
DHAKA MONDAY MAY 28, 2007
POINT    COUNTERPOINT 11

HUSAIN HAQQANI

ACKED by nuclear weap-

B ons and the seventh larg-

est standing army in the 

world, Pakistan has the ability to 

project its power externally, but 

lacks the strength of an effective 

state at home. 

The recently released video of 

the Taliban using a young boy, 

believed to be 12 years old, to 

behead a man amid cries of "Allahu 

Akbar" is only one of several trou-

bling images emanating from 

Pakistan. Attacks by armed sup-

porters of a pro-government militia 

on opposition activists in the port 

city of Karachi and frequent terror-

ist bombings revive fears about 

Pakistan's future. The country 

faces increasing demands from 

religious extremists, and doubts 

are growing among Pakistan's 

Western allies about the military 

regime's ability to handle these 

pressures. 

Paradoxically, Pakistan has 

turned out to be a hot destination 

for investors from the Gulf, encour-

aged by business-friendly govern-

ment policies and annual GDP 

growth rates of 7 percent over the 

last four years. Pakistan's 

privatisation program is considered 

a regional success. Government 

economists cite increasing mobile 

phone use and expanding sales of 

motorcycles and cars as signs of 

progress. 

Pakistan's elite now drive 

around in Porsches, more of which 
have sold in the city of Lahore alone 
than the car's manufacturer had 
envisaged for the entire country. 
The pace of construction for new 
country clubs, golf clubs and luxury 
hotels also reflects growing pros-
perity of a select few. 

That this strife-ridden country 
with a booming economy seems 
precariously balanced between 
chaos and growth should not, 
however, be a source of comfort. 
G i v e n  w i d e s p r e a d  a n t i -
Americanism and signs of rising 
support for Islamist sentiment in the 
military, Washington cannot count 
on the military to keep the balance. 
If Pakistan falls from its shaky 
perch, the consequences for the 
region and the US could be dire. 

Pakistan is viewed as a critical 
Western ally in the global war 
against terrorism. Relations with 
arch-rival India have improved 
markedly since four years ago, 
when the armies of the two nuclear-
armed neighbors stood eyeball-to-
eyeball. Pakistan reveals multiple 
realities, and the temptation to let 
optimism prevail is great. But, in 
essence, Pakistan has become a 
dysfunctional state, a tinderbox 
that may not light up for years, but 
could also go up in flames in an 
instant. 

At least 1,471 people were 
reported killed in terrorist incidents 
in Pakistan during 2006, up from 
648 terrorism-related fatalities 
during the preceding year. Of 

these, 608 were civilians, 325 
security personnel, and 538 
accused terrorists. The rising 
fatalities of security forces indicate 
the growing strength of armed non-
state actors, especially extremists. 

An army, largely recruited from 
one of the country's four ethnically 
diverse provinces, has traditionally 
maintained order in Pakistan. The 
military's ability to keep a lid on 
dissent has diminished with the 
emergence of well-armed militias, 
both Islamist and secular, in vari-
ous parts of Pakistan. 

Vast parts of Balochistan, the 
sparsely populated southwestern 
province bordering Afghanistan 
and Iran, are virtually ungoverned. 
A secular, tribal insurgency in 
Balochistan has been overshad-
owed by the resurgence of the 
Taliban in the province's north. 

The brutal beheading involving 
the 12-year-old took place in 
Balochistan and involved the ethnic 
Pashtun Taliban punishing an 
ethnic Baloch for allegedly spying 
on behalf of the Americans and 
their allies. The Taliban also control 
the generally uncontrolled tribal 
areas in the Northwest Frontier 
province (NWFP) and gradually 
expand their influence into the 
adjoining non-tribal settled dis-
tricts. 

Balochistan accounts for 42 
percent of Pakistan's territory, and 
the Pashtun tribal areas represent 
3 percent of the land area. Even if 
one ignores the rising violence and 

lawlessness in urban Pakistan, 
almost half the country now consti-
tutes an anarchistic or inade-
quately governed space. 

In addition to problems in 
Balochistan and NWFP, at least 
200 people have died in sectarian 
violence between Shia and Sunni 
militant groups across the country 
during the last year. 

General Pervez Musharraf, who 
came to power in a coup d'état in 
October 1999 and remains a clear 
favourite of the Bush administra-
tion, has made no effort to encour-
age democratic institutions. 
Musharraf's decision to marginal-
ise Pakistan's secular political 
parties to avoid sharing power has 
strengthened radical Islamist 
groups. 

