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Draft – Rome, 4th of June 2010 

The pursuit of happiness1 

(Ethics, politics, globalization and economics of well being) 

Position Paper2  

 

“We hold these Truths to be self‐evident, that all Men are created equal, that they are endowed by their 
Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of 
Happiness”. It was upon Benjamin Franklin’ s suggestion that in the Declaration of Independence of the 
4th July 1776, Thomas Jefferson decided that “the pursuit of happiness” (together with freedom, health 
and safety) was to be considered one of the unalienable rights3 that human beings are given at their 
birth4 and that the newly established state was called to protect. 

How is America and, more broadly, the western world doing after more than two centuries? Are post 
industrial, hyper technological societies facilitating the pursuit of individual and/or collective happiness?  
And what should, in fact,  people and societies pursue? What are the mechanisms by which 
communities decide what they stand for and how do we measure how well we are faring against those 
objectives? 

The reflection on what societies and, thus, legal contracts are for, and on how to pursue this final 
collective goal is one of the most important intellectual problems of all time. And yet the recent global 
                                                            
1The working group dedicated to this project is composed of Francesco Grillo, Stephen Benians, Milica Cirovic and 
Asif Parvez, Gianfilippo Emma. Project is open for further development. 
2 This paper is part of the follow-up process after a conference (May 13th  2010 - Villa Wolkonsky in Rome) on the 
same topic led by British Council together with Vision and in partnership wit American Embassy, British Embassy, 
Canadian Embassy, TN2020 and RENA 
3 In fact, the choice was not an obvious one and it was the result of a debate which ended with the fathers of the 
Declaration deliberately decided to downplay the “protection of possession” of the first Virginia declaration of 
colonial rights, preceding the independence. Differences in words reflect difference in substance if we consider the 
“liberté, égalité, fraternité” option that the twin and, yet, radically different French revolution  adopted 13 years 
later.  
4 Religion was constantly alluded to by men embodying the ideals of Reason, in order to give moral ground to their 
most important principles.  
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crisis, which is also a crisis of the frameworks through which we read problems and try to find solutions, 
reminds us how essential it is that we revert back to some basic questions.  

The question is complex and fascinating. However, there is an urgency to advancement  this debate so 
that relevant indications can be provided to policy makers. Vision’s basic belief is that we cannot limit 
ourselves to merely admiring complexity. Especially since complexity is in fact not just an intellectual 
argument, but  given is already producing wrong decisions and tangible consequences that we desire to 
act upon. So what can we realistically do in order to achieve a betterment of the debate and the policy 
making? 

This document defines the outline of a project that is meant to be a contribution within an extremely 
large map of initiatives and researches.  

The paper is, then, structured as follows: 

• Positioning of the project 

• The Puzzle 

• Problems with GDP &  Possible Solutions 

• Problems with Happiness & Possible Solutions 

• Debate Framework & the Scope of Vision’s Project 

 

Positioning of the project 

All studies following the pursuit of happiness, have focused on a specific topic of interest. For the 
purpose of relevance, we have created a position map of different key players in the current debate that 
identifies their targeted interests.  In general,  the Matrix has two dimensions: the starting point which 
can be either a reflection on GDP (and thus its limits) or directly happiness (whereas from both sides we 
see a convergence on the larger and less questionable idea of well being); and the objective which is 
either the measurement (and better definition) of the public good that we are seeking or the 
mechanisms (social or individual) that are likely to increase well being.  
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Source: Vision 

 

The horizontal dimension takes into consideration on one side the increasing number of studies on the 
limits of GDP.  There are fundamental concerns about the consistency of these figures not only as 
measures of well‐being, but also as measures of economic, environmental, and social sustainability.  

Furthermore, current research has indicated that GDP alone is not an accurate measure of the success 
or failure of society. As a reaction to these ideas, we introduce the attempt of some scholars to solve 
this problem through the introduction of Happiness among economic indicators located on the left side 
of the continuum. 

The vertical dimension follows a different approach. Here the differentiation in position is made 
between those players concerned with  defining and measuring well‐being and happiness, and those 
concerned with the actual delivery process of tangible benefits to society.  

Among the international institutions, OECD has been, in our view, has made a remarkable attempt to 
measure progress and the well‐being of society.  According to OECD, the final scope of factors needed  
to assess the progress, should include key indicators such  as health, education, and the environment, 
along with economic factors such as employment, productivity and purchasing power. The development 
of such indicators, understood and known by society as a whole, can provide a clear opportunity to 
improve the ways in which policies are made. OECD, thus, does not focus on happiness as such. 

Reflecting the concerns about GDP, and following the path tracked by OECD, President Sarkozy  decided 
to create a Commission, to look at the entire range of issues. The commission’s aim was to identify the 
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limits of GDP as an indicator of economic performance and social progress, to consider additional 
information required for the production of a more relevant picture, to discuss how to present this 
information in the most appropriate way, and to check the feasibility of measurement tools proposed by 
the Commission.  

