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INTRODUCTION 
 
This is the Center for Emerging Threats and Opportunities’ (CETO) tenth edition of 
Flashpoints.  The 2015 edition of Flashpoints provides the results of our most recent 
analysis of factors associated with a nation’s risk for conflict.  It also provides an updated 
ranking for the 159 nations included in the study based on each nation’s potential to 
experience future conflict or instability.   
 
Original research conducted in 2004-2005 revealed that, while it is possible that issues 
associated with a single factor could be the catalyst for conflict, there is a greater likelihood 
that conflict will occur in countries and regions when problems arise involving multiple 
factors.  Accordingly, Flashpoints is based on the premise that conflict is more likely to 
result in a nation which experiences problems in several areas/domains simultaneously.  
Once again, this year’s study examines a total of ten factors to arrive at the country 
rankings.  The factors are the same ones that we used for last year’s study; they include 
Governance, Demographics, Energy, Water, Religion, Corruption, Disease, 
Education, Gender, and Economics.   
 
As with earlier versions of the study, the 2015 edition of Flashpoints does not profess to 
predict with certainty that conflicts or crises will occur in the countries at the top of the list.  
Nor does it predict that U.S. military forces will deploy to one of these countries either on 
peacekeeping or humanitarian missions, or to conduct combat operations, though these are 
possible outcomes.  Rather, it suggests that these are countries/areas to watch based on 
identified trends.  Annex A contains a discussion of the methodology used for this study.  
 
The year’s study reinforces our findings from previous reports that the two regions most-at-
risk for future conflict are sub-Saharan Africa and the Middle East & North Africa 
(MENA).   

 
By identifying potential threats and the environments that spawn them, Flashpoints 
provides the Marine Corps with an opportunity to work with other U.S. government 
agencies, international organizations, non-government activities and other nations to 
develop solutions to problems before they lead to armed conflict or regional instability.  By 
identifying nations and regions that are most likely to experience future conflict, 
Flashpoints also provides one additional tool that can assist the Marine Corps in 
determining future required capabilities.   
 
While not specifically intended or designed to support these functions, Flashpoints may 
also be useful as a support assessment tool for other purposes to include:  development of 
wargame scenarios, objectives, and focus points; development and assessment of theater 
security cooperation plans and priorities; service assessment of potential support to specific 
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engagement plans based upon service capabilities and resources; and multi-dimensional 
capability assessments across the range of military operations. 
 
This report begins with a discussion of the possible future environment in which the 
Marine Corps will operate. This is followed by an overview of our findings for each of the 
10 factors examined.  Annex B then lists 159 nations and depicts their scores for each of 
the 10 factors analyzed, as well as their 2015 composite score and ranking.  
 
We arrived at these rankings by reviewing the changes that have occurred within the 
databases associated with our Flashpoints factors over the past year and analyzed how 
these changes impacted each nation’s risk for conflict. Data sources for specific instability 
factors are noted within each section.   
 
Again this year we have selected one nation from the top ten most-at-risk countries for 
each factor to highlight.  We provide a brief background/historical sketch of each selected 
nation, followed by a discussion of how the specific risk factor affects the nation’s risk for 
conflict. 
 

THE POTENTIAL GEOPOLITICAL ENVIRONMENT 
 

As previously noted, this year’s Flashpoints effort included extensive research, review, and 
analysis of several global patterns and trends related to the potential for instability and 
armed conflict. This body of work was conducted through a prism defined by rapidly 
occurring actions, events, and decisions with potentially significant regional and global 
implications, challenges, and opportunities.  Several are worthy of note. 
 
The future will most likely be a period defined by transition, instability, shifting 
relationships, cooperation, and competition.  Trends include: continued but slowing 
population growth; an aging global population with youth bulges in less developed regions; 
urbanization; an expanding global middle class; increasing demand for finite resources; 
rapid acceleration of technological advances; a resurgence of ideology, tribalism and 
nationalism; and a global system shift  toward a multi-polar distribution of power where the 
current economic and military dominance of the U.S. will slowly move towards a system in 
which several states and institutions compete and cooperate for regional and global 
influence.   
 
Rapid economic growth outside the United States, in particular in the Asia-Pacific region, 
has had the effect of diminishing America’s relative contribution to the global economy.  
Projected trends suggest the U.S. portion of global GDP will drop from 23% in 2012 to 
18% by 2030.  At the same time China and India are projected to grow from 17% and 7% 
of the world economy to 28% and 11% respectively while Europe is expected to experience 
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a decline from 17% to 12%.1  These forecast changes in the shares of global GDP may also 
be matched by a tendency for per capita GDP of advanced and emerging economies to 
converge, creating significant expansion of the global middle class. 
 
In high income, developed countries there is a general trend toward increased life span and 
lower fertility rates.  Aging populations may make it more difficult for many developed 
nations to field large military forces.  With a tendency in developed countries to spend 
decreasing percentages of GDP on defense, their capacity to respond to crises with military 
forces will decline.  States greatly exceeding the replacement fertility rate will continue to 
be found in the developing and less-developed world with greatest concentration in Africa 
and parts of South and Central Asia.  Of note, with India’s population now growing at 
twice the rate of China’s, it is projected to become the world’s most populous country by 
2028. 
        
Cities are a manifestation of the cultural, economic, and social acceleration that we have 
experienced in modern history. In 1950, two-thirds of the world population lived in rural 
settlements and one-third in urban settlements. By 2050, the distribution will be reversed, 
with more than 6 billion people living in urbanized areas and 3 billion in rural areas. 
Virtually all of this urban growth will be concentrated in developing Africa and Asia.  By 
2030, China’s urban population alone is expected to reach 70%.  Today, estimates indicate 
more than 1 billion people live in urban slums, which are typically overcrowded, polluted, 
dangerous, and bereft of basic services such as clean water and sanitation.  Many of these 
vast urbanized areas will become largely ungovernable or informally governed zones ripe 
for corruption, criminal activity, radicalism, and terrorism. 
   
Nearly two-thirds of growth in global energy demand over the next 20 years will come 
from emerging economies in Asia.  China, in particular, is expected to use 68% more 
energy than the U.S. by 2035.  With 75% of oil flowing from the Persian Gulf already 
going to Asia, the Indo-Pacific sea lanes will increasingly be the channels for moving 
energy eastward.  One clear indicator is the projection that oil and gas shipments through 
the Straits of Malacca will double over the next two decades.   Accordingly, the global 
community shares a keen interest in keeping those lanes open and secure. 
 
Global population is projected to reach 8.74 billion by 2035.2  Combined trends in water 
scarcity, continued population growth, emerging markets, energy costs and increased 
demand for food staples will raise the potential for political instability and conflict, 
particularly in the rapidly expanding urban littoral zones within developing countries and 
regions.  Potential climate change implications, diversion of food staples to bio-fuel 
production, and increased food demand from an anticipated 3 billion people entering the 

                                                 
1 http://www.oecd.org/berlin/50405107.pdf, page 217. 
2 Census Bureau, World Population at a Glance, 2013. 

http://www.oecd.org/berlin/50405107.pdf
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global middle class will exacerbate the challenges associated with producing and 
distributing adequate food supplies. Within developing countries whose governments have 
approved foreign land acquisitions and long-term leases of farm lands, we should anticipate 
the rise of public outrage, criminal activity, and instability.   
   
Despite U.S. engagement to maintain global and regional stability, conflict between peers 
and near-peers is plausible and will incur high strategic costs. Conflict involving states that 
possess highly capable anti-access and area denial (A2/AD) capabilities and systems is 
possible as these systems proliferate globally. Potential flashpoints that could precipitate 
conventional conflict remain the Middle East (generally), various maritime chokepoints, 
and Territorial Island claims in the East and South China Seas. 
  
Because America will not face a conventional military peer in the foreseeable future, rival 
nations and non-state actors are incentivized to challenge U.S. interests in other ways.  
Competitors will employ proxies--mostly terrorists, formal militias or hybrid organizations, 
and transnational criminal organizations--to advance their aims. They will rely on 
ambiguity of attribution and keep actions below a threshold of retaliation in order to avoid 
diplomatic and military consequences.  Proxies will employ measures, especially at the 
lower end of conflict that, while relatively cheap for them, will require disproportionally 
expensive countermeasures by the U.S. and its allies.  Counterintuitively perhaps, some 
proxies and terrorist organizations will embrace attribution thereby inviting kinetic 
responses that play into their strategic messaging.3   
 
Since the end of World War II, there has been an extended period of relative peace in the 
Asia-Pacific region that has allowed countries to focus resources on economic expansion.  
Because of the U.S. presence and engagement, military expansion was given a lower 
priority than development efforts.  Consequently, Asian countries have economically 
flourished and this region offers continued future economic growth as long as the U.S. 
maintains a balancing presence.  To maintain this Asia-Pacific balance or “geostrategic 
equilibrium”, the U.S. must continue to remain physically present and engaged across the 
region. Attempting to adequately reassure, support, and engage regional partners and allies 
over trans-oceanic and/or trans-continental distances is untenable, for virtual presence is 
actual absence.  China’s rise, friction on the Korean Peninsula, and the continued vibrant 
future of Japan are will continue to shape security issues in the region. 
 
Japan is and will continue to be key in the array of security alliances the U.S. maintains in 
the Asia-Pacific region.  The country’s population is rapidly aging and restrictive 

                                                 
3 2015 Marine Corps Security Environment Forecast (MCSEF), 
http://www.mcwl.marines.mil/Portals/34/Documents/2015%20MCSEF%20-%20Futures%202030-2045.pdf. 
 
 

http://www.mcwl.marines.mil/Portals/34/Documents/2015%20MCSEF%20-%20Futures%202030-2045.pdf
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immigration laws will prevent any significant reversal of this economically disturbing 
trend.  Significant advances in robotic manufacturing will mitigate some of the effects of 
an aging population, but Japan’s economy will be restricted by this fact and an almost 
complete dependence on imported fuels.  Constitutional restrictions on the use of Japan’s 
military will be somewhat relaxed to address China’s expanding influence and military 
presence in the Yellow and East China Seas. The U.S. will remain Japan’s primary 
guarantor and protector for the foreseeable future. 
   
Economic growth in Africa will continue, albeit unevenly, as developed countries continue 
to harvest Africa’s abundance of natural resources.  However, the billions of dollars 
flowing into Africa are not improving the standard of living for most of the population.  
Corruption is rampant, creating a divisive and potentially dangerous income disparity 
between the “haves” and the “have-nots.”  The majority of Africans still subsist at levels 
well below the global poverty standard ($1.25 per day).  Despite major investments from 
developed countries, a lack of security, poor education, disease, underdevelopment, and 
chronically weak governance will to continue to create a breeding ground for militancy.  
 

OVERVIEW OF FLASHPOINTS 2015  
 

This edition of Flashpoints confirms that the nations that rank the highest, and are most-at-
risk for conflict, have shortcomings in multiple areas. Figure 1 depicts the ten countries 
determined by our 2015 iteration of Flashpoints to be most-at-risk for future conflict.  Each 
of these nations rated high on multiple factors, and 9 out of 10 are from the same 
geographic region, sub-Saharan Africa.  When this analysis is expanded to the top 20 
“most-at-risk nations”, sub-Saharan Africa (with 18 nations in the top 20) and the Middle 
East & North Africa (MENA) (with 3 nations in the top 25) clearly continue to be the two 
most troublesome regions in the world.  Afghanistan at number seven, located in the South 
and Southeast Asia region, is the only exception to this finding.  Annex B provides the 
complete list of country rankings.  
 
A review of the latest data for our factors also provided an opportunity to update our 
rankings.  The results once again reinforced the range and breadth of the problems faced by 
nations in sub-Saharan Africa.  Our latest analysis indicates that 37 out of 50 (or 74%) of 
the world’s most-at-risk nations are from this one region.  Other regions having multiple 
nations within the top 50 most-at-risk countries include the Middle East & North Africa 
region with 7, and the South & Southeast Asia region with 3.  Haiti at number 42 on our 
list is once again the only nation in the Western hemisphere to appear in the top 50.  In fact, 
there are only 2 other nations in the Western hemisphere in the top 75 most-at-risk 
counties.  They are Venezuela (ranked number 66) and Guatemala (ranked number 67). 
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Figure 1: Countries Most-at-risk for Conflict 

 
 
 
A review of the latest ranking of countries reveals once again that in general the 
nations found to be at high risk in our earlier reports still appear near the top of the 
current list.  Somalia consistently ranks as the top nation most-at-risk, and has been 
for six years in a row. Eight of the top ten nations from this year’s report are the same 
as last year.  South Sudan moved up from number three to number two this year. In 
the past three years, Equatorial Guinea has moved from number 18 to number 6. 
Burundi and Ethiopia dropped from the top 10.  When we compare the list of the top 
20 most-at-risk nations from our 2015 study with our 2014 results we note that while 
there are some slight shifts in how the nations break out, 16 out of the 20 most-at-risk 
countries remained the same.  Two nations experiencing significant changes were 
Eritrea, moving down from 12 to number 22 and Iraq, moving down from 17 to 
number 24.    
 
Reviews of three nations of specific interest to the United States military (Iraq, 
Afghanistan, and Pakistan), reveal several items of interest.  Both Afghanistan and 
Iraq continue to rank near the top of the list, and their 2015 rankings reflect ongoing 
events within these two nations.  Interestingly, while Afghanistan and Iraq are both in 
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the midst of conflict, they have each shown slight improvements. Afghanistan moved 
down 3 spots to number 7, while Iraq moved down 7 spots to 24.  Their continued 
high risk of continued conflict is understandable considering numerous studies have 
shown that nations in the process of transitioning to democracy are much more likely 
to experience conflict than in other forms of government. Pakistan consistently scores 
in the top 50, and is number 44 this year. Our findings clearly reflect the tremendous 
challenges that Afghanistan continues to face.  It again ranked in the top ten in five of 
our factors including: Corruption (3), Gender (2), Demographics (3), Religion (5), 
and Education (10).  Additionally, it ranked number 17 in the critical area of 
Governance.    
 
While Iraq has shown slight relative improvements in the areas of demographics, 
energy, and religion, it is still a nation with many challenges ahead.  This year it 
breaks out high on three factors: corruption (7), energy (12), and religion (16).  
Additionally, it is ranked 22nd in the critical area of Governance.   

 

2015 FLASHPOINTS FACTOR UPDATES/RESULTS 
 
The next ten sections of this report discuss the relevance of each of our Flashpoints factors 
in determining a nation’s risk for conflict and provide a summary of our analysis for each 
factor.  Each section also lists the indicators used to examine individual factors and 
provides a chart which depicts the ten nations assessed to be most-at-risk due to issues 
associated with that factor.   
 

GOVERNANCE 
 
 
 
 

 
As in previous editions, the first section of our 2015 version of Flashpoints examines 
governance and its potential to act as a contributing factor for either internal and/or 
external conflict.   For purposes of our study, the term “governance” refers to the entire 
system of formal and informal political arrangements.  It includes the societal basis for 
decision-making, the institutions associated with government, and the resulting 
domestic and international policies.  Unlike “government,” which refers solely to the 
institutional framework of legislative, judicial, executive, and military institutions, 
governance is an inclusive concept referring to the decision-making authority, power, 
and acquisition and expenditure of resources that affect human security.   

