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As an alienated, and alienating, besieged structure,
the Arab State is in crisis. This crisis is not, however,
Lowi's “fiscal crisis,” but a deep and chronic one. It
predates the Arab Spring rather than — as occasion-
ally claimed — being caused by it. Why has this crisis
arisen and is there a way out?

To try to answer these two basic questions, this arti-
cle is backed by three indexes and divided into four
sections. Section | identifies some main characteris-
tics of the Arab State. Section Il traces and reviews
some influential pioneering research on the Arab
State, undertaken by both international analysts and
well-established Arab scholars. Section Ill focuses
more closely on the basic deficiency of the State, its
‘credibility’ or legitimacy crisis due to its ‘fakeness’
and a widening gap between what is said and done.
Finally, Section IV suggests a reorientation in dealing
with the State’s ‘deep determinants’ of (mis)perfor-
mance. It is proposed that, analytically, instead of
mainly focusing on state institutions — which are of-
ten too formal and diverge from practice — efforts
should be directed towards decoding the States’
functioning/effectiveness. The concept of govern-
ance is introduced and measured through six indica-
tors used by the World Bank. The different Arab
states are then ranked in terms of governance or
lack thereof. The conclusion brings the paper's
threads together, linking governance to legitimacy,
mainly as this legitimacy theory is developed by Max
Weber. The paper suggests, however, a comple-
ment: a legitimacy of achievement/performance
based on state-society partnership.

Beyond Overgeneralisation: Dissecting
Patterns of the Arab State

Three features characterise the Arab State:

The State is central, both in its legal privileges
and in people’s collective psychology.

In the 1950s and 1960s the Algerians, for in-
stance, fought for eight bloody years in a savage
war and paid “one million martyrs.” The objective
was to change their status from a DOM - dé-
partment d'outre-mer, part of France — to an in-
dependent state. They won and became inde-
pendent in 1962. Similarly, the Palestinians have
been fighting for over 60 years to free their state
from an occupying power, Israel. The Israelis
themselves say they have fought for centuries to
get a Hebrew state as home to all Jews. In short,
people go to war and are ready to pay with their
lives to get their state (Spruyt 2009).

This state centrality dominates even in pan-or-
ganisations that purport to go beyond it. The
main regional organisation, the League of Arab
States (LAS) — established in 1945, actually be-
fore the establishment of the UN — aimed to em-
body the Arabs’ aspiration for unity and the (re)
creation of “one nation from the (Arab) Gulf to
the (Pacific) Ocean.” Yet a content analysis of its
48-article charter shows that the territorial Arab
State and its national sovereignty are central in
just less than 50% of the articles, 22 articles to
be precise. In order to respect state sovereignty,
LAS resolutions are taken unanimously, i.e. each
state from tiny Djibouti to founding-member and
influential Saudi Arabia has the power to veto.
Though we tend to overgeneralise in talking
about the Arab State, the 22 Arab states are di-
verse. For instance, they are distinct in their
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daily living and in their capacity to meet their
people’'s economic demands, e.g. as ‘Haves’
and ‘Have-Nots,’ oil-producing and oil-less
countries. The per capita income of the Qatari is
about 50 times that of his neighbour the Yemeni
— with all that this huge income gap entails. De-
mographically, Qatar's native population is less
than the inhabitants of one of Cairo’'s medium-
size districts. Egypt itself is about 25% of the
whole Arab population, more than the combined
population of its four immediate North-African
neighbours: Libya, Tunisia, Algeria and Morocco.
All the population combined of such oil-powers
as Kuwait, Bahrain, Oman, Qatar and the UAE
are approximately 70% of Cairo. Income and de-
mographic gaps do not only have economic ef-
fects but socio-political ones as well.

