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The Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) so far has been 

and sometimes growing, disparities between (as well as within) its member
countries. This report is the outcome of a study conducted by the secretariat 

gaps among ASEAN member countries and shows that they impede the area’s 
future as an integrated region. The report then evaluates ongoing initiatives for

broadened in order to narrow the development gaps. 

Despite good economic growth in the ASEAN region, large disparities 
in development outcomes between countries remain. Especially stark are the 
differences in health, economic and IT connectivity achievements. The child
and maternal mortality rates of Cambodia, the Lao People’s Democratic
Republic and Myanmar, for example, are between 11 and 47 times higher than 
those of Singapore. Similarly, the GDP per capita and labour productivity of 
Singapore is on par with developed countries, and three times as high as that
of the next ranking ASEAN country on these scores, Malaysia. The GDP per 
capita and labour productivity of the poorer countries, Cambodia, the Lao 
People’s Democratic Republic, Myanmar and Viet Nam, is a mere tenth or less 
of  Singapore’s levels. The per capita use of mobile phones and the Internet in 
Cambodia and the Lao People’s Democratic Republic is just one-hundredth of 
Singapore’s use.

These numbers would present an even gloomier picture if all countries 
of the region were able to produce reliable and timely data for the most basic 
statistical indicators. The Lao People’s Democratic Republic and Myanmar
stand out as having the lowest availability of data for the indicators discussed
in this report, scoring particularly low on the World Bank statistical capacity 
index, and not having subscribed to the IMF General Data Dissemination 
System (GDDS). Myanmar, furthermore, is the only ASEAN country that has 
not yet started to formulate a national statistical development strategy (NSDS),
whereas all other member countries have such a strategy in place or are in the 



2

Good quality statistical data is a vital precondition for good governance, which is
another main challenge to ASEAN’s regional integration. On this score, ASEAN’s overall 
performance is far from impressive. All ASEAN countries, for example, rank amongst the
bottom half of all countries of the world on the ability of their citizens to select their government 
and to engage in freedom of expression and association. Cambodia and the Lao People’s
Democratic Republic rank amongst the bottom quintile of all countries on the effectiveness 
of their governments, rule of law and the control of corruption; the Lao People’s Democratic
Republic also does so on the quality of its policies and regulations. Myanmar, in the meanwhile,

on “voice and accountability”.

True regional integration will require all countries to achieve minimum standards 
of economic and social development, guided by international agreed development goals and
principles, including those contained in the United Nations Millennium Declaration. The

Similarly, the ability of future generations to meet their needs should not be compromised.

initiatives need to be strengthened and transformed into genuine integration mechanisms to 
make a real difference: 

. Current ASEAN investment policies suffer from 

the wide development gaps amongst ASEAN members is a condition for poorer ASEAN

systems for development.

Trade integration. Trade will remain the backbone of ASEAN’s integration. The

Furthermore, considerable progress has been made under ASEAN Framework Agreement on 

market-driven. Transforming 10 ASEAN markets into an integrated market to allow for free
movements of goods and services requires policies that go beyond current trade and investment 
liberalization. The focus should be on policies enhancing the locational advantages of the 
region by lowering the costs of cross-border transactions, including elimination of non-tariff 
barriers, closer cooperation on competition rules, trade and facilitation measures, standards,

As it moves toward greater economic
integration, ASEAN has attached growing importance to cross-border human mobility. The

social costs and unintended consequences of migration policies. ASEAN should promote a
regional strategy for managing migration that addresses all forms of population movements
in a coordinated and integrated manner. The migration-development nexus and the role of 
remittances in poverty reduction as well as gender dimensions of migration in ASEAN should 
also be addressed.
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Control communicable diseases and their spread across borders. Development of effective 
drugs and vaccines and making them available at an affordable cost to all sections of the 
population is an essential component of communicable disease control. The ASEAN region 
could cooperate more closely in promoting affordable access to drugs by: 1) sharing local

2) enhancing research and manufacturing capabilities for new medicines. Efforts also must be 

health sector to build the political will for according importance to health, and also to direct 

Energy security. The current volatility of oil prices has caused major uncertainty in 
ASEAN. Effective ways to ensure energy security include diversifying energy resources and
supply, and building strategic oil reserve to serve in times of an unforeseen supply crisis. 
Expediting the implementation of the ASEAN Power Grid and the Trans-ASEAN Gas Pipeline
(TAGP) projects with linkages to other regional initiatives such as the Trans-Asian Energy
System (TAES), and the creation of an ASEAN Energy Investment Facility to assist infrastructure 
development, would also further enhance energy security. 

Information infrastructure. There are many opportunities for a strong ASEAN ICT 
sector as the world ICT market continues to grow steadily. To enhance its competitiveness,
ASEAN should expedite the integration of the ICT sector. ASEAN should also call for a strong
commitment of member countries to narrow their internal digital divides.  An integrated
ASEAN ICT sector would require integrated policies and regulations on the use of ICT, a 
regional physical infrastructure that includes adequate internet connectivity, a pool of skilled
ICT professionals and an integrated ICT labour market. 

Transport infrastructure. An ASEAN integrated transport network is needed to

network. Lessons learned from cross-border transport projects in recent years have shown that
1) governments need to play a larger role, even in projects that are primarily private sector-

vary dramatically.

The present report emphasizes that the persistence of development gaps among
ASEAN member countries is unsustainable for ASEAN's future effectiveness. True regional
integration will require all countries to achieve minimum standards of economic and social 
development. Without such development, ASEAN integration will lead to clear winners and
losers, with poverty and inequality increasing between members as well as within member 
countries. Three key areas are outlined in which initiatives may be undertaken by ASEAN in

Governance: Adequate decision-making in government, civil society and the private 
sector on political, economic, social and environmental issues requires minimum standards of 
governance, including transparency and access to reliable information and data.
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Cohesion policy: The ASEAN vision on the new freedoms of movement will only 
be sustainable if supported by a cohesion policy aimed at diminishing the development gaps

for social, economic and environmental development.

Trans-ASEAN networks: As the backbone for the envisaged freedom of movement,
network infrastructures and services in transport, ICT, energy,  and water are needed that 

important because of wide inter-country disparities in development outcomes.

Eight main recommendations for strengthening governance, cohesion policy and 
intra-regional networks in ASEAN are proposed: 

Ensure adherence to international norms and standards in governance and social 
protection. Stronger commitment by member countries is required in ensuring
control of corruption, regulatory quality, political stability, rule of law, and voice and
accountability.

identity with enforceable power. A “subsidiary” principle could be adopted to ensure 
that both new and existing institutions have more effective governing power,  without
the need of establishing supranational institutions.

Ensure that the legal and institutional environment is supportive of objective and reliable 
statistics.  The Statistical Law should ensure that the national statistical system is truly
independent  from political interference and statistics are compiled professionally and
on an impartial basis.

Increase funding for statistics.  ASEAN members with a weak statistical system should 
invest more in  it to provide timely and reliable statistical information on the status of 
the economy, society and environment, so that policies can be appropriately targeted and

Expedite the integration of the Trans-ASEAN network. Stronger efforts are needed to

integration. These should take into account economic, social and environmental 
sustainability considerations.

regional integration.   Enlarging the number of  bilateral  agreements leads to fragmentation
instead of facilitating integration. Disparities between member countries should also be 
reduced to strengthen the negotiating power of ASEAN as a block, both vis-à-vis large
trading partners and in the multilateral arena. 

Financial assistance is required

integration. These countries require additional support to provide social and economic

Strengthen the system of social safety nets and protection mechanisms. Member
countries and groups therein that are adversely affected by the deepening and widening 
of integration should be compensated. ASEAN could consider formulating a covenant 
on social protection which could provide the basis for expanding its accessibility and 

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.
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1 ASEAN Secretariat, A New ASEAN, http://www.aseansec.org/19742.htm.
2 ASEAN, The ASEAN Declaration (Bangkok Declaration), Bangkok, 8 August 1967.

gg

In January 2007, the ASEAN Secretariat issued a note1 stating that 
ASEAN “is one of the most successful regional organizations, and is deepening
its integration efforts in all fronts”. It also noted, however, that ASEAN is
facing many new challenges, including the need to narrow the development 
gaps among its member countries, and that it must address these challenges
to remain relevant. Since the ASEAN Summit meeting in Kuala Lumpur in 

worked on the drafting of a charter for ASEAN. 

This charter will place ASEAN in a better position to overcome the 
challenges described above. It offers an opportunity for ASEAN to take stock 

new path for its integration. The leaders of the 10 ASEAN countries will sign
the charter at their Summit Meeting in Singapore in November 2007. Although 
the exact text of the charter has not yet been made public, it is clear that it will
promote greater cooperation and integration among the member countries. 

Since its inception, the mandate of ESCAP has been to promote regional 
cooperation for the economic and social development of its member States. In an

intends to work increasingly using a subregional approach, including through
subregional organizations, which are playing an ever more important role in

inclusive and sustainable economic and social development, ESCAP will be
reaching out to these actors in new ways, in particular by conducting strategic
analyses of persistent and emerging issues, which can serve as inputs into 
regional and subregional policy dialogues.

The present report is the outcome of a study conducted by the ESCAP 
secretariat to coincide with the 13th ASEAN Summit, to be held from 18 to 

Secretariat that ASEAN is one of the most successful regional organizations, 
but it also stresses the need for ASEAN to narrow the development gaps among  

citizens of all 10 countries.  From its inception in 1967, ASEAN has emphasized 
its commitment to justice and the rule of law and its adherence to the principles 
of the Charter of the United Nations.2
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In its assessment of the achievements and development gaps of ASEAN, ESCAP is 
guided by internationally agreed development goals and principles, notably the following: 

3  (10 December 1948)
4  (23 March 1976)

5 (3 January 1976)
6  (3

September 1981)
7  (15 April 1994)

8  (8 September 2000)

The Millennium Declaration states: “We consider certain fundamental values to be 

solidarity, tolerance, respect for nature, and shared responsibility.” In order to translate these 

peace, security and disarmament; development and poverty eradication; protection of the 
common environment; human rights, democracy and good governance. The Millennium 
Development Goals were developed as a monitoring framework with 18 quantitative targets 
and 48 indicators to measure the progress towards the objectives of development and poverty 
eradication.

The many achievements of ASEAN notwithstanding, the present report notes serious 
development gaps between the member countries of ASEAN and argues that these disparities 
need to be bridged urgently to prevent losers of the integration process from being permanently 
left behind. ESCAP believes that, in the long run, uneven development is unsustainable, as 
instabilities resulting from disparities will spill across borders into neighbouring countries, 
involving the movement of displaced people and the transformation of border areas into 

to contain instabilities rather than addressing root causes. 

countries, as it would enhance the functioning and sustainability of the partnerships between 
the member States. It will also enable the region as a whole to become collectively more 

regional producers in the global economy.