Lately, Pakistani civil society has 
stirred in reaction to the domination 
of the country's life by the military 
and assorted Islamist militants. For 
the past two months, lawyers in 
suits join activists from opposition 
political parties in demonstrations 
protesting the removal from office 
of the country's chief justice. 

Amid widespread disorder and 
the emboldening of insurgents and 
terrorist groups, Pakistan success-
fully tested the latest version of its 
long-range nuclear-capable mis-
sile, in February. The Hatf VI 
(Shaheen II) ballistic missile, 
launched from an undisclosed 
location, is said to have a range of 
2,000 kilometers and has the 
capability to hit major cities in India, 

according to Pakistan's military. 
In the process of building exten-

sive military capabilities, Pakistan's 
successive rulers have stood by as 
essential internal attributes of state-
hood degrade. A major attribute of a 
state is its ability to maintain monop-
oly, or at least the preponderance, of 
public coercion. 

The proliferation of insurgents, 
militias and Mafiosi reflect the 
state's weakness in this key area. 
There are too many non-state 
actors in Pakistan -- ranging from 
religious vigilantes to criminals -- 
who possess coercive power in 
vary ing  degrees.  In  some 
instances the threat of non-state 
coercion in the form of suicide 
bombings weakens the state 
machinery's ability to confront 
challenges to its authority. 

Since its emergence from the 
partition of British India in 1947, 
Pakistan has defined itself as an 
Islamic ideological state. The 
country's praetorian military has 
held the reins of power for most of 
the country's existence and seen 
itself as the final arbiter of 
Pakistan's national direction. 

The emphasis on ideology has 
empowered Pakistan's Islamist 
minority. The overwhelming influ-
ence of the army has accentuated 
militarism at the expense of civilian 
institutions. Many Pakistanis view 
the US as the army's principal 
benefactor and by extension partly 
responsible for weakening civil 
institutions. The three periods of 

significant flow of US aid to 
Pakistan have all coincided with 
military rule in Pakistan. 

The disproportionate focus of 
the Pakistani state on ideology, 
military capability and external 
alliances since Pakistan's inde-
pendence in 1947 has weakened 
the nation internally. Pakistan 
spends a greater proportion of its 
GDP on defense and still cannot 
match the conventional forces of 
India, which outspends Pakistan 3 
to 1 while allocating a smaller 
percentage of its burgeoning GDP 
to military spending. The country's 
institutions -- ranging from schools 
and universities to political parties 
and the judiciary   -- are in a state of 
general decline. 

Much of the analysis on Pakistan 
in the West since 9/11 has focused 
on Musharraf's ability to remain in 
power and keep up the juggling act 
between alliance with the US and 
controlling various domestic con-
stituencies, including the Pakistani 
military and Islamist militants. 
Pakistan's problems, however, run 
deeper. It is time the world set aside 
its immediate preoccupation with 
Musharraf's future to examine the 
fundamental conditions of the 
Pakistani state. 

Husain Haqqani is director of Boston University's 
Center for International Relations and co-chair of 
the Hudson Institute's Project on Islam and 
Democracy. He is the author of the Carnegie 
Endowment book "Pakistan Between Mosque 
and Military."

Nuclear power with feet of clay?

ANM WAHEEDUZZAMAN

B
ANGLADESH has a mixed 

image in the eyes of the 

international community. 

In 1971, the nation surprised the 

world with its fighting spirit against 

a well-equipped and organized 

Pakistan army. Coups, counter-

coups, and political violence 

during the 1970s raised questions 

about the future of the newly born 

nation. 
The gradual transition to 

democracy in the 1990s improved 

that image, and the world per-

ceived Bangladesh as a demo-

cratic, moderate Muslim country. 

