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EXECUTIVE
SUMMARY

This is the 15" edition of the Global Peace Index (GPI),
which ranks 163 independent states and territories
according to their level of peacefulness. Produced by
the Institute for Economics and Peace (IEP), the GPI is
the world’s leading measure of global peacefulness.
This report presents the most comprehensive data-
driven analysis to-date on trends in peace, its economic
value, and how to develop peaceful societies.

The GPI covers 99.7 per cent of the world’s population,
using 23 qualitative and quantitative indicators from
highly respected sources, and measures the state of
peace across three domains: the level of Societal Safety
and Security, the extent of Ongoing Domestic and
International Conflict, and the degree of Militarisation.

This year’s results show that the average level of global
peacefulness deteriorated by 0.07 per cent. This is the
ninth deterioration in peacefulness in the last thirteen
years, with 87 countries improving, and 73 recording
deteriorations; however, the change in score is the
second smallest in the history of the index. The 2021
GPI reveals a world in which the conflicts and crises
that emerged in the past decade have begun to abate,
only to be replaced with a new wave of tension and
uncertainty as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic and
rising tensions between many of the major powers.

The full impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on
peacefulness is still unfolding. While some forms of
violence declined in the short term, growing unease
with lockdowns and rising economic uncertainty
resulted in civil unrest increasing in 2020. Over 5,000
pandemic-related violent events were recorded
between January 2020 and April 2021. It is still too early
to fully gauge the long-term effects of the pandemic on
peace. However, the changing economic conditions in
many nations increases the likelihood of political
instability and violent demonstrations.

Iceland remains the most peaceful country in the world,
a position it has held since 2008. It is joined at the top
of the index by New Zealand, Denmark, Portugal, and
Slovenia. Afghanistan is the least peaceful country in
the world for the fourth consecutive year, followed by
Yemen, Syria, South Sudan, and Irag. All, except Yemen,
have been ranked amongst the five least peaceful
nations since at least 2015, with Afghanistan having
been ranked amongst the three least peaceful nations
since 2010.

Eight of the ten countries at the top of the GPI are
located in Europe. This is the most European countries
to be ranked in the top ten in the history of the index.

Singapore fell out of the top ten, replaced by Ireland
which improved by three places.

Only three of the nine regions in the world became
more peaceful over the past year. The largest
improvement occurred in the Middle East and North
Africa (MENA), followed by Europe and South Asia.
However, MENA still remains the least peaceful region
in the world. An improvement in the level of Ongoing
Conflict in MENA was the biggest driver of increased
peacefulness, with every indicator on the domain,
recording an improvement. In Europe the improvement
in peacefulness was driven by improvements in internal
safety and security, including improvements in
terrorism impact, violent demonstrations and violent
crime. However, political instability and military
expenditure deteriorated.

The largest regional deterioration occurred in North
America, which deteriorated across all three GPI
domains. The primary driver of this fall in peacefulness
was a deterioration on the Safety and Security domain,
especially in the United States, where growing civil
unrest led to increasing perceptions of criminality and
political instability, and more violent demonstrations.

In the past fifteen years peacefulness has fallen, with
the average country score deteriorating by just under
two per cent. Of the 163 countries in the GPI, 86
recorded improvements, while 75 recorded
deteriorations and two recorded no change in score.
Year on year deteriorations in peacefulness have been
much more common, with peacefulness only improving
four times since the beginning of the index. Fifteen of
the 23 GPI indicators deteriorated between 2008 and
2021.

Two of the three GPI domains deteriorated over the
past decade, with Ongoing Conflict deteriorating by 6.2
per cent and Safety and Security deteriorating by 2.5
per cent. Militarisation was the only domain to improve.
Terrorism and civil unrest have been the biggest
contributors to the global deterioration in peacefulness.
Ninety countries recorded increased terrorist activity,
while only 50 had lower levels of terrorism. However,
after peaking in 2014, during the height of the Syrian
civil war, total deaths from terrorism have fallen every
year for the last six years, with the largest falls
occurring in Syria, Irag, and Nigeria.

Although the impact of terrorism and conflict have
fallen over the past six years, the level of civil and
political unrest has risen. The number of violent
demonstrations rose in 61 countries since 2008, and fell
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in just 27 countries. There was a 244 per cent increase
globally in riots, general strikes, and anti-government
demonstrations between 2011 and 2019. There is
currently no sign that this trend is abating.

In 2021 the Ongoing Conflict domain improved for the
first time since 2015, with falls in the total number of
conflicts fought, and a decrease in the overall intensity
of internal conflict. Twenty-one countries improved on
internal conflicts fought, while only one deteriorated.
However, although the total number of conflict-related
deaths has been falling for the past six years, the total
number of conflicts and deaths is still much higher than
a decade ago. Since 2010, the number of conflicts
globally has increased by 88 per cent.

The Militarisation domain has improved by 4.2 per
cent since 2008, the only GPI domain to record an
improvement in the last 15 years. The armed service
rate has fallen in 111 countries, and military expenditure
as a percentage of GDP fell in 87. However, there

are signs that the trend of falling militarisation is
slowing and even reversing in some countries. Both
the armed services rate and military expenditure have
deteriorated since 2016. The increase in militarisation
comes on the back of rising tensions between the
most economically and militarily powerful nations

in the world. In the last five years, the MENA region
recorded the five largest deteriorations in military
expenditure.

The economic impact of violence to the global
economy in 2020 was $14.96 trillion in purchasing
power parity (PPP) terms. This figure is equivalent to 11.6
per cent of the world’s economic activity (gross world
product) or $1,942 per person. The economic impact

of violence increased by 0.2 per cent during 2020.

This was mainly driven by an increase in global military
expenditure, which rose by 3.7 per cent, however, the
economic impact of terrorism fell by 17.5 per cent.

Violence continues to have a significant impact on the
world’s economic performance. In the ten countries
most affected by violence, the average economic
impact of violence was equivalent to 36 per cent of
GDP, compared to just under four per cent in the
countries least affected by violence. Syria, South
Sudan, Afghanistan, and the Central African Republic
incurred the largest proportional economic cost of
violence in 2020, equivalent to 82, 42, 40, and 37 per
cent of GDP, respectively.

Violence remains one of the most pressing issues for
people globally. This year’s report looks at the newly
released Lloyd’s Register Foundation World Risk Poll
which examines attitudes towards risk and violence
across 145 countries. The poll found that violence is
cited as the biggest risk to daily safety in nearly a third
of countries, and is the second most cited risk globally
behind road accidents. Worldwide, over 60 per cent of
people are at least somewhat worried about sustaining
serious harm from violent crime.

Around 18 per cent of people globally have suffered
from an experience of violence, meaning that they or
someone they know experienced serious harm from
violent crime at some point in the last two years. The
experience of violence is highest in sub-Saharan Africa,
where there are five countries where more than half of
the population have had a recent experience of
violence.

Despite the high fear of violence across the world, most
people feel that the world is getting safer. Nearly 75 per
cent of people globally feel as safe or more safe today
than they did five years ago. The region that fared the
worst was South America, where over 50 per cent of
those surveyed felt less safe than five years ago.

The country that recorded the highest fear of violence
was Brazil, where nearly 83 per cent of Brazilians were
very worried about being a victim of violent crime.
However, the experience of violence is greatest in
Namibia, where 63 per cent of the population
experienced serious harm from violence, or known
someone who had in the previous two years. Feelings of
safety deteriorated the most in Lebanon. Just over 81
per cent of Lebanese people feel that the world was
less safe in 2019 compared to 2014.

The key to building peacefulness in times of conflict
and uncertainty is Positive Peace. It can also be used to
forecast future falls in peacefulness, with accuracy
rates of up to 90 per cent. Positive Peace is defined as
the attitudes, institutions and structures that create and
sustain peaceful societies. Countries that have higher
levels of peace, as measured by the GPI, than Positive
Peace are said to have a ‘Positive Peace deficit’. This is
where a country records a higher level of peacefulness
than can be sustained by its level of socio-economic
development. Most countries found to be in deficit
subsequently record increasing levels of violence.
Ninety per cent of the countries with the ten largest
Positive Peace deficit places in 2009 had substantial
deteriorations in peace between 2009 and 2019.

The Pillars of Positive Peace interact systemically to
support a society’s attitudes, institutions and structures
that underpin development and peacebuilding. High
levels of Positive Peace occur where attitudes make
violence less tolerated, institutions are resilient and
more responsive to society’s needs, and structures
create an environment for the nonviolent resolution of
grievances.
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KEY FINDINGS

SECTION 1: RESULTS

The average level of global peacefulness deteriorated by 0.07
per cent in the 2021 Global Peace Index. Although a relatively
small deterioration, this is the ninth time in the last 13 years
that global peacefulness has deteriorated.

In the past year, 87 countries recorded an improvement in
peacefulness, while 73 countries recorded a deterioration.
Three countries recorded no change in their overall score.
The Middle East and North Africa (MENA) region remained the
world's least peaceful region. It is home to three of the five
least peaceful countries in the world. However, it recorded
the largest regional improvement over the past year.

Europe remains the most peaceful region in the world. The
region is home to eight of the ten most peaceful countries,
and no country in Europe is ranked outside the top half of the
index.

Peacefulness improved on average for the Ongoing Conflict
domain, but deteriorated in both the Militarisation and Safety
and Security domains. This was the first time that the
Militarisation domain had the largest deterioration.

SECTION 2: TRENDS

Since 2008, the level of global peacefulness has deteriorated
by two per cent, with 75 countries recording a deterioration,
while 86 improved.

The average level of global peacefulness has deteriorated for
nine of the past 13 years.

The gap between the least and most peaceful countries
continues to grow. Since 2008, the 25 least peaceful
countries declined on average by 12.1 per cent, while the 25
most peaceful countries improved by 4.3 per cent.

Conflict in the Middle East has been the key driver of the
global deterioration in peacefulness since 2008.

Of the three GPI domains, two recorded a deterioration, while
one improved. Ongoing Conflict deteriorated by 6.2 per cent
and Safety and Security deteriorated by 2.5 per cent.
However, Militarisation improved by 4.2 per cent.

The improving trend in Militarisation was widespread, with 111
of the 163 countries covered in the GPIl improving. Eighty-
seven countries reduced their military expenditure as a
percentage of GDP, although military spending increased in
absolute terms.

SECTION 3: THE ECONOMIC IMPACT

The global economic impact of violence was $14.96 trillion
PPP in 2020, equivalent to 11.6 per cent of global GDP or
$1,942 per person. The year-on-year increase was primarily
due to higher levels of military expenditure.

The global economic impact of violence worsened for the
second year in a row, increasing by 0.2 per cent or $32 billion
from 2019 to 2020. However, it is still $535.9 billion lower than
in 2007.

In 2020, the economic impact of armed conflict decreased by
7.6 per cent, to $448.1 billion. The decline was driven by
improvements in the number of deaths from terrorism and
GDP losses from conflict, which fell by 17.5 and 13.7 per cent,
respectively. This is the lowest impact since 2013.

Syria, South Sudan and Afghanistan incurred the highest
relative economic cost of violence in 2020, equivalent to 81.7,
421 and 40.3 per cent of GDP, respectively.

Of the 23 GPI indicators, 11 recorded an improvement, ten had
a deterioration, and two recorded no change over the past
year.

There was an increase in military expenditure as a percentage
of GDP for the second straight year, with 105 countries
deteriorating on this indicator, exacerbated in part by falling
economic activity resulting from the COVID-19 pandemic.
Despite the overall deterioration on the Safety and Security
domain, there were a number of indicators that improved,
including the internal conflict and terrorism impact indicators.
Deaths from terrorism have been decreasing for the past six
years.

The pandemic had a significant impact on levels of conflict
and violence. The level of civil unrest rose in 2020, fuelled in
large part by responses to government's measure designed to
stop the spread of the coronavirus. Over 5,000 pandemic-
related violent events were recorded between January 2020
and April 2021.

However, since 2014 there has been little improvement in the
Militarisation domain and there are now signs that
militarisation is increasing.

The number of forcibly displaced people increased from just
over 40 million in 2007, to over 84 million in 2020.

The indicator with the largest deterioration globally was the
terrorism impact indicator. Ninety countries recorded an
increase in terrorist activity since 2008. However, the total
number of deaths from terrorism has been falling globally
since 2014.

Although the number of conflicts and deaths from conflict
have been falling, the long-term impact of conflict remains
high.

Demonstrations, general strikes, and riots rose by 244 per
cent between 2011 and 2019.

2020 was the first year since 2010 that the indicators for
intensity of conflict and number of conflicts improved. Since
2010, the number of conflicts globally has increased by 88
per cent.

In the ten countries most economically affected by violence,
the average economic cost was equivalent to 35.7 per cent of
GDP. In the ten most peaceful countries, the average
economic cost of violence was equal to just 4.2 per cent of
GDP.

At $266.1 billion, the economic impact of refugees and
internally displaced persons was more than three times
higher than the GDP losses from conflict.

North Korea, Cuba and Burkina Faso were the countries with
the steepest increases, all recording increases above 80 per
cent. Equatorial Guinea, Venezuela and Libya recorded the
largest decreases, all above 30 per cent.

From 2007 to 2020, 81 countries decreased their economic
cost of violence while 82 increased their cost.

The economic impact of suicide was $683.9 billion and
represented 4.6 per cent of the global total. This is higher
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than all of the Armed Conflict indicators combined and
increased by 0.9 per cent from the prior year.

+ In 2020, the economic impact of violence improved across
four regions — MENA, South America, Central America and
the Caribbean, and Russia and Eurasia.

SECTION 4: RISK AND PEACE

» One in seven people globally cite crime, violence or terrorism
as the greatest risk to their safety in their daily lives. Only road

accidents are cited as a bigger risk.

» Nearly 20 per cent of people surveyed have experienced
serious harm from violent crime, or known someone

personally who has experienced serious harm in the past two

years.

+ Violence is seen as the biggest risk to daily safety in 49 of the

142 countries in the risk poll. Over 50 per cent of people in

Afghanistan, Brazil, South Africa, Mexico, and the Dominican

Republic see violence as the greatest risk they face in their
daily lives.

» Over 60 per cent of people globally are worried about
sustaining serious harm from violent crime in the future.

» Despite the majority of people fearing sustaining harm from

violent crime, most people also feel the world is getting safer.

Nearly 75 per cent of people feel as safe or more safe today
than they did five years ago.

« Authoritarian regimes have the highest reported rates of
increased feelings of safety, with 35 per cent of people
reporting that they felt safer in 2019 than they did in 2014.

SECTION 5: POSITIVE PEACE

» Countries that have a higher rank in Negative Peace than in

Positive Peace are said to have a Positive Peace deficit. This is
where a country records a higher level of peacefulness than
can be sustained by its level of socio-economic development.

Most countries found to be in deficit subsequently record
increasing levels of violence.

» Sixty-nine per cent of countries with a Positive Peace deficit

of 20 places or more in 2009 had substantial deteriorations in

peace between 2009 and 2019.

»  When the threshold is raised to 50 places this percentage
increases to 90 per cent.

» The ten largest deteriorations in the GPI ranking from 2009 to
2019 were recorded in Libya, Nicaragua, Burkina Faso, Egypt,
Syria, Bahrain, Mozambigque, Cameroon, Tunisia and Ukraine.
Of these countries, seven had large Positive Peace deficits in

20089. This underscores the predictive power of the Positive
Peace deficit model.

» On average, deficit countries that recorded increases in

violence saw their GPI Internal Peace score deteriorate by 17.8

per cent from 2009 to 2019. This is compared to a 0.3 per
cent deterioration for the median country on the GPI.

» Looking forward, 30 countries recorded substantial Positive
Peace deficits in 2019 and may deteriorate further into
violence in the coming years. Of particular concern, Eritrea

and Equatorial Guinea combine large Positive Peace deficits
with a long trend of PPI deteriorations over the past decade.

Central America and the Caribbean recorded the largest
improvement in its economic impact in 2020, improving by
7.6 per cent, mainly driven by reductions in the number of
refugees and displacements. However, its overall
deterioration of 46.2 per cent since 2007 is the largest of any
region.

South America had the worst result of any region with over
50 per cent of people surveyed feeling less safe now than five
years ago.

In most countries, perceptions of violence match the risk of
being a victim of violence. There is a strong correlation
between feeling unsafe and having been a victim of violence,
or knowing someone who has been a victim.

The five countries with the largest proportion of people who
experienced violence or know someone who had are all in
sub-Saharan Africa. Namibia has the highest rate in the world,
at 63 per cent, followed by South Africa, Lesotho, Liberia, and
Zambia

Singapore reported the lowest levels of fear of violence in the
world. Less than five per cent of Singaporeans report being
very worried about being the victim of violent crime.
Globally, Rwanda has the highest proportion of people who
feel safer today than they did five years ago.

Other nations in deficit in 2019 - such as Liberia, Zambia,
Guinea-Bissau, Bangladesh, Qatar and Rwanda - have also
recorded PPI deteriorations in recent years.

Countries identified as having a Positive Peace surplus in
2009 on average improved in the GPI by 1.9 per cent over the
past decade.

Of the eight Pillars of Positive Peace, Low Levels of
Corruption, Acceptance of the Rights of Others, Sound
Business Environment, Well-Functioning Government and
Good Relations with Neighbours are the most important to
improve in countries suffering from high levels of violence.
Free Flow of Information, Equitable Distribution of Resources
and High Levels of Human Capital become more important as
countries move away from very low levels of peace.

Low Levels of Corruption is the only Pillar that is strongly
correlated with the GPI across all levels of peacefulness.
Improvements in this Pillar are associated with reductions in
violence in low-peace, medium-peace and high-peace
countries.

Uneven improvements in the Pillars of Positive Peace can lead
to increased violence, highlighting the importance of a
holistic, systemic approach to building Positive Peace. This is
especially true for premature development in Pillars such as
High Levels of Human Capital, Sound Business Environment
and Free Flow of Information.
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RESULTS

KEY FINDINGS

The average level of global peacefulness
deteriorated by 0.07 per cent in the 2021 Global
Peace Index. Although small, this is the ninth
time in the last 13 years that global peacefulness
has deteriorated.

In the past year, 87 countries recorded an
improvement, while 73 countries recorded a
deterioration in peacefulness. Three countries
recorded no change in their overall score.

The Middle East and North Africa region
remained the world’s least peaceful region. It is
home to three of the five least peaceful countries
in the world. However, it recorded the largest
regional improvement over the past year.

Europe remains the most peaceful region in the
world. The region is home to eight of the ten
most peaceful countries, and no country in
Europe is ranked outside the top half of the
index.

Peacefulness improved on average for the
Ongoing Conflict domain, but deteriorated in
both the Militarisation and Safety and Security
domains. This was the first time that the
Militarisation domain had the largest
deterioration.

Of the 23 GPI indicators, 11 recorded an
improvement, ten had a deterioration, and two
recorded no change over the past year.

There was an increase in military expenditure as
a percentage of GDP for the second straight
year, with 105 countries deteriorating on this
indicator, exacerbated in part by falling
economic activity resulting from the COVID-19
pandemic.

Despite the overall deterioration on the safety
and security domain, there were a number of
indicators that improved, including the internal
conflict and terrorism impact indicators. Deaths
from terrorism have been decreasing for the past
six years.

The pandemic had a significant impact on levels
of conflict and violence. The level of civil unrest
rose in 2020, fuelled in large part by responses
to coronavirus restrictions. Over 5,000
pandemic-related violent events were recorded
between January 2020 and April 2021.
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Highlights

Global peacefulness has deteriorated by a very small margin over the past year. This is the fourth time in
the last five years that the world has recorded a fall in peacefulness. However, the change this year was
the smallest change in index score since 2011. More countries recorded an improvement in peacefulness
than a deterioration, with 87 countries recording an improvement, while 73 recorded a deterioration.

