 
& Sociétés (O.R.M.E.S), Université Ibn Zohr d’Agadir, Morocco

khaliFa Chate, AEI – Association des Etudes Internationales, Tunisia

MaRilYse Chehab, Ministry of Industry, Lebanon

aNGelo ChetCuti, European Commission Representation in Malta, 
EU institutions civil servant

Mustapha Chouikha, LEAD Tunisie, Tunisia

CaRla ColliCelli, CENSIS, Italy

silVia ColoMbo, Istituto Affari Internazionali (IAI), Italy

hélèNe CoNdYlis, Université Nationale d’Athènes, Greece

aNNie CoRdet-dupouY, Saboudia Consulting, France

GeoRGes CoRM, Georges CORM Economic and Financial 
Consulting Office, Lebanon

aNdRé CoRRado, Directorate-General for External Policies of the 
Union, Euromed and Middle East Unit, European Parliament , EU 
institutions civil servant

JoaN Costa i FoNt, European Institute, London School of 
Economics, United Kingdom

alis CostesCu, Ratiu Center for Democracy, Romania

YousseF CouRbaGe, Institut National d’Études Démographiques, 
Morocco

JeaN-FRaNçois CoustillieRe, Association EUROMED-IHEDN, France

aNtoNiNo CRea, EU EEAS Delegation Egypt, EU institutions civil 
servant

adRiaN CRistea, Parish Based Integration Project – Churches in 
Society Forum, Ireland

lasZlo CsiCsMaNN, Corvinus University of Budapest, Institute of 
International Studies, Hungary

José albiNo da silVa peNeda, Economic and Social Council, 
Portugal

MaRek dabRowski, Center for Social & Economic Research  
(CASE), Poland

sébastieN daGault, ANIMA, France

aoMaR dali, Université de Biskra, Algeria

MuRat daoudoV, Union of Municipalities of Marmara Region, Turkey

MohaMMad daRawshe, Abraham Fund Initiatives, Israel

leah daVCheVa, AHA moments, Centre for Intercultural  
Learning, Bulgaria

MaRtiN daVidsoN, British Council, United Kingdom

aRiF daVRaN, Freight Forwarders & Logistics Service Providers 
Association in Turkey, Turkey

RaFael de aRCe, Departamento de Economía Aplicada, Universidad 
Autónoma de Madrid (UAM), Spain

kRistoF de RiddeR, Nieuwe maan, Netherlands

béNédiCt de saiNt-lauReNt, ANIMA Investment Network, France

luC de wulF, Independent Consultant, Previously Senior Economist 
IMF and Lead Economist World Bank, Belgium

FRaNk delMaRtiNo, Katholieke Universiteit Leuven, Belgium
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GoZde deMiRel, Universitat Rovira i Virgili, Tarragona, Tunisia

thoMas deMMelhubeR, Department of Political Science, Friedrich-
Alexander-University Erlangen Nuremberg, Germany

RolF deNNeMaNN, artscenico eV, Germany

saNdRo deRNiNi, Forum on Mediterranean Food Cultures, Italy

CYRil dewaleYNe, EU EEAS Delegation Morocco, EU institutions  
civil servant

elisabet diedRiChs, Council of Danish Artists (Dansk Kunstnerråd), 
Denmark

kaMel dJelal, Consultant dans le secteur de l’eau, Algeria

Nabil dMaidi, An-Najah University, Occupied Palestinian Territories

thaNos dokos, Eliamep – Hellenic Foundation for European and 
Foreign Policy, Greece

MaRía isabel doMíNGueZ aYuso, Oficina Económica y Comercial de 
España en Túnez, Spain

MaRiaNNe doNY, Institut d’Études Européennes, Université Libre de 
Bruxelles, Belgium

ahMed dRiouChi, Al Akhawayn University, Morocco

CheRiF dRis, IREMAN/MMSH, Algeria

louisa dRis-at-haMadouChe, Faculté des Sciences Politiques et de 
l’Information d’Alger, chercheuse au CREAD, Algeria

CosMiN duGaN, Black Sea University Foundation, Romania

Josep aNtoNi duRaN i lleida, Unió Democràtica de Catalunya, Spain

NasseRa dutouR, Collectif des Familles des Disparu(e)s en Algérie, 
Algeria

haNaa ebeid, Al Ahram Centre for Political and Strategic Studies 
(ACPSS), Egypt

Fabio eboli, Fondazione Eni Enrico Mattei (FEEM), Italy

aNGeliNa eiChhoRst, EU EEAS Delegation Lebanon, EU institutions 
civil servant

waFaa el ChaRbiNi, University of Cairo, Egypt

MohaMed el dahshaN, Centre d’Études et de Documentation 
Économiques, Juridiques et Sociales, Egypt

FikRe Filali el GouRFti, Responsible Press, Denmark

bassaM el haCheM, Université Libanaise, Lebanon

ZouhaiR el haiRaN, Universidad de Barcelona, Spain

saMiR el JaaFaRi, Président de la Confédération des Associations  
de Consommateurs du Maroc, Morocco

FatiMa el kesRi, EU EEAS Delegation Morocco, EU institutions  
civil servant

Jauad el khaRRaZ, SEMIDE, Morocco

ola el khawaGa, Faculty of Economics and Political Science 
(FEPS), Egypt

Mustapha el khaYat, Association Marocaine pour la Logistique 
(AMLOG), Morocco

Rita el khaYat, Médecin Psychiatre, Psychanalyste et 
Anthropologue, Morocco

alia el Mahdi, Faculty of Economics and Political Science, Cairo 

University, Egypt

abdeRRahiM el Maslouhi, Faculté des Sciences Juridiques, 
Economiques et Sociales, Université Mohammed V, Morocco

kChiRid el Mustapha, Faculté de Droit et d’Économie, Université 
Cadi Ayyad, Morocco

MahMoud el saYed, Departamento de Lengua y Literatura 
Hispánicas, Facultad de Letras, Universidad de El Cairo, Egypt

aMal el toGbY, AIT, Egypt

MohaMed ahMed elaGati, Egypt

oMaR el badawi, Centre for Environment & Development for the 
Arab Region and Europe (CEDARE), Egypt

MahMoud elJaMMali, Palestinians without frontiers, Occupied 
Palestinian Territories

Nihal el-MeGhaRbel, Ministry of State for Economic Development, 
Egypt

shalabY elsaYed, Egyptian Council for Foreign Affairs (ECFA), Egypt

YasseR elshaYeb, National Tempus Office, Egypt, Egypt

RaMoN eNCiso – NiZaR baRaka, Comité Averroes, Spain

aZiZ eNhaili, Morocco

atila eRalp, Department of International Relations, Middle East 
Technical University, Tunisia

CaN eRbil, Brandeis University, Turkey

sükRü eRdeM, Economic Research Centre on Mediterranean 
Countries (ERCMC), Turkey

hasaN eRsel, Sabanci University, Turkey

ReFik eRZaN, Bogazici University, Turkey

JuaN José esCobaR steMMaNN, Secretaría de Estado de Asuntos 
Exteriores e Iberoamérica (incluye la Dirección general para el 
Mediterráneo, el Magreb y Oriente Próximo), Spain

said essoulaMi, CMF MENA, Morocco

ellada eVaNGelou, Rooftop Theatre, Cyprus

ahMet eViN, Istanbul Policy Center, Sabanci University, Turkey

abdelFattah eZZiNe, Institut Universitaire de la recherche scientifique 
(IURS) − Université Mohamed V-Souissi de Rabat, Morocco

JeaN-luC FabRe, Conseil Général de l’Hérault , France

MohaMed FahMi, Centre International de Coopération, Morocco

aNtoNio FaNelli, OECD, International institutions civil servant

iñiGo FebRel MelGaReJo, Oficina Económica y Comercial – 
Embajada de España en Argel, Spain

euGeNia FeRRaGiNa, National Research Council of Italy, Italy

aNNa FeRRaGiNa, Centre for Research in Labour Economics and 
Economic Policy, Università di Salerno, Italy

MahiR FisuNoGlu, Cukurova University, Adana, Turkey

leoNid FituNi, Centre for Strategic and Global Studies, Russia

MaheR Fkih, UTICA, Tunisia, Tunisia

seNéN FloReNsa, Secretary for Foreign Affairs, Government of 
Catalonia, Spain

aNNe Fox, Bloggers Network, Denmark
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ReNata FRaNC, Institute of Social Sciences Ivo Pilar, Croatia

piotR FRelak, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Poland, Poland

NouReddiNe FRidhi, Alarabiya News channel, Belgium

Claude FRisoN, Centre Culturel de Rencontre Abbaye de 
Neumünster, Luxembourg

haNadi Fuad, Al Quds Centre for Political Studies, Jordan

attiNà FulVio, Jean Monnet Euro-Med Centre, Università di  
Catania, Italy

heNNeR FüRtiG, GIGA – German Institute of Global and Area 
Studies, Germany

saliM Gadi, Centre for European Policy Studies (CEPS), Belgium

eGidiJus GailiuNas, Institute of International Relations and Political 
Science, Vilnius University, Lithuania

ahMed Galai, Ligue Tunisienne pour la Défense des Droits de 
l’Homme (LTDH), Tunisia

JaCques GaNoulis, Inweb-Gréce, Department of Civil Engineering, 
Greece

JuaN CaRMelo GaRCía, IEPALA, Spain

MaRia aMata GaRito, NETTUNO – Network per l’Università Ovunque 
and MEDNET’U – Mediterranean Network University, Italy

CaRles Gasòliba böhM, Lliga Europea de Cooperació  
Econòmica, Spain

khaled GasseR, Egyptian Junior Business Association, Egypt

bRiaN Gates, Religious Education Council of England and Wales, 
United Kingdom

Rado GeNoRio, Permanent Representation of Slovenia, Slovenia

soFiaNe Ghali, Faculté des Sciences Economiques et de Gestion 
de Nabeul, Université du 7 novembre, Tunisia

boudJeMa GheChiR, LADH, Algeria

ahMed GhoNeiM, Faculty of Economics and Political Sciences, 
Cairo University, Egypt

paolo GiaNNaRelli, Italy

MaRia GiaNNiou, Hellenic Centre for European Studies  
(EKEM), Greece

RiChaRd Gillespie, Europe in the World Centre, Department  
of Politics, University of Liverpool, United Kingdom

beRtRaNd Glosset, Karavan Films, Turkey

eduaRd GoMbaR, Charles University, Prague, Czech Republic

JaNa GoMbaRoVa, Czech-Arab Society, Czech Republic

Rui GoMes, Council of Europe, Portugal

RoNald GRaetZ, Ifa Institut fuer Auslandsbeziehungen e.  
V., Germany

MaRtí GRa, School of Public and Environmental Affairs (SPEA), 
Indiana University, Spain

aRuNas GRaulis, Association of Local Authorities in Lithuania, 
Lithuania

aNthoNY GRibbeN, European Training Foundation, International 
institutions civil servant

patRiCk GRuCZkuN, National Museums of World Culture, Sweden

ZiNeddieNe GueNadeZ, Université de Constantine, Algeria

CeNGiZ GüNaY, Austrian Institute for International Affairs  
(OIIP), Austria

haRald GüNtheR, Permanent Representation of Austria, Austria

sibel GuVeN, Economic Policy Research Foundation of Turkey 
(TEPAV), Turkey

ekReM eddY GüZeldeRe, European Stability Initiative, Turkey

YouseF habash, Palestinian Non-Governmental Organizations 
Network, Occupied Palestinian Territories

taieb hadhRi, Institut Tunisien des Etudes Stratégiques  
(ITES), Tunisia

phaidoN hadJiaNtoNiou, Greece

RobeRt hall, Suderbyn Permaculture Ecovillage, Sweden

baChiR haMdouChe, Université Mohamed V Agdal, Morocco

ashRaF haMdY, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Egypt

YaRoN haRel, Bar Ilan University, Israel

tahaR haRouN, Université de Batna, Algeria

doNia hedda, Cabinet Hedda Ellouze, Tunisia

abdelhaMid héNia, Université de Tunis, Tunisia

beRtRaNd heRVieu, Ancien Secrétaire Général, Centre  
International des hautes études agronomiques méditerranéennes  
(CIHEAM), France

adaM hill, Consult and Design International, United Kingdom

MiMouN hillali, Institut Supérieur International du Tourisme, Algeria

aRab hoballah, UNEP DTIE, France

JeNNiFeR hoFFMaNN, HFF – Hochshule für Film und Fernseh “Konrad 
Wolf”/Insight out, Germany

klaus hoFFMaNN, Bundesarbeitsgemeinschaft Spiel & Theater e. 
V., Germany

Jakob hoRst, Institute for International Politics, Helmut-Schmidt-
University, Hamburg, Germany

beN- ReJeb hosNi, Comité des Initiatives de Développement  
Euro-Méditerranéen (C.I.D.E.M.), Tunisia

aNNe houtMaN, Représentation de la Commission Européenne  
en France, EU institutions civil servant

MaRika hubeR, Mediterranean Bank Network, Malta

seReNe huleileh, The Arab Education Forum, Jordan

diaNa huNt, University of Sussex, United Kingdom

JaNa huNteRoVa, Swallow Club, Czech Republic

doRit iNbaR, Greenhouse / New Foundation for Cinema  
& Television, Israel

eFRaiM iNbaR, Begin-Sadat (BESA) Center for Strategic  
Studies, Israel

belkaCeM iRatNi, University of Algiers, Algeria

RaMi isaaC, Lecturer in Tourism Development Studies, Netherlands

aNNeli JaatteeNMaki, European Parliament, Finland
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RéMY JaCob, European Investment Bank (EIB), EU institutions  
civil servant

beRNaRd JakeliC, Croatian Employers’ Association, Croatia

MohaMMed taReq Jalal al taMiMi, Volunteering for Peace,  
Occupied Palestinian Territories

bouJdaRia JaMel, Arab Maghreb Union, Morocco

ali JaouaNi, Consultant chercheur indépendant, Tunisia

abdelaZiZ JaouaNi, European Training Foundation, International 
institutions civil servant

MaNuel JaRMela palos, Serviço de Estrangeiros e Fronteras, 
Portugal

Nedal JaYousi, National Tempus Office, Occupied Palestinian 
Territories

siheM JebaRi, National Research Institute for Rural Engineering 
Water and Forestry, Tunisia

elisabeth JohaNssoN-NoGués, Swedish Institute of International 
Affairs, Sweden

RoY JoNes, Pacificstream Information, United Kingdom

Josep MaRia JoRdaN, Universitat de València, Spain

bRaNo JoViCiC, Association of Municipalities and Towns  
of the Republic of Srpska, Bosnia and Herzegovina

aNNette JueNeMaNN, Institut fuer Internationale Politik,  
Helmut Schmidt Universitaet, Universitaet der Bundeswehr 
Hamburg, Germany

JeNs kaaRe RasMusseN, Danish Center for Culture and  
Development (DCCD), Denmark

Riad kabha, Givat Haviva, Israel

elhoussaiNe kaFouNi, Association Eau et Energie pour  
Tous, Morocco

Yehudith kahN, Tel-Hai Academic College, Israel

bahadiR kaleaGasi, Tusiad, Turkey

ZeYNep kaleli, Union for the Mediterranean (UfM) − Division  
of Transport and Urban Development, Turkey

Filip kaleZiC, Permanent Mission of Montenegro to the EU, 
Montenegro

MohaMed kaMal, Center for the Study of Developing Countries, 
Cairo University, Egypt

thoMas kaMMeReR, Department for Ancient Near Eastern Studies, 
Faculty of Theology, Estonia

kRistiNa kausCh, Fundación para las Relaciones Internacionales  
y el Diálogo Exterior (FRIDE), Germany

salaM kawakibi, Arab Reform Initiative, Syria

VaNGelis keChRiotis, History Department, Bogazici  
University, Turkey

abdeNouR keRaMaNe, Director de la revista Medenergie, Algeria

Jawad keRdoudi, Institut Marocain des Relations Internationales 
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Answers 2009 Answers 2010 Answers 2011

Country Total
% Total 
Survey 

Total
% Total 
Survey 

Total
% Total 
Survey 

Morocco 31 8.4%  40 6.7%  58 8.3%
Algeria 26 7.0%  41 6.9%  45 6.5%
Turkey 14 3.8%  31 5.2%  40 5.8%
Egypt 13 3.5%  39 6.5%  35 5.0%
Tunisia 24 6.5%  30 5%  35 5.0%
Syria 7 1.9%  15 2.5%  8 1.2%
Israel 16 4.3%  18 3.0%  24 3.5%
Occupied Palestinian Territories 16 4.3%  22 3.7%  21 3.0%
Lebanon 14 3.8%  17 2.8%  24 3.5%
Jordan 7 1.9%  19 3.2%  20 2.9%
Mauritania 2 0.5%  6 1.0%  7 1.0%
Libya 1 0.3%  1 0.2%  1 0.1%
Croatia 5 1.3%  8 1.3%  6 0.9%
Albania 4 1.1%  1 0.2%  3 0.4%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 2 0.5%  3 0.5%  35 0.7%
Montenegro 1 0.3%  1 0.2%  6 0.9%
Monaco 0 0.0%  2 0.3%  2 0.3%

Total MPCs 184 49.6%  294 49.2%  340 48.9%

France 35 9.4%  36 6.0%  43 6.2%
Spain 33 8.9%  39 6.5%  34 4.9%
Italy 19 5.1%  33 5.5%  37 5.3%
Germany 13 3.5%  27 4.5%  37 5.3%
United Kingdom 3 0.8%  12 2.0%  15 2.2%
Belgium 5 1.3%  8 1.3%  14 2.0%
Portugal 5 1.3%  6 1.0%  9 1.3%
Greece 3 0.8%  15 2.5%  19 2.7%
Netherlands 3 0.8%  6 1.0%  6 0.9%
Poland 8 2.2%  12 2.0%  15 2.2%
Romania 2 0.5%  7 1.2%  6 0.9%
Denmark 8 2.2%  4 0.7%  10 1.4%
Czech Republic 5 1.3%  6 1.0%  7 1.0%
Finland 5 1.3%  6 1.0%  9 1.3%
Sweden 5 1.3%  7 1.2%  12 1.7%
Austria 2 0.5%  5 0.8%  7 1.0%
Ireland 2 0.5%  4 0.7%  6 0.9%
Hungary 7 1.9%  6 1.0%  7 1.0%
Cyprus 6 1.6%  5 0.8%  7 1.0%
Slovakia 4 1.1%  4 0.7%  3 0.4%
Slovenia 3 0.8%  7 1.2%  10 1.4%
Lithuania 3 0.8%  5 0.8%  6 0.9%
Malta 3 0.8%  6 1.0%  9 1.3%
Latvia 2 0.5%  2 0.3%  4 0.6%
Bulgaria 1 0.3%  7 1.2%  5 0.7%
Estonia 1 0.3%  3 0.5%  3 0.4%
Luxembourg 1 0.3%  5 0.8%  2 0.3%
Total EU 187 50.4%  283 47.4%  342 49.2%
Other  20 3.4  13 1.9
TOTAL 371 100%  597 100%  695 100%

SAMPLE OF THE SURVEY
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Answers 2009 Answers 2010 Answers 2011

Country Total
% Total 
Survey 

Total
% Total 
Survey 

Total
% Total 
Survey 

Others

International Institutions  13  9
United Arab Emirates  1  1
Macedonia  1  1
Russia  1  
Switzerland  1  
Ukraine   1
United States of America  3  1
TOTAL OTHERS  20  13
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Composition of the sample
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In order to facilitate the data processing, and to improve the statistical analysis, we would be very pleased if you could provide us with the following 
information: 

Gender

Age

From 20 to 35

From 36 to 45

From 46 to 55

56 to 65 

66 and more

Nationality

Position

Institution

Institution of affiliation 

Governmental

Diplomatic 

EU institution 

Other international organisation

Political party

Think tank

Academic

Media

NGO

Trade union

Company (Business sector)

Male

Female

Here a menu with a list of countries with open question

The European Institute of the Mediterranean ensures the absolute anonymity of the replies by participants. The data will be processed after codifying 
each questionnaire. In addition, there will be a minimum number of respondents per country to ensure that the responses cannot be tracked back to 
any of them.  