Right now, the world community is 

closely watching the outcome of 

the search for democracy under a 

caretaker government. 
We definitely need to pay atten-

tion to our international image in a 

globalised world. A favourable 

rating or image should help us in 

trade, business, investment and 

tourism. It is related to national 

and international events (for exam-

ple, the winning of the Nobel 

Peace Prize and the intermittent 

success of the national cricket 

team positively contribute to our 

image), our political system, inter-

national relations, economic 

growth, government policies, 

entrepreneurship, privatisation, 

literacy, and international trade 

and travel. It is also affected by 

flooding, cyclones and natural 

calamities, political violence, and 

corruption.
Country ratings, conducted 

annually by various international 
institutions, affect the image of a 
nation. Despite their bias and 
methodological problems, they 
are useful indicators for "market-
ing a nation" to the world. 
Governments ,  in ternat iona l  
organisations, and multi-nationals 
use them for environmental scan-
ning, segmentation, entry strat-
egy, market development, busi-
ness investment, and policy pur-
poses.

The primary purpose of this 
article is to raise awareness about 
our international image, and also 
to point out that it is affected by our 
country ratings. In a table, 
Bangladesh is compared with five 
other countries on the basis of six 
international ratings. There are 
many other ratings; these six are 
chosen as examples. Policy sug-
gestions are also provided. GDP 
per capita and population are 
added in the table for comparison 
purposes.

Political Freedom and Civil 
Liberties Index
Freedom House, a conservative 
think-tank based in Washington, 
D.C., evaluates political freedom 
and civil liberties on a 7-point scale, 
with 1 representing most free and 7 
representing least free. Countries 
are rated as free (1-2.5), partly free 
(3.0-5.0) and not free (5.0-7.0). 

Bangladesh is rated as a partly 
free country, and is behind Turkey 
and India. With curtailed political 
activities, and over 50,000 people 
behind bars under the current 
caretaker regime, we are not likely 
to do well in this rating. Lifting of 
emergency and re-introduction of 
democracy will improve our 
image. 

Economic Freedom Rating
Heritage Foundation and Fraser 

Institute evaluate countries of the 

world on the basis of citizen's 

economic freedom. Their method-

ologies differ, but their findings 

correlate well. Only Heritage 

Foundation's ratings are reported 

in the table. 
We rank the lowest among the 

six countries in terms of economic 

freedom. We definitely need to 

improve our economic freedom 

rating by paying attention to the 

ten dimensions of freedom. They 

are: business, trade, monetary, 

price stability, government, fiscal 

policy, property rights, investment, 

finance, corruption, and labour. 

Overall, business and entrepre-

neurship must be upheld.

Global competitiveness index
GCI is a comprehensive index 

indicating the level of productivity 

and economic growth of a country. 

The World Economic Forum 

determines the global competitive-

ness index of 125 countries on the 

basis of nine factors. They are: 

institutions, infrastructure, macro-

economy, health and primary 

education, higher education and 

training, market efficiency, techno-

logical readiness, and business 

sophistication and innovation. 

Again, we score lowest on this, 

and are far away from our peers 

except Pakistan. Our competitive-

ness could be increased by paying 

attention to the nine factors defin-

ing GCI.

Globalisation Index

Globalisation is an umbrella term 

that refers to global connectivity 

and interdependence. The A.T. 

K e a r n e y / F o r e i g n  P o l i c y  

Globalisation Index assesses 

countries in terms of economic 

integration, personal contact, 

technological connectivity, and 

political engagement. In 2006, out 

of 62 countries Bangladesh 

ranked 58th. Among our peers, 

Malaysia (19) is the most 

globalised country and can be a 

good role model for us to follow.

Corruption Perception Index
This is probably the most known 

i n d e x  i n  B a n g l a d e s h .  

Transparency International rates 

countries of the world on a 10 point 

scale, where a high score indi-

cates low corruption. TI has 

labeled Bangladesh as one of the 

most corrupt countries in the 

world. 

The rating has hurt our image in 

international forums and under-

mined governance. In 2006, TI  

surveyed 163 countries of the 

world, and we ranked 156th. Our 

current drive against corruption 

should improve that score in the 

future.

Human Development Index

The United Nations Development 

Program determines the Human 

Development Index of the countries 

of the world annually. HDI is a com-

posite of per capita income, educa-

tion, and life expectancy at birth. It 

indicates how well a country is doing 

with respect to economic as well as 

non-economic qualitative aspects of 

development. 
In 2004, out of 177 countries 

Bangladesh ranked 137th. In the 
table, Bangladesh has the lowest 
score and is close to Pakistan. 
Without substantial improvement 
in economic growth, literacy and 
health, we are not likely to do 
better on this index.

Bangladesh is behind her peers in 
almost all ratings. Concerted govern-
ment policy interventions, with help 
from business, media, advocacy 
groups and citizens would be required 
to improve them. 