3. The Arab State is fierce; repressive rather than
strong. lts basic regime is extremely intolerant.
Any form of political opposition is generally as-
similated in most of these states to hostility (Por-
ter 2018). Sadam’s Iraq was notable for the
physical liquidation of its opponents and was
accused of using poisonous gas against its
Kurdish citizens. Gaddafi solemnly declared that
he would pursue his Libyan opponents and as-
sassinate them wherever they were in the world;
and if he were accused of being a terrorist, he
would readily accept the honour! There are now
over 220,000 victims of civil war in Assad's Syr-
ia, after four years of a bloody civil war, with hun-
dreds of thousands more maimed; more than
four million refugees and probably an equal
number of IDPs — internally displaced persons.
And the war goes on. As we will see in discuss-
ing the Arab State's pattern of governance, in
less infamous cases widespread arbitrariness
still replaces the basic rule of Law.

Research on the Arab State Comes of Age

The Arab world has inherited state centrality which
had been prevalent across time and space (Tilly,
1975). The recent Oxford Handbook of Political Sci-
ence qualifies the discipline as “the discipline of the
State” (Goodin, 2009-3-61). But despite its central-
ity, the Arab State has been under-researched and
scientifically under-analysed. Most Arab theorising

focused on ‘bigger entities’: the Umma/caliphate in
Islamic political thought, or the ‘anti-colonial Arab
nation’ in pan-Arab analysis. We do come across
some aspects of elite theory applied to the State, or
Pluralism theory in approaching Lebanon or a form
of Marxist analysis in dealing with the anti-colonial
State as in the case of the short-lived South Yemen
and especially Nasserist Egypt. These, however, did
not lead to a systematic and accumulative research
programme around a consensual definition of the
State. About 30 years ago, | surveyed the wide-
spread use of the term ‘State’ to find about 27 defi-
nitions (Korany 1987). But the most quoted and
dominant are variations of either the Weberian or the
Marxist standard definitions. The Weberian definition
emphasises the State's legal sovereign aspect and
its monopoly of the use of force. The Marxist one,
however, linked the State to the general theory of
modes of production; class structure and the State
as the exploiting superstructure or a proxy for the
bourgeois capitalist class and thus a reflection of the
economic infrastructure.

It was in fact about 30 years ago that two big trans-
national projects focused on the Arab State, or some
basic aspects of it. Not only did each assemble a
huge and effective research team but they were also
based on an explicit research programme. The result
is a noticeable jump in the research design and find-
ings regarding the Arab State in a relatively short
time. Essentially one of these two projects is world-
wide and the other was confined to Arab scholars as
part of a general futurology project exploring sce-
narios for the ‘Arab nation.’

The first, under the leadership of the Instituto Affari
Internazionali (G. Luciani et al.), resulted in four vol-
umes in English, dealing with major issues such as
the foundations of different Arab states; the rentier
State; the durability of the Arab State and its rela-
tions with the opposition; and finally problems of re-
gional integration. The project was truly international
in two respects: a) in terms of its contributors from
Europe, North America and of course the Arab
World; and b) in its collective leadership: four non-
European contributors joined as editors: from Adeed
Dawisha and Ghassan Salamé to Hazem Beblawi
and William Zartman.

As for the purely Arab collective project, it was initi-
ated by the Centre of Arab Unity Studies in Beirut -
certainly the most respected and well-established



pan-Arab institution then and at present. The project
— generously financed as the most collective project
regrouping Arab researchers — dealt with four areas
of research: the Arabs and the World; the Future of
the Arab State and Society; the trajectories and
challenges of Economic Development; and a fourth
mainly methodological research area focused on the
problems of modelling. In addition to the synthesis
volume of each of the first two research areas and an
overall volume on the Future of the Arab Nation (ti-
tled Challenges and Choices), at least eight vol-
umes were duly published by individual contributors.
What linked all these contributions together was the
main focus: scenarios of the future of the Arab world.
These are three, the first is the most desired but a bit
utopian: achievement of complete integrative Arab
unity. The third is the present one of Arab ‘national’