The European Commission and UNDP can be, instead, considered to have a different approach: in going 
beyond GDP, they are focusing less on theoretical issues of measurement and more on the delivery issue 
of well‐being, considering communities as integral part of the process. 

As far as investigations that are directly related to the idea of happiness, it is useful to mention amongst 
other philosophies: 

• Layard identifies the big seven causes of happiness5,and according to him, happiness is (self‐
evidently) the only sensible goal for society. Consequently he asks if we really want to live more 
happily, and if so, what should we do differently – as a society and in our inner lives?   

• Layard’s studies are inspired by previous Kahneman research (2004): He developed a tool to 
measure people's quality of daily life known as the Day Reconstruction Method (DRM), which 
creates an "enjoyment scale" by requiring people to record the previous day's activities in a 
short diary form and describe their feelings about the experiences. His 2004 study using this 
method, which surveyed 909 employed women in Texas, provided evidence that higher income 
played a relatively small role in people's daily happiness.  

• In a recently concluded analysis, Inglehart (director of World Value Surveys)  led an investigation 
that had the goal of measuring global happiness. He constructed an index based on two 
questions, that should reflect people’s happiness and life satisfaction: Taking all things together, 
would you say you are very happy, rather happy, not very happy, not at all happy? All things 
considered, how satisfied are you with your life as a whole these days? 

• Wilkinson (co‐author of the best seller Spirit of the Level) is convinced that equality will bring 
well‐being in terms of rather objective numbers like reduction of crimes, life‐expectancy, 
disease avoidance, and with increased trust and  innovation. 

Vision’s project is clearly focused on the issue of defining what we, as a society, stand for, and 
consequently, finding ways to measure it that are flexible enough to accommodate for changes in social 

                                                            
5 The Big Seven factors affecting happiness are (in order of importance): family relationships, financial situation, 
work, community and friend, health, personal freedom, personal values (Layard, 2005:63) 
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priorities. Therefore, Vision takes into consideration GDP, happiness, and other indicators that are all 
instrumental to solving the problem of measuring societal well being.  

The Puzzle 

Does money buy happiness? It could be a title of a pop song, but in fact it is also one of the oldest and 
most central issues that philosophers have tried to deal with for centuries. Numbers, and more precisely 
comparisons amongst countries, suggest that the correlation between money and happiness is, at best, 
uncertain. 

In 1974 Easterlin, a pioneer on this topic,  formulated the “paradox of happiness”. The numbers showed 
that notwithstanding the fact that income per person had tripled in the last decades in western 
countries, the percentage of people declaring to be “happy” had stayed the same.  During the same 
period, the international comparison seemed to provide a similar result. There was a distinct difference 
in happiness between rich and poor countries, however, within each group of states more GDP per 
capita did not appear to be associated with more happiness. 

Vision’s numbers not only confirm the paradox, but, in fact, make the contradiction even bigger. The 
longitudinal comparison reports that even the quantum leap between developing and developed worlds 
does not exist anymore (and this may also be because globalization and the reduction of absolute 
poverty has made lots of people to overcome the minimum threshold above which basic needs are 
satisfied and money does not make much difference any longer). The comparison in time shows that in  
a country like Italy, the further increase of income per person is paralleled by what increasingly seems 
like a decline in happiness. 

The graph below compares forty countries that were selected on the basis of representativeness in 
terms of population, 62% of the world, and GDP, 82% of the world, and also availability of data.  The x‐
axis positions each country in terms of competitiveness.   We used the World Economic Forum 
measurement which includes a number of parameters that  refer to the general notion of ease to do 
business and fairness in competition within a country. On the y‐axis,  countries are positioned on  
relative happiness.  Here we utilized the numbers from the New Economic Foundation that  encompass 
the answers to the basic question of how happy people feel. Numbers have been normalized by 
assigning 100 points to the country with the highest score and recalculating all other data 
proportionally. 
 
Graph 1.1, Competitiveness and Happiness Index, Normalized numbers (Happiness: 100 = 76,1 Costa Rica; 
Competitiveness: 100 = 5,6 out of 7, Switzerland), 2009 (Happiness) and 2009/2010 (Competitiveness) 



                                                               THE ITALIAN THINKTANKTHE ITALIAN THINKTANK  

 
Mission of Vision is to contribute to the dissemination of ideas. 