The Global Peace Index (GPI) measures more than just the
presence or absence of war. It captures the absence of
violence or the fear of violence across three domains: Safety
and Security, Ongoing Conflict, and Militarisation. Both the
Militarisation and Safety and Security domains recorded
deteriorations, with only the Ongoing Conflict domain
recording an improvement. Of the 23 GPI indicators, 11
recorded an improvement, ten deteriorated, and two
recorded no change over the past year.

The deterioration in Militarisation and improvement in
Ongoing Conflict were both influenced by the COVID-19
pandemic, which had a major negative
impact on economic activity, human
movement, and international relations in
2020. The pandemic had a noticeable impact
on the violent demonstrations and political
instability indicators, with 25 and 46
countries respectively recording
deteriorations on these indicators.

Although it was initially believed that the
pandemic would lead to increases in
peacefulness, this change proved to be short-lived. While
homicide, violent crime, and other forms of interpersonal
violence did see a decline in the early stages of the
pandemic, these indicators of violence soon returned to their
pre-pandemic trend. Civil unrest actually increased in 2020,
with over 5,000 pandemic-related violent events recorded
between January 2020 and April 2021.

Iceland remains the world’s most peaceful country, a position
it has held since the first iteration of the GPI. Afghanistan is
the world’s least peaceful country for the fourth consecutive
year. Singapore was the only country to fall out of the ten
most peaceful, driven by a small increase in its political terror
indicator, as well as the economic and diplomatic impact of
the COVID-19 pandemic on political instability.

The world is now less peaceful than it was at the inception of
the index in 2008. Since then, the average level of country
peacefulness has deteriorated by just under two per cent.
Year on year deteriorations in peacefulness have been
recorded for nine of the last 13 years. The fall in peacefulness
over the past decade was caused by a wide range of factors,
including increased terrorist activity, the intensification of

The deterioration

in Militarisation and
improvement in + 85 reduced military expenditure as a

Ongoing Conflict were

both influenced by Fhe . and 71 lowered their levels of nuclear and
COVID-19 pandemic.

conflicts in the Middle East, rising regional tensions in Eastern
Europe and northeast Asia, and increasing numbers of
refugees and heightened political tensions in Europe and the
us.

However, despite the overall deterioration in peacefulness,
some indicators have recorded significant improvements
since the beginning of the index. There are 123 countries that
have seen their homicide rate fall since 2008, and 84
countries where people feel safer walking alone owing to falls
in the perception of criminality. However, the largest
improvements have occurred in the Militarisation domain:

+ 114 countries have improved the

“ timeliness of their UN peacekeeping

funding
+ 110 reduced their armed forces rate

percentage of GDP

heavy weapons.

The Middle East and North Africa (MENA)
region remained the world’s least peaceful
region. It is home to three of the five least peaceful countries
in the world, with no country from the region ranked higher
than 29* on the GPI. However, despite ongoing armed
conflict and instability in the region, it did record the largest
increase in peace of any region over the past year. Terrorism
impact and the number of deaths from internal conflict
continued to fall, while the intensity of internal conflict also
improved.

Europe remains the most peaceful region and is home to
eight of the ten most peaceful countries in the world. It
recorded a slight improvement in peacefulness on the 2021
GPI, owing to improvements on the Ongoing Conflict and
Safety and Security domains. Of the 36 European countries in
the GPI, 24 recorded an improvement in peacefulness from
the 2020 to 2021 GPI. Poland had the third largest
improvement of any country, owing to improvements on the
violent crime and violent demonstrations indicators. However,
Europe has higher levels of Militarisation than many regions
around the world, particularly in regards to weapons exports
and nuclear and heavy weapons.

The largest regional deterioration in peacefulness occurred in
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North America, owing to a large deterioration in peacefulness
in the United States. The deterioration in peacefulness in the
US was driven by an increase in violent demonstrations, as
well as a deterioration in political instability. This was driven
by a significant increase in social unrest in the United States
in 2020, which culminated with the events of the 6% of
January 2021, in which pro-Trump protestors entered the
Capitol building. There was also a significant increase in
homicide across many cities across the country in 2020.

Of the three GPI domains, only Ongoing Conflict recorded an
improvement, owing to falls in the total number of internal
and external conflicts fought, and an improvement in the
number of deaths from internal conflict. Of the six Ongoing
Conflict indicators, only neighbouring county relations
recorded a deterioration, with every other indicator recording
at least some improvement over the past year. However, the
deterioration in neighbouring country relations does suggest
that the risk of future conflict has increased slightly, with 17
countries recording a deterioration on this indicator.

There appears to be a reversal of the trend in militarisation.
After many years of sustained improvements, a number of
indicators of Militarisation have deteriorated. Of the 163 GPI
countries, 105 recorded an increase in military expenditure as
a percentage of GDP. Whilst some of this increase can be
attributed to the decline in GDP stemming from the COVID-19
pandemic, this is the second successive year in which the
average level of military expenditure increased. There was
also a concurrent increase in the number of weapons
imports, and a very slight deterioration in the armed forces
rate indicator.

The Safety and Security domain deteriorated very slightly on
average. However, despite this deterioration, 90 countries
recorded an improvement on this domain, while 71 recorded

a deterioration. The improvement in terrorism impact that
began in 2015 has continued, with 115 countries recording an
improvement. Preliminary data for 2020 suggests that there
were less than ten thousand deaths from terrorism over the
past year, despite some indications that the threat from
terrorism has increased in Syria and parts of sub-Saharan
Africa.

The biggest deterioration on the Safety and Security domain
occurred on the violent demonstrations indicator. Although
the level of civil unrest globally fell at the beginning of the
COVID-19 pandemic, lingering political unrest and
frustrations with COVID-related policies such as lockdowns
saw the level of civil unrest quickly return to pre-COVID
levels. This civil unrest resulted in the violent demonstrations
indicator deteriorating in 25 countries over the past year. This
continues a trend of increasing violent demonstrations over
the last decade. In the pre-COVID-19 era between 2011 to
2019 there was a 244 per cent increase in riots, general
strikes, and anti-government demonstrations across the
world.

The COVID-19 pandemic had a significant impact on the level
of peace across the world in 2020, leading to both increases
and decreases across the whole spectrum of violence and
conflict. While most countries recorded a fall in interpersonal
violence owing to the pandemic, the level of violent crime
and homicide did surge in a few countries, most notably the
United States. Domestic violence and hate crimes also
increased across the globe. Preliminary data also suggests
that there was a fall in the level of conflict and terrorism in
2020, driven in part by COVID-related restrictions on
movement.

Frustrations with COVID-related policies
such as lockdowns saw the level of civil
unrest quickly return to pre-COVID levels.
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A SNAPSHOT OF THE -
GLOBAL STATE OF PEACE

THE STATE OF PEACE
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Mauritius

MEDIUM

SCORE CHANGE

11
1.253
1.256
1.267
1.315
1.317
1.323
1.326
1.329
1.33
1.347
1.373
1.402
1.438
1.46
1.47
1.48
1.48
1.494
1.496
1.506
1.51
1.515
1524
1.53
1.557
1.577
1.592

LOW

-
1
12
2
15
2
12
13

1

3

5
-

-
1
-

VERY LOW

RANK

29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
]

=42

=42
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56

I
NOT INCLUDED

COUNTRY SCORE

Qatar 1.605
Estonia 1.612

Spain 1.621

Italy 1.652
United Kingdom 1.658
Taiwan 1.662
Latvia 1.686
Kuwait 1.688
Lithuania 1.689
Ghana 1715

1.735
1744
1.753

Costa Rica

North Macedonia
Botswana

Indonesia 1.783
Mongolia 1.783
Serbia 1.797
Laos 1.809
Sierra Leone 1.813
Uruguay 1.817
Albania 1.824
Chile 1.831
Vietham 1.835
Montenegro 1.847
United Arab Emirates 1.848
The Gambia 1.853
Senegal 1.864
France 1.868
Timor-Leste 1.873
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CHANGE RANK COUNTRY

12
-
T
3
16
-
-
-
6
12
1

12
12
1
3
13

10
2
T

13

57
58
=59
=59

62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
n

72

73
74
75
=76
=76
78
79

South Korea
Tanzania
Malawi
Moldova
Cyprus
Equatorial Guinea
Jordan
Panama
Namibia
Greece
Kazakhstan
Argentina
Eswatini
Madagascar

Zambia
Bosnia and
Herzegovina
Oman

Jamaica

Paraguay

Kyrgyz Republic
Liberia

Cambodia

Morocco

Angola

Kosovo

Dominican Republic
Rwanda

SCORE

1.877
1.892
1.909
1.909
1.912
1.915
1.916
1.919
1.927
1.932
1.936
1.945
1.955
1.963
1.964

1.97

1.982
1.992
1.997
1.998
1.998
2.008
2.015
2.017
2.017
2.024
2.028

CHANGE

12
9
16
14
3
9




IMPROVEMENTS

7

countries were more
peaceful in 2021 than
2020

DETERIORATIONS

7

countries were less
- peaceful in 2021 than
in2020

OVERALL AVERAGE
CHANGE (%)

- +0.07

The global GPI
average deteriorated
by 0.07 per cent from
2020 to 2021

RANK COUNTRY SCORE CHANGE RANK COUNTRY SCORE CHANGE RANK COUNTRY SCORE CHANGE

84 Trinidad and Tobago 2.029 1 12 Lesotho 2.202 4 139 Ethiopia 2613 6
85 Nepal 2.033 2 13 Thailand 2.205 15 140 Mexico 2.62 2
86 Peru 2.034 13 14 Uganda 2.219 13 11 Iran 2.637 1
87 Cuba 2.042 1 115 Togo 2.239 4 142 Ukraine 2.66 16
88 Ecuador 2.044 14 Kenya 2.254 19 143 Israel 2.669 12
89 Georgia 2.054 5 17 Belarus 2.285 19 144 Colombia 2.694 4
90 Uzbekistan 2.062 Mauritania 2.29 1 145 Cameroon 27 4
91 Bangladesh 2,068 Republic of the 2201 ta 146 Nigeria 2712 1
92 Guinea 2,069 gl‘;l@r’i‘g b 2 147 Lebanon 2797 1
93 Gabon 2.074 Azerbaijan 2334 6 148 Mali 2.813 4
94 Armenia 2.075 United States of 149 Turkey 2.843 L ad
95 Sri Lanka 2083 America 2337 2 150 Pakistan 2.868 2
96 Benin 2093 South Africa 2.344 1 151 @ North Korea 2.923 T
97 Tajikistan 2.095 Honduras 237 8 152 @ Venezuela 2.934 2

Lad

Lad

98 Tunisia 2108 Saudi Arabia 2.376 12 153 @ Sudan 2.936

99 Guinea-Bissau 2113 Egypt 2.397 13 154 @ Russia 2.993
China 214 Philippines 2.417 13 e Central African

155 3131 T

Guyana 214 Brazil 2.43 ind Republic
Bahrain 2121 Burundi 2.434 13 @ Libya 3.166 1

Cote d' Ivoire 2123 Nicaragua 2.445 t5 ® Eftmhzccritr:c!;gepubhc 3196 t1
Mozambique 2123 Myanmar 2.457 5 ® Somalia 3.21 1

Bolivia 214 Chad 2.489 T @ Iraq 3.257 12
Djibouti 2146 Zimbabwe 249 2 @ South Sudan 3363
Papua New Guinea 2149 Burkina Faso 2.527 13 ® syria 3.371 11
Haiti 2151 India 2.553 12 @ Yemen 3.407 3
Turkmenistan 2154 Eritrea 2.555 13 @ Afghanistan 3.631 -
El Salvador 2184 Niger 2.589 1

Guatemala 2195 Palestine 261
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Results '

The 2021 GPI finds that the world became less peaceful for the ninth time in the last 13 years, with the
average level of country peacefulness deteriorating by 0.07 per cent over the past year. Figure 1.1 shows the
change in the average levels of peacefulness in the overall score and for each of the GPl domains, as well as
the percentage of countries that improved or deteriorated. In total, peacefulness improved in 87 countries

and deteriorated in 73, highlighting that falls in peacefulness are generally larger than improvements.

The deterioration in peacefulness was mainly due to a deterioration
for the Militarisation domain. Military expenditure as a percentage
of GDP increased in 105 countries, driven in part by falls in
economic activity caused by the COVID-19 pandemic, although
absolute expenditure on the military did also increase. The armed
services personnel rate also deteriorated on the 2021 GPI, after
falling year on year for the majority of the past decade.

There was a slight deterioration on the Safety and Security domain,
driven by an increase in civil unrest that saw the number of violent
demonstrations increase in 2020, despite a sharp fall at the
beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic. Increased civil unrest also
led to a deterioration in political instability, with 46 countries
experiencing increased political turmoil and uncertainty in 2020,
compared to 23 countries that improved.

FIGURE 1.1

The Ongoing Conflict domain improved for the first time since 2015,
with falls in both the total number of conflicts fought and a decrease
in the overall intensity of internal conflict. The number of deaths
from conflict, both internal and external, continued to fall, owing to
the defeat of Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL) in Syria and
Iraq, and a fall in the level of conflict in Afghanistan.

Eleven of the 23 GPI indicators improved on average, with ten
deteriorating and two remaining unchanged. Figure 1.2 shows the
average percentage change for each indicator from the 2020 to the
2021 GPL. The largest average deterioration was on the weapons
imports indicator, while the terrorism impact indicator had the
largest improvement.

Year-on-year change in GPI score by domain, 2021

The Militarisation domain had the largest overall change.

AVERAGE DOMAIN SCORE CHANGE

OVERALL
SCORE

SAFETY &
SECURITY

ONGOING
CONFLICT
MILITARISATION
-0.015 -0.010 -0.005 0.000 0.005

<— More Peaceful CHANGE IN SCORE

Source: |IEP

% COUNTRIES IMPROVED
OR DETERIORATED

—2

1

O
O

0.010 0.015 0.020

Less Peaceful —
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FIGURE 1.2

Percentage change in score by indicator, 2021 GPI

Indicators of Militarization increased, but terrorism and internal conflict continued to fall.

Weapons Imports

Violent Demonstrations
Military Expenditure (% GDP)
Refugees and IDPs

UN Peacekeeping Funding
Political Instability
Neighbouring Countries Relations
Armed Services Personnel Rate
Police Rate

Nuclear and Heavy Weapons
Political Terror Scale

Access to Small Arms

Violent Crime

Weapons Exports

Deaths from External Conflict
Perceptions of Criminality
Intensity of Internal Conflict
Homicide Rate

Incarceration Rate

External Conflicts Fought
Deaths from Internal Conflict
Internal Conflicts Fought
Terrorism Impact

-8% -6%
<«— Improvement

&
®

Source: IEP

The number of weapons imports per capita increased in 92
countries. The largest increases occurred in Armenia, Turkmenistan
and Qatar. However, despite the increase over the past year, average
weapons imports per capita are still considerably lower than at their
peak in 2012.

The growth of civil unrest continued through 2020 and into 2021,
with 25 countries recording a deterioration on the violent
demonstrations indicator, compared to just eight that recorded an
improvement. The largest deteriorations occurred in Belarus,
Myanmar, Russia, the United States and Uruguay. The average
violent demonstrations score is now the highest it has been since
2008.

% 2% 4% 6%
Deterioration —»

2%

o

% CHANGE IN AVERAGE SCORE

Terrorism impact continued to improve, with 115 countries
recording an improvement, and just 20 countries recording a
deterioration. Total deaths from terrorism have now been falling
year on year since 2014. The largest improvements occurred in
South America, with Bolivia, Nicaragua, Guatemala, and Paraguay
all recording large improvements.

The internal conflicts fought indicator recorded the second largest
overall improvement. This is the first improvement for the indicator
since 2012. Twenty-one countries recorded improvements, with just
one country recording a deterioration. The largest improvements
occurred in India and Ukraine. The total number of conflicts fell by
8.4 per cent between 2018 and 2019.
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TABLE 11

FIVE MOST & LEAST PEACEFUL
COUNTRIES BY DOMAIN

Safety and Security domain

2020 Score Rank 2020 Score Rank
Rank  Country Score change change Rank  Country Score change change
1 Norway 1182 -0.018 - 163 Afghanistan 4.258 -0.017 -
2 Iceland 1.218 -0.006 g 162 Venezuela 4.089 0.082 g
3 Switzerland 1.242 0.006 - 161 Yemen 3.944 0.173 4
4 Denmark 1.258 -0.021 T 160 South Sudan 3.891 -0.066 11
5 Japan 1.292 -0.05 1 159 Iraq 3.888 -0.064 T
TABLE 1.2
Ongoing Conflict domain
2020 Score Rank 2020 Score Rank
Rank  Country Score change change Rank  Country Score change change
=1 Botswana 1 0 - 163 Syria 3.828 0] -
=1 Bulgaria 1 -0.001 t4 162 Afghanistan 3.641 (6] Lad
=1 Iceland 1 -0.001 t4 161 Yemen 3.559 -0.062 -
=1 Ireland 1 -0.202 125 160 Somalia 3.474 0.182 4
=1 Mauritius 1 o] L 159 Libya 3.3 0.038 4
TABLE 1.3
Militarisation domain
2020 Score Rank 2020 Score Rank
Rank  Country Score change change Rank  Country Score change change
1 Iceland 1.028 -0.001 L 163 Israel 3.828 -0.086 L
2 Slovenia 1129 -0.039 12 162 Russia 3.234  -0.003 -
3 Hungary 117 0.026 g 161 United States of America 3172 0.113 1
4 New Zealand 1197 0.083 2 160 North Korea 3135 -0.089 1
5 Moldova 1.243 0.007 L 159 France 2.78 0.014 L
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Regional Overview

Three of the nine regions in the world improved in peacefulness on the 2021 GPI, while the other six
deteriorated. The MENA, Europe, and South Asia were the three regions that improved. Of the six regions
that deteriorated North America recorded the largest average deterioration, with South America recording
the second largest fall. North America had deteriorations across all three GPl domains, with the largest

occurring on the Militarisation domain.

Europe maintained its position as the most peaceful region in the

world, which it has held since 2008 with the MENA remaining the
least peaceful. However, both regions did record an improvement

in the 2021 GPI.

Figure 1.3 shows the overall score for each region on the 2021 GPI,
as well as the change in score from the 2020 to the 2021 GPI.

ASIA-PACIFIC

Asia-Pacific recorded a slight fall in peacefulness on the 2021 GPI,
with an average deterioration in overall score of 1.8 per cent. Ten
countries in the region recorded deteriorations in their score, with
nine recording improvements.

The fall in peacefulness was driven by deteriorations in the
intensity of internal conflict, violent demonstrations, and political
instability. However, there was a notable improvement on the
terrorism impact indicator.

New Zealand is the most peaceful country in the region and the
second most peaceful country overall in the 2021 GPI. New Zealand
recorded a very slight deterioration in score on the 2021 GPI, as a
result of an increase in weapons imports and military expenditure.

FIGURE 1.3
Regional GPI results, 2021

The country has been relatively unaffected by COVID-19, and it was
ranked equal first on the ‘COVID Performance Index’!

The largest deterioration in the Asia Pacific region occurred in
Myanmar, as the country grappled with the fall-out from a military
coup in early February this year. Myanmar is now the least peaceful
country in the region. There were large deteriorations on the
Ongoing Conflict and Safety and Security domains after the coup
which sparked a large increase in civil unrest and demonstrations.
Hundreds of people have been Kkilled and security forces have been
accused of crimes against humanity, including murder, enforced
disappearances, persecution and torture.’

Vietnam recorded the largest improvement in the region and the
fourth largest improvement in peacefulness on the 2021 GPI,
improving by 5.3 per cent. The improvement in peacefulness was
driven by changes on the Militarisation and Safety and Security
domains. Vietnam was one of the few countries in the world not to
fall into a recession as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic, with the
country’s economy projected to have grown three per cent in 2020.

China recorded a 2.1 per cent fall in overall peacefulness, driven by
deteriorations on the Ongoing Conflict and Militarisation domains.
Tensions with other countries in the region over territorial disputes,
as well as concerns about China’s increasingly aggressive stance on

Six of the nine global regions experienced deteriorations in peacefulness.