Regional cohesion that bridges development gaps between and within member States 
will require substantial transfers of resources in the form of investments in economic, social 
and environmental development, including the development of local infrastructure as part of 
regional networks. Modalities for such investments need to be discussed and agreed upon, 
not merely through bilateral arrangements that already exist between various countries, but 

3 General Assembly resolution 217 A (III).
4 See General Assembly resolution 2200 A (XXI), annex.
5 Ibid.
6  General Assembly resolution 34/180, annex.
7 See  (E/1994/29), chap. V, para. 59.
8  See General Assembly resolution 55/2 of 8 September 2000.
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One possibility that needs to be explored is the establishment of ASEAN-wide 

partner countries could then apply to access such funds for collaborative projects.  Approval 
of collective assistance for collaborative projects from such funds must be guided by United 
Nations and international values and standards. In this way, ASEAN member States can 
work together to achieve United Nations standards and benchmarks already agreed by the 
international community.

ASEAN leaders have declared that “ASEAN must remain cohesive with strong 
institutions and responsive policies for regional community building”. Collective and 
constructive engagement will enable the organization to achieve its goal of attaining regional 
cohesion with strong institutions and responsive policies for regional community building. The 
development of such a regional cohesion policy needs to incorporate international benchmarks 
for enhanced equality upon which ASEAN members have agreed.

to those in the European Economic Community in the early 1990s, the only other geographic 
area where the free movement to which ASEAN leaders aspire has been achieved. Although 
supranational institutions, per se, will not be required, what is necessary is the following:

(a) Good governance: Adequate decision-making in government, civil society and 
the private sector on political, economic, social and environmental issues requires minimum 
standards of governance, including transparency and access to reliable information and data;

(b) Cohesion policy: The ASEAN vision of the new freedoms of movement will 
only be sustainable if supported by a cohesion policy aimed at diminishing the development 

social, economic and environmental development;

(c) Trans-ASEAN networks: As the backbone for the envisaged freedom of 
movement, network infrastructures and services in transport, ICT, energy, and water are 

especially important because of wide intercountry disparities in development outcomes. 

The present report has four chapters. The next chapter will analyse the main 
gaps existing between ASEAN countries in development outcomes,  data availability,  and 
governance. The third chapter will review the ongoing initiatives by ASEAN for regional 
cooperation and analyse their strengths and weaknesses, as well as the opportunities they 
bring and the threats they encounter. The fourth chapter concludes with a set of key policy 
recommendations.
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In today’s world, economic growth and social development cannot be 
separated from environmental sustainability or good governance. Economic 
growth provides the resources for social development, while social development 
supports economic growth. Neither can be sustained unless the environment 
and the natural resources are protected and preserved. Good governance is the 
glue that links these three development dimensions. 

This section analyses the main differences between ASEAN countries 

and in governance. Both the recent status and trends in disparities since the 
early 1990s are evaluated.

Economic growth since 1990 

region, during which the economies of Indonesia, Malaysia, Singapore, Thailand 
and Viet Nam grew, on average, 6 per cent or more annually.  The region as 

economies of Indonesia and Thailand contracted during the second half of the 
decade, while those of Malaysia and Singapore in particular, but also Viet Nam, 
grew at a much slower pace. The early years of the millennium have seen steady 
economic growth in the aforementioned countries, but at a slower pace than the 
early 1990s, with the exception of Viet Nam. 

The growth paths of the remaining ASEAN members have been rather 

of Brunei Darussalam is smaller in 2006 than it was in 1990. Alone among the 

the early 1990s; the country’s economy actually declined during that period. 
Although its growth rates have picked up somewhat since the mid-1990s, the 
average annual growth rate in the Philippines during the last decade and a half 
has been an anaemic 1.5 per cent, the second lowest in the ASEAN region after 
Brunei Darussalam (Table 2.1). 
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           Table 2.1    Economic growth rates in ASEAN countries, 1990-2006

9 Values of the Gini index range between 0 and 100. An index value of 0 means that, say, GDP per capita is the 

0 and 100 mean higher levels of inequality (disparity).
10 The analysis is hampered by the incompleteness of internationally comparable data. This issue is, as mentioned 
before, dealt with in detail in the next section.

990-95  1995-2000  2000-05  2006 1990-2006

Brunei Darussalam (BRN) -1.1 0.1  - 0.2 1.5  -0.3

Cambodia (KHM) 3.1 4.8 7.2 5.4 5.0

Indonesia (IDN) 6.2  -0.7 3.3 4.3 3.0

Lao PDR (LAO) 3.5 3.9 4.6 5.5 4.1

Malaysia (MYS) 6.7 2.3 2.5 4.0 3.8

Myanmar (MMR) 4.3 7.1  11.8 6.1 7.6

Philippines (PHL) -0.1 1.5 2.5 3.3 1.4

Singapore (SGP) 5.9 3.4 2.5 6.5 4.1

Thailand THA) 7.4  - 0.6 4.3 4.3 3.7

Viet Nam (VNM) 6.0 5.3 6.0 6.3 5.8

 1

The member countries that joined ASEAN after 1996, Cambodia, the Lao People’s 
Democratic Republic and Myanmar, were for various reasons rather insulated from the 
globalizing world at the beginning of the 1990s. Following the peace settlement and elections 
in 1993, the economy of Cambodia has grown at average annual rates higher during each 
successive half-decade.  The growth experience of the Lao People’s Democratic Republic and 
Myanmar has been similar. Myanmar is the only country in the ASEAN region with an average 
annual economic growth rate of over 7 per cent since 1990. 

foreign exchange rates and the weakness of the country’s statistical system makes a true 

in estimates of the country’s GDP growth rate in recent years.  The 2005 estimate, for example, 
of IMF was 13.2 per cent, of ADB 12.2 per cent and of the Economist Intelligence Unit 5.2 per 
cent.  The issue of data availability and comparability is discussed in detail in the next section 
of this chapter.

The remainder of this chapter will argue that despite good economic growth in the 
ASEAN region on average since 1990,  and although most poorer members have grown at 
least as rapidly as the richer ones, there are still large disparities in development outcomes 

the Gini index, inequality9 between ASEAN countries in 1990 (or the nearest year since) and 
2006 (or the nearest year before) for a series of economic, poverty, education, gender, health, 
environment, energy and IT and physical infrastructure indicators.10

The largest disparities are found for some environmental indicators (such as CFC 
consumption, CO2 emissions, water withdrawal, per capita energy consumption) and health 

also exist in infrastructure endowments (Internet users, road density), even if in some cases 
they derive from the physical characteristics of the country (size, topography).  Most of the
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Figure 2.1.   Inequality between ASEAN countries by indicator 
(Gini index, 1990-2006)

economic development indicators (labour productivity, GDP per capita, share of agricultural 
value added, ratio of exports to GDP, export concentration index) and poverty indicators ($1/
day poverty, underweight children) show intermediate levels of inequality. Lastly, disparities 
across ASEAN members are relatively low for some dimensions of environmental sustainability 
(forest cover, sanitation and water access), and negligible for indicators of employment, 
primary education and gender parity in education. 

Another major conclusion is that disparities tend to persist over time, with a very high 
correlation between the values of the Gini index at the beginning of the 1990s and recent 
years.  Despite a substantial drop in the index, inequality has remained relatively high in ICT 
infrastructure/access and related economic indicators. Disparities in poverty and mortality, 
instead, have increased considerably in the ASEAN region. 

The following paragraphs will address the areas of development where the 
performance of ASEAN members continues to be largely diverse and the inequality between 
the best performers and the countries lagging behind is still very wide. 

Economic development
The disparities between ASEAN countries in terms of economic development are 

considerable. In 2006, the GDP per capita in 2000 purchasing power parity (PPP) dollars in 
Singapore was 28,305, virtually on par with France. The gap of Singapore with the rest of 
ASEAN is enormous; the GDP per capita of Malaysia and Thailand, the next best countries, 
is merely 36 and 28 per cent that of Singapore. The GDP per capita of the remaining ASEAN 

and the Lao People’s Democratic Republic being just 9 and 7 per cent, respectively.11

11
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12 UN COMTRADE data downloaded from World International Trade Solution (WITS), World Bank/UNCTAD/
WTO.

Labour productivity is a crucial determinant of the economic development of a 
country. On the one hand, higher labour productivity contributes to lower unit labour costs, 
which in turn are an important determinant of overall cost competitiveness.  On the other 
hand, higher labour productivity allows for higher wages and shorter working hours, directly 
improving the living standards of the working population and its dependants. At US$ 47,975 
in 2005, the labour productivity of Singapore was by far the highest in the ASEAN region, 
more than double that of Malaysia and almost three and a half times that of Thailand, the 
second and third best-performing countries on this score.  The contrast of Singapore with Viet 
Nam, Myanmar and Cambodia is even starker, the labour productivity in 2005 of the latter 
three countries being just 10 per cent, 9 per cent and 6 per cent, respectively, of the former.

Closing the gap between Singapore and the other ASEAN members will take a long 
time.  For example, ILO has calculated that, if recent trends continue, reducing the GDP per 
capita between Singapore and Cambodia by 25 per cent will take 15 years; a reduction of 50 
per cent will take 34 years. 

While the poorer ASEAN members have recently (i.e., since 2000) been growing 
at a somewhat faster rate than Singapore, such countries as Indonesia, Malaysia, Thailand 
and the Philippines have not.  A recent (2007) ADB study attributes the lower-than-desired 

in considerably lower investment ratios after the crisis than before. Poor infrastructure in 
Indonesia and the Philippines and shortages of skilled labour in Malaysia and Thailand 
are some of the reasons that the study cites for the low investment ratios. But deteriorating 
governance ratings in comparison with other countries—countries that compete for FDI—may 
be equally important. The governance issue is discussed in detail in section 2.3.

Trade and investment
The development gaps in trade and investment between ASEAN members are also 

potential obstacles to the further development of regional integration. Exports from ASEAN 
countries totaled US$719 billion in 2006, placing the export value of the region behind China 
but ahead of Japan.12  The exports of Singapore amount to almost two and a half times its 
GDP; in Malaysia, also, the value of exports exceeds GDP.   The dependency of Indonesia 
and the Lao People’s Democratic Republic on trade, on the other hand, is much smaller, with 
a ratio of exports to GDP of just over and well below, respectively, one third. The exports 
of the Lao People’s Democratic Republic are, with an export concentration index of 0.4, also 
rather homogenous, a phenomenon the country shares with Cambodia, the Philippines 
and, especially, Brunei Darussalam (0.6). The export structures of Indonesia, Malaysia, the 
Philippines, Singapore, Thailand and Viet Nam (0.1-02.), on the other hand, are much more 

The liberalization efforts under the ASEAN Free Trade Area (AFTA) have not resulted 

ASEAN trade, despite its relatively sound growth since the early 1990s. The contribution of 
intraregional trade to GDP at the ASEAN level is still four times smaller than the contribution 
of ASEAN’s total trade, which in 2005 surpassed 130 per cent. 
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         Figure 2.2              Merchandise export dependence: 

       Ratio of national export/GDP to total ASEAN export/total ASEAN GDP
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Figure 2.3                           Services export dependence: 
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13  Figures from Austria, M (2004) “The Pattern of Intra-ASEAN Trade in the Priority Goods Sectors”  REPSF Project 
No. 03/006e, Final Report.
14   

In case of the former two countries it may safely be assumed that $1/day poverty, if any, is negligible. The fact that 
Myanmar and Viet Nam do not produce internationally comparable poverty data, however, severely hampers the 
tracking of the overall ASEAN progress towards MDG 1.

