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Risk and opportunity hotspots in key growth markets

The Political Risk (Dynamic) Index assesses risks that have the potential to undergo change and in particular to To navigate this ever-changing landscape, Marsh Political Risk specialists can assist your organization mitigate
deteriorate rapidly. It is comprised of 30 political risk indices under the four themes of governance framework, political  exposure and maximize opportunities with the strategic use of risk transfer solutions, and analytic tools such as
violence, business and macroeconomic risk and societal forced regime change risk. To further explore root causes and Maplecroft. For more information go to: http://usa.marsh.com/ProductsServices/PoliticalRisk.aspx
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Political risk in the top 20 Growth Markets: The Growth Markets are the countries identified as presenting the greatest economic opportunities for investors
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Highlighted within the map are the noteworthy risk trends in the key growth markets and emerging economies © Maplecroft, 2013
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Political risk hotspots
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Societal drivers of political risk
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political freedoms, with trajectories that showed
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In 2014, the countries host to the most
significant disparities in political freedoms and
social gains are Uzbekistan (ranked 8" in the

introduction of policies that are detrimental
to business in order to garner favour with
different social groups. Examples of this
include increased resource nationalist
policies, unfavourable tax regimes, demands
for increasing local content or an increase in
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Cuba (22"), Bahrain (24"), Viet Nam (25),
Kazakhstan (32") and UAE (42™)

Whether the potential for societal unrest to
increase political risk — measured by incidents
of societally forced regime change and resource
nationalism for example - is realised depends
largely on the extent of entrenched power of
government; the willingness and ability to use
force; and the extent and speed of policy reform
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