OVERALL SCORE

North America

Asia-Pacific

Central America and the Caribbean

South America

Russia & Eurasia

Sub-Saharan Africa

Middle East & North Africa

)
N

<+— More Peaceful GPISCORE

Source: |[EP

Less Peaceful —»

CHANGE IN SCORE

25 -0.04  -0.02 0 0.02 0.04

<+— More Peaceful Less Peaceful —»
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TABLE 1.4
Asia-Pacific

Overall Score Overall
Score Change Rank

Regional
Rank Country

1 New Zealand 1.253 0.01 2

2 Singapore 1.347 0.043 1

3 Japan 1.373 -0.015 12
4 Australia 1.47 0.035 16
5 Malaysia 1.515 -0.037 23
6 Taiwan 1.662 -0.02 34
7 Indonesia 1.783 -0.003 42
8 Mongolia 1.783 0.016 42
9 Laos 1.809 -0.019 45
10 Vietnam 1.835 -0.102 50
1 Timor-Leste 1.873 0.03 56
12 South Korea 1.877 0.063 57
13 Cambodia 2.008 0.038 78
14 China 214 0.044 100
15 Papua New Guinea 2149 0.046 107
16 Thailand 2.205 -0.02 13
17 Philippines 2.47 -0.014 127
18 Myanmar 2.457 0.097 131
19 North Korea 2.923 -0.022 151

REGIONAL AVERAGE 1.887 0.009

Taiwan led to a deterioration in the neighbouring countries
relations indicator. These tensions increased with the introduction
of China’s Coast Guard Law in February 2021, which allowed the
use of “all necessary means” to deter threats posed by foreign
vessels in waters “under China’s protection™. This led to increased
tension throughout the South and East China Sea, especially with
the Philippines. Other countries have raised concerns about China’s
treatment of its Uighur minority population, with increasing
international calls for this treatment to be classified as genocide.*

South Korea recorded the second largest deterioration in
peacefulness in the region, owing to increases in Militarisation.
Military expenditure, weapons imports, and weapons exports all
increased, although the armed forces rate did improve. The South
Korean government released a ‘Reform Defense Plan’ in 2020,
outlining its plans to downsize its military and place a stronger
emphasis on technological sophistication.®

Increases in civil unrest were recorded in a number of other
countries throughout the region. In Thailand, there was a
deterioration on the violent demonstrations indicator following
mass protests calling for constitutional reform. These were the
largest protests in the country since 2014. In response, the
government reintroduced the dormant ‘lese majeste’ law, which
prohibited criticism of the monarchy and cracked down on
activists. Further protests were sparked by a growing public
backlash against the government handling of the COVID-19
pandemic.

Indonesia also saw mass protests involving tens of thousands
calling for the release of individuals accused of pro-independence
activities. These demonstrations, which followed on from mass
student-led demonstrations in late 2019, led to a deterioration in
political instability in Indonesia.

CENTRAL AMERICA & THE CARIBBEAN

Peacefulness fell slightly in Central America and the Caribbean on
the 2021 GPI, with an average deterioration in score of 0.75 per
cent. Of the twelve countries in the region, nine recorded
deteriorations in peacefulness, with only Nicaragua, Haiti, and
Guatemala recording improvements. Honduras had the biggest
overall deterioration in the region, and the third largest
deterioration of any country. The region deteriorated across all
three GPI domains, with the largest deterioration occurring on the
Militarisation domain.

Costa Rica remains the most peaceful country in the region, and is
ranked 39" overall on the 2021 GP1. However, it recorded a
deterioration in peacefulness over the past year, owing to increases
in terrorism impact, rising military expenditure as a percentage of
GDP, and a reduced commitment to UN peacekeeping funding.
Despite these deteriorations, Costa Rica still scores very well on
both the Militarisation and Ongoing Conflict domains. It also
recorded an improvement on the Safety and Security domain,
owing to a fall in its homicide rate.

Mexico is the largest and most populous country in Central
America, and it remains the least peaceful country in the region.
Mexico recorded a 1.9 per cent deterioration in peacefulness on the
2021 GPI. There was a slight deterioration in political instability, as
the past year saw an increase in the deployment of federal troops
internally, increases in allegations of political corruption against
government officials, and an increase in violence against journalists
and political candidates. Despite some falls in interpersonal
violence in Mexico owing to the COVID-19 pandemic, the level of
violence in the country remains extremely high, with Mexico having
the ninth highest homicide rate in the world in 2018. The five cities
with the highest homicide rates in the world are also all in Mexico.
However, organised crime improved over the past year, with a 2.9
per cent fall, according to the 2021 Mexico Peace Index.

Honduras recorded the biggest deterioration in peacefulness in the
region and the third biggest deterioration in the 2021 GPI, with
falls in peacefulness across all three GPI domains. The largest
change occurred in the Ongoing Conflict domain owing to an
increased intensity of internal conflict and a rising number of
deaths from internal conflict. Overcrowding in the prison system
has led to outbreaks of violence between different organised
criminal groups, including the first ever organised-crime-related

TABLE 1.5
Central America & The Carribean

Regional Country Overall Score Overall
Rank Score Change Rank

1 Costa Rica 1.735 0.016 39
2 Panama 1.919 0.027 64
3 Jamaica 1.992 0.013 74
4 Dominican Republic 2.024 0.029 82
5 Trinidad and Tobago 2.029 0.001 84
6 Cuba 2.042 0.013 87
7 Haiti 2151 -0.04 108
7 El Salvador 2184 0.0M 110
9 Guatemala 2195 -0.006 m
10 Honduras 2.371 0.158 124
" Nicaragua 2.445 -0.079 130
12 Mexico 2.62 0.049 140

REGIONAL AVERAGE 2142 0.016
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massacre inside a female prison. The re-election of the president
Juan Orlando Hernandez and allegations of corruption also
contributed to increased political instability. The death of a female
student in police custody, for allegedly breaching COVID-19
restrictions, sparked protests involving thousands of people after
forensic tests revealed “strong indications” of homicide.®

Although Nicaragua is the second least peaceful country in the
region, it recorded the largest increase in peacefulness in Central
America on the 2021 GPI. Falls in terrorism impact, perceptions of
criminality, and deaths from internal conflict saw its overall score
improve by 3.13 per cent. However, while the country recorded
improvements on both the Safety and Security and Ongoing
Conflict domains, concerns have been raised about rising levels of
political authoritarianism. The level of Militarisation in Nicaragua
has also increased, with the weapons imports indicator
deteriorating by almost 23 per cent.

EUROPE

Europe was one of only three regions to record an improvement in
peacefulness on the 2021 GPI, with an average improvement in
overall score of one per cent. Europe remains the most peaceful
region in the world, and is home to eight of the ten most peaceful
countries. The improvement in peacefulness in Europe was driven
by the continued improvement of the terrorism impact indicator,
and a fall in average weapons exports per capita. Of the 36
countries in the region, 24 had improvements in peacefulness, and
11 had deteriorations, with one country recording no change in its
overall score.

Europe was heavily affected by the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020.
GDP growth was strongly impacted across the continent, with
economic activity in the European Union (EU) expected to have
shrunk by over seven per cent over in 2020. Most European
countries implemented some form of lockdown or movement
restrictions in response to the pandemic, with some countries,
such as Finland, even declaring a state of emergency. This
restriction on movement has led to a fall in interpersonal violence
and initially resulted in fewer demonstrations and less civil unrest,
although tensions began to grow as restriction on movement
remained in place resulting in demonstrations against lockdowns
in many countries.

Iceland remains the most peaceful country in the region and the
world on the 2021 GPI, with a small improvement in its score of
0.27 per cent. Both the incarceration rate and perceptions of
criminality indicators improved. Iceland’s incarceration rate of 33
per 100,000 people is the lowest in Europe, and the eighth lowest
globally.

Greece is the least peaceful country in the region, and is ranked
66" overall on the 2021 GPI. Its score deteriorated by 3.2 per cent
over the past year, the largest deterioration in Europe, as rising
tensions with Turkey led to an increase in political instability.
Although Greece improved on the Militarisation domain, it
deteriorated on a number of indicators of Safety and Security,
most notably political terror. It also recorded deteriorations on the
homicide rate and incarceration rate indicators.

Austria had the second largest deterioration in peacefulness in
Europe, although it remains one of the ten most peaceful countries
in the world. The fall in peacefulness was the result of a
deterioration in the terrorism impact indicator. In early November
2020, an ISIL sympathizer shot and killed four people and injured

23 others. The Austrian government responded strongly to the
attack, introducing legislation that allows the government to keep
individuals convicted of terror offences behind bars for life and
facilitate electronic surveillance of those who were released.”

Poland recorded the largest improvement in the region and is now
ranked 24 on the index overall The country recorded a significant
improvement in violent crime, violent demonstrations and
political terror. Despite this, Poland experienced the largest ever
mass protests since the fall of communism following a court
decision that would criminalise abortion in cases where the foetus
had a congenital defect.®

TABLE 1.6
Europe
Regiorel country el et G

1 Iceland 11 -0.003 1

2 Denmark 1.256 -0.012 3

3 Portugal 1.267 0.031 4

4 Slovenia 1.315 -0.034 5

5 Austria 1.317 0.056 6

6 Switzerland 1.323 -0.024 7

7 Ireland 1.326 -0.053 8

8 Czech Republic 1.329 -0.017 9

9 Finland 1.402 0.01 13
10 Norway 1.438 -0.033 14
" Sweden 1.46 -0.0M1 15
" Croatia 1.48 -0.059 17
13 Germany 1.48 -0.019 17
14 Hungary 1.494 -0.042 19
15 Belgium 1.496 0.01 20
16 Netherlands 1.506 -0.015 21

17 Poland 1.524 -0.142 24
18 Romania 1.53 0 25
19 Slovakia 1.5657 -0.024 26
20 Bulgaria 1.577 -0.051 27
21 Estonia 1.612 -0.033 30
22 Spain 1.621 -0.042 31
23 Italy 1.652 0.018 32
24 United Kingdom 1.658 -0.075 33
25 Latvia 1.686 -0.003 35
26 Lithuania 1.689 0.043 37
27 North Macedonia 1.744 -0.097 40
28 Serbia 1797 0.03 44
29 Albania 1.824 0.003 48
30 Montenegro 1.847 -0.02 51
31 France 1.868 -0.028 55
31 Cyprus 1.912 0.03 61
33 Greece 1.932 0.06 66
34 Bosnia and Herzegovina 1.97 -0.01 72
35 Kosovo 2.017 0.017 80
36 Turkey 2.843 -0.055 149

REGIONAL AVERAGE 1.607 -0.016
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MIDDLE EAST & NORTH AFRICA

Middle East and North Africa remains the least peaceful region in the
world for the sixth consecutive year, despite recording the largest
improvement in peacefulness of any region on the 2021 GPI. Notably,
four of the five least peaceful countries in the region recorded an
improvement.

There were improvements in the overall score in 15 of the 20
countries in the region, with an average overall increase in
peacefulness of 0.81 per cent. Five countries in the region recorded a
deterioration in peacefulness. The primary driver of the increase in
peacefulness in the region was the improvement on the Ongoing
Conflict domain.

Yemen is now the least peaceful country in the MENA region, a
position that had been held by Syria since 2014. Yemen has recorded
falls in peacefulness every year since 2008. Yemen recorded
deteriorations on both the Militarisation and Safety and Security
domains, with the largest deterioration occurring on the refugees and
IDPs and wviolent crime indicators. It is estimated that nearly 13 per
cent of the country’s population are either refugees or internally
displaced. Less than a decade ago, this number stood at under one
per cent. Yemen's internal conflict has been stuck largely in a
stalemate since 2016, with the Saudi-led coalition and the
internationally recognised government unable to make any headway
against the Houthi rebels that occupy most of the northern provinces,
as well as the capital Sana'a.

Syria is the second least peaceful country in the region and the third
least peaceful country in the world. The country experienced a very
slight improvement in political instability as a result of President
TABLE 1.7

Middle East & North Africa

Regional Country Overall Score Overall
Rank Score Change Rank
1 Qatar 1.605 0.015 29
2 Kuwait 1.688 -0.007 36
3 United Arab Emirates 1.848 -0.053 52
4 Jordan 1.916 -0.007 63
5 Oman 1.982 -0.004 73
6 Morocco 2.015 -0.038 79
7 Tunisia 2108 0.024 98
8 Bahrain 2121 -0.03 102
9 Algeria 2.31 0.02 120
10 Saudi Arabia 2.376 -0.014 125
1 Egypt 2397 -0.013 126
12 Palestine 2.61 -0.074 138
13 Iran 2.637 -0.013 14
14 Israel 2.669 -0.074 143
15 Lebanon 2797 0.037 147
16 Sudan 2.936 -0.028 153
17 Libya 3.166 -0.006 156
18 Iraq 3.257 -0.147 159
19 Syria 3.371 -0.033 161
20 Yemen 3.407 0.08 162
REGIONAL AVERAGE 2.459 -0.02

Assad securing his hold on power with the help of Russian and
Iranian support. Although the intensity of the conflict in Syria has
fallen in the past few years, the country has suffered sustained attacks
by ISIL and Al-Qaeda throughout 2020, particularly in the northwest
province of Idlib. However, the number of deaths from internal
conflict has decreased slightly from the previous year. There have also
been clashes between rival jihadist groups Hey’at Tahrir al-Sham and
ISIL.

Iran recorded an improvement in the safety and security domain
primarily resulting from a reduced incarceration rate and terrorism
impact. However, the country also saw a deterioration on the
Militarisation domain. Although military expenditure as a
percentage of GDP fell, there was a significant reduction in
commitment to UN Peacekeeping funding as well as a slight increase
in the armed services personnel rate. Moreover, while there was no
change in the country’s nuclear and heavy weapons indicator, the
country started to produce enriched uranium at levels three times
more than was allowed by the 2015 Joint Comprehensive Plan of
Action.

Iraq recorded the largest increase in peacefulness in the region and
the second largest improvement overall, with its score improving by
4.3 per cent on the 2021 GPI. Iraq has recorded improvements in
peacefulness for three of the past four years, although it remains one
of the least peaceful countries in the world. The largest changes
occurred on the Militarisation domain, with improvements in
military expenditure, UN Peacekeeping funding and weapons
imports. The level of Militarisation has fallen steadily in Iraq over the
past five years, and is now at its lowest level since the inception of the
index.

NORTH AMERICA

North America recorded the largest deterioration of any region on
the 2021 GPI, with the average level of peacefulness in the region
falling by 1.8 per cent. However, despite this deterioration and
ongoing civil unrest, it remains the second most peaceful region
on average. There are only two countries in the North American
region, with Canada recording a very slight increase in
peacefulness, and the US experiencing a significant fall in
peacefulness, with its overall score deteriorating by 3.0 per cent.

Although Canada’s score did improve, it fell three places on the
GPI as the countries closest to it in score had larger increases in
peacefulness. There is a considerable disparity in peacefulness
between the two countries in the region, with Canada being
ranked in the ten most peaceful countries and the United States
being ranked 122,

The COVID-19 pandemic had a significant impact on both the
United States and Canada, with Canada recording over a million
cases and the United States recording almost 32 million cases as of
April 2021. This resulted in severe economic contractions in both
countries, with Canada’s economy shrinking by an estimated 5.4
per cent, and the United States economy shrinking by an
estimated 3.5 per cent. The pandemic also led to increases in
interpersonal violence across both countries. In Canada, there
were reports of an increase in hate crimes in urban areas, with the
number of recorded hate crimes against Asians in Vancouver
increasing by 717 per cent.

Canada remains the most peaceful country in the region and is
ranked as the 10" most peaceful country in the world overall, one
of only two non-European countries in the top ten. Canada
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TABLE 1.8

North America
Regional Country Overall Score Overall
Rank Score Change Rank
1 Canada 1.33 -0.001 10
2 United States of America 2.337 0.067 122
REGIONAL AVERAGE 1.834 0.083

recorded a very small increase in peacefulness from the 2020 to
the 2021 GPI, with its overall score improving by 0.08 per cent.
There were improvements in the incarceration rate and terrorism
impact, as well as falls in the level of weapons imports and
weapons exports per capita. Whilst there was an increase in
military expenditure as a percentage of GDP, this was largely the
result of the impact of the pandemic on Canada’s economic
performance.

The United States experienced a significant deterioration in
peacefulness over the past year, the continuation of a trend that
began in 2015. The level of peacefulness in the US is now lower
than at any time since 2008. The primary driver of the
deterioration in peacefulness in the US was an increase in civil
unrest that led to violent demonstrations and a rise in political
instability. The Black Lives Matter movement sparked protests
nationwide over the summer of 2020. While the majority of
protests were peaceful, there were instances of looting, vandalism
and clashes with the police in several cities.

The US presidential elections were held in November 2020 amid
heightened political uncertainty. President Trump’s refusal to
accept the outcome of the election led to a series of legal appeals
across multiple states such as Wisconsin, Michigan and
Pennsylvania. The increase in civil unrest and political polarisation
in the United States culminated in the events of the 6 of January
2021, when a group of supporters of former president Donald
Trump stormed the Capitol building in Washington D.C., leading
to calls for crackdowns on domestic extremists.

RUSSIA & EURASIA

Peacefulness deteriorated slightly in Russia and Eurasia on the
2021 GPI. This is the first time in the past five years that the
region has recorded a deterioration in peacefulness. Five of the 12
countries in the region recorded improvements in peacefulness,
including Ukraine, which recorded the largest increase in
peacefulness globally. Seven countries recorded deteriorations,
including Belarus and Azerbaijan, which had the second and fifth
largest global deteriorations respectively. Changes within the
region were driven by deteriorations within the Militarisation
domain, with weapons imports per capita, military expenditure as
a percentage of GDP, and the armed services personnel rate all
recording increases over the past year.

Ukraine is the second least peaceful country in the region and
ranks 142" in the 2021 GP1. However, the country had the largest
improvement in peacefulness in both the region and also globally.
Indictors that improved included violent crime, violent
demonstrations, political instability and the intensity of internal
conflict. Although Ukraine had the largest increase in
peacefulness, concerns remain about the outbreak of future
conflict. Russia massed troops on its border with Ukraine in the
early part of 2021, only to withdraw them in late April. The EU
estimated that Russia had amassed almost 100,000 troops at the

TABLE 1.9
Russia & Eurasia
pall Feemll Do
1 Moldova 1.909 0.0m 59
2 Kazakhstan 1.936 0.007 67
3 Kyrgyz Republic 1.998  -0.089 76
4 Georgia 2.054 0.029 89
5 Uzbekistan 2.062 0.003 90
6 Armenia 2.075 0.079 94
7 Tajikistan 2.095 -0.035 97
8 Turkmenistan 2154 -0.018 109
9 Belarus 2.285 0.183 n7
10 Azerbaijan 2.334 0.122 121
1 Ukraine 2.66 -0.22 142
12 Russia 2.993 -0.008 154
REGIONAL AVERAGE 2.213 0.005

border. Despite the withdrawal of troops from the border region,
tensions are likely to remain high for the foreseeable future.

Belarus recorded the largest deterioration in the region and the
second largest deterioration globally. Overall peacefulness in the
country declined by 8.7 per cent owing to changes on the Ongoing
Conflict and Safety and Security domains. Violent demonstrations
deteriorated as Belarus experienced the largest anti-government
protests in its history, organised by the opposition in response to
President Lukashenko seeking a sixth term in office.

Tensions between Armenia and Azerbaijan spilled over into
conflict in 2020, centred on the disputed Nagorno-Karabakh area.
This region is part of Azerbaijan, but home to a large Armenian
population. Fighting began in late September 2020. The number of
people Killed in the conflict is disputed, but most estimates suggest
that at least 4,000 Armenian troops were Killed, with almost 3,000
Azerbaijani casualties, including over 500 Syrians fighting on the
Azerbaijani side. A ceasefire agreement was reached in November
2020, and Russian peacekeepers are now operating in some parts
of the region.