The ratings are highly corre-
lated. For example, political free-
dom ratings are highly correlated 
with economic freedom and GCI. 
On the other hand, CPI is nega-
tively correlated to competitive-
ness and freedom. I t  also 
increases the risk of doing busi-
ness in a country. HDI improves if 
a country shows material eco-
nomic gains. The relationship 
among different ratings calls for 
careful policy interventions. 

Country ratings guide the "brand-

ing of a country" to the world. 

Thailand, Malaysia, Singapore, 

South Africa, Botswana, and Poland 

have taken "proactive" country 

branding strategies to change their 

international image. Bangladesh 

could learn from them to (re)define 

our international image and develop 

her own integrated marketing com-

munication (IMC) campaigns. For 

the sake of brevity, I refrain from 

discussing this in the article.

On a policy level, we may 

consider establishing a "monitor-

ing cell," with representation from 

government, academia, busi-

ness, media, and private citizens, 

to evaluate our international 

image. The cell could evaluate 

Bangladesh with respect to her 

neighbours (Saarc nations), 

competitors (countries that we 

compete with), and aspirants 

(countries that could be our role 

models). The cell could also offer 

policy suggestions to improve our 

image through proactive country 

branding strategies.

Concepts like international 

image, country risk rating, coun-

try branding, or destination com-

petitiveness have been around 

for a long time. As mentioned, 

many emerging and developing 

countries have deliberated on 

them, and have taken measures 

to better their image and national 

standing. We need to begin such 

discussions in Bangladesh. The 

sooner we begin, the better it will 

be for our international image in a 

globalised world.

Dr. A.N.M. Waheeduzzaman is a Professor of 
Marketing and International Business at Texas 
A&M University, Corpus Christi.

Bangladesh's image and country rating

Country ratings guide the "branding of a country" to the world. 
Thailand, Malaysia, Singapore, South Africa, Botswana, and Poland 
have taken "proactive" country branding strategies to change their 
international image. Bangladesh could learn from them to (re)define our 
international image and develop her own integrated marketing 
communication (IMC) campaigns.

NAOMI KLEIN

I
T'S not the act itself, it's the 
hypocrisy. That's the line on Paul 
Wolfowitz, coming from editorial 

pages around the world. It's neither: 
not the act (disregarding the rules to 
get his girlfriend a pay raise) nor the 
hypocrisy (the fact that Wolfowitz's 
mission as World Bank president is 
fighting for "good governance").

First, let's dispense with the sup-
posed hypocrisy problem. "Who 
wants to be lectured on corruption by 
someone telling them to 'do as I say, 
not as I do'?" asked one journalist. No 
one, of course. But that's a pretty 
good description of the game of one-
way strip poker that is our global trade 
system, in which the United States 
and Europe -- via the World Bank, the 
International Monetary Fund and the 
World Trade Organisation -- tell the 
developing world: "You take down 
your trade barriers and we'll keep 
ours up." From farm subsidies to the 
Dubai Ports World scandal, hypocrisy 
is our economic order's guiding 
principle.

Wolfowitz's only crime was taking 

his institution's international posture 

to heart. The fact that he has 

responded to the scandal by hiring a 

celebrity lawyer and shopping for a 

leadership "coach" is just more 

evidence that he has fully absorbed 

the World Bank way: When in doubt, 

blow the budget on overpriced 

consultants and call it aid.
The more serious lie at the center 

of the controversy is the implication 

that the World Bank was an institu-

tion with impeccable ethical creden-

tials -- until, according to forty-two 

former Bank executives, its credibil-

ity was "fatally compromised" by 

Wolfowitz. (Many American liberals 

have seized on this fairy tale, 

addicted to the fleeting rush that 

comes from forcing neo-cons to 

resign.) 
The truth is that the bank's credi-

bility was fatally compromised when 
it forced school fees on students in 
Ghana in exchange for a loan; when 
it demanded that Tanzania privatise 
its water system; when it made 
telecom privatisation a condition of 
aid for Hurricane Mitch; when it 
demanded labor "flexibility" in the 
aftermath of the Asian tsunami in Sri 
Lanka; when it pushed for eliminat-
ing food subsidies in post-invasion 
Iraq. 