fragmentation among various territorial states jeal-
ous of their sovereignty. In between is a second,
rather reformist scenario of regional grouping around
a geographical area, e.g. the Nile Valley or the Gulf;
or an issue: e.g. food security or military industries.
For our topic, the synthesis volume on the “Future of
State and Society in the Arab Homeland” by Saad
El-Din Ibrahim is basic to the analysis of the Arab
State then and — in many respects — even now. For
the English-speaking reader, the volume by a mem-
ber of this research group, the late Nazih Ayubi
(1995) gives a taste of the range of this sub-group
on state and society.

These two transnational research projects repre-
sented a huge advance in dissecting the Arab State
according to standard and worldwide scientific
practices. Thirty years later, where are we?

TABLE 1 Human Development Index (HDI) Value*

HDI Rank Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Very high human development 0.880 0.885 0.887 0.889 0.890
High human development 0.715 0.723 0.729 0.733 0.735
Medium human development 0.593 0.601 0.609 0.612 0.614
Low human development 0.478 0.479 0.486 0.490 0.493
93 Algeria 0.703 0.709 0.715 0.715 0.717
44 Bahrain 0.811 0.812 0.812 0.813 0.815
159 Comoros 0.476 0.479 0.483 0.486 0.488
170 Djibouti 0.444 0.452 0.461 0.465 0.467
110 Egypt 0.672 0.678 0.679 0.681 0.682
120 Iraq 0.637 0.638 0.639 0.641 0.642
77 Jordan 0.746 0.744 0.744 0.744 0.745
46 Kuwait 0.804 0.807 0.810 0.813 0.814
65 Lebanon 0.756 0.759 0.764 0.764 0.765
55 Libya 0.794 0.799 0.753 0.789 0.784
161 Mauritania 0.474 0.475 0.475 0.485 0.487
129 Morocco 0.594 0.603 0.612 0.614 0.617
56 Oman 0.728 0.780 0.781 0.781 0.783
107 Palestine, State of 0.679 0.671 0.679 0.683 0.686
31 Qatar 0.850 0.847 0.843 0.850 0.851
34 Saudi Arabia 0.802 0.815 0.825 0.833 0.836
. Somalia . . . . .
166 Sudan 0.458 0.463 0.468 0.472 0.473
118 Syrian Arab Republic 0.662 0.662 0.662 0.662 0.658
90 Tunisia 0.710 0.715 0.716 0.719 0.721
40 United Arab Emirates 0.826 0.824 0.824 0.825 0.827
154 Yemen 0.478 0.484 0.497 0.499 0.500
75 Iran (Islamic Republic of) 0.718 0.725 0.733 0.749 0.749
69 Turkey 0.716 0.738 0.752 0.756 0.759
19 Israel 0.878 0.881 0.885 0.886 0.888
* The Human D Index is a composite index measuring average achievement in three basic dimensions of human development ~ a long and healthy life, knowledge and a decent standard of living. See

Technical note 1 (http://hdr.undp.org/en) for details on how the HDI is calculated. Data in the tables are those available about 195 countries to the Human Development Report Office as of 15 November, 2013, unless

otherwise specified.
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TABLE 2 Fragile Failed State Index

Country 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Algeria 80.6 81.3 78.0 78.1 78.7 78.8
Bahrain 59.0 58.8 59.0 62.2 62.9 64.7
Comoros 86.3 85.1 83.8 83.0 84.0 85.1
Djibouti 80.6 81.9 82.6 83.8 85.5 87.1
Egypt 89.0 87.6 86.8 90.4 90.6 91.0
Iraq 108.6 107.3 104.8 104.3 103.9 102.2
Jordan 77.9 77.0 74.5 74.8 75.7 76.7
Kuwait 63.4 61.5 59.5 58.8 59.6 59.0
Lebanon 93.5 90.9 87.7 85.8 86.3 86.9
Libya 69.4 69.1 68.7 84.9 84.5 87.8
Mauritania 88.7 89.1 88.0 87.6 91.7 93.0
Morocco 771 77.0 76.3 76.1 74.3 74.4
Oman 47.2 48.7 49.3 51.7 52.0 53.1
Palestine NA NA NA NA NA NA