Russia is the least peaceful nation in the region and is one of the
least peaceful countries in the world on the 2021 GPI, with an
overall rank of 154. However, despite its low ranking on the index,
peacefulness in Russia has improved in recent years. This is the
second successive year that Russia has recorded an overall
improvement in peacefulness. The country improved on both the
Ongoing Conflict and Militarisation domains, but recorded a
deterioration in Safety and Security. There were deteriorations in
both violent demonstrations and political instability as a result of
the poisoning and detention of opposition leader Alexi Navalny.
Over 8,500 people were detained in subsequent protests, with
police attempting to disperse protestors with force. Political
instability also deteriorated after a referendum was passed in June
2020 that would allow President Vladimir Putin to remain in office
until 2036.°
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TABLE 1.10

South America
T | 2,
1 Uruguay 1.817 0.116 47
2 Chile 1.831 0] 49
3 Argentina 1.945 -0.025 68
4 Paraguay 1.997 -0.013 75
5 Peru 2034 -0.023 86
6 Ecuador 2.044  -0.023 88
7 Guyana 214 0.046 100
8 Bolivia 214 0.041 105
9 Brazil 2.43 0.021 128
10 Colombia 2.694 0.062 144
M Venezuela 2.934 0.015 152
REGIONAL AVERAGE 218 0.02
SOUTH AMERICA

South America experienced the second largest regional
deterioration on the 2021 GPI, owing to a deterioration on the
Safety and Security domain. The average level of peacefulness in
South America fell by 0.9 per cent over the past year, with six
countries recording deteriorations, and four recording
improvements. No country in South America is ranked amongst
the 50 most peaceful in the world. The deterioration in
peacefulness on the 2021 GPI in South America was driven by an
increase in violent demonstrations, as well as worsening relations
between countries in the region.

Uruguay is the most peaceful country in South America. However,
it had the largest deterioration in peacefulness in the region, and
now has its lowest levels of peacefulness since the inception of the
index in 2008. Its overall score deteriorated by 6.8 per cent, driven
by increasing political instability, violent crime, and violent
demonstrations. Before the pandemic, labour unions announced
they would resist the new Lacalle government's economic and
labour reforms, leading to strikes and demonstrations. The
economic effect of the pandemic has compounded the risks of
these divisions growing.

Argentina recorded the largest increase in peacefulness in the
region and is now ranked second in the region and 68* in the
world. The improvement in peacefulness was driven by
improvements in terrorism impact, a fall in the level of political
terror, increased feelings of safety among citizens, and decreasing
political instability. After the surprise election of President
Alberto Fernandez in 2019, the political situation in Argentina has
stabilised, with major political disruptions not expected before the
next federal election in 2023.

Venezuela is the least peaceful country in the region and one of the
least peaceful countries globally, with a ranking of 152 out of 163
countries. Peacefulness deteriorated in Venezuela over the past
year, with a rise in political terror being the main driver. The
country now scores a five on the Political Terror Scale, which is the
highest possible score, and indicative of widespread civil and
political rights violations and high levels of government corruption
and repression. However, Venezuela did record improvements in
both terrorism impact and its homicide rate. There was also a fall
in the number of deaths from internal conflict.

TABLE 1.1
South Asia
Regional Country Overall Score Overall
Rank Score Change Rank
1 Bhutan 1.51 -0.013 22
2 Nepal 2.033 0.018 85
3 Bangladesh 2.068 -0.034 91
4 Sri Lanka 2.083 0.096 95
5 India 2.553 -0.017 135
6 Pakistan 2.868  -0.055 150
7 Afghanistan 3.631 -0.017 163
REGIONAL AVERAGE 2392 -0.003

Colombia is ranked tenth in the region and 144" overall on the
2021 GPI. The country recorded the second largest deterioration in
overall score, owing to increases in violent demonstrations and
political terror. Large scale protests across Bogota spread to
multiple cities following the emergence of video footage of police
using excessive force against a taxi driver during an arrest in
September 2020. The protesters set 22 police stations on fire and
police responded by firing live ammunition which Killed at least
13. Deaths from internal conflict have also increased in recent
years.

SOUTH ASIA

South Asia was one of only three regions to record an
improvement in peacefulness over the past year, although it
remains the second least peaceful region overall. The average level
of peacefulness in the region improved by 0.1 per cent, with
improvements occurring in five of the seven countries in the
region. South Asia recorded improvements on the Militarisation
and Safety and Security domains. There is a wide disparity
between the least and most countries in the region, with Bhutan
being ranked 22" overall, and Afghanistan being the least peaceful
country in the world on the 2021 GPI.

Afghanistan remains the least peaceful country in the region and
the world on the 2021 GPI, a position it has held for the past four
years. However, it did record an improvement in peacefulness over
the past year. The total number of deaths from internal conflict
and terrorism impact have continue to fall, and the homicide rate
has also fallen in the past few years. However, Afghanistan still has
a higher terrorism impact than any other country in the world.
The US government announced plans to withdraw all troops from
Afghanistan by September 11 2021, leaving the future of the
country uncertain.

Bhutan is the most peaceful country in South Asia and is ranked
22" gverall on the 2021 GPI. It is the highest ranking country on
the GPI outside of Europe, Asia-Pacific, or North America. Bhutan’s
level of peacefulness increased by 0.9 per cent over the past year,
driven by an improvement in the homicide rate. As of 2018, Bhutan
had a homicide rate of 1.2 per 100,000 people. Bhutan is also one
of the least militarised countries in the world, with the 12th lowest
score on the Militarisation domain.

The largest improvement in peacefulness in South Asia occurred
in Pakistan, which experienced a 1.9 per cent improvement in
overall score on the 2021 GPI. This was driven by improvements
for the Ongoing Conflict and Safety and Security domains.
Pakistan was one of the few countries to record an improvement
on the violent demonstrations indicator, although the overall risk
of future civil unrest remains relatively high. Pakistan also
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recorded improvements on its homicide rate, terrorism impact,
refugees and IDPs and perceptions of criminality indicators.

India is the most populous country in the region and is ranked
150" on the 2021 GPI. The country experienced a slight
improvement of 0.7 per cent in overall peacefulness over the past
year, driven by an improvement in the Ongoing Conflict domain.
However, India has been badly affected by the COVID-19
pandemic. A second wave of cases in October 2020 led to
lockdowns across the country. Some estimates suggest that the
Indian economy contracted by nearly ten per cent in 2020. A third
wave of coronavirus cases in April 2021 has exacerbated the
already fragile situation in the country.

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

Sub-Saharan Africa recorded a slight fall in peacefulness on the
2021 GPI, with the average country score deteriorating by 0.5 per
cent. Of the 44 countries in the region, 21 improved, 22
deteriorated in score and one remained unchanged. The region is
less peaceful than the global average on the Safety and Security
and Ongoing Conflict domains, but more peaceful than the global
average on the Militarisation domain. Echoing the results from
last year, disputes over election results and allegations of
corruption led to a rise in civil unrest and political instability
across the region, with violent protests breaking out in many
countries.

The most peaceful country in the region is Mauritius, which is
ranked 28" on the 2021 GPI. The country only recorded a slight
deterioration. The biggest change occurred on the Safety and
Security domain, most notably on the homicide rate indicator. The
homicide rate for Mauritius increased from 1.8 to 2.9 per 100,000
people. The country also experienced increased civil unrest after
thousands protested the government’s handling of a massive oil
spill in August 2020.

South Sudan remains the least peaceful country in the region and
one of the least peaceful countries in the world, despite an
improvement in peacefulness on the 2021 GPI. Although levels of
internal conflict in the country remain high, negotiations between
government forces and a former rebel faction in late 2020 resulted
in the appointment of an Upper Nile state governor, ending a
month-long political deadlock with rebel groups.

The largest improvement in peacefulness in the region occurred in
Gabon, which recorded a 4.2 per cent improvement in its GPI
score. The improvement in Gabon was the result of a fall in the
level of political terror, with both Amnesty International and the
US State Department reporting that government human rights
abuses had fallen in 2019. Gabon also recorded an improvement
on its armed services personnel rate, and improved the timeliness
of its financial commitment to UN peacekeeping funding.

The largest deterioration in peacefulness in the region occurred in
Burkina Faso. This was also the single largest deterioration of any
country on the 2021 GPI. The government’s decision to fund and
arm civilian auxiliary groups in its fight against insurgents led to
an increase in the ease of access to small arms, worsened
perceptions of criminality, and increased the intensity of internal
conflict. Burkina Faso is now in a state of low level civil war, with
one million people internally displaced according to the United
Nations at the end of 2020.

Ethiopia experienced the third largest fall in peacefulness in the
region, with deteriorations in all three domains. The largest

deteriorations occurred for the violent demonstrations and
neighbouring countries relations indicators. Civil war broke out in
the Tigray region with Eritrean troops entering the country in
support of the government. This conflict has resulted in thousands
of deaths and displaced over 100,000 people. Additionally, civil
unrest also broke out in June 2020 after unidentified gunmen
killed the popular Omoro singer Hachalu Hundessa. This resulted
in 291 deaths and 5,000 arrests from the subsequent
demonstrations. International relations between Ethiopia, Egypt
and Sudan have also deteriorated due to disagreements over water
rights, the Blue Nile, and the construction of the Grand Ethiopian
Renaissance Dam.

TABLE 1.12
Sub-Saharan Africa
Fesions Gounry ool e ]
1 Mauritius 1.592 0.032 28
2 Ghana 1.715 -0.047 38
3 Botswana 1753 -0.019 41
4 Sierra Leone 1.813 -0.059 46
5 The Gambia 1.853 -0.061 53
6 Senegal 1.864 -0.007 54
7 Tanzania 1.892 0.062 58
8 Malawi 1.909 0 59
9 Equatorial Guinea 1.915 0.059 62
10 Namibia 1.927 0.038 65
n Eswatini 1.955 -0.047 69
12 Madagascar 1.963 0.023 70
13 Zambia 1.964 0.142 7
14 Liberia 1.998 0115 76
14 Angola 2.017 -0.015 80
16 Rwanda 2.028 0.03 83
17 Guinea 2.069 0.009 92
18 Gabon 2.074 -0.09 93
19 Benin 2.093 -0.068 96
20 Guinea-Bissau 213 -0.008 99
21 Cote d' Ivoire 2123 -0.038 103
22 Mozambique 2123 0.007 103
23 Djibouti 2146 -0.037 106
24 Lesotho 2.202 0.032 112
25 Uganda 2.219 -0.002 14
26 Togo 2.239 0.061 115
27 Kenya 2.254 -0.09 116
28 Mauritania 2.29 0.027 18
29 Republic of the Congo 2.291 -0.039 119
30 South Africa 2.344 0.014 123
31 Burundi 2.434 -0.021 129
32 Chad 2.489 -0.003 132
33 Zimbabwe 2.49 0.056 133
34 Burkina Faso 2.527 0.254 134
35 Eritrea 2.555 -0.017 136
36 Niger 2.589 0.031 137
37 Ethiopia 2.613 0.121 139
38 Cameroon 27 0.06 145
39 Nigeria 2712 -0.068 146
40 Mali 2.813 0.088 148
M Central African Republic 3131 -0.043 155
42 (D:gr::gratlc Republic of the 3196 0.012 157
43 Somalia 3.21 0.034 158
44 South Sudan 3.363 -0.033 160
REGIONAL AVERAGE 2.263 0.01
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FIVE LARGEST
IMPROVEMENTS
IN PEACE

Ukraine Rank:142

CHANGE IN SCORE 2020-21: CHANGE IN RANK 2020-21:

Ukraine recorded the largest improvement in peacefulness on the
2021 GPI with its score improving by 7.6 per cent, leading to a rise
of five places in the rankings to 142", Ukraine has recorded
consistent increases in peacefulness since the outbreak of conflict
in 2014, with its score improving for four out of the past five years.
However, Ukraine still faces many challenges to peace, particularly
in the Safety and Security domain.

The biggest improvement occurred in the Ongoing Conflict
domain, which improved by just over ten per cent. This
improvement was primarily driven by improvements on the
internal conflicts fought and intensity of internal conflict
indicators. However, relations with neighbouring countries remain
strained due to ongoing conflict with Russia in the Donbas region.
Russian troops performed drills near the Ukrainian border in early
2021, leading to a spike in tension in the region, before
withdrawing in late April.

The largest improvements in peacefulness occurred on the
political terror and violent crime indicators. Theft, robbery,
vandalism and arson now pose only a moderate risk to businesses
and the government. Ukraine also saw a major improvement in
political instability. The presidential and parliamentary elections
held in April and July 2019 respectively were judged free and fair.
Observers from the Organization for Security and Co-operation in
Europe (OSCE) judged that the elections had been "competitive
and held with respect for fundamental freedoms”.

Rank:159

CHANGE IN RANK 2020-21:

Iraq

CHANGE IN SCORE 2020-21:

Iraq recorded the second largest increase in peacefulness in the
2021 GPI, with its score improving by 4.3 per cent. The country is
now ranked 159" overall, with improvements across all three GPI
domains. The improvement in peacefulness is a continuation of
the recent trend in the country, with Iraq recording improvements
in three of the past four years.

The largest changes occurred on the Militarisation domain, with
improvements in military expenditure, UN Peacekeeping funding
and weapons imports. The level of Militarisation has fallen
steadily in Iraq over the past five years, and is now at its lowest
level since the inception of the index.

On the Ongoing Conflict domain, there was a significant
improvement in the internal conflicts fought indicator, and a large
fall in the number of deaths from internal conflict. The number of
conflict-related deaths in Iraq has fallen from a peak of over 15,000
in 2014 to less than a thousand in 2019, with deaths from
terrorism following a similar trajectory.

However, despite being one of the largest improvers in
peacefulness, Iraq is still ranked among the four least peaceful
countries in the world. It also recorded a deterioration in political
instability and a fall in relations with neighbouring countries over
the past year. Tensions with Turkey have increased after Turkey
launched Operations Claw-Eagle and Claw-Tiger, a joint air and
ground cross-border assault into the Independent Kurdistan
Region (IKR), in northern Iraq. The campaign set out to target
military positions associated with the Kurdistan Workers' Party
(PKK), a Kurdish political movement that Turkey classifies as a
terrorist organisation.

Poland Rank: 24

CHANGE IN SCORE 2020-21: CHANGE IN RANK 2020-21:

Poland has the third largest increase in peacefulness on the 2021
GPI, with an 8.5 per cent improvement in its score. The country
rose nine places in the GPI rankings and is now ranked 17 in
Europe and 24" overall. Poland had the largest increase in
peacefulness amongst the 25 most peaceful countries. This
increase in peacefulness was driven by improvements on the
Safety and Security domain.

The majority of indicators in the Safety and Security domain
improved, with the largest improvement occurring on the violent
crime indicator. Poland has one of the lowest violent crime rates in
Europe, with particularly low levels of vandalism and arson. Its
homicide rate is one of the lowest in the world as well.

The level of violent demonstrations in Poland also fell, with violent
civil unrest remaining rare in the post-communist era. While the
total number of demonstrations has increased since 2015, these
demonstrations have remained non-violent. Large demonstrations
occurred regarding legislation criminalising the abortion of
foetuses with congenital deficits.

The Militarisation domain improved slightly, owing to a large
improvement in Poland’s commitment to UN Peacekeeping
Funding. However, despite these improvements, Poland recorded
deteriorations on military expenditure and weapons imports. Of
the 35 countries in the European region, Poland has the fifth
highest military expenditure as a percentage of GDP.

Vietham Rank: 50

CHANGE IN RANK 2020-21:

CHANGE IN SCORE 2020-21:

Vietnam recorded the fourth largest improvement in peacefulness
on the 2021 GPI, improving by 5.3 per cent. This improvement
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meant that Vietnam jumped 19 places in the overall rankings, and
is now ranked 50" overall. It is the tenth most peaceful country in
the Asia-Pacific region. The improvement in peacefulness was
driven by changes on the Militarisation and Safety and Security
domains.

Vietnam’s improvement on the Militarisation domain resulted
from an increased commitment to UN Peacekeeping funding while
Military Expenditure as a percentage of GDP also decreased,
falling from an estimated two per cent of GDP in 2019, to 1.67 per
cent in 2020. Unlike most countries that experienced a relative fall
in military expenditure, this was not the result of a fall in
economic activity stemming from the COVID-19 pandemic, with
Vietnam’s economy projected to have grown by almost three per
cent in 2020.

Vietnam also registered significant improvements on the Safety
and Security domain, with falls in both political terror and
terrorism impact. Feelings of safety within Vietnam have also been
improving, with the percentage of people reporting that they don’t
feel safe walking home alone at night falling from just over 36 per
cent in 2018, to less than 31 per cent in 2021.

Although the level of ongoing conflict remained unchanged,
Vietnam has somewhat strained relations with neighbouring
countries. Additionally, it also has moderate levels of political
terror. The government has prosecuted individuals who made
online posts criticising the government and pressured social media
companies to censor politically sensitive information.

North Macedonia Rank: 40

CHANGE IN SCORE 2020-21: CHANGE IN RANK 2020-21:

North Macedonia had the fifth largest increase in peacefulness on
the 2021 GPI, with a 5.2 per cent improvement in its score. The
country rose 11 places in the GPI rankings and is now ranked 40"
overall. The increase in peacefulness was largely driven by
improvements in the Ongoing Conflict domain.

The intensity of internal conflict indicator had the largest
improvement, and is now at its lowest level since 2016. Conflict
with Greece has receded since the signing of the Prespa
Agreement, though Bulgaria continues to block North Macedonia's
EU membership negotiations. Despite some divisions in the
country over the Prespa Agreement, the issue is not as polarising
as it was a year ago.

On the Safety and Security domain, there were improvements in
political terror, the homicide rate, incarceration rate and terrorism
impact. Despite these improvements, North Macedonia recorded a
deterioration in perceptions of criminality. This is the fourth
consecutive year that North Macedonia has recorded
improvements on the Safety and Security domain.

The Militarisation domain improved slightly owing to an
improvement in Macedonia’s commitment to UN Peacekeeping
Funding. However, North Macedonia recorded a deterioration in
military expenditure.

FIVE LARGEST
DETERIORATIONS
IN PEACE

Burkina Faso Rank:134

CHANGE IN SCORE 2020-21: CHANGE IN RANK 2020-21:

0.254 €13

Burkina Faso had the largest deterioration in peacefulness on the
2021 GP], falling 13 places, and is now ranked 34 in the sub-
Saharan Africa region and 134" globally. Burkina Faso’s overall
score deteriorated by just over 11 per cent, driven by increases in
internal conflict that led to the displacement of over one million
people by the end of 2020. The country now has its worst GPI
score since the inception of the index in 2008. The largest
deteriorations occurred on the Ongoing Conflict and Safety and
Security domains.

Burkina Faso has entered a period of extreme instability. This has
diverted the attention of the security forces towards combating an
Islamist insurgency, weakening efforts to maintain law and order.
Vigilante groups have been co-opted by the state to help fight the
insurgencies, weakening the rule of law and the government’s
control of territory. In rural areas banditry has flourished, while
the jihadist groups fighting the state have funded their struggle
through robbery, extortion and control of the criminal economy.
The security forces have also been implicated in extra-judicial
executions, heightening inter-ethnic tensions.

It is estimated that over 4.6 per cent of the total population are
now either refugees or internally displaced. In the prior year, this
figure stood at just 0.3 per cent of the population. The conflict in
Burkina Faso has led to an increase in deaths from internal conflict
and the intensity of internal conflict. The government’s decision to
arm and train civilian and vigilante groups has led to increased
ease of access to small arms throughout the country.

Belarus Rank: 117

CHANGE IN SCORE 2020-21: CHANGE IN RANK 2020-21:

0.183 x+19

Belarus had the second largest deterioration in peacefulness on
the 2021 GPI, with a deterioration in score of 8.7 per cent leading
to a fall of 19 places in the overall rankings. Belarus is now ranked
117™ on the 2021 GPI, and is ranked ninth of the 12 countries in
the Russia and Eurasia region. The political crisis that followed
the August 2020 elections led to large deteriorations on both the
Ongoing Conflict and Safety and Security domains.