However, a final list of participants will be included in the final report. If you do not wish to appear in this  list, please let us know:

I do not want to appear in the list of participants.
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What is your main area of specialisation? 

Main area of specialisation 2nd Area of specialisation 

Political Cooperation and Security   

Economic and Financial Cooperation

Social, Cultural and Human Exchanges

Migration and Justice Affairs

Albania

Algeria

Austria

Belgium

Bosnia and Herzegovina

Bulgaria

Croatia

Cyprus

Czech Republic

Denmark

Egypt

Estonia

Finland

France

Germany

Greece

Hungary

Ireland

Israel

Italy

Jordan

Latvia

Lebanon

Lithuania

Luxembourg

Libya

Malta

Mauritania

Montenegro

Morocco

Netherlands

Occupied Palestinian Territories

Poland

Portugal

Romania

Slovakia

Slovenia

Spain

Sweden

Syria

Tunisia

Turkey

United Kingdom

Other





BLOCK 1
mediterranean partner Countries 
and new aCtors
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Comments:

Comments:

Q.1 How would you assess the prospects of deep and sustainable democracy in the following countries? 

Q.2 Do you expect the following political actors to play a key, moderate or negligible role in the future Mediterranean landscape?  

General Assessment

Very improbable Very probable Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Algeria

Egypt

Jordan

Lebanon

Libya

Morocco

Occupied Palestinian Territories

Syria

Tunisia

Negligible role Key role Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Mainstream Islamist parties 

Salafist religious parties 

Non-Islamist parties  
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Comments:

Country by country 

Mainstream Islamist parties Negligible role Key role Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Algeria

Egypt

Jordan

Lebanon

Libya

Morocco

Occupied Palestinian Territories

Syria

Tunisia

Turkey

Salafist religious parties Negligible role Key role Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Algeria

Egypt

Jordan

Lebanon

Libya

Morocco

Occupied Palestinian Territories

Syria

Tunisia

Turkey

Non-Islamist parties  Negligible role Key role Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Algeria

Egypt

Jordan

Lebanon

Libya

Morocco

Occupied Palestinian Territories

Syria

Tunisia

Turkey
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Comments:

No probability Very high probability Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Egypt will once again act as an essential broker in the region

Intra-Arab countries’ relationships will become closer

Islamism will determine foreign policies and alliances

Pragmatism will be more important than ideology 

Prospects for advancing on the peace process will decline 

Importance of regional organisations (League of Arab States, 
Gulf Cooperation Council) will increase

Relations with Israel will remain unchanged 

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces

Fighting against corruption

Free and fair elections

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)

Q.3 Among the new constitutions to be approved in the region, which one of the following deep and sustainable democracy benchmarks should be 
prioritised in the first stages of their implantation?    

Q.4 How would you assess the probability that democratisation, new political actors and new constitutions will reshape the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries’ foreign policies in the region?

Q.4 b Concerning the reshaped foreign policy in the region, how would you assess the probability that: 

Please indicate in order of priority:

No probability Very high probability Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10



BLOCK 2
towards a multipolar  
neighbourhood
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Q.5 How would you assess the EU’s future role in the Mediterranean Partner Countries compared to other regional and international actors? Will the 
EU have more or less impact on regional developments compared to: 

Eu impact on the region compared to Less impact More impact Don’t 
know

League of Arab States

China

Iran

Russia

Saudi Arabia

Turkey

United States of America

Comments:

Comments:

Progressively  
less significant  

Increasingly  
more  significant 

Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

The EU as a promoter of a strengthened Euro-Mediterranean 
regional integration

The EU as a major commercial and economic partner for MPCs

The EU as a peace broker in the region

The EU as a driver of the rule of law and governance reform 

Q.6 In the framework of a multipolar scenario, what will be the EU’s influence regarding the following aspects:  
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Algeria

Egypt

Jordan

Lebanon

Libya

Morocco

Occupied Palestinian Territories

Syria

Tunisia

Remain neutral

Remain cautious 
and work on 
the basis of 
the demands 
emanating from 
MPCs

Be very  
pro-active and 
interventionist

The EU should 
make its 
influence felt 
to avoid the 
takeover by  
extremist parties

Don’t 
know

Comments:

Q.7 What role should the EU play with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries? 

No probability Very high probability Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Egypt 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Qatar 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Saudi Arabia 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Turkey 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

China 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

European Union 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Iran 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

United Nations 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

United States of America 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Q.8 What degree of probability do you attribute to the following regional and international actors to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution 
to the Syrian conflict?

The Syrian Conflict 

Comments:





BLOCK 3
euromed region 
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Euromed region 

Comments:

Comments:

Comments:

Q.9 Will the Arab Spring have in the long term a positive or a negative impact on the Euro-Mediterranean integration process?

Q.10 Do you expect the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM) to play in the mid to long term a key, moderate or negligible role in the new framework of the 
multilateral relations in the region?

Q.11 How do you assess the fact that the UfM northern co-presidency has been transferred to the EU in 2012?

Negative impact Positive impact Don´t know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Negligible role Key role Don´t know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Negative Positive Don´t know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
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Comments:

Comments:

Q.12 How would you classify in order of priority the following issues that were identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the 
High Representative on: 

(Please indicate in order of priority)

Money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources to support the transition to democracy, institution building, supporting civil 
society and the socio-economic needs of countries 

Market access – “consider allowing partners that have a fully functioning independent judiciary, an efficient public administration and have 
made significant progress towards eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated area of the [EU] Internal Market for goods”

Mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “Mobility Partnerships”, improve “people-to-people contacts” and “labour mobility”, and 
enhance the mobility of “students, researchers and business persons” 

(Please indicate in order of priority)

Conclude and implement new “Neighbourhood Agreements” as foreseen in the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEU) that will establish Deep 
and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements (dCFTA)  

Create a “Neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to strengthen the capacity of civil society to promote reform and increase 
public accountability in their countries” (€22 million)

Create a “European Endowment for democracy”  
(to “help political parties, non-registered NGOs and trade unions and other social partners”)

Create a European Neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture and rural development”

“A New response to a Changing Neighbourhood” 

“A Partnership for democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” 
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Q.13 How would you assess the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument?

For further information on the ENP review documents:

Delivering on a new European Neighbourhood Policy 

The new European Neighbourhood Instrument

Comments:

Q. 14 How do you assess the visibility and impact of the EU’s actions in Mediterranean Partner Countries in 2012?

Additional policy proposals on the EU policies in the region

Very negative Very positive Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Impact of the EU’s actions

Visibility of the EU’s actions 

Not relevant Very relevant Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

More for more approach (only those partners willing to
embark on political reforms and to respect the shared universal values  
of human rights, democracy and the rule of law have been offered the  
most rewarding aspects of the EU policy)

Mutual accountability between the EU and its partners

Partnerships not only with governments but also with civil society  
(e.g. NGOs, businesses, academia, media, unions, and religious groups)

Recognition of the special role of women in reshaping
both politics and society



BLOCK 4
eConomiC and  
finanCial dimension 
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Q.15 The new regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments will probably be: 

Q. 17 In your opinion, in what way will the Arab Spring impact the level of Foreign Direct Investment in the region in the next two years (country risk)? 

Comments

No probability  Very high probability Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Deeper economic relationships with the EU

Increased cooperation with the Gulf Cooperation Council 

Increased Chinese investments 

Increased role of the USA as an economic partner

Increased  Arab regional integration (AMU, Agadir, GAFTA)

Q.16 How would you assess the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on:

No capacity Very high capacity Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Fighting against corruption

Employment

Wealth redistribution 

Security

Developing the tourism industry

Women‘s socio-economic rights

Education

Less FDI                         No change                         More FDI Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Algeria

Egypt

Jordan

Lebanon

Libya

Morocco

Occupied Palestinian Territories

Syria

Tunisia

Turkey

Israel
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Not at all Very high probability Don’t 
know

Improve visa facilitation 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Encourage legal labour migration, taking into account the labour  
market needs of both sides of the Mediterranean and aiming at  
sustainable development

Improve “people-to-people contacts”

Enhance the mobility of “students, researchers and business persons”

MPCs’ capacity building to provide an effective, targeted and compre-
hensive solution for irregular and forced migration

Additional policy proposals to improve migration and mobility in the region 

Additional policy proposals to improve migration and mobility in the region 

Q.18 Which of the following policies can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region?

Q.19 Women

Migration and Mobility

Employment, Youth and Women 

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries.

Regression                       No change                    Improvement Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Expand and improve education opportunities for girls and women,  
as a basic right

Increase the participation of women in decision-making including  
in political, social, cultural and economic positions

Enhancement of women’s image in the media

Eliminate legal discrimination against women

Prevent violence against women
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Additional policy proposals to improve migration and mobility in the region 

Additional policy proposals to improve migration and mobility in the region 

Q. 20 Youth

Q.21 Employment 

Regression                       No change                    Improvement Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Development of youth policies in the different partner countries

Stimulate and encourage mutual understanding
between young people within the Euro-Mediterranean
region and fight against stereotypes and prejudices

Integrating young people into productive and formal employment

Participation of young people in the development of civil society  
and democracy

Regression                       No change                    Improvement Don’t 
know

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Promoting equal opportunities for men and women

Developing an integrated strategy for transforming informal  
employment into formal employment

Enhancing employability by investing in human capital  
(education and training)

Creating decent employment opportunities – Better Jobs (through ILO 
standards, by increasing the coverage and level of social protection, by 
improving health and safety measures in the work environment, etc) 





BLOCK 6
prospeCtive and poliCy  
reCommendations 
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No probability Very high probability Don’t 
know

The resolution of conflicts in the region 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

The strengthening of democracy and respect for human rights 
in the Mediterranean Partner Countries

A higher level of employment, an improvement in living conditions 
and a reduction of poverty in Mediterranean Partner Countries

A reduction of the development gap between the North 
and the South of the Mediterranean

A greater intensity of human exchanges between the North  
and the South of the Mediterranean

A greater understanding and respect between cultures  
and religions in the Mediterranean

No probability Very high probability Don’t 
know

The Arab-Israeli conflict will paralyse the EMP 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Popular uprisings will increase

The current global economic and financial crisis will reduce 
development prospects in the Mediterranean for a long period

Gulf Cooperation Council members will facilitate a higher degree  
of South-South economic cooperation in the Mediterranean

Environmental deterioration in the Mediterranean will reach a level 
threatening the living conditions and economic activities of riparian states

Water scarcity will become a major source of conflicts and social tensions 
in the Mediterranean

Women will increasingly participate in the economic, social and 
political life of MPCs

MPCs will sustain the increased level of economic growth achieved 
in the last three years and, in the long term, converge to EU levels 
of income

Population and employment pressures in MPCs will intensify and 
create dramatic social tensions

Irregular migration from originating MPCs to Europe will continue to 
increase whatever control mechanisms the EU may impose

Free movement of goods and workers will create an area of shared 
prosperity and development in the Mediterranean

Increased level of legal and irregular migration will intensify social 
tensions and xenophobia in Europe

Increased level of migration will push for political reforms in the 
Mediterranean Partner Countries

Increased level of migration, economic and human exchanges will 
give way to the emergence of a common Mediterranean identity

Q. 22 What degree of probability do you attribute to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation (within the frameworks of the EMP, ENP 
and UfM) is leading, in the long term, to: 

Q.23 What degree of probability do you attribute to the following potential mid- to long-term hypotheses in the Mediterranean? 



EuroMEd SurvEy



EuroMEd SurvEy

Iv
Set of ReSultS



BLoCK 0
CompoSition of the Sample



167EuroMEd SurvEy

Breakdown of responses by geographical origin: EU-27 and Mediterranean Partner Countries (EMP + UfM)

Breakdown of respondents by region (in %) 

Breakdown of respondents by region (in number of respondents) 

mediterranean eu countries

Rest of eu

maghreb

mashreq

turkey

israel

european non-eu

other

 28%

 25%

 19%

 16%

 3%

 3%

 2%

 5%

 24%

 25%

 21%

 16%

 3%

 3%

 2%

 6%

0 30%

answers 2012

answers 2011

mediterranean eu countries

Rest of eu

maghreb

mashreq

turkey

israel

european non-eu

other

 238

 209

 161

 131

 26

 22

 13

 43

 163

 174

 144

 108

 24

 20

 15

 40

0 250

answers 2012

answers 2011

Others 
2%

MPCs 
45%

EU-27 
53%
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Euromed Survey: comparison 2011 and 2012. Growth of country regions

Breakdown of respondents by type of institution

eu Countries

mediterranean partner Countries

-15%

total Survey

mediterranean eu Countries

Rest of eu

maghreb

mashreq

turkey

israel

european non-eu

 18%

 18%

 17%

 11%

 7%

 8%

 9%

 32%

0% 10% 20% 30%

other
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Respondents by type of institution (% of total respondents) 

academic

nGo

Governmental

think tank

other international organisation

Company (business sector)

media

eu institution 

Diplomatic

political party

trade union

 33.7%

 20.2%

 13.4%

 10.4%

 6.1%

 2.8%

 3.6%

 3.9%

 0.6%

 0.8%

 5.6%

 30.7%

 19.8%

 15.8%

 9.4%

 6.1%

 2.0%

 5.4%

 4.1%

 0.3%

 0.7%

 5.7%

0% 40%

2012

2011

Breakdown of respondents by area of specialisation   

political Cooperation and Security  

economic and financial Cooperation

Social, Cultural and human exchanges

migration and Justice affairs

 32%

 48%

 11%

 36%

0%                                100%

Breakdown of respondents by area of specialisation and by region   

eu Countries

mediterranean partner Countries

 10%

 11%

 44%

 52%

 22%

 38%

 44%

 25%

0%                                100%

migration and Justice affairs

Social, Cultural and human exchanges

economic and financial Cooperation

political Cooperation and Security

Respondents could indicate one or two areas of specialisation. these are totals for first and second areas, 

therefore aggregated % add up to more than 100.
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Respondents by age group (%)

Breakdown of respondents by gender

20 to 35

36 to 45

46 to 55

56 to 65

over 66

 11%

 25%

 26%

 22%

 16%

0%           30%           

Breakdown of respondents by gender and regional groups

maghreb

mashreq

Rest of eu

mediterranean eu countries

european non-eu

65%

 63%

 50%

79% 21%

 35%

 35%

 37%

 50%

 65%

0%           100%           

male female
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Q.1 How would you assess the prospects of deep and sustainable democracy in the following countries? 

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Very improbable Very probable Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Algeria
21 62 101 129 149 112 89 58 24 2 9 756 88 843
3% 8% 13% 17% 20% 15% 12% 8% 3% 0% 1% 100% 10%

Egypt
19 28 68 130 140 157 113 66 73 22 6 822 23 843
2% 3% 8% 16% 17% 19% 14% 8% 9% 3% 1% 100% 13%

Jordan
13 17 56 97 130 145 150 111 49 16 4 788 55 843
2% 2% 7% 12% 16% 18% 19% 14% 6% 2% 1% 100% 7%

Lebanon
7 19 34 56 9 142 151 151 96 32 16 799 45 843

1% 2% 4% 7% 12% 18% 19% 19% 12% 4% 2% 100% 5%

Libya
26 76 117 147 118 125 80 48 39 8 4 788 56 843
3% 10% 15% 19% 15% 16% 10% 6% 5% 1% 1% 100% 7%

Morocco
11 15 32 76 113 123 177 119 91 32 10 799 45 843
1% 2% 4% 10% 14% 15% 22% 15% 11% 4% 1% 100% 5%

Occupied Palestinian Territories
32 42 87 97 112 153 96 76 52 36 6 789 55 843
4% 5% 11% 12% 14% 19% 12% 10% 7% 5% 1% 100% 7%

Syria
102 152 137 126 89 69 37 42 13 9 3 779 67 843
13% 20% 18% 16% 11% 9% 5% 5% 2% 1% 0% 100% 8%

Tunisia
10 17 41 57 91 134 125 147 106 59 16 803 41 843
1% 2% 5% 7% 11% 17% 16% 18% 13% 7% 2% 100% 5%

algeria

egypt

Jordan

lebanon

libya

morocco

occupied palestinian territories

Syria

tunisia
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 3.9

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

algeria

egypt

Jordan

lebanon

libya

morocco

occupied palestinian territories

Syria

tunisia

 4.0
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 5.1

 4.9

 5.6

 5.6

 4.7

 3.5

 5.8
 6.7

 4.4

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

euromed Survey 2012

euromed Survey 2011

Assessing the prospects of deep and sustainable democracy in the following countries      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

Assessing the prospects of deep and sustainable democracy in the following countries   
comparing 2011 and 2012 results (average on a scale of 0-10)
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Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in ALGERIA      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in ALGERIA (%)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in ALGERIA (%) algerian respondents

algerian respondents

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

Rest of eu

european non-eu

israel

turkey

 5.2

 4.1

 3.9

 4.0

 3.5

 4.2

 3.9

 4.2

 3.7

 4.1

 4.8

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Very probable 

Don’t know

Very improbable 

10

9
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1
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 1%

 0%
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Don’t know
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10

9
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5
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1

0

 2%

 4%

 9%

 2%

 22%

 11%

 16%

 9%

 9%

 7%

 9%

 2%
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Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in EGYPT      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in EGYPT (%)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in EGYPT (%) egyptian respondents

egyptian respondents

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

Rest of eu

european non-eu

israel

turkey

 4.7

 4.7

 4.7

 4.7

 5.0

 5.0

 4.6

 4.2

 3.7

 4.5

 4.7

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10
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1
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 0%
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 14%
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 0%

 0%

 3%

 0%
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Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in JORDAN      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in JORDAN (%)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in JORDAN (%) Jordanian respondents

Jordanian respondents

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

Rest of eu

european non-eu

israel

turkey

 6.1

 4.7
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Very probable 

Don’t know

Very improbable 

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 7%

 1%

 2%

 6%

 14%

 19%

 18%

 16%

 12%

 7%

 2%

 2%

Very probable 

Don’t know

Very improbable 

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 0%

 4%

 21%

 4%

 13%

 25%

 8%

 17%

 0%

 0%

 4%

 4%



177Rethinking euromed policies in a Changed mediterranean EuroMEd SurvEy

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in LEBANON      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in LEBANON (%)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in LEBANON (%) lebanese respondents

lebanese respondents

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

Rest of eu

european non-eu

israel

turkey

 6.8
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 5.5

 5.0
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Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in LIBYA      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in LIBYA (%)

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

Rest of eu

european non-eu

israel

turkey
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Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in MOROCCO      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in MOROCCO (%) moroccan respondents

moroccan respondents

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

Rest of eu

european non-eu

israel

turkey
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Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in OCCUPIED PALESTINIAN TERRITORIES      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in OCCUPIED PALESTINIAN TERRITORIES (%)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in OCCUPIED PALESTINIAN TERRITORIES (%) palestinian respondents

occupied palestinian t. respondents
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Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in SYRIA      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in SYRIA (%) Syrian respondents
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Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in TUNISIA      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in TUNISIA (%)

Assessing the prospects of sustainable democracy in TUNISIA (%) tunisian respondents
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Mediterranean Partner Countries (MPCs) and New Actors

Q.2 Do you expect the following political actors to play a key, moderate or negligible role in the future Mediterranean landscape?   