Obviously, ASEAN as a whole did not build a “fortress” type of integration, but 
remained outward-oriented. There are sharp disparities, however, between the openness 
of countries in terms of both merchandise and service exports. Singapore and Malaysia are 
consistently more dependent on exports than ASEAN as a group and some other lesser 
developed members. Furthermore, in terms of regional orientation of exports and imports, 
some members trade predominantly with other ASEAN countries (for example the Lao 
People’s Democratic Republic and Myanmar), while others almost exclusively with the rest 
of the world (for example Cambodia, the Philippines, or Viet Nam). Singapore also shows an 
intraregional share of exports and imports well above the average.

Intra-ASEAN investment is promoted through the ASEAN Investment Area (AIA), 
which aims at gradually liberalizing rules and policies on investment among ASEAN 
members. On average, there has been a strong reliance on FDI from outside the region and 
ratios of intra-ASEAN to total FDI ranged from 6 per cent to 26 per cent during the period 
1995-2001.13

Republic, Myanmar, Viet Nam) countries on ASEAN for FDI is much higher, particularly in 
some of the priority sectors (e.g. agro-based, rubber-based and wood-based products).

Poverty and hunger
In 2004, 37 million people lived on less than one US$ (PPP) a day in the ASEAN 

countries for which data are available, i.e. Indonesia, Cambodia, Malaysia, the Philippines 
and Thailand.14  The poverty rates in Malaysia (1997) and Thailand (2002) stood at 2 per cent 
or less, in stark contrast with those of the Philippines, 14.8 per cent (2003), the Lao People’s 
Democratic Republic, 27 per cent (2002), and Cambodia, 34 per cent (1997). The contribution 
of these last three countries to the total number of poor has increased considerably, while that 
of Indonesia, where $1/day poverty decreased from 17.4 per cent in 1993 to 7.5 percent 2002, 
fell from almost two thirds to well below half.

One of the more abject outcomes of poverty is the malnourishment of children during 
their physically and mentally formative years. In 2005, 15.4 million children under the age of 
5 in the ASEAN region were underweight.  Indonesia and the Philippines, both of which had 

however, in such countries as Myanmar (31.8 per cent), the Lao People’s Democratic Republic 
(40 per cent) and Cambodia (45.2 per cent) in 2000-03.  These numbers contrast starkly with the 
3.4 per cent rate of Singapore (2003).
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Education and gender
The disparities between ASEAN countries are low for education, including gender-

related, outcomes and the life expectancy at birth. Well over 85 per cent of all primary children 
were enrolled in school in all ASEAN countries. Nevertheless, the Philippines, Thailand and 
Myanmar, with enrolment rates of less than 95 per cent in 2005, and Viet Nam and the Lao 
People’s Democratic Republic, with rates of less than 90 per cent, fall below the highest ASEAN 
standard of 95-99 per cent set by Brunei Darussalam, Indonesia and Cambodia. 

The bias against girls attending school and acquiring knowledge is much less of an 
issue in the ASEAN region than in some South Asian countries. Still, also on this count some 
ASEAN countries are doing better than others. In the Lao People’s Democratic Republic, for 
example, the ratio of girls to boys enrolled in primary school and the ratio of young women 
(aged 15-24) to young men who are literate are both, at 0.88 and 0.9 respectively, the lowest in 
the ASEAN region. The fact that the sex ratio for primary education is lower than for the literacy 
of young adults is especially worrying. The Lao People’s Democratic Republic, however, is 
not the only country in the region that exhibits this characteristic; Indonesia, the Philippines, 
Thailand and Viet Nam do so as well.

Longevity and mother and child health
Life expectancy and child and maternal mortality indicators are good proxies for the 

measurement of the overall level of social development of a country. Life expectancy at birth 
in Singapore, at 80, is the highest among ASEAN countries, and it is about 20 years, or 25 per 
cent, higher than in Cambodia and Myanmar. Although these differences are considerable, 
they pale in comparison to the disparities in child and maternal mortality. 

birthday, less than half the number in 1990. Together, Indonesia, with 161,000, and Myanmar, 

in Myanmar, at 105 per 1,000 live births, was over three times as high as in Indonesia. The 
country with the highest rate of child deaths in the ASEAN region was Cambodia at 143, a rate 
47 times higher than that of Singapore, which with 3 child deaths per 1,000 live births set the 
ASEAN standard in 2005. Afghanistan and Turkmenistan were the only other countries in Asia 

In 2000, 23,100 mothers died during or shortly after giving birth in the ASEAN region. 
Of this total number of deaths, 10,400 occurred in Indonesia, 4,400 in the Philippines and 

was, at 360, much higher than in the other two countries (230 and 200 respectively). Together 
with the Lao People’s Democratic Republic (650 maternal deaths per 100,000 live births) and 
Cambodia (450 per 100,000), Myanmar ranks among the 10 countries with the highest incidence 

at just 30 in Singapore in 2000.
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Communicable diseases
Although the ASEAN region has made considerable progress in reducing the 

a heavy burden of morbidity and mortality in several countries. The continuing outbreak 

considerable economic loss through the culling of poultry populations.

is 0.5 per cent across the region, but exceeds 1 per cent in some countries. Such countries 
as Cambodia and Thailand have shown strong advocacy and leadership in addressing the 

population, though infection rates in some vulnerable groups in Thailand have shown an 
increasing trend. Myanmar is experiencing a serious epidemic with national adult prevalence 
at 1.3 per cent and prevalence among young people at 2.2 per cent.15

TB prevalence rates in the ASEAN region have decreased by 43 per cent from 483 
cases per 100,000 people in 1990 to 275 in 2005, whereas TB incidence rates have declined from 
273 to 218 cases per 100,000 people. Although the ASEAN area accounts for only about 24 per 

region’s deaths due to malaria. The largest number of malaria deaths is seen in Myanmar, 
which accounted for 1,707 deaths in 2005.16 The ASEAN region also has one of the highest 
levels of resistance to anti-malarial drugs and insecticides.

17  Apart 
from loss of human life, ASEAN member countries have suffered economic losses in excess of 
US$ 10 billion due to the outbreak.  The poultry sector had shrank by 10-15 per cent in such 
countries as Thailand and Viet Nam, with small farmers being the worst affected, along with 
downstream sectors, such as poultry traders, feed mills and breeding farms. The threat of a 

a high state of alert over an extended period of time.

Environment
The performance of the ASEAN region in terms of environmental sustainability is very 
diverse. Countries with rapid economic growth show a large decline in environmental 
quality, diminishing biodiversity and increasing degradation of land and marine and coastal 
resources. 

The ASEAN contribution to global carbon emissions is relatively small; the region is 
responsible for about 3.3 per cent of global CO2 emissions while its share of world population is 

15
16
17
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  Table 2.2    Total and per capita CO2 emissions in 
ASEAN countries

Country
Total

CO2emissions
(Mt)

CO2 emissions
per capita

(t CO2/ per capita)
Brunei Darussalam 5.19 14.18
Cambodia 0.55 0.04
Indonesia 336.32 1.55
Laos 0.315 0.06
Malaysia 136.22 5.47
Myanmar 9.32 0.19
Philippines 72.26 0.89
Singapore 38.05 8.97
Thailand 206.91 3.25
Vietnam 78.80 0.96
World 26,583 4.18

Singapore and Malaysia exceed the world average of per capita CO2 emissions by a large 
margin. Brunei Darussalam, for example, releases a quantity of CO2 emissions per capita over 
60,000 times higher than the best performer, Cambodia.

In the ASEAN region, 78 per cent of freshwater is used for agricultural purposes and 
only 6 per cent for domestic use. In such countries as Cambodia, Indonesia, Thailand and 
Myanmar the agricultural sector accounts for about 90 per cent of total water consumption. 
Population growth and industrial development have caused water demand to soar in ASEAN 
cities. While urban centres generally have better access to safe drinking water sources than 

providing their citizens with equitable access to water. Privatization has long been promoted 

have assigned the management of water supplies to the private sector have not achieved 

Furthermore, reserves of clean groundwater are increasingly threatened by water pollution, 
as most cities have inadequate collection and treatment systems for domestic sewage. Food-
processing plants, electroplating plants, textile mills and tanneries are another major source of 

The ASEAN region is among the most biologically diverse and heavily forested areas 
in the world. As of 2005, forests covered approximately 49 per cent of the total land surface 
of the ASEAN region, and many of the world’s biological hotspots were found within them. 

from growing populations, increasing agricultural production, uncontrolled logging and illegal 

and deforestation, the development of the Mekong River basin and illegal wildlife trade. 
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Table 2.3      Area covered with forest in ASEAN countries

The proportion of land covered by forests varies enormously across the region, from 
3.4 per cent of national territory in Singapore, to 24 per cent and 28 per cent in the Philippines 
and Thailand, respectively, to almost 70 per cent in the Lao People’s Democratic Republic. 
Over the period 2000-2005, the rate of deforestation accelerated to 1.3 per cent annually (from 
1.1 per cent in 1990-2000), resulting in a total decrease of over 41,500 km2 of forest cover in 
15 years. In particular, Cambodia, Indonesia and the Philippines have experienced the most 
serious decline in forest cover among the ASEAN members. The growth of plantation forests 
has to a certain extent slowed the total loss of forest cover. Plantation forests are expanding 
fastest in Brunei Darussalam, Thailand, Myanmar and Viet Nam. These countries have been 
establishing plantations for timber production using faster growing varieties while allowing 
the proportion of natural forests that are high in bio-diversity to decline. In 2005 plantation 
forests made up over 9 per cent of the total forest area in the ASEAN region. 

Illegal forest resource exploitation, including illegal logging, encroachment for 
development, and conversion to agriculture continues to be a problem. In Indonesia, estimates 
showed that about 73 per cent of log production was illegal. Illegal logging was also reported 
in Myanmar, the Philippines and Thailand, and continued to be a source of social tension. 
Loss of forest cover makes land resources vulnerable to water erosion, a major cause of land 
degradation in all South-East Asian countries.

Other than decreasing the area covered with forest, Cambodia, Myanmar, the 
Philippines and Thailand have reduced the size of national protected areas during the last 
decade while the world moves towards the expansion of protected areas. In particular, the size 
of national protected areas in Myanmar has reduced from 15.4 per cent of the land area in 1996 
to 0.3 per cent in 2003 (ASEAN 2006).