Anti-government protests have been running since the disputed
presidential poll in August 2020. The security and police forces
have clashed with the demonstrators and scores of people were
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imprisoned or detained. This has led to a sharp deterioration in
the violent demonstrations indicator. The EU, in December 2020,
introduced a third round of sanctions against 88 individuals and
seven entities in Belarus. Unrest stemming from demonstrations
has led to an increase in the intensity of internal conflict and a
rapid deterioration in political instability.

The political crisis has led to spill-over effects with regards to
neighbouring country relations. The EU sanctions against the
Belarusian government included travel bans and asset freezes.
Relations with both the EU and the US have deteriorated and
more sanctions are likely to follow.

Honduras Rank: 124

CHANGE IN SCORE 2020-21: CHANGE IN RANK 2020-21:

0.158 48

Honduras had the third largest deterioration in peacefulness on
the 2021 GPI, with its overall score deteriorating by 7.1 per cent. It
is now ranked 124" globally, and is ranked tenth of the 12
countries in the Central America and Caribbean region. Peace is
now at its lowest level in Honduras in the past decade. Increases
in political instability and the ongoing impact of organised
criminal violence are the major drivers of the fall of peacefulness
in the country.

Political polarisation and increasing social tensions led to a
deterioration in political instability over the past year. The
re-election of the president, Juan Orlando Hernandez, in January
2018 was approved by the electoral authorities, but this led to
social unrest, which was followed by UN-sponsored cross-party
dialogue. However, this failed to yield any concrete agreement
among the parties, heightening polarisation and raising the risk of
further protests.

Honduras has one of the highest homicide rates in the world. As of
2018, only Lesotho, Jamaica, and El Salvador had higher homicide
rates than the 38.9 homicides per 100,000 people recorded in
Honduras. The primary driver of this high homicide rate is
organised criminal activity, which has led to high levels of
organised internal conflict, and has had a destabilising effect on
the country’s institutions, leading to a wave of deadly violence in
2020. Its maximum-security prisons, which are already well over
capacity, were affected by various riots, massacres and targeted
killings. Moreover, authorities also recorded the first-ever
massacre inside a female prison, when six women with suspected
links to the MS-13 were murdered by rival Barrio 18 members in
mid-June.

Rank: 71

CHANGE IN SCORE 2020-21: CHANGE IN RANK 2020-21:

0.142 u24

Zambia had the fourth largest deterioration in peacefulness on the
2021 GPI and the second largest in the sub-Saharan African

Zambia

region. Its overall score deteriorated by 7.8 per cent, with
peacefulness in the country now at its lowest level since the
inception of the GPI. Zambia fell 24 places in the rankings and is
now ranked 71* overall. The fall in peacefulness was driven by a
deterioration on the Ongoing Conflict domain.

Border skirmishes erupted between the Democratic Republic of
Congo and Zambia, which left two troops dead in mid-2020, and
promoted a flurry of diplomatic activity by the Southern African
Development Community to resolve the dispute. This led to a
severe deterioration on the neighbouring country relations
indicator. The border area has previously been the site of clashes
between the two countries over the past three decades, but
tensions were driven to new heights in 2020 when Zambia
deployed troops in a disputed border area, leading to claims from
the government of the DRC that the Zambian government was
trying to annex part of the disputed territory.

The Militarisation domain also deteriorated owing to increased
weapons imports and significantly increased military expenditure.
As a percentage of GDP, military expenditure in Zambia increased
from 1.62 per cent in 2019, to 1.94 per cent in 2020. However,
despite the deterioration in the Ongoing Conflict and
Militarisation domains, there was a slight improvement in the
Safety and Security domain, owing to an improvement in the
terrorism impact indicator and a small increase in the percentage
of people who state that they feel safe walking alone at night.

Azerbaijan Rank: 121

CHANGE IN SCORE 2020-21: CHANGE IN RANK 2020-21:

0.122 46

Azerbaijan recorded the fifth largest deterioration on the 2021 GPI,
with its overall score falling 5.6 per cent. The country is now
ranked 121 globally on the index after falling six places in the
rankings. Azerbaijan’s deterioration in peacefulness was driven by
an escalation in its conflict with Armenia over the disputed
Nagorno-Karabakh region. The country’s score deteriorated across
all three GPI domains.

The deterioration in the Ongoing Conflict domain was primarily
the result of a fall in the neighbouring countries relations
indicator. Relations between Azerbaijan and Armenia significantly
deteriorated due to the violent escalation of tensions over the
breakaway region of Nagorno-Karabakh, internationally
recognised as part of Azerbaijan, but with a 95 per cent ethnic
Armenian population. The conflict spanned from September 27
2020 to November 9% 2020 when it was ended with a trilateral
ceasefire agreement between Armenia, Azerbaijan and Russia. The
armed confrontation resulted in more than 6,000 casualties from
both sides, including civilians.

The conflict in the Nagorno-Karabakh region also resulted in a
significant increase in the number of refugees and IDPs in
Azerbaijan, and a resulting deterioration on the Safety and
Security domain. It is estimated that over 6.5 per cent of
Azerbaijan’s population are either internally displaced or refugees.
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The Impact of the COVID-19
Pandemic on Peace

The COVID-19 pandemic had a significant impact on the level of conflict and violence in the world
in 2020, with some of these effects likely to last for years to come. While it was initially thought
that the main impact of the pandemic would be to reduce violence around the world, this proved
to be true for only some indicators of violence. Although key indicators of internal conflict did
decrease in 2020, the impact of the pandemic on active conflicts was short-lived, and the total
level of political and civil unrest rose over the past year.

FIGURE 1.4

Map of COVID-19 related violent incidents, January 2020 to April 2021
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Source: ACLED COVID-19 Disorder Tracker (acleddata.com), IEP calculations
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Figure 1.4 shows a map of COVID-19 related violent incidents assaults targeted at people of Asian descent. There were at
from January 2020 to April 2021. There were over 5,000 least 158 countries that recorded one or more violent
pandemic-related incidents during this period that involved incidents directly related to the pandemic during this time.
some form of violence, ranging from violent demonstrations

and riots in response to lockdown measures, to physical
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Violent events related to the pandemic peaked in April
2020, as shown in Figure 1.5. However, although the
number of events had declined significantly by August of
the same year, the number of violent events per month has
remained consistent since that time. There was an average
of 200 violent pandemic-related events per month from
August 2020 to April 2021. There were also 805 pandemic-
related fatalities from January 2020 to April 2021.

This sub-section outlines the impact that the pandemic has
had on different types of violence and conflict. While
COVID-19 had the biggest impact on civil unrest and
political instability, it also had a significant impact on
feelings of safety and interpersonal violence.

FIGURE 1.5
COVID-19 violent incidents and fatalities,
January 2020 to April 2021

Violent incidents related to the pandemic peaked in
April 2020.
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Civil Unrest

Although there was an initial fall in civil unrest and
demonstrations at the start of the pandemic, the number of
demonstrations worldwide surged after this initial lull. The
total number of protest events worldwide increased in 2020,
and although not every demonstration was directly related
to the pandemic, it was a key driver of civil unrest across
many countries, most notably in Europe.

In the Netherlands, the government imposed a curfew
which sparked riots described as the worst in more than 40
years.'! In one instance, protestors used a pipe bomb to
damage a COVID-19 testing centre.'? Spain, Italy, Germany
and Ireland also saw violent anti-lockdown demonstrations
in which protesters threw objects at police, broke storefront
windows, set bins on fire and ignited smoke bombs.!>!41516

Not every pandemic-related demonstration has had an
anti-lockdown motivation. In some countries, a perceived
lax response from governments to the pandemic became the
trigger for anti-government demonstrations. In Belarus, the

government’s refusal to acknowledge the severity of the
COVID-19 pandemic and subsequent impact on the
healthcare system was a key driver of civil unrest. Likewise,
riots broke out in Chile after a swift rise in the
unemployment rate.”” In Lebanon, the lack of sufficient
economic support from the government was one of the key
drivers of unrest.

The pandemic has been used as a pretext for government
repression and political terror in some countries. In Russia,
several protest organisers have been placed under house
arrest for violating public health measures related to
COVID-19."* Hundreds of individuals have been prosecuted
for allegedly spreading false information about the
pandemic.”® In Egypt, several medical staff were detained
for spreading fake news under terrorism laws for speaking
about the lack of personal protective equipment and lack of
COVID-19 testing for medical staff.?’ In India, police
detained an oncologist for posting pictures of medical staff
wearing raincoats due to a lack of personal protective gear.”
In Uganda, security forces arrested opposition leader
Robert Kyagulanyi for breaching COVID-19 restrictions.
They also used tear gas and live bullets against anti-
government protesters, Killing 54 and injuring 45.%

Excessive force has also been used to enforce lockdowns
and movement restriction laws. In Kenya, police killed
seven people in attempts to enforce a curfew.?? In South
Africa, an individual was killed by the military for alleged
breaches of lockdown restrictions,* and in another
instance, police used rubber bullets to disperse loitering
individuals on the first day of quarantine. Security forces
killed 16 in Ethiopia amid protests against the arrest of
local leaders who allegedly held a meeting in defiance of
COVID-19 restrictions. Instances of police violence directly
related to COVID-19 have also sparked further violence.
Violent demonstrations broke out in Honduras and Mexico
after the deaths of individuals in police custody for
allegedly breaching COVID-19 restrictions.*

Homicide and Violent Crime

Although data for homicide and violent crime in 2020 is
only available for a select number of countries, the same
pattern has been observed across a number of regions.
There were sharp reductions in homicide and street level
violent crime, such as robbery in the immediate aftermath
of lockdown measures in Colombia, Guatemala and
Honduras. Smaller falls were observed in a number of
European countries, and the number of homicide victims in
South Africa fell by almost 50 per cent, and by almost 80
per cent in Kazakhstan.?¢ However, in most countries the
number of homicides per month returned to the same level
as previous years once lockdown measures were relaxed. In
Mexico, crimes typically associated with people’s everyday
movements, such as robberies, assaults, kidnappings and
extortion, all experienced notable improvements in 2020.

Not every country saw drops in homicide and violent crime.
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In Mexico and Brazil, lockdowns did not have a significant
impact on the number of homicides, with the number of
homicides per month falling only slightly. In Chile there was
an initial drop in the number of homicides, which was
quickly followed by a sharp increase in the six months after
lockdown measures were brought in.

Suicide

The exact impact of the pandemic on suicide is unclear.
However, it has clearly exacerbated many of the risk factors
for suicide such as social isolation and financial stress.
Unemployment is associated with a twofold to threefold
increase in the risk of suicide and changes in levels of
unemployment are often accompanied by corresponding
changes in the suicide rate.”” However, there is often a
short-term decrease in suicide following a disaster, followed
by an increase in the suicide rate.?® This pattern appears to
be holding in countries like Japan, where the suicide rate
has begun to increase after initially decreasing.? Other
indicators of increased suicide risk have seen large
increases. In the US, calls to crisis hotlines increased by 891
per cent from 2019 to 2020.%°

The full impact of the pandemic on suicide may not fully
subside for years or even decades. It is estimated that
suicide rates may persist at 25 per cent above their pre-
pandemic levels for many years to come,* although this will
be affected by the strength of the economic recovery. In
other disaster situations, long-term increases in depression
and anxiety for strongly affected populations have persisted
for decades.

Feelings of Safety and Hate Crime

There has been a sharp increase in violent crime targeting
the Chinese diaspora and other people of Asian descent as a
result of the pandemic.?> The attacks have ranged in severity
from verbal harassment, vandalism, spitting to physical
assault.?® In Vancouver, there was a 717 per cent increase in
recorded hate crimes from 2019 to 2020, with a third of

Chinese-Canadians reporting that they had been physically
harassed during the pandemic.’* In Australia, nearly 85 per
cent of Asian-Australians reported at least one instance of
discrimination throughout 2020. Overt anti-Asian
sentiment also surged on social media platforms over the
past year.

Although the pandemic has primarily led to an increase in
discrimination targeted at Asians, reports are emerging that
other minority groups are becoming the victims of hate. For
example, in India and Sri Lanka, Muslims are increasingly
becoming targets of COVID-19 discrimination. Likewise, in
China, many Africans have been forcefully evicted or forced
to self-isolate and quarantine, while individuals belonging
to other ethnic groups have not.*”

Domestic Violence

There have been significant increases in domestic violence
across a number of countries following the implementation
of pandemic-related lockdown orders.?® The
implementations of lockdowns and other restriction of
movement policies have meant that victims and
perpetrators have remained in close proximity for extended
periods of time, with victims cut-off from support services.
It is estimated that 243 million people experienced domestic
violence in 2020.

The exact extent to which domestic violence has increased
is difficult to assess. Some indicators of domestic violence
such as emergency room admissions decreased, as visiting
healthcare facilities became more difficult owing to
movement restrictions. By contrast, calls to domestic
violence helplines increased by 20 to 50 percent in many
countries,® with internet searches related to domestic
violence support services also increasing. This pattern of
increasing domestic violence mirrors the trend often seen in
the wake of large scale catastrophes such as bushfires,
earthquakes, or hurricanes.*
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TRENDS

KEY FINDINGS

Since 2008, the level of global peacefulness has
deteriorated by two per cent, with 75 countries
recording a deterioration, while 86 improved.

The average level of global peacefulness has
deteriorated for nine of the past 13 years.

The gap between the least and most peaceful
countries continues to grow. Since 2008, the 25
least peaceful countries declined on average by
12.1 per cent, while the 25 most peaceful
countries improved by 4.3 per cent.

Conflict in the Middle East has been the key
driver of the global deterioration in peacefulness
since 2008.

Of the three GPI domains, two recorded a
deterioration, while one improved. Ongoing
Conflict deteriorated by 6.2 per cent and Safety
and Security deteriorated by 2.5 per cent.
However, Militarisation improved by 4.2 per cent.

The improving trend in Militarisation was
widespread, with 111 of the 163 countries covered
in the GPI improving. Eighty-seven countries
reduced their military expenditure as a
percentage of GDP, although military spending
increased in absolute terms.

However, since 2014 there has been little
improvement and there are now signs that
militarisation is increasing.

The number of forcibly displaced people
increased from just over 40 million in 2007, to
over 84 million in 2020.

The indicator with the largest deterioration
globally was the terrorism impact indicator.
Ninety countries recorded an increase in terrorist
activity since 2008. However, the total number
of deaths from terrorism has been falling globally
since 2014.

Although the number of conflicts and deaths
from conflict have been falling, the long-term
impact of conflict remains high.

Demonstrations, general strikes, and riots rose
244 per cent between 2011 and 2019, with 61
countries recording a deterioration, while 27
countries recorded an improvement.

2021 was the first year since 2010 that the
indicators for intensity of conflict and number of
conflicts improved. Since 2010, the number of
conflicts globally has increased by 88 per cent.
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GPI Trends

The world is considerably less peaceful now than it was in 2008, with the average level of country
peacefulness deteriorating by two per cent over the last decade. Peacefulness has declined year-on-year for

nine of the last thirteen years.

Since 2008, 75 countries have become less peaceful, compared to
86 that have improved. Figure 2.1 highlights the overall trend in
peacefulness from 2008 to 2021, as well as the year-on-year
percentage change in score.

Most of the deterioration in peacefulness over the last decade
occurred in the MENA region. If this region was excluded from the
analysis, the average level of peace would have improved. This
improvement also takes into account the positive flow-on effects in
other countries, such as less forced migration and less terrorism.

Even within the MENA region, the deterioration in the last decade
was concentrated in a handful of countries, most notably Syria,

Yemen and Libya, whose overall scores deteriorated by more than

FIGURE 2.1

40 per cent. However, although there has been relatively little
variation in peacefulness outside of MENA, there are some
concerning trends in the more peaceful regions of the world.

Europe is ranked as the most peaceful region in the world and is
slightly more peaceful now than in 2008. However, over this
period the Safety and Security and Ongoing Conflict domains have
deteriorated. Militarisation was the only domain to improve. Most
strikingly, just under half of the countries in Western Europe and
most of the Nordic countries are less peaceful now than in 2008.
Despite its high level of peacefulness overall, Europe has seen
significant deteriorations in the intensity of internal conflict,
terrorism impact, neighbouring country relations, violent
demonstrations and political instability.

GPI overall trend and year-on-year percentage change, 2008-2021

Peacefulness has declined year-on-year for nine of the last thirteen years.
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DETERIORATIONS IN PEACE ARE
LARGER THAN IMPROVEMENTS.
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Since 2008, the 25 least peaceful
countries declined on average by
12.1 per cent, while the 25 most
peaceful countries improved by
4.3 per cent.
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The gap in peace between the most and least peaceful countries
has widened since 2012, as shown in Figure 2.2. The deterioration
in peacefulness has been considerably larger in countries that

fell into war. Except for Russia, the bottom ten countries are all
affected by substantial conflicts. Once countries are stuck in a
conflict trap it is very difficult to substantially improve.

While there has been some fluctuation in the level of
peacefulness of the world’s most peaceful countries, on average
they improved in peacefulness, recording a 4.3 per cent
improvement.

By contrast, the world’s least peaceful countries have experienced
a clear and sustained deterioration in peacefulness over the last
decade, with the average level of peacefulness deteriorating by
almost 12 per cent. However, they did record an improvement in
peacefulness over the past year, for the first time since 2011.

PEACE DETERIORATION
DOMAIN

The average

0, level of global
2 /o peacefulness

has deteriorated

MILITARISATION

63%

The improving trend in

FIGURE 2.2
Trend in peace, 2008-2021, 25 most and
25 least peaceful countries

The 25 least peaceful countries deteriorated in peacefulness
by an average of 12.1 per cent, while the most peaceful
improved by 4.3 per cent.
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DETERIORATIONS IN
OVERALL PEACEFULNESS

Conflict in the Middle East
and North Africa has been
the key driver of the global
deterioration in peacefulness
since 2008.

z by 2 per cent
since 2008.

Militarisation was widespread,
with 111 of the 163 countries
covered in the GPl improving.
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Domain Trends

The Global Peace Index (GPI) measures peacefulness across three domains: Safety and Security, Ongoing
Conflict and Militarisation. While the world has become less peaceful over the last decade, there have been
some notable improvements in peace. The average country score on the Militarisation domain improved

by 4.2 per cent, driven largely by reductions in military spending as a percentage of GDP and the size of the
armed forces in many countries. However, there has been little improvement in this domain since 2014, and
there are some signs that the level of Militarisation is now beginning to increase. The Safety and Security

domain deteriorated by 2.5 per cent, and the Ongoing Conflict domain also deteriorated, falling by 6.2 per
cent, as shown in Figure 2.3.

Figure 2.4 shows the percentage change in score for each indicator ‘ ‘
from the 2008 to the 2021 GPI. Of the 23 GPI indicators, 15
recorded a deterioration with the remaining eight recording an
improvement. Only four indicators had an overall change of more
than ten per cent. Terrorism impact, refugees and IDPs, and violent
demonstrations all deteriorated by more than ten per cent, while
UN peacekeeping funding was the only indicator to record an
improvement of that magnitude.

Of the three GPI domains, two recorded
a deterioration, while one improved.
Ongoing Conflict deteriorated by

6.2 per cent and Safety and Security
deteriorated by 2.5 per cent. However,
Militarisation improved by 4.2 per cent.

FIGURE 2.3
Indexed trend in peacefulness by domain, 2008 to 2021 (2008=1)

Militarisation was the only domain to record an improvement since 2008.
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FIGURE 2.4
Percentage change by indicator, 2008-2021

The terrorism impact indicator had the largest deterioration from 2008 to 2021.
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SAFETY & SECURITY

The Safety and Security domain deteriorated 2.5 per cent between
2008 and 2021. Of the 11 domain indicators, nine deteriorated and
two improved. The largest deterioration occurred on the terrorism
impact indicator, with 90 countries seeing the impact of terrorism
increase between 2008 and 2021.