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Negligible role Key role Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Mainstream Islamist parties 
12 6 12 24 25 68 71 146 241 119 97 821 22 843
1% 1% 1% 3% 3% 8% 9% 18% 29% 14% 12% 100% 3%

Salafist religious parties 
29 41 68 93 104 133 111 100 63 14 21 777 66 843
4% 5% 9% 12% 13% 17% 14% 13% 8% 2% 3% 100% 8%

Non-Islamist parties
11 9 28 48 70 155 130 135 145 46 39 816 27 843
1% 1% 3% 6% 9% 19% 16% 17% 18% 6% 5% 100% 3%

Expected role of the following political actors in the future Mediterranean landscape      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

mainstream islamist parties 

Salafist religious parties 

non-islamist parties
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Expected role of the following political actors in the future Mediterranean landscape      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

mainstream islamist parties 

Salafist religious parties 
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Expected role of the Islamist parties in the future Mediterranean landscape      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

Expected role of the Salafist religious parties in the future Mediterranean landscape       
(average on a scale of 0 -10)

Expected role of the non-Islamist parties in the future Mediterranean landscape      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)
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Mediterranean Partner Countries (MPCs) and New Actors

Q.2 Do you expect the following political actors to play a key, moderate or negligible role in the future Mediterranean landscape?  
Non-Islamist parties  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Negligible role Key role Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Algeria
13 12 25 49 47 125 122 111 128 43 24 699 144 843
2% 2% 4% 7% 7% 18% 17% 16% 18% 6% 3% 100% 17%

Egypt
12 26 37 89 99 128 132 119 77 47 11 777 66 843
2% 3% 5% 11% 13% 16% 17% 15% 10% 6% 1% 100% 8%

Jordan
9 14 22 42 80 150 154 128 71 41 13 724 119 843

1% 2% 3% 6% 11% 21% 21% 18% 10% 6% 2% 100% 14%

Lebanon
6 8 11 30 42 105 120 157 153 77 31 740 103 843

1% 1% 1% 4% 6% 14% 16% 21% 21% 10% 4% 100% 12%

Libya
15 24 62 82 103 148 109 71 60 31 9 714 129 843
2% 3% 9% 11% 14% 21% 15% 10% 8% 4% 1% 100% 15%

Morocco
7 13 24 47 60 161 120 141 106 49 16 744 99 843

1% 2% 3% 6% 8% 22% 16% 19% 14% 7% 2% 100% 12%

Occupied Palestinian Territories
8 21 46 59 87 131 91 124 94 46 18 725 118 843

1% 3% 6% 8% 12% 18% 13% 17% 13% 6% 2% 100% 14%

Syria
11 36 46 67 66 138 114 97 71 31 16 693 150 843
2% 5% 7% 10% 10% 20% 16% 14% 10% 4% 2% 100% 18%

Tunisia
10 8 21 54 71 127 116 151 106 61 27 752 91 843
1% 1% 3% 7% 9% 17% 15% 20% 14% 8% 4% 100% 11%

Turkey
5 10 24 33 62 112 125 153 136 67 34 761 82 843

1% 1% 3% 4% 8% 15% 16% 20% 18% 9% 4% 100% 10%

Role of non-Islamist parties in the future Mediterranean landscape      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)
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Q.2 Do you expect the following political actors to play a key, moderate or negligible role in the future Mediterranean landscape?  
Salafist religious parties  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Negligible role Key role Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Algeria
51 65 112 106 86 72 46 47 20 6 8 619 224 843
8% 11% 18% 17% 14% 12% 7% 8% 3% 1% 1% 100% 27%

Egypt
23 16 38 74 92 116 126 97 71 40 23 716 127 843
3% 2% 5% 10% 13% 16% 18% 14% 10% 6% 3% 100% 15%

Jordan
34 51 104 119 107 121 59 21 12 9 3 640 202 843
5% 8% 16% 19% 17% 19% 9% 3% 2% 1% 0% 100% 24%

Lebanon
55 94 108 128 75 92 44 27 14 6 3 646 196 843
9% 15% 17% 20% 12% 14% 7% 4% 2% 1% 0% 100% 23%

Libya
29 35 57 92 76 113 85 68 48 17 19 639 203 843
5% 5% 9% 14% 12% 85% 13% 11% 8% 3% 3% 100% 24%

Morocco
46 89 100 136 97 94 49 17 16 7 1 652 193 843
7% 14% 15% 21% 15% 14% 8% 3% 2% 1% 0% 100% 23%

Occupied Palestinian Territories
45 61 84 111 92 76 53 45 38 21 9 635 207 843
7% 10% 13% 17% 14% 12% 8% 7% 6% 3% 1% 100% 25%

Syria
37 39 59 77 81 98 75 58 45 39 13 621 221 843
6% 6% 10% 12% 13% 16% 12% 9% 7% 6% 2% 100% 26%

Tunisia
32 52 72 122 102 107 69 68 30 22 10 686 158 843
5% 8% 10% 18% 15% 16% 10% 10% 4% 3% 1% 100% 19%

Role of Salafist religious parties in the future Mediterranean landscape      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)
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Q.2 Do you expect the following political actors to play a key, moderate or negligible role in the future Mediterranean landscape? 
Mainstream Islamist parties 

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Negligible role Key role Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Algeria
15 23 58 96 91 111 101 92 75 22 10 694 149 843
2% 3% 8% 14% 13% 16% 15% 13% 11% 3% 1% 100% 18%

Egypt
6 1 5 10 15 39 83 161 203 156 103 782 62 843

1% 0% 1% 1% 2% 5% 11% 21% 26% 20% 13% 100% 7%

Jordan
7 6 14 58 83 142 132 133 95 33 8 711 131 843

1% 1% 2% 8% 12% 20% 19% 19% 13% 5% 1% 100% 16%

Lebanon
7 16 41 70 88 156 111 118 76 28 13 724 119 843

1% 2% 6% 10% 12% 22% 15% 16% 10% 4% 2% 100% 14%

Libya
5 6 18 20 55 109 132 143 130 66 33 717 124 843

1% 1% 3% 3% 8% 15% 18% 20% 18% 9% 5% 100% 15%

Morocco
10 12 20 33 79 156 142 122 117 38 13 742 100 843
1% 2% 3% 4% 11% 21% 19% 16% 16% 5% 2% 100% 12%

Occupied Palestinian Territories
3 6 8 25 55 126 118 157 121 78 34 731 112 843

0% 1% 1% 3% 8% 17% 16% 21% 17% 11% 5% 100% 13%

Syria
16 14 17 51 49 105 108 113 125 63 22 683 159 843
2% 2% 2% 7% 7% 15% 16% 17% 18% 9% 3% 100% 19%

Tunisia
9 5 5 28 36 96 123 163 137 103 50 755 89 843

1% 1% 1% 4% 5% 13% 16% 22% 18% 14% 7% 100% 11%

Turkey
7 14 21 43 54 82 65 133 144 136 75 774 71 843

1% 2% 3% 6% 7% 11% 8% 17% 19% 18% 10% 100% 8%

Role of mainstream Islamist parties in the future Mediterranean landscape      
(average on a scale of 0 -10)
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Expected role of the following political actors in ALGERIA (%) 
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Non-Islamist parties
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Expected role of the following political actors in ALGERIA  
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Salafist religious parties
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algerian respondents
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Expected role of the following political actors in EGYPT (%) 
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Expected role of the following political actors in EGYPT  
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Non-Islamist parties

Salafist religious parties

Mainstream Islamist parties

Expected role of the following political actors in JORDAN  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Jordanian respondents
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Expected role of the following political actors in JORDAN (%) 
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Non-Islamist parties

Salafist religious parties

Mainstream Islamist parties

Expected role of the following political actors in LEBANON  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

lebanese respondents

mediterranean partner Countries
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Expected role of the following political actors in LEBANON (%) 
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Non-Islamist parties

Salafist religious parties

Mainstream Islamist parties

Expected role of the following political actors in LIBYA  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Expected role of the following political actors in LIBYA (%) 
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Non-Islamist parties

Salafist religious parties

Mainstream Islamist parties

Expected role of the following political actors in MOROCCO  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

morrocan respondents
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Expected role of the following political actors in MOROCCO (%) 

Non-Islamist parties

Salafist religious parties

Mainstream Islamist parties
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Non-Islamist parties

Salafist religious parties

Mainstream Islamist parties

Expected role of the following political actors in OCCUPIED PALESTIAN TERRITORIES  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Respondents from o. p. territories
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Expected role of the following political actors in OCCUPIED PALESTIAN TERRITORIES (%) 
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Non-Islamist parties

Salafist religious parties

Mainstream Islamist parties

Expected role of the following political actors in SYRIA  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Syrian respondents 

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

Rest of eu

european non-eu

israel 

turkey

 5.7
 2.2

 4.6

 5.3
 4.7

 6.1 

 5.2
 5.1

 6.7

 5.3
 3.9

 5.6

 5.2
 4.0

 5.6

 5.2
 5.5

 6.5

 5.2
 5.4

 6.5

 5.8
 3.7

 5.4

 3.6
 3.6

 5.1

 4.9
 4.7

 5.8

 4.9
 3.8

 6.1

0                1               2                3                4                5               6                7                8                9              10

Non-Islamist parties

Salafist religious parties

Mainstream Islamist parties

Expected role of the following political actors in SYRIA (%) 
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Non-Islamist parties

Salafist religious parties

Mainstream Islamist parties

Expected role of the following political actors in TUNISIA  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

tunisian respondents 

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

Rest of eu

european non-eu

israel 

turkey

 7.2
 3.0

 6.7

 6.1
 4.3

 6.8 

 6.3
 4.7

 7.0

 5.8
 3.8

 6.4

 6.2
 3.8

 6.3

 6.2
 4.8

 7.3

 6.2
4.7

 7.2

 6.0
 3.8

 6.4

 3.8
 4.5

 5.7

 5.4
 4.7

 6.0

 5,1
 3.6

 7,0

0                1               2                3                4                5               6                7                8                9              10

Expected role of the following political actors in TUNISIA (%) 

Non-Islamist parties

Salafist religious parties

Mainstream Islamist parties

Don’t know  11%
 19%

Key role

negligible role

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 8%
 3%

 14%

 14%
 4%

 18%
 20%

 10%
 22%

 15%
 10%

 16%
 17%

 16%
 13%

 9%
 15%

 5%
 7%

 18%
 4%

 3%
 11%

 1%
 1%

 8%
 1%

 1%
 5%

 1%

 3%
 1%

 6%

 11%



197Rethinking euromed policies in a Changed mediterranean EuroMEd SurvEy

Expected role of the following political actors in TURKEY  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

turkish respondents 

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries
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Q.3 Among the new constitutions to be approved in the region, which one of the following deep and sustainable democracy benchmarks 
should be prioritised in the first stages of their implementation?

Please indicate in order of priority:

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)
25 78 97 141 245 257 843

3% 9% 12% 17% 29% 30% 100%

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial
155 173 221 164 94 36 843

18% 21% 26% 19% 11% 4% 100%

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media
212 206 161 141 84 39 843

25% 24% 19% 17% 10% 5% 100%

Free and fair elections
246 186 157 100 84 70 843

29% 22% 19% 12% 10% 8% 100%

Fighting against corruption
65 91 112 145 167 263 843

8% 11% 13% 17% 20% 31% 100%

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
141 111 93 152 168 178 843

17% 13% 11% 18% 20% 21% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)
12 41 44 64 111 112 384

3% 11% 11% 17% 29% 29% 100%

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial
84 80 107 68 27 18 384

22% 21% 28% 18% 7% 5% 100%

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media
70 92 75 73 53 21 384

18% 24% 20% 19% 14% 5% 100%

Free and fair elections
112 72 75 44 45 36 384

29% 19% 20% 11% 12% 9% 100%

Fighting against corruption
41 57 57 72 65 92 384

11% 15% 15% 19% 17% 24% 100%

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
65 42 25 64 83 105 384

17% 11% 7% 17% 22% 27% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)
13 31 49 73 121 137 424

3% 7% 12% 17% 29% 32% 100%

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial
63 84 103 91 68 15 424

15% 20% 24% 21% 16% 4% 100%

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media
126 106 83 60 31 18 424

30% 25% 20% 14% 7% 4% 100%

Free and fair elections
129 106 74 54 30 31 424

30% 25% 17% 13% 7% 7% 100%

Fighting against corruption
20 31 49 68 101 155 424

5% 7% 12% 16% 24% 37% 100%

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
73 66 66 77 74 68 424

17% 16% 16% 18% 17% 16% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

Respondents from European Union Countries

Mediterranean Partner Countries (MPCs) and New Actors
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1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)
25 78 97 141 245 257 843

3% 9% 12% 17% 29% 30% 100%

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial
155 173 221 164 94 36 843

18% 21% 26% 19% 11% 4% 100%

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media
212 206 161 141 84 39 843

25% 24% 19% 17% 10% 5% 100%

Free and fair elections
246 186 157 100 84 70 843

29% 22% 19% 12% 10% 8% 100%

Fighting against corruption
65 91 112 145 167 263 843

8% 11% 13% 17% 20% 31% 100%

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
141 111 93 152 168 178 843

17% 13% 11% 18% 20% 21% 100%

Q.3 Among the new constitutions to be approved in the region, which one of the following deep and sustainable democracy benchmarks 
should be prioritised in the first stages of their implementation?    

Please indicate in order of priority:

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media

Free and fair elections

Fighting against corruption

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
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Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media

Free and fair elections

Fighting against corruption

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
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Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions: Answers as first priority (%)

Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions: Answers as second priority (%)

Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions: Answers as third priority  (%)
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Q.3 Among the new constitutions to be approved in the region, which one of the following deep and sustainable democracy benchmarks 
should be prioritised in the first stages of their implementation?  

Please indicate in order of priority:

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media

Free and fair elections

Fighting against corruption

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
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 29%

 20%
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 20%

 10%

 10%

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media

Free and fair elections

Fighting against corruption

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
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Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions: Answers as fourth priority (%)

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media

Free and fair elections

Fighting against corruption

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
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 17%

 17%

 19%

 18%

 17%

 12%

Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions: Answers as fifth priority (%)

Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions: Answers as sixth priority (%)

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)
25 78 97 141 245 257 843

3% 9% 12% 17% 29% 30% 100%

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial
155 173 221 164 94 36 843

18% 21% 26% 19% 11% 4% 100%

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media
212 206 161 141 84 39 843

25% 24% 19% 17% 10% 5% 100%

Free and fair elections
246 186 157 100 84 70 843

29% 22% 19% 12% 10% 8% 100%

Fighting against corruption
65 91 112 145 167 263 843

8% 11% 13% 17% 20% 31% 100%

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
141 111 93 152 168 178 843

17% 13% 11% 18% 20% 21% 100%
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Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions
Priority for “Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces”

Q.3 Among the new constitutions to be approved in the region, which one of the following deep and sustainable democracy benchmarks 
should be prioritised in the first stages of their implementation?

Please indicate in order of priority:

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
141 111 93 152 168 178 843

17% 13% 11% 18% 20% 21% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
65 42 25 64 83 105 384

17% 11% 7% 17% 22% 27% 100%

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Establishment of democratic control over armed and security forces
73 66 66 77 74 68 424

17% 16% 16% 18% 17% 16% 100%

Respondents from European Union Countries

EU Countries

Mediterranean Partner Countries

Total Survey
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Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions
Priority for “Fighting against corruption”

Q.3 Among the new constitutions to be approved in the region, which one of the following deep and sustainable democracy benchmarks 
should be prioritised in the first stages of their implementation?

Please indicate in order of priority:

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Fighting against corruption
65 91 112 145 167 263 843

8% 11% 13% 17% 20% 31% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Fighting against corruption
41 57 57 72 65 92 384

11% 15% 15% 19% 17% 24% 100%

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Fighting against corruption
20 31 49 68 101 155 424

5% 7% 12% 16% 24% 37% 100%

Respondents from European Union Countries

EU Countries

Mediterranean Partner Countries

Total Survey
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Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions
Priority for “Free and fair elections”

Q.3 Among the new constitutions to be approved in the region, which one of the following deep and sustainable democracy benchmarks 
should be prioritised in the first stages of their implementation?

Please indicate in order of priority:

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Free and fair elections
246 186 157 100 84 70 843

29% 22% 19% 12% 10% 8% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Free and fair elections
112 72 75 44 45 36 384

29% 19% 20% 11% 12% 9% 100%

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Free and fair elections
129 106 74 54 30 31 424

30% 25% 17% 13% 7% 7% 100%

Respondents from European Union Countries

EU Countries

Mediterranean Partner Countries

Total Survey
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Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions
Priority for “Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media”

Q.3 Among the new constitutions to be approved in the region, which one of the following deep and sustainable democracy benchmarks 
should be prioritised in the first stages of their implementation?

Please indicate in order of priority:

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media
212 206 161 141 84 39 843

25% 24% 19% 17% 10% 5% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media
70 92 75 73 53 21 384

18% 24% 20% 19% 14% 5% 100%

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Freedom of association, expression and assembly, free press and media
126 106 83 60 31 18 424

30% 25% 20% 14% 7% 4% 100%

Respondents from European Union Countries

EU Countries

Mediterranean Partner Countries

Total Survey
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Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions
Priority for “Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial”

Q.3 Among the new constitutions to be approved in the region, which one of the following deep and sustainable democracy benchmarks 
should be prioritised in the first stages of their implementation?