Qatar 51.9 51.8 49.5 48.0 4741 48.9
Saudi Arabia 77.5 775 75.2 73.4 72.7 73.1
Somalia 114.7 114.3 113.4 114.9 113.9 112.6
Sudan 112.4 111.8 108.7 109.4 111.0 110.1
Syria 89.8 87.9 85.9 94.5 97.4 101.6
Tunisia 67.6 67.5 70.1 74.2 76.5 775
United Arab Emirates 51.8 52.4 50.4 48.9 47.3 47.6
Yemen 98.1 100.0 100.3 104.8 107.0 105.4
Iran 90.0 92.2 90.2 89.6 89.7 87.2
Turkey 78.2 771 715 76.6 75.9 74.1
Israel 84.6 84.6 84.4 82.2 80.8 79.5

Definition: The Fragile States Index is an annual ranking of 178 nations based on their levels of stability and the pressures they face. The Index is based on The Fund for Peace's proprietary Conflict Assessment
Software Tool (CAST) analytical platform. Based on comprehensive social science methodology, data from three primary sources is triangulated and subjected to critical review to obtain final scores for the Fragile
States Index. Millions of documents are analysed every year, and by applying highly specialised search parameters, scores are apportioned for every country based on twelve key political, social and economic indica-
tors and over 100 sub-indicators that are the result of years of painstaking expert social science research. The Fragile States Index scores should be interpreted with the understanding that the lower the score, the
better. Therefore, a reduced score indicates an improvement, just as a higher score indicates greater instability. http://fsi.fundforpeace.org/

The Arab State is increasingly on the research agen-
da, either published or in solid PhD dissertations, or
both (e.g. A.Saouli, 2014). There is now confirma-
tion of the pitfalls of the Arab State, as laid out in
“Alien, Besieged yet Here to Stay” (Korany, 1987).
The teasing out of quantitative data about the Arab
State from world databanks further confirms two as-
pects: 1) The diverse trajectories of different Arab
states away from the dream of a unified Arab state,
(an objective that is becoming, despite rhetoric, in-
creasingly illusory); and 2) overall stagnation in the
political field that provoked continuous mass pro-
tests until they became the 2011 Tsunami known as
the Arab Spring (Kamrava, 2015). Two indexes on
Human development (2009-2014) and the Fragile/
Failed State are eloquent in this respect (see Table 1
and Table 2).

The two indexes show either stagnation or even de-
terioration in almost all cases. In fact, the Arab State

is, on the whole, incapable of evolving and deliver-
ing. It suffers from a credibility crisis. We will come
to this issue in more detail in section IV below when
we discuss the third index on governance.

The Present Arab State:
Its Credibility Crisis

State legitimacy crisis is another designation, as |
will show in the next section. Legitimacy and capac-
ity to govern go together.

Contrary to expectations, there has been — following
the Arab Spring — a regain of interest in, and need
for, the State — both at the mass level and even
among sceptics. Recently published research (Hilal
et al., 2015) about the Return of the State in Egypt
has been welcomed by the media and is becoming
almost an immediate bestseller.



This regain of interest in the primacy/centrality of the
State is motivated by the fluidity of the political situ-
ation following uncontrolled street politics and the
collapse of law and order, even in established au-
thoritative and authoritarian states such as Egypt or
Tunisia. This law and order collapse takes much
more stark form in cases such as Libya or Yemen
where other actors — militias, warlords, organised
crime — are taking over at the expense of any state
authority. Mass nostalgia for a minimum of stability is
also on the rise.