The homicide rate indicator had the largest improvement, with 116
countries recording an improvement. The average homicide rate
fell from 7.8 to 6.5 per 100,000 over the past thirteen years.

After terrorism impact, the refugees and IDPs indicator had the
second most significant deterioration, with the total number of
forcibly displaced people increasing from just over 40 million in
2007, to over 84 million in 2020. The impact was felt most in a
relatively small number of countries, with the biggest increases
in Syria, the Central African Republic and Yemen. In all of these
countries the number of refugees or IDPs increased by over ten
percentage points.

There was also a considerable increase in the number of violent
demonstrations, which rose 244 per cent between 2011 and 2019.
Europe recorded the largest number of protest events globally
with 1600 protest events recorded between 2011 and 2018. Figure
2.5 shows the trend for key indicators on the Safety and Security
domain.

The homicide rate indicator had the largest improvement of

any Safety and Security indicator over the past decade, with 116
countries reducing their homicide rate since 2008. This occurred
despite substantial increases in homicides for some countries,
especially in Central America. There are now 28 countries globally

-5% 0% 5% 10% 15%

that have a homicide rate of less than one per 100,000 people,
and 57 which have a rate under two per 100,000. The largest
improvements in homicide occurred in Guatemala, Jamaica,
Russia and Colombia, with the largest deteriorations occurring in
Mexico, Uruguay, Brazil and Costa Rica.

Although the impact of terrorism surged between 2008 and 2014,
deaths from terrorism have been falling for the past six years.
Total deaths from terrorism rose from 8,374 in 2008 to just over
35,500 in 2014.. However, preliminary estimates for 2020 indicate
that deaths from terrorism have now dropped to less than 10,000.
The fall in deaths from terrorism has been mainly driven by

the military defeat of ISIL in Iraq and Syria and the military
interventions against Boko Haram in Nigeria.

The epicentre of terrorism has now shifted out of the MENA
region and into sub-Saharan Africa, with countries as far south
as Mozambique seeing surges in terrorism in the past two years.
Terrorism is also still a global concern. In the 2021 GPI, only 30
countries had not experienced any terrorism in the preceding five
years, down from 48 in the 2008 GPI.

Despite the improvements in homicide, terrorism and other
indicators of Safety and Security over the past five years, the
number of forcibly displaced people has continued to climb,
having risen almost every year since 2008. There are now over 84
million refugees, internally displaced people, asylum seekers, and
other populations that have been forcibly displaced in some way
by conflict. The number of forcibly displaced people more than
doubled between 2007 and 2020.

When measured as a percentage of the population, there are
now 16 countries where at least five per cent of the population
are either refugees or internally displaced. Somalia and the
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FIGURE 2.5
Trends in key safety and security indicators
Over 80 million people globally have been forcibly displaced.
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Central African Republic both have more than 20 per cent of their
population displaced, while South Sudan has over 35 per cent of
its population displaced. However, the extent of displacement is
greatest in Syria, where the impact and aftermath of the Syrian
civil war has led to almost 80 per cent of the entire population
being either internally displaced or refugees at the end of the

war. Regionally, displacement has had the broadest impact in
sub-Saharan Africa. Over one per cent of the population has been
forcibly displaced in 17 of the 43 sub-Saharan African countries.

The level of civil unrest has also risen substantially since 2008.
The number of anti-government demonstrations, general strikes
and riots rose by 244 per cent between 2011 and 2019, and 61
countries had a deterioration on the violent demonstrations
indicator from 2008 to 2021, compared to just 27 countries that
recorded an improvement over the same period. Central America
and the Caribbean was the only region to record an improvement
since 2008.

It seems likely that the trend of increasing violent demonstrations
will continue in the near future. Lockdowns and other movement
restrictions stemming from the COVID-19 pandemic initially led
to a fall in the number of demonstrations. However, the level of
protest activity surged shortly after and has remained at pre-
pandemic levels or higher in most countries. Several countries saw
record numbers of people protesting in 2020, most notably in the
United States.

ONGOING CONFLICT

Ongoing Conflict had the largest deterioration of any domain on
the GPI, deteriorating by 6.2 per cent between 2008 and 2021.
Five of the six Ongoing Conflict indicators deteriorated, with only
deaths from external conflict recording an improvement. In total,
83 countries recorded a deterioration in this domain, with 65
recording an improvement and 13 registering no change.

More countries are now involved in at least one conflict as well. In
2008, 12 countries were not involved in any conflicts and had no
disputes with neighbouring countries. This number had fallen to
nine countries by 2021. Figure 2.6 shows the trend for three key
conflict indicators: the total number of battle deaths, total number
of conflicts, and the average score on the intensity of internal
conflict indicator.
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on the Ongoing Conflict domain has been the number of conflict
deaths, which first increased and then fell. Conflict deaths rose

by 632 per cent between 2006 and the peak in 2014, when over
144,000 deaths were recorded. However, the number of deaths has
fallen 47 per cent since then, to just over 76,000 in 2019.

The dramatic increase was concentrated in a handful of countries,
with the majority of the deaths attributable to the war in Syria.
There were also significant increases in deaths in Afghanistan,
Iraq and Yemen.

The largest fall in deaths since 2015 occurred in Syria, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Iraq and the Central African Republic. Afghanistan

is one of the few countries where the number of deaths has not
decreased over the past few years, with the scope and intensity
of the conflict there actually increasing since 2014.. Afghanistan
is now the country with the highest total number of deaths from
internal conflict.

While the number of deaths from conflict has been declining since
2015, the total number of conflicts has continued to rise, from 90
in 2006 to 152 in 2019. This includes state-based violence, non-
state violence and one-sided violence. Non-state violence is conflict
between two armed groups within a country, neither of which is

a state. One-sided violence is the organised use of armed force by
the state against civilians, excluding extra-judicial killings.

While the number of one-sided conflicts remained relatively
constant, both state-based and non-state conflicts increased
significantly. State-based conflicts rose from 33 to 54, while non-
state violent conflicts increased by over 100 per cent, rising from
29 in 2006 to 67 in 2019. However, the total number of conflicts
has begun to fall over the past few years, most notably non-state
conflicts, which are now at their lowest level since 2013.

The average intensity of internal conflict has also been rising,
even as the total number of deaths from internal conflict has
been declining. This has been driven by conflict becoming more
widespread, even as the intensity of major conflicts such as those
in Syria and Iraq continues to decrease.

The average intensity of internal conflict indicator score increased
from 2.29 to 2.51. A score of one on this indicator for a single
country indicates that there is no conflict. A score of two indicates
that there is a strong ideological conflict within that country,
while a score of three indicates open conflict, with the existence
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FIGURE 2.6
Trends in key ongoing conflict indicators

While battle deaths have fallen since 2014, the number and intensity of conflicts continued to increase.
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of explicit threats of violence between different groups in that
country. In 2008, 104 countries had a score of two or less on this
indicator, suggesting no conflict or only latent conflict. By 2021,
this number had fallen to 89. The number of countries with a score
of four or higher, which indicates the existence of openly violent
internal conflict, rose from 29 in 2008 to 35 in 2021.

MILITARISATION

The Militarisation domain was the only one of the three GPI
domains to record an improvement from 2008 to 2021. The
average score on this domain improved by 4.2 per cent over this
period, with 111 countries recording an improvement and 50
deteriorating. Five of the six indicators on the Militarisation
domain improved, with only the weapons imports indicator
recording a deterioration.

The most noticeable improvements occurred on the military
expenditure as % of GDP indicator, where 100 countries improved,
and the armed forces rate indicator, where 111 countries improved.
Figure 2.7 shows the trend for the armed forces rate and military
expenditure indicators, as well as the average weapons imports
per capita indicator score.

The improvements in both the armed forces rate and military
expenditure were particularly notable in some of the largest
militaries in the world. Of the five countries with the largest
total military expenditure — the United States, China, Saudi

FIGURE 2.7
Trends in key militarisation indicators
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Arabia, India, and Russia — all five had falls in their armed
service personnel rates, and China and the US also had concurrent
reductions in military expenditure as a percentage of GDP. From
2008 to 2021, the average armed forces rate fell from 463 to 394
soldiers per 100,000 people.

Military expenditure as a percentage of GDP improved in 87
countries between 2008 and 2021. It improved on average for
five of the nine regions, with the biggest average improvement
occurring in the Asia-Pacific region, where average military
expenditure fell 1.2 percentage points. The largest increase by
region occurred in the MENA region and South Asia, where
average military expenditure as a percentage of GDP rose 1.4
percentage points from 2008 to 2021. Military expenditure has
also fallen when measured as a percentage of total government
spending. In 2020, spending on the military accounted for more
than five per cent of government spending in 67 countries, down
from 81in 2008.

While military expenditure has fallen on average as a percentage
of GDP, it has risen in absolute terms and on a per capita basis.
Total global military spending rose from 1.63 trillion in 2008 to
1.96 trillion in 2020, measured in constant $US 2019 dollars. This
is an increase of almost 20 per cent. This is the sixth consecutive
year that total global military expenditure has increased.

There was a slight deterioration in weapons imports indicator,
the only Militarisation indicator to show a deterioration over the

Both the armed forces rate and average military expenditure as a percentage of GDP have fallen since 2008.
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past decade. The number of countries that recorded no weapons
imports in 2008 was 29. By 2021, that number had fallen to 17.
The average per capita value of weapons imports increased the
most in MENA. Six of the ten countries with the largest per capita
weapons imports are in the MENA region.

Weapons exports remain highly concentrated, with 85 countries
registering no exports at all from 2008 to 2020. A number of
otherwise highly peaceful countries also performed poorly on this
indicator, with Sweden, the Netherlands, Switzerland and Norway
all ranking among the ten highest weapons exporters per capita
in each the last five years. Seven of the ten largest exporters on a
per capita basis are western democracies. However, by total export

value, just five countries account for over 75 per cent of total
weapons exports: the US, Russia, Germany, France and China,
with the US alone accounting for over 30 per cent.

There are some signs that the trend of improving Militarisation

is beginning to plateau or even reverse. There has been virtually
no change in the average armed forces rate since 2016, and the
average level of military expenditure as a percentage of GDP

has increased since 2012. The likelihood of some form of conflict
between military superpowers has increased considerably over the
past few years, which has further raised incentives for countries to
increase military spending and expand their military capabilities.
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THE ECONOMIC
IMPACT OF
VIOLENCE

HIGHLIGHTS

The global economic impact of violence was $14.96
trillion PPP in 2020, equivalent to 11.6 per cent of global
GDP or $1,942 per person. The year-on-year increase
was primarily due to higher levels of military
expenditure.

The global economic impact of violence worsened for
the second year in a row, increasing by 0.2 per cent or
$32 billion from 2019 to 2020. However, it is still $535.9
billion lower than in 2007.

In 2020, the economic impact of Armed Conflict
decreased by 7.6 per cent to $448.1 billion. The decline
was driven by improvements in the number of deaths
from terrorism and GDP losses from conflict, which fell
by 17.5 per cent and 13.7 per cent, respectively. This is
the lowest impact since 2013.

Syria, South Sudan and Afghanistan incurred the
highest relative economic cost of violence in 2020,
equivalent to 81.7, 42.1 and 40.3 per cent of GDP,
respectively.

In the ten countries most economically affected by
violence, the average economic cost was equivalent to
35.7 per cent of GDP. In the ten most peaceful
countries, the average economic cost of violence was
equal to just 4.2 per cent of GDP.

The economic impact of refugees and internally
displaced persons was more than three times higher
than the GDP losses from conflict.

North Korea, Cuba and Burkina Faso were the countries
with the steepest increases, all recording increases
above 80 per cent, while Equatorial Guinea, Venezuela
and Libya recorded the largest decreases, all above 30
per cent.

From 2007 to 2020, 81 countries decreased their
economic cost of violence while 82 increased their
cost.

The economic impact of suicide was $683.9 billion and
represented 4.6 per cent of the global total. This is
higher than all of the Armed Conflict indicators
combined and increased by 0.9 per cent from the prior
year.

In 2020, the economic impact of violence improved
across four regions — MENA, South America, Central
America and the Caribbean and Russia and Eurasia.

Central America and the Caribbean region recorded the
largest improvement in its economic impact in 2020,
improving by 7.6 per cent, mainly driven by reductions
in the number of refugees and displacements. However,
since 2007 its overall deterioration of 46.2 per cent is
the largest of any region.
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The Economic Value of Peace

In 2020, the economic impact of violence on the global economy amounted to $14.96 trillion in constant
purchasing power parity (PPP) terms. This is equivalent to 11.6 per cent of global GDP or $1,942 per person.
In 2020, the economic impact of violence increased for the second year in a row, rising by 0.2 per cent or

$32.5 billion from the previous year.

The global economic impact of violence is defined as the
expenditure and economic effect related to "containing,
preventing and dealing with the consequences of violence." The
economic impact of violence provides an empirical basis to better
understand the economic benefits resulting from improvements in
peace.

Violence and the fear of violence create significant economic
disruptions. Violent incidents incur costs in the form of property
damage, physical injury or psychological trauma. Fear of violence
also alters economic behaviour, primarily by changing investment
and consumption patterns. Expenditure on preventing and
dealing with the consequences of violence diverts public and
private resources away from productive activities and towards
protective measures. Violence generates significant economic
losses in the form of productivity shortfalls, foregone earnings and
distorted expenditure. Measuring the scale and cost of violence
and violence containment, therefore, has important implications
for assessing the effects it has on economic activity.

The model contains 18 indicators. Many contain multiple
components, for example, internal security expenditure consists of
police services, law courts, prisons, and other national public
safety expenditures and costs from violence.

The economic impact of violence includes many indicators that
are contained in the GPI, such as military expenditure, conflict
deaths and homicides. However, the model also includes costs that
are not incorporated into the GPI, such as the United Nations
High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) expenditure on
refugees and IDPs, losses from conflict, suicide and internal
security expenditure.

The total economic impact is broken down into three categories:
direct costs, indirect costs and a multiplier effect.

The direct costs associated with violence include the immediate
consequences on the victims, perpetrators, and public systems
including health, judicial and public safety. The indirect cost of
violence refers to longer-term costs such as lost productivity,
resulting from the physical and psychological effects and the
impact of violence on the perception of safety and security in
society. The multiplier effect represents the economic benefits that
would be generated by the diversion of expenditure away from
sunk costs, such as incarceration spending, into more productive
alternatives that would better improve the economy. For more
details on the peace multiplier, see Box 3.1. A comprehensive
explanation of how the economic impact of violence is calculated
is provided in Appendix B.

THE ECONOMIC VALUE
OF PEACE 2020

The economic impact of violence increased by 0.2 per cent over
the last year, mainly driven by increases in military expenditure.
Table 3.1 presents a full breakdown of the costs included in the
2020 economic impact estimate and the difference from the
previous year. A fall in the severity of armed conflict in the MENA
region resulted in positive flow-on effects on the economic impact
of conflict, terrorism, and refugees and IDPs, all of which had a
lower impact in 2020 compared to the previous year.

Figure 3.1 displays the breakdown of the total economic impact of
violence by category for 2020. The single largest component was
global military expenditure at $6.4 trillion, representing 42.9 per
cent of the total impact. Globally, military expenditure increased
by 3.7 per cent in 2020, the equivalent of $226.2 billion.! However,
this was primarily driven by increases from the US, China, and
India. In 2020, more countries increased their military
expenditure from the previous year, with 112 countries increasing,
while 48 countries reduced spending.

FIGURE 3.1

Breakdown of the global economic impact
of violence, 2020

Government spending on the military and internal security

comprises almost three-quarters of the global economic
impact of violence.
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Internal security expenditure was the second largest component,
comprising 31.3 per cent of the global economic impact of violence,
at $4.7 trillion. Internal security expenditure includes spending on
the police and judicial systems as well as the costs associated with
incarceration. Internal security spending decreased by 2.3 per cent
in 2020, the equivalent of $112.7 billion.> In 2020, more countries
increased their internal security expenditure from the previous
year, with 84 countries increasing, while 79 countries reduced
spending.

Expenditure on private security is the third largest category in the
model and comprises 7.9 per cent of the total. Private security
incorporates the cost of security personal globally. In 2020, the
impact was $1.2 trillion.

Homicide is the fourth largest component comprising 6.7 per cent
of the global economic impact of violence at one trillion,
improving by 4.5 per cent or $47.6 billion. Improvements in many
national homicide rates have resulted in a fall in its economic
impact. Russia and Brazil both had significant reductions,
recording a $15.1 and $47.7 billion decline from 2019, respectively.

Suicide, classified as self-inflicted violence resulting in death by
the World Health Organization, is included in the model. The
economic impact of suicide amounted to $683.9 billion in 2020
and represented 4.6 per cent of the global total. The economic cost
of suicide is higher than all of the Armed Conflict indicators
combined. It improved by 0.9 per cent in 2020.

The economic impact of violent crime slightly deteriorated in
2020, increasing by 0.2 per cent to $462.7 billion. Violent crime

TABLE 3.1

comprises violent assault and sexual assault and makes up 3.1 per
cent of the total economic impact of violence.

The impact of Armed Conflict consists of five categories:

. Internal and external conflict deaths

. GDP losses from conflict

. Country contributions to peacebuilding and receipts from
peacekeeping

. The losses from refugees and IDPs

. Deaths and injuries from terrorism.

The impact of Armed Conflict was the sixth largest component,
comprising three per cent of the global total at $44:8.1 billion. In
2020, the impact of Armed Conflict improved by 7.6 per cent from
the previous year, the equivalent of $37.1 billion. Of the indicators
contained in this domain, the economic impact of terrorism
recorded the largest percentage improvement, falling by 17.5 per
cent or $14.9 billion. GDP losses and the economic impact of
refugees and IDPs, decreased by 13.7 per cent and 12.5 per cent,
respectively.

Small arms, fear of violence, and insecurity are categorised as
'Other' in Figure 3.1. In 2020, these indicators accounted for the
remaining 0.6 per cent of the total economic impact of violence.

Composition of the global economic impact of violence and year-on-year change,

billions PPP, 2020

Military expenditure is the largest cost in the economic impact of violence.

THE

CHANGE

o
INDICATOR Gosts  costs MULTPLER TOTAL Tt LS (BILUONS) Qo
Conflict deaths 5.2 0] 5.2 10.4 9.9 10.4 0.5 4.50%
Fear o] 64.4 0 64.4 68.8 64.4 -4.3 -6.30%
GDP losses 0 80.3 0 80.3 931 80.3 -12.8 -13.70%
Homicide 86.4 826.8 86.4 999.6 1,047.20 999.6 -476 -4.50%
Incarceration 73 (6] 73 145.9 149.3 145.9 -3.4 -2.30%
Internal security expenditure 2,271.30 0 2,271.30 4,542.50 4,651.90 4,542.50 -109.3 -2.40%
Military expenditure 3,209.00 0 3,209.00 6,418.00 6,191.80 6,418.00 226.2 3.70%
Peacebuilding 281 0 281 56.3 52.4 56.3 3.9 7.40%
Peacekeeping 12.3 0] 12.3 24.5 12.8 24.5 n7 91.80%
Private security 587.3 0] 587.3 1174.70 1174.40 1174.70 0.2 0.00%
Refugees and IDPs 3.8 258.5 3.8 266.1 304.3 266.1 -38.2 -12.50%
Small arms 10.2 0] 10.2 20.5 19.9 20.5 0.5 2.70%
Suicide 0.9 682 0.9 683.9 677.8 683.9 6.2 0.90%
Terrorism 0.9 87 0.9 10.5 12.7 10.5 2.2 -17.50%
Violent crime 34.9 3929 34.9 462.7 461.7 462.7 11 0.20%
TOTAL 6,323.40 2,313.60 6,323.40 14,960.40 14,927.90 14,960.40 32,5 0.20%

Source: IEP
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GLOBAL TRENDS IN THE
ECONOMIC IMPACT OF VIOLENCE

Since 2007, the economic impact of violence has decreased by 3.5
per cent. In this period, 82 countries increased their economic cost
of violence, whereas 81 decreased. The average increase was 4.5
percentage points, whereas the average decrease was 2.5
percentage points. The average rate of deterioration being higher
than the average rate of improvement is expected due to the
difficulty in improving and maintaining peace. Furthermore,
deteriorations in peacefulness, such as war, can have long-lasting
consequences that are still present years after the conflict has
subsided.