  1990     2000         2005         Annual Change (%)

          1990-2000 2000-2005

Brunei Darussalam              313     288        278                 -0.8           -0.7

Cambodia                         12,946               11,541                  10,447                 -1.1                    1.9

Indonesia                                      116,567               97,852                  88,975                 -1.6          -1.8

Lao PDR                                         17,314               16,532                 16,142                     -0.5                   -0.5

Malaysia                                         22,376               21,591                 20,890                 -0.4                   -0.6

Myanmar                                         39,219               34,554                 32,222                 -1.2                   -1.3

Philippines                         10,574                  7,949                   7,162                 -2.5                   -2.0

Singapore                                 2                         2                          2                  0.0                    0.0

Thailand                                        15,965                14,814                 14,520                 -0.7          -0.4

Viet Nam                                          9,363                11,725                 12,931                  2.5           2.1

ASEAN                                      244,639             216,848               203,089                  -1.1         -1.3
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18 United Nations Energy Database.

Energy
In recent years, energy security concerns have reached the top of the policy agenda 

in the ASEAN region. Issues discussed range from commercial gas pipeline networks to the 
production of biofuels.

A number of ASEAN member countries are relatively rich in energy resources and are 

are found in Indonesia and Brunei Darussalam, and considerable potential for oil production 
exists in Malaysia, Myanmar and Viet Nam.  In addition, sizeable gas and coal reserves are 
available in Indonesia and Malaysia. The Philippines produces geothermal energy, while 

countries will become net oil importers eventually (see Table 2.4). ASEAN member countries 
have been facing a number of challenges in enhancing energy security in the context of further 
integration and development, from securing conventional supplies of energy to increasing the 
use of clean and alternative energy.

Brunei Darussalam, Indonesia, Malaysia and Viet Nam are net energy exporters, while 
Thailand and the Philippines depend heavily on imports for their energy needs. Oil remains the 
primary source of energy in the ASEAN region but its share is expected to gradually decline, 
while the shares of coal, natural gas and renewable energy sources increase. In 2000, the share 
of renewable energy (which included hydropower and geothermal energy) in the primary 
energy mix of the Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Myanmar, the Philippines and Viet Nam 

as a whole, renewable energy accounted for only 8.2 per cent of the total primary energy mix.

The disparities in energy consumption among ASEAN countries are stark. For 
example, energy consumption in the Lao People’s Democratic Republic was 1 GJ per person in 
2005, while in Brunei Darussalam it was 94 GJ; in the same year, the electricity consumption per 
capita in Brunei Darussalam and Singapore was 29 and 26 GJ respectively, while in Cambodia 
and Myanmar it was 0.2 and 0.3 GJ, respectively.18  In addition to commercial energy, rural 
households in such countries as Cambodia and Myanmar rely heavily on traditional sources 
of energy, such as biomass, to meet their daily needs. 

Energy imports in ASEAN countries, especially those of liquid fuels, grew at more 
than 6 per cent annually from 2000 to 2004, as compared to 4.4 per cent on average in the Asia-

         Table 2.4        Oil dependency in selected ASEAN members (%)

Year        Indonesia          Malaysia       Philippines     Singapore   Thailand  Vietnam 
2002                   -2                -54             100          100          89                    -77

       2010                  18                -30               96          100          84                    -20

       2020                  46                   2               97          100          92                     18

       2030                  60                 32               97          100          94                      57
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21 World Bank. 2002. World Development Indicators 2002.
country: Singapore (63 per cent), Philippines (59 per cent), Malaysia (59 per cent), Thailand (32 per cent).
22     World Economic Forum, . World rank out of 125 countries: Singapore (5), 
Myanmar (Not included), Cambodia (103), Lao PDR (Not included), Thailand (35), Philippines (71), Malaysia (26), 
Indonesia (50), Brunei Darussalam (not included), Viet Nam (77).

19  ITU, . Telephone subscribers per 100 inhabitants: Singapore (42.3), 
Brunei Darussalam (21), Myanmar (0.9) Cambodia (0.2), Viet Nam (18.8), Lao PDR (1.3), Thailand (10.9), Philippines 
(4.3), Malaysia (16.8), Indonesia (6.6).
20  ITU/UNCTAD, . World Rank: Singapore (5), Brunei Darussalam (43), 
Malaysia (57), Thailand (82), Philippines (102), Indonesia (116), Viet Nam (126), Cambodia (149), Lao PDR (150), 
Myanmar (179). Niger is in the last position in the digital opportunity index rank 2005/2006 in 181st position.

ICT infrastructure
Differences in ICT infrastructure are striking in the ASEAN region. While Singapore 

has more than 40 telephone subscribers per 100 inhabitants, other ASEAN countries have 
less than 1.19  While Internet users amount to about 40 per cent of the population in Brunei 
Darussalam, Malaysia, and Singapore, less than 1 per cent of the population has Internet access 
in Cambodia, the Lao People’s Democratic Republic and Myanmar.

The latest digital opportunity index ranking (2005/2006), which  tracks the progress of 

the other hand, most of the latest entrants to ASEAN are among the countries with the fewest 
digital opportunities in the world.20

Reducing the digital divide is important because today’s economies are becoming 
increasingly dependent on the use of information technologies. The ICT sector is one of the 
drivers of the rapid economic growth of some ASEAN countries. For example, high-tech 
products account for a substantial share of the total exports of manufactured products of 
Malaysia, the Philippines, Singapore and Thailand.21

ICT is fundamental for the competitiveness of other sectors of the economy as well. 
Asian countries that used to compete in the global economy by relying on low-cost labour 
alone are now being pressed to improve their processes, to innovate, and to improve their 
competitiveness through the use of ICT. 

The more competitive countries are also the ones with higher e-readiness. The Global 
Competitiveness Report 2006/2007 of the World Economic Forum ranks Singapore, Malaysia 
and Thailand among the top 35 economies in the world in terms of competitiveness. These 
countries also rank above the world average in terms of digital opportunity.22

In the previous section, lack of data has often inhibited a thorough assessment of 
development gaps in the ASEAN region. Whereas for most economic indicators data are 
available for the entire period 1990-2006 in almost all ASEAN members, data values for social 

(e.g. water and sanitation access, water withdrawal) are generally scattered over time and 

it is expected to increase rapidly. One of the main reasons for the slow progress towards 
the integration of the energy systems of ASEAN member countries is probably the lack of 
commercial viability. 
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 Table 2.5    Data availability (%) by key indicator and ASEAN member, 1990-2006
Indicator                                            BRN      IDN       KHM      LAO MMR MYS PHL SGP THA VNM ASEAN

GDP per capita, 2000 PPP                              0.0     100.0       82.4       100.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 78.2

Agricultural value added (%)                          100.0    100.0       100.0      100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Gross fixed capital formation / GDP         100.0    100.0       100.0      100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Exports of merchandise / GDP                         94.1    100.0       100.0      100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.4

Export concentration index                           58.8      64.7         52.9       58.8 58.8 64.7 64.7 64.7 64.7 58.8 61.2

Employment / GDP                           94.1      94.1         94.1       94.1 94.1 94.1 94.1 94.1 94.1 94.1 94.1

Labour productivity                             0.0      94.1         94.1        0.0 94.1 94.1 94.1 94.1 94.1 94.1 75.3

$1/day poverty                                             0.0      23.5          5.9        17.6 0.0 17.6 29.4 0.0 29.4 0.0 12.4

Underweight children                            0.0      17.6         11.8        11.8 17.6 17.6 23.5 5.9 11.8 17.6 13.5

Primary enrolment                                           11.8      41.2        47.1        47.1 47.1 35.3 41.2 0.0 11.8 35.3 31.8

Primary completion                          47.1       35.3        41.2       41.2 41.2 29.4 35.3 0.0 5.9 35.3 31.2

Literacy                                                            11.8      11.8         11.8      11.8 5.9 11.8 17.6 11.8 5.9 5.9 10.6

Gender primary                                           47.1       41.2         47.1     47.1 47.1 41.2 41.2 47.1 52.9 47.1 45.9

Gender literacy                                          11.8       11.8         11.8      11.8 5.9 11.8 17.6 11.8 5.9 5.9 10.6

Life expectancy at birth                        100.0       100.0      100.0    100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Under-5 mortality                                          23.5       23.5        23.5       23.5 23.5 23.5 23.5 23.5 23.5 23.5 23.5

Maternal mortality                                          17.6       17.6        17.6      17.6 17.6 17.6 17.6 17.6 17.6 17.6 17.6

HIV prevalence                                           11.8      11.8       11.8        11.8 11.8 11.8 11.8 11.8 11.8 11.8 11.8

TB prevalence                                                 70.6      70.6       70.6       70.6 70.6 70.6 70.6 70.6 70.6 70.6 70.6

Forest cover                                          17.6      17.6        17.6       17.6 17.6 17.6 17.6 17.6 17.6 17.6 17.6

CO2 emissions, CDIAC                          88.2      88.2        88.2        88.2 88.2 88.2 88.2 88.2 88.2 88.2 88.2

CFC consumption                                           82.4       82.4       64.7       70.6 76.5 94.1 94.1 94.1 94.1 76.5 82.9

Water withdrawal /renewable resources         11.8      11.8        5.9          5.9 5.9 11.8 11.8 0.0 5.9 5.9 7.6

Water access                                           0.0       11.8       5.9          5.9           11.8 11.8 11.8 11.8 11.8 11.8 9.4

Sanitation access                                           0.0       11.8        5.9         5.9 11.8 11.8 11.8 11.8 11.8 11.8 9.4

Cellular subscribers                         100.0     70.6       76.5       58.8 23.5 100.0 94.1 100.0 100.0 64.7 78.8

Internet users                                          70.6      70.6        52.9      47.1 35.3 88.2 70.6 94.1 88.2 64.7 68.2

Digital opportunity index                          5.9        5.9        5.9           5.9 5.9 5.9 5.9 5.9 5.9 5.9 5.9

Road density                                          58.8       76.5      58.8         58.8 47.1 76.5 82.4 88.2 64.7 64.7 67.6

Average data availability per country        42.6       51.9      48.5         45.8 43.4 53.3 54.2 50.5 51.3 49.3 49.1

across countries. Even if annual monitoring is not always essential for social and environmental 
phenomena that tend to change slowly over time, the quantity and quality of information 
available to policymakers and civil society and the extent to which this information is used 
vary greatly across countries. This section will analyse disparities in data availability between 
ASEAN members and verify whether countries with the largest data gaps have adopted 
national plans to enhance their statistical capacity for monitoring development outcomes.
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The largest data gaps in the list of key indicators, which have been selected to assess 
the performance of ASEAN members, are to be found in the poorest countries. Table 2.5 shows 
that Myanmar and the Lao People’s Democratic Republic have the lowest capacity among 
ASEAN member countries to produce reliable and timely data even for the most basic statistics. 
The statistical system in these countries is rather weak and policymakers make little use of 
statistical information; this creates a vicious circle that generates poor policy decisions and 
poor development outcomes. In the case of Myanmar, another concern is that the Government 
might not be producing, or making publicly available, some key statistics (e.g. $1/day 
poverty). As a result, these countries are often absent from the international data series and the 
assessment of their performance can therefore only be partial. In other countries, instead, data 
are missing on some indicators because they are not relevant to their physical characteristics 
or level of economic development.  In the case of Brunei Darussalam, for example, no data is 
available in international data sources on $1/day poverty and child malnutrition, because the 
share of population affected is relatively small and the statistical agency focuses on different 
development issues. As a result, overall data availability is rather low for Brunei Darussalam 
(table 2.5). 