This regain of interest in the primacy/
centrality of the State is motivated by
the fluidity of the political situation
following uncontrolled street politics
and the collapse of law and order,
even in established authoritative and
authoritarian states such as Egypt or
Tunisia

But did not these masses revolt against this state
and its conception of law and order? Has (fickle)
mass public opinion changed its mood so fast and
so starkly? Is there a puzzle in this sharp volte-face?
Though the State is still central in people’s collec-
tive psychology, they usually revolt — violently or
not — against its “fakeness” (Cammet et Diwan,
2014). Contrary to the European experience in
state-formation (Tilly, 1975), the Arab State has
been reduced to its regime, not the other way
around. The regime and its clients have hijacked
the State. Though this State presented itself — ac-
cording to the accepted definition of the State —
as a set of ‘legal-national’ set of institutions, in re-
ality and actual practice it was not (Brand 2014).
It was not even Hobbs' Leviathan, this monster
acting above conflicting social or ethnic groups. It
is not only corruption at the highest level, but also
and primarily, this facade of standard modern in-
stitutions flagrantly negated by actual functioning
based on very particularistic affiliations, e.g. tribal,
shilla or old-boy networks, or simply financial prof-
it (Hertog et al., 2013). It is what | called else-

where the neo-patrimonial State, where the dis-
tinction between private and public property is
blurred (Korany, 2014). To clarify this wide dis-
crepancy between the professional, impersonal
and institutional fagade and personalised, corrupt
day-to-day functioning, we will take the example of
‘tribalism.’!

Despite official refutation, it is not true that tribalism
has disappeared. A country such as Saudi Arabia is
explicitly tribal, indeed the official name indicates its
origins and official frame of reference of its founder
the Al-Saud tribe. Other countries might not be so
explicit, but Bahrain is Al-Khalifa, Kuwait is Al-Sab-
bah; Qatar is Al-Hamad... This tribal basis and frame
of reference — as opposed to the modern, legal-ra-
tional fagade — is a pure continuation of early prac-
tices in Arab-Islamic history in its different facets:
from Al-Omayyad and Al-Abbasid empires to the Al-
Othman or Ottoman empire. The 14th century soci-
ologist, Ibn Khaldun — the Weber or Marx of the Arab
World — based his concept of the rise/demise of
governing political authority on ‘Asabiyya, i.e. tribal
kinship/esprit de corps.’ Asabiyya continues to char-
acterise many governing regimes at present. Raison
d’état becomes raison de famille/tribe.

One cannot account for the
maintenance of Jordan’s monarchy
without taking into consideration its
tribal support system or Morocco’s
without the top authority coordination
and even inter-marriage with the
Berbers

Even in times of successful coups/revolutions, the
tribal element is present and kicking. Thus Yemen's
1962 revolution that established the republican re-
gime could not do without the tribes. It is now docu-
mented that the fate of the emerging republic hung
on the role of principal tribes. These were involved by
proxy in the Saudi-Egyptian fight, and would rally
troupes in return for money from both sides (Dergham,
2015). Once the war was over in the 1960s, tribal
Sheikhs participated as such in Parliament and have

' The problem is not this tribal phenomenon as such, but rather its repeated official negation compared to its dominant and routine practice at the
State’s highest level. The problem is this credibility gap of stakeholders and their basis of legitimacy.
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created a tribal confederation as a means of co-man-
agement and interaction with the State.

Though less explicit, one cannot account for the
maintenance of Jordan's monarchy without taking
into consideration its tribal support system or Mo-
rocco’s without the top authority coordination and
even inter-marriage with the Berbers. Even in rev-
olutionary regimes such as Gaddafi's Libya, tribal-
ism was part and parcel of the new regime.
Gaddafi went on to condemn at the beginning of
his new regime tribal culture/behaviour as a nega-
tion of the revolutionary ethos and spirit, only to
replace members of his own tribe — the Qadhaffi-
yya — at the helm of the different sinews of power.
As recently as May 2015, and to control Libya's
civil war and avoid complete institutional collapse,
Egypt continued this tribally-based ethos and en-
gineered a meeting of “Libyan tribes”- so officially
announced.