Please indicate in order of priority:

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial
155 173 221 164 94 36 843

18% 21% 26% 19% 11% 4% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial
84 80 107 68 27 18 384

22% 21% 28% 18% 7% 5% 100%

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Rule of law administered by an independent judiciary and right to a fair trial
63 84 103 91 68 15 424

15% 20% 24% 21% 16% 4% 100%

Respondents from European Union Countries

EU Countries

Mediterranean Partner Countries

Total Survey
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Benchmarks that should be prioritised in the first stages of the implementation of new constitutions
Priority for “Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)”

Q.3 Among the new constitutions to be approved in the region, which one of the following deep and sustainable democracy benchmarks 
should be prioritised in the first stages of their implementation?

Please indicate in order of priority:

EU Countries

Mediterranean Partner Countries

Total Survey
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9%

12%
11%

12%

17% 17% 17%

29% 29% 29%

32%

29%
30%

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)
25 78 97 141 245 257 843

3% 9% 12% 17% 29% 30% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)
12 41 44 64 111 112 384

3% 11% 11% 17% 29% 29% 100%

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th Total

Security and law enforcement sector reform (including the police)
13 31 49 73 121 137 424

3% 7% 12% 17% 29% 32% 100%

Respondents from European Union Countries
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Mediterranean Partner Countries (MPCs) and New Actors

Q.4 How would you assess the probability that democratisation, new political actors and new constitutions will reshape the MPCs’ foreign 
policies in the region?

Probability that democratisation, new political actors and new constitutions will reshape the MPCs’ foreign policies in the region 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Probability that democratisation, new political actors and new constitutions will reshape the MPCs’ foreign policies in the region (%)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries
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European non-EU
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
10 8 21 34 63 120 151 159 163 61 28 818 25 843
1% 1% 3% 4% 8% 15% 18% 19% 20% 7% 3% 100% 3%
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Q.4 b Concerning the reshaped foreign policy in the region, how would you assess the probability that: 

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Egypt will once again act as an 
essential broker in the region

14 9 22 49 71 91 118 192 149 72 30 817 26 843

2% 1% 3% 6% 9% 11% 4% 24% 18% 9% 4% 100% 3%

Intra-Arab countries’ relationships  
will become closer

24 14 48 77 106 137 147 129 83 34 10 809 34 843

3% 2% 6% 10% 13% 17% 18% 16% 10% 4% 1% 100% 4%

Islamism will determine foreign  
policies and alliances

11 19 31 68 96 163 149 129 99 37 16 818 25 843

1% 2% 4% 8% 12% 20% 18% 16% 12% 5% 2% 100% 3%

Pragmatism will be more important 
than ideology 

14 19 41 67 81 103 123 171 110 56 24 809 34 843

2% 2% 5% 8% 10% 13% 15% 21% 14% 7% 3% 100% 4%

Prospects for advancing on  
the peace process will decline 

13 18 30 66 102 199 109 95 95 45 17 789 54 843

2% 2% 4% 8% 13% 25% 14% 12% 12% 6% 2% 100% 6%

Importance of regional organisations 
(League of Arab States, Gulf  
Cooperation Council) will increase

16 26 50 70 111 146 137 111 83 41 17 808 35 843

2% 3% 6% 9% 14% 18% 17% 14% 10% 5% 2% 100% 4%

Relations with Israel will remain 
unchanged 

16 36 50 81 78 132 93 69 104 77 47 783 60 843

2% 5% 6% 10% 10% 17% 12% 9% 13% 10% 6% 100% 7%

Concerning the reshaped foreign policy in the region, how would you assess the probability that:   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Egypt will once again act as an essential broker  
in the region

Intra-Arab countries’ relationships will  
become closer

Islamism will determine foreign policies  
and alliances

Pragmatism will be more important than ideology 

Prospects for advancing on the peace process  
will decline 

Importance of regional organisations (League of 
Arab States, Gulf Cooperation Council) will increase

Relations with Israel will remain unchanged 
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Q.4 b Concerning the reshaped foreign policy in the region, how would you assess the probability that:

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Egypt will once again act as an essential broker in the region 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Egypt will once again act as an essential broker in the region (%)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 6.3

 5.4

 6.4

 6.9

 6.4

 6.3

 6.0

 6.6

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Egypt will once again act as an  
essential broker in the region

14 9 22 49 71 91 118 192 149 72 30 817 26 843

2% 1% 3% 6% 9% 11% 14% 24% 18% 9% 4% 100% 3% 100%
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Q.4 b Concerning the reshaped foreign policy in the region, how would you assess the probability that:

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Intra-Arab countries’ relationships will become closer  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Intra-Arab countries’ relationships will become closer (%)
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Intra-Arab countries’ relationships  
will become closer

24 14 48 77 106 137 147 129 83 34 10 809 34 843

3% 2% 6% 10% 13% 17% 18% 16% 10% 4% 1% 100% 4% 100%

Very high probability

Don’t know

No probability

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 4%

 1%

 4%

 10%

 16%

 18%

 17%

 13%

 10%

 6%

 2%

 3%



211Rethinking Euromed Policies in a Changed Mediterranean EuroMEd SurvEy

Q.4 b Concerning the reshaped foreign policy in the region, how would you assess the probability that:

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Islamism will determine foreign policies and alliances  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Islamism will determine foreign policies and alliances (%)
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Islamism will determine foreign  
policies and alliances

11 19 31 68 96 162 149 129 99 37 16 817 26 843

1% 2% 4% 8% 12% 20% 18% 16% 12% 5% 2% 100% 3% 100%

Very high probability

Don’t know

No probability

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 3%

 2%

 5%

 12%

 16%

 18%

 20%

 12%

 8%

 4%

 2%

 1%
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Q.4 b Concerning the reshaped foreign policy in the region, how would you assess the probability that:

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Pragmatism will be more important than ideology   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Pragmatism will be more important than ideology (%)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 5.8

 6.0

 6.3

 5.8

 5.5

 5.4

 6.0

 5.6

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Pragmatism will be more important 
than ideology 

14 19 41 67 81 103 123 171 110 56 24 809 34 843

2% 2% 5% 8% 10% 13% 15% 21% 14% 7% 3% 100% 4% 100%

Very high probability

Don’t know

No probability

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 4%

 3%

 7%

 14%

 21%

 15%

 13%

 10%

 8%

 5%

 2%

 2%
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Q.4 b Concerning the reshaped foreign policy in the region, how would you assess the probability that:

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Prospects for advancing on the peace process will decline   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Prospects for advancing on the peace process will decline (%)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 5.5

 5.1

 5.4

 5.5

 5.6

 6.1

 5.4

 5.5

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Prospects for advancing on the 
peace process will decline 

13 18 30 66 102 199 109 95 95 45 17 789 54 843

2% 2% 4% 8% 13% 25% 14% 12% 12% 6% 2% 100% 6% 100%

Very high probability

Don’t know

No probability

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 6%

 2%

 6%

 12%

 12%

 14%

 25%

 13%

 8%

 4%

 2%

 2%
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Q.4 b Concerning the reshaped foreign policy in the region, how would you assess the probability that:

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Importance of regional organisations (League of Arab States, 
Gulf Cooperation Council) will increase  (average on a scale of 0-10)

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Importance of regional organisations (League of Arab States, 
Gulf Cooperation Council) will increase (%)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 5.3

 4.4

 4.7

 5.9

 5.8

 6.0

 4.8

 5.8

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Importance of regional organisations 
(League of Arab States, Gulf  
Cooperation Council) will increase

16 26 50 70 111 146 137 111 83 41 17 808 35 843

2% 3% 6% 9% 14% 18% 17% 14% 10% 5% 2% 100% 4% 100%

Very high probability

Don’t know

No probability

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 4%

 2%

 5%

 10%

 14%

 17%

 18%

 14%

 9%

 6%

 3%

 2%
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Q.4 b Concerning the reshaped foreign policy in the region, how would you assess the probability that:

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Relations with Israel will remain unchanged  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Reshaped MPCs’ foreign policies in the region: Relations with Israel will remain unchanged (%)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 5.6

 4.6

 6.3

 5.9

 5.7

 6.2

 5.6

 5.8

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Relations with Israel will remain 
unchanged

16 35 50 81 79 132 93 69 104 77 47 783 60 843

2% 4% 6% 10% 10% 17% 12% 9% 13% 10% 6% 100% 7% 100%

Very high probability

Don’t know

No probability

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 7%

 6%

 10%

 13%

 9%

 12%

 17%

 10%

 10%

 6%

 4%

 2%
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Assessing the EU’s future role in MPCs compared to other external and regional actors 
(the graph  below shows the eu’s relative capacity to influence regional developments compared to other actors)

united states of america

Turkey

saudi arabia

russia

iran

China

arab league

 9%35%

 8%53%

 10%

65%

47%

59% 41%

 9%34% 66%

 12%40% 60%

 10%

 8%

36%

46%

64%

54%

don’t know %25%0% 50% 75% 100%

  Less Impact   More Impact   Dkn

Towards a Multipolar Neighbourhood

Q.5 How would you assess the EU’s future role in the Mediterranean Partner Countries compared to other external and regional actors?  
Will the EU have more or less impact on regional developments compared to:

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Less Impact More Impact Total* Dkn Total**

Arab League 356 418 774 69 843
46% 54% 100% 8%

China 271 485 756 87 843
36% 64% 100% 10%

Iran 299 446 745 98 843
40% 60% 100% 12%

Russia 260 503 763 80 843
34% 66% 100% 9%

Saudi Arabia 449 308 757 86 843
59% 41% 100% 10%

Turkey 365 410 775 68 843
47% 53% 100% 8%

United States of America 503 268 771 72 843
65% 35% 100% 9%
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Assessing the EU’s future role in MPCs compared to other external and regional actors. Comparing 2011 and 2012 survey results
(the graph  below shows the eu’s relative capacity to influence regional developments compared to other actors)

arab league 2011

arab league 2012

China 2011

China 2012

iran 2011

iran 2012

russia 2011

russia 2012

saudi arabia 2011

saudi arabia 2012

Turkey 2011

Turkey 2012

united states of america 2011

united states of america 2012
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 17%64%
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Q.5 How would you assess the EU’s future role in the Mediterranean Partner Countries compared to other external and regional actors?  
Will the EU have more or less impact on regional developments compared to:

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Less Impact More Impact Total* Dkn Total**

Arab League 151 201 354 30 384
43% 57% 100% 8%

China 131 219 350 34 384
37% 63% 100% 9%

Iran 145 198 343 41 384
42% 58% 100% 11%

Russia 141 204 345 39 384
41% 59% 100% 10%

Saudi Arabia 194 159 353 31 384
55% 45% 100% 8%

Turkey 148 210 358 25 384
41% 59% 100% 7%

United States of America 215 142 357 27 384
60% 40% 100% 7%

MPC respondents

Assessing  the EU’s future role in the Mediterranean Partner Countries compared to other external and regional actors.  Will the EU have more 
or less impact on regional developments compared to: (mpC respondents)

united states of america

Turkey

saudi arabia

russia

iran

China

arab league

 7%40%

 7%59%

 8%

60%

41%

55% 45%

 10%41% 59%

 11%42% 58%

 9%

 8%

37%
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63%
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Q.5 How would you assess the EU’s future role in the Mediterranean Partner Countries compared to other external and regional actors?  
Will the EU have more or less impact on regional developments compared to:

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Less Impact More Impact Total* Dkn Total**

Arab League 173 123 296 46 342
58% 42% 100% 13%

China 99 195 294 48 342
34% 66% 100% 14%

Iran 82 200 282 60 342
29% 71% 100% 18%

Russia 56 242 298 44 342
19% 81% 100% 13%

Saudi Arabia 163 120 283 59 342
58% 42% 100% 17%

Turkey 194 110 304 38 342
64% 36% 100% 11%

United States of America 173 109 282 60 342
61% 39% 100% 18%

EU respondents

Assessing  the EU’s future role in the Mediterranean Partner Countries compared to other external and regional actors.  Will the EU have more 
or less impact on regional developments compared to: (mpC respondents)

united states of america

Turkey

saudi arabia

russia

iran

China

arab league

 18%39%

 11%36%

 17%

61%

64%

58% 42%

 13%19% 81%

 18%29% 71%

 14%

 13%

34%

58%
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42%

don’t know %25%0% 50% 75% 100%
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Towards a Multipolar Neighbourhood

Q.6 In the framework of a multipolar scenario, what will be the EU’s influence regarding the following aspects:   

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Progressively less significant Increasingly more significant Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

The EU as a promoter of a 
strengthened Euro-Mediterranean 
regional integration

8 18 29 81 70 148 135 152 122 39 27 829 14 843

1% 2% 3% 10% 8% 18% 16% 18% 15% 5% 3% 100% 2%

The EU as a major trading  
and economic partner for MPCs

3 4 14 31 49 103 137 220 167 65 36 829 14 843

0% 0% 2% 4% 6% 12% 17% 27% 20% 8% 4% 100% 2%

The EU as a peace broker  
in the region

23 35 77 96 101 168 119 93 69 32 13 826 17 843

3% 4% 9% 12% 12% 20% 14% 11% 8% 4% 2% 100% 2%

The EU as a driver of the rule  
of law and governance reform  

17 19 45 73 91 154 115 133 97 59 21 824 19 843

2% 2% 5% 9% 11% 19% 14% 16% 12% 7% 3% 100% 2%

EU’s influence regarding the following aspects:    
(average on a scale of 0-10)

The eu as a promoter of a strengthened  
euro-mediterranean regional integration

The eu as a major trading and  
economic partner for mpCs

The eu as a peace broker in the region

The eu as a driver of the rule of law  
and governance reform  

 6.6

 5.8

 5.6

 4.9

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10
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Q.6 In the framework of a multipolar scenario, what will be the EU’s influence regarding the following aspects:   

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Progressively less significant Increasingly more significant Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

The EU as a promoter of a 
strengthened Euro-Mediterranean 
regional integration

8 18 29 81 70 148 135 152 122 39 27 829 14 843

1% 2% 3% 10% 8% 18% 16% 18% 15% 5% 3% 100% 2%

EU’s influence regarding the following aspect: The EU as a promoter of a strengthened Euro-Mediterranean regional integration (%)

increasingly more significant

don’t know

progressively less significant
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EU’s influence regarding the following aspect: The EU as a promoter of a strengthened Euro-Mediterranean regional integration   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

survey mean
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mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

rest of eu

european non-eu
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EU’s influence regarding the following aspect: The EU as a major trading and economic partner for MPCs (%)

EU’s influence regarding the following aspect: The EU as a major trading and economic partner for MPCs   
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Q.6 In the framework of a multipolar scenario, what will be the EU’s influence regarding the following aspects:   

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Progressively less significant Increasingly more significant Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

The EU as a major trading  
and economic partner for MPCs

3 4 14 31 49 103 137 220 167 65 36 829 14 843

0% 0% 2% 4% 6% 12% 17% 27% 20% 8% 4% 100% 2%

don’t know
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EU’s influence regarding the following aspect: The EU as a peace broker in the region (%)

EU’s influence regarding the following aspect: The EU as a peace broker in the region  
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Q.6 In the framework of a multipolar scenario, what will be the EU’s influence regarding the following aspects:   

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Progressively less significant Increasingly more significant Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

The EU as a peace broker  
in the region

23 35 77 96 101 168 119 93 69 32 13 826 17 843

3% 4% 9% 12% 12% 20% 14% 11% 8% 4% 2% 100% 2%
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EU’s influence regarding the following aspect: The EU as a driver of the rule of law and governance reform (%)

EU’s influence regarding the following aspect: The EU as a driver of the rule of law and governance reform    
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Q.6 In the framework of a multipolar scenario, what will be the EU’s influence regarding the following aspects:   

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Progressively less significant Increasingly more significant Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

The EU as a driver of the rule  
of law and governance reform  

17 19 45 73 91 154 115 133 97 59 21 824 19 843

2% 2% 5% 9% 11% 19% 14% 16% 12% 7% 3% 100% 2%
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Towards a Multipolar Neighbourhood

Q.7 Which role should the EU play with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Remain neutral

Remain cautious and 
work on the basis of 

the demands emanat-
ing from MPCs

Be very pro-active  
and interventionist

The EU should make 
its influence felt to 

avoid the takeover by 
extremist parties

Total* Dkn Total**

Algeria
157 369 102 127 755 88 843
21% 49% 14% 17% 100% 10%

Egypt
107 318 146 231 802 41 843
13% 40% 18% 29% 100% 5%

Jordan
152 354 150 119 775 68 843
20% 46% 19% 15% 100% 8%

Lebanon
138 339 166 140 783 60 843
18% 43% 21% 18% 100% 7%

Libya
91 287 175 220 773 70 843

12% 37% 23% 28% 100% 8%

Morocco
132 367 173 116 788 55 843
17% 47% 22% 15% 100% 7%

Occupied Palestinian Territories
101 231 273 175 780 63 843
13% 30% 35% 22% 100% 7%

Syria
98 185 222 270 775 68 843

13% 24% 29% 35% 100% 8%

Tunisia
102 311 174 204 791 52 843
13% 39% 22% 26% 100% 6%

Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries  

Tunisia

syria

occupied palestinian Territories

morocco

libya

lebanon

Jordan

egypt

algeria

13% 39%  6%22%  26%

13% 24%  8%29%  35%

13% 30%  7%35%  22%

17% 47%  7%22%  15%

12% 37%  8%23%  28%

18% 43%  7%21%  18%

20% 46%  8%19%  15%

13% 40%  5%18%  29%

21% 49%  10%14%  17%

0%           100%     don’t know

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from mpCs

The eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties
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Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries
Comparing 2011 and 2012 results  

Tunisia 2012

Tunisa 2011

syria 2012

syria 2011

occupied palestinian Territories 2012

occupied palestinian Territories 2011

morocco 2012

morocco 2011

libya 2012

libya 2011

lebanon 2012

lebanon 2011

Jordan 2012

Jordan 2011

egypt 2012

egypt 2011

algeria 2012

algeria 2011

13% 39%  6%22%  26%

15% 44%  8%21%  20%

13% 24%  8%29%  35%

11% 31%  9%34%  25%

13% 30%  7%35%  22%

12% 32%  8%34%  22%

17% 47%  8%22%  15%

17% 48%  9%20%  15%

12% 37%  8%23%  28%

18% 48%  10%18%  16%

11% 34%  7%23%  32%

13% 39%  5%18%  29%

18% 43%  8%21%  18%

12% 41%  5%16%  30%

19% 46%  11%20%  15%

21% 49%  10%14%  17%

20% 46%  8%19%  15%

17% 46%  13%18%  19%

0%           100%     don’t know

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from mpCs

The eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties
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Q.7 Which role should the EU play with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries?