The exercise to evaluate the performance of ASEAN members has used international 
data series to ensure basic comparability across countries. But data availability at the 
international level is only a “proxy” for assessing the statistical capacity of a country to 
produce the selected indicator set. Sometimes more data is available at the national level 

indicators forces international agencies to estimate missing values. 

This may happen, for example, when national sources do not fully comply with international 
statistical standards, requiring international agencies to carry out data adjustments in order to 
ensure comparability across countries. In extreme situations, the international agencies might 
also reject statistics produced by the national statistical system (NSS) because the minimum 
requirements of professional autonomy and integrity of the statistical agency have not been 
met and data values are inconsistent with other information. A case in point is the recent GDP 

cases, data are derived from surveys sponsored and carried out by international organizations 
with a limited degree of involvement of the NSS.  In these situations,  the statistical capacity of 
the country to monitor key indicators can be disputed. 

A  better understanding of the statistical capacity of  a  country is provided by a 
composite index developed by the World Bank. The index combines three indicators of the 
performance of a NSS, namely statistical practice, data collection activities and indicator 
availability. The statistical practice index evaluates essentially the methodology used for 
producing  key economic statistics,  such as national accounts, balance of payments,  government 

of censuses and key household surveys; and the indicator availability index measures the 
coverage by the NSS of key economic, social and environmental indicators. The score for 
each indicator varies on a scale from 0 to 100; the individual scores are then combined in the 
composite index by simple arithmetic averaging. 

The  ranking of the ASEAN countries  using the World Bank composite index is 
slightly different form the results presented in table 2.5. As shown in table 2.6, Indonesia, 
followed by Philippines and Thailand, are the NSSs with the highest capacity among the low-
income countries (Brunei Darussalam and Singapore, being middle income countries, are not 
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  Table 2.6 Statistical capacity index in low-income ASEAN countries, 2006 (WB)
Overall               Statistical            Data                   Indicator

                       Index                Practice         Collection                  Availability

Indonesia             85                    80                           80           95

Philippines             83                    60                          100                        90

Thailand             80                    90                              80                        70

Malaysia            77                    80                           60                        90

Vietnam            75                    50                           80                        95

Cambodia           65                  70                        50         75

Lao PDR           62                  40                        70                     75

Myanmar           53                  50                        40                     70

covered by the index); Myanmar, on the other hand, stands out again as the country with the 
lowest capacity. The frequency in conducting key data collection activities, especially, is very 
low in this country, as compared with other ASEAN members.

design of development policies and to monitor their outcomes. They enable Governments to 
identify the best course of action in addressing complex social, environmental or economic 
problems, and to implement appropriate policy interventions. They are needed to ensure that 

Good quality statistical data is a vital precondition for ensuring accountability, 
transparency and good governance. Citizens have the right to hold Governments accountable. 
Relevant, objective, sound, accurate, timely, accessible and internationally comparable 
information enables them to evaluate the effects of government policies. Good statistics, 
therefore, are part of the enabling environment for development; they quantify inputs, outputs, 
outcomes, and impact, providing reliable assessments of all aspects of development, from 

Good statistics are required for evidence-based decision-making by a broad range of 
stakeholders and potential users. Not only policymakers, but also private sector companies, 
civil society organizations, academia, the media, the general public and international agencies 
need good statistics to use as a basis to take informed decisions, among other purpose. 
International agencies, for example, are among the key users of international statistics to 
monitor disparities between countries and target programmes towards less developed 
countries. Companies that operate globally also need international statistics to identify trade 
and investment opportunities.

Given the importance of good-quality statistics for improving development outcomes, 
it is crucial that the poorest countries adopt a statistical master plan to bridge current data  
gaps and enhance their statistical capacity to produce reliable and timely data for the most 
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23 The Marrakech Action Plan for Statistics was adopted at the 2nd Roundtable on Measuring for Development 
Results which took place in Marrakech, Morocco, in February 2004. The Roundtable participants (nearly 200 
from developing countries and development organizations) endorsed the core principles and a global action 
plan on managing for development results. In addition, participants agreed on a global plan for statistics which 
consists of six actions: (1) Mainstream strategic planning of statistical systems and prepare national strategies for 
the development of statistics (NSDS) for all low-income countries by 2006; (2) Begin preparations for the 2010 

Network; (5) Undertake urgent improvements needed for monitoring the Millennium Development Goals; and (6) 
Increase accountability of the international statistical system.

basic indicators.  Recognizing the challenges that national statistical systems in developing 
countries experience in  meeting users’ needs, one of the main recommendations of the 
Marrakech  Action Plan for Statistics23  was for the international community to support the 
implementation of national statistical  development strategies (NSDS) in every low-income 
country by 2006. An NSDS is a “strategic approach to planning statistical capacity-building 
across the entire national statistical system, encompassing data production, analysis and use, 
and all actors in the system, including line ministries”. In particular, an NSDS should provide 
a coherent overview of national statistical needs and priorities across the whole statistical 
system, linking statistics within policy processes, and address data limitations by providing 
a framework for prioritizing the use of limited resources. A good strategy, adequately funded 
and successfully implemented, can make quite a difference in the performance of a national 
statistical system and help those countries locked in the vicious cycle of underfunding and 
underperformance to break free.

At the end of 2006 almost all ASEAN low-income countries had completed an NSDS, 
or they were well on the way to completing one. Only in Myanmar has the strategy design 
process not yet started. This situation might have long-term consequences for the capacity of 
the NSS of Myanmar to produce data that meet the needs of both current and future users. 
Considering the low score obtained in statistical capacity, the absence in this country of a 
long-term strategy to address data limitations may cause major constraints in development 
progress.

Similar results can be derived by the statistics on the participation of ASEAN members 
in the GDDS/SDDS initiatives. The General Data Dissemination System (GDDS), launched 
in 1996 by IMF, is a structured process through which countries evaluate needs for data 

long-term plans to improve the overall quality of the statistics compiled and disseminated by 
their NSS. In so doing, they set their priorities, taking into account the main constraints in terms 

characteristics (evaluated against coverage, periodicity, and timeliness of data dissemination); 
quality; access; and integrity. Integrity, in particular, is a key principle that has to inform the 
work of a statistical agency in its totality in order to build trust in the disseminated data among 
the users and the public at large. An essential requirement for providing assurances of integrity 
is effective statistical legislation that ensures the professional independence and objectivity of 
the statistical agency.

Many countries in the world voluntarily subscribe to the GDDS or the Special Data 
Dissemination Standard (SDDS), which has more stringent subscription requirements than 
GDDS. SDDS, in particular, requires its members to follow best practices in the dissemination of 

in the quality and integrity of statistical products and their producers.
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One of the main challenges to ASEAN regional integration is the overall low 
performance in terms of good governance, as this study contends that poor governance, 

serious obstacle to the political and economic integration of the sub-region. 

World Bank: “Governance consists of the traditions and institutions by which authority in a 
country is exercised. This includes the process by which governments are selected, monitored 
and replaced; the capacity of the government to effectively formulate and implement sound 
policies; and the respect of citizens and the state for the institutions that govern economic and 
social interactions among them.”24

subscribe to SDDS. Two countries, namely the Lao People’s Democratic Republic and Myanmar, 
are not participating in either. This means that documentation on methodologies and sources 
and data dissemination practices is not readily available to national and international users. 
Furthermore, access to key statistics by the public and international agencies is not allowed 
and widely accessible tools are not used to disseminate data. This situation signals a lack 
of commitment by the statistical agencies of these countries to being transparent on their 
compilation and dissemination practices, and to improving the quality of statistical data on 
the basis of international methodologies and standards. 

NSDS status                              GDDS/SDDS Status

Brunei Darussalam Not relevant GDDS

Cambodia Completed GDDS

Indonesia Completed SDDS

Lao PDR Completed

Malaysia Preparation underway SDDS

Myanmar Process not yet started

Philippines Preparation underway SDDS

Singapore Not relevant SDDS

Thailand Preparation underway SDDS

Viet Nam Completed GDDSp

24 World Bank, , http://www.info.worldbank.org/ governance/
wgi2007/.
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Governance is a very broad topic that relates to many aspects of society and the 
economy. The United Nations Millennium Declaration contains a section on “human rights, 

spare no effort to promoter democracy and strengthen the rule of law, as well as respect for 
all internationally recognized human rights and fundamental freedoms, including the right 

“to strengthen the capacity of all our countries to implement the principles and practices of 
democracy and respect for human rights, including minority rights.”25

To assess the governance gaps in ASEAN countries, this report uses the Worldwide 
Governance Indicators (WGI) 1996-2006 that are available from the World Bank. WGI reports 
aggregate and individual governance indicators for 212 countries and territories over the period 
1996-2006 for six dimensions of governance: 

(a) Voice and accountability; the extent to which the country’s citizens are able 
to participate in selecting their Government, as well as freedom of expression, freedom of 
association and a free media;

(b) Political stability and absence of violence; the perceptions of the likelihood that the 
Government will be destabilized or overthrown by unconstitutional or violent means, including 
domestic violence and terrorism;

(c) Government effectiveness; the quality of public services, the quality of the civil 
service and the degree of its independence from political pressures, the quality of policy 
formulation and implementation, and the credibility of the government’s commitment to such 
policies;

(d)  the ability of the government to formulate and implement 
sound policies and regulations that permit and promote private sector development;

(e)
of society, in particular the quality of contract enforcement, the police, and the courts, as well as 
the likelihood of crime and violence;

(f) Control of corruption; the extent to which public power is exercised for private 
gain, including petty and grand forms of corruption, as well as “capture” of the State by elites 
and private interests.

There is little disagreement that voice and accountability, regulatory quality, rule of 
law and control of corruption are desirable conditions. Political stability and absence of violence 
are only desirable, however, if institutions are in place to allow the voicing of opinions and to 
demand accountability; without these institutions, political stability and absence of violence may 
represent “the silence of the graveyard”. Similarly, government effectiveness is only desirable, if 
the government has “good intentions”.

The scores used in this analysis represent the percentile rank of the country for the 
governance indicator concerned. Percentile ranks indicate the percentage of countries worldwide 
that rate below that country; higher values thus indicate better governance ratings.

25  United Nations, Millennium Declaration, Millennium Summit, New York, 6-8 September 2000.
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Governance is not a condition that changes rapidly over time and the WGI for the 10 

1996 to 2006. Given the limited changes in governance in ASEAN countries for the period for 
which data are available, the report looks primarily at the situation in 2006.

Voice and accountability
As a whole, ASEAN countries rank poorly in the area of “voice and accountability”. 

percentile. Such a rank implies that the level of freedom of expression and association (including 
free media) are not optimal or that citizens are unable to participate in the selection of their 

ranked best in 2006, although still relatively low from a global perspective, were Singapore 
(46.6), the Philippines (44.2) and Indonesia (41.3). The lowest rankings were for the Lao People’s 
Democratic Republic (6.3), Viet Nam (8.2) and Myanmar (0.0). 