Governance is not a function solely,
or even primarily, of the use of force
but rather of legitimacy, of
acceptance of political authority by
its people, or at least their majority.
This is where the present state
deficit and deficiency are glaring

Even the Syrian uprising against the Assad regime
from Dara’a was based on tribal coordination. In-
deed the ‘Friday of Tribes' capitalized on the net-
works of Al-Zaki and Al-Masalmeh tribes (Dirgham
2015). Similarly, in Iraq the Al-Asha’ar tribe is at-
tempting to shape post-Saddam-lrag. In the fight
against ISIL, states are now collaborating with tribes
in delivering aid. Jordan's Minister of Information was
very explicit. He stated that Jordan plans to train
fighters from Arab tribes in both Syria and Iraq to
defeat ISIL. This is indicative of state subordination
in its prime responsibility: maintenance of basic se-
curity. It denotes a lack of effectiveness compared to
tribes and the increasing failure of governance.
Governance is not a function solely, or even primar-
ily, of the use of force but rather of legitimacy, of
acceptance of political authority by its people, or at
least their majority. This is where the present state
deficit and deficiency are glaring.

From State (Facade) Institutions to their
Process and Effectiveness: Measuring
Governance

The proliferation of this relatively new concept of
governance is due to the increasing challenges to
authority and the need for coordination and manage-
ment at all levels.

Consequently, the issue of governance complexity
can be expressed in the form of a straightforward
equation, inspired by the work of M. Weber

G=L+F

(G)overnance equals and is a function of the pres-
ence of (L)egitimacy and the use of (F)orce in com-
bination. Legitimacy or voluntary acceptance by the
majority of the population is the basis and principle
of governance. The use of force against recalci-
trants, usually a minority of the population, is the ex-
ception and last resort. In other words, there is a
basic inference in this L and F ratio, an inverse rela-
tionship. The more legitimate political authority is,
the less need there is for the use of force, and vice
versa. Indeed, repeated use of force reflects not
governance but rather its failure.

The more legitimate political
authority is, the less need there is
for the use of force, and vice versa.
Indeed, repeated use of force
reflects not governance but rather
its failure.

In the present context, the Arab State is force-de-
pendent as shown by various indicators: rising budget
of police and army; low status on the freedom of the
Press Index; low credibility of election results; even
when these are not widely rigged; fragility and inef-
fectiveness of legislatures; scepticism about juridical
independence; and widespread discrepancy between
what the constitution says and usual practice at the
different levels of authority. The result is a prevalence
of the state of emergency: Palestine 2007-present,
Sudan 2005-present, Irag 2004-present, Algeria
1992-2011, Egypt 1981-2012 and Syria 1963-April
2011 or until the regime went into a civil war.