Sustainable development is the pathway to the future we want for all. It offers a 
framework to generate economic growth, achieve social justice, exercise environmental 
stewardship and strengthen governance.  

Ban Ki-moon 
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Figure 2: Governance Indicators 

 
Governance impacts a country’s ability to provide and maintain social stability, 
guarantee law and order, promote or create 
conditions necessary for economic growth, and 
ensure a minimum level of security.4  When a 
nation practices good governance, it effectively 
uses available assets and resources and constructs 
a strategy that can deal with the challenges facing 
its population.  It is resilient, adaptive, and 
capable of providing for the changing needs of its 
population, as well as adapting to the changing 
global environment.  Poor governance is 
intrinsically related to conflict in all of its various 
forms, to include insurrection and rebellion, 
defection, criminality, corruption, sectarian 
violence, and terrorism.  Citizens will try to 
undermine and subvert a governance system that 
does not work in their best interests. In strong democracies, governance systems adapt 
in peaceful ways.  Rigid authoritarian systems are less responsive to change, but they 
are usually still able to maintain control of their people due to the brute force of their 
rule.  The country that is in transition between autocracy and democracy is most-at-risk 
for conflict.  In fact, all things being equal, the odds of state failure have been seven 
times as high for partial democracies as they are for full democracies and full 
autocracies.5  Because of its overwhelming impact on a nation’s risk for conflict 
governance is double weighted in our model.   
 
Figure 3 lists the top ten countries determined by Flashpoints 2015 to be most-at-risk 
for conflict due to poor governance. Somalia ranked number 1 for the eighth year as the 
nation most impacted by poor governance.  Of note in this factor are the high rankings 
of not only Syria at number 2 and North Korea at number 3, but also the former Soviet 
bloc nations of Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan at numbers 7 and 9 respectively.  South 
Sudan replaced Saudi Arabia at number 10.  
 

                                                 
4 One of the best discussions of the relationship between “security” and military, environmental, economic, social, and 
political sectors is found in Security: a New Framework for Analysis written by Barry Buzan, et.al. and published by 
Lynne Reinner Publishers, 1998.  
5 State Failure Task Force Report: Phase III Findings of 30 September 2000. 

Flashpoints GOVERNANCE factor 
measures the following indicators: 
 

• Voice and Accountability; 
• Political Stability and the Absence 

of Violence; 
• Government Effectiveness; 
• Regulatory Quality; and 
• Political Rights and Civil 

Liberties. 
 
Sources for GOVERNANCE data include 
the latest Governance Matters study 
conducted by the World Bank and 
Freedom House International.  
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Figure 3: Governance Top Ten 

 

 
 
 
Since our first Flashpoints edition in 2005 we have observed an ongoing trend of 
nations from Eastern Europe & Central Asia showing increased risk for instability or 
conflict especially in the area of governance.  In addition to Turkmenistan and 
Uzbekistan, there are five other nations from this region in the top 50 rankings for this 
factor. The Middle East & North Africa region also has 12 nations within the top 50 
countries at risk for conflict based on this factor.  This includes the following five 
nations closely associated with the Arab Spring unrest/rebellions:  Syria (2), Yemen 
(21), Bahrain (23), Egypt (37), and Algeria (38).    
 
 

Syria  
Impact of Governance  

 
Syria ranked 2nd in governance and 46th on the composite list. Existentially 
challenged by an ongoing civil war, Syria serves as an example of a nation 
in conflict facing critical challenges in governance. 



 

10 

 
 
The former Ottoman Empire province of Syria became a League of Nations 
Mandate under French control in 1920 and came under the control of Vichy 
France in 1940. After World War II, Syria gained full independence in 
1946. The new country lacked political stability and experienced a series of 
military coups. Syria united with Egypt in February 1958 to form the United 
Arab Republic. In 1961, they separated, and the Syrian Arab Republic was 
reestablished. Syria lost the Golan Heights in the 1967 Arab-Israeli War.  
 
In November 1970, Hafiz al-Assad, a member of the socialist Ba'ath Party 
and the Alawi sect, seized power in a bloodless coup and brought political 
stability to the country. Following the death of President al-Assad, his son, 
Bashar al-Assad, was made president by popular referendum in July 2000.  
 
Syrian troops--stationed in Lebanon since 1976 in a peacekeeping role-- 
were withdrawn in 2005. During the 2006 conflict between Israel and 
Hezbollah, Syria placed its military forces on alert but did not intervene 
directly on behalf of its ally Hezbollah. In 2007, Bashar al-Assad's second 
term was approved by popular referendum. Influenced by major uprisings 
that began elsewhere in the region, antigovernment protests broke out in the 
southern province of Dar'a in 2011 with protesters calling for the repeal of 
the restrictive Emergency Law allowing arrests without charge, the 
legalization of political parties, and the removal of corrupt local officials. 
Demonstrations and violent unrest spread to nearly every city in Syria. The 
government responded with a mix of concessions, including the repeal of 
the Emergency Law, new laws permitting new political parties, and 
liberalizing local and national elections, and military force. However, the 
government's response has failed to meet opposition demands for Assad's 
resignation, and the government's ongoing violence to quell unrest and 
widespread armed opposition activity has led to extended clashes between 
government forces and oppositionists. International pressure on the Assad 
regime has intensified since late 2011, as the Arab League, European Union, 
Turkey, and the United States expanded economic sanctions against the 
regime. In December 2012, the National Coalition of Syrian Revolution and 
Opposition Forces, commonly referred to as the Syrian National Coalition, 
was recognized by more than 130 countries as the sole legitimate 
representative of the Syrian people. Peace talks between the Syrian 
Opposition Coalition and Syrian regime at the UN sponsored Geneva II 
conference in 2014 failed to produce progress toward a resolution of the 
conflict. Unrest continues in Syria, and according to the United Nations, the 
death toll among Syrian Government forces, opposition forces, and civilians 
has reached 220,000. As of 2015, the conflict has displaced 11.6 million 
people, including 7.6 million people internally, making the situation in Syria 
the largest humanitarian crisis worldwide.6 
 

                                                 
6 https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/geos/sy.html. 

https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/geos/sy.html
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Figure 4: Demographic Factors 

DEMOGRAPHICS 
 

 

 
 
Demographics refer to selected population characteristics that can be measured and 
compared to other populations.  In Flashpoints 2015 we once again focused our 
attention on those demographic characteristics that have been identified by various 
professional studies/reports to be associated with conflict/instability. 
Our demographic factor is adjusted to examine the percentage of young adults (“youth 
bulges”) and urbanization trends out to the year 2035 along with current infant 
mortality rates.  In previous years, our data had only looked out to the year 2030.  The 
use of “out-year” data for this factor provides us with a unique opportunity to gain a 
longer-range perspective on the impact of demographic trends on the risk of future 
conflict.   
 
Throughout history, population growth has generally been considered “good” because 
it resulted in a competitive advantage for a family, tribe, ethnic group, or nation over 
others in competition for 
the same resource base.  
Human capital, the quality 
and quantity of human 
beings able to produce 
goods and services, was 
considered an essential 
precursor to comparative 
strength and relative 

power of political entities.  
However, when populations 
continue to grow, they have the potential to outgrow their resources.  The global 
population is expected to increase from the current 6.4 billion to over 8.7 billion people 
by 2035.7    The vast majority of this increase will occur in the world’s developing 
nations.   
 
Although it seems intuitive that the increase in population worldwide will have an 
effect on global security, population growth is not a prima facie argument for the 
likelihood of conflict.  However, when specific demographic factors are not 

                                                 
7 http://www.geoba.se/population.php?pc=world&type=028&year=2035&page=1. 

Flashpoints DEMOGRAPHICS factor measures the following 
indicators: 

• Young Adults (ages 15-24) as a percentage of adult 
population age 15 and older projected to 2035 (Youth 
Bulge); 

• Annual change of urban growth projected to 2035; and 
• Infant Mortality Rates (IMR). 

 
Sources for DEMOGRAPHICS data include International Data 
Base of the US Bureau of Census, the CIA World Factbook & the 
United Nations Population Division 
 

Demographics show that we are entering a battle between young and old. I call it 
the ‘Age War.’ The young want to hang onto their money and grow their families, 
businesses, and wealth. The old want the tax and investment dollars of the young to 
sustain their old age. 
              Robert Kiyosaki 

http://www.geoba.se/population.php?pc=world&type=028&year=2035&page=1
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ameliorated by positive adaptation or the situation is exacerbated by competing groups, 
ineffective government, or an exploitative world economy, the stage may be set for 
conflict. 8  Studies have found quantifiable relationships between each of the three 
national demographic characteristics used as our indicators and the risk for conflict.  
 
Specifically, research shows that nations in which young adults (ages 15-29) comprise 
40 percent or more of all adults have been determined to be 2.5 times as likely to 
experience civil conflict as nations below this threshold. Likewise, nations with urban 
population growth rates of 4 percent or higher have been shown to experience civil 
conflict at about twice the rate as countries with lower rates of urbanization.9   Finally, 
countries with above-world median levels of infant mortality have three times the risk 
of state failure compared to nations that are below the median level.10 For the purposes 
of Flashpoints, we used UN data which breaks out young adults as 15-24. The resulting 
differences are negligible.11  
 
When we combine the degree of youth bulge, rate of urbanization, and infant mortality 
rate for each of the 159 nations in our study for this year’s update we once again obtain 
a numerical ranking for the degree to which each nation is likely to be impacted by 
these three factors.  As illustrated by Figure 5, nations in the sub-Saharan Africa region 
clearly dominate the list of nations with demographic challenges, accounting for 9 of 
the top 10. Only Afghanistan, at number 3, is not from this region.  If we examine the 
nations ranking in the top 40 most-at-risk nations based on this factor we find that 37 
are from sub-Saharan Africa, 1 is from South & South East Asia, and 2 are from the 
Middle East.     

                                                 
8 International Union for the Scientific Study of Population, Seminar on the Demography of Conflict and Violence 
(Oslo: IUSSP, 2002).  
9 The Security Demographic Population and Civil Conflict After the Cold War, Richard P. Cincotta, Robert Engelman, 
Daniele Anastasion, Population Action International, 2003. 
10 Esty, Daniel C.; Jack A. Goldstone, Ted Robert Gurr, Barbara Harff, Marc Levy, Geoffrey D. Dabelko, Pamela T. 
Surko & Alan N. Unger, 1999.  “State Failure Task Force Report: Phase II Findings”, Environmental Change & 
Security Project Report 5: 49-72. 
11 MCSEF, pg. 14, note 33, http://www.mcwl.marines.mil/Portals/34/Documents/2015%20MCSEF%20-
%20Futures%202030-2045.pdf. 
 

http://www.mcwl.marines.mil/Portals/34/Documents/2015%20MCSEF%20-%20Futures%202030-2045.pdf
http://www.mcwl.marines.mil/Portals/34/Documents/2015%20MCSEF%20-%20Futures%202030-2045.pdf
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Figure 5: Demographics Top Ten 

 

 

 
 

A complete list of the demographic ranking is provided at Annex B.  Interestingly, 
many Islamic Middle East countries that are currently of concern from a security 
perspective – Yemen, Iraq, Iran, Syria, and Libya – were recently, or are currently, 
experiencing a youth bulge.  A hopeful sign for this region is the fact that by 2035 most 
Middle Eastern nations will have youth percentages well below the 40 percent 
threshold correlated with conflict.  Yemen, Iraq, and Sudan are the only Middle East 
countries projected to still have significant youth bulges by 2035, an indication that 
these three nations are likely to remain unstable for years to come.  
 
As noted in our last five reports, Afghanistan is also expected to continue to be 
adversely impacted by demographic issues well into the future.  Additionally, its infant 
mortality ranking (2014 est.) is the worst of all 159 nations in our study and is a further 
indication of the problems this nation will continue to face.   
 

Niger 
Impact of Demographics 
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Niger ranked first in demographics and ninth on our overall composite list. 
Major demographic issues in Niger: 

 
 A high youth bulge that is only 0.5% behind the highest youth 

bulge (Uganda); 

 The highest rate of urbanization in the world; and 

 Infant mortality rate ranks eighth in the world at 86 infant deaths 
per 1000 births. 

Niger is one of the poorest countries in the world with minimal government 
services and insufficient funds to develop its resource base.  The largely 
agrarian and subsistence-based economy is frequently disrupted by extended 
droughts common to the Sahel region of Africa. The Nigerien Movement for 
Justice, a predominantly ethnic Tuareg rebel group, emerged in February 
2007, and attacked several military targets in Niger’s northern region 
throughout 2007 and 2008. Successful government offensives in 2009 ended 
the rebellion. Niger is facing increased security concerns on its borders from 
various external threats including insecurity in Libya, spillover from the 
conflict in Mali, and violent extremism in northeastern Nigeria.   
 
Niger suffers from environmentally induced economic migration. That is, 
rapid urban population increase is not correlated with significant economic, 
infrastructural, or political development. Niamey is the second fastest 
growing city in Africa. The city had 4,000 people in 1930. By 2025 the 
population is expected to be over 2.1 million people (a 535% increase).12 
 
Niamey’s growth is strongly correlated with periods of drought and famine. 
Several of the environmental issues plaguing Niger have been exacerbated 
by climate change, including droughts, soil degradation, deforestation and 
the dramatic shrinking of Lake Chad on Niger’s eastern border. As droughts 
have become more frequent and severe, migration has become more 
permanent.  
 
Niamey houses the national government of Niger in addition to the regional 
urban community government. Political and regime instability, including 
several coup d’états, the latest in 2010, have contributed to a rocky social 
and political climate in which the Nigerien government has had little power. 
Resistance by the Tuareg nomads of northern Niger, in large part a response 
to worsening environmental conditions ruining their nomadic livelihood, has 
added to the turmoil. 

                                                 
12 Alison Spindler, Urbanization and Development in Niamey, Niger, USC Policy Review Student Journal 2014, 
http://priceschool.usc.edu/students/review-journal/policy-and-practice-2013-2014/urbanization-niamey-niger/   
 
 

http://priceschool.usc.edu/students/review-journal/policy-and-practice-2013-2014/urbanization-niamey-niger/
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ENERGY 
 

 
 
 
 
The energy section of Flashpoints positively correlates risk for conflict, war or 
instability, with the degree to which a nation’s economy is based on energy resources.  
This correlation has been determined based on observed violence and empirical studies. 
Historically, the quest for oil has both generated and shaped conflict.  Commonly cited 
examples include the Japanese incursions in the Pacific and preemptive bombing of 
Pearl Harbor and Iraq’s 1990 invasion of Kuwait—each of these present a different 
insight into the relationship between oil and conflict. Prior to World War II, Japan, a 
resource poor state, needed oil to grow its industrial base and fuel its military 
expansion.  In the 1990 Gulf War, a property dispute was temporarily resolved through 
force.  More contemporary examples include Nigeria and Sudan. Civil conflict can be 
sparked (Nigeria) or perpetuated (South Sudan) by the presence of oil. 
 
The indicators of potential conflict selected for the 
energy factor are listed in Figure 6.  Our research 
indicates that states with oil-dependent economies 
face the highest risk of energy-associated conflict.  
Not only are pre-existing tensions likely to 
escalate over this valuable commodity, but the 
way oil is managed typically results in an erosion 
of governing capacity—hence the term “resource 
curse”.  As such, the energy factor for 
Flashpoints is calculated using a double 
weighted indicator for oil dependence.  The measure employed to indicate the 
intensity of oil dependency is the ratio of barrels of oil exported over the country’s 
gross domestic product (GDP).13   
 
The relationship between oil and conflict is complicated.  Somewhat counterintuitively, 
oil has often been an obstacle to political stability and economic growth for many 
nations. Of all natural resources, oil has been determined to create the highest risk of 
interstate conflict. This is due to the significant rents oil provides and the tremendous 
shocks to which a nation’s government and economy are exposed.14 

                                                 
13 EIA, International Energy Annual 2003 (Washington, D.C.: EIA, 2005), 
http://www.eia.doe.gov/pub/international/iea2003/table31.xls.  
14 Collier, P. and A. Hoeffler. 2005. Resources Rents, Governance, and Conflict. Journal of Conflict Resolution, 49(4): 
625-33. 

Figure 6:  Energy Factor Indicators 

Flashpoints ENERGY factor 
measures the following indicators: 
 

• Oil Dependency (double 
weighted); 

• Oil Reserves;  
• Energy Disputes; and 
• Natural Gas Reserves. 
 

Sources for energy data include the 
CIA World Factbook and the 

  
 

I would like nuclear fusion to become a practical power source. It would provide an 
inexhaustible supply of energy, without pollution for global warming. 

 Stephen Hawking 
  

http://www.eia.doe.gov/pub/international/iea2003/table31.xls
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Figure 7: Energy Top Ten 
 

  
 
Based on our 2015 review of the databases associated with our energy factor indicators, 
the top 10 countries shown in Figure 7 have been identified as being at greatest risk for 
conflict or instability.  There are four nations from sub-Saharan Africa, two from 
Eastern Europe, three from the Middle East, and one from Latin America. Russia 
dropped out of the top 10 to number 11. While the nations listed below vary greatly in 
size and forms of government, which include dictatorships, republics, and theocracies, 
their single connection is being, or at least having the potential of becoming, an energy 
dependent economy.   
 
Eight of the top ten nations for this factor remain the same as last year but their order 
has changed slightly:  Equatorial Guinea (1), South Sudan (2), Gabon (3), Azerbaijan 
(4), Saudi Arabia (5), Iran (7), Republic of the Congo (8), and Venezuela (10).  Of note 
South Sudan has a number of oil fields and wells, leaking and untapped.  Their oil 
pipeline currently runs through Sudan to the north. Since December 2013, the civil war 
between the Dinka and Nuer ethnic groups has stifled the South Sudanese from using 
this resource. 
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When we review the top 20 nations on our Energy factor we find that the Middle East 
(with 6) and sub-Saharan Africa (with 6) dominate the list.  Also ranking in the top 20 
are three countries from the Eastern Europe & Central Asia region: Azerbaijan (4), 
Turkmenistan (9), and Russia (11). 
     

South Sudan  
Impact of Energy 

 
This year South Sudan ranked as the second most-at-risk nation in energy 
and second overall, serving as an example of the risk incurred by a nation 
whose economy is based primarily on a single natural resource. The 
relatively young nation also ranked 3rd in education, 10th in governance, and 
11th in disease.  
 
South Sudan has the 3rd largest oil reserves in sub-Saharan Africa and 28th in 
the world. However, after South Sudan became an independent nation in 
2011, southern and northern negotiators have been unable to reach an 
agreement on how to split the revenue from these southern oilfields.  Hence, 
oil production is low and most oilfields remain untapped or abandoned. 
Moreover, South Sudan has struggled with good governance and nation 
building while attempting to control rebel militia groups operating in its 
territory. Economic conditions have deteriorated since January 2012 when 
the government decided to shut down oil production. 

 
Ten thousand people have been killed and 1.6 million have been internally 
displaced since civil war broke out in South Sudan. Ignited by a political 
struggle between President Salva Kiir and his former Vice President Riek 
Machar, the conflict escalated into violence between the two largest ethnic 
groups, the Dinka and the Nuer. Nuer rebels aligned with Machar attacked 
the Dinka while government forces attacked the Nuer. 
 
The civil war has prevented farmers from planting or harvesting crops, 
causing food shortages nationwide. In July 2014, the UN Security Council 
declared South Sudan’s food crisis the worst in the world. It warned that 
some four million people—a third of the population—could be affected and 
up to 50,000 children could die of hunger.15 
 
Kiir and Machar ceased fighting in August 2014 for talks mediated by the 
Intergovernmental Authority on Development (IGAD). The warring sides 
were given six months to form a unity government, but both sides have 
come to a standstill over the terms of a power sharing agreement. 
 

                                                 
15 http://www.cfr.org/global/global-conflict-tracker/p32137#!/?marker=33. 

http://www.cfr.org/global/global-conflict-tracker/p32137#!/?marker=33
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 The U.S. and Europe have imposed sanctions from both sides, but diplomats 
say real pressure for a deal needs to come from neighboring states. 
 

 
WATER 

 
 
 
 

 

 

The demand for clean water is increasingly becoming a dangerous source of friction in many 
parts of the world.  While this demand is primarily caused by surging population growth, it is 
exacerbated by environmental abuse and poor water management.16  Unlike oil and other 
“strategic” resources, there is no substitute for water in most of its uses.  Water is not only 
indispensable to human survival, but is critical to most forms of economic production.  
 
This section of Flashpoints 2015 updates 
information related to water issues and 
identifies the nations that are the most 
likely to experience water disputes that 
could lead to conflict.  Our original 
selection of indicators to determine 
water’s relationship to conflict was 
based upon empirical studies and a 
logical interpretation of their findings.   
 
Historically, most of the quantitative research testing the indicators of water conflict 
examined conflict between nations. Research literature shows there is consensus that 
conflicts over water resources are more likely to occur within countries than between 
countries. 17   Accordingly, the decision was made starting with the 2009 version of 
Flashpoints to focus on just the risk of intra-state conflict caused by water issues. The 
risk indicators listed in Figure 8 were selected to identify countries that may experience 
instability or conflict because of water issues.    

                                                 
16 Water, the Looming Source of World Conflict, www.globalpolicy.org/security/natres/water/2001/0329cflt.htm. 
17 In 1997 Wolf said that conflict over water “does not happen at the international level” and that “environmental 
degradation leads to internal political instability….” Leif Ohlsson, Environment, Scarcity, and Conflict: A Study of 
Malthusian Concerns, PhD Dissertation, (University of Gotborg, Department of Peace and Development Research, 
1999): 174; see also Gleick web posting at EDC News. 

Figure 8:  Water Factor Indicators 

 

Clean water and access to food are some of the simplest things that we can 
take for granted each and every day. In places like Africa, these can be 

some of the hardest resources to attain if you live in a rural area. 
 

                                                                                 Marcus Samuelsson 
 

Flashpoints WATER factor measures the following 
indicators: 
 

• Total Renewable Water Resources; 
• Annual Freshwater Withdrawal; 
• Percent of Population with Access to Potable 

Water; and 
• Percent of Change in Population.  
  

Sources for Water data include: the CIA World Fact 
Book; the World Bank; and the U.S. Census Bureau     

http://www.betterworldheroes.com/franklin.htm
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The ten countries determined to be most-at-risk for internal conflict/instability due to 
water are provided in Figure 9.  Somalia is, again, the number 1 nation at greatest risk 
for conflict based on water issues.  Saudi Arabia remains at number 2 and Niger 
maintained at number 8.  With South Sudan’s third look (new nation), it moved from 
number 6 to number 4.  Considering the small variations in the point values associated 
with our factor rankings between the most-at-risk nation and others in the top 20, all of 
these nations clearly have major problems with fresh water availability.  
 
While issues with fresh water availability are becoming more prevalent around the 
globe, the nations at the greatest risk continue to be found in the Middle East and sub-
Saharan Africa.  Of the 50 nations ranked most-at-risk for this factor, 10 are from the 
Middle East and 35 are from sub-Saharan Africa.  The five from other regions are 
Afghanistan (27), Singapore (45), Haiti (48), Tajikistan (49), and Turkmenistan (50). 
 
It is important to note that water has rarely, if ever, been the singular cause of conflict. 
Water shortages occurring in combination with other sources of tension may become an 
even more likely source of conflict in the future. Social, political, and economic issues 

Figure 9:  Water Top Ten 
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all play important roles, and it is often difficult to dissect the complex causes of 
conflict. Factors found to have the greatest influence on water related tensions within 
states include upstream/downstream relationships, disputes over tribal boundaries and 
wells, religious and ethnic animosities, and population growth. 
 

         Angola 
Impact of Water 

 
Angola ranked eighth on our composite list, while ranking sixth in the water 
factor.  Angola serves as a good example of a country affected by water 
issues. They also score high in gender (number 1), demographics (number 
9), energy (number 13), and control of corruption (number 13). 
 
According to WaterAid America, 9.4 million Angolans don’t have access to 
adequate drinking water (half the population). Over two-fifths (8 million) 
have no sanitation and 16,000 children die every year from diarrhea caused 
by lack of clean water and poor sanitation.18 As a result, an Angolan’s life 
expectancy is just 55 years (19th worst in the world).  
 
Population pressures have aggravated the problem through overuse of 
pastures and subsequent soil erosion, desertification, and deforestation of 
tropical rain forest. International demand for tropical timber, also used 
domestically as fuel, has resulted in loss of biodiversity, water pollution, 
siltation of rivers and dams, and inadequate supplies of potable water. An 
expected 40% population increase by 2035 will further strain water supplies. 
 
More than 70% of the government’s revenue comes from oil exports. Yet, 
the majority of the population gains their livelihood from subsistence 
farming. Even so, half the food needed to feed the population is imported.  
 
Angola’s struggle to maintain stability will be especially challenging, 
considering that their last civil war lasted 27 years. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
18 http://www.wateraid.org/us/where-we-work/page/angola. 
 

http://www.wateraid.org/us/where-we-work/page/angola
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RELIGION 
 
I do not feel obliged to believe that the same God who has endowed us with sense, 
reason, and intellect has intended us to forgo their use. 
                Galileo Galilei  
 
Since the earliest historians started recording the events of mankind, they have 
documented wars being fought over, or at least influenced by, religious issues.  Warfare 
has traditionally been a matter of great significance to the world’s major religions, and 
the study of warfare in human history has often led to the conclusion that religious 
differences lie at the heart of many or most conflicts. On many occasions war has been 
seen as an opportunity to advance a religious cause and has been actively promoted by 
religious and spiritual leaders.  
 
Still today, the roots of most armed conflicts contain some religious elements in 
combination with economic, territorial, cultural, governance, or other issues.  Ongoing 
efforts to achieve stability in Afghanistan and Iraq continue to be greatly complicated 
by religious factors. This section examines and updates our findings on the role religion 
plays as both cause and 
contributing factor in conflict. 
 
A review of recent conflicts and 
events around the world reveals 
that religion continues to be a 
critical factor in contemporary 
warfare.  Unlike other issues, 
such as resource conflict which 
can often be resolved by 
pragmatic and distributive 
means, religious conflicts tend to 
be mutually exclusive or zero-sum 
events.  As a result, conflicts 
involving religious differences become some of the most intractable and brutal wars.  
Religion, in most places, at most times, and for most people, provides coherence, 
rationality, and reason.  Yet, when religion assumes a more prominent role, conflicts 
become more lethal.  In addition, global terrorism is increasingly characterized by 
violence perpetuated by individuals and small groups with religious motivation, using 
non-conventional weapons, choosing symbolic targets, and judging success by 
obedience to their view of God’s will.19     

                                                 
19 Jessica Stern, Why Religious Militants Kill (New York: HarperCollins, 2003). 

 
Flashpoints RELIGION factor measures the following 
indicators: 
 

• Religious Diversity/Polarization; 
• Religious Government Restrictions Index; 
• Religious Social Hostilities Index; and 
• History of Past Conflict. 
 

Religious data was compiled and integrated from: the CIA 
World Factbook 2015; Pew Research Group; and Center for 
Religious Freedom sponsored by Freedom House International.  
The measure of Past Religious Conflict was constructed using 
data in Monica Toft’s research, Religion, Civil War, and 
International Order.  
 

Figure 10:  Religion Factor Indicators 
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Religion was originally selected to be used as a Flashpoints factor for three reasons:  
 Religious ideology is often an important “cause” of conflict and war; 
 Religion is the most consistent factor in current violent groups; 
 Religious factors serve as cause and catalyst when politically mobilized in 

association with other factors in conflict. 
 

Our 2015 update of Flashpoints once again uses the four indicators listed in Figure 10 
to help determine where religious violence is most likely to occur.  The first indicator 
was selected to determine whether, in fact, there was religious diversity in a given area.  
This was necessary because without a variety of religiously identified sub-national 
groups there would likely be little chance for religious conflict. 
 
The second indicator of conflict is whether, or not, the central government took 
measures to restrict religious freedom(s). If the government found it necessary to have 
rules and sanctions directed against minority religions, then it is logical that those 
religiously persecuted groups would be likely to resist the government in both violent 
and non-violent confrontation. The third indicator provides an additional measurement 
of infringements on religious beliefs and practices, due to government actions as well 
as acts of violence and intimidation by private individuals, organizations, and social 
groups. The fourth indicator addresses whether, or not, there is a history of conflict 
between religiously identified groups. 
 
As with our other factors, we reviewed/evaluated the databases associated with the four 
religious indicators discussed above. This year new data was available on religious 
freedoms and government restrictions on religion.  The ten countries listed in Figure 11 
are determined to be most-at-risk for future conflict due to religious issues.  The 
common threads for countries most-at-risk were a high degree of religious diversity, a 
history of religious conflicts, and ongoing social/tribal disagreements. Unlike the 
results of most other factors considered by Flashpoints, the list of the 10 nations most-
at-risk of conflict due to religion is not dominated by sub-Saharan Africa.    
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There are four nations from the North Africa & Middle East, five from South and 
Southeast Asia and one from sub-Saharan Africa.  
 
India continues to top the list of nations most likely to experience conflict and 
instability due to religious related issues.  Other nations that are of strategic interest to 
the United States and rank high on this factor include: Nigeria (number 4),  Afghanistan 
(number 5), Syria (number 6), Israel (number 7), Iran (number 8), and Sudan (number 
9). The strong correlation between the nations that rank high on the religious factor and 
the number of these nations that are currently experiencing conflicts, or have recently 
been involved in conflicts,  provides strong justification for continuing to include this 
factor in our study.     
 
 
 
 
 

 

Figure 11: Religion Top Ten 
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Democracy must be built through open societies that share information. 
When there is information, there is enlightenment. When there is debate, 
there are solutions. When there is no sharing of power, no rule of law, no 
accountability, there is abuse, corruption, subjugation and indignation.  
                               
                 Atifete Jahjaga 

 

 Nigeria 
Impact of Religion 

  
Nigeria ranked fourth on our religion factor and twelfth on our composite 
list. Nigeria also ranked in the top 30 in energy, gender, education, disease, 
control of corruption, and water.  

 
Nigeria gained independence from Great Britain in 1960. Their history 
includes a coalition government into 1966; two military coups; a civil war 
1967-70; military rule until 1979, a return to democracy 1979-84; military 
coups in 1984 and 1985; then military rule lasting to 1999. That year, a new 
constitution was adopted, and peaceful transition to civilian government was 
completed. The government continues to face the daunting task of reforming 
a petroleum-based economy, whose revenues have been squandered through 
corruption and mismanagement. 
 
Religious violence in Nigeria can be traced back to 1953. In the 1980s, 
outbreaks between Christians and Muslims occurred in Kafanchan in 
Kaduna State. In 1991, a German evangelist Reinhard Bonnke attempted a 
crusade in Kano, causing a religious riot killing a dozen people. Since 1999, 
Christian governments have dominated the country at the federal level, 
while the Muslim-dominated Nigerian states have implemented strict Sharia 
law. Since 2009, the Islamist movement Boko Haram has fought an armed 
rebellion against the Nigerian military, sacking villages and towns and 
taking thousands of lives in battles and massacres against Christians, 
students, and others deemed enemies of Islam. Nigeria continues to 
experience longstanding ethnic and religious tensions. 
  
There are 1,235,300 internally displaced persons (IDP) due to Boko Haram 
attacks and counterinsurgency efforts in northern Nigeria. The IDPs also 
experience communal violence between Christians and Muslims in the 
middle belt region, political violence, flooding, forced evictions, cattle 
rustling and competition for resources. 
 
 

CORRUPTION 
 

 
   
 

 
    
 
This section looks at the influence of corruption on a nation’s risk for conflict.  In several 
early versions of Flashpoints we coupled crime and corruption into a single factor.  

http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/quotes/k/karlkraus152098.html
http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/quotes/k/karlkraus152098.html
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Figure 12:  Corruption Factor Indicators 

However, due to the increasing lack of 
confidence in the reliability of the crime 
data associated with many of the nations 
included in our study, starting in 2009 
we elected to focus only on the impact 
of corruption in this section.  

 
Conflict and instability routinely occur 
in nations where the economy is 
performing poorly or has already 
collapsed.  The ability of these states to collect taxes and exercise power declines 
drastically leading to an increase in corruption.  As a state continues to lose control, 
organized crime grows and political legitimacy collapses.  This blurs the lines between 
war, corruption, and terrorist activities, and the traditional distinction between soldiers and 
civilians also becomes blurred or disappears altogether.20  
 
As we will also discuss in the economics section of this report, there is a strong correlation 
between the economic well-being of a nation and its risk for conflict. For many poor 
countries, corruption and conflict tend to create a vicious cycle. Corruption, in most cases, 
can be “expected to reduce economic growth by lowering the quality of public 
infrastructure and services, decreasing tax revenue and cause [sic] talented people to 
engage in ‘rent-seeking’ rather than productive activities.”21 In other words, corrupt 
politicians may spend more public resources on those items for which it is easier to exact 
large bribes and keep them secret. For example, they may favor spending on fighter aircraft 
and large-scale investment projects rather than textbooks and teachers’ salaries, even 
though education may promote economic growth better than military and industrial 
projects. 
 
Since poorer countries routinely lack the funds, infrastructure, and at times the will to 
provide the required oversight to detect and deter corrupt practices, external investment is 
negatively impacted.  As corporations from wealthier nations shy away from investing in 
nations plagued by corruption, the latter are deprived of potential legitimate jobs and 
citizens are driven to an increased reliance on criminal/corrupt or terrorist activities for 
survival.  This often leads to further instability and conflict, which in turn leads to further 
economic contraction. Additionally, once fighting has started, corruption creates an 
environment that tends to prolong armed conflicts through interrelated mechanisms 
associated with the profitability of a state of war.  First, war provides fertile ground for 
corruption and unlawful enrichment. 

                                                 
20“The Changing Character of War,” Michael Sheehan, October 30, 2011. 
21 Corruption: Causes, Consequences, and Agenda for Further Research, Finance & Development, March 1998, Paolo 
Mauro. 

Flashpoints Corruption factor measures the 
following indicators: 

 
• Corrupt Perception Index;  
• Control of Corruption; and 
• Rule of Law.  
 

The Sources for the Corruption indicators are 
Transparency International and “Governance 
Matters (2013)” by Worldbank  
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Figure 13: Corruption Top Ten 

 

 
 
 
Second, corruption can undermine the efficiency and morale of armed forces, especially 
government forces, making it harder for them to achieve victory.  At times, conflict and 
instability may be intentionally prolonged by corrupt leaders on both sides of the conflict to 
use the ongoing state of violence to gain status and personal wealth. 22   
 
The ten countries with the highest (worst) scores on our corruption factor for 2015 are 
shown in Figure 13.  All of the top ten most-at-risk nations based on this factor were in the 
top ten last year. North Korea moved up one spot to number 2. Afghanistan dropped to 
number 3. Venezuela moved up to number 6.  Libya dropped two spots to number 8. Sudan 
and South Sudan remained at 4 and 5 respectively and Equatorial Guinea remained number 
10.  
 
The relationship between ongoing conflict and corruption is illustrated by the four nations 
at the top of the list.  Somalia, North Korea, Afghanistan, and Sudan, ranked 1-4 

                                                 
22 Le Bellion, Philippe, Buying Peace or Fueling War: The Role of Corruption in Armed Conflicts, Journal of 
International Development, 2003. 
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respectively, are currently experiencing ongoing or recent conflicts. South Sudan will be 
significant to watch due to its recent ascent to independent nation status and subsequent 
collapse into civil war. 
 
While all of the nations most-at-risk for conflict due to corruption are poor, they are much 
less concentrated geographically just as we found in the religion category. Out of the top 50 
nations, 20 are from sub-Saharan Africa; 8 from Eastern Europe; 7 from North Africa & 
Middle East; 6 from South & South East Asia; 4 from Latin America; 4 East Asia & 
Pacific; and 1 from the Caribbean.    
 

Afghanistan 
Impact of Corruption 

 
Ranking third in corruption, Afghanistan also ranked seventh on our 
composite list. Additionally, it ranked high in gender (2), demographics (3), 
religion (5), and education (10).  Afghanistan has consistently ranked in the 
top 10 on our composite list, serving as a good example of how corruption 
contributes to instability overall. 
 
One of the more recent corruption cases was the 2010-13 Kabul Bank 
financial scandal involving Mahmood Karzai and others close to then 
President Hamid Karzai. The trial involved insiders who were spending the 
bank’s one billion U.S. dollars for their own lavish life style. The 
government only recovered $180 million of the $980 million in fraudulent 
loans.23   
 
Three years ago, all the major donors to Afghanistan met in Tokyo to map a 
way forward to the war-torn country. President Karzai promised that if the 
money kept coming in, he would ensure it would not be lost to corruption. 
At the time Transparency International recommended measures aimed at 
curbing corruption. The international community rallied and the aid 
continued, but President Karzai did not follow through on his promises. A 
third of Afghans still consider corruption the most challenging problem 
facing the country, after security. Corruption is now so endemic that more 
than two-thirds of the people don’t think it’s bad for a civil servant to accept 
small bribes if he gets the job done, and 65% believe hiring a family 
member for a government job is acceptable.24 Following the Tokyo 
conference, the international community pledged an additional $16 billion in 
civilian aid through 2015. To take full advantage of this help, the Afghan 
government must overcome a number of challenges, including low revenue 
collection, anemic job creation, high levels of corruption, weak government 
capacity, and poor public infrastructure. 

                                                 
23 Weda Barak, ed. (October 1, 2012). Problems in recovery of Kabul Bank loans: Delawari. Pajhwok Afghan News. 
24 http://blog.transparency.org/2014/12/01/challenging-corruption-in-afghanistan/. 

http://blog.transparency.org/2014/12/01/challenging-corruption-in-afghanistan/
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Smallpox was the worst disease in history. It killed more people 
than all the wars in history. 

                                 Larry Brilliant 
 

 

 
 
According to John Sopko, special inspector general for Afghanistan 
reconstruction, “Corruption is not only feeding insurgency, it’s feeding a 
number of corrupt officials.”25 The U.S. has allocated more than $104 billion 
for reconstruction efforts, and President Obama’s fiscal 2015 budget adds an 
additional $5.8 billion. One example of misused funds: the U.S. donated 
about $3 million to buy boats for the Afghan navy. The money was taken, 
but the order for the boats was cancelled by the Afghan government, and the 
boats now sit in storage in Virginia. 
 
Afghanistan’s growth rate slowed markedly in 2014. Newly elected 
President Ashraf Ghani is dedicated to instituting economic reforms. 
However, the drawdown of international security forces that occurred in 
2014 will negatively affect economic growth, as a substantial portion of 
commerce, especially in the services sector, has catered to the ongoing 
international troop presence in the country. 
 

DISEASE 
 
 
 
 
This section of Flashpoints 2015 re-examines the relationship between contagious diseases 
and the potential for conflict and instability within or between nations.  We used the same 
indicators for disease that we used for past versions of our report and simply updated the 
results to reflect changes to the number of cases of each disease reported during the past 
year.  As discussed below, due to the limitations associated with data available on diseases, 
as well as their mortality rates, we once again used malaria, tuberculosis (TB), cholera, and 
measles to serve as our disease factor indicators.  
 
As noted in previous Flashpoints reports, due to the lack of adequate reporting procedures 
or the stigma associated with some contagious diseases (especially HIV/AIDS) many 
countries either fail to report or under report data concerning diseases.26  This is especially 
prevalent in many developing and Muslim nations.  Accordingly, in our examination of the 
potential relationship between infectious diseases and instability/conflict, Flashpoints 
considered disease databases as indicative of trends but not as accurate measures of disease 
prevalence.  

 

While HIV/AIDS is arguably the one infectious disease that can have the greatest negative 
impact on both developed and developing nations in the future, it was not included in the 

                                                 
25 http://www.defenseone.com/threats/2014/11/corruption-afghanistan-getting-significantly-worse/99377/  
26 https:www.odci.gov/cia/reports/nie/report/nie99-17d.html of February 2004. 

http://www.defenseone.com/threats/2014/11/corruption-afghanistan-getting-significantly-worse/99377/
http://www.odci.gov/cia/reports/nie/report/nie99-17d.html
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Figure 14:  Disease Factor Indicators 

study due to the extreme unreliability of the data.  However, since research indicates that 
there is a strong correlation between tuberculosis and HIV/AIDS, we included the scores 
for tuberculosis to help capture this relationship.  
 
A January 2000 report by the U.S. National Intelligence Council concluded that the 
relationship between disease and political instability was found to be particularly 
pronounced in those countries with a weak system of governance.  The severe social and 
economic impacts caused by infectious diseases, especially in developing nations, often 
result in an intense struggle for political power and control of scarce state resources leading 
to conflict.27   
 
In a follow-up to its January 2000 study, the 
National Intelligence Council issued a 
report in December of 2008 titled Strategic 
Implications of Global Health that provides 
additional insights to the relationship 
between diseases and armed conflict.  They 
report that “Considerable empirical and 
theoretical studies have demonstrated the 
links between the health of a population and 
economic growth and development.”28  It is 
primarily this adverse impact that diseases have on a nation’s economy that leads to a 
country’s increased risk for armed conflict.   
 
Additionally, it has been found that the relationship between disease and armed conflict 
tends to be bi-directional and reinforcing.  Poorer nations tend to experience higher 
incidence of disease and armed conflict, and armed conflicts have been found to lead to 
higher disease rates.  Since both disease and armed conflict negatively impact the 
economy, it becomes increasingly difficult for a nation to break out of this cycle.29 Not only 
can the spread of infectious diseases act as a catalyst for national/regional instability, but 
epidemics have also been found to severely undermine a country’s defense-force 
capabilities.30 
   
In spite of medical advances that have produced drugs that are effective against most 
bacteria, viruses, fungi, and parasites, infectious diseases are still a major cause of death 

                                                 
27 https:www.odci.gov/cia/reports/nie/report/nie99-17d.html, of February 2004.  
28 Strategic Implications of Global Health, National Intelligence Council, ICA 2008-10D, December 2008. 
29 Max Sokol, Armed Conflict and HIV/AIDS: A Complex Dynamic, Brown Policy Review, Spring 2006. 
30 The Global Threat of New and Reemerging Infectious diseases Reconciling U.S. National Security and Public 
Health Policy, The Rand Corporation, 2003, page 9. 

Flashpoints DISEASE factor measures the 
following indicators: 
 

• Malaria; 
• Tuberculosis; 
• Cholera; and 
• Measles. 

 
Source for Disease data from the World Health 
Organization.  

http://www.odci.gov/cia/reports/nie/report/nie99-17d.html
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and a source of social and economic upheaval for millions around the world.31   Contagious 
diseases now account for approximately 26 percent of annual deaths worldwide and 
following cardiovascular diseases are the second largest cause of human death.  Deaths 
from war account for only 0.4 percent of the global death rate.32 
 
Studies show that more than 90 percent of the deaths from infectious diseases worldwide 
are caused by only a handful of diseases.  These diseases include lower respiratory 
infections, HIV/AIDS, diarrheal diseases (including cholera), tuberculosis (TB), malaria, 
and measles.  In many developing nations, especially those in sub-Saharan Africa, 
infectious diseases are the leading cause of death.33  
 
As with our previous reports, we found that the greatest number of cases of the four 
diseases we reviewed tend to be concentrated in the world’s poorest nations.   This year the 
average GDP per capita for the top 50 nations for our disease factor was only $4,132. 
While the top fifty nations on this list account for only 21 percent of the world population, 
they account for 94 percent of the reported incidence of these four diseases.    If we look at 
only the top 10 nations at risk for conflict due to diseases, they collectively account for 1.5 
percent of the world’s population, but 15 percent of the reported cases of these diseases.     
 
Figure 15 shows that all ten nations determined to be most-at-risk for conflict due to 
diseases are once again from sub-Saharan Africa.  In fact, of our top 50 most-at-risk 
nations, 39 are from sub-Saharan Africa.  
 
Malaria remains by far the most prevalent of the four diseases included in our study. While 
approximately half of the world’s population is at risk of malaria, it is most prevalent in 
sub-Saharan Africa where 91 percent of all malaria-related deaths take place.  Eighty-five 
percent of those deaths are children below five years of age and around 40 percent of all 
public health spending in this region is related to malaria. 
 

                                                 
31 http://www.globalhealth.org/view_top.php3?id=228, 2005. 
32 Ibid. 
33 Ibid.  

http://www.globalhealth.org/view_top.php3?id=228
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A resurgence of measles cases in a four-year period reveals flaws in efforts to fight this 
disease. In 2009, more than 30 countries had to cope with measles epidemics that led to 
nearly 60,000 cases reported and more than 1,000 deaths.  In 2010, 28 countries declared 
epidemics with 223,000 cases and 1,200 deaths.  The year 2011 proved to be equally 
disastrous, with large-scale epidemics in many African countries, particularly in the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC). 
 

Tuberculosis continues to have the highest mortality rate among the four diseases in our 
study.   In 2013, 9 million people fell ill with TB and 1.5 million died from the disease.  
Currently the numbers are declining. However, as TB and other diseases become more 
resistant to many less expensive and readily available drugs, the number of deaths 
associated with them may well increase in the near future.      
 
 
 
 

Figure 15: Disease Top Ten 
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 Guinea 
Impact of Disease 

 
Ranking number 11 overall, but number 1 on our Flashpoints disease factor, 
we have selected Guinea to serve as an example of how a nation plagued by 
high incidence of diseases is placed at additional risk for conflict.  Guinea is 
a poor country that possesses major mineral, hydropower, solar power, and 
agricultural resources. It has the largest reserve of bauxite in the world.  
 
In addition to scoring high on the diseases sampled in this study, Guinea 
was the index (starting point) of the recent Ebola crisis.  Researchers believe 
that the index case was Emile Ouamouno, a 2-year-old boy who lived in the 
village of Meliandou, Guéckédou located in the Nzérékoré Region of 
Guinea. Researchers from the Robert Koch Institute in Berlin believe the 
child contracted the virus while playing near a tree that was a roosting place 
for free-tail bats infected with the virus. The child fell ill on 2 December and 
died 6 December 2013. 
 
The World Health Organization releases weekly situation reports tracking 
the Ebola crisis. At the time of printing, 18 confirmed new cases of Ebola 
were reported in Guinea, showing a dwindling of new cases. Between 30 
and 37 new cases had been reported each week for the past two years.34 
 
Malaria is endemic to Guinea. Over 4.4 million people suffer from malaria 
within a total population of 11.5 million (38.35%).  
 
Guinea is at a turning point after decades of authoritarian rule since 1958. In 
December 2008, Capt. Moussa Dadis Camara led a military coup, seizing 
power and suspending the constitution. His unwillingness to yield to 
domestic and international pressure to step down led to heightened political 
tensions that culminated with incidents in September 2009 when 
presidential guards opened fire on an opposition rally killing more than 150 
people, and in early December 2009 when Camara was wounded in an 
assassination attempt and exiled to Burkina Faso. A transitional government 
led by Gen. Sekouba Konate paved the way for Guinea's transition to a 
fledgling democracy.  Presidential elections are scheduled for October 2015 
and investors are cautiously awaiting the outcome.  Guinea is a new 
democracy and past election violence, as well as Ebola, may keep investors 
on the sideline until 2016. The Guinean government, led by President Conde 
(since 2010), is working to create an economy to attract foreign investment 
and hopes to have greater participation in Guinea’s development.35  

 

                                                 
34 http://apps.who.int/ebola/en/ebola-situation-reports. 
35 https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/geos/gv.html. 
 

http://apps.who.int/ebola/en/ebola-situation-reports
https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/geos/gv.html
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Flashpoints EDUCATION factor measures the 
following indicators: 
 

• Ratio of Universities/Colleges to Country’s 
Population;  

• Adult Illiteracy Rates; 
• Years of Formal Schooling; 
• Student-Teacher Ratio; and 
• Primary School Attendance Rate 

 
Sources for Education data include: UNESCO, 
Institute for Statistics; UNICEF, Child Education 
Information; World Bank Development Data; and UN 
Social Indicator Statistics. 

The philosophy of the school room in one generation will be the 
philosophy of government in the next.  
                                                                                             Abraham Lincoln  
 

EDUCATION 

 

 
 
The eighth factor discussed in this year’s version of Flashpoints is education, and as with 
the previous sections in the report, we update our findings regarding nations at greatest risk 
for conflict due to factors associated with education.  The inclusion of education as a factor 
is based primarily on the indirect relationship education has on the risk for conflict and 
instability. While the relationship between formal education and conflict has to date 
received only limited coverage, the relationship between the level of emphasis a nation 
places on education and its economic well-being is widely documented. 36  Additionally, the 
relationship between a nation’s economic status and risk for conflict and instability is also 
well documented and will be discussed in the economics section of this report.   
 
As noted above, the relationship between education and armed conflict tends to be an 
indirect one.  A nation’s level of emphasis on education has been shown to have a direct 
effect on its economy.  The better educated a nation’s workforce, the better a country is 
able to compete in the global economy and the less likely it is to become immersed in 
armed conflict.  For example, 
“Research shows that the difference 
between $1,000 per-capita income 
and $5,000 per-capita income is huge 
as far as the risk of war.”37  Nations 
that place greater emphasis on 
education will likely improve the 
quality of life of their people and 
thereby decrease dissent, instability, 
and the risk of conflict.  Figure 16 
lists the indicators that were used to 
analyze and rank the level of 
emphasis that the nations studied 
place on formal education. 
 
While investment in education has been shown to reduce the likelihood of conflict due to 
its positive impact on a nation’s economy, some recent studies indicate that quality 
education also has the potential to help break the cycle of conflict.  The importance of 

                                                 
36 Curriculum Change and Social Cohesion in Conflict-affected Societies Colloquium Report, UNESCO:IBE 
Colloquium, Geneva 3-4 April  2003. 
37“Wars Declining, But Don’t Call It Peace, Report Says,” San Diego Union –Tribune, June 29, 2006. 

Figure 16: Education Indicators 

http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/quotes/e/edwardever104890.html
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education being able to help break this cycle is further appreciated when one considers that 
the typical nation reaching the end of a civil war has a 44 percent chance of the becoming 
involved in renewed violence within 5 years.38 

 

The value of investment in education before, during, and after a conflict continues to 
receive increased attention in conflict literature.  It has been found that every year of 
additional formal schooling reduces a male’s risk of becoming involved in conflict by 20 
percent, and one year of formal schooling per capita has the same stabilizing effect for a 
nation as an annual economic growth rate of 5 percent.39 
 
The importance of the relationship between education and conflict is likely to become even 
more pronounced in the future as the global economy continues to transition from an 
industrial-based system to one that is knowledge and technology- centered.  As pointed out 
in a 2006 World Bank task force report, “Participation in the knowledge economy requires 
a new set of human skills.  People need higher qualifications and to be capable of greater 

                                                 
38 “Breaking the Conflict Trap, Civil War and Development Policy,” A World Bank Policy Research Report, 2003. 
39 Collier, P., “Doing Well Out of War,” The World Bank, April 1999.  

Figure 17: Education Top Ten 
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intellectual independence.  They must be flexible and be able to continue learning well 
beyond the traditional age for schooling.  Without improved human capital, countries will 
inevitably fall behind and experience intellectual and economic marginalization and 
isolation.  The result will be continuing, if not rising poverty.”40   
 
Figure 17 depicts the ten nations that top our Flashpoints 2015 list of nations at high risk 
for conflict due to our education factor.  Again this year, all but one (Afghanistan at 
number 10) are countries from sub-Saharan Africa, many of which have a history of recent 
(or ongoing) conflicts. Of the top 40 nations, 31 are from this region.  In addition to 
Afghanistan, there are three other nations from South & South East Asia:  Pakistan (20), 
Nepal (26), and Bangladesh (28).  The list includes two from the Middle East:  Sudan (34) 
and Yemen (39).  There are two nations from the East Asia & Pacific region: Papua New 
Guinea (36) and Laos (37).   Haiti at number 17 is the only Western Hemisphere nation to 
rank within the top 40 on our education factor. 
 

Chad 
Impact of Education   

 
We have selected Chad to serve as an example of the implications education 
can have for a nation’s potential for instability and armed conflict.  Not only 
does Chad rank as the 4th most-at-risk nation on Flashpoints 2015 education 
list, it breaks out as 5th on the composite list, 5th in demographics, 7th in 
disease,  8th in gender, and 12th in governance.   
 
At independence in 1960, the government of Chad made education 
compulsory and free at primary level. This means all children should attend 
primary school from the age of six and stay in school for 9 years. Although 
attendance is compulsory, only three-quarters of children are enrolled in 
school. Culturally, it is seen as less important for girls to receive an 
education, so girls are often kept at home. Though education is meant to be 
free, lack of adequate funding often means schools ask for payments 
towards teacher salaries. This makes education unaffordable for some 
families. In rural areas, just one in ten will finish primary school. 
 
Chad suffers from a severe shortage of teachers.  Classrooms are therefore 
often crowded, sometimes holding 50 to 100 pupils for lessons. Schools in 
rural communities are particularly lacking in staff, teaching materials and 
facilities. Most do not have services such as running water and electricity. 
 
At secondary level, children can study for a further seven years, either 
academic subjects or vocational courses. However, a lack of secondary 

                                                 
40 “Higher Education and developing Countries, Peril and Promise,” World Bank and UNESCO Task Force Report, 
http://www.tfhe.net/report/acknowledgements.htm, 31 May 2006. 

http://www.tfhe.net/report/acknowledgements.htm
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 schools means many children finish their education early. Fewer girls enroll 
in secondary school, with many marrying early. This means that only 40% 
of young women (aged 15-24) can read and write (2009 UNESCO data). 
 
In 2009, Chad spent just 2.3% of its gross national income on education, 
compared with an average spending of 3.6% by developing sub-Saharan 
African countries (or 5.1% in the UK).41 
 
Chad is one of the poorest countries in the world. With children often sent to 
work to boost a family's income or help provide food, just getting to school 
is considered a victory.  
 
Chad suffered three decades of civil war starting in 1965, plus an invasion 
from Libya (2005-10). Violence still flares up sporadically despite several 
peace agreements between the government and insurgents.  
 

GENDER 
 

 
 
 
 
In the gender section of Flashpoints 2015 we once again review the relationship between 
the level of integration of women into activities impacting a nation’s economic and 
political well-being, on the one hand, and its risk for future conflict, on the other.  More 
specifically, this section reviews and analyzes databases associated with the status and 
treatment accorded individuals based on gender.  
 
In a majority of the world’s nations, gender relations are characterized by unequal access to 
or the limited distribution of power.  Given that gender discrimination is so wide-spread, it 
has a profound and yet varying influence on the dynamics of armed conflict.42 

 
While studies/data relating gender to conflict are limited, there is significant evidence that 
economically depressed nations, especially those that have major disparities in the division 
of wealth among various sectors of their societies, are more prone to interstate and 
intrastate conflict.  The indicators selected for our gender factor listed in Figure 18 were 
based on the premises that: 1) nations that fail to fully integrate women into their 
educational and economic structures are currently and will continue to be unable to 
successfully compete in tomorrow’s global environment, and 2) an unequal balance 

                                                 
41 http://www.our-africa.org/chad/education-jobs.  
42 ESCWA Newsletter, “Gender and Armed Conflict,” Vol. 1, Issue 1, November 2006. 

Society as a whole benefits immeasurably from a climate in which all persons, 
regardless of race or gender, may have the opportunity to earn respect, 
responsibility, advancement and remuneration based on ability.  

         Sandra Day O’Connor 

http://www.our-africa.org/chad/education-jobs
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Figure 18: Gender Indicators 

between the number of males and females within a population has a positive correlation to 
future instability.   

 
In order to determine the extent to which the nations in our study are developing and taking 
advantage of the talents of women, we analyzed indicators associated with the differences 
in levels of formal education provided to women and men and the differences in their 
literacy rates.  

 
During the 20th century, the United States and most developed nations adopted policies that 
provided much greater educational freedom as well as improved employment and 
leadership opportunities for women.  These policies are credited with contributing to the 
unparalleled economic growth and much-improved quality of life for citizens of these 
nations relative to the rest of the world.   

 
This year’s review of our gender-related 
education databases reveals there are 43 
countries that fail to afford females the 
same level of formal education as they 
do males.  All of these countries, with 
the exception of South Korea, have 
relatively low standards of living and 
are classified by the World Bank as 
developing nations.  When we examined the 
closely related issue of literacy rates and 
compared the difference between literacy rates for males and females we found that there 
are 24 countries whose female literacy rate is at least 20 percent less than that of males.  
All 24 of these countries are also classified as developing, or least developed, nations.43 
 
The third indicator we examined for our gender factor was the ratio of men to women 
under the age of 15.  While studies examining the relationship between gender ratios and 
conflict have been limited, those conducted to date suggest a strong correlation between 
these two factors. One of the most detailed efforts was a 1999 study conducted by Christian 
Mesquida and Neil Wiener.  The study found that societies with a significantly higher 
number of young men than young women are much more prone to violence.  They also 
found that a higher ratio of young men consistently accounted for more than one third of 

                                                 
43 MCSEF, pg. 9, note 17, http://www.mcwl.marines.mil/Portals/34/Documents/2015%20MCSEF%20-
%20Futures%202030-2045.pdf.  

Flashpoints GENDER factor measures the following 
indicators: 
 

• The difference between the years of formal 
education provided for males and females; 

• The difference between the literacy rates for 
males and females; and 

• Difference between male and female 
population densities.   

 
Sources for Gender data include: CIA World 
Factbook  

http://www.mcwl.marines.mil/Portals/34/Documents/2015%20MCSEF%20-%20Futures%202030-2045.pdf
http://www.mcwl.marines.mil/Portals/34/Documents/2015%20MCSEF%20-%20Futures%202030-2045.pdf


 

38 

Figure 19: Gender Top Ten 

the variance in severity of conflicts.44 

 

The policies put into place by a number of national governments to limit the growth of their 
populations have resulted in the unintended consequence of altering the natural balance of 
male/female birthrates. This in turn has created the potential for an increase in armed 
conflicts in the future.  Since the 1980s many parents in Asian nations have taken 
advantage of the prenatal sex identification technology and terminated/aborted female 
pregnancies.  
 
The balance of boys and girls in younger generations continues to worsen in many of these 
countries.  For example, in China during the period 2006-2012 the sex ratio for children up 
through age 4 is over 120:100 (120 boys for every 100 girls).  By comparison, a normal sex 
ratio for this age group is 105:100.  According to the 2011 Census, in India the sex ratio for 
children up through age 6 has improved to 106:100, though this masks the fact that certain 
Indian states have much worse ratios–111:100 in Punjab, for example. 
 

                                                 
44 Mesquida, Christian G. and Neil I. Wiener. "Male Age Composition and Severity of Conflicts." Politics and the Life 
Sciences 18, 2 (September, 1999): 181-189. 
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In the near future, the scarcity of women will lead to a situation in which men with 
advantages—money, skills, education—will marry, but men without such advantages—
poor, unskilled, illiterate—will not.  A permanent subclass from the lowest socioeconomic 
classes will be created.  In China and India, by 2020 for example, 12 to 15 percent of the 
young adult males (literally millions of them) will be unable to find wives within their 
respective countries. In Southeast Asia, single men are traveling abroad for both economic 
activity and to find wives. This phenomenon will not become so prevalent that the ratio of 
men to women in many countries will abate. 
 
Historically, single young males have played a role in aggravating social stability, 
committing violent crimes, and forming criminal gangs in East and South Asia. This 
phenomenon may well do so again in the future in Asian nations and elsewhere.  
 
The countries determined by Flashpoints 2015 to be most-at-risk for future instability and 
conflict based on gender are shown in Figure 19.  The common threads associated with 
these nations tend to be in the areas of economics and cultural/religious issues.  All of these 
countries lack either the funding or the will to provide effective education for women.  In 
cases where funding for education is limited, priority is given to educating boys.  
Additionally, many of the nations at risk for conflict due to gender are strongly impacted 
by patriarchal family, and tribal traditions and have a significant percentage of their 
populations that practice the Islamic religion. 
    
Angola, Afghanistan, Yemen, Benin, and Togo rank 1 through 5 respectively as our most-
at-risk nations based on gender issues.  As with many of our other factors, the majority of 
the 50 nations that ranked highest in this area are located in one of three geographic 
regions.  There 32 are from sub-Saharan Africa, 7 are from North Africa & Middle East, 
and 5 are from South & South East Asia.     
 

 Central African Republic 
Impact of Gender 

 
Ranking sixth in risk attributable to gender and fourth overall, Central 
African Republic (CAR) serves as an excellent example of how gender 
issues can contribute to the instability of a nation, especially one that suffers 
from myriad problems.  In addition to ranking 6th in gender, CAR also 
ranks 3rd in disease, 5th in economics, 6th in governance, 7th in education, 
14th in demographics, 20th in religion, and 22nd in control of corruption. 
  
The CAR, one of the world’s poorest countries, has been described by the 
United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights as “the most 
neglected crisis in the world”. Plagued by poor governance and corruption, 
CAR has been trapped in a cycle of conflict and underdevelopment for 
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many years. Most Central Africans live hand-to-mouth and find it extremely 
difficult to amass assets or plan for long-term economic activities. Women 
are especially at high risk for gender-based violence. Basic services such as 
water, education, and healthcare are minimal.45 
 
After a violent coup d’état in March 2013, the humanitarian situation has 
deteriorated further. An absence of rule of law prevails throughout the 
country, and conflict has displaced hundreds of thousands of people and 
forced thousands more to become refugees in neighboring countries. 
 
The UN Multidimensional Integrated Stabilization Mission (MINUSCA) 
deployed to CAR in April 2014 to protect civilians during the conflict. The 
mostly Muslim Seleka rebels seized power in a campaign characterized by 
widespread killing of civilians, burning and looting homes and other serious 
crimes.  The opposing force is the “anti-balaka” who are using large-scale 
reprisal attacks and committing equal civilian atrocities.  The UN reports 
widespread sexual violence and forced recruitment of child soldiers by both 
sides. More recent victims of the anti-balaka are Muslim Peuhl herders, 
taken in April 2015. Common tactics are capturing civilians, killing children 
and sexually enslaving women and girls. The UN Security Council has 
mandated MINUSCA to address sexual violence and to mainstream this 
effort within the work of the mission.46 
 
 

ECONOMICS 
 

 
 
 
 
The last factor discussed in this year’s report is economics.  As noted in earlier versions of 
Flashpoints, numerous studies have examined the relationship of a nation’s economic 
status to its risk for conflict.  The overwhelming conclusion coming out of these studies is 
that economics is one of the most significant, if not the most significant, cause of armed 
conflicts.  Accordingly, economics along with governance receives double-weighting in 
the calculation of our Flashpoints composite rankings.    

 
Societies that enjoy the benefits of a strong economy have been found to be less prone to 
armed conflict, while those nations whose members are experiencing hardships and a poor 
quality of life are more likely to take up arms.  For example, one study found that a nation 

                                                 
45 http://www.mercycorps.org/central-african-republic. 
46 https://www.hrw.org/news/2015/04/22/central-african-republic-muslims-held-captive-raped.  

The first lesson of economics is scarcity: there is never enough of anything to fully 
satisfy all those who want it. The first lesson of politics is to disregard the first 

lesson of economics. 
              Thomas Sowell 

http://www.mercycorps.org/central-african-republic
https://www.hrw.org/news/2015/04/22/central-african-republic-muslims-held-captive-raped
http://thinkexist.com/quotation/true_individual_freedom_cannot_exist_without/152443.html
http://thinkexist.com/quotation/true_individual_freedom_cannot_exist_without/152443.html
http://thinkexist.com/quotation/true_individual_freedom_cannot_exist_without/152443.html
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in which the economy is growing at a 5% rate is 40% safer than one in which its economy 
is contracting at a 5% rate.47   

 
Research to determine which specific aspects of a nation’s economy best correlate to risk 
for conflict found compelling evidence that nations with very low per capita income are at 
increased risk of civil conflict.  A study by the Organization for Economic Cooperation and 
Development found that in 2002 “more than two thirds of the poorest countries of the 
world were in conflict.”48  The correlation between a nation’s economy and the risk for 
armed conflict tends to be cyclic for many of the world’s developing nations.  Nations with 
poor economic conditions and weak governance are more prone to armed conflict.  Armed 
conflict invariably results in the economy of these nations suffering further decline which 
often leads to renewed conflict.  For nations in this situation, the predicted risk of a second 
war within 5 years of achieving peace was determined to be about 38 percent.49     
 
Another recent study found that “The higher the per capita income is on an internationally 
comparable measure, the lower the risk of civil war.”50  More specifically, it found that a 
doubling of per-capita income tends to reduce a nation’s risk of conflict by one half and 
once a nation “reaches the upper-middle income level it is pretty safe”. 51  A nation with a 
$5,000 GDP per capita economy has less than a 1 percent risk of war within 5 years. 52  
Because of this strong relationship, per capita income was not only selected as an 
economics indicator of potential conflict, but was double-weighted within this factor.   

 
Another interesting relationship found during our research is the strong correlation between 
the percent of a nation’s GDP associated with agricultural activities and its risk for conflict.  
It was found that the less dependent a nation becomes on the export of agricultural products 
as a source of income, the less at risk the country becomes for conflict.  This relationship 
demonstrates why it is critically important for a nation to transition its economy from one 
that is based on agriculture (or a single primary commodity) to an industrial or service 
economy. As nations transition, diversify, and expand their economies, they greatly 
decrease their risk for conflict.   
 

                                                 
47 Paul Collier, “Doing Well Out of War,” The World Bank, April 10, 1999. 
48 Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development, “Helping Prevent Violent Conflict,” OECD Policy Brief, 
October 2002. 
49 Paul Collier, “Research-Conflict,” Working Paper, available at HTTP://users.ox.ac.uk/-
econpco/research/conflict.htm August 2008. 
50 Paul Collier and Anke Hoeffler, On Economic Causes of War, 1998, available at 
http://www.worldbank.org/research/conflict/papers/cw-cause.pdf. 
51 Paul Collier, “Security and Development: Issues for the UN,” undated paper. 
52 Collier and Hoeffler, “Greed and Grievance in Civil War,” 2004. 

http://users.ox.ac.uk/-econpco/research/conflict.htm
http://users.ox.ac.uk/-econpco/research/conflict.htm
http://www.worldbank.org/research/conflict/papers/cw-cause.pdf
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Figure 20: Economic Indicators 

It is worthy of note that more recent works uncovered during additional research all cite 
Collier and Hoeffler (see footnotes) as the definitive papers on conflict and its economic 
relationship. 
 
The indicators that were analyzed and ranked for our economic factor for 2015 are listed in 
Figure 20.  Due to unrest in many parts of the world caused by food shortages and rising 
food prices, we include the percent of a nation’s population which is undernourished.  
Because of the direct correlation between a nation’s wealth and its ability to either produce 
or buy enough food to adequately feed its people, we believe this indicator adds to the 
comprehensiveness of this factor.  We 
continued to use GDP per capita, the 
percent of GDP from agriculture, 
unemployment and real growth rates this 
year as economic indicators.  

 
Our Flashpoints 2015 analysis of 
economic issues reiterates the tremendous 
risk for armed conflict faced by many 
nations in the sub-Saharan Africa region.  
This year, nine of the top ten nations 
found most-at-risk due to economic 
issues are from this region; in fact, of the 
top 40 nations, 32 are from sub-Saharan Africa.  The only exceptions are Haiti (9), Nepal 
(12), Afghanistan (25), Sudan (26), Burma (34), North Korea (35), Yemen (36), and 
Tajikistan (39). 
 
There are several striking characteristics shared by the 10 most-at-risk nations.  The 
average annual GDP per capita for these nations is only $900.  Additionally, their average 
unemployment rate is 36.6 percent and 44.7 percent of their GDP is related to agriculture.     

Flashpoints ECONOMIC factor measures the 
following indicators: 
 

• Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per capita 
(double-weighted); 

• GDP real growth rate; 
• Unemployment rate; 
• Percent of GDP based on agriculture; and 
• Percent of population undernourished.  
 

Source for Economic data included CIA Factbook,   
the Food and Agriculture Organization, and 
TheGlobalEconomy.com. 
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Figure 21: Economic Top Ten  
 

   
 
Figure 21 depicts the ten nations based on this year’s economic indicators to be the most-
at-risk for conflict.  This year’s top five are the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Liberia, 
Zimbabwe, Burundi, and Central African Republic, ranking one through five respectively.  
Seven out of the top 10 nations were the same as last year’s list with only minor changes in 
the relative rankings.  The addition to the top 10 list was the Central African Republic, 
moving up from number 11; Haiti, up from number 13; and Ethiopia, up from number 12.   
 
The economic challenges faced by the top five nations are overwhelming and clearly do not 
bode well for the future stability of these nations. 
 
Examples of the severity of economic problems faced by the top five include the following:  
the GDP per capita of the Democratic Republic of the Congo is only $400; 44 percent of 
the population in the Democratic Republic of the Congo is undernourished, though this 
situation is improving; Zimbabwe’s unemployment rate is 95 percent; and the Central 
African Republic’s real growth rate shrunk by 14.5 percent last year.   
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         Liberia 
Impact of Economics  

 
Liberia ranked second in our economic factor and tenth in the overall 
rankings.  In 2005, after two years of rule by a transitional government, 
President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf was elected to power.  She subsequently 
won reelection in 2011 and remains in office today. Her greatest challenges 
are to rebuild Liberia’s economy, particularly following the 2014-15 Ebola 
epidemic, and to reconcile a nation still recovering from 14 years of 
fighting. In September 2012, the UN Security Council passed Resolution 
2066 which calls for halving of UN troops in Liberia by 2015, reducing the 
troop level to fewer than 4,000, and challenging Liberia’s security sector to 
fill the gaps. 
 
Liberia is a low-income country that relies heavily on foreign assistance. It 
is richly endowed with water, mineral resources, forests, and a climate 
favorable to agriculture. Its principal exports are iron ore, rubber, gold and 
timber. The government has attempted to revive raw timber extraction and is 
encouraging oil exploration. 
 
Civil war and government mismanagement destroyed much of Liberia’s 
economy, especially infrastructure in and around the capital. With the 
conclusion of fighting and the installation of a democratically elected 
government in 2006, businesses that had fled the country began to return. 
The country achieved high growth during 2010-13 due to favorable world 
prices for its commodities. In 2014, as the Ebolavirus began to spread, the 
economy declined and many businesses, again departed, taking capital and 
expertise with them. The epidemic forced the government to divert scarce 
resources to combat the spread of the virus, reducing funds available for 
needed public investment. 
 
Revitalizing the economy in the future will depend on increasing investment 
and trade, higher commodity prices, sustained foreign aid, development of 
infrastructure and institutions, and maintaining political stability and 
security. The cost of addressing the Ebola epidemic will weigh heavily on 
public finances and decrease economic activity, which reduces government 
revenue. Higher donor support will partially offset the loss. 
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2015 FLASHPOINTS SUMMARY AND IMPLICATIONS  
 

As with past editions, Flashpoints 2015 employed a combination of qualitative and 
quantitative analyses to look at the world and the emerging security environment. It once 
again identified the nations that are most-at-risk for instability or conflict based on an 
interdisciplinary set of critical factors.  In addition to our normal analysis of the various 
databases associated with the 10 factors previously noted, this year’s study included a 
review of several developing global trends and the implications of these trends for future 
instability and conflict.   
 
As in past reports, a review of data reveals that most recent or ongoing armed conflicts are 
characterized as intrastate wars or insurgencies.  Listed below are some of the ongoing 
conflicts around the world. They are in order of the country rankings for our 2015 study.  
The reported deaths are as of this printing, with the exception of Venezuela (only January 
2015 reported so far).  In 2014, there were over 14,000 violent deaths in Venezuela. 
 
Country 2015 Rank Current Conflict    Deaths 2015 
Somalia  1 Al-Shabab/Counterterrorism     1848 
South Sudan  2 Civil War       1695 
Congo, DR  3 Rebel Groups         785 
Central African Rep. 4 Insurgency         210 
Afghanistan  7 Resurgence of Taliban    17003 
Nigeria  12 Insurgency/Boko Haram     8758 
Sudan   13 Violent Political Unrest     2176 
Mali   18 Militant Groups/Territorial Disputes      236 
Yemen   21 Political Instability/Insurgency    3307 
Iraq   24 Sectarian Violence/Islamic State    8642 
Burma   37 Religious Violence/Buddhist/Muslim      702 
Pakistan  44 Militant Groups      2239 
Libya   45 Rebel Militias/Islamic State     1622 
Syria   46 Civil War     28093 
Egypt   54 Military Coup/Terrorism     1236 
Azerbaijan  55 Border Dispute with Armenia         25 
Venezuela  66 Civil Unrest           90 (Jan 15) 
Turkey   89 Ethnic Group Tensions near Chinese Border         9 
Mexico  91 Drug Wars       1813 
Israel/Palestine 100 Territorial Disputes          14 
Kashmir Region NA Territorial Dispute India/Pakistan        77 
South China Sea NA Claims of sovereignty over oil rights  none reported 
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Our Flashpoints 2015 review continued to pay close attention to worldwide demographic 
trends.   While the world population continues to expand, the majority of this growth is 
taking place in poor nations.  At the same time the populations of many developed nations 
are now declining.  This trend has the potential to result in increased fighting in poor 
nations and a decrease in the willingness of rich nations to assist in providing forces to aid 
in peacekeeping operations.  This reluctance to provide forces will prove especially true in 
cases where there is a significant risk of harm to the peacekeepers.    
 
Our 2015 study highlights and reinforces the tremendous problems facing the developing 
nations of the world.  The overall implication is that the potential for conflict in numerous 
countries in Africa, the Middle East, and South & South East Asia will continue to exist for 
years to come.  Intrastate wars remain the most likely form of armed conflict and those 
developing countries with the most rapid growth in population and urbanization will 
continue to be the most-at-risk.   
 