Q.7 Which role should the EU play with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Remain neutral

Remain cautious and 
work on the basis of 

the demands emanat-
ing from MPCs

Be very pro-active  
and interventionist

The EU should make 
its influence felt to 

avoid the takeover by 
extremist parties

Total* Dkn Total**

Algeria (Survey results) 157 369 102 127 755 88 843
21% 49% 14% 17% 100% 10%

Algeria (Algerian respondents) 12 21 4 9 46 2 48
26% 46% 9% 20% 100% 4%

Remain neutral

Remain cautious and 
work on the basis of 

the demands emanat-
ing from MPCs

Be very pro-active  
and interventionist

The EU should make 
its influence felt to 

avoid the takeover by 
extremist parties

Total* Dkn Total**

Egypt (Survey results) 107 318 146 231 802 41 843
13% 40% 18% 29% 100% 5%

Egypt (Egyptian respondents) 7 13 7 19 46 0 46
15% 28% 15% 41% 100% 0%

Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the MPCs: ALGERIA

algeria (algerian respondents)

algeria (survey results)

26% 46%  4%9%  20%

21% 49%  10%14%  17%

0%           100%     don’t know

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from mpCs

The eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties

Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the MPCs: EGYPT

egypt (egyptian respondents)

egypt (survey results)

15% 28%  0%15%  41%

13% 40%  5%18%  29%

0%           100%     don’t know

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from mpCs

The eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties
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Q.7 Which role should the EU play with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries?

Q.7 Which role should the EU play with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Remain neutral

Remain cautious and 
work on the basis of 

the demands emanat-
ing from MPCs

Be very pro-active  
and interventionist

The EU should make 
its influence felt to 

avoid the takeover by 
extremist parties

Total* Dkn Total**

Jordan (Survey results) 152 354 150 119 775 68 843
20% 46% 19% 15% 100% 8%

Jordan (Jordanian respondents) 3 5 9 6 23 0 23
13% 22% 39% 26% 100% 0%

Remain neutral

Remain cautious and 
work on the basis of 

the demands emanat-
ing from MPCs

Be very pro-active  
and interventionist

The EU should make 
its influence felt to 

avoid the takeover by 
extremist parties

Total* Dkn Total**

Lebanon (Survey results) 139 339 166 140 783 60 843
18% 43% 21% 18% 100% 7%

Lebanon (Lebanese respondents) 2 5 9 7 23 0 23
9% 22% 39% 30% 100% 0%

Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the MPCs: JORDAN

Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the MPCs: LEBANON

Jordan (Jordanian respondents)

Jordan (survey results)

13% 22%  0%39%  26%

20% 46%  8%19%  15%

0%           100%     don’t know

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from mpCs

The eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties

lebanon (lebanese respondents)

lebanon (survey results)

9% 22%  0%39%  30%

18% 43%  7%21%  18%

0%           100%     don’t know

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from mpCs

The eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties



230 set of resultsEurOMEd SurvEy

Q.7 Which role should the EU play with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries?

Q.7 Which role should the EU play with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Remain neutral

Remain cautious and 
work on the basis of 

the demands emanat-
ing from MPCs

Be very pro-active  
and interventionist

The EU should make 
its influence felt to 

avoid the takeover by 
extremist parties

Total* Dkn Total**

Libya (Survey results) 59 142 254 67 522 173 695
11% 27% 49% 13% 100% 25%

Remain neutral

Remain cautious and 
work on the basis of 

the demands emanat-
ing from MPCs

Be very pro-active  
and interventionist

The EU should make 
its influence felt to 

avoid the takeover by 
extremist parties

Total* Dkn Total**

Morocco (Survey results) 132 367 173 116 788 55 843
17% 47% 22% 15% 100% 7%

Morocco (Moroccan respondents) 6 28 4 7 45 1 46
13% 62% 9% 16% 100% 2%

Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries: LIBYA

Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries: MOROCCO

libya (survey results) 12% 37%  8%23%  28%

0%           100%     don’t know

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from mpCs

The eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties

morocco (moroccan respondents)

morocco (survey results)

13% 62%  2%9%  16%

17% 47%  7%22%  15%

0%           100%     don’t know

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from mpCs

The eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties
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Q.7 Which role should the EU play with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries?

Q.7 Which role should the EU play with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Remain neutral

Remain cautious and 
work on the basis of 

the demands emanat-
ing from MPCs

Be very pro-active  
and interventionist

The EU should make 
its influence felt to 

avoid the takeover by 
extremist parties

Total* Dkn Total**

Occupied Palestinian Territories  
(Survey results)

101 231 273 175 780 63 843

13% 30% 35% 22% 100% 7%

Occupied Palestinian Territories  
(Palestinian respondents)

3 1 11 8 23 0 23

13% 4% 48% 35% 100% 0%

Remain neutral

Remain cautious and 
work on the basis of 

the demands emanat-
ing from MPCs

Be very pro-active  
and interventionist

The EU should make 
its influence felt to 

avoid the takeover by 
extremist parties

Total* Dkn Total**

Syria (Survey results) 98 185 222 270 775 68 843
13% 24% 29% 35% 100% 8%

Syria (Syrian respondents) 6 14 3 11 34 0 34
18% 41% 9% 32% 100% 0%

Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries: Occupied Palestinian Territories

Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries: SYRIA

occupied palestinian Territories  
(palestinian respondents)

occupied palestinian Territories  
(survey results)

13% 4%  0%48%  35%

13% 30%  7%35%  22%

0%           100%     don’t know

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from mpCs

The eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties

syria (syrian respondents)

syria (survey results)

18% 41%  0%9%  32%

13% 24%  8%29%  35%

0%           100%     don’t know

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from mpCs

The eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties
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Q.7 Which role should the EU play with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Remain neutral

Remain cautious and 
work on the basis of 

the demands emanat-
ing from MPCs

Be very pro-active  
and interventionist

The EU should make 
its influence felt to 

avoid the takeover by 
extremist parties

Total* Dkn Total**

Tunisia (Survey results) 102 311 174 204 791 52 843
13% 39% 22% 26% 100% 6%

Tunisia (Tunisian respondents) 5 7 4 18 34 0 34
15% 21% 12% 53% 100% 0

Assessment of the EU’s role with regard to domestic developments in the Mediterranean Partner Countries: TUNISIA

Tunisia (Tunisian respondents)

Tunisia (survey results)

15% 21%  0%12%  53%

13% 39%  6%22%  26%

0%           100%     don’t know

remain neutral

be very pro-active and interventionist

remain cautious and work on the basis of the demands emanating from mpCs

The eu should make its influence felt to avoid the takeover by extremist parties
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The Syrian Conflict

Q.8 What degree of probability do you attribute to the following regional and international actors to progressively become a key actor for a 
final resolution to the Syrian conflict? 

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Egypt
45 41 70 81 85 134 132 89 72 19 9 777 66 843
6% 5% 9% 10% 11% 17% 17% 11% 9% 2% 1% 100% 8%

Qatar
19 28 68 130 140 157 113 66 73 22 6 822 23 843
2% 3% 8% 16% 17% 19% 14% 8% 9% 3% 1% 100% 3%

Saudi Arabia
13 17 56 97 130 145 150 111 49 16 4 788 55 843
2% 2% 7% 12% 16% 18% 19% 14% 6% 2% 1% 100% 7%

Turkey
7 19 34 56 95 142 151 151 96 32 16 799 45 843

1% 2% 4% 7% 12% 18% 19% 19% 12% 4% 2% 100% 5%

China
26 76 117 147 118 125 80 48 39 8 4 788 56 843
3% 10% 15% 19% 15% 16% 10% 6% 5% 1% 1% 100% 7%

European Union
11 15 32 76 113 123 177 119 91 32 10 799 45 843
1% 2% 4% 10% 14% 15% 22% 15% 11% 4% 1% 100% 5%

Iran
32 42 87 97 112 153 96 76 52 36 6 789 55 843
4% 5% 11% 12% 14% 19% 12% 10% 7% 5% 1% 100% 7%

United Nations
102 152 137 126 89 69 37 42 13 9 3 779 67 843
13% 20% 18% 16% 11% 9% 5% 5% 2% 1% 0% 100% 8%

United States of America
10 17 41 57 91 134 125 147 106 59 16 803 41 843
1% 2% 5% 7% 11% 17% 16% 18% 13% 7% 2% 100% 5%

egypt

Qatar

saudi arabia

Turkey

China

european union

iran

united nations

united states of america

 4.7

 5.7

 6.1

 6.6

 5.6

 6.0

 5.7

 6.6

 5.0

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Probability attributed to the following regional and international actors to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the
Syrian conflict     
(average on a scale of 0 -10)
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Probability attributed to Egypt to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict (%) 

Very high probability

don’t know

no probability

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 8%

 1%

 9%

 3%

 11%

 17%

 17%

 11%

 10%

 9%

 5%

 6%

Probability attributed to Egypt to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict    
(average on a scale of 0-10) 

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

rest of eu

european non-eu

israel

Turkey

 5.9

 5.7

 5.7

 5.6

 6.0

 5.9

 5.9

 4.1

 4.9

 5.9

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10
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Probability attributed to Qatar to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict (%) 

Very high probability

don’t know

no probability

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 12%

 4%

 12%

 7%

 21%

 15%

 14%

 7%

 9%

 5%

 2%

 4%

Probability attributed to Qatar to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

rest of eu

european non-eu

israel

Turkey

 4.5

 5.0

 4.7
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 5.6

 3.0
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Probability attributed to Saudi Arabia to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict (%) 

Very high probability

don’t know

no probability
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 4%

Probability attributed to Saudi Arabia to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict    
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

rest of eu

european non-eu

israel

Turkey
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Probability attributed to Turkey to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict  (%) 

Very high probability

don’t know

no probability

10
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Probability attributed to Turkey to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict    
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean partner Countries

eu-27

survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean eu Countries

rest of eu

european non-eu
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Turkey
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Probability attributed to China to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict  (%) 

Very high probability

don’t know

no probability
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Probability attributed to China to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict    
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean partner Countries
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mediterranean eu Countries
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european non-eu
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Turkey
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Probability attributed to the European Union to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict (%) 
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Probability attributed to the European Union to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict   
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Probability attributed to Iran to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict (%) 

Very high probability

don’t know

no probability
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Probability attributed to Iran to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean partner Countries
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mediterranean eu Countries
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european non-eu
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Probability attributed to the United Nations to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Probability attributed to United Nations to the progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict (%) 
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Probability attributed to the United States of America to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict (%) 
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Probability attributed to the United States of America to progressively become a key actor for a final resolution to the Syrian conflict  
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Euromed Region 

Q.9 Will the Arab Spring have in the long term a positive or a negative impact on the Euro-Mediterranean integration process?

 
Q.10 Do you expect the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM) to play in the mid to long term a key, moderate or negligible role in the new frame-
work of the multilateral relations in the region?  

 
Q.11 How do you assess the fact that the UfM northern co-presidency has been transferred to the EU in 2012? 

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Negative impact Positive impact Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

20 15 21 46 49 90 91 178 154 82 49 795 48 843

3% 2% 3% 6% 6% 11% 11% 22% 19% 10% 6% 100% 6%

Negligible role Key role Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

33 45 77 92 85 114 112 89 107 34 15 803 40 843

4% 6% 10% 11% 11% 14% 14% 11% 13% 4% 2% 100% 5%

Negative Positive Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

8 8 24 22 37 129 89 112 90 55 56 630 213 843

1% 1% 4% 3% 6% 20% 14% 18% 14% 9% 9% 100% 25%

Q.9 Will the Arab Spring have in the long term a positive  
or a negative impact on the Euro-mediterranean integration 
process?

Q.10 do you expect the union for the mediterranean (ufm) to 
play in the mid to long term a key, moderate or negligible role in 
the new framework of the multilateral relations in the region?  

Q.11 How do you assess the fact that the ufm northern  
co-presidency has been transferred to the Eu in 2012? 

 5.0

 6.4

 6.4

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Questions on Euromed region
(average on a scale of  0-10)
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Q.9 Will the Arab Spring have in the long term a positive or a negative impact on the Euro-Mediterranean integration process?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Negative impact Positive impact Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

20 15 21 46 49 90 91 178 154 82 49 795 48 843

3% 2% 3% 6% 6% 11% 11% 22% 19% 10% 6% 100% 6%

Impact of the Arab Spring on the Euro-Mediterranean integration process (%) 

Highly adequate

don’t know

Highly inadequate
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Impact of the Arab Spring on the Euro-Mediterranean integration process   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean Partner Countries

Eu-27

Survey mean
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mashreq

mediterranean Eu Countries

rest of Eu

European non-Eu
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Role of the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM) in the new framework of the multilateral relations in the region (%) 
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Role of the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM) in the new framework of the multilateral relations in the region   
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Q.10 Do you expect the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM) to play in the mid to long term a key, moderate or negligible role in the new frame-
work of the multilateral relations in the region?  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Negligible role Key role Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

33 45 77 92 85 114 112 89 107 34 15 803 40 843

4% 6% 10% 11% 11% 14% 14% 11% 13% 4% 2% 100% 5%
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Assessment of UfM northern co-presidency being transferred to the EU in 2012  (%) 
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Q.11 How do you assess the fact that the UfM northern co-presidency has been transferred to the EU in 2012? 

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Negative Positive Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

8 8 24 22 37 129 89 112 90 55 56 630 213 843

1% 1% 4% 3% 6% 20% 14% 18% 14% 9% 9% 100% 25%
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Q.12 How would you classify in order of priority the following issues that were identified in the Communications of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on:  “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” 

Please indicate in order of priority:

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources to support the 
transition to democracy, institution building, supporting civil society and the 
socio-economic needs of countries 

252 294 297 843

30% 35% 35% 100%

Market access – “consider allowing partners that have a fully functioning 
independent judiciary, an efficient public administration and have made 
significant progress towards eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated 
area of the [EU] Internal Market for goods”

320 284 239 843

38% 34% 28% 100%

Mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “Mobility Partnerships”, 
improve “people-to-people contacts” and “labour mobility”, and enhance the 
mobility of “students, researchers and business persons” 

271 265 307 843

32% 31% 36% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources to support the 
transition to democracy, institution building, supporting civil society and the 
socio-economic needs of countries 

125 144 115 384

33% 38% 30% 100%

Market access – “consider allowing partners that have a fully functioning 
independent judiciary, an efficient public administration and have made 
significant progress towards eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated 
area of the [EU] Internal Market for goods”

131 131 122 384

34% 34% 32% 100%

Mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “Mobility Partnerships”, 
improve “people-to-people contacts” and “labour mobility”, and enhance the 
mobility of “students, researchers and business persons” 

128 109 147 384

33% 28% 38% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources to support the 
transition to democracy, institution building, supporting civil society and the 
socio-economic needs of countries 

124 137 163 424

29% 32% 38% 100%

Market access – “consider allowing partners that have a fully functioning 
independent judiciary, an efficient public administration and have made 
significant progress towards eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated 
area of the [EU] Internal Market for goods”

170 142 112 424

40% 33% 26% 100%

Mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “Mobility Partnerships”, 
improve “people-to-people contacts” and “labour mobility”, and enhance the 
mobility of “students, researchers and business persons” 

131 145 148 424

40% 33% 26% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

Respondents from European Union Countries

Euromed Region
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Q.12 How would you classify in order of priority the following issues that were identified in the Communications of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on:  “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” 

Please indicate in order of priority:

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources to support the 
transition to democracy, institution building, supporting civil society and the 
socio-economic needs of countries 

252 294 297 843

30% 35% 35% 100%

Market access – “consider allowing partners that have a fully functioning 
independent judiciary, an efficient public administration and have made 
significant progress towards eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated 
area of the [EU] Internal Market for goods”

320 284 239 843

38% 34% 28% 100%

Mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “Mobility Partnerships”, 
improve “people-to-people contacts” and “labour mobility”, and enhance the 
mobility of “students, researchers and business persons” 

271 265 307 843

32% 31% 36% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:   
“A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” (answers as first priority in %) 

money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources 
to support the transition to democracy, institution building, 
supporting civil society and the socio-economic needs of 
countries 

market access – “consider allowing partners that have a 
fully functioning independent judiciary, an efficient public 
administration and have made significant progress towards 
eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated area of the  
[Eu] internal market for goods” 

mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “mobility 
Partnerships”, improve “people-to-people contacts” and  
“labour mobility”, and enhance the mobility of “students, 
researchers and business persons”  

 38%

 32%

 30%

0%                                100%

money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources 
to support the transition to democracy, institution building, 
supporting civil society and the socio-economic needs of 
countries 

market access – “consider allowing partners that have a 
fully functioning independent judiciary, an efficient public 
administration and have made significant progress towards 
eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated area of the  
[Eu] internal market for goods” 

mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “mobility 
Partnerships”, improve “people-to-people contacts” and  
“labour mobility”, and enhance the mobility of “students, 
researchers and business persons”  

 28%

 36%

 35%

0%                                100%

money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources 
to support the transition to democracy, institution building, 
supporting civil society and the socio-economic needs of 
countries 

market access – “consider allowing partners that have a 
fully functioning independent judiciary, an efficient public 
administration and have made significant progress towards 
eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated area of the  
[Eu] internal market for goods” 

mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “mobility 
Partnerships”, improve “people-to-people contacts” and  
“labour mobility”, and enhance the mobility of “students, 
researchers and business persons”  

0%                                100%

 34%

 31%

 35%

Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:   
“A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” (answers as second priority in %) 

Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:   
“A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” (answers as third priority in %) 
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Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:   
“A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” Priority for “Money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources to support  
the transition to democracy, institution building, supporting civil society and the socio-economic needs of countries“

Q.12 How would you classify in order of priority the following issues that were identified in the Communications of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on:  “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” 

Please indicate in order of priority: MONEY

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources to support the 
transition to democracy, institution building, supporting civil society and the 
socio-economic needs of countries 

252 294 297 843

30% 35% 35% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources to support the 
transition to democracy, institution building, supporting civil society and the 
socio-economic needs of countries 

125 144 115 384

33% 38% 30% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Money – reallocating/refocusing extra financial resources to support the 
transition to democracy, institution building, supporting civil society and the 
socio-economic needs of countries 

124 137 163 424

29% 32% 38% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

Respondents from European Union Countries

EU Countries

Mediterranean Partner Countries

Total Survey
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30%

35%

40%

0%
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29%

33%
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35%
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Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:   
“A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” Priority for “Market access – consider allowing partners that have a fully 
functioning independent judiciary, an efficient public administration and have made significant progress towards eradicating corruption, 
into the non-regulated area of the [EU] Internal Market for goods” 

Q.12 How would you classify in order of priority the following issues that were identified in the Communications of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on:  “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” 

Please indicate in order of priority: MARKET ACCESS

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Market access – “consider allowing partners that have a fully functioning 
independent judiciary, an efficient public administration and have made 
significant progress towards eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated 
area of the [EU] Internal Market for goods”

320 284 239 843

38% 34% 28% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Market access – “consider allowing partners that have a fully functioning 
independent judiciary, an efficient public administration and have made 
significant progress towards eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated 
area of the [EU] Internal Market for goods”

131 131 122 384

34% 34% 32% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Market access – “consider allowing partners that have a fully functioning 
independent judiciary, an efficient public administration and have made 
significant progress towards eradicating corruption, into the non-regulated 
area of the [EU] Internal Market for goods”

170 142 112 424

40% 33% 26% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

Respondents from European Union Countries

EU Countries

Mediterranean Partner Countries

Total Survey
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Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on: 
“A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” Priority for “Mobility – improve ‘visa facilitation’, conclude ‘Mobility Partnerships’,  
improve ‘people-to-people contacts’ and ‘labour mobility’, and enhance the mobility of ‘students, researchers and business persons’”

Q.12 How would you classify in order of priority the following issues that were identified in the Communications of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on:  “A New Response to a Changing Neighbourhood” 

Please indicate in order of priority: MOBILITY

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “Mobility Partnerships”, 
improve “people-to-people contacts” and “labour mobility”, and enhance the 
mobility of “students, researchers and business persons” 

271 265 307 843

32% 31% 36% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “Mobility Partnerships”, 
improve “people-to-people contacts” and “labour mobility”, and enhance the 
mobility of “students, researchers and business persons” 

128 109 147 384

33% 28% 38% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd Total

Mobility – improve “visa facilitation”, conclude “Mobility Partnerships”, 
improve “people-to-people contacts” and “labour mobility”, and enhance the 
mobility of “students, researchers and business persons” 

131 145 148 424

40% 33% 26% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

Respondents from European Union Countries
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1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Conclude and implement new “Neighbourhood Agreements” as foreseen in 
the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEU) that will establish Deep and 
Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements (DCFTA)  

101 66 96 121 384

26% 17% 25% 32% 100%

Create a “Neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to strengthen the 
capacity of civil society to promote reform and increase public accountability 
in their countries” (€22 million)

144 115 92 33 384

38% 30% 24% 9% 100%

Create a “European Endowment for Democracy” (to “help political parties, 
non-registered NGOs and trade unions and other social partners”)

82 98 91 113 384

21% 26% 24% 29% 100%

Create a European Neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture and Rural 
Development”

58 106 104 116 384

15% 28% 27% 30% 100%

Q.12 How would you classify in order of priority the following issues that were identified in the Communications of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on: “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” 

Please indicate in order of priority:

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Conclude and implement new “Neighbourhood Agreements” as foreseen in 
the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEU) that will establish Deep and 
Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements (DCFTA)  

271 147 210 215 843

32% 17% 25% 26% 100%

Create a “Neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to strengthen the 
capacity of civil society to promote reform and increase public accountability 
in their countries” (€22 million)

288 261 214 80 843

34% 31% 25% 9% 100%

Create a “European Endowment for Democracy” (to “help political parties, 
non-registered NGOs and trade unions and other social partners”)

166 236 193 248 843

20% 28% 23% 29% 100%

Create a European Neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture and Rural 
Development”

119 199 224 301 843

14% 24% 27% 36% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Conclude and implement new “Neighbourhood Agreements” as foreseen in 
the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEU) that will establish Deep and 
Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements (DCFTA)  

159 68 109 88 424

41% 18% 28% 23% 100%

Create a “Neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to strengthen the 
capacity of civil society to promote reform and increase public accountability 
in their countries” (€22 million)

136 138 109 41 424

35% 36% 28% 11% 100%

Create a “European Endowment for Democracy” (to “help political parties, 
non-registered NGOs and trade unions and other social partners”)

78 129 96 121 424

20% 34% 25% 32% 100%

Create a European Neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture and Rural 
Development”

51 87 112 174 424

13% 23% 29% 45% 100%

Respondents from European Union Countries
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Q.12 How would you classify in order of priority the following issues that were identified in the Communications of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on: “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” 

Please indicate in order of priority:

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Conclude and implement new “Neighbourhood Agreements” as foreseen in 
the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEU) that will establish Deep and 
Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements (DCFTA)  

271 147 210 215 843

32% 17% 25% 26% 100%

Create a “Neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to strengthen the 
capacity of civil society to promote reform and increase public accountability 
in their countries” (€22 million)

288 261 214 80 843

34% 31% 25% 9% 100%

Create a “European Endowment for Democracy” (to “help political parties, 
non-registered NGOs and trade unions and other social partners”)

166 236 193 248 843

20% 28% 23% 29% 100%

Create a European Neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture and Rural 
Development”

119 199 224 301 843

14% 24% 27% 36% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

Conclude and implement new “neighbourhood Agreements” 
as foreseen in the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEu) that will 
establish deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements 
(dCFTA) 

Create a “neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to 
strengthen the capacity of civil society to promote reform and 

increase public accountability in their countries” (€22 million) 

Create a “European Endowment for democracy” (to “help 
political parties, non-registered ngos and trade unions and 
other social partners”) 

Create a European neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture 
and rural development”

 34%

 20%

 14%

 32%

0%                                100%

Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:  
“A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” (answers as first priority in %) 
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Conclude and implement new “neighbourhood Agreements” 
as foreseen in the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEu) that will 
establish deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements 
(dCFTA) 

Create a “neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to 
strengthen the capacity of civil society to promote reform and 

increase public accountability in their countries” (€22 million) 

Create a “European Endowment for democracy” (to “help 
political parties, non-registered ngos and trade unions and 
other social partners”) 

Create a European neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture 
and rural development”

 31%

 28%

 24%

 17%

0%                                100%

Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:  
“A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” (answers as second priority in %) 

Conclude and implement new “neighbourhood Agreements” 
as foreseen in the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEu) that will 
establish deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements 
(dCFTA) 

Create a “neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to 
strengthen the capacity of civil society to promote reform and 

increase public accountability in their countries” (€22 million) 

Create a “European Endowment for democracy” (to “help 
political parties, non-registered ngos and trade unions and 
other social partners”) 

Create a European neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture 
and rural development”

 25%

 23%

 27%

 25%

0%                                100%

Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:  
“A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” (answers as third priority in %) 

Conclude and implement new “neighbourhood Agreements” 
as foreseen in the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEu) that will 
establish deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements 
(dCFTA) 

Create a “neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to 
strengthen the capacity of civil society to promote reform and 

increase public accountability in their countries” (€22 million) 

Create a “European Endowment for democracy” (to “help 
political parties, non-registered ngos and trade unions and 
other social partners”) 

Create a European neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture 
and rural development”

 9%

 29%

 36%

 25%

0%                                100%

Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:  
“A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” (answers as fourth priority in %) 
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Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:  
“A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” 
Priority for Conclude and implement new “Neighbourhood Agreements” as foreseen in the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEU) that will establish 
Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements (DCFTA)  

Q.12 How would you classify in order of priority the following issues that were identified in the Communications of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on: “A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” 

Please indicate in order of priority:

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Conclude and implement new “Neighbourhood Agreements” as foreseen 
in the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEU) that will establish Deep and 
Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements (DCFTA)  

271 147 210 215 843

32% 17% 25% 26% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Conclude and implement new “Neighbourhood Agreements” as foreseen 
in the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEU) that will establish Deep and 
Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements (DCFTA)  

101 66 96 121 384

26% 17% 25% 32% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Conclude and implement new “Neighbourhood Agreements” as foreseen 
in the Lisbon Treaty (Article 8 TEU) that will establish Deep and 
Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements (DCFTA)  

159 68 109 88 424

38% 16% 26% 21% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

Respondents from European Union Countries
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Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:  
“A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” 
Priority for Create a “Neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to strengthen the capacity of civil society to promote reform and increase 
public accountability in their countries” 

Q.12 How would you classify in order of priority the following issues that were identified in the Communications of the European Commis-
sion and the High Representative on: “Create a “Neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to strengthen the capacity of civil society to 
promote reform and increase public accountability in their countries”

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Create a “Neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to strengthen the 
capacity of civil society to promote reform and increase public accountability 
in their countries” (€22 million)

288 261 214 80 843

34% 31% 25% 9% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Create a “Neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to strengthen the 
capacity of civil society to promote reform and increase public accountability 
in their countries” (€22 million)

144 115 92 33 384

38% 30% 24% 9% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Create a “Neighbourhood Civil Society Facility”, “designed to strengthen the 
capacity of civil society to promote reform and increase public accountability 
in their countries” (€22 million)

136 138 109 41 424

32% 33% 26% 10% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

Respondents from European Union Countries
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Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:  
“A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” 
Priority for Create a “European Endowment for Democracy” (to “help political parties, non-registered NGOs and trade unions and other 
social partners”)

Q.12 How would you classify in order of priority the following issues that were identified in the Communications of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on: Create a “European Endowment for Democracy” (to “help political parties, non-registered NGOs and trade 
unions and other social partners”)

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Create a “European Endowment for Democracy” (to “help political parties, 
non-registered NGOs and trade unions and other social partners”)

166 236 193 248 843

20% 28% 23% 29% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Create a “European Endowment for Democracy” (to “help political parties, 
non-registered NGOs and trade unions and other social partners”)

82 98 91 113 384

21% 26% 24% 29% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Create a “European Endowment for Democracy” (to “help political parties, 
non-registered NGOs and trade unions and other social partners”)

78 129 96 121 424

18% 30% 23% 29% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

Respondents from European Union Countries
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Classification of priorities identified in the Communications of the European Commission and the High Representative on:  
“A Partnership for Democracy and Shared Prosperity with the Southern Mediterranean” 
Priority for Create a European Neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture and Rural Development”

Q.12 How would you classify in order of priority the following issues that were identified in the Communications of the European Commission 
and the High Representative on: Create a European Neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture and Rural Development”

Please indicate in order of priority:

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Create a European Neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture and Rural 
Development”

119 199 224 301 843

14% 24% 27% 36% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Create a European Neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture and Rural 
Development”

58 106 104 116 384

15% 28% 27% 30% 100%

1st 2nd 3rd 4th Total

Create a European Neighbourhood “Facility for Agriculture and Rural 
Development”

51 87 112 174 424

12% 21% 26% 41% 100%

TOTAL SURVEY

Respondents from Mediterranean Partner Countries 

Respondents from European Union Countries
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Euromed Region 

Q.13 How would you assess the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Not relevant Very relevant Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

More for more approach (only those partners 
willing to embark on political reforms and to 
respect the shared universal values of human 
rights, democracy and the rule of law have 
been offered the most rewarding aspects of 
the EU policy)

3 6 13 23 26 92 86 119 169 129 125 791 52 843

0% 1% 2% 3% 3% 12% 11% 15% 21% 16% 16% 100% 6%

Mutual accountability between  
the EU and its partners

3 6 8 9 34 77 93 168 175 117 101 791 52 843

0% 1% 1% 1% 4% 10% 12% 21% 22% 15% 13% 100% 6%

Partnerships not only with governments 
but also with civil society (e.g. NGOs, 
businesses, academia, media, unions,  
and religious groups)

2 4 3 5 12 46 63 101 193 195 187 811 32 843

0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 6% 8% 12% 24% 24% 23% 100% 4%

Recognition of the special role of women  
in reshaping both politics and society

2 4 7 11 27 51 70 107 147 166 217 809 34 843

0% 0% 1% 1% 3% 6% 9% 13% 18% 21% 27% 100% 4%

Assessing the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

more for more approach (only those partners willing 
to embark on political reforms and to respect the 
shared universal values of human rights, democracy 
and the rule of law have been offered the most 
rewarding aspects of the Eu policy)

mutual accountability between the Eu  
and its partners

Partnerships not only with governments but also 
with civil society (e.g. ngos, businesses,  
academia, media, unions, and religious groups)

recognition of the special role of women  
in reshaping both politics and society

 7.3

 7.3

 8.1

 7.9

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10
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Q.13 How would you assess the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument?

Assessing the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument: More for more approach (%)

Assessing the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument: More for more approach    
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean Partner Countries

Eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean Eu Countries

rest of Eu

European non-Eu

 7.3

 7.5

 7.3

 7.3

 7.2

 7.1

 7.4

 7.2

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers
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 6%

 16%

 16%

 1%

 0%

 21%

 15%

 11%

 12%

 3%

 3%

 2%

Very relevant

not relevant

Not relevant Very relevant Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

More for more approach (only those partners 
willing to embark on political reforms and to 
respect the shared universal values of human 
rights, democracy and the rule of law have 
been offered the most rewarding aspects of 
the EU policy)

3 6 13 23 26 92 86 119 169 129 125 791 52 843

0% 1% 2% 3% 3% 12% 11% 15% 21% 16% 16% 100% 6%

Very relevant

not relevant
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Q.13 How would you assess the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Not relevant Very relevant Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Mutual accountability between  
the EU and its partners

3 6 8 9 34 77 93 168 175 117 101 791 52 843

0% 1% 1% 1% 4% 10% 12% 21% 22% 15% 13% 100% 6%

Assessing the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument: Mutual accountability between 
the EU and its partners (%)

Assessing the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument: Mutual accountability between 
the EU and its partners 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean Partner Countries

Eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean Eu Countries

rest of Eu

European non-Eu

 7.3

 7.6

 7.5

 7.2

 7.2

 6.3

 7.4

 7.2

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10
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Q.13 How would you assess the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Assessing the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument: Partnerships not only with 
governments but also with civil society (%)

Assessing the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument: Partnerships not only with 
governments but also with civil society 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean Partner Countries

Eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean Eu Countries

rest of Eu

European non-Eu

 8.1

 8.1

 7.8

 8.2

 8.2

 8.1

 8.0

 8.2

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10
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 0%
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Not relevant Very relevant Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Partnerships not only with governments 
but also with civil society (e.g. NGOs, 
businesses, academia, media, unions,  
and religious groups)

2 4 3 5 12 46 63 101 193 195 187 811 32 843

0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 6% 8% 12% 24% 24% 23% 100% 4%

Very relevant
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Not relevant Very relevant Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Recognition of the special role of women  
in reshaping both politics and society

2 4 7 11 27 51 70 107 147 166 217 809 34 843

0% 0% 1% 1% 3% 6% 9% 13% 18% 21% 27% 100% 4%

Q.13 How would you assess the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Assessing the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument: Recognition of the special role 
of women in reshaping both politics and society (%)

Assessing the relevance of the principles guiding the renewal of the ENP and its future financial instrument: Recognition of the special role 
of women in reshaping both politics and society 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean Partner Countries

Eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean Eu Countries

rest of Eu

European non-Eu
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Euromed Region 

Q. 14 How do you assess the impact and visibility of the EU’s actions in Mediterranean Partner Countries in 2012?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Very negative Very positive Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Impact of the EU’s actions
8 5 37 46 122 189 148 118 57 33 7 770 73 843

1% 1% 5% 6% 16% 25% 19% 15% 7% 4% 1% 100% 9%

Visibility of the EU’s actions 
9 15 41 113 113 185 144 68 56 26 7 777 66 843

1% 2% 5% 15% 15% 24% 19% 9% 7% 3% 1% 100% 8%

Assessing the visibility and impact of the EU’s actions in Mediterranean Partner Countries in 2012   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

impact of the Eu’s actions

Visibility of the Eu’s actions  5.0
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Very negative Very positive Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Impact of the EU’s actions

8 5 37 46 122 189 148 118 57 33 7 770 73 843

1% 1% 5% 6% 16% 25% 19% 15% 7% 4% 1% 100% 9%

Q. 14 How do you assess the visibility and impact of the EU’s actions in Mediterranean Partner Countries in 2012?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Assessing the impact of the EU’s actions in Mediterranean Partner Countries in 2012 (%)

Assessing the impact of the EU’s actions in Mediterranean Partner Countries in 2012
(average on a scale of  0-10)

mediterranean Partner Countries

Eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean Eu Countries

rest of Eu

European non-Eu
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Very negative Very positive Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Visibility of the EU’s actions 

9 15 41 113 113 185 144 68 56 26 7 777 66 843

1% 2% 5% 15% 15% 24% 19% 9% 7% 3% 1% 100% 8%

Q. 14 How do you assess the visibility and impact of the EU’s actions in Mediterranean Partner Countries in 2012?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Assessing the visibility of the EU’s actions in Mediterranean Partner Countries in 2012 (%)

Assessing the visibility of the EU’s actions in Mediterranean Partner Countries in 2012
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Economic and Financial Dimension

Q.15 The new regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments will probably be:  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Deeper economic relationships  
with the EU

3 8 23 40 67 129 166 186 121 45 13 801 42 843

0% 1% 3% 5% 8% 16% 21% 23% 15% 6% 2% 100% 5%

Increased cooperation with  
the Gulf Cooperation Council 

2 5 14 36 56 98 160 194 135 58 24 782 61 843

0% 1% 2% 5% 7% 13% 20% 25% 17% 7% 3% 100% 7%

Increased Chinese investments 
3 6 13 41 44 114 139 188 161 58 16 783 60 843

0% 1% 2% 5% 6% 15% 18% 24% 21% 7% 2% 100% 7%

Increased role of the USA  
as an economic partner

2 16 25 46 109 149 162 139 104 41 11 804 39 843

0% 2% 3% 6% 14% 19% 20% 17% 13% 5% 1% 100% 5%

Increased Arab regional integration 
(AMU, Agadir, GAFTA)

8 21 36 59 77 131 139 156 88 50 23 788 55 843

1% 3% 5% 7% 10% 17% 18% 20% 11% 6% 3% 100% 7%

New regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments    
(average on a scale of 0-10)

deeper economic relationships with the Eu

increased cooperation with the  
gulf Cooperation Council

increased Chinese investments

increased role of the uSA as an economic partner

increased Arab regional integration  
(Amu, Agadir, gAFTA)
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No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Deeper economic relationships with the EU

3 8 23 40 67 129 166 186 121 45 13 801 42 843

0% 1% 3% 5% 8% 16% 21% 23% 15% 6% 2% 100% 5%

Q.15 The new regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments will probably be: 

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

New regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments: Deeper economic relationships with the EU (%)

New regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments: Deeper economic relationships with the EU
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean Partner Countries

Eu-27

Survey mean

maghreb

mashreq

mediterranean Eu Countries

rest of Eu

European non-Eu
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No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Increased cooperation with  
the Gulf Cooperation Council 

2 5 14 36 56 98 160 194 135 58 24 782 61 843

0% 1% 2% 5% 7% 13% 20% 25% 17% 7% 3% 100% 7%

Q.15 The new regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments will probably be: 

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

New regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments: Increased cooperation with the Gulf Cooperation Council  
(%)

New regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments: Increased cooperation with the Gulf Cooperation Council 
(average on a scale of  0-10)

mediterranean Partner Countries

Eu-27

Survey mean
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mashreq
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rest of Eu

European non-Eu
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No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Increased Chinese investments 

3 6 13 41 44 114 139 188 161 58 16 783 60 843

0% 1% 2% 5% 6% 15% 18% 24% 21% 7% 2% 100% 7%

Q.15 The new regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments will probably be: 

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

New regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments: Increased Chinese investments (%)

New regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments: Increased Chinese investments 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean Partner Countries

Eu-27
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No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Increased role of the USA  
as an economic partner

2 16 25 46 109 149 162 139 104 41 11 804 39 843

0% 2% 3% 6% 14% 19% 20% 17% 13% 5% 1% 100% 5%

Q.15 The new regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments will probably be: 

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

New regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments: Increased role of the USA as an economic partner
(%)

New regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments: Increased role of the USA as an economic partner
(average on a scale of  0-10)
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No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Increased Arab regional integration  
(AMU, Agadir, GAFTA)

8 21 36 59 77 131 139 156 88 50 23 788 55 843

1% 3% 5% 7% 10% 17% 18% 20% 11% 6% 3% 100% 7%

Q.15 The new regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments will probably be: 

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

New regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments: Increased Arab regional integration 
(AMU, Agadir, GAFTA) (%)

New regional economic long-term strategic options of post “Arab Spring” governments: Increased Arab regional integration 
(AMU, Agadir, GAFTA) 
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Economic and Financial Dimension

Q.16 How would you assess the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on:

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No capacity   Very high capacity Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Fighting against corruption 
37 65 89 123 106 94 123 85 46 22 7 797 46 843

5% 8% 11% 15% 13% 12% 15% 11% 6% 3% 1% 100% 5%

Employment
25 53 105 158 155 130 86 50 18 7 4 791 52 843

3% 7% 13% 20% 20% 16% 11% 6% 2% 1% 1% 100% 6%

Wealth redistribution 
24 54 108 133 125 126 94 70 45 10 7 796 47 843

3% 7% 14% 17% 16% 16% 12% 9% 6% 1% 1% 100% 6%

Security
35 52 100 129 112 144 114 55 30 14 5 790 53 843

4% 7% 13% 16% 14% 18% 14% 7% 4% 2% 1% 99% 6%

Developing the tourism industry
86 109 130 142 98 119 55 28 19 10 3 799 44 843

11% 14% 16% 18% 12% 15% 7% 4% 2% 1% 0% 100% 5%

Women’s socio-economic rights 
151 152 116 131 100 79 26 26 12 7 4 804 39 843

19% 19% 14% 16% 12% 10% 3% 3% 1% 1% 0% 100% 5%

Education
69 84 125 124 84 119 86 49 32 13 10 795 48 843

9% 13% 16% 16% 11% 15% 11% 6% 4% 2% 1% 100% 6%

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on:    
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Fighting against corruption 

Employment

Wealth redistribution

Security

developing the tourism industry

Women’s socio-economic rights 

Education
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No capacity   Very high capacity Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Fighting against corruption 

37 65 89 123 106 94 123 85 46 22 7 797 46 843

5% 8% 11% 15% 13% 12% 15% 11% 6% 3% 1% 100% 5%

Q.16 How would you assess the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on:

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Fighting against corruption (%)

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Fighting against corruption 
(average on a scale of  0-10)
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No capacity   Very high capacity Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Employment

25 53 105 158 155 130 86 50 18 7 4 791 52 843

3% 7% 13% 20% 20% 16% 11% 6% 2% 1% 1% 100% 6%

Q.16 How would you assess the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on:

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Employment (%)

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Employment 
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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No capacity   Very high capacity Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Wealth redistribution 

24 54 108 133 125 126 94 70 45 10 7 796 47 843

3% 7% 14% 17% 16% 16% 12% 9% 6% 1% 1% 100% 6%

Q.16 How would you assess the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on:

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Wealth redistribution (%)

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Wealth redistribution 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

mediterranean Partner Countries
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Survey mean
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No capacity   Very high capacity Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Security

35 52 100 129 112 144 114 55 30 14 5 790 53 843

4% 7% 13% 16% 14% 18% 14% 7% 4% 2% 1% 99% 6%

Q.16 How would you assess the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on:

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Security (%)

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Security  
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Q.16 How would you assess the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on:

No capacity   Very high capacity Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Developing the tourism industry

86 109 130 142 98 119 55 28 19 10 3 799 44 843

11% 14% 16% 18% 12% 15% 7% 4% 2% 1% 0% 100% 5%

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Developing the tourism industry (%)

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Developing the tourism industry 
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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No capacity   Very high capacity Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Women’s socio-economic rights 

151 152 116 131 100 79 26 26 12 7 4 804 39 843

19% 19% 14% 16% 12% 10% 3% 3% 1% 1% 0% 100% 5%

Q.16 How would you assess the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on:

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Women’s socio-economic rights (%)

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Women’s socio-economic rights  
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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No capacity   Very high capacity Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Education

69 84 125 124 84 119 86 49 32 13 10 795 48 843

9% 13% 16% 16% 11% 15% 11% 6% 4% 2% 1% 100% 6%

Q.16 How would you assess the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on:

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Education (%)

Assessing the capacity of the new Islamist governments to address the socio-economic demands on: Education 
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Economic and Financial Dimension

Q.17 In your opinion, in what way will the Arab Spring impact the level of Foreign Direct Investment in the region in the next two years 
(country risk)? 

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Less FDI No change More FDI Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Algeria
7 12 32 51 86 341 87 51 24 6 3 700 143 843

1% 2% 5% 7% 12% 49% 12% 7% 3% 1% 0% 100% 17%

Egypt
18 39 70 165 202 82 78 61 22 15 7 759 84 843
2% 5% 9% 22% 27% 11% 10% 8% 3% 2% 1% 100% 10%

Jordan
4 8 17 55 101 297 106 78 34 23 3 726 117 843

1% 1% 2% 8% 14% 41% 15% 11% 5% 3% 0% 100% 14%

Lebanon
5 11 33 52 106 299 98 65 41 11 0 721 122 843

1% 2% 5% 7% 15% 41% 14% 9% 6% 2% 0% 100% 14%

Libya
19 41 41 95 88 79 152 108 62 23 14 722 121 843
3% 6% 6% 13% 12% 11% 21% 15% 9% 3% 2% 100% 14%

Morocco
3 4 6 20 47 227 142 166 84 31 6 736 107 843

0% 1% 1% 3% 6% 31% 19% 23% 11% 4% 1% 100% 13%

Occupied Palestinian Territories
13 23 49 54 82 338 75 37 27 4 2 704 139 843
2% 3% 7% 8% 12% 48% 11% 5% 4% 1% 0% 100% 16%

Syria
137 122 143 87 70 45 41 26 18 15 3 707 136 843
19% 17% 20% 12% 10% 6% 6% 4% 3% 2% 0% 100% 16%

Tunisia
6 29 41 68 122 117 143 109 72 22 8 737 106 843

1% 4% 6% 9% 17% 16% 19% 15% 10% 3% 1% 100% 13%

Turkey
4 2 3 6 21 151 90 136 163 127 32 735 108 843

1% 0% 0% 1% 3% 22% 13% 19% 23% 18% 5% 105% 13%

Israel
25 10 9 13 40 268 87 82 96 60 31 701 142 843
1% 1% 1% 2% 6% 38% 12% 12% 14% 9% 4% 100% 17%

Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in the region in the next two years (country risk)
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Egypt

Jordan
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Algeria in the next two years (country risk)
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Algerian respondents

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Algeria in the next two years (country risk) (%) 

More FDI

No change

Don’t know

Less FDI

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 17%

 0%

 3%

 1%

 7%

 12%

 49%

 12%

 7%

 5%

 2%

 1%



287Rethinking Euromed Policies in a Changed Mediterranean EuroMEd SurvEy

Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Egypt in the next two years (country risk)
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Egyptian respondents
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Egypt in the next two years (country risk) (%) 
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Jordan in the next two years (country risk) 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Jordanian respondents

Mediterranean Partner Countries
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Jordan in the next two years (country risk)  (%) 
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Lebanon in the next two years (country risk)
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Lebanese respondents

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean
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European non-EU
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Lebanon in the next two years (country risk) (%) 
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Libya in the next two years (country risk) 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Libya in the next two years (country risk) (%) 

More FDI

No change

Don’t know

Less FDI

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 14%

 9%

 3%

 2%

 15%

 21%

 11%

 12%

 13%

 6%

 6%

 3%



291Rethinking Euromed Policies in a Changed Mediterranean EuroMEd SurvEy

Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Morocco in the next two years (country risk) 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Moroccan respondents

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Morocco in the next two years (country risk) (%) 
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in the Occupied Palestinian Territories in the next two years (country risk)  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Palestinian respondents

Mediterranean Partner Countries
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in the Occupied Palestinian Territories in the next two years (country risk) (%) 
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Syria in the next two years (country risk)  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Syrian respondents

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Syria the next two years (country risk) (%) 
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Tunisia in the next two years (country risk)  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Tunisian respondents
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Tunisia in the next two years (country risk) (%) 
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Turkey in the next two years (country risk)  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Turkish respondents
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Turkey in the next two years (country risk) (%) 
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Israel in the next two years (country risk)    
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Israeli respondents
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Arab Spring impact on the level of Foreign Direct Investment in Israel in the next two years (country risk) (%) 
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Migration and Mobility

Q.18 Which of the following policies can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region?  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Not at all Very much Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Improve visa facilitation
8 9 13 14 27 67 102 115 179 137 151 822 21 843

1% 1% 2% 2% 3% 8% 12% 14% 22% 17% 18% 100% 2%

Encourage legal labour migration, taking 
into account the labour market needs 
of both sides of the Mediterranean and 
aiming at sustainable development

5 7 14 15 15 60 80 147 208 144 130 825 18 843

1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 7% 10% 18% 25% 17% 16% 100% 2%

Improve “people-to-people contacts”
2 2 10 20 26 107 96 133 172 118 123 809 34 843

0% 0% 1% 2% 3% 13% 12% 16% 21% 15% 15% 100% 4%

Enhance the mobility of “students, 
researchers and business persons”

1 1 2 5 11 28 53 97 185 220 226 829 14 843

0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 3% 6% 12% 22% 27% 27% 100% 2%

MPCs’ capacity building to provide an 
effective, targeted and comprehensive 
solution for irregular and forced 
migration

4 9 12 18 22 60 108 130 192 113 117 785 58 843

1% 1% 2% 2% 3% 8% 14% 17% 24% 14% 15% 100% 7%

Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region in the following aspects:    
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Improve visa facilitation

Encourage legal labour migration, taking 
into account the labour market needs 
of both sides of the Mediterranean and 
aiming at sustainable development

Improve “people-to-people contacts”

Enhance the mobility of “students, 
researchers and business persons”

MPCs’ capacity building to provide an 
effective, targeted and comprehensive 
solution for irregular and forced migration
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 8.4
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Q.18 Which of the following policies can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region?   

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Not at all Very much Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Improve visa facilitation
8 9 13 14 27 67 102 115 179 137 151 822 21 843

1% 1% 2% 2% 3% 8% 12% 14% 22% 17% 18% 100% 2%

Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Improve visa facilitation (%)
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Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Improve visa facilitation   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27
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Q.18 Which of the following policies can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region?  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Not at all Very much Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Encourage legal labour migration, 
taking into account the labour 
market needs of both sides of 
the Mediterranean and aiming at 
sustainable development

5 7 14 15 15 60 80 147 208 144 130 825 18 843

1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 7% 10% 18% 25% 17% 16% 100% 2%

Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Encourage legal labour migration, taking 
into account the labour market needs of both sides of the Mediterranean and aiming at sustainable development (%)
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Not at all
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Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Encourage legal labour migration, taking 
into account the labour market needs of both sides of the Mediterranean and aiming at sustainable development   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU
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Q.18 Which of the following policies can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region?  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Not at all Very much Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Improve “people-to-people contacts”

2 2 10 20 26 107 96 133 172 118 123 809 34 843

0% 0% 1% 2% 3% 13% 12% 16% 21% 15% 15% 100% 4%

Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Improve “people-to-people contacts” (%)
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Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Improve “people-to-people contacts”  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU
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Q.18 Which of the following policies can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region?  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Not at all Very much Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Enhance the mobility of “students, 
researchers and business persons”

1 1 2 5 11 28 53 97 185 220 226 829 14 843

0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 3% 6% 12% 22% 27% 27% 100% 2%

Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Enhance the mobility of “students, 
researchers and business persons” (%)
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Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Enhance the mobility of “students,  
researchers and business persons”  
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean
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European non-EU
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Q.18 Which of the following policies can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region?  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Not at all Very much Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

MPCs’ capacity building to provide an 
effective, targeted and comprehensive 
solution for irregular and forced 
migration

4 9 12 18 22 60 108 130 192 113 117 785 58 843

1% 1% 2% 2% 3% 8% 14% 17% 24% 14% 15% 100% 7%

Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region: MPCs’ capacity building to provide an 
effective, targeted and comprehensive solution for irregular and forced migration (%)
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Policies that can improve the management of human mobility in the Euro-Mediterranean region: MPCs’ capacity building to provide an 
effective, targeted and comprehensive solution for irregular and forced migration 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27
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Rest of EU

European non-EU
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Employment, Youth and Women

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.19 Women  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Expand and improve education 
opportunities for girls and women,  
as a basic right

8 14 30 48 61 126 159 103 95 64 109 817 26 843

1% 2% 4% 6% 7% 15% 19% 13% 12% 8% 13% 100% 3%

Increase the participation of women in 
decision-making including in political, 
social, cultural and economic positions

8 23 36 45 76 111 135 124 101 65 92 816 27 843

1% 3% 4% 6% 9% 14% 17% 15% 12% 8% 11% 100% 3%

Enhancement of women’s image  
in the media

9 21 28 44 87 150 128 97 106 57 83 810 33 843

1% 3% 3% 5% 11% 19% 16% 12% 13% 7% 10% 100% 4%

Eliminate legal discrimination  
against women

14 30 37 55 99 135 110 64 78 82 107 811 32 843

2% 4% 5% 7% 12% 17% 14% 8% 10% 10% 13% 100% 4%

Prevent violence against women
19 35 43 60 67 142 99 84 78 59 127 813 30 843

3% 4% 5% 7% 8% 17% 12% 10% 10% 7% 16% 100% 4%

Future development in the MPCs of women policies    
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Expand and improve education  
opportunities for girls and women,  
as a basic right

Increase the participation of women in 
decision-making including in political, 
social, cultural and economic positions

Enhancement of women’s image  
in the media

Eliminate legal discrimination  
against women

Prevent violence against women
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Expand and improve education 
opportunities for girls and women,  
as a basic right

8 14 30 48 61 126 159 103 95 64 109 817 26 843

1% 2% 4% 6% 7% 15% 19% 13% 12% 8% 13% 100% 3%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Expand and improve education opportunities for girls and 
women, as a basic right (%)
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Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Expand and improve education opportunities for girls and 
women, as a basic right
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean
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Rest of EU

European non-EU
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Increase the participation of women 
in decision-making including 
in political, social, cultural and 
economic positions

8 23 36 45 76 111 135 124 101 65 92 816 27 843

1% 3% 4% 6% 9% 14% 17% 15% 12% 8% 11% 100% 3%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Increase the participation of women in decision-making 
including in political, social, cultural and economic positions (%)

Improvement

No change

Don’t know

Regression

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 3%

 11%

 8%

 12%

 15%

 17%

 14%

 9%

 6%

 4%

 3%

 1%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Increase the participation of women in decision-making 
including in political, social, cultural and economic positions
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 6.2

 6.9

 6.2

 6.4

 6.0

 6.6

 6.4

 6.1

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.19 Women  
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Enhancement of women’s image  
in the media

9 21 28 44 87 150 128 97 106 57 83 810 33 843

1% 3% 3% 5% 11% 19% 16% 12% 13% 7% 10% 100% 4%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Enhancement of women’s image in the media (%)

Improvement

No change

Don’t know

Regression

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 4%

 10%

 7%

 13%

 12%

 16%

 19%

 11%

 5%

 3%

 3%

 1%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Enhancement of women’s image in the media
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 6.1

 6.2

 6.2

 6.4

 5.6

 6.8

 6.2

 6.0

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.19 Women  

Improvement

No change
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Eliminate legal discrimination  
against women

14 30 37 55 99 135 110 64 78 82 107 811 32 843

2% 4% 5% 7% 12% 17% 14% 8% 10% 10% 13% 100% 4%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Eliminate legal discrimination against women (%)

Improvement

No change

Don’t know

Regression

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3
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1

0

 4%

 13%

 10%

 10%

 8%

 14%

 17%

 12%

 7%

 5%

 4%

 2%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Eliminate legal discrimination against women
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 6.0

 6.7

 6.0

 6.3

 5.6

 7.1

 6.3

 5.8

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.19 Women  
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Prevent violence against women
19 35 43 60 67 142 99 84 78 59 127 813 30 843

3% 4% 5% 7% 8% 17% 12% 10% 10% 7% 16% 100% 4%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Prevent violence against women (%)

Improvement

No change

Don’t know

Regression
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9
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 16%
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 10%
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 4%

 3%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Prevent violence against women
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 6.0

 6.8

 6.1

 6.3

 5.5

 6.8

 6.3

 5.7

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.19 Women  
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Employment, Youth and Women

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.20 Youth  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Development of youth policies in the 
different partner countries

3 4 13 22 48 144 189 136 115 64 62 800 43 843

0% 1% 2% 3% 6% 18% 24% 17% 14% 8% 8% 100% 5%

Stimulate and encourage mutual 
understanding between young people 
within the Euro-Mediterranean region 
and fight against stereotypes and 
prejudices

6 6 18 34 58 143 173 113 108 60 83 802 41 843

1% 1% 2% 4% 7% 18% 22% 14% 13% 7% 10% 100% 5%

Integrating young people into productive 
and formal employment

3 5 18 33 59 129 175 100 107 79 90 798 45 843

0% 1% 2% 4% 7% 16% 22% 13% 13% 10% 11% 100% 5%

Participation of young people in the 
development of civil society and 
democracy

5 9 24 18 42 69 147 148 106 125 115 808 35 843

1% 1% 3% 2% 5% 9% 18% 18% 13% 15% 14% 100% 4%

Future development of youth policies in the Euro-Mediterranean region   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Development of youth policies in  
the different partner countries

Stimulate and encourage mutual under-
standing between young people within 
the Euro-Mediterranean region and fight 
against stereotypes and prejudices

Integrating young people into  
productive and formal employment

Participation of young people in  
the development of civil society  
and democracy

 6.4

 6.6

 6.5

 7.0

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Development of youth policies in the 
different partner countries

3 4 13 22 48 144 189 136 115 64 62 800 43 843

0% 1% 2% 3% 6% 18% 24% 17% 14% 8% 8% 100% 5%

Future development of youth policies in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Development of youth policies in the different partner countries (%)

Improvement

No change

Don’t know

Regression
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 8%

 8%

 14%

 17%

 24%

 18%

 6%

 3%

 2%

 1%

 0%

Future development of youth policies in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Development of youth policies in the different partner countries   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 6.5

 7.0

 6.5

 6.8

 6.3

 7.3

 6.7

 6.5

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.20 Youth  

Improvement

No change
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Stimulate and encourage 
mutual understanding between 
young people within the Euro-
Mediterranean region and fight 
against stereotypes and prejudices