TABLE 3 World Governance Indicators Ranking

Political Stability
and Absence of

Control of Government Violence/ Regulatory Voice and

Country Corruption Effectiveness Terrorism Quality Rule of Law Accountability

2009 2013 2009 2013 2009 2013 2009 2013 2009 2013 2009 2013
Algeria 34.45 38.76 35.89 31.58 13.27 12.8 13.4 11.48 26.07 29.38 17.06 22.75
Bahrain 65.55 69.38 69.38 69.86 39.81 8.53 73.68 71.29 65.88 61.61 26.54 12.32
Comoros 23.44 24.88 0.96 6.7 21.8 38.39 4.78 10.05 12.8 16.59 34.6 31.28
Djibouti 49.76 41.63 20.1 11.96 63.51 42.18 29.67 32.06 31.75 26.54 13.74 8.06
Egypt, Arab Rep. 41.15 32.54 47.37 19.62 25.59 7.1 46.89 26.32 54.03 34.12 14.69 18.01
Iraq 2.87 7.18 9.09 14.35 2.37 4.27 16.75 10.53 1.42 3.79 15.64 16.59
Jordan 64.59 60.77 63.16 49.76 32.23 25.59 61.24 55.98 61.61 62.56 27.49 25.12
Kuwait 70.81 53.59 61.72 52.15 54.5 52.13 56.46 50.24 66.82 63.03 33.65 28.44
Lebanon 22.49 18.18 38.76 4211 8.06 6.16 52.63 49.76 29.86 25.12 35.07 33.65
Libya 8.13 0.96 12.92 4.78 74.88 5.21 11.96 1.91 20.85 6.16 2.84 19.91
Mauritania 33.97 28.23  20.57 19.14 19.43 1754  26.79 25.84  23.22 18.48  20.85 22.27
Morocco 4785  46.41 50.24 51.67 31.28 2938 51.67 46.89 5024 47.39 28.44 27.96
Oman 66.51 60.29 66.03 60.77 74.41 62.56 69.38 67.46 68.72 66.82 18.48 19.43
Qatar 92.34 84.69 79.9 81.34 91 91.94 73.21 74.16 82.46 83.41 23.22 23.7
Saudi Arabia 58.85 58.37 52.15 57.42 27.96 33.65 56.94 55.02 59.24 60.66 3.79 2.84
Somalia 0 0.48 0 0 0 0 0 0.96 0 0 1.42 0.47
Sudan 7.18 1.44 7.18 3.35 0.95 2.84 8.13 6.22 9.95 9.48 4.27 3.32
Syrian Arab Republic 12.92 7.66 34.45 8.13 28.44 0.47 18.18 4.31 37.91 3.32 6.16 3.79
Tunisia 56.46 54.07 65.55 55.02 47.39 18.96 53.11 40.19 60.66 48.82 9.95 44.55
United Arab Emirates 79.9 87.56 81.34 83.25 81.04 75.83 65.55 75.12 63.03 70.62 25.59 18.48
West Bank and Gaza 44,98 26.32 27.27 23.92 3.32 4.74 47.37 56.46 44.55 41.23 21.33 23.22
Yemen, Rep. 15.79 8.61 12.44 11.48 1.9 1.9 27.75 23.92 14.22 11.85 11.85 11.37
Iran, Islamic Rep. 21.53 27.75 36.36 28.23 8.53 10.43 2.87 5.74 18.01 17.06 6.64 4.27
Turkey 60.29 61.72 63.64 65.55 15.64 11.85 60.77 65.07 57.82 55.92 45.5 40.76
Israel 74.16 78.47 86.12 85.17 7.11 15.64 83.25 85.65 74.41 80.09 63.98 66.35

Source: Worldwide Governance Indicators, http://info.worldbank org/governance/wgi/index.aspx#home

The World Bank has produced the Worldwide
Governance Indicators (WGI). These six indica-

in its mimicry of so-called institutions. The two in-
dexes of Human Development and Fragile/Failed
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tors summarise the views on the quality of govern-
ance provided by a large number of enterprises,
citizens and firms. How do the Arab countries fare
in this respect? l.e. How do they rank compared to
the 215 countries included in the dataset? (See
Table 3).

Conclusion

This article on the state of the Arab State opened
by surveying some state characteristics and as-
sessing world and ‘native’ research on this state’s
origins and evolution. Our main thesis is that the
Arab State is in crisis because it is imported (Badie
1985), alienated and fake in what it says/presents

State confirm this state’s crisis. To go beyond the
facade, it is suggested that analysis focuses not on
structure but on process through the dissecting
governance challenges and dynamics. Six indica-
tors of governance are then applied and the table
shows where the Arab State stands compared to
some of its peers. One of the main findings is that
in its mode of governance, the different types of the
Arab State count mainly on force and emergency
laws rather than legitimacy or voluntary acceptance
by its people.