Political stability and absence of violence

during the period 1996 to 2006, but here too, the disparities between the countries are wide. 
Brunei Darussalam (92.8) and Singapore (94.7) were politically very stable countries in 2006. 
The Philippines (11.1), Indonesia (14.9) and Thailand (16.3), on the other hand, were politically 
unstable and experienced political violence. The low rank of Indonesia requires a comment: 
many would argue that while the political instability and the presence of violence affect the 
investment climate and therefore the economy negatively, they are also signs of an emerging 
democracy in a country with political institutions that are still developing. Similarly, the two 
other countries (Thailand and the Philippines) with a low rank in political stability and absence 
of violence, do relatively well in voice and accountability, most likely due to extensive freedom 
of expression and free media. 

Government effectiveness
The year 1996 was a good year for government effectiveness in ASEAN countries; since 

then, however, all countries except Cambodia have had a low level of government effectiveness. 

within a narrow range of the 46th to 50th percentile, meaning that slightly less than half of the 
countries in the world score below the ASEAN average. In 2006, the most effective governments 
were found in Singapore (99.5), Malaysia (80.6) and Brunei Darussalam (72.0), while the least 
effective governments in 2006 were those of the Lao People’s Democratic Republic (18.5), 
Cambodia (15.2) and Myanmar (2.8). 

Regulatory quality
In terms of regulatory quality, the average rank for ASEAN as a whole is also just 

In 1996, the rank was 59. As with all other aspects of governance, the gaps between the countries 
are wide. Singapore (99.5) and Brunei Darussalam (80.0) ranked high, while the Lao People’s 
Democratic Republic (14.1) and Myanmar (1.0) ranked very low. 
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Rule of law
Over the period 1996 to 2006, the average rank of the 10 ASEAN countries together for 

country in 2006 was Singapore with a ranking of 95.2. On the other hand, Indonesia (23.3), the 
Lao People’s Democratic Republic (17.1), Cambodia (12.4) and Myanmar (3.8) had very low 
percentile ranks.

Control of corruption
ASEAN countries as a whole do not rank well in terms of control of corruption. Over 

and 42nd percentile ranks. In fact, only 3 out of 10 countries ranked above the 50th percentile 
in 2006: Singapore (98.1), Malaysia (68.0) and Brunei Darussalam (63.6). Of the remaining 
seven, three ranked quite low: the Lao People’s Democratic Republic (13.1), Cambodia (7.3) and 
Myanmar (1.0).

26 Daniel Kaufman, Aart Kraay and Massimo Mastruzzi, Governance Matters IV: Aggregate and Individual 
Governance Indicators 1996-2006, World Bank, July 2007 (WPS4280), p. 32.

and one improvement) to the  six governance  indicators can be found among the 10 ASEAN 
countries 26 :

63.0 in 2000 to 32.2 in 2006, while the opposite is true for Indonesia, where there was a major 
improvement in its ranking for this dimension of governance, from 15.8 in 1996 to 41.3 in 2006;

absence of violence”,  for Thailand from 59.1 in 1998 to 16.3 in 2006,  and for the Philippines 
from 39.4 in 1998 to 11.1 in 2006.

 Table 2.8     Governance Indicators for ASEAN and ASEAN countries, 2006

 BRN         IDN KHM LAO MMR MYS PHL SGP THA VNM ASEAN

Voice / accountability 17.3 41.3 21.6   6.3 0.0 38.0 44.2 46.6 32.2 8.2 25.6

Political Stability                   92.8 14.9 29.3 42.8 24.0 58.7 11.1 94.7 16.3 59.6 44.4

Gov. effectiveness                   72.0 40.8 15.2 18.5 2.8 80.6 55.0 99.5 64.9 41.7 49.1

Regulatory quality                   80.0 43.4 26.8 14.1 1.0 69.8 52.2 99.5 62.4 31.2 48.0

Rule of law                   59.5 23.3 12.4 17.1 3.8 65.7 41.9 95.2 55.2 44.8 41.9

Control of corruption 63.6 23.3   7.3 13.1 1.0 68.0 27.2 98.1 50.5 29.1 38.1

Average                                    64.2 31.2 18.8 18.7 5.4 43.5 38.6 88.9 46.9 35.8 41.2
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A comparison of the rankings of the 10 countries of ASEAN as a whole and individually 
in 2006, the last year of measurement, shows that ASEAN countries still have a long way to go 
before they can truly achieve good governance. ASEAN countries as a whole take a position just 
below the 50th percentile in the world, except for “voice and accountability” where they are in 
the 25th percentile.

The country with “the best governance” is Singapore, whose rankings are close to the 
90th percentile, except for voice and accountability. Brunei Darussalam ranking is also rather 

middle of the rankings. All other member countries of ASEAN rank below the 50th percentile. 
With its average positioning of 5.4 for 2006, Myanmar is among the lowest ranking countries in 
the world.
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Ongoing initiatives for regional cooperation

Present constraints and prospects 



Regional investment liberalization
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Ongoing initiatives for regional cooperation



Present constraints and prospects



people across borders

Initiatives to facilitate cooperation on immigration matters.
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Initiatives to facilitate the mobility of service professionals.

Present constraints and prospects





Cambodia                                             200                             3
Indonesia                                          1,883                             1
Lao PDR                                                 1                           <1
Malaysia                                          1,281                               1
Myanmar                                             117
Philippines                                        13,566                           14
Thailand                                          1,187                             1
Vietnam                                          4,000                             8

Source: The World Bank, World Development Indicators 2006.



Ongoing initiatives for regional cooperation

Present constraints and prospects 



                               Total health expenditure/GDP (%)                        Government health expenditure /
                                                                                                                         Total health expenditure (%)

Brunei Darussalam                                                        3.5                                                           80
Cambodia                                                                    10.9                                                        19.3
Indonesia                 3.1                                                        35.9
Lao PDR                                                                      3.2                                                        38.5
Malaysia                                                                      3.8                                                        58.2
Myanmar                                                                      2.8                                                        19.4
Philippines                                                                      3.2                                                        43.7
Singapore                                                                      4.5                                                        36.1
Thailand                                                                      3.3                                                        61.6
Viet Nam                                                                      5.4                                                        27.8

Table 3.2     Indicators of health expenditures, 2003

Source: World Health Report, 2006



Ongoing Initiatives for Regional Cooperation

Present constraints and prospects



trends

Ongoing initiatives for regional cooperation



Present constraints and prospects 



Ongoing initiatives for regional cooperation
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Ongoing initiatives for regional cooperation



STFAs                                             Sectors                                  States
ASEAN Agreement         Transit of goods by road and rail Brunei, Cambodia, Indonesia, Lao PDR, Malaysia,   
            Myanmar, Philippines, Singapore, Thailand, Viet Nam
GMS Agreement Cross-border of goods and 
                                         passengers by road                       Cambodia, China, Lao PDR, Myanmar, Thailand, Viet Nam



Present constraints and prospects 



                     2000-2005                         2005-2010 2010-2015
   

Roads                                            14.2                                     14.7                               17.2
Railways                                 0.4                                       0.5                                 0.5
Airports                                              0.9                                       1.7                                 2.0
Container-ports                                 0.5                                       0.7                                 0.9
Urban mass-transit                    3.7                                       5.3                                 6.8
Total                                            19.7                                     22.9                               27.4

Source: ESCAP, 2004

                       Documents for        Time for           Cost to export 
                                       export (nr)        export (days)     (US$  x container) 
Cambodia                              8                      36                        736
Indonesia                              7                      25                        546
Lao PDR                            12                      66                     1,420
Malaysia                              6                      20                        481
Philippines                              6                      18                     1,336
Singapore                              5                        6                        382
Thailand                              9                      24                        848
Viet Nam                              6                      35                         701

OECD countries                  5                   10.5                         811 









governance



cohesion policy

trans-ASEAN networks

Recommendations for strengthening governance
Ensure adherence to international norms and standards in governance and social 

protection.

enforceable power. 

Ensure that the legal and institutional environment is supportive of objective and 
reliable statistics.

Increase funding for statistics.



Recommendations for strengthening policy cohesion

regional integration.

Strengthen the system of social safety nets and protection mechanisms.



Expedite the integration of trans-ASEAN networks.



Customs Valuation and Other Emerging Issues.

International Migration in Thailand





Earliest year since 1990

GDP / capita, 2000 PPP 2224 90 1238 93 1061 90 5561 90 3703 90 14986 90 4596 90 1153 90

Agricultural value added 2.3 90 16.6 90 50.1 90 61.2 90 57.3 90 15 90 21.9 90 0.3 90 14.4 90 38.7 90

Investment / GDP 14.2 90 25.8 90 8.3 90 11.3 90 14.7 90 33 90 23.1 90 32.3 90 40.4 90 13.1 90

Exports / GDP 23.1 90 4 90 11.8 90 74.5 90 27.5 90 191.8 01 34.1 90 36 90

Export concentration index 0.6 95 0.1 95 0.3 97 0.3 95 0.3 95 0.2 95 0.4 95 0.2 95 0.1 95 0.2 95

Employment / Population 41.2 91 40.8 91 43.1 91 36.1 91 48.4 91 38.3 91 35.1 91 50.6 91 55.8 91 46.3 91

Labour productivity 5945 90 2296 90 1959 90 13434 90 6348 90 28191 90 8291 90 2346 90

$1/day poverty 17.4 93 34.1 97 18.6 92 2 92 19.8 91 6 92

Underweight children 26.4 99 39.8 94 44 93 32.4 90 23.3 93 33.5 90 3.4 00 18.6 93 33.1 00

Primary enrolment 92.7 91 97.3 91 69.5 91 62.8 91 98.1 91 97.8 99 96.5 91 75.8 91 90.2 91

Primary completion 100 91 90.7 91 39.1 99 72.9 99 67.6 99 91.4 91 89.6 99 86.2 99 96.4 99

Literacy 98.1 91 96.2 90 76.3 98 71.1 95 94.5 00 95.6 91 96.6 90 99 90 98 00 93.9 99

Gender primary 0.94 91 0.98 91 0.81 91 0.79 91 0.96 91 1 91 0.99 91 0.97 91 0.96 91 0.93 91

Gender literacy 1 91 0.98 90 0.87 98 0.81 95 0.98 00 0.99 91 1.01 90 1 90 1 00 0.99 99

Life expectancy at birth 73.9 90 61.5 90 55.1 90 54.1 90 58.8 90 70.1 90 65.3 90 74.7 90 66.8 90 65.3 90

Under-5 mortality 11 90 91 90 115 90 163 90 130 90 22 90 62 90 9 90 37 90 53 90

Maternal mortality 60 90 650 90 900 90 650 90 580 90 80 90 280 90 10 90 200 90 160 90

HIV prevalence 0.1 03 0.1 03 2 03 0.1 03 1.4 03 0.4 03 0.1 03 0.3 03 1.4 03 0.4 03

TB prevalence 113 90 440 90 951 90 472 90 417 90 195 90 820 90 52 90 355 90 470 90

Forest cover 59.4 90 64.3 90 73.3 90 75 90 59.6 90 68.1 90 35.5 90 3.4 90 31.2 90 28.8 90

