Human Development I ndices: A Regional Per spective
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ABSTRACT

This work undertakes a cross-country comparative study of the trend of Human
Development progress in selected countries between 1990 and 2013. Following
the UNDP regional classification, countries are evaluated based on the human
devel opment aggregates. Low, Medium, High and Veery High Human Devel opment.
A total of 35 countries, inclusive of the industrial countries are examined and
factors such as continual social unrest, engendered socio-political crisis, adverse
income distribution, high depth of food deficit, lack of education and health
services amidst otherswere evident aslimiting factorsfor human devel opment, of
which synonymously, economic development. However based on the progress
made in selected economies, it is recommended that priority attention especially
by Developing Economies be given to enabling necessary institutional and
structural changes, pioneering a national development strategy, education
investment and knowledge development, availability of healthcare system and
maintaining stable political environment in view to foster human devel opment,
which ultimately will lead to actualising economic devel opment.
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INTRODUCTION

Taking development asamultidimensiona concept invariably, justifiesthe argument of

adopting the UNDP Human Devel opment Index asameasure of development. Thus, itis

opined that devel opment ismore than GNP growth, more than income and wealth and

morethan producing commoditiesand accumulating capital. Hence, devel opment isviewed

to be measured not just by the yardstick of income a one, but by amore comprehensive

index-cdled the human devel opment index —refl ecting lifeexpectancy, literacy and command

over theresourcesto enjoy adecent standard of living (UNDP, 1990; Lindmanand Sdllin,

2011). According to the UNDP(1990) Human Devel opment Report, each component of

theHDI ismeasuredinthefollowingways:

i Health - measured by lifeexpectancy at birth.

i Education - measured asacombination of adult liter acy (with two-thirdsweight)
and gr ossenr ollment (with one-third weight).

i Wealth - measured by GDP per capita.

TheHDI was created to emphasi ze that people and their capabilities should be
theultimatecriteriafor ng the devel opment of acountry, not economic growth
aone (hdr.undp.org/en/content/human-devel opment). The HDI can also be used to
question national policy choices, asking how two countrieswith thesamelevel of GNI per
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capitacan end up with different human development outcomes. These contrasts can
stimul ate debate about government policy priorities. The human development indexisa
summary measure of average achievement in key dimensionsof human devel opment: a
long hedlthy life, being knowledgeableand have adecent sandard of living. TheHDI isthe
geometric mean of normalized indicesfor each of thethree dimensionshighlighted above.
Thehedlth dimensionisassessed by expectancy at birth component of theHDI cal culated
using aminimum value of 20 years and maximum value of 85 years. The education
component of the HDI ismeasured by mean of schooling for adults aged 25 yearsand
expected yearsof schooling for children of school entering age. Mean yearsof schooling
isestimated by UNESCO indtitutefor statisticsbased on educationad attainment dataform
censusesand surveysavailablein it database. Expected years of schooling estimatesare
based on enrolment by ageat al level sof education. Thisindicator isproduced by UNESCO
ingtitutefor statistics. Expected of yearsof schooling iscapped at 18 years. Theindicators
arenormaized usingaminimum vaueof zero and maximuminspirationa valuesof 15and
18 yearsrespectively. Theindicesare combined into an education index using arithmetic
mean (hdr.undp.org/en/content/human-devel opment).

Thestandard of living dimensionismeasured by grossnationa income per capita.
The goal post for minimum incomeis$100 (PPP) and the maximum is $75,000 (PPP).
Theminimum vauefor GNI per capita, set at $100, isjustified by the considerableamount
of unmeasured subs stence and non market productionin economiescloseto theminimum
that isnot captured intheofficid data. TheHDI usesthelogarithm of income, toreflect the
diminishing importance of incomewith increasing GNI. The scoresfor thethree HDI
dimensionindices are then aggregated into acomposite index using geometric mean
(hdr.undp.org/en/content/human-devel opment). Based on the foregoing, this study
appraisesfrom aregiona perspective, human devel opment indices.

METHOD

This work undertakes a cross-country comparative study of the trend of Human
Development progressas measured using the HDI and recorded as dataacross selected
countriesfollowing the UNDP regional classification between 1990 and 2013. Inline
thereof with the UNDP Report classification 2014, the human devel opment aggregates
which areasfollows: Low Human Development (HDI bel ow 0.550), Medium Human
Development (HDI 0.550t0 0.699), High Human Development (HDI 0.700t0 0.799)
and Very High Human Devel opment (HDI 0.800 and above) would be adopted inexamining
thetrend. Also, following the classification of countriesinto six regiona aggregates. Sub
Saharan Africa; Arab States; Europe and Central Asia; South Asia; East Asiaand the
Pacific; Latin Americaand the Caribbean; five countriesfrom each region examined are
Ethiopia, South Africa, United Republic of Tanzania, Nigeria, Madagascar; Egypt, Iraqg,
Saudi Arabia, United Arab Emirates, Sudan; Albania, Turkey, Belarus, Ukraine, Republic
of Moldova; Afghanistan, Bangladesh, India, Idamic Republic of Iran, Pakistan; China,
Philippines, Indonesia, Malaysia, Viet Nam; Argentina, Brazil, Bolivarian Republic of
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Venezuela, Dominican Republic, Trinidad and Tobago respectively. Alsoinclusive are
sdected Indudtrid CountriessuchasAudraia, Greece, USA, United Kingdom and Hungary.

RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

Amids selected countriesfor Sub-SaharanAfrica(figure 1), SouthAfricaevidently advances
over theyears, particularly morethan the other countries examined within the period,
between medium and high levels of human devel opment with its height in 1991 and
maintaining ahigh level of human devel opment in 1995 and between 1997 and 1999 but
had never attained such ahighlevel ever since. The progressmade by South Africacould
beattributed to the late apartheid period and early post-apartheid period (i.e. post 1994)
whichenvisaged variousinditutiona and structura changes, whereby initidly thegovernment
segregated education, medical care, beaches, and other public services, and provided
black peoplewith servicesthat wereofteninferior to thoseof whitepeople. Other countries
onthe other hand, even Nigeria, though maintained an upward progressintheir level of
human devel opment over the period but still within thelow human devel opment category.

InrelationtotheArab States, all selected countriesexamined except Sudan which
remained at low level of human development attributableto her continual social unrest,
had progressed through thelater three categoriesof human devel opment (i.e, from medium
to high and thento very high) with United Arab Emirateshaving thelead and attaining its
height in 2007 and such could be attributed to itsmaintaining of aliberalist approachto
development, despite her religiousinclinations (figure 2). In 2007 however, The United
Arab Emirates(U.A.E.) unveileditsNationa Devel opment Strategy recognizing the need
to develop aninfrastructure that was not based on oil revenues, and underlying thiswasa
purposeful drivetowards education investment and knowledge development intheArab
world, and a so working extensively with the United Nationsto meet the UN Millennium
Deve opment Goa's. A notabledelimiting factor for Egypt, Iraq and Sudanistheengendered
socio-political crisiscapable of hindering the already attained progress. Itisof notethat
Iraqvividly lacksdataon GNI, so much the reason why HDI was not computed for some
years. Observing the selected countries of Europe and Central Asia, the development
trend path seeminterwovenwhich attest totheir smilarity intheir level of human deve opment
(seefigure3). All the countries are notabl e of the developed world, particularly Turkey
while Bdarus, Ukraineand Republic of Moldovaare off-shoot of the defunct communist
state — the USSR- whom as at 1991 and 1992 had HDI values of 0.908 and 0.873
respectively. Albania, a so apost-socialist republic, ssems notablewith ahigh level of
human development as she providesauniversa hedth care system and free primary and
secondary education.

Followingisthe SouthAsanregionwiththeldamic Republic of Iran surpassing al
other countriesand maintaining ahigh level of human devel opment sincethemid-1990s,
after advancing fromamedium human devel opment leve attainedintheearly 1990s(figure
4). Such progressisattributableto her central planning and state ownership framework,
aligned with specialised system of education focused to science and technology. India
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comesnext inlinebut surprisingly though asan emerging economy and dmost for dl years
withinthe period of study, did not surpass amedium human devel opment level of 0.600
after having adecade of low human devel opment. Underlying other respective countries
areissuesof palitical instability accounting for their synonymouslow level of human
development, unlike Bangladesh (aformer part of Pakistan) whom also experiencesan
adverseincomedistribution, lesswomen education, lack of healthcare servicesand high
depth of food deficit and environmental degradation whileAfghanistan hasaswell for long
been awar-torn zone. In Pakistan, however, due to accompanying macroeconomic
instability since 2007 and limited economic progress, investment in education and health
had remained chalenging.

Surprisingly aswell, Chinawhom isrenowned tolead the East Asaand the Pecific
region and as a prominent emerging world power could not sustain a high human
development level but maintainsamedium human devel opment level most of theyears of
thestudy (figure5), whileevidently, issurpassed by Ma aysawhom asan emerging economy
inattempt to path aspecialised economic progressis pioneered by along term economic
devel opment plan launched in 1991 to hel p her achieve her vision 2020 and such, has
enabled her maintain ahigh human development level. Indonesia, Philippinesand Viet
Nam on the other hand had notably maintai ned a sustai nable medium human devel opment
level over theyearsinview.

Amidst the selected countriesfor the Latin Americaand the Caribbean region
(figure6), al countriesexcept Dominican Republic, seem evident to have avarying but
sustainablelevel of human devel opment ranging within high and very highlevels. Progress
madeinArgentina(ahighly devel oping emerging economy) and the Bolivarian Republic of
Venezuela (of the devel oped world) respectively could be attributed to their relative
economic successes—seemingly stablepolitical environment and fair living standard due
to her huge participationintheworld market. Trinidad and Tobago asacontinental country
enjoyshighindugtrid productivity with relatively lesspopul ation—partly duetoimmigration,
anevidencefor her progresswhileBrazil though having to dedl with certain socio-economic
and socio-political issueshad priority to ensure giant stridesin macroeconomic stability.
Dominican Republic asanidand nationismarked with high popul ation turnover, structural
inefficienciesand incomeinequdity, but still hasbeen abletoensurean a least varying high
level of human development. The selected industrial countries, Australia, USA, United
Kingdom, Greece and followed by Hungary exhibiting an dmost same devel opment path
(figure7) project an underlying similar approach to pioneering human devel opment by
thesecountries.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

An overview of selected countriesfor the regions enlisted had showed that enabling
necessary ingtitutional and structural changes, having liberalist gpproach to devel opment
despiterdigiousindinationsasevidentintheArabworld, pioneering aNationa Devel opment
Strategy, encouraging education investment and knowledge devel opment, avail ability of

International Journal of Economic Development Research and Investment, Vol. 6, No. 2, August 2015 4
ISSN: 2141-2731



hedlth care system and pre-tertiary education, maintai ning astable political environment
andfair living standard, providing structuresfor high industria productivity, and ensuring
macroeconomic stability arefactorsamong many othersthat could help foster or advance
human devel opment and synonymoudy economic devel opment whilecontinua socid unres,
engendered socio-politica criss, adverseincomedistribution, lesswomen education, lack
of healthcare services and high depth of food deficit and environmental degradation,
prevaenceof war, macroeconomicinstability, non-prioritised investment in education and
hedlth, sructurd inefficienciesandincomeinequality intheform of underemployment could
belimiting factorsto human devel opment. It ison this note that devel oping economies
haveto build on appropriate key successfactors, learn from devel opment successstories,
andin every extent, recedeto the background all forms of militating factorsthat could
impedethe presupposed level of devel opment.

Figure 1: Sub-Saharan Africa
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Figure 2: Arab Sates
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Figure 3: Europe and Central Asia
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Figure 4: South Asia
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Figure 5: East Asia and the Pacific
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Figure 6: Latin America and the Caribbean
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Figure7: Industrial Countries
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Table 1: Human Devel opment Index Trends
Sub-Saharan Africa Ethiopia South Africa Tanzania, United Rep. of Nigeria
1990 0.619 0.354
1991 0.166 0.766 0.266 0.242
1992 0.173 0.674 0.268 0.241
1993 0.172 0.673 0.270 0.246
1994 0.249 0.650 0.306 0.348
1995 0.227 0.705 0.364 0.406
1996 0.237 0.649 0.364 0.401
1997 0.244 0.716 0.357 0.393
1998 0.252 0.717 0.358 0.391
1999 0.321 0.702 0.436 0.445
2000 0.284 0.628 0.378
2001 0.359 0.684 0.400 0.463
2002 0.359 0.666 0.407 0.466
2003 0.367 0.658 0.418 0.453
2004 0.371 0.653 0.430 0.448
2005 0.339 0.608 0.419 0.466

Madagascar

0.371
0.325
0.327
0.396
0.432
0.349
0.350
0.348
0.462
0.453
0.468
0.469
0.499
0.509
0.470
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2006 0.402 0.680 0.519 0.506 0.537

2007 0.414 0.683 0.530 0.511 0.543
2008 0.394 0.628 0.451 0.483 0.487
2009 0.409 0.631 0.464 0.488 0.494
2010 0.328 0.597 0.398 0.423 0.435
2011 0.422 0.646 0.478 0.496 0.495
2012 0.396 0.629 0.476 0.471 0.483
2013 0.435 0.658 0.488 0.504 0.498

Source: UNDP Human Development Report (Several |ssues)

Table2: Human Devel opment Index Trends

Arab States Egypt Iraq Saudi Arabia United Arab Emirates Sudan
1990 0.546 0.508 0.662 0.725 0.342
1991 0.394 0.582 0.697 0.767 0.164
1992 0.385 0.589 0.687 0.740 0.157
1993 0.389 0.589  0.688 0.738 0.152
1994 0.551 0.614 0.742 0.771 0.276
1995 0.613 0.617 0.762 0.861 0.379
1996 0.611 0.599 0.772 0.864 0.359
1997 0.614 0.531 0.774 0.866 0.333
1998 0.612 0.538 0.778 0.855 0.343
1999 0.635 0.754 0.809

2000 0.621 0.606  0.744 0.797 0.385
2001 0.648 0.769 0.816 0.503
2002 0.653 0.768 0.824 0.505
2003 0.659 0.772 0.849 0.512
2004 0.702 0.777 0.839 0.516
2005 0.645 0.621  0.773 0.823 0.423
2006 0.700 0.840 0.896

2007 0.703 0.843 0.903 0.531
2008 0.637 0.632 0.791 0.822 0.447
2009 0.672 0.637 0.802 0.826 0.463
2010 0.620 0.815 0.824 0.379
2011 0.679 0.639  0.825 0.824 0.468
2012 0.662 0.590 0.782 0.818 0.414
2013 0.682 0.642  0.836 0.827 0.473

Source: UNDP Human Development Report (Several |ssues)

Table3: Human Devel opment Index Trends

Europe and Central Asia Albania Turkey Belarus Ukraine Moldova, Rep. of
1990 0.609 0.576 0.705 0.645
1991 0.821 0.694

1992 0.791 0.671

1993 0.699 0.717 0.861 0.844 0.758
1994 0.714 0.739 0.847 0.823 0.714
1995 0.739 0.792 0.866 0.842 0.757
1996 0.633 0.711 0.787 0.719 0.663
1997 0.655 0.772 0.806 0.689 0.612
1998 0.656 0.782 0.785 0.665 0.610
1999 0.725 0.735 0.782 0.742 0.699
2000 0.655 0.653 0.668 0.598
2001 0.735 0.734 0.804 0.766 0.700
2002 0.781 0.751 0.790 0.777 0.681
2003 0.780 0.786 0.766 0.671

International Journal of Economic Development Research and Investment, Vol. 6, No. 2, August 2015
ISSN: 2141-2731



2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013

Source: UNDP Human Devel opment Report (Several 1ssues)

Table4: Human Development Index Trends

South Asia
1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013

Source: UNDP Human Devel opment Report (Several Issues)

Table5: Human Development Index Trends

0.784
0.689
0.814
0.818
0.703
0.705
0.719
0.714
0.749
0.716

Afghanistan

0.296
0.069
0.065
0.066
0.208
0.228
0.229

0.341

0.347
0.350
0.352
0.430
0.453
0.349
0.458
0.374
0.468

East Asia and the Pacific

1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001

China
0.502
0.614
0.612
0.566
0.644
0.594
0.609
0.626
0.650
0.718
0.591
0.721

0.687
0.802
0.806
0.710
0.716
0.738
0.752
0.722
0.759

Bangladesh

0.382
0.186
0.185
0.189
0.309
0.364
0.365
0.368
0.371
0.470
0.453
0.502
0.509
0.520
0.530
0.494
0.535
0.543
0.515
0.527
0.469
0.549
0.515
0.558

Philippines

0.591
0.613
0.600
0.603
0.621
0.677
0.666
0.672
0.677
0.749
0.619
0.751

0.794
0.725
0.819
0.826
0.764
0.775
0.779
0.784
0.793
0.786

India

0.431
0.308
0.297
0.309
0.382
0.439
0.436
0.446
0.451
0.571
0.483
0.590
0.595
0.602
0.611
0.527
0.604
0.612
0.554
0.560
0.519
0.581
0.554
0.586

Indonesia
0.528
0.499
0.491
0.515
0.586
0.637
0.641
0.668
0.679
0.677
0.609
0.682

0.774
0.713
0.789
0.796
0.729
0.722
0.710
0.730
0.740
0.734

0.694
0.639
0.718
0.720
0.652
0.646
0.623
0.656
0.660
0.663

Iran, Islamic Rep.

0.552
0.577
0.547
0.557
0.672
0.770
0.755
0.780
0.758
0.714
0.652
0.719
0.732
0.736
0.746
0.681
0.777
0.782
0.711
0.718
0.702
0.733
0.742
0.749

Malaysia
0.641
0.802
0.789
0.790
0.794
0.822
0.826
0.832
0.834
0.774
0.717
0.790

Pakistan
0.402
0.311
0.305
0.311
0.393
0.483
0.442
0.445
0.453
0.498
0.454
0.499
0.497
0.527
0.539
0.504
0.568
0.572
0.536
0.545
0.490
0.531
0.515
0.537

Viet Nam
0.476
0.498
0.464
0.472
0.514
0.539
0.540
0.557
0.560
0.682
0.563
0.688
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2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013

0.745
0.755
0.768
0.645
0.763
0.772
0.682
0.693
0.663
0.710
0.699
0.719

0.753
0.758
0.763
0.638
0.747
0.751
0.638
0.647
0.638
0.652
0.654
0.660

0.692
0.697
0.711
0.640
0.729
0.734
0.654
0.665
0.600
0.678
0.629
0.684

Source: UNDP Human Devel opment Report (Several [ssues)

Table6: Human Devel opment Index Trends

Argentina

Latin America/
the Caribbean
1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013

0.694
0.854
0.833
0.832
0.854
0.883
0.885
0.884
0.888
0.842
0.753
0.849
0.853
0.863
0.863
0.758
0.861
0.866
0.777
0.789
0.799
0.804
0.811
0.808

Brazil

0.612
0.759
0.739
0.730
0.756
0.804
0.796
0.783
0.809
0.750
0.682
0.777
0.775
0.792
0.792
0.705
0.808
0.813
0.731
0.732
0.699
0.740
0.730
0.744

Venezuela

0.644
0.848
0.824
0.824
0.820
0.859
0.859
0.861
0.860
0.765
0.677
0.775
0.778
0.772
0.784
0.716
0.833
0.844
0.758
0.757
0.759
0.761
0.748
0.764

Dominican
Republic
0.589
0.622
0.595
0.586
0.638
0.705
0.701
0.718
0.720
0.722
0.645
0.737
0.801
0.749
0.751
0.668
0.771
0.777
0.684
0.686
0.663
0.695
0.702
0.700

Source: UNDP Human Development Report (Several 1ssues)

Table7: Human Development Index Trends
Industrial Countries

1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999

Australia Greece
0.866 0.749
0.973 0.934
0.971 0.901
0.972 0.902
0.926 0.874
0.927 0.907
0.929 0.909
0.931 0.923
0.932 0.924
0.936 0.881

USA

0.858
0.976
0.976
0.976
0.925
0.938
0.940
0.942
0.943
0.934

United Kingdom Hungary

0.768
0.967
0.962
0.964
0.919
0.916
0.924
0.931
0.932
0.923

0.793
0.796
0.805
0.747
0.825
0.829
0.760
0.761
0.766
0.768
0.769
0.773

0.691
0.704
0.709
0.598
0.720
0.725
0.617
0.622
0.572
0.632
0.617
0.638

Trinidad and

Tobago
0.658
0.876
0.876
0.877
0.855
0.872
0.872
0.880
0.880
0.798
0.697
0.802
0.801
0.801
0.809
0.745
0.832
0.837
0.764
0.766
0.764
0.764
0.760
0.766

0.701
0.911
0.893
0.887
0.863
0.856
0.855
0.857
0.857
0.829
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2000 0.898 0.798 0.883 0.863 0.774

2001 0.939 0.892 0.937 0.930 0.837
2002 0.946 0.902 0.939 0.936 0.848
2003 0.955 0.912 0.944 0.939 0.862
2004 0.957 0.921 0.948 0.940 0.869
2005 0.912 0.853 0.897 0.888 0.805
2006 0.968 0.938 0.955 0.945 0.878
2007 0.970 0.942 0.956 0.947 0.879
2008 0.922 0.858 0.905 0.890 0.814
2009 0.924 0.858 0.905 0.890 0.816
2010 0.926 0.856 0.908 0.895 0.817
2011 0.928 0.854 0.911 0.891 0.817
2012 0.938 0.860 0.937 0.875 0.831
2013 0.933 0.854 0.914 0.892 0.818

Source: UNDP Human Devel opment Report (Severd | ssues)
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