Ecuadoreans care little about 
Wolfowitz's girlfriend; more pressing 
is that in 2005, the Bank withheld a 
promised $100 million after the 
country dared to spend a portion of 
its oil revenues on health and educa-
tion. Some anti-poverty organiza-
tion.

But the area where the World 

Bank has the most tenuous claim to 

moral authority is in the fight against 

corruption. Almost everywhere that 

mass state pillage has taken place 

over the past four decades, the Bank 

and the IMF have been first on the 

scene of the crime. And no, they 

have not been looking the other way 

as the locals lined their pockets; they 

have been writing the ground rules 

for the theft and yelling: "Faster, 

please!" -- a process known as 

rapid-fire shock therapy.
Russia under the leadership of the 

recently departed Boris Yeltsin was a 

case in point. Beginning in 1990, the 

Bank led the charge for the former 

Soviet Union to impose immediately 

what it called "radical reform." When 

Mikhail Gorbachev refused to go 

along, Yeltsin stepped up. This bull-

dozer of a man would not let anything 

or anyone stand in the way of the 

Washington-authored program, 

including Russia's elected politicians. 

After he ordered army tanks to open 

fire on demonstrators in October 

1993, killing hundreds and leaving the 

Parliament blackened by flames, the 

stage was set for the fire-sale 

privatisations of Russia's most pre-

cious state assets to the so-called 

oligarchs. Of course, the Bank was 

there. Of the democracy-free law-

making frenzy that followed Yeltsin's 

coup, Charles Blitzer, the World 

Bank's chief economist on Russia, 

told the Wall Street Journal: "I've 

never had so much fun in my life."
When Yeltsin left office, his family 

had become inexplicably wealthy, 

while several of his deputies were 

enmeshed in bribery scandals. 

These incidents were reported on in 

the West, as they always are, as 

unfortunate local embellishments on 

an otherwise ethical economic 

modernisation project. In fact, 

corruption was embedded in the 

very idea of shock therapy. The 

whirlwind speed of change was 

crucial to overcoming the wide-

spread rejection of the reforms, but it 

also meant that by definition there 

could be no oversight. 
Moreover, the payoffs for local 

officials were an indispensable 
incentive for Russia's apparatchiks 
to create the wide-open market 
Washington was demanding. The 
bottom line is that there is good 
reason that corruption has never 
been a high priority for the Bank and 
the IMF: Its officials understand that 
when enlisting politicians to advance 
an economic agenda guaranteed to 
win them furious enemies at home, 
there generally has to be a little in it 
for those politicians in bank 
accounts abroad.

Russia is far from unique: From 
Chile's dictator Augusto Pinochet, 
who accumulated more than 125 
bank accounts while building the first 
neo-liberal state, to Argentine 
President Carlos Menem, who 
drove a bright red Ferrari Testarossa 
while he liquidated his country, to 
Iraq's "missing billions" today, there 
is, in every country, a class of ambi-
tious, bloody-minded politicians who 
are willing to act as Western sub-
contractors. They will take a fee, and 
that fee is called corruption -- the 
silent but ever-present partner in the 
crusade to privatize the developing 
world.

The three main institutions at the 
heart of that crusade are in crisis -- 
not because of the small hypocrisies 
but because of the big ones. The 
WTO cannot get back on track, the 
IMF is going broke, displaced by 
Venezuela and China. And now the 
Bank is going down.

The Financial Times reports that 
when World Bank managers dis-
pensed advice, "they were now 
laughed at." Perhaps we should all 
laugh at the Bank. What we should 
absolutely not do, however, is partici-
pate in the effort to cleanse the Bank's 
ruinous history by repeating the 
absurd narrative that the reputation of 
an otherwise laudable anti-poverty 
organization has been sullied by one 
man. The Bank understandably was 
keen to throw Wolfowitz overboard. I 
say, Let the ship go down with the 
captain.

Courtesy: The Nation.

Sacrificial wolf

HAMEEDA HOSSAIN

T
HERE are leaders and 

leaders. Some announce 

themselves as leaders and 

cultivate a following. They dominate 

relationships, and impose their ideas 

and their ways of doing things onto 

others. But the other, more subtle, 

kind of leadership, and much more 

difficult to sustain, comes from a 

person's moral authority, an open-

ness that encourages diverse and 

creative thinking and an ability to 

share with others. Such a leadership 

develops camaraderie.
Nurjehan Murshed was such a 

person. When I first met her in the 
sixties she was living in a modest 
Dhaka University apartment that had 
been allocated to her husband, Dr. 
Khan Sarwar Murshed, a professor 
of English. Both of them were 
engaged in editing, and published 
New Values, a journal of literary 
criticism, which reflected a progres-
sive idea. 

