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* Xl =: Global Footprint Network website.
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Brundtland Report
on Sustainable
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Millennium Summit

National SD Program
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* Al =: Beyond GDP website.



THE MANY ELEMENTS OF HAPPINESS AND WELL BEING
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Measuring progress:

Lisbon
development Ecological Indicators
over time

Footprint PEEIs
EDP
HDI MIPS HIEE
Indicators
_ Sustainable

S.OCIa| Development Progress
Indicators Indicators Indicators
—

1980s 1990s 2000s

* Xl 2: Radermacher(2007).

« HDI(Human Development Index) : & &2 30IAS, NELF, Ba4-Ho A X
« EDP(Environmentally—adjusted Domestic Product) : GDP

« MIPS(Material Input Per Service Unit) : HIZ& MUIA S &
 PEEIs(Principal European Economic Indicators) : =2 A Al
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*XI 2 : Geological Society(UK) website (per capita in real prices).

* ISEW(Index of Sustainable Economic Welfare) : GDP + E%&* Hol.HIE + AIS|E BEel.HIE
« GPI(Genuine Progress Index) : ISEWE 2 & A2l 2002, £ 26)] &=o0=2 14
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Global GPl/capita & GDP/capita
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Fig. 3. Adjusted global GPl/capita & GDP/capita. GPl/capita was estimated by aggregating data for the 17 countries for which GPI or ISEW had been estimated, and adjusting for
discrepancies caused by incomplete coverage by comparison with global GDP/capita data for all countries. All estimates are in 2005 USS.

* X} = : Kubiszewski et al.(2013).



CIW(Canadian Index of Wellbeing)
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?::::':: | in each domain *X} 2 : Canadian Index of Wellbeing(2012).

Wellbeing

CIW Composite Index

64 indicators consolidated into a
single CIW average



OECD BLI(Better Life Index)
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consumption

Built, Human financial

* X} 2 : Geological Society(UK) website.



830 =MA GAlEUL:



