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importance of local business actors as partners for the EU in its trade and investment 
negotiations. 
 
Graph 8: Saudi gross fixed capital formation (million SR) 
 

 
Source: Saudi Arabian Monetary Authority 
 
After a number of lean years, GCC governments have recently started to invest heavily in 
expanding local infrastructure and initiating new development projects, often in partnership 
with local business. Although this has in several cases created bottlenecks, the general 
impression is that projects are better planned and executed than during the last boom, and 
overall expenditure is well within the limits of fiscal prudence.  
 
Yet the numbers involved are mind-boggling. The total volume of projects underway in the 
GCC between 2007 and 2012 is estimated at 1.3 trillion $. Although local contractors play a 
larger role than before, the opportunities for advanced European contracting and service firms 
probably are globally unrivaled. 
 
Graph 9: Estimated volume of infrastructure projects by country, billion $ 
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Sectors and projects 
The new investment drive is spread over many more sectors than 30 years ago, with a much 
stronger role of private actors and more scope for foreign players: 
 

• Dubai, but also Bahrain and Qatar are seeing increasing investment in tourism 
infrastructure, often by groups which are also active in other Middle Eastern 
countries. Foreign partners or franchises play a prominent role. 

 
• A much more sophisticated energy sector offers new investment opportunities in mid-

stream (transport), downstream (refining and petrochemicals), and, most recently, 
also alternative energy. 

 
• As the employability of local populations has become an increasing concern, Gulf 

countries have started to liberalize their once state-dominated education sectors. 
Private groups have been setting up ever increasing numbers of schools, training 
institutes and universities. International providers play an important role especially in 
higher education. Although a crucial opportunity for building long-term networks, the 
EU has been lagging behind both US and Asian institutions in this field. 

 
• As the efficiency of state-run medical sectors is mediocre in most Gulf countries, 

governments have opened increasing investment opportunities in the health sector – 
in the case of some smaller states tied to a strategy of attracting health tourists. 
Again, both local and international groups have been investing. 

 
• Qatar and even more so Abu Dhabi have initiated research projects in environmental 

technologies. The GCC is likely to emerge as regional leader in this field – one in 
which European players have unrivaled expertise that could be marketed more 
aggressively. 

 
• Gulf stock market regulators have been developing markets for new financial 

instruments to offer new channels of regional capital recycling. Some of the projects 
are undertaken in partnership with international exchanges. Dubai has introduced a 
new crude oil contract which could set an important precedent relevant for European 
oil markets. 

 
Several of the new sectoral policies are bound to impact social developments in the GCC 
countries: A more open and more privatized education system will change both outlook and 
stratification of the Gulf’s young generation. A larger role of business in public services will 
impact its social and political self-image. Increased international tourism could put strains on 
the coherence of local societies. Privatization of public services will need to be managed in a 
way that avoids the creation of a two-tier system in which only the affluent have access to 
quality services. 
 
In administering all these new sectors, the GCC governments have demonstrated various 
levels of regulatory capacity. Although they can often draw on high quality consultancy, the 
complexity of the policies and the speed of change put strain on the young state apparatuses. 
They often suffer from lingering bureaucratic capacity problems: Administrative transparency 
and accountability can vary greatly from institution to institution. Bureaucracies are often not 
capable of consistently enforcing standards and gather information. Certification of providers 
in education and health can be deficient, as can the monitoring of private actors in most other 
sectors. Standardization of rules and procedures across borders is often incomplete. 
 
 
The EU-GCC free trade agreement 
 
In many of these areas, the EU-GCC free trade agreement (FTA) currently under negotiation 
could open new opportunities for technical cooperation and assistance. The FTA will 
contribute to further the Gulf’s global integration and open new opportunities for EU 
businesses. It will also help to open sectors which are not only economically significant but 
will play an important role in the long-term social and political transformation of the GCC. In a 
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time in which global economic blocs are vying for access to the Gulf, the FTA is of strategic 
political and economic significance. International consultants have warned that the EU has 
been losing access relative to both US and Asian countries which are more advanced in their 
trade negotiations. The recent delay in FTA negotiations is bad news for the GCC, but even 
more so for the EU. 
 
EU and GCC concluded a cooperation agreement in 1989 which provided for annual 
meetings of the EU and GCC foreign ministers and laid the basis for FTA negotiations. The 
agreement already envisaged cooperation in a broad variety of fields, including energy, 
industry, trade and services, agriculture, fisheries, investment, science, technology and the 
environment. Many of these policy areas have been left derelict for many years. With the new 
dynamism of reform and economic opening in the Gulf, new opportunities are opening up to 
act on the agreement’s promise. The FTA is one, but not the only, channel to do so. 
 
After years of halting progress or stalemate, the FTA negotiations were relaunched in 2002 
and broadened in scope, including services, investment and public procurement issues. Since 
then, substantial progress has been made in various policy areas, but several deadlines have 
passed without a conclusion to the negotiations. The most recent target was to conclude the 
agreement before year-end 2007, but unfortunately this deadline has slipped once again. It is 
unclear how much diplomatic momentum is left after the intense negotiations of the last year 
seem to have petered out.  
 
The general political prospects for a settlement however seem to be better this time around, 
as more high-level attention has been given to the FTA. After long dithering, the EU seems to 
have compromised on rules of origin issues (which determine when a good can be 
considered as produced in the GCC), on alleged gas price subsidies in the GCC, as well as 
on GCC petrochemicals and aluminum exports to Europe – sectors which European 
industrialists had wanted to protect from more competitive GCC producers.  
 
Yet, a number of sticking points seem to persist, including EU investors’ access to GCC 
services and investment, notably banking, telecoms and infrastructure. Apparently the EU is 
also pushing for an opening of the Gulf ports services market, while the GCC is demanding 
entry to the market for fuel distribution in Europe. EU trade commissioner Peter Mandelson 
has reportedly said that ownership limits for foreign investors in the Gulf are the main pending 
problem – an issue that looms large also in the general economic reform debates in various 
GCC countries.  
 
There are several administrative issues that have held up a swift conclusion of the 
agreement. This would be the first region-to-region free trade agreement, giving it large 
symbolic significance – not least in the otherwise so fragmented Arab world. Yet the two-layer 
structure of authority in both EU and GCC has led to snags and misunderstandings: On the 
EU side, the Commission leads the technical negotiations on the FTA, while the Council and 
presidency lead on political aspects such as non-proliferation and human rights clauses. This 
has led to some confusion on the GCC side, indicating that the complex division of labour and 
authority within the EU has to be communicated better.  
 
Conversely, the GCC secretariat is a rather weak player which by itself cannot commit to any 
substantive concessions. That means that negotiations are usually led by senior bureaucrats 
from the various GCC countries, which can make it difficult to bundle common interests and 
positions. As problematic, even when an agreement on a specific issue is reached on the 
political level, the sluggish GCC bureaucracies often fail to implement the details – either due 
to lack of political pressure or lack of administrative capacity. The EU side will have to show 
some patience with GCC administrations, while pushing for capacity building and clear 
benchmarks of progress. It could potentially play a large role as facilitator of both. 
 
There has been some concern about the EU’s inclusion of human rights and other political 
issues in the negotiations – based on the perception that these were introduced post hoc, 
whereas in fact they are, by statute, part of any EU trade negotiations. Again, a clearer 
communication of institutional frameworks and purposes on the EU side could be helpful. 
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The EU-GCC FTA will set an important precedent of region-to-region cooperation and offers a 
chance for the EU to reposition itself in the Gulf in a period of rapid growth and geo-economic 
reorientation. Despite all frustration, the willingness to engage with the GCC as a collective 
actor is an important endorsement of regional integration efforts and signals the Gulf 
governments that their political projects are taken seriously. It will buy the EU credibility and 
give it a role in the regional integration process. The US by contrast has taken much flak in 
the Gulf for negotiating bilateral FTAs with individual Gulf countries that undercut the GCC 
and its customs union. The EU currently refuses to accept any conditions that do not match 
those offered to the US in its FTA agreements, which is in principle a reasonable position, but 
one that might have to be softened in some specific areas. 
 
The FTA is of signal importance for EU-GCC cooperation, but it is not only important policy 
area. It is a means to certain ends – building up the EU’s political profile in this pivotal region, 
deepening EU investments there, and giving the EU a role in local economic and political 
transformation processes – and arguably there are other, as important means to pursue these 
ends. Hold-ups on the FTA front must not be allowed to hamper other forms of cooperation. 
 
 
Comparative advantages of the EU in cooperation with the GCC  
 
The EU has a lot to offer in helping the Gulf countries face the challenges of reform even 
short of the FTA framework. Compared with both Asia and US, it has the richest experience 
with managing and assisting regulatory reform in a variety of political systems, in 
bureaucracy-building and in harmonizing regulations across borders. Similarly, it has the 
broadest record of aiding political and judicial reform. None of these experiences can be 
transposed one to one on the Gulf, and they certainly cannot be imposed – the EU lacks 
leverage and the Gulf reform process currently is a buyer’s market in which many players 
want to get involved. Yet the EU enjoys comparative advantages in certain sectors that no 
other power bloc can offer and that should be marketed much more aggressively. Europe has 
a wide toolkit for transformational assistance that can be deployed flexibly to build trust and 
gain influence on Gulf reforms in a non-confrontational way.  
 
While US and EU policies towards Gulf reform do not have to diverge, in the current 
international climate the UE is much less distrusted than the US, meaning that it should take 
the lead on certain forms of cooperation. Awareness of these possibilities needs to be raised 
both in the Gulf and in Europe. In the Gulf, moreover, the EU and its governments have to 
convey more clearly which kind of entity the EU is – i.e. where its specific capacities lie, what 
it can but also what it cannot do. Expectations towards Brussels are sometimes incongruent 
with the EU’s policy mandate and capacity, and the multi-level governance of the EU is often 
misunderstood. 
 
 
Principles and policies for the EU in the Gulf 
 
Based on the above assessment of EU-GCC relations and political and economic evolution in 
the Gulf, the following section will discuss a number of policy proposals for EU decision-
makers. Before these are presented in detail, however, I map out a number of underlying 
principles on which policies should be based. A coherent understanding of why the Gulf 
matters and what the specific role of the EU can be is arguably what has been lacking in EU 
policies towards the Gulf. 
 
Principles: 

• It is time for a big, public statement of EU policies towards the Gulf to give a new 
impetus and clear direction to EU policies, coupled with clear and measurable 
benchmarks of progress. All European countries need to be publicly obligated to a 
common European approach towards the Gulf. 

 
• The GCC is becoming the hub of the MENA region and the EU should leverage it as 

such in its Middle East policies. The Gulf offers a precedent of sub-regional 
integration in an otherwise fragmented region and due to its economic muscle has a 
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vested interest in peaceful cooperation. It will prove difficult to engage other Middle 
Eastern states separately from the Gulf – certainly on economic terms. 

 
• The EU should stick with cooperation on the GCC level unless this proves impossible. 

Deepened bilateral cooperation within individual countries can be offered within the 
EU-GCC framework along the model of differentiated integration (as has been 
foreshadowed in the 2004 strategy document, which suggested that the EU would 
consider ‘bilateral political engagement’ with individual Gulf states). 

 
• The EU must clearly recognize and leverage the comparative advantages it has 

compared to US and Asia, notably on regulatory and institutional reform. Scope and 
nature of competition with Asia in particular are not well understood in Europe.  

 
• EU policy-makers need to understand the limited political leverage they have over the 

GCC: there is no EU accession prospect that can be waved as a carrot, the Gulf does 
not require any financial aid, and in the economic realm it often operates eye-to-eye 
with European players. This is a different playing field from both Eastern Europe and 
the Southern Mediterranean. 

 
• In its assistance for reform, the EU can however leverage the prevailing interest in 

governance, reform, and benchmarking in the Gulf – while understanding the 
underlying political interests and the limits they impose. 

 
• The EU should encourage political and social reform vocally, but avoid backlashes – 

in lieu of a one-size-fits-all approach, it needs to support local reform drives that have 
genuine social traction. In this context, the drivers and limitations of top-down and 
bottom-up reform projects need to be clearly differentiated. 

 
• The EU needs to make clear what it cannot do – e.g. it cannot play a leading role on 

hard security issues and it cannot function as a geo-strategic counterweight to the 
US. 

 
 
EU policies in the political and economic realms 
Building on these principles, I propose a number of policies the EU and its governments 
should pursue towards the Gulf. As attention spans are short and decision-makers often 
overburdened, I distinguish essential and important policies. The former are crucial for putting 
EU-GCC relations on a new track, while the latter are of substantial importance but will not by 
themselves usher in the qualitative change of the relationship I advocate here. 
 
Several of the policies have already been proposed in previous policy papers, but here they 
are more consistently aligned with the above principles and ordered according to priority. The 
foundations of many of the policies advocated here already exist in principle. Recognizing 
that the Gulf offers qualitatively new chances of cooperation, we now need the political will to 
act on them.  
 
Resources 

• Essential: The EU needs to devote more resources to the GCC. By virtue of Middle 
Eastern history, politics and economics, the Gulf is part of the EU’s Arab 
neighborhood. There cannot be a Mediterranean policy without taking the Gulf, the 
hub of the region, into regard. The opening of an EU delegation in Riyadh is a good 
first step, but more needs to be done: The EU should open a representative office in 
Dubai and possibly Kuwait. Resources and expertise devoted to the Gulf in Brussels 
– currently close to non-existent – need to be substantially increased. Similarly, the 
new Commission budget line that allows cooperation with high-income countries 
should be substantially increased. Even then, policies towards the Gulf will be much 
cheaper than towards aid-dependent countries of the Southern Mediterranean. 

 
• Important: As indicated in previous papers, the EU still sorely lacks expertise on Gulf 

matters. Building up knowledge of the region comparable to what EU countries and 
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academic establishments have on North Africa or Eastern Europe requires the 
creation of research institutes and resource pools for research projects. 

 
General cooperation 

• Essential: The EU should start a more comprehensive, open dialogue with the GCC 
on how it can assist the organization and its members in their efforts at multi-sectoral 
integration. Drawing on its unique experience in Eastern Europe, it should also offer 
assistance with the differentiated integration of Yemen. EU states are already 
substantially involved in aiding Yemen economically. The proposal of a EU-Yemen 
partnership in the 2002 policy paper is still pertinent. 

 
• Important: Instruments of ‘decentralized cooperation’ (extant in principle since 1995) 

should be revived on the basis of co-financing. Thanks to recent liberalization steps, 
the Gulf today offers considerably better opportunities to cooperate on the levels of 
business, media, and higher education than it did only a few years ago. 

 
• Important: Through cooperation with the Gulf private sectors in particular the EU 

could wield influence over reform processes. The EU and its chambers of commerce 
can offer technical assistance to GCC business associations and can promote 
increased exchange, secondments of functionaries and managers to business 
meetings. The October 2007 agreement between the Federation of GCC Chambers 
of Commerce and Eurochambres is a useful first step, but should be complemented 
also by bilateral agreements with the better-organized national chambers. 

 
 
Political and security issues 

• Important: Together with Russia and the US, the EU should work towards making a 
“Gulf Conference for Security and Cooperation” reality, e.g. through establishing a 
permanent security dialogue. A less politicized player than the US, the EU could give 
crucial international credibility to such an undertaking and offer some of its resources 
for any “grand bargains” that might be struck. The actual negotiations between GCC 
and its neighbours will have to be primarily local however.  

 
• Important: In the context of NATO policies such as the Istanbul Cooperation 

Initiative’s GCC track, the EU has to recognized limits and the fact that the US will 
remain the supreme player for many years to come. NATO in fact has little to offer to 
the Gulf states which will brook no intervention in their civilian-military affairs and do 
not see what the organization adds to the US’ security presence. It is more important 
for the EU to focus on its core competencies. 

 
• Important: At the same time, there is large potential in cooperation on policing, 

intelligence and counter-terrorism between EU and GCC authorities, not least taking 
into account the EU’s gradually expanding capacities in judicial and police matters. 
Saudi Arabia still is a very important ideological hub for global Islamic radicalism, and 
its authorities today are much more interested in controlling their Islamic sector, as 
they have stopped turning blind eye to international linkages. Institutional 
mechanisms for information-sharing and secondments of security personnel should 
be considered. The GCC might also welcome EU expertise and technical assistance 
on cross-border security integration, which has loomed large in the region in recent 
years. 

 
• Important: Europe needs to recognize the crucial role the GCC is likely to play in any 

Israeli-Arab settlement. With Egypt’s influence declining, Saudi Arabia in particular 
has become the most important “moderate” Arab state and reasonably credible 
interlocutor with Palestine that Western powers will need. Europe must not allow the 
GCC to make progress on other areas of cooperation conditional on the Palestinian 
issue, yet needs to engage the Gulf when addressing Palestine. 

 
• Important: As indicated in the 2005 policy paper, the EU should offer avenues of 

cooperation on constitutional, election and governance issues, where it enjoys a 
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distinct comparative advantage. Some aspects of institutional reform are less 
politically sensitive than others, and some GCC countries more advanced than others 
– opportunities to create an EU presence in this realm through technical and 
consultancy missions and secondments have multiplied in recent years. Not least due 
to the emergence of Asia as non-interventionist cooperation partner for the GCC, 
Europe cannot exert direct political pressure towards reforms, but due to the diversity 
and richness of its own experience it can exert some soft power (ideally in 
coordination with, but technically separate from, the US). 

 
• Important: The EU should reinvigorate its attempts at civil society cooperation with 

GCC professional syndicates, parliaments, educational bodies, media institutions, 
women’s bodies, charities etc. Although it has in the past been difficult to find access 
points for such cooperation, recent steps of liberalization have greatly enhanced 
opportunities in at least some of the GCC states. Such cooperation needs to be 
based on two principles: a) it must be mutual, not patronizing, and b) actual 
stakeholders in society must be engaged. There is a danger of playing a part in a 
regime-endorsed theatre, and it needs to be carefully established whether a given 
project or organization actually has any of the grassroots elements it claims. Civil 
society capacity-building, even if it starts with relatively apolitical bodies, is important 
to lock in reforms and to build constituencies for further steps of liberalization. 

 
Education 

• There is large scope for cooperation in the educational sector, which is of strategic 
importance both for EU-GCC cooperation and for long-term reform processes in the 
GCC. It is one of the few politically relevant fields of cooperation which are not a no-
go area due to sensitivities of GCC political elites, and it is one in which demand for 
upgrading is huge and resources ample. New opportunities have opened up for the 
EU to position itself and build human-to-human networks that can define the future 
relationship: 

 
o Essential: GCC governments and the GCC itself still need to build capacity in 

the fields of licensing, accreditation, cross-border standardization and quality 
monitoring. In all of these, there is unrivaled expertise in Europe. As outlined 
in previous papers, Europe can draw on its national technical cooperation 
agencies and on NGOs active in this field. 

 
o Important: The EU should support the setting up of well-regulated European 

university campuses in the Gulf. As outlined in the 2005 policy paper, at least 
one substantial European university should be established in each Gulf 
country. Despite some British outlets in the UAE, a Sorbonne campus in Abu 
Dhabi and recent efforts to establish a German medical campus, US and 
Asia have been ahead of Europe in building relationships in this new area. 
The Commission should organize a competition among European universities 
for new campuses in the Gulf.  

 
o Important: The EU should deepen academic cooperation and exchange. The 

recently announced student exchanges are a good first step, but cooperation 
needs to happen on all levels of study and research. Joint research projects 
and twinning arrangements need to be initiated. Many Gulf and European 
academic are keen on such arrangements, yet do not have an institutional 
framework to draw on.  

 
o Important: Understanding of the Gulf in the EU and vice versa need to be 

promoted. There are currently very few Gulf studies activities in Europe. Gulf 
studies programs in the EU and European studies programs in the GCC 
should be initiated. 

 
Trade, investment and regulation 

• Essential: The EU should step up its offerings of technical assistance to the GCC 
secretariat. The latter urgently needs to build its technical capacities, and Europe is 
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the obvious partner in this process – provided a cadre of EU specialists is built up 
who have sufficient Gulf expertise. Technical assistance can help in pushing the GCC 
towards more substantial integration. The EU-GCC FTA is one, but not the only, 
instrument in furthering this. The recent creation of a GCC certification agency to 
supervise country-level inspection authorities could offer a great opportunity for the 
EU to help the GCC put more flesh on its bones. Progress on the GCC customs 
union, the recently announced common market as well as the monetary union will be 
difficult to achieve without external assistance on technical matters. 

 
• Essential: Technical cooperation should also be offered to individual states to 

improve follow-up and implementation capacities. Mechanisms of reporting and 
benchmarking need to be established both in the EU-GCC framework and within the 
GCC. There is considerable scope for – and interest in – secondments and technical 
missions. Assistance on legal reform, competition policies, sectoral regulation, and 
civil service governance all can contribute to bringing good governance to the Gulf 
while remaining below the threshold of politically unacceptable interference. 

 
• Essential: The EU-GCC FTA should be integrated with the Euromediterranean 

agreements. This would contribute to fostering regional integration in the Middle East 
and prevent a “hub-and-spoke” system from emerging which would put Europe at the 
center of economic exchange and fragment economic exchange within the region. 

 
• Important: Human rights and governance issues should not be dropped from the FTA 

negotiations. Standards and principles should be informally coordinated with the US, 
while avoiding an open common front which will be counterproductive. There is 
increasing pressure for certain types of reforms from within Gulf societies: Labor 
rights issues e.g. are a very serious concern to which civil society groups in the more 
advanced Gulf countries devote considerable interest. Europe needs to be aware of 
the limited political leverage it has and hence mostly use soft instruments of change 
as advocated in this paper. Yet it must not compromise on its standards. 

 
• Important: The EU-GCC energy dialogue needs to be deepened further. There are 

several potentially important issues of cooperation not yet broached, including oil 
pricing mechanisms, the option of commonly managed stockpiles, as well as Gulf-
Europe pipelines. The initiative for a technical centre on energy issues in Riyadh 
should be vigorously pursued. A joint board to promote common energy projects 
should be envisaged. The Belgium-based Energy Charter currently plans accession 
talks with GCC countries – an initiative that deserves high-level backing. With 
growing European dependency on Russian energy, building up long-term 
relationships in these sectors should be a strategic priority for the EU. 

 
• Essential: Closely related, the EU should deepen its environmental cooperation with 

the GCC. Renewables and fuel standards are emerging as a big long-term concern in 
the more advanced Gulf countries – fields in which Europe possesses unrivaled 
expertise. With the recent international mood swing in favor of aggressive climate 
policies, some GCC policy-makers have become seriously interested in carbon 
capture techniques. A common EU-GCC pilot project in this area, e.g. through the 
shared provision of venture capital, could have a huge impact. Qatar and Saudi 
Arabia are trying to position themselves as hubs of advanced energy technology; 
considering the current scale of project development in the Gulf, this means a 
potentially very large change for Europe to get involved in a growth sector. 

 
• Important: At a time of large surplus capital, Europe should also work towards closer 

integration of its own and GCC financial markets. The latter are still in need of 
capacity building and are keen to cooperate closely with international exchanges. 
Technical assistance to work towards cross-listings should be one way of getting Gulf 
capital to Europe and vice versa. Activities of European regulators in the Gulf should 
be coordinated on the European level. The EU can share the experience 
accumulated with its own financial services action plan since the 1990s. The great 
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local interest in corporate governance can be tapped to help in improving corporate 
standards in the Gulf. 

 
• Important: The EU should create an institutional mechanism of cooperation on 

currency issues and the allocation of sovereign reserves. The Eurozone is potentially 
threatened by the further devaluation of the dollar which could be engendered by a 
revaluation and/or decoupling of Gulf currencies that are currently pegged to the 
dollar. All players involved share an interest in gradual as opposed to sudden 
readjustments and no one is interested in too weak a dollar, not least as so many 
GCC assets are still held in the dollar zone. Central banks and sovereign wealth 
funds should agree on basic rules of information exchange, coordination and 
transparency. 

 
• Important: Gulf foreign direct investment in Europe should be encouraged, including 

in the field of heavy industry. This will help to alleviate GCC complaints of unequal 
trade, and – more importantly – give the Gulf a stake in European production, which 
is likely to suffer badly from international competition if it is not integrated with a 
region that can support it with cheap feedstock such as the Gulf. It will help to build 
trust and make the GCC more receptive to European investment. 

 
  
 



 22 

Annex: FDI inflows to MENA from 1970 to 2005 
2005 

 1970 1980 1990 2000 2004 2005  in million $ 

ECONOMY        
        
   Northern Africa 3.25% 0.28% 0.55% 0.25% 0.83% 1.39% 12,738 
     Algeria 0.60% 0.63% 0.00% 0.03% 0.12% 0.12% 1,081 
     Egypt 0.01% 0.99% 0.36% 0.09% 0.30% 0.59% 5,376 
     Libya  2.36% -1.97% 0.08% 0.01% -0.05% 0.03% 261 
     Morocco 0.15% 0.16% 0.08% 0.03% 0.15% 0.32% 2,933 
     Tunisia 0.12% 0.45% 0.04% 0.06% 0.09% 0.09% 782 
        
Mashreq   0.04% 0.02% 0.13% 0.37% 0.48% 4,405 
     Iraq -0.01% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.01% 0.03% 300 
     Jordan  0.06% 0.02% 0.06% 0.09% 0.17% 1,532 
     Lebanon  -0.02% 0.00% 0.07% 0.27% 0.28% 2,573 
        
Gulf  -6.16% 0.06% 0.03% 1.77% 2.20% 20,111 

     Bahrain  -0.76% -0.09% 0.03% 0.12% 0.11% 1,049 
     Kuwait 0.19% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.03% 250 
     Oman 0.02% 0.18% 0.06% 0.01% 0.03% 0.08% 715 
     Qatar 0.04% 0.02% 0.00% 0.02% 0.17% 0.16% 1,469 
     Saudi Arabia 0.05% -5.78% 0.15% 0.01% 0.27% 0.51% 4,628 
     United Arab 
Emirates 0.06% 0.18% -0.06% -0.04% 1.18% 1.31% 12,000 
        
World 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 916,277 
Developed economies 71.28% 86.07% 82.16% 81.30% 57.82% 60.67% 555,927 
Developing economies 28.72% 13.88% 17.80% 18.06% 36.61% 35.00% 320,670 
Developing economies  
Excluding China 28.72% 13.78% 16.07% 15.17% 28.07% 27.09% 248,231 
Least Dev. Countries 1.15% 0.97% 0.29% 0.29% 1.23% 1.06% 9,680 
World FDI in $ 13,417 55,272 201,614 1,409,568 710,755 916,277  

 
Source: UNCTAD 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 