I was a visitor to Dhaka at the time, 
and was gladly roped in to help with 
the editing. It was around their publi-
cation that the editors were able to 
inspire many young teachers and 
students to join them in intellectual 
exchanges on politics, literature, 
music and many other subjects of 
contemporary interest.

Nurjehan Apa was a politically 
sensitive person. As an active mem-
ber of the Awami League, she had 
been elected as a councilor to the 
Dhaka Municipal Council. At the time 
women were elected directly to 
reserved seats in the council. This 
had, to some extent, prepared her for 
the rough and tumble of the popular 
political movement for autonomy 
and, later, for a more active role 
during the war for independence. 

She crossed over to India along 

with her family, but felt compelled to 

join in the war effort. She traveled to 

many places in India, explaining to 

influential groups the reasons 

behind the liberation struggle.

I say she was politically sensitive 

because she did not stay as a docile 

party worker doing the party's bid-

ding. She spoke out when needed, 

and questioned established hierar-

chies. After independence she 

became a member of Bangladesh's 

first Parliament as a nominee to 

women's reserved seats. 
While most of the other thirty 

members remained on the back 
benches, Nurjehan Apa spoke out 
about the need to recognise the 
survivors of war rape, and to support 
them. Many of us found her state-
ments in Parliament very coura-
geous and forthright.

I lost touch with Nurjehan Apa, as 
she went away to Poland when her 
husband was appointed an ambas-
sador, and we left for Oxford in the 
mid-seventies. But later on, after our 
return in the eighties, I found that she 
had started yet another magazine, 
this time in Bangla. It was registered 
under the name of Edesh Ekal. 

Once again she was able to draw 
many leading writers to contribute 
analytical critiques on social, eco-
nomic and political issues. I wrote for 
it two or three times, and it was a pity 
that the journal was short-lived 
because of its many financial and 
managerial problems. Many of its 
articles were very provocative and 
stimulated discussion.

But Nurjehan Apa was not merely 
a critic. She felt for people. This is 
probably why she became associ-
ated with Bangladesh Mahila 
Parishad and actively supported the 
struggle for women's rights. In 1966, 
when some of us got together and 
decided to form Ain o Salish Kendra 
(ASK) whose aim was to offer legal 
support so that the disenfranchised 
could access justice, and we had no 
place to function from, it was 
Nurjehan Apa who offered two 
rooms above the garage of her 
house in Satmasjid Road. 

She never asked to become a 
member of ASK, or to demand recogni-
tion for what she had done, but in her 
own quiet way she gave us the leader-
ship to start our work. The lawyers who 
went to work at her place were always 
inspired by her active interest in what 
they were doing, and the sympathy she 
demonstrated for those who sought 
their help. 

She was interested not merely 

in welfare but in changing people's 

lives, in giving them the strength to 

struggle, just as presumably she 

had found the strength to struggle 

herself. Such leadership is rare 

indeed.

Dr. Hameeda Hossain is a women's rights 
activist.

A tribute to 
Nurjehan Murshed

Ratings Bangladesh India Malaysia Pakistan Thailand Turkey

Political Freedom and  4, 4, PF 2, 3, F 4, 4, PF 6, 5, NF 7, 4, NF 3, 3, PF

Civil Liberties Index (2007)      

Economic Freedom Rating (2007) 47.8 56.6 65.8 58.8 65.6 59.3

Global Competitiveness Rating (2006) 3.46 (99th) 4.44 (43rd) 5.11 (26th) 3.66 (91st) 4.58 (35th) 4.14 (59th)

Globalization Index (2006) 58 61 19 56 45 57

Corruption Perception Index (2006) 2.0 (156th) 3.3 (70th) 5.0 (44th) 2.2 (142nd) 3.3 (63rd) 3.8 (60th)

Human Development Index (2004) 0.53 (137th) 0.61 (126th) 0.81 (61st) 0.54 (134th) 0.78 (74th) 0.75 (92nd)

Population (millions) (2007) 150 1,129 25 165 65 71

Per capita GDP $PPP (2006) 2,200 3,700 12,700 2,600 9,100 8,900 
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