Please note that the unauthorized use of copyrighted documents Vision  
is prosecuted in all Member States 

 

6

China

India

USA

Brazil

Russia

Japan
Philipines

Germany

Egypt

France

Thailand

UK

Italy

Spain

Ucraine

Colombia

Poland
Canada

Australia

Romania

Netherlands

Greece

Belgium

Dominican Republic

Serbia Sweden
Swiss

El Salvador

Denmark

Finland

Singapore

Norway

Costa Rica

New Zealand

Panama

Jamaica

Luxembourg

y = ‐0,256x + 84,22

30,0

40,0

50,0

60,0

70,0

80,0

90,0

100,0

60,0 70,0 80,0 90,0 100,0

Ha
pp

in
es

s I
nd

ex

Competitiveness Index

Correlation:  ‐0.19

 
Source: Vision on World Economic Forum data (Global Competitiveness) and New Economics Foundation 
(Happiness ‐ Happy Planet Index) data  

 

The results look rather clear and surprising. Although no one would argue against the necessity to be 
more competitive, the relationship between the two indicators  is not positive and, in fact, it is even 
slightly negative.  The most competitive countries report being less happy than the less competitive 
countries.  Cases that seem to contradict the conventional wisdom are the USA which is normally 
associated with being the land of opportunity and generally happy people.  From the graph, we can see 
that the United States reports as being extremely competitive, but ranks low comparatively in terms of 
happiness.  On the other side, some Central America countries which are normally viewed as developing 
countries and assumed to be less happy, in fact report being above average in happiness despite living in 
a less competitive country.   

Many would argue on the composite nature of both indicators. Both the measurement calculated by the 
WEF and the one proposed the by the NEF are, in fact, the weighted average of a differentiated set of 
other numbers that try to account for many different phenomena that one may associate respectively to 
the world “competitiveness “and “happiness”. However, both the list of indicators that we want to use 
and the relative weights that are attributed to each of them are not absolute and are therefore 
debatable. 
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In order to solve this problem one could consider less ambiguous numbers. In fact, we also calculated 
the relationship between economic performance and wellbeing by considering the less misleading GDP 
per capita as a proxy for traditional GDP and the propensity to commit suicide in a certain society.   One 
could assume that this is a powerful indicator of how unhappy a community is. The graph shows the 
new results. 

Graph 1.2, GDP per capita and Suicide rate, Normalized numbers (GDP pro capita: 100 = 113,044 USD – 
Luxembourg; Suicide rate: 100 = 31,7 suicides over 100,000 inhabitants – Russia), 2008 (GDP) and 2009 (Suicides) 
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Source: Vision on IMF (GDP) and WHO (suicide rates)  
 

The puzzle, if money can buy happiness, is  solved.   Although one may consider that the richer you are, 
the more you enjoy life and, thus, the less likely you are to commit suicide, the evidence suggests that 
this is not immediately true.  Societies seem to become unhappier the more competitive they are, and 
suicides slightly increase with the wealth of its members. It is interesting to realize the increased 
propensity to commit suicide in countries which have a higher GDP per capita – like Norway and 
Luxembourg – and how, on the other hand, people seem more ‘keen to live’ in countries like the 
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Philippines and Egypt6.  It is also important to point out that the majority of the western countries, while 
they experience higher GDP per capita, also report higher suicide rates than the developing countries. 

Many explanations to the findings have been  proposed and they can be broadly divided in two different 
categories. First, some have argued that many competing factors beyond the ones presented may 
influence the decision to commit suicide.  For instance, the reason why so few Egyptians commit suicide 
can be related to a religion that envisages serious punishments in the after life for those who take their 
own lives, and also favorable weather conditions. On the other hand, this could be easily used as a 
reason why people in Jamaica tend to be happy with a small amount of money. The second typology of 
explanations for the puzzle regards the very definition of the variables whose correlation we are 
calculating.  

Problems with GDP & Possible Solutions  

As far as  GDP is concerned, the critique of its pitfalls is as old as the measure itself and, in fact, it was  
the Nobel laureate Simon Kuznets, the father of the GDP who first criticized GDP’s misuse in front of the 
American Congress.  

As an example, GDP tends to increase against some events that appear to have certainly reduced well‐
being. If we look at the GDP in Campania (1983) and Umbria (1997) in respect to a relatively comparable  
environment, in the years when the earthquake occurred we noticed a high acceleration in GDP due to 
an increase of demand (real estate, primarily). The same concept is evident in the War Economy. As far 
as the Iraq case demonstrates, the GDP of a country suffering a War tends to increase rapidly, and this 
phenomena lasts only  for few years, even if the net growth diminishes along the years.  These events 
clearly demonstrate the weakness of using GDP as a measure for the general well being of society. 

                                                            
6 Counter intuitive correlations also result if we calculate them by separating the countries by segments according to 
the stage of economic development (developed, developing and underdeveloped. If we introduce other variables 
(life satisfaction, GDP growth rate) correlation may change signs but they continue to be not significant from a 
statistical point of view. 



                                                               THE ITALIAN THINKTANKTHE ITALIAN THINKTANK  

 
Mission of Vision is to contribute to the dissemination of ideas. 

Please note that the unauthorized use of copyrighted documents Vision  
is prosecuted in all Member States 

 

9

 

The real problem, however, isn’t  that the measurement systems are wrong. As policy makers, we risk 
(based on such measures ‐ maybe slightly incorrect) to take wrong decisions or not address the real 
problems. There are several examples of this: encouraging consumption beyond a certain level and in 
certain period (i.e. Christmas and the current crisis) and not being able to address congestion charge in 
major cities are examples of choices (or non‐choices) that are aimed at short term agendas