Additionally, between 2012 and 2017 the economic impact of
violence rose by 6.5 per cent peaking at $15.03 trillion. This
increase coincided with the start of the Syrian war and rising
violence in Libya, Yemen and other parts of the MENA region. The
economic impact of violence began to fall again in 2018, with the
defeat of ISIL in Iraq and Syria leading to an improvement in the
security situation in the region.

The economic impact of violence has increased for the past two
years. However, this has been the result of increased government
spending on violence containment as well as increasing private
security expenditure, rather than increases in violent conflict.
Figure 3.2 illustrates the trend in the global economic impact of
violence from 2007 to 2020.

FIGURE 3.2

In 2020, the economic impact of violence increased by 0.2 per cent
from the previous year. This was the second consecutive year that
the impact increased. The economic impact of violence was at its
lowest levels in 2015 and 7.3 per cent lower than in 2020. The
impact of Armed Conflict was 23.8 per cent lower in 2020
compared to 2015. This was driven by decreases in the costs from
conflict deaths, terrorism, GDP losses from conflict and the losses
from refugees and IDPs. Iraq, Turkey, Pakistan and Syria recorded
the largest decrease in the economic impact of Armed Conflict,
decreasing by $173.7 billion since 2015.

Expenditure on the military and internal security has increased by
$920.8 billion since 2015 and is the primary reason for the higher
impact in 2020. The economic impact of Armed Conflict was at its
highest levels from 2015 to 2017. This coincided with the height of
ISIL. Given that the impact of Armed Conflict ranges from three to
four per cent of the total economic impact, slight changes in other
components of the model such as military expenditure can offset
large changes in the impact of Armed Conflict. For example, in
2015 the impact of Armed Conflict was 31.2 per cent above 2020,
the equivalent of $139.9 billion. However, military expenditure and
internal security expenditure were 5.5 and 12.1 per cent below
today's level, the equivalent of $920.8 billion. Consequently, the
economic impact of violence was at its lowest level in 2015,
primarily driven by lower levels of government expenditure.

Trend in the global economic impact of violence and the year-on-year percentage change,

2007-2020

Since 2018, increases in government and private spending on securitisation have driven the rise in the economic impact of violence.
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TABLE 3.2

Change in the economic impact of violence
and percentage change, billions PPP, 2007
-2020

The impact of military expenditure is 11.1 per cent higher in
2020 compared to 2007, while internal security expenditure
has decreased by 10.3 per cent over the same period.

Table 3.2 shows the change in the economic impact of violence by
indicator from the inception of the index to 2020. Since 2007, the
economic impact of violence has decreased 3.5 per cent, the
equivalent of $535.9 billion. Due to the difference in indicators,
the impact of violence may not replicate the improvements or
deteriorations in peacefulness as measured in the GPI.

The trend in the economic impact over time is shown in Figure
3.3. The 18 indicators in the model can be divided into three CHANGE CHANGE (%)

. . . . INDICATOR 2007 2020 BILLIONS
categories of violent impact: Interpersonal and Self-Inflicted £007_2023 2007-2020
Violence, Aftmefi Conflict, al?d I’/wlence Containment. Box 3.1 s?ows Conflict deaths 107 104 03 31%
how the 18 indicators are distributed across these three domains.
Fear .4 64.4 -71.0 -9.8%
GDP losses 43.8 80.3 36.6 83.5%

Armed Conflict has recorded the largest percentage increase

having increased by 13.4 per cent from 2007. In contrast, Homicide 11833 9996 -183.7 -15.5%

Interpersonal and Self-Inflicted Violence decreased by 10.8 per cent Incarceration 129.5 145.9 16.4 12.6%

over the period and Violence Containment decreased by 2.5 per Internal security

cent. Since 2007, expenditures on private security and internal expenditure 50620 45425 5195 10.3%
security have declined by 28.3 and 9.7 per cent. However, increases Military expenditure  5775.4  6,418.0 6425 11%
in military expenditure have offset the decrease in other forms of Peacebuilding 627 56.3 6.4 10.2%
violence containment expenditure. ;
Peacekeeping 9.8 24.5 147 149.9%
Private security 1,639.4 11747 -464.8 -28.3%
Refugees and IDPs 246.2 266.1 19.9 8.1%
“ Small arms 16.7 20.5 3.8 22.9%
. . Suicide 689.6 683.9 -5.7 -0.8%
The global economic impact of violence :
worsened for the second year in a row, Terrorism 222 105 7 527%
increasing by 0.2 per cent or $32 billion Violent crime 5335 4627 707 13.3%
from 2019 to 2020. However, it is still Total 15,496.2 14,9604 -535.9 -3.5%

$535.9 billion lower than in 2007.

Source: |IEP

BOX 3.1
The economic impact of violence by domain
Violence Containment

Armed Conflict Interpersonal and Self-Inflicted Violence

Military expenditure

Internal security expenditure

Security agency

Private security

Small arms imports

Incarceration Costs

Conflict deaths

Terrorism deaths and injuries

Indirect costs of conflict (GDP losses due
to conflict)

Losses from status as refugees and IDPs

UN Peacekeeping

ODA peacebuilding expenditure

UNHCR expenditure
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Homicide

Violent assault

Sexual assault

Fear of crime

Suicide




FIGURE 3.3

Indexed trend in the economic impact by domain, 2007-2020

In 2020, Interpersonal and Self-Inflicted Violence and Violence Containment were both lower relative to 2007.
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ARMED CONFLICT

VIOLENCE CONTAINMENT

INTERPERSONAL AND
SELF-INFLICTED VIOLENCE

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

THE ECONOMIC IMPACT OF
INTERPERSONAL AND SELF-INFLICTED
VIOLENCE, AND ARMED CONFLICT

The economic impact of Interpersonal and Self-Inflicted Violence
is the aggregate of homicide, violent and sexual assault, suicide
and fear of violence. In 2020, the economic impact of
Interpersonal Violence and Self-Inflicted Violence on the global
economy amounted to $2.21 trillion. This is equivalent to 1.7 per
cent of global GDP, or $287 per person. Compared to the previous
year, it improved by two per cent or $44.7 billion.

Homicide accounts for approximately 45 per cent of the domain's
economic impact, followed by suicide at 31 per cent and assault at
14 per cent. Figure 3.4 provides a detailed breakdown of the
economic impact of the domain.

The economic impact of Armed Conflict on the global economy in
2020 amounted to $448.1 billion. The Armed Conflict domain
includes the costs associated with violence caused by larger
groups such as nation-states, militia groups and terrorist
organisations in order to achieve political, economic or social
objectives or security.’?

This collective violence includes armed conflict within and
between states, violent political repression, genocide and
terrorism. The domain also includes the costs associated with the
consequences of armed conflict, such as UN peacekeeping and
peacebuilding funding. The economic impact of Armed Conflict is
concentrated across three regions — sub-Saharan Africa, MENA
and South America.

FIGURE 3.4
Composition of the economic impact of
Interpersonal Violence and Self-Inflicted
Violence, 2020

Homicide comprises almost half of the global economic impact
of Interpersonal and Self-Inflicted Violence.
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FIGURE 3.5
Breakdown of the global economic impact
of Armed Conflict, 2020

Forced displacement accounts for nearly two thirds of the
global economic impact of Armed Conflict.
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In 2020, three countries suffered exceptionally high costs of Armed
Conflict — Syria, South Sudan and the Central African Republic. At
75 per cent of GDP, Syria recorded the largest economic cost of
Armed Conflict. South Sudan followed at 37 per cent and the
Central African Republic at 31 per cent of GDP. Afghanistan's
losses were 28 per cent of GDP.

Refugees and IDPs is the largest component, accounting for
approximately 59 per cent of the economic impact of Armed
Conflict, followed by the GDP losses from conflict at 18 per cent.
Figure 3.5 provides a detailed breakdown of the indicators
contained in the domain.

THE COUNTRIES WITH THE HIGHEST
ECONOMICIMPACT

The economic cost of violence for the ten most affected countries
ranged from 21 to 82 per cent of their GDP. These countries have
high levels of armed conflict, large numbers of internally displaced
persons, high levels of interpersonal violence or large militaries. In
the ten most peaceful countries, the average economic cost was 4.2
per cent of GDP. Table 3.3 lists the ten most affected countries as a
percentage of GDP.

High-intensity conflict-affected countries, such as Syria, Libya,
Afghanistan, Somalia, suffer from higher costs from conflict
deaths, terrorism, losses from refugees and IDPs and GDP losses
from conflict. Additionally, the Central African Republic and
Yemen — countries affected by medium-intensity conflict — suffer
similar conflict costs, particularly the losses from refugees and
IDPs. Colombia and Cyprus also suffered high costs from the losses
from refugees and displacements.

El Salvador and Jamaica recorded the highest cost of homicide
globally, equivalent to 9.3 and 7.8 per cent of GDP, respectively.
Overall, these two countries have the 15" and 26™ highest cost
globally.

Equatorial Guinea, Venezuela and Libya were the countries with
the steepest decreases, all recording reductions above 30 per cent.
All of these countries recorded significant drops in their military
expenditure.

TABLE 3.3
The ten countries with the highest economic

cost of violence, percentage of GDP, 2020
In Syria, South Sudan and Afghanistan the economic cost of
violence was more than 40 per cent of GDP.

COUNTRY ECONOMIC COST OF VIOLENCE

AS PERCENTAGE OF GDP

Syria 81.7%
South Sudan 421%
Afghanistan 40.3%
Central African Republic 37.0%
Somalia 34.9%
North Korea 27.4%
Colombia 27.3%
Yemen 22.7%
Libya 22.0%
Cyprus 21.6%
Source: |IEP

North Korea, Cuba and Burkina Faso recorded the largest
increases, all above 80 per cent. All of these countries recorded
increases in their military expenditure, homicide and internal
security expenditure. The economic impact of Armed Conflict
increased five-fold in Burkina Faso, driven by the costs of
terrorism, displacements and conflict deaths.

THE REGIONAL ECONOMIC IMPACT OF
VIOLENCE

Regionally, North America recorded the highest economic impact
at $3.9 trillion, followed by Asia-Pacific and Europe at $3.3 and
$2.5 trillion, respectively. These three regions have significantly
higher levels of expenditure on internal security and the military,
which in 2020, made up roughly 80 per cent of each region's total.

In 2020, the economic impact of violence improved across four
regions — MENA, South America, Central America and the
Caribbean and Russia and Eurasia.

Central America and the Caribbean recorded the largest yearly
improvement equal to 7.6 per cent and was driven by a reduction
in the number of refugees and displacements. Within the region,
the economic impact of violence of Mexico decreased by $35
billion, which also contributed to the region's improvement.
Figure 3.6 displays the total 2020 economic impact by region and
the percentage change in the economic impact from 2019.

The economic impact deteriorated in five regions in 2020, most
notably, sub-Saharan Africa. The deterioration in sub-Saharan
Africa can be attributed to the rising homicide rate, which
subsequently led to an eight per cent increase in the region's
overall economic impact. Nigeria recorded the largest increase in
its economic impact, which increased by $40.6 billion in 2020
compared to 2019.

Four regions have increased their economic impact of violence
since 2007. Over the 14 years to 2020, no region experienced an
increase in its economic impact greater than Central America and
the Caribbean, which rose by 46.2 per cent from its 2007 levels.
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This was followed by Asia-Pacific, which recorded an 18.1 per cent military expenditure. This represents 59 per cent of the economic

increase from 2007. Figure 3.7 shows the trend in the economic impact for the MENA region and only ten per cent in the Central

impact of violence for Central America and the Caribbean America and Caribbean region, a difference of 48 per cent. Violent

compared to the base year 2007. crime, homicide and suicide has the second greatest variation
across regions representing more than 30 per cent of the impact of

The composition of violence varies substantially by region, as South America and Central America and the Caribbean compared

shown in Figure 3.8. The greatest variation between regions is to five per cent in MENA

FIGURE 3.6

Total economic impact (2020) and change (2019 to 2020) by region
Five of the nine GPI regions recorded an increase in their economic impact of violence.
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FIGURE 3.7

The regional economic impact of violence indexed to 2007, 2007-2020

Between 2007 and 2019, Central America and the Caribbean recorded the largest increase in the economic impact of violence.
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FIGURE 3.8
Composition of the regional economic cost of violence, 2020
At the regional level, military expenditure accounts for between ten and 59 per cent of the economic impact of violence.
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KEY FINDINGS Q

GLOBAL ECONOMIC IMPACT OF VIOLENCE TEN MOST VS LEAST AFFECTED COUNTRIES THE ECONOMIC IMPACT
OF REFUGEES
The global economic impact of o o L
violence was $14.96 trillion PPP in ° O \/S ° (o) The economic impact of
2020, equivalent to 11.6 per cent of refugees and internally
global GDP, or $1,942 per person. GLOBAL AVG GDP AVG GDP displaced persons was
GDP . . more than three times
[ ) In the ten countries most economically higher than the GDP
1 9 42 O R affected by violence, the average economic losses from conflict.
“ f 4 CP?St was equivalentfttla 35.7 per cehnt of GDP. In
the ten most peaceful countries the average
PERPERSON economic cost was 4.2 per cent of GDP.
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SPENDING ON VIOLENCE
CONTAINMENT

Regionally, the per person expenditure on Violence Containment
is highest in Russia & Eurasia, Europe and North America.

Europe and North America, the two most peaceful regions, spend
the most on Violence Containment per person. However, they are
the two regions with the highest per capita income. At $3,685 per
person, North America far exceeds the per capita spend on
Violence Containment expenditure than any other region.

Central America and the Caribbean, South Asia, and sub-Saharan
Africa have the lowest per capita expenditure. On average,
countries in sub-Saharan Africa spend ten times less on violence
containment than in MENA. Figure 3.9 shows per capita violence
containment spending by region.*

FIGURE 3.9

Table 3.4 contains three lists of ten countries highlighting the
highest military expenditure for 2020 as a total, per capita, and as
a percentage of GDP.

The US spends the most of any country annually on its military.
However, from a per capita perspective, the US is only the
third-largest spender, spending US$2,217 per person, the
equivalent of 3.5 per cent of its GDP. The countries with the
highest per capita spending are Qatar and Israel. Both spend over
US$2,200 per citizen on their militaries. North Korea and
Lebanon have the highest percentage of their GDP spent on the
military.

Per capita containment spending (military and internal security) by region, 2020
Per capita violence containment spending is almost ten times higher in MENA than in sub-Saharan Africa.
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TABLE 3.4

Military expenditure: total, per capita, percentage of GDP, 2020

Total military expenditure in the US is higher than the next ten highest countries combined.

Military Expenditure

Military Expenditure

Military Expenditure

o (Total, US$ Billions) ColiL (Per Capita, US$) Country (% of GDP)
United States $731.8 Qatar $2,304.95 North Korea* 24.0%
China $261.1 Israel $2,218.18 Lebanon 13.5%
India $711 United States $2,217.39 Oman 10.8%
Russia $65.1 Singapore $1,943.00 Libya 10.5%
Saudi Arabia $61.9 g“'.ted Arab $1789.14 Saudi Arabia 9.1%
mirates
France $50.1 Saudi Arabia $1,779.62 .F;a'e?t'”.'a” 8.2%
erritories
Germany $49.3 Kuwait $1,578.90 Kuwait 71%
United Kingdom $487 Oman $1,557.76 Algeria 7.0%
Japan $476 Norway $1,299.58 Syria 6.1%
South Korea $43.9 Australia $1,007.32 g”'.ted Arab 5.6%
mirates

Source: SIPRI, IEP calculations

Note: *estimated, Veterans affairs spending and interest on military-related debt is exlcuded
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Methodology at a Glance

The global economic impact of violence is defined as the expenditure and economic effects related to
"containing, preventing and dealing with the consequences of violence." The estimate includes the direct
and indirect costs of violence, as well as an economic multiplier. The multiplier effect calculates the
additional economic activity that would have accrued if the direct costs of violence had been avoided.

Expenditure on containing violence is economically efficient when
it prevents violence for the least amount of spending. However,
spending beyond an optimal level has the potential to constrain a
nation’s economic growth. Therefore, achieving the right levels of
spending on public services such as the military, judicial and
security is important for the most productive use of capital.

This study includes two types of costs: direct and indirect.
Examples of direct costs include medical costs for victims of
violent crime, capital destruction from violence and costs
associated with security and judicial systems. Indirect costs
include lost wages or productivity due to physical and emotional
trauma. There is also a measure of the impact of fear on the
economy, as people who fear that they may become a victim of
violent crime alter their behaviour.’ Table 3.5 outlines the
indicators.

An important aspect of IEP’s estimation is the international
comparability of the country estimates, thereby allowing cost/
benefit analysis of country interventions. The methodology uses
constant purchasing power parity international dollars which
allows for the costs of various countries to be compared with one
another.

IEP estimates the economic impact of violence by aggregating the
costs related to violence, armed conflict and spending on military
and internal security services. The GPI is the initial point of
reference for developing the estimates.

The 2020 version of the economic impact of violence includes 18
variables in three groups.

TABLE 3.5

The analysis presents conservative estimates of the global
economic impact of violence. The estimation only includes
variables of violence for which reliable data could be obtained. The
following are examples of some of the items not counted in the
economic impact of violence:

» the cost of crime to business

« judicial system expenditure

» domestic violence

» household out-of-pocket spending on safety and security
« gpillover effects from conflict and violence.

The total economic impact of violence includes the following
components:

1. Direct costs are the cost of violence to the victim, the
perpetrator, and the government. These include direct
expenditures, such as the cost of policing, military and medical
expenses.

2. Indirect costs accrue after the violent event and include

indirect economic losses, physical and psychological trauma to

the victim and lost productivity.

The multiplier effect represents the flow-on effects of direct

costs, such as the additional economic benefits that would

come from investment in business development or education,
instead of the less productive costs of containing or dealing
with violence. Box 3.1 provides a detailed explanation of the
peace multiplier used.

&

Variables included in the economic impact of violence, 2020

VIOLENCE CONTAINMENT ARMED CONFLICT

1. Military expenditure

1. Direct costs of deaths from internal violent conflict

INTERPERSONAL AND SELF-
INFLICTED VIOLENCE

1. Homicide

2. Internal security expenditure

2. Direct costs of deaths from external violent conflict

2. Violent assault

3. Security agency

3. Indirect costs of violent conflict (GDP losses due to conflict)

3. Sexual assault

4. Private security

4. Losses from status as refugees and IDPs

4. Fear of crime

5. UN peacekeeping 5. Small arms imports

5. Indirect costs of incarceration

6. ODA peacebuilding expenditure 6. Terrorism

6. Suicide
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The term economic impact of violence covers the combined effect of direct and indirect
costs and the multiplier effect, while the economic cost of violence represents the direct
and indirect cost of violence. When a country avoids the economic impact of violence, it

realises a peace dividend.

BOX 3.1
The multiplier effect

The multiplier effect is a commonly used economic
concept, which describes the extent to which additional
expenditure improves the wider economy. Every time there
is an injection of new income into the economy this will
lead to more spending which will, in turn, create
employment, further income and additional spending. This
mutually reinforcing economic cycle is known as
the “multiplier effect” and is the reason that a
dollar of expenditure can create more than a
dollar of economic activity.