6 6 18 34 58 143 173 113 108 60 83 802 41 843

1% 1% 2% 4% 7% 18% 22% 14% 13% 7% 10% 100% 5%

Future development of youth policies in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Stimulate and encourage mutual understanding between young 
people within the Euro-Mediterranean region and fight against stereotypes and prejudices (%)

Improvement

No change

Don’t know

Regression

10

9
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 10%

 7%
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 14%

 22%

 18%

 7%

 4%

 2%

 1%

 1%

Future development of youth policies in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Stimulate and encourage mutual understanding between young 
people within the Euro-Mediterranean region and fight against stereotypes and prejudices   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 6.4

 6.9

 6.5

 6.7

 6.2

 7.1

 6.7

 6.4

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.20 Youth  
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Integrating young people into 
productive and formal employment

3 5 18 33 59 129 175 100 107 79 90 798 45 843

0% 1% 2% 4% 7% 16% 22% 13% 13% 10% 11% 100% 5%

Future development of youth policies in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Integrating young people into productive and formal employment 
(%)

Improvement

No change

Don’t know

Regression
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Future development of youth policies in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Integrating young people into productive and formal employment   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 6.4

 6.9

 6.5

 6.7

 6.2

 7.1

 6.7

 6.4

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.20 Youth  

Improvement

No change
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Participation of young people in the 
development of civil society and 
democracy

5 9 24 18 42 69 147 148 106 125 115 808 35 843

1% 1% 3% 2% 5% 9% 18% 18% 13% 15% 14% 100% 4%

Future development of youth policies in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Participation of young people in the development of civil society 
and democracy (%)

Improvement

No change

Don’t know

Regression
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Future development of youth policies in the Euro-Mediterranean region: Participation of young people in the development of civil society 
and democracy   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 7.0

 7.4

 7.1

 7.1

 6.9

 6.7

 7.2

 6.9

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.20 Youth  
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Employment, Youth and Women

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.21 Employment  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Promoting equal opportunities of 
employment for men and women

10 27 35 45 93 192 114 79 70 50 86 801 42 843

1% 3% 4% 6% 12% 24% 14% 10% 9% 6% 11% 100% 5%

Developing an integrated strategy for 
transforming informal employment into 
formal employment

4 16 27 44 66 207 134 91 85 48 52 774 69 843

1% 2% 3% 6% 9% 27% 17% 12% 11% 6% 7% 101% 8%

Enhancing employability by investing 
in human capital (education and training) 

4 8 32 36 58 124 191 89 73 90 87 792 51 843

1% 1% 4% 5% 7% 16% 24% 11% 9% 11% 11% 100% 6%

Creating decent employment 
opportunities – Better Jobs (through ILO 
standards, by increasing the coverage 
and level of social protection, by 
improving health and safety measures  
in the work environment, etc) 

5 16 26 34 69 160 150 85 77 86 79 787 56 843

1% 2% 3% 4% 9% 20% 19% 11% 10% 11% 10% 100% 7%

Future development of employment policies in the Euro-Mediterranean region:   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Promoting equal opportunities of  
employment for men and women

Developing an integrated strategy  
for transforming informal employment 
into formal employment

Enhancing employability by investing in 
human capital (education and training) 

Creating decent employment  
opportunities - better jobs

 5.9

 6.4

 5.8

 6.3

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Improvement

No change
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Promoting equal opportunities of 
employment for men and women

10 27 35 45 93 192 114 79 70 50 86 801 42 843

1% 3% 4% 6% 12% 24% 14% 10% 9% 6% 11% 100% 5%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Promoting equal employment opportunities for men 
and women (%)

Improvement

No change

Don’t know

Regression
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 24%
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 4%

 3%

 1%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Promoting equal employment opportunities for men 
and women
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 5.8

 6.6

 5.8

 6.1

 5.5

 6.8

 6.1

 5.6

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.21 Employment  
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Developing an integrated strategy  
for transforming informal employment 
into formal employment

4 16 27 44 66 207 134 91 85 48 52 774 69 843

1% 2% 3% 6% 9% 27% 17% 12% 11% 6% 7% 100% 8%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Developing an integrated strategy for transforming informal 
employment into formal employment (%)

Improvement

No change

Don’t know

Regression
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 9%
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 3%

 2%

 1%

Improvement

No change

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Developing an integrated strategy for transforming informal 
employment into formal employment
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 5.9

 6.6

 6.1

 6.0

 5.7

 6.2

 6.2

 5.7

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.21 Employment  



319Rethinking Euromed Policies in a Changed Mediterranean EuroMEd SurvEy

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Enhancing employability by investing 
in human capital (education and 
training) 

4 8 32 36 58 124 191 89 73 90 87 792 51 843

1% 1% 4% 5% 7% 16% 24% 11% 9% 11% 11% 100% 6%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Enhancing employability by investing in human capital 
(education and training) (%)

Improvement

No change

Don’t know

Regression
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 1%

 1%

Future development in the Mediterranean Partner Countries of women policies: Enhancing employability by investing in human capital  
(education and training) 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 6.4

 7.1

 6.5

 6.5

 6.2

 6.8

 6.7

 6.2

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.21 Employment  
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(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

Regression No change                               Improvement Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Creating decent employment 
opportunities – Better Jobs (through 
ILO standards, by increasing 
the coverage and level of social 
protection, by improving health 
and safety measures in the work 
environment, etc) 

5 16 26 34 69 160 150 85 77 86 79 787 56 843

1% 2% 3% 4% 9% 20% 19% 11% 10% 11% 10% 100% 7%

Creating decent employment opportunities – Better Jobs (through ILO standards, by increasing the coverage and level of social protection, 
by improving health and safety measures in the work environment, etc)  (%)

Improvement

No change

Don’t know

Regression

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

 7%

 10%

 11%

 10%

 11%

 19%

 20%

 9%

 4%

 3%

 2%

 1%

Creating decent employment opportunities – Better Jobs (through ILO standards, by increasing the coverage and level of social protection, 
by improving health and safety measures in the work environment, etc) 
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

 6.3

 6.9

 6.3

 6.4

 5.9

 7.1

 6.5

 6.1

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Among the main priorities identified in each dimension, please indicate your opinion on its future development in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries.

Q.21 Employment  
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Prospective and Policy Recommendations

Q.22 What degree of probability do you attribute to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation (within the frameworks of the 
EMP, ENP and UfM) is leading, in the long term, to:  

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

The resolution of conflicts in the region
23 14 26 65 59 150 77 114 134 73 55 790 53 843

3% 2% 3% 8% 7% 19% 10% 14% 17% 9% 7% 100% 6%

The strengthening of democracy 
and respect for human rights in the 
Mediterranean Partner Countries

3 2 8 34 48 128 173 206 135 34 22 793 50 843

0% 0% 1% 4% 6% 16% 22% 26% 17% 4% 3% 100% 6%

A higher level of employment, an 
improvement in living conditions and  
a reduction of poverty in Mediterranean 
Partner Countries

2 12 8 52 77 144 123 176 142 44 30 810 33 843

0% 1% 1% 6% 10% 18% 15% 22% 18% 5% 4% 100% 4%

A reduction of the development gap 
between the North and the South of the 
Mediterranean

19 15 30 58 86 143 147 121 97 39 8 763 80 843

2% 2% 4% 8% 11% 19% 19% 16% 13% 5% 1% 100% 9%

A greater intensity of human exchanges 
between the North and the South of the 
Mediterranean

5 6 22 55 66 128 145 136 123 61 24 771 72 843

1% 1% 3% 7% 9% 17% 19% 18% 16% 8% 3% 100% 9%

A greater understanding and respect 
between cultures and religions in the 
Mediterranean

0 1 23 20 32 80 121 158 180 117 69 801 42 843

0% 0% 3% 2% 4% 10% 15% 20% 22% 15% 9% 100% 5%

Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation (within the frameworks of the EMP, ENP and 
UfM) is leading, in the long term, to:   
(average on a scale of 0-10)

The resolution of conflicts in the region

The strengthening of democracy and 
respect for human rights in the  
Mediterranean Partner Countries

A higher level of employment, an 
improvement in living conditions and a 
reduction of poverty in Mediterranean 
Partner Countries

A reduction of the development gap 
between the North and the South of  
the Mediterranean

A greater intensity of human exchanges 
between the North and the South of  
the Mediterranean

A greater understanding and respect 
between cultures and religions in the 
Mediterranean

 5.7

 5.5

 4.7

 5.1

 5.9

 6.0

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10
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Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation (within the frameworks of the EMP, ENP 
and UfM) is leading, in the long term, to: (comparing 2009 and 2012 results)
(average on a scale of 0-10)

The resolution of conflicts in the region

The strengthening of democracy and 
respect for human rights in the  
Mediterranean Partner Countries

A higher level of employment, an 
improvement in living conditions and a 
reduction of poverty in Mediterranean 
Partner Countries

A reduction of the development gap 
between the North and the South of  
the Mediterranean

A greater intensity of human exchanges 
between the North and the South of  
the Mediterranean

A greater understanding and respect 
between cultures and religions in the 
Mediterranean

 4.1

 4.8

 5.0

 4.7

 5.5

 5.8

 4.7

 5.7

 5.5

 5.1

 5.9

 6.0

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

 Euromed Survey 2009

 Euromed Survey 2012
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Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

Israel

Turkey
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2009
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Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading, in the long term, to:  
The resolution of conflicts in the region (%)

Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading, in the long term, to:  
The resolution of conflicts in the region (comparing 2009 and 2012 results)
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading, in the long term, to:  
The resolution of conflicts in the region
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Mediterranean Partner Countries
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Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading, in the long term, to:  
The strengthening of democracy and respect for human rights in the Mediterranean Partner Countries (comparing 2009 and 2012 results)
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading, in the long term, to:  
The strengthening of democracy and respect for human rights in the Mediterranean Partner Countries
(average on a scale of 0-10)

Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading, in the long term, to:  
The strengthening of democracy and respect for human rights in the Mediterranean Partner Countries (%)
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Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading, in the long term, to:  
A higher level of employment, an improvement in living conditions and a reduction of poverty in Mediterranean Partner Countries  (%)

Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading, in the long term, to:  
A higher level of employment, an improvement in living conditions and a reduction of poverty in Mediterranean Partner Countries
(comparing 2009 and 2012 results) (average on a scale of 0-10)

Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading, in the long term, to:  
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Mediterranean Partner Countries

EU-27

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

Mediterranean EU Countries

Rest of EU

European non-EU

Israel

Turkey

 5.2

 5.0

 5.1

 5.4

 5.3

 4.9

 5.7

 4.4

 4.7

 5.2

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

Survey mean

Maghreb

Mashreq

EU-27

Mediterranean EU Countries

Israel

Turkey

 4.7

 4.8

 4.7

 4.7

 4.2

 4.9

 5.1

 5.4

 5.2

 5.0

 4.4

 4.7
 4.5

 5.3

0             1             2             3            4             5             6             7            8             9            10

2009

2012
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A reduction of the development gap between the North and the South of the Mediterranean (%)

Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading, in the long term, to:  
A reduction of the development gap between the North and the South of the Mediterranean (comparing 2009 and 2012 results)
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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A reduction of the development gap between the North and the South of the Mediterranean
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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A greater intensity of human exchanges between the North and the South of the Mediterranean (%)

Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading, in the long term, to:  
A greater intensity of human exchanges between the North and the South of the Mediterranean (comparing 2009 and 2012 results)
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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A greater understanding and respect between cultures and religions in the Mediterranean (%)

Degree of probability attributed to the prospect that current Euro-Mediterranean cooperation is leading, in the long term, to:  
A greater understanding and respect between cultures and religions in the Mediterranean (comparing 2009 and 2012 results)
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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Prospective and Policy Recommendations

Q.23 What degree of probability do you attribute to the following mid- to long-term hypotheses in the Mediterranean?

(*)  Total number of answers expressing a particular assessment or opinion (i.e. excluding “Don’t know” answers)
(**) Total number of respondents including “Don’t know” answers

No probability Very high probability Total* Dkn Total**

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

The Arab-Israeli conflict will  
paralyse the EMP

23 14 26 65 59 150 77 114 134 73 55 790 53 843

3% 2% 3% 8% 7% 19% 10% 14% 17% 9% 7% 100% 6%

Popular uprisings will increase
3 2 8 34 48 128 173 206 135 34 22 793 50 843

0% 0% 1% 4% 6% 16% 22% 26% 17% 4% 3% 100% 6%

The current global economic and 
financial crisis will reduce development 
prospects in the Mediterranean for a 
long period

2 12 8 52 77 144 123 176 142 44 30 810 33 843

0% 1% 1% 6% 10% 18% 15% 22% 18% 5% 4% 100% 4%

Gulf Cooperation Council members  
will facilitate a higher degree of  
South-South economic cooperation  
in the Mediterranean

19 15 30 58 86 143 147 121 97 39 8 763 80 843

2% 2% 4% 8% 11% 19% 19% 16% 13% 5% 1% 99% 9%

Environmental deterioration in the 
Mediterranean will reach a level 
threatening the living conditions and 
economic activities of riparian States

5 6 22 55 66 128 145 136 123 61 24 771 72 843

1% 1% 3% 7% 9% 17% 19% 18% 16% 8% 3% 100% 9%

Water scarcity will become a source  
of conflicts and social tensions 

0 1 23 20 32 80 121 158 180 117 69 801 42 843

0% 0% 3% 2% 4% 10% 15% 20% 22% 15% 9% 100% 5%

Women will increasingly participate in 
the economic, social and political life  
of MPCs

13 25 41 62 98 130 158 150 78 51 12 818 25 843

2% 3% 5% 8% 12% 16% 19% 18% 10% 6% 1% 100% 3%

MPCs will sustain the increased level 
of economic growth achieved in the 
last three years and, in the long term, 
converge to EU levels of income

22 54 65 104 117 168 131 59 42 13 2 777 66 843

3% 7% 8% 13% 15% 22% 17% 8% 5% 2% 0% 100% 8%

Population and employment pressures  
in MPCs will intensify and create 
dramatic social tensions

1 2 14 37 37 102 119 188 159 99 40 798 45 843

0% 0% 2% 5% 5% 13% 15% 24% 20% 12% 5% 100% 5%

Irregular migration from originating 
MPCs to Europe will continue to 
increase whatever control mechanisms 
the EU may impose

1 2 11 14 44 102 128 190 161 104 48 805 38 843

0% 0% 1% 2% 5% 13% 16% 24% 20% 13% 6% 100% 5%

Free movement of goods and workers 
will create an area of shared prosperity 
and development in the Mediterranean

13 39 60 78 79 107 126 120 80 72 32 806 37 843

2% 5% 7% 10% 10% 13% 16% 15% 10% 9% 4% 100% 4%

Increased level of legal and irregular 
migration will intensify social tensions 
and xenophobia in Europe

3 5 10 21 45 96 127 138 155 122 73 795 48 843

0% 1% 1% 3% 6% 12% 16% 18% 20% 15% 9% 100% 6%

Increased level of migration will push  
for political reforms in the Mediterranean 
Partner Countries

12 39 45 45 93 110 132 128 104 52 19 779 64 843

2% 5% 6% 6% 12% 14% 17% 16% 13% 7% 2% 99% 8%

The increased level of migration, 
economic and human exchanges will 
give way to the emergence of a common 
Mediterranean identity

48 65 73 90 92 111 84 74 82 49 20 788 55 843

6% 8% 9% 11% 12% 14% 11% 9% 10% 6% 3% 100% 7%
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The Arab-Israeli conflict will paralyse the EMP

Popular uprisings will increase

The current global economic and financial 
crisis will reduce development prospects in the 
Mediterranean for a long period

gulf Cooperation Council members will facilitate 
a higher degree of South-South economic 
cooperation in the Mediterranean

Environmental deterioration in the Mediterranean 
will reach a level threatening the living conditions 
and economic activities of riparian States

Water scarcity will become a source  
of conflicts and social tensions 

Women will increasingly participate in the 
economic, social and political life  
of MPCs

MPCs will sustain the increased level of economic 
growth achieved in the last three years and, in the 
long term, converge to EU levels of income

Population and employment pressures in MPCs  
will intensify and create dramatic social tensions

Irregular migration from originating MPCs to 
Europe will continue to increase whatever control 
mechanisms the EU may impose

Free movement of goods and workers will create 
an area of shared prosperity and development in 
the Mediterranean

Increased level of legal and irregular migration will 
intensify social tensions and xenophobia in Europe

Increased level of migration will push  
for political reforms in the Mediterranean Partner 
Countries

The increased level of migration, economic and 
human exchanges will give way to the emergence 
of a common Mediterranean identity

Degree of probability attributed to the following mid- to long-term hypotheses in the Mediterranean 
(average on a scale of 0-10)
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The Arab-Israeli conflict will paralyse the EMP

The current global economic and financial 
crisis will reduce development prospects in the 
Mediterranean for a long period

gulf Cooperation Council members will facilitate 
a higher degree of South-South economic 
cooperation in the Mediterranean

Environmental deterioration in the Mediterranean 
will reach a level threatening the living conditions 
and economic activities of riparian States

Water scarcity will become a source  
of conflicts and social tensions in the 
Mediterranean

Women will increasingly participate in the 
economic, social and political life  
of MPCs

MPCs will sustain the increased level of economic 
growth achieved in the last three years and, in the 
long term, converge to EU levels of income

Population and employment pressures in MPCs  
will intensify and create dramatic social tensions

Irregular migration from originating MPCs to 
Europe will continue to increase whatever control 
mechanisms the EU may impose

Free movement of goods and workers will create 
an area of shared prosperity and development in 
the Mediterranean

Increased level of legal and irregular migration will 
intensify social tensions and xenophobia in Europe

The increased level of migration, economic and 
human exchanges will give way to the emergence 
of a common Mediterranean identity

Degree of probability attributed to the following mid- to long-term hypotheses in the Mediterranean
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)
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Degree of probability attributed to the following mid- to long-term hypotheses in the Mediterranean
(average on a scale of 0-10, where 0 stands for no probability and 10 for very high probability)

Water scarcity will become a source  
of conflicts and social tensions in the 
Mediterranean

Increased level of legal and irregular migration will 
intensify social tensions and xenophobia in Europe

Irregular migration from originating MPCs to 
Europe will continue to increase whatever control 
mechanisms the EU may impose

Population and employment pressures in MPCs  
will intensify and create dramatic social tensions

The current global economic and financial 
crisis will reduce development prospects in the 
Mediterranean for a long period

Environmental deterioration in the Mediterranean 
will reach a level threatening the living conditions 
and economic activities of riparian States

The Arab-Israeli conflict will paralyse the EMP

Women will increasingly participate in the 
economic, social and political life  
of MPCs

Free movement of goods and workers will create 
an area of shared prosperity and development in 
the Mediterranean

MPCs will sustain the increased level of economic 
growth achieved in the last three years and, in the 
long term, converge to EU levels of income
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