When compared with last year’s edition, we find that, despites some minor changes, 
the nations and regions most-at-risk for future conflict and instability remain fairly 
consistent.  The 2015 review reaffirms that countries in sub-Saharan Africa, Middle 
East/North Africa (particularly the littoral region), and South/Southeast Asia (Indo-
Pacific littoral region) will continue to be the most-at-risk.   
 
Many nations in these regions are extremely poor, lack effective governance, have 
major health problems, and are plagued by high rates of corruption.  Their proclivity 
to discriminate against women (especially within the predominately Muslim states), 
including the failure to provide females with equal educational and employment 
opportunities, results in these nations failing to take full advantage of the potential 
contributions of a significant portion of their populations.   
 
Based on our study’s demographic factor we predict that out to the year 2035, nations 
in sub-Saharan Africa and South & South East Asia will be most-at-risk.  That 
Afghanistan is still number three on the demographic factor list is an indicator that 
this nation is likely to continue to experience significant governance, stability, and 
economic issues, as well as continued armed conflict well into the future.  
Demographically, most nations in the Middle East should become more stable in the 
out years as they will have worked through their “youth bulges” by 2030. 
 
In order to provide the reader with an appreciation for the regions of the globe that 
are the most unstable, we have included a chart that depicts the 40 nations 
Flashpoints 2015 determined to be at greatest risk for conflict.  Figure 24 highlights 
each of the top 40 nations and color codes them based on rankings.  The chart clearly 
illustrates that nations in the sub-Saharan region are most-at-risk for instability and 
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Figure 24: Top Forty Most-at-risk Nations 

conflict.  Collectively, they are plagued by the greatest number of stressors.  In 
addition to having a lack of institutional capacity (poor governance), nations in this 
region tend to have the highest levels of corruption and disease, the least effective 
education systems, and the lowest rates of integration of women into their 
governments and economies. 
 

 
 
 
Poor governance, which is endemic in Africa, the Middle East, and South Asia, will 
continue to be the most common cause of internal and interstate conflicts in the future.  
Conflicts related to water are most probable in Africa, the Middle East, and Asia (China 
and neighboring countries).  Demographic stresses will be most worrisome in Sub-Saharan 
Africa, South and South East Asia, and Russia. Conflicts related to energy are most likely 
to occur in oil producing countries located mainly in the Middle East and sub-Saharan 
Africa, all of which are largely dependent on oil for their national income.  
 
How globalization will impact nations’ tendencies to resort to armed conflict to resolve 
either interstate or intrastate disputes in the future is still a matter of debate. However, as a 
result of our ongoing Flashpoints study, we believe that, in the long term, the world has 
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some potential to become a less violent place as nations become increasingly integrated 
through improved communication networks, economic ties, and shared interests.  We 
expect the current trends identified in this report to continue and those conflicts that do 
occur will increasingly be intrastate rather than between nations. 
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ANNEX A:  STUDY METHODOLOGY 
 

While little has changed with regard to our study methodology, a brief discussion of the 
background and process is provided here for first-time Flashpoints readers.  Early in the 
design of Flashpoints it was determined that in order to quantify potential causes of 
conflict and discern patterns that point to future “hotspots” we first needed to answer the 
question, “What is it about our selected factors that might cause or contribute to the 
likelihood of conflict?”  To arrive at an answer we conducted:  

 extensive literature reviews, particularly of peer-reviewed studies; 
 consultations with subject matter experts; and  
 synthesis of other statistics-based futures studies. 

 
Based on these efforts, we chose indicators to characterize the relationship between each 
factor and conflict.53   Once we had identified these relationships, the next step was to 
determine the best approach to convert our findings into a numerical database.    

 
After considering various methodologies, the decision was made to use an additive factor 
model similar to that used by A.T. Kearny, Inc. in its assessment of the most “globalized” 
countries.  Kearney quantifies the elements that characterize “globalization” and creates an 
index charting the most to least “globalized” of 62 countries in the world.54   

 
Having selected a model to use for the creation of our database, we collected data on each 
of the indicators associated with our factors.  The data was drawn from standardized, 
reliable, and widely recognized open sources.  Data are included in our study primarily 
based on research conducted by universities, research organizations, the U.S. government, 
and the United Nations.  

 
The additive factor model facilitated the conversion of the data collected on multiple 
indicators into a “composite” index for each of our 10 factors.  To overcome the difficulty 
of comparing dissimilar indicators (for example, comparing urbanization rates with data on 
the freedom to practice religion) we used a process called normalizing.  This process 
resulted in the data for each individual indicator receiving a value from 1.0 to 0.  The 
“worst case” country for a particular indicator was ranked 1.0 while other countries were 
ranked between 1.0 and 0 according to their comparison to the “worst” case.      

 

                                                 
53 In some cases, “surrogate” indicators were used.  These were “named” by one variable but actually measured or 
referred to a more difficult factor.  An example of this is the “live birth rate” which measures not only the number of 
babies born alive, but is a surrogate measure of infrastructure capacity, capability of the government to provide public 
services, general health of the population, and the ability of the government to collect statistics. 
54 A.T. Kearney, Inc., “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (January 2001), 55-56. 
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The numerical results indicating a country’s ranking on each of the 10 factors were then 
merged to create a composite global ranking.  This provided us with a ranking of the 159 
countries included in our study starting from “worst” or “most-at-risk for conflict” to 
“best” or “least at risk for conflict.”  Due to the nature of the data used, we had to make 
some subjective decisions.  For example, since numerous studies indicate that governance 
and economic issues tend to be most closely associated with the likelihood as well as the 
severity of conflict, the decision was made to double-weight the overall governance and 
economic factors.  It should be noted, that since this study is not a statistical analysis but 
rather a comparative analysis, it offers an alternative way to look at the world and emerging 
sources of conflict.  
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ANNEX B:  FLASHPOINTS’ COMPOSITE LIST OF COUNTRY 
RANKINGS BY CRITICAL FACTORS  
 
The following pages provide the numerical results and rankings for the 159 countries 
included in the Flashpoints study.  The countries are listed from those “most” likely to 
“least” likely to be future flashpoints based on their aggregate scores.    
 
To assist the reader associate each country with the region of the world in which it is 
located the following color codes are employed throughout the composite list: 
 

 

 

The following color codes apply for the rankings: 
Worst Ranked Nation 95th Percentile 

85th Percentile 70th Percentile 

 

 

 

 

 

Sub-Saharan Africa South & 
Southeast Asia 

Eastern Europe 
& Central Asia 

North Africa & 
Middle East East Asia & Pacific 

     
Australia & New 

Zealand Latin America North America Caribbean Western Europe 
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FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 

 

  Worst Ranked Nation  
  95th Percentile 
  85th Percentile 
  70th Percentile 

 
              Flashpoints Combined Indicators - 2015   

Country 
Governance 

Double 
Weighted 

Demo- 
graphics Energy Water Religion Corruption Disease Education Gender 

Economics 
Double 

Weighted 
Total Normal 

1. Somalia 1.00 0.90 0.00 1.00 0.68 1.00 0.18 0.98 0.68 0.76 8.94 1.00 
2. South Sudan 0.93 0.82 0.80 0.85 0.32 0.49 0.73 0.88 0.62 0.54 8.44 0.94 
3. Congo, Dem R. 0.90 0.80 0.44 0.72 0.30 0.41 0.59 0.50 0.79 1.00 8.35 0.93 
4. Cen. African R. 0.97 0.81 0.00 0.65 0.51 0.39 0.80 0.75 0.85 0.77 8.24 0.92 
5. Chad 0.92 0.90 0.31 0.71 0.47 0.40 0.76 0.78 0.80 0.52 7.99 0.89 
6. Equat. Guinea 0.95 0.75 1.00 0.91 0.30 0.45 0.66 0.33 0.64 0.35 7.62 0.85 
7. Afghanistan 0.90 0.94 0.00 0.70 0.80 0.60 0.04 0.67 0.99 0.51 7.56 0.85 
8. Angola 0.83 0.84 0.52 0.84 0.47 0.42 0.54 0.47 1.00 0.35 7.46 0.83 
9. Niger  0.68 1.00 0.00 0.82 0.25 0.25 0.72 1.00 0.73 0.57 7.26 0.81 
10. Liberia 0.68 0.76 0.00 0.65 0.32 0.26 0.78 0.53 0.66 0.97 7.26 0.81 
11. Guinea  0.81 0.73 0.00 0.69 0.44 0.36 1.00 0.64 0.82 0.48 7.25 0.81 
12. Nigeria 0.77 0.81 0.24 0.72 0.76 0.34 0.71 0.51 0.75 0.42 7.23 0.81 
13. Sudan 0.97 0.69 0.06 0.70 0.77 0.59 0.37 0.48 0.54 0.51 7.17 0.80 
14. Burkina Faso 0.74 0.86 0.00 0.79 0.28 0.23 0.79 0.77 0.58 0.67 7.14 0.80 
15. Congo, Rep of 0.84 0.72 0.66 0.69 0.23 0.36 0.85 0.44 0.46 0.47 7.04 0.79 
16. Ethiopia 0.87 0.78 0.00 0.75 0.64 0.25 0.12 0.76 0.71 0.63 7.02 0.79 
17. Burundi 0.84 0.86 0.00 0.84 0.20 0.40 0.22 0.50 0.54 0.84 6.91 0.77 
18. Mali 0.76 0.97 0.00 0.75 0.43 0.26 0.48 0.68 0.70 0.56 6.90 0.77 
19. Mozambique 0.67 0.82 0.00 0.78 0.23 0.27 0.76 0.73 0.73 0.58 6.83 0.76 
20. Guinea-Bissau 0.81 0.82 0.00 0.63 0.26 0.45 0.74 0.56 0.64 0.56 6.82 0.76 
21. Yemen 0.89 0.69 0.14 0.81 0.58 0.40 0.05 0.47 0.96 0.47 6.79 0.76 
22. Eritrea 0.97 0.72 0.00 0.75 0.39 0.40 0.04 0.61 0.64 0.59 6.67 0.75 
23. Zimbabwe 0.85 0.59 0.00 0.65 0.31 0.44 0.24 0.38 0.50 0.88 6.56 0.73 
24. Iraq 0.89 0.58 0.56 0.64 0.80 0.47 0.00 0.33 0.67 0.34 6.50 0.73 
25. Zambia 0.66 0.83 0.00 0.79 0.44 0.22 0.68 0.50 0.64 0.53 6.47 0.72 
26. Togo 0.73 0.69 0.00 0.81 0.13 0.30 0.57 0.56 0.86 0.50 6.38 0.71 
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  Worst Ranked Nation  
  95th Percentile 
  85th Percentile 
  70th Percentile 

Country 
Governance 

Double 
Weighted 

Demo- 
graphics Energy Water Religion Corruption Disease Education Gender 

Economics 
Double 

Weighted 
Total Normal 

27. Cote d'Ivoire 0.76 0.70 0.04 0.57 0.35 0.28 0.47 0.59 0.77 0.54 6.38 0.71 
28. Comoros 0.69 0.71 0.00 0.60 0.34 0.31 0.54 0.49 0.52 0.74 6.36 0.71 
29. Sierra Leone 0.64 0.73 0.00 0.74 0.26 0.29 0.53 0.60 0.73 0.54 6.25 0.70 
30. Mauritania 0.83 0.68 0.06 0.84 0.36 0.28 0.51 0.53 0.49 0.42 6.23 0.70 
31. Malawi 0.67 0.80 0.00 0.72 0.29 0.24 0.67 0.57 0.47 0.56 6.22 0.70 
32. Uganda 0.82 0.88 0.00 0.76 0.64 0.30 0.03 0.44 0.53 0.49 6.20 0.69 
33. Benin 0.55 0.73 0.00 0.74 0.24 0.24 0.74 0.57 0.93 0.42 6.15 0.69 
34. Gambia 0.86 0.75 0.00 0.63 0.19 0.27 0.71 0.53 0.55 0.40 6.14 0.69 
35. Cameroon 0.86 0.71 0.07 0.69 0.27 0.33 0.43 0.46 0.57 0.44 6.14 0.69 
36. Tanzania 0.63 0.76 0.00 0.79 0.61 0.26 0.44 0.49 0.50 0.50 6.13 0.69 
37. Burma 0.89 0.51 0.31 0.39 0.85 0.38 0.04 0.36 0.40 0.47 5.95 0.67 
38. Gabon 0.82 0.64 0.76 0.60 0.17 0.24 0.66 0.28 0.41 0.27 5.93 0.66 
39. Madagascar 0.72 0.73 0.00 0.73 0.41 0.29 0.16 0.53 0.48 0.56 5.91 0.66 
40. Kenya 0.71 0.70 0.00 0.62 0.68 0.32 0.22 0.42 0.41 0.56 5.90 0.66 
41. Senegal 0.55 0.73 0.00 0.69 0.24 0.21 0.74 0.55 0.60 0.50 5.87 0.66 
42. Haiti 0.80 0.55 0.00 0.61 0.34 0.41 0.06 0.56 0.43 0.63 5.84 0.65 
43. Rwanda 0.85 0.78 0.00 0.77 0.38 0.17 0.14 0.49 0.42 0.49 5.83 0.65 
44. Pakistan 0.77 0.62 0.01 0.50 0.69 0.29 0.06 0.56 0.75 0.40 5.81 0.65 
45. Libya 0.89 0.36 0.70 0.66 0.50 0.46 0.00 0.22 0.49 0.31 5.80 0.65 
46. Syrian Rep. 0.98 0.46 0.08 0.61 0.78 0.42 0.00 0.29 0.49 0.34 5.78 0.65 
47. Saudi Arabia 0.92 0.36 0.73 0.94 0.62 0.18 0.00 0.22 0.37 0.24 5.74 0.64 
48. Turkmenistan 0.96 0.48 0.60 0.61 0.36 0.45 0.00 0.22 0.34 0.37 5.72 0.64 
49. Laos 0.90 0.64 0.00 0.52 0.47 0.31 0.05 0.47 0.63 0.40 5.70 0.64 
50. Iran 0.88 0.45 0.68 0.42 0.75 0.30 0.00 0.28 0.44 0.30 5.68 0.64 
51. Tajikistan 0.88 0.59 0.00 0.61 0.54 0.37 0.01 0.24 0.50 0.43 5.46 0.61 
52. Pap. N. Guinea 0.67 0.62 0.06 0.59 0.37 0.33 0.42 0.48 0.49 0.38 5.45 0.61 
53. Nepal 0.69 0.56 0.00 0.49 0.50 0.28 0.01 0.52 0.54 0.58 5.44 0.61 
54. Egypt 0.84 0.48 0.03 0.70 0.73 0.24 0.00 0.38 0.53 0.31 5.38 0.60 
55. Azerbaijan 0.86 0.39 0.76 0.45 0.64 0.29 0.01 0.21 0.39 0.25 5.35 0.60 
56. Cambodia 0.82 0.63 0.00 0.48 0.26 0.36 0.05 0.43 0.68 0.41 5.34 0.60 
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  Worst Ranked Nation  
  95th Percentile 
  85th Percentile 
  70th Percentile 