CO2 emissions, CDIAC 22.7 90 1.2 90 90 0.1 90 0.1 90 3.1 90 0.7 90 15 90 1.8 90 0.3 90

Water withdrawal 0.9 91 2.6 90 0.9 00 0.9 00 3.2 00 1.7 90 5.8 95 21.2 00 8 00

Water access 72 90 41 04 50 04 57 90 98 90 87 90 100 90 95 90 65 90

Sanitation access 46 90 17 04 30 04 24 90 47 90 57 90 100 90 80 90 36 90

Energy consumption / capita 347 90 54596 90 34 90 42 90 4402 90 8365 90 18374 90 5892 90 28286 90 969 90

Oil imports / consumption 22.1 00 52.9 00 34.4 00 99.5 00 100 00 102.2 00

Cellular subscribers 0.69 90 0.11 95 0.1 94 0.08 96 0.09 02 0.49 90 0.06 91 1.7 90 0.12 90 0.09 96

Internet users 1.06 95 94 0.01 97 0.01 98 99 92 0.01 94 0.16 91 92 96

Digital opportunity index 0.56 05 0.34 05 0.18 05 0.18 05 0.04 05 0.5 05 0.38 05 0.72 05 0.43 05 0.29 05

Road density 192 90 159 90 203 90 61 90 38 90 262 90 538 90 4176 90 141 90 295 90

Latest year

GDP / capita, 2000 PPP 3570 06 2629 06 2013 06 10091 06 4731 06 28305 06 8065 06 2925 06

Agricultural value added 1.1 06 13.7 06 29.6 06 46.8 06 52.6 06 8.8 06 14.2 06 0.1 06 10.7 06 21.7 06

Investment / GDP 13.3 06 24 06 18 06 30.7 06 14.9 06 20.2 06 14.6 06 23.1 06 28.6 06 32.5 06

Exports / GDP 34.3 05 65 05 27.2 05 123 05 47.6 05 243.2 05 73.8 05 69.5 05

Export concentration index 0.6 04 0.1 05 0.4 05 0.4 04 0.3 04 0.2 05 0.4 05 0.2 05 0.1 05 0.2 05

Employment / Population 41.9 06 43.7 06 48 06 40.3 06 54.5 06 42.8 06 41.2 06 49 06 56.7 06 52.2 06

Labour productivity 9022 05 2853 05 4541 05 22112 05 7271 05 47975 05 13915 05 4809 05

$1/day poverty 7.5 02 34.1 97 27 02 2 97 14.8 03 2 02

Underweight children 28.2 03 45.2 00 40 00 31.8 03 10.6 03 27.6 03 3.4 00 17.6 95 26.6 04

Primary enrolment 96.9 05 98.3 05 98.9 05 83.6 05 90.2 05 95.4 04 94.4 05 93.1 06 87.8 05

Primary completion 106.9 05 101.1 05 92.3 05 75.9 05 79 05 91.6 04 96.6 05 86.2 99 93.5 05

Literacy 98.9 01 98.7 04 83.4 04 78.5 01 94.5 00 97.2 00 95.1 03 99.5 00 98 00 93.9 99

Gender primary 1 05 0.96 05 0.92 05 0.88 05 1.02 05 1 04 0.99 05 1 05 0.96 06 0.94 05

Gender literacy 1 01 1 04 0.9 04 0.9 01 0.98 00 1 00 1.03 03 1 00 1 00 0.99 99

Life expectancy at birth 76.9 06 70.1 06 58.6 06 63.7 06 61.2 06 73.9 06 71.3 06 79.7 06 70 06 74 06

Under-5 mortality 9 05 36 05 143 05 79 05 105 05 12 05 33 05 3 05 21 05 19 05

Maternal mortality 37 00 230 00 450 00 650 00 360 00 41 00 200 00 30 00 44 00 130 00

HIV prevalence 0.1 05 0.1 05 1.6 05 0.1 05 1.3 05 0.5 05 0.1 05 0.3 05 1.4 05 0.5 05

TB prevalence 63 05 262 05 703 05 306 05 170 05 131 05 450 05 28 05 204 05 235 05

Forest cover 52.8 05 48.8 05 59.2 05 69.9 05 49 05 63.6 05 24 05 3.4 05 28.4 05 39.7 05

CO2 emissions, CDIAC 24.1 04 1.7 04 04 0.2 04 0.2 04 7 04 1 04 12.2 04 4.3 04 1.2 04

Water withdrawal 1.1 94 2.9 00 0.9 00 0.9 00 3.2 00 1.6 00 6 00 21.2 00 8 00

Water access 77 04 41 04 50 04 78 04 99 04 85 04 100 04 99 04 85 04

Sanitation access 55 04 17 04 30 04 77 04 94 04 72 04 100 04 99 04 61 04

Energy consumption / capita 838 04 102953 04 2259 04 154 04 20469 04 36686 04 33490 04 6596 04 62106 04 45824 04

Oil imports / consumption 32.6 04 38.6 02 30.2 04 103.4 04 100 04 100.5 04

Cellular subscribers 66.51 06 28.3 06 7.94 06 10.77 05 0.34 05 75.45 06 49.24 06 109.34 06 63.02 06 18.17 06

Internet users 43.35 06 7.18 05 0.31 05 0.42 05 0.06 05 43.77 06 5.48 05 39.21 06 13.07 06 17.21 06

Digital opportunity index 0.56 05 0.34 05 0.18 05 0.18 05 0.04 05 0.5 05 0.38 05 0.72 05 0.43 05 0.29 05

Road density 218 99 203 02 217 04 135 03 43 99 300 04 671 03 4627 04 112 00 717 04

Table A: Indicator values

Darussalam

Darussalam

Brunei
Indonesia

Brunei
Indonesia Philippines Singapore

Cambodia Lao PDR Myanmar Malaysia Thailand Viet Nam

Cambodia Lao PDR Thailand Viet Nam

Philippines Singapore

Myanmar Malaysia

 63



Earliest year since 1990

GDP / capita, 2000 PPP 15 90 8 93 7 90 37 90 25 90 100 90 31 90 8 90

Agricultural value added 872 90 6253 90 18909 90 23100 90 21604 90 5650 90 8264 90 100 90 5427 90 14615 90

Investment / GDP 35 90 64 90 21 90 28 90 36 90 82 90 57 90 80 90 100 90 32 90

Exports / GDP 12 90 2 90 6 90 39 90 14 90 100 01 18 90 19 90

Export concentration index 672 95 160 95 333 97 288 95 341 95 199 95 403 95 236 95 100 95 234 95

Employment / Population 74 91 73 91 77 91 65 91 87 91 69 91 63 91 91 91 100 91 83 91

Labour productivity 21 90 8 90 7 90 48 90 23 90 100 90 29 90 8 90

$1/day poverty 870 93 1705 97 930 92 100 92 990 91 300 92

Underweight children 776 99 1171 94 1294 93 953 90 685 93 985 90 100 00 547 93 974 00

Primary enrolment 94 91 99 91 71 91 64 91 100 91 100 99 98 91 77 91 92 91

Primary completion 100 91 91 91 39 99 73 99 68 99 91 91 90 99 86 99 96 99

Literacy 99 91 97 90 77 98 72 95 95 00 97 91 98 90 100 90 99 00 95 99

Gender primary 94 91 98 91 81 91 79 91 96 91 100 91 99 91 97 91 96 91 93 91

Gender literacy 99 91 97 90 86 98 80 95 97 00 98 91 100 90 99 90 99 00 98 99

Life expectancy at birth 99 90 82 90 74 90 72 90 79 90 94 90 87 90 100 90 89 90 87 90

Under-5 mortality 122 90 1011 90 1278 90 1811 90 1444 90 244 90 689 90 100 90 411 90 589 90

Maternal mortality 600 90 6500 90 9000 90 6500 90 5800 90 800 90 2800 90 100 90 2000 90 1600 90

HIV prevalence 100 03 100 03 2000 03 100 03 1400 03 400 03 100 03 300 03 1400 03 400 03

TB prevalence 217 90 846 90 1829 90 908 90 802 90 375 90 1577 90 100 90 683 90 904 90

Forest cover 79 90 86 90 98 90 100 90 79 90 91 90 47 90 5 90 42 90 38 90

CO2 emissions, CDIAC 48718 90 2517 90 100 90 122 90 229 90 6571 90 1543 90 32151 90 3795 90 696 90

Water withdrawal 104 91 305 90 100 00 104 00 370 00 203 90 672 95 2472 00 932 00

Water access 72 90 41 04 50 04 57 90 98 90 87 90 100 90 95 90 65 90

Sanitation access 46 90 17 04 30 04 24 90 47 90 57 90 100 90 80 90 36 90

Energy consumption / capita 1034 90 162489 90 100 90 124 90 13100 90 24896 90 54684 90 17535 90 84184 90 2883 90

Oil imports / consumption 100 00 239 00 156 00 449 00 452 00 462 00

Cellular subscribers 41 90 6 95 6 94 5 96 5 02 29 90 4 91 100 90 7 90 5 96

Internet users 100 95 94 1 97 1 98 99 92 1 94 15 91 92 96

Digital opportunity index 78 05 47 05 25 05 25 05 6 05 69 05 53 05 100 05 60 05 40 05

Road density 5 90 4 90 5 90 1 90 1 90 6 90 13 90 100 90 3 90 7 90

Latest year

GDP / capita, 2000 PPP 13 06 9 06 7 06 36 06 17 06 100 06 28 06 10 06

Agricultural value added 1691 06 21062 06 45478 06 71982 06 80920 06 13528 06 21847 06 100 06 16412 06 33458 06

Investment / GDP 41 06 74 06 56 06 95 06 46 06 62 06 45 06 71 06 88 06 100 06

Exports / GDP 14 05 27 05 11 05 51 05 20 05 100 05 30 05 29 05

Export concentration index 693 04 150 05 481 05 406 04 394 04 216 05 414 05 285 05 100 05 265 05

Employment / Population 74 06 77 06 85 06 71 06 96 06 76 06 73 06 86 06 100 06 92 06

Labour productivity 19 05 6 05 9 05 46 05 15 05 100 05 29 05 10 05

$1/day poverty 375 02 1705 97 1350 02 100 97 740 03 100 02

Underweight children 829 03 1329 00 1176 00 935 03 312 03 812 03 100 00 518 95 782 04

Primary enrolment 98 05 99 05 100 05 85 05 91 05 96 04 95 05 94 06 89 05

Primary completion 100 05 95 05 86 05 71 05 74 05 86 04 90 05 81 99 87 05

Literacy 99 01 99 04 84 04 79 01 95 00 98 00 96 03 100 00 98 00 94 99

Gender primary 98 05 94 05 90 05 86 05 100 05 98 04 97 05 98 05 94 06 92 05

Gender literacy 97 01 97 04 87 04 87 01 95 00 97 00 100 03 97 00 97 00 96 99

Life expectancy at birth 97 06 88 06 74 06 80 06 77 06 93 06 90 06 100 06 88 06 93 06