Although the exact magnitude of this effect is

A dollar of
expenditure can
create more

spent elsewhere. The economy also benefits from the
lifetime income of the victim. The economic benefits from
greater peace can therefore be significant. This was also
noted by Brauer and Tepper-Marlin (2009), who argued
that violence or the fear of violence may result in some
economic activities not occurring at all. More generally,
there is strong evidence to suggest that
violence and the fear of violence can
fundamentally alter the incentives for
business. For instance, analysis of 730
business ventures in Colombia from 1997 to
2001 found that with higher levels of violence,

difficult to measure, it is likely to be particularly than a dollar new ventures were less likely to survive and
high in the case of expenditure related to of economic profit. Consequently, with greater levels of
containing violence. For instance, if a activity. violence it is likely that we might expect lower
community were to become more peaceful, levels of employment and economic

individuals would spend less time and resources
protecting themselves against violence. Because
of this decrease in violence there are likely to be
substantial flow-on effects for the wider economy, as
money is diverted towards more productive areas such as
health, business investment, education and infrastructure.

When a homicide is avoided, the direct costs, such as the
money spent on medical treatment and a funeral, could be

productivity over the long-term, as the
incentives faced discourage new employment
creation and longer-term investment.

This study assumes that the multiplier is one, signifying
that for every dollar saved on violence containment, there
will be an additional dollar of economic activity. This is a
relatively conservative multiplier and broadly in line with
similar studies.
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PEACE AND
PERCEPTIONS
OF RISK

KEY FINDINGS

One in seven people globally cite crime,
violence, or terrorism as the greatest risk to their
safety in their daily lives. Only road accidents are
cited as a bigger risk.

Nearly 20 per cent of people surveyed have
experienced serious harm from violent crime, or
know someone personally who has experienced
serious harm, in the past two years.

Violence is seen as the biggest risk to daily safety
in 49 of the 142 countries surveyed by the World
Risk Poll. Over 50 per cent of people in
Afghanistan, Brazil, South Africa, Mexico, and the
Dominican Republic see violence as the greatest
risk they face in their daily lives.

QOver 60 per cent of people globally are worried
about sustaining serious harm from violent crime
in the future.

Despite the majority of people fearing sustaining
harm from violent crime, most people also feel
the world is getting safer. Nearly 75 per cent of
people globally feel as safe or more safe today
than they did five years ago.

Authoritarian regimes have the highest reported
rates of increased feelings of safety, with 35 per
cent of people reporting that they felt safer in
2019 than they did in 2014.

South America had the worst result with over 50
per cent of people surveyed feeling less safe
now than five years ago, the highest of any
region.

By contrast, over 50 per cent of people in the
Asia-Pacific region feel safer now than five years
ago. China had the highest increase in feelings of
safety.

In most countries, perceptions of violence match
the risk of being a victim of violence. There is a
strong correlation between feeling unsafe and
having been a victim of violence or knowing
someone who has been a victim.

The five countries with the largest proportion of
people who have experienced violence or know
someone who had are all in sub-Saharan Africa.
Namibia has the highest rate in the world at 63
per cent, followed by South Africa, Lesotho,
Liberia, and Zambia.

Singapore has the lowest fear of violence in the
world. Less than five per cent of Singaporeans
report being very worried about being the victim
of violent crime.

Globally, Rwanda has the highest proportion of
people who feel safer today than they did five
years ago at 67 per cent.
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Introduction

More than one in seven people globally cite violence, crime, or terrorism as the greatest risk to their safety.
This section of the 2021 GPI report examines the relationship between perceptions of risk, safety, and
peacefulness and how these perceptions have changed over time.

The data in this section have been provided by Lloyd’s Register’s
World Risk Poll. IEP and Lloyd’s Register have entered into a
multi-year partnership to examine perceptions of risk across the
world, particularly those related to violence and conflict. The
World Risk Poll is the first global study of worry and risk. It was
conducted by Gallup as part of its World Poll and is based on
interviews with over 150,000 people, including those living in
places where little or no official data exists yet where reported
risks are often highest.

The poll, which was conducted in 2019, provides a baseline of
global perceptions of risk before the onset of the COVID-19
pandemic. The next iteration of the World Risk Poll will be
published later this year, providing insight into how people’s

FIGURE 4.1

perception of their safety and security has changed as a result of
COVID-19.

Figure 4.1 gives a summary of the five countries with the highest
and lowest responses to each of the four questions from the poll.
There are large differences across countries with regard to each of
the four questions.

World Risk Poll questions on violence, top five and bottom five country responses

Violence is a serious concern in Afghanistan, Brazil, and South Africa.
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BOX 4.1
The World Risk Poll and peacefulness

The World Risk Poll asked over 150,000 people in 142
countries 75 questions relating to their experience and
perceptions of risks to their safety. The poll covers a broad
range of risk topics, from workplace health and safety to
people’s experience and fear of political violence. This
section of the GPI report focuses on a subset of the full
poll, looking in particular at people’s perception of the risk
of violence. It uses the following questions from the poll to
examine people’s perceptions of safety and risk. The short
names for the questions used in the section are given in
parenthesis:

« Overall, do you feel more safe, less safe, or about as
safe as you did five years ago?
(feelings of safety)

« In your own words, what is the greatest source of
risk to your safety in your daily life?
(greatest risk)

« In general, are you very worried, somewhat worried,
or not worried that violent crime could cause you
serious harm?

(fear of violence)

GLOBAL PERCEPTIONS
OF SAFETY AND RISK

Just under 15 per cent of people globally cite crime, violence, or
terrorism as the greatest risk to their safety in their daily lives.
This is the second most commonly recorded risk, closely following
road-related accidents or injuries, as shown in Figure 4.2.

Figure 4.3 shows the global distribution of people who feel that
violence is the greatest risk to their safety. This feeling is highest
in South America, where nearly 50 per cent of people feel that
crime, violence, or terrorism is the greatest risk to their safety. The
feeling that violence is the greatest risk is lowest in the
Asia-Pacific region.

({4

One in seven people globally cite crime,
violence, or terrorism as the greatest risk
to their safety in their daily lives. Only

road accidents are cited as a bigger risk.

« Have you or someone you know personally
experienced serious harm from violent crime in the
past two years?

(experience of violence)

In addition, one question from the Gallup World Poll was
used:

« Do you feel safe walking alone in your town or
neighbourhood?
(safe walking alone)

In almost every country, researchers spoke to a nationally
representative sample of around 1,000 people aged 15 or
above. These samples closely matched demographic
characteristics of the country’s adult population, including
age, gender, income, and level of education.

The World Risk Poll is a ten-year project. The next set of
interviews, which are currently being conducted, will show
how COVID-19 has influenced people’s perceptions and
experiences of risk.

FIGURE 4.2
The greatest risk to people’s safety in their
daily lives globally

Fifteen per cent of people globally feel that crime, violence, or
terrorism is the greatest risk to their safety.
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FIGURE 4.3

Greatest Risk - Proportion of people who cite crime, violence or terrorism as the greatest threat

to their safety in their daily lives

The fear of violence is highest in South America and Southern Africa.

Although many people identify crime, violence, or terrorism as the
greatest risk to their safety, the majority of poll respondents
globally do not think their feelings of safety have fallen over the
past five years. Over 70 per cent of people feel as safe or safer now
than they did five years ago, with only 25 per cent feeling less safe
over the same period, as shown in Figure 4.4.

FIGURE 4.4
Feelings of Safety - Proportion of people
who feel less safe, about as safe, or more
safe today than they did five years ago

Globally, one quarter of people feel less safe today than they did
five years ago.
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EXPERIENCE OF VIOLENCE
AND PERCEPTION OF RISK

Around 18 per cent of poll respondents suffered from an
experience of violence, meaning that they or someone they know
had experienced serious harm from violent crime at some point in
the last two years. There were significant differences in the
experience of violence across countries, ranging from just over one
per cent of people in Turkmenistan to over 63 per cent of people
in Namibia.

Of the 142 countries with data, just six had experience of violence
rates lower than five per cent, while six countries reported having
experience of violence rates higher than 50 per cent.

In most countries, perceptions of violence closely match the risk of
being a victim of violence. There is a strong correlation between
the fear of violence and experience of violence, as shown in Figure
4.5.

However, in some regions and countries in the world, there is a
disproportionate fear of violence that does not match the actual
risk of being a victim of violence. For example, 33 per cent of
people in Japan are very worried about sustaining harm from
violent crime despite only three per cent of people citing that they,
or someone they know personally, have experienced serious harm
from violent crime. Conversely, in some countries there is a very
low fear of violence given the percentage of people who have
experienced it. For example, in Sweden nearly 25 per cent of the
population recorded an experience of violence, but only 11 per cent
of Swedes reported feeling very worried about being a victim of
violent crime.
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FIGURE 4.5
Experience of violence vs fear of being a victim of violence

There is a strong relationship between experience of violence and fear of violence.
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Perceptions by Government Type

There are significant differences in perceptions of safety across different types of government. A full
description of the four government types used in this section is given in Box 4.2.

BOX 4.2
Government types

IEP uses the government type definitions provided by the
Economist Intelligence Unit (EIU), based on country scores
from its annual Democracy Index.

The four types of regimes are defined as:

Full democracies: Countries in which basic political
freedoms and civil liberties are respected by the
government, the people and the culture. Elections are free
and fair. The government is generally well-functioning and
mostly free from bias and corruption due to systems of
checks and balances.

Flawed democracies: Countries in which elections are free
and fair and basic civil liberties are respected. There may
be significant weaknesses in other areas of democracy,
such as problems in governance, minimal political
participation or infringement on media freedom.

Hybrid regimes: States that hold elections that are not
necessarily free and fair. There may be widespread
corruption and weak rule of law, with problems regarding
government functioning, political culture and political
participation. The media and the judiciary are likely to be
under government influence.

Authoritarian regimes: Countries in which political
pluralism is absent or severely limited, many of which can
be characterised as dictatorships. Corruption,
infringement of civil liberties, repression and censorship
are common. The media and the judiciary are not
independent of the ruling regime.
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Figure 4.6 summarises the perceptions of risk across the four
government types. Flawed democracies have, on average, the
highest proportion of people who feel violence is the greatest risk
to their safety, with just under 21 per cent of people reporting it as
the greatest risk. However, the experience of violence is highest
among hybrid regimes, where over 25 per cent of people report
having had some experience with violent crime.

Fear of violence is highest amongst hybrid regimes and flawed
democracies, with close to 42 per cent of people in both types of
government reporting that they are very worried about being the
victim of violent crime. The fear of violence is lowest amongst full
democracies, where just under 31 per cent of people report feeling
very worried.

Hybrid regimes and flawed democracies have also seen the
greatest decrease in feelings of safety. Thirty-four per cent of
people in both these government types report feeling less safe in
2019 than in 2014, with a slightly higher percentage of people in
hybrid regimes reporting they felt more safe over the same period.

Feelings of safety increased the most in authoritarian regimes with
over half of the people reporting that they felt safer now than five
years prior. In full democracies, feelings of safety were very stable,
with 58 per cent of people reporting that they felt about as safe as
five years earlier.

FIGURE 4.6

FULL DEMOCRACY

Feelings of safety recorded little change amongst full democracies.
They also have the smallest proportion of people of any
government type who cite crime, violence, or terrorism as the
greatest risk to their safety, with only 14 per cent of the
population identifying it as the greatest daily threat. However, it
is still the second most cited risk overall amongst fully democratic
countries, with only road accidents cited more often.

Fear of violence is lower in full democracies than in any other
government type, with 31 per cent of people reporting that they
are very worried about being a victim of violence. However,
Norway is the only full democracy where less than ten per cent of
people report being very worried about violence.

Experience of violence is also lower on average in fully democratic
countries than any other government type. However, Japan is the
only full democracy where the experience of violence rate was
lower than ten per cent, with Uruguay, Costa Rica, the United
States, and Sweden all having experience of violence rates of 25
per cent or more.

Summary of perceptions of risk and violence by government type
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FLAWED DEMOCRACY

Feelings of safety in flawed democracies has hardly changed
compared to five years ago. Thirty-three per cent of people
reported that they felt less safe than they did five years ago,
compared to 25 per cent who feel more safe. However, the most
common response among flawed democracies was feeling as safe
as five years ago, at 42 per cent. In 29 of the 47 flawed
democracies, over 30 per cent of the population reported feeling
less safe in 2019 than they did in 2014.

Violence is a bigger concern to people who live in flawed
democracies than in any other government type. Over 20 per cent
of people in flawed democracies report that the greatest risk to
their safety in daily life is violence. In Brazil, South Africa and
Mexico, this percentage is over 50 per cent, with Brazil having the
highest percentage of people in the world who report that violence
is the greatest risk to their safety.

Fear of violence in flawed democracies is higher than in full
democracies and authoritarian regimes, with 42 per cent of people
stating that they are very worried about being a victim of violent
crime. Over 50 per cent of people are very worried about violence
in more than a third of the 47 countries classified as flawed
democracies.

Experience of violence is also high amongst flawed democracies.
Namibia, South Africa and Lesotho have the largest experience of
violence rates of any countries in the world. Sixty-three per cent of
Namibians have, or know someone personally who has,
experienced serious harm from violent crime in the past two years.

HYBRID REGIME

People in hybrid regimes had the most varied changes in feelings
of safety. Just over 34 per cent of people feel less safe now than
they did five years ago, with 33 per cent feeling as safe, and 28 per
cent people feeling more safe. Lebanon, a hybrid regime, has the
largest percentage of people globally who feel less safe today than
they did five years ago, at 81 per cent.

Violence is reported as the greatest risk in hybrid regimes, with 16
per cent of people reporting that it is their greatest threat to safety
in daily life. Amongst those countries, Venezuela has the highest
percentage of people who view it as the greatest risk, at 45 per
cent. Safety and security in Venezuela has decreased significantly
since 2014, with its score on the Safety and Security domain on the
GPI deteriorating by 32 per cent over this period.

Fear of violence is higher in hybrid regimes than any other
government type, with 42 per cent of people reporting that they
are very worried about violent crime. However, there is a great
deal of variance between hybrid regimes on the fear of violence.
Over 75 per cent of people in Malawi report feeling very worried,
about violent crime however, Singapore has the lowest percentage
of people who are very worried in the world, at less than five
percent.

More people have had an experience of violence in hybrid regimes
than any other government type, at 26 per cent. However, there
was considerable variance between countries in this category,
ranging from 57 per cent of people in Liberia, to just four per cent
of people in Singapore.

AUTHORITARIAN REGIME

Authoritarian regimes have the highest reported rates of increases
in feelings of safety, with 35 per cent of people reporting that they
felt safer in 2019 than they did in 2014. Rwanda has the largest
proportion of people globally who feel safer today than they did
five years ago at 67 per cent, closely followed by China at 65 per
cent. Only 5.5 per cent of people in China reported that they feel
less safe, the lowest proportion of any country in the world.

Just over 17 per cent of people in authoritarian regimes see
violence as the greatest risk to their daily safety, the second
highest of the four government types. Violence was the most
commonly cited greatest risk among authoritarian regimes, ahead
of road accidents and health concerns. However, in over a third of
countries classified as authoritarian regimes, less than ten per
cent of people identified violence as their greatest risk to safety.

Only full democracies have a lower fear of violence than
authoritarian regimes, with 36 per cent of people being very
worried about being a victim of violent crime. Authoritarian
regimes also have the highest percentage of people who report
being not worried about violence, at 32 per cent. In Uzbekistan, 69
per cent of people state that they are not worried about being the
victim of violent crime, which is the highest proportion of any
country across all government types.

Despite the increase in feelings of safety and the low fear of
violence, the experience of violence remains high in most
authoritarian regimes, with 24 per cent of people reporting that
they or someone they know had suffered serious harm from
violence in the past two years. However, Turkmenistan has the
lowest reported experience of violence rate in the world, at one per
cent. Afghanistan was the only authoritarian regime with an
experience of violence rate higher than 50 per cent.

€6

Authoritarian regimes have the highest
reported rates of increased feelings

of safety, with 35 per cent of people
reporting that they felt safer in 2019
than they did in 2014.
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Perceptions by Region

Perceptions of violence differ greatly across regions. The contrast is greatest when comparing South
America to the Asia-Pacific region, the two regions with the highest and lowest levels of violence-related
risk. South America has the highest number of people whose feelings of safety have decreased. It also has
the largest proportion of people who do not feel safe walking alone at night and the highest percentage of
people who cite violence as the greatest risk to their daily safety.

By contrast, the Asia-Pacific region has the largest percentage of
people who feel safer now than five years ago, and the second
lowest percentage of people who report violence as the greatest
risk to their daily safety.

Figure 4.7 summarises perceptions of violence and risk by region.
In most regions, most people feel about as safe today as they did
five years ago. However, in South America, Central America and
the Caribbean, and sub-Saharan Africa the most common response
to the feelings of safety question was less safe, with over 50 per
cent of people in South America reporting feeling less safe.

Fear of violence is highest in South America, where over 60 per
cent of people report feeling very worried about becoming a

FIGURE 4.7

victim of violent crime. By contrast, in Russia and Eurasia only 21
per cent of people feel very worried.

Violence is most likely to be seen as the greatest risk in South
America, followed closely by Central America, with 44 and 38 per
cent of people respectively reporting it as the greatest risk to their
safety. Violence is not considered the greatest risk by more than a
quarter of the population in any other region.

Although concerns about violence are highest in South America,
the actual experience of violence is highest in sub-Saharan Africa,
where just under 38 per cent of people have experienced violent
crime, or know someone who has, in the past two years.

Summary of perceptions of risk and violence by region

Flawed democracies have the highest proportion of people who cite violence as the greatest threat to their safety.
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FIGURE 4.8

Proportion of people who do not feel safe walking home alone at night, by region,

2006-2019

Fear of local violence is increasing in South Asia and sub-Saharan Africa.
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The regional trend of the proportion of people who do not feel
safe walking alone is shown in Figure 4.8. This percentage is
highest in South America, where nearly 60 per cent of people feel
unsafe walking alone at night in their neighbourhood.

Both South Asia and sub-Saharan Africa recorded increases in the
number of people who feel unsafe, with only Russia and Eurasia
seeing a significant rise in the number of people who feel safe
walking alone between 2008 and 2020.

ASIA-PACIFIC

The Asia-Pacific region has the largest proportion of people
globally whose feelings of safety have improved, at 36 per cent.
The increase in feelings of safety was highest in China at 65 per
cent, followed by Laos with 61 per cent, and Vietnam with 48 per
cent.

Just under nine per cent of people in the Asia-Pacific region cite
crime, violence, or terrorism as the greatest risk to their safety in
their daily lives, the lowest of any region other than Russia and
Eurasia. Most people are more concerned about health-related
issues and road-related accidents or injuries. Malaysia has the
highest proportion of people in the region, who view violence as
the greatest risk to their safety, at 27 per cent. No other country in
the region has more than 20 per cent of its respondents that see
violence as their greatest risk.

Fear of violence in the Asia-Pacific is the fourth lowest of any
region, with 30 per cent of respondents reporting that they are
very worried about violence. Singapore has the lowest fear of
violence, with just five per cent of people reporting that they feel
very worried. By contrast, although Japan is one of the most
peaceful countries in the region and the world, 33 per cent of
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people feel very worried about being the victim of violent crime.

Experience of violence is also low in the region. Just under 12 per
cent of people have had an experience of violence in the last two
years. Although violence is seen as the greatest risk in Malaysia,
the actual experience of violence is highest in the Philippines,
where just over 28 per cent of people reported suffering serious
harm from violent crime, or knowing someone who had, in the
last two years.

CENTRAL AMERICA AND CARIBBEAN

Feelings of safety have deteriorated in the Central America and the
Caribbean region. Just under 42 per cent of respondents reported
that they feel less safe in 2019 compared to 2014, the second
highest regional proportion after South America. Costa Rica
recorded the largest fall in feelings of safety, with 49 per cent of
people reporting that they felt less safe.

Violence is perceived as the greatest risk to daily safety in the
region. Over 38 per cent of people report that crime, violence, or
terrorism is the biggest risk they face in their daily lives.

Mexico has the largest proportion of people who cite violence as
the largest risk, at 49 per cent. This fear of violence matches the
actual increase in violence in Mexico over the past decade, wher