Country 
Governance 

Double 
Weighted 

Demo- 
graphics Energy Water Religion Corruption Disease Education Gender 

Economics 
Double 

Weighted 
Total Normal 

57. India 0.60 0.53 0.02 0.40 1.00 0.22 0.05 0.46 0.73 0.36 5.33 0.60 
58. Swaziland 0.86 0.63 0.00 0.54 0.42 0.21 0.06 0.32 0.43 0.43 5.17 0.58 
59. Bangladesh 0.73 0.55 0.00 0.50 0.61 0.31 0.02 0.51 0.44 0.39 5.16 0.58 
60. Vietnam 0.85 0.41 0.45 0.34 0.60 0.25 0.01 0.26 0.49 0.32 5.15 0.58 
61. Korea, North 0.97 0.35 0.00 0.32 0.13 0.72 0.02 0.34 0.34 0.47 5.12 0.57 
62. Algeria 0.83 0.46 0.22 0.58 0.64 0.24 0.00 0.33 0.39 0.28 5.11 0.57 
63. Ghana 0.51 0.60 0.00 0.64 0.31 0.18 0.70 0.39 0.56 0.34 5.08 0.57 
64. Uzbekistan 0.95 0.42 0.02 0.55 0.49 0.41 0.00 0.21 0.43 0.32 5.06 0.57 
65. China 0.89 0.32 0.45 0.23 0.65 0.23 0.00 0.25 0.44 0.27 4.89 0.55 
66. Venezuela 0.81 0.39 0.59 0.43 0.35 0.47 0.01 0.23 0.19 0.25 4.78 0.53 
67. Guatemala 0.67 0.56 0.01 0.51 0.32 0.29 0.00 0.37 0.54 0.37 4.67 0.52 
68. Russian Fed. 0.86 0.22 0.58 0.16 0.72 0.30 0.01 0.20 0.27 0.24 4.67 0.52 
69. Morocco 0.74 0.42 0.00 0.49 0.42 0.22 0.01 0.39 0.63 0.31 4.66 0.52 
70. Kyrgystan 0.79 0.52 0.00 0.47 0.55 0.33 0.01 0.22 0.28 0.36 4.66 0.52 
71. Oman 0.80 0.41 0.29 0.67 0.35 0.18 0.00 0.27 0.37 0.25 4.61 0.52 
72. Kuwait 0.77 0.39 0.40 0.56 0.60 0.19 0.00 0.19 0.32 0.21 4.60 0.51 
73. Bahrain 0.88 0.33 0.17 0.57 0.55 0.17 0.00 0.20 0.31 0.25 4.57 0.51 
74. Indonesia 0.63 0.43 0.04 0.37 0.89 0.25 0.07 0.24 0.41 0.30 4.55 0.51 
75. Kazakhstan 0.82 0.42 0.26 0.39 0.54 0.29 0.01 0.19 0.33 0.24 4.55 0.51 
76. Phillipines 0.63 0.48 0.40 0.50 0.46 0.22 0.02 0.29 0.26 0.32 4.53 0.51 
77. Jordan 0.81 0.46 0.00 0.66 0.52 0.17 0.00 0.22 0.31 0.28 4.53 0.51 
78. UAE 0.82 0.40 0.36 0.64 0.39 0.13 0.00 0.26 0.25 0.22 4.50 0.50 
79. Sri Lanka 0.78 0.37 0.00 0.38 0.66 0.22 0.00 0.27 0.30 0.33 4.41 0.49 
80. Bhutan 0.66 0.49 0.00 0.41 0.36 0.14 0.01 0.41 0.64 0.30 4.39 0.49 
81. Lebanon 0.75 0.29 0.00 0.37 0.65 0.30 0.00 0.22 0.43 0.25 4.27 0.48 
82. Qatar 0.78 0.27 0.45 0.50 0.37 0.13 0.00 0.21 0.35 0.20 4.26 0.48 
83. Honduras 0.71 0.50 0.00 0.50 0.21 0.32 0.01 0.34 0.27 0.31 4.18 0.47 
84. Guyana 0.60 0.41 0.40 0.35 0.26 0.26 0.23 0.27 0.19 0.31 4.18 0.47 
85. Malaysia 0.68 0.40 0.05 0.43 0.63 0.16 0.01 0.21 0.40 0.25 4.16 0.47 
86. Nicaragua 0.67 0.41 0.00 0.42 0.32 0.28 0.00 0.37 0.27 0.36 4.12 0.46 
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  Worst Ranked Nation  
  95th Percentile 
  85th Percentile 
  70th Percentile 

Country 
Governance 

Double 
Weighted 

Demo- 
graphics Energy Water Religion Corruption Disease Education Gender 

Economics 
Double 

Weighted 
Total Normal 

87. Tunisia 0.56 0.38 0.05 0.45 0.56 0.21 0.00 0.27 0.46 0.29 4.08 0.46 
88. Bolivia 0.63 0.52 0.00 0.49 0.15 0.27 0.01 0.26 0.45 0.33 4.07 0.46 
89. Turkey 0.66 0.38 0.00 0.37 0.50 0.19 0.00 0.23 0.51 0.26 4.04 0.45 
90. Thailand 0.81 0.28 0.01 0.24 0.49 0.21 0.01 0.23 0.39 0.27 4.02 0.45 
91. Mexico 0.62 0.36 0.05 0.39 0.58 0.24 0.01 0.26 0.38 0.24 4.00 0.45 
92. Paraguay 0.64 0.41 0.00 0.42 0.25 0.32 0.00 0.25 0.29 0.36 3.93 0.44 
93. Fiji 0.68 0.34 0.00 0.36 0.37 0.23 0.00 0.25 0.39 0.29 3.89 0.43 
94. Namibia 0.54 0.61 0.00 0.33 0.12 0.17 0.04 0.35 0.34 0.40 3.84 0.43 
95. Ecuador 0.64 0.41 0.16 0.45 0.14 0.27 0.00 0.27 0.30 0.29 3.84 0.43 
96. Belarus 0.90 0.19 0.00 0.17 0.44 0.27 0.00 0.18 0.28 0.25 3.83 0.43 
97. Lesotho 0.59 0.64 0.00 0.35 0.11 0.18 0.04 0.34 0.12 0.40 3.77 0.42 
98. Columbia 0.67 0.36 0.07 0.38 0.30 0.23 0.01 0.26 0.27 0.28 3.77 0.42 
99. Singapore 0.65 0.25 0.00 0.62 0.45 0.10 0.00 0.23 0.39 0.20 3.76 0.42 
100. Israel 0.50 0.35 0.00 0.55 0.76 0.14 0.00 0.18 0.30 0.23 3.75 0.42 
101. Botswana 0.57 0.47 0.00 0.48 0.20 0.14 0.02 0.31 0.33 0.33 3.75 0.42 
102. Cuba 0.90 0.18 0.04 0.21 0.38 0.20 0.00 0.17 0.27 0.24 3.73 0.42 
103. Armenia 0.73 0.25 0.00 0.23 0.52 0.23 0.00 0.22 0.15 0.33 3.72 0.42 
104. Macedonia 0.66 0.24 0.00 0.32 0.41 0.19 0.00 0.20 0.38 0.32 3.71 0.42 
105. South Africa 0.54 0.49 0.00 0.29 0.36 0.19 0.05 0.31 0.35 0.29 3.71 0.41 
106. Peru 0.59 0.40 0.01 0.39 0.25 0.23 0.01 0.25 0.46 0.26 3.70 0.41 
107. Mongolia 0.52 0.44 0.02 0.47 0.39 0.22 0.01 0.24 0.18 0.35 3.70 0.41 
108. Bosnia-Herz. 0.67 0.22 0.00 0.19 0.48 0.21 0.00 0.20 0.31 0.36 3.67 0.41 
109. Georgia 0.61 0.27 0.00 0.23 0.50 0.17 0.01 0.17 0.37 0.36 3.67 0.41 
110. Jamaica 0.58 0.37 0.00 0.45 0.37 0.22 0.00 0.27 0.23 0.30 3.67 0.41 
111. Domin. Rep. 0.59 0.39 0.00 0.53 0.12 0.29 0.00 0.27 0.19 0.31 3.59 0.40 
112. El Salvador 0.58 0.34 0.00 0.34 0.20 0.23 0.00 0.29 0.40 0.30 3.57 0.40 
113. Ukraine 0.64 0.18 0.01 0.06 0.53 0.32 0.01 0.19 0.35 0.28 3.48 0.39 
114. Moldova 0.63 0.25 0.00 0.02 0.44 0.24 0.01 0.20 0.36 0.30 3.37 0.38 
115. Brazil 0.55 0.32 0.03 0.33 0.28 0.20 0.01 0.26 0.34 0.26 3.36 0.38 
116. Albania 0.62 0.31 0.06 0.03 0.18 0.26 0.00 0.24 0.40 0.32 3.36 0.38 
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117. Cyprus 0.45 0.27 0.00 0.50 0.42 0.13 0.00 0.18 0.36 0.28 3.34 0.37 
118. Taiwan 0.48 0.27 0.40 0.33 0.15 0.14 0.00 0.23 0.35 0.24 3.32 0.37 
119. Panama 0.54 0.39 0.00 0.44 0.12 0.22 0.00 0.24 0.28 0.25 3.28 0.37 
120. Argentina 0.56 0.32 0.01 0.35 0.30 0.25 0.00 0.19 0.19 0.26 3.26 0.36 
121. Greece 0.54 0.19 0.00 0.21 0.52 0.19 0.00 0.16 0.30 0.30 3.25 0.36 
122. Serbia & Mon. 0.55 0.18 0.00 0.11 0.53 0.21 0.00 0.20 0.30 0.29 3.22 0.36 
123. Trinidad & T. 0.54 0.29 0.09 0.24 0.27 0.22 0.00 0.21 0.27 0.24 3.17 0.35 
124. Mauritius 0.49 0.27 0.00 0.41 0.29 0.15 0.00 0.24 0.32 0.25 3.16 0.35 
125. Canada 0.43 0.27 0.28 0.32 0.38 0.11 0.00 0.19 0.27 0.23 3.14 0.35 
126. Costa Rica 0.46 0.34 0.00 0.41 0.33 0.16 0.00 0.20 0.26 0.26 3.13 0.35 
127. France 0.45 0.26 0.00 0.27 0.56 0.12 0.00 0.19 0.35 0.24 3.13 0.35 
128. Romania 0.54 0.21 0.00 0.18 0.42 0.20 0.00 0.21 0.29 0.25 3.09 0.35 
129. United States 0.44 0.29 0.11 0.34 0.41 0.12 0.00 0.17 0.27 0.23 3.06 0.34 
130. Bulgaria 0.54 0.17 0.00 0.06 0.53 0.20 0.00 0.20 0.28 0.27 3.06 0.34 
131. Ireland 0.44 0.32 0.00 0.42 0.28 0.12 0.00 0.17 0.34 0.25 3.04 0.34 
132. United King. 0.44 0.26 0.01 0.30 0.52 0.11 0.00 0.20 0.27 0.23 3.03 0.34 
133. Korea, South 0.53 0.18 0.00 0.25 0.18 0.15 0.01 0.19 0.54 0.23 3.01 0.34 
134. Switzerland 0.43 0.27 0.00 0.36 0.45 0.10 0.00 0.17 0.35 0.22 3.00 0.34 
135. Norway 0.43 0.27 0.12 0.35 0.41 0.10 0.00 0.15 0.27 0.22 2.98 0.33 
136. Spain 0.46 0.21 0.00 0.34 0.31 0.14 0.00 0.18 0.29 0.29 2.97 0.33 
137. Italy 0.46 0.19 0.00 0.23 0.47 0.19 0.00 0.17 0.28 0.26 2.96 0.33 
138. Croatia 0.50 0.21 0.00 0.17 0.36 0.18 0.00 0.19 0.29 0.29 2.96 0.33 
139. Hungary 0.53 0.20 0.00 0.15 0.40 0.16 0.00 0.17 0.28 0.25 2.92 0.33 
140. Slovakia 0.45 0.21 0.00 0.21 0.35 0.17 0.00 0.19 0.35 0.26 2.91 0.32 
141. Australia 0.44 0.29 0.02 0.37 0.32 0.11 0.00 0.18 0.27 0.23 2.90 0.32 
142. Netherlands 0.43 0.22 0.01 0.29 0.39 0.11 0.00 0.16 0.35 0.24 2.89 0.32 
143. Chile 0.45 0.28 0.00 0.32 0.31 0.12 0.00 0.21 0.27 0.24 2.88 0.32 
144. Sweden 0.43 0.27 0.00 0.35 0.46 0.10 0.00 0.16 0.20 0.24 2.87 0.32 
145. Germany 0.44 0.17 0.00 0.17 0.56 0.11 0.00 0.17 0.35 0.23 2.86 0.32 
146. Japan 0.44 0.14 0.40 0.12 0.21 0.12 0.00 0.19 0.35 0.22 2.86 0.32 
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147. New Zealand 0.43 0.28 0.01 0.33 0.27 0.10 0.00 0.18 0.27 0.24 2.78 0.31 
148. Belgium 0.44 0.20 0.00 0.29 0.39 0.12 0.00 0.17 0.27 0.24 2.78 0.31 
149. Austria 0.44 0.22 0.00 0.21 0.44 0.12 0.00 0.17 0.27 0.23 2.76 0.31 
150. Czech Rep. 0.45 0.21 0.00 0.29 0.22 0.16 0.00 0.19 0.27 0.24 2.73 0.31 
151. Denmark 0.43 0.24 0.02 0.35 0.34 0.10 0.00 0.16 0.19 0.23 2.72 0.30 
152. Portugal 0.45 0.22 0.00 0.22 0.19 0.14 0.00 0.18 0.32 0.27 2.71 0.30 
153. Latvia 0.53 0.18 0.00 0.07 0.31 0.16 0.00 0.16 0.27 0.25 2.70 0.30 
154. Poland 0.45 0.20 0.00 0.17 0.33 0.14 0.00 0.16 0.28 0.25 2.70 0.30 
155. Lithuania 0.45 0.18 0.00 0.17 0.34 0.15 0.00 0.16 0.27 0.25 2.69 0.30 
156. Slovenia 0.45 0.20 0.00 0.16 0.29 0.14 0.00 0.18 0.20 0.26 2.59 0.29 
157. Uruguay 0.46 0.26 0.00 0.27 0.19 0.13 0.00 0.19 0.10 0.25 2.56 0.29 
158. Finland 0.43 0.22 0.00 0.20 0.26 0.10 0.00 0.17 0.19 0.24 2.48 0.28 
159. Estonia 0.45 0.20 0.01 0.08 0.18 0.13 0.00 0.16 0.20 0.25 2.35 0.26 
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