Under-5 mortality 300 05 1200 05 4767 05 2633 05 3500 05 400 05 1100 05 100 05 700 05 633 05

Maternal mortality 123 00 767 00 1500 00 2167 00 1200 00 137 00 667 00 100 00 147 00 433 00

HIV prevalence 100 05 100 05 1600 05 100 05 1300 05 500 05 100 05 300 05 1400 05 500 05

TB prevalence 225 05 936 05 2511 05 1093 05 607 05 468 05 1607 05 100 05 729 05 839 05

Forest cover 76 05 70 05 85 05 100 05 70 05 91 05 34 05 5 05 41 05 57 05

CO2 emissions, CDIAC 61772 04 4345 04 100 04 589 04 526 04 18075 04 2491 04 31347 04 10987 04 3017 04

Water withdrawal 126 94 340 00 100 00 104 00 370 00 181 00 693 00 2472 00 932 00

Water access 77 04 41 04 50 04 78 04 99 04 85 04 100 04 99 04 85 04

Sanitation access 55 04 17 04 30 04 77 04 94 04 72 04 100 04 99 04 61 04

Energy consumption / capita 545 04 66924 04 1469 04 100 04 13306 04 23848 04 21770 04 4288 04 40371 04 29787 04

Oil imports / consumption 108 04 128 02 100 04 342 04 331 04 332 04

Cellular subscribers 61 06 26 06 7 06 10 05 05 69 06 45 06 100 06 58 06 17 06

Internet users 99 06 16 05 1 05 1 05 05 100 06 13 05 90 06 30 06 39 06

Digital opportunity index 78 05 47 05 25 05 25 05 6 05 69 05 53 05 100 05 60 05 40 05

Road density 5 99 4 02 5 04 3 03 1 99 6 04 14 03 100 04 2 00 15 04

Table B: Ratio with best performer

Darussalam

Darussalam

Brunei
Indonesia

Brunei
Indonesia Philippines Singapore

Cambodia Lao PDR Myanmar Malaysia Thailand Viet Nam

Cambodia Lao PDR Thailand Viet Nam

Philippines Singapore

Myanmar Malaysia
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Earliest year since 1990

$1/day poverty 33349 93 4088 97 804 92 382 92 12409 91 3336 92

Underweight children 5636 99 768 94 349 93 1625 90 602 93 3072 90 9 00 928 93 2611 00

Primary enrolment 2 91 712 91 542 91 256 91 107 91 68 99 345 91 1465 91 988 91

Literacy 1 91 1441 90 518 98 271 95 501 00 154 91 424 90 6 90 212 00 954 99

Under-5 mortality 90 428 90 49 90 29 90 142 90 12 90 125 90 90 39 90 108 90

Maternal mortality 90 30.6 90 3.8 90 1.2 90 6.3 90 0.4 90 5.6 90 90 2.1 90 3.3 90

HIV prevalence 03 123 03 135 03 3 03 373 03 53 03 42 03 7 03 492 03 183 03

TB prevalence 90 805 90 92 90 19 90 167 90 35 90 502 90 2 90 193 90 311 90

Water access 51197 90 8095 04 2787 04 17263 90 362 90 7959 90 90 2715 90 23160 90

Sanitation access 98737 90 11388 04 3901 04 30512 90 9595 90 26327 90 90 10858 90 42350 90

Cellular subscribers 255 90 197193 95 11061 94 4804 96 46726 02 18015 90 62632 91 2965 90 54226 90 74508 96

Internet users 292 95 194540 94 11988 97 5025 98 45385 99 19087 92 67088 94 3091 91 55595 92 74575 96

Latest year

$1/day poverty 16310 02 4088 97 1459 02 433 97 12014 03 1233 02

Underweight children 6103 03 788 00 312 00 1359 03 288 03 2927 03 9 00 868 95 2127 04

Primary enrolment 1 05 432 05 23 05 152 05 518 05 146 04 665 05 371 06 1212 05

Literacy 1 01 557 04 524 04 230 01 501 00 124 00 798 03 3 00 212 00 954 99

Under-5 mortality 05 161 05 53 05 12 05 95 05 7 05 76 05 05 20 05 31 05

Maternal mortality 00 10.4 00 1.7 00 1.1 00 3.4 00 0.2 00 4.4 00 00 0.4 00 2.1 00

HIV prevalence 05 126 05 114 05 3 05 354 05 69 05 44 05 7 05 492 05 239 05

TB prevalence 05 592 05 98 05 17 05 82 05 34 05 381 05 1 05 129 05 200 05

Water access 51342 04 8095 04 2787 04 10464 04 252 04 12430 04 04 626 04 12576 04

Sanitation access 100451 04 11388 04 3901 04 10940 04 1511 04 23203 04 04 626 04 32697 04

Cellular subscribers 128 06 164096 06 13069 06 5054 05 47804 05 6411 06 43787 06 0 06 23462 06 70542 06

Internet users 216 06 209832 05 13912 05 5640 05 47938 05 14684 06 79932 05 2664 06 55152 06 71370 06

Earliest year since 1990

$1/day poverty 61.3 93 7.5 97 1.5 92 0.7 92 22.8 91 6.1 92

Underweight children 36.1 99 4.9 94 2.2 93 10.4 90 3.9 93 19.7 90 0.1 00 5.9 93 16.7 00

Primary enrolment 0.1 91 15.9 91 12.1 91 5.7 91 2.4 91 1.5 99 7.7 91 32.7 91 22 91

Literacy 91 32.2 90 11.6 98 6 95 11.2 00 3.4 91 9.5 90 0.1 90 4.7 00 21.3 99

Under-5 mortality 90 45.9 90 5.2 90 3.1 90 15.2 90 1.3 90 13.4 90 0.1 90 4.2 90 11.6 90

Maternal mortality 90 57.3 90 7.2 90 2.2 90 11.9 90 0.8 90 10.6 90 90 3.9 90 6.1 90

HIV prevalence 03 8.7 03 9.6 03 0.2 03 26.4 03 3.8 03 2.9 03 0.5 03 34.9 03 13 03

TB prevalence 90 37.8 90 4.3 90 0.9 90 7.9 90 1.7 90 23.6 90 0.1 90 9.1 90 14.6 90

Water access 45.1 90 7.1 04 2.5 04 15.2 90 0.3 90 7 90 90 2.4 90 20.4 90

Sanitation access 42.3 90 4.9 04 1.7 04 13.1 90 4.1 90 11.3 90 90 4.6 90 18.1 90

Cellular subscribers 0.1 90 41.7 95 2.3 94 1 96 9.9 02 3.8 90 13.3 91 0.6 90 11.5 90 15.8 96

Internet users 0.1 95 40.8 94 2.5 97 1.1 98 9.5 99 4 92 14.1 94 0.6 91 11.7 92 15.6 96

Latest year

$1/day poverty 45.9 02 11.5 97 4.1 02 1.2 97 33.8 03 3.5 02

Underweight children 41.3 03 5.3 00 2.1 00 9.2 03 1.9 03 19.8 03 0.1 00 5.9 95 14.4 04

Primary enrolment 05 12.3 05 0.7 05 4.3 05 14.7 05 4.1 04 18.9 05 10.5 06 34.4 05

Literacy 01 14.3 04 13.4 04 5.9 01 12.8 00 3.2 00 20.5 03 0.1 00 5.4 00 24.4 99

Under-5 mortality 05 35.3 05 11.7 05 2.7 05 20.8 05 1.5 05 16.6 05 05 4.3 05 6.9 05

Maternal mortality 00 43.9 00 7.1 00 4.4 00 14.4 00 0.9 00 18.4 00 0.1 00 1.8 00 8.9 00

HIV prevalence 05 8.7 05 7.9 05 0.2 05 24.4 05 4.8 05 3 05 0.5 05 34 05 16.5 05

TB prevalence 05 38.6 05 6.4 05 1.1 05 5.3 05 2.2 05 24.8 05 0.1 05 8.4 05 13 05

Water access 52.1 04 8.2 04 2.8 04 10.6 04 0.3 04 12.6 04 04 0.6 04 12.8 04

Sanitation access 54.4 04 6.2 04 2.1 04 5.9 04 0.8 04 12.6 04 04 0.3 04 17.7 04

Cellular subscribers 06 43.9 06 3.5 06 1.4 05 12.8 05 1.7 06 11.7 06 06 6.3 06 18.9 06

Internet users 06 41.9 05 2.8 05 1.1 05 9.6 05 2.9 06 15.9 05 0.5 06 11 06 14.2 06

Table C: Affected people (thousands)

Table D: Share in ASEAN problem (%)

Indonesia Cambodia

Darussalam

Darussalam

Darussalam
Brunei

Brunei
Indonesia PhilippinesCambodia

Lao PDR Myanmar Malaysia

Lao PDR Myanmar Malaysia

Viet Nam

Viet Nam

Thailand Viet Nam

Philippines Singapore

Thailand

Thailand

Singapore

Thailand Viet Nam

Brunei
Indonesia Cambodia Lao PDR Myanmar Malaysia Philippines Singapore

Myanmar Malaysia Philippines Singapore
Brunei

Indonesia Cambodia Lao PDRDarussalam
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1

2

3

4

Project Goal: Greater availability of documented survey

disparities and socio-economic impact of policy interventions.
Outcome

social and economic life. 

countries to monitor and evaluate their statistical capacity-

policy and R&D partnership.
Project Goal

East and South East Asia.
Outcome:

cooperation on international 

Nr Name of the project                                 Brief description of expected outcomes                              Period       ASEAN countries involved

All

All

All

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

List of ESCAP activities involving ASEAN countries
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5

6

7

8

 9

10

application centers.

communities and enhance their capacity to build effective 
businesses.

resources.

develop and improve universal access to 

in the GMS

for Sustainable Development in Asia and 

Nr       Name of the project                                 Brief description of expected outcomes                               Period       ASEAN countries involved

Current members include telecentres 

All

Myanmar and Thailand.

.

.

.

.
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69

GMS countries

All

Thailand

Open to all

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

activities.

principles of the Global Compact.
Business representatives advocate views and ideas on improvement 

innovation systems.

Capacity Development of SMEs in the 

ARTNeT Support Project for Trade 

effective implementation of the principles of 

Subnational innovation systems and 

enhance competitiveness of SMEs 

Nr      Name of the project                                  Brief description of expected outcomes                             Period      ASEAN countries involved

.

.

.

.

.

promote international competitiveness.

investment and promote a competitive business sector.

Increased national capacity to develop and implement trade 

enhance supply-side capacity and international 



18

19

20

21

22

23

24

role of tourism in socio-economic development and poverty 

the Plan of Action for Sustainable Tourism Development in the 

as focus of development.

development and provision of basis services.  The project is 

development.

the role of tourism in socio-economic 
development and poverty alleviation

Promotion and development of the 

 intermodal transport 

Intermodal interfaces as focus for 
development.

I
development priorities for the 

Public-private partnership alliance 

infrastructure development provision 
of basic services 

Nr Name of the project                                 Brief description of expected outcomes                              Period      ASEAN countries involved

possible
Nam

countriespossible
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