Max Weber is the name most associated with the
concept of legitimacy. According to Weber, the
main types of legitimacy are: traditional (e.g. tribal),
charismatic (of leadership) and national-legal (e.g.
modern institutions). While the Arab State claims

IEMed. Mediterranean Yearbook 2015
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to be the State of institution, its real basis is either
pseudo-charismatic (the claimed ‘Baraka’ of the
great man at the top) and/or traditional/tribal. The
immediate way out for such a state is a two-fold
strategy: a) reduce this discrepancy and credibility
crisis; and b) work for a new type of legitimacy, one
based on achievement, i.e. cumulative problem-
solving in partnership with all its people, with what-
ever elements such a partnership entails.

Bibliography

Avusl, Nazih. Overstating the Arab State. London:
Ithaca Press, 1995.

BADIE, Bertrand. L'Etat importe. Paris: Fayard, 1986.

BRAND, Laurie. Official Stories. Politics and National
Narratives in Egypt and Algeria. Stanford, Calif:
Stanford U.P.,, 2014.

CAMMET, Melani and Ishac DiwaN. The Political
Economy of the Arab Uprisings. Boulder, Colo-
rado: Westview Press, 2014.

DerGHAM, Wahid. Tribalism and Development in the
Arab World. American University in Cairo, Pols
571, 2015.

GooDIN, Robert (ed.). The Oxford Handbook of Po-
litical Science. Oxford: Oxford U.P., 2009.

HERTOG, Stephen, Giacomo LuciaNi and Marc VALERI
(eds.). Business Politics in the Middle East.
London: Hurst, 2018.

HiLAL, Ali; MAZEN Hassan & Mai MuGAIB. The Return
of the State. Cairo: Egyptian- Lebanese Publish-
ing House, 2015 (in Arabic).

SAAD ELDIN, lbrahim. Society and State in the Arab
World. Amman and Beirut: Arab Thought Foru-
mand Center for Arab Unity Studies, 1987 (in
Arabic).

KarRMAVA, Mehran (ed.). Beyond the Arab Spring:
Political Bargaining in the Middle East. Oxford:
Oxford U.P,, 2015.

KHOURY, Philip and Joseph KOSTINER (eds). Tribe and
State-Formation in the Middle East. Berkley and
Los Angeles: University of California Press,
1990.

KORANY, Bahgat. “Alien, Besieged Yet Here to Stay:
The Arab Territorial State” in G. SALAME (ed.).
The Foundations of the Arab State. London:
Croom Helm (and Instituto Affari Internazionali),
1987 (an Arabic translation has been published
in EI-Mustagbal Al-Arabi, No. 105, Nov. 1987).

KoRANY, Bahgat. Arab Development in the 215 Cen-
tury: The Primacy of Empowerment. New York
and Cairo: American University in Cairo Press,
2014.

MaLki, Mhamed: “From the Law of the Ruler to the
Rule of Law” in Bahgat KoraNy (ed.). Arab Hu-
man Development in the 21t Century. New
York and Cairo: American University in Cairo
Press, 2014: p. 27-66.

PORTER, Lawrence (ed.). Sectarian Politics in the
Persian Gulf. London: Hurst, 2013.

Saoull, Adham. The Arab State: Dilemmas of Late
Formation. London: Routledge studies in Middle
Eastern politics, 2012.

SPrRuYT, Hendrik: “War, Trade & State-Formation” in
R. GoobiN (ed.). The Oxford Handbook of Po-
litical Science. Oxford, Oxford U.P., 2009:
p. 567-592.

AL-Sumart, Fahed, Nele LENZE & Michael HubsoN
(eds.). The Arab Uprisings: Catalysts, Dynamics
& Trajectories. London & New York: Rowman &
Littlefield, 2015.

TiLLy, Charles (ed.). The Formation of National States
in Europe. Princeton. Princeton U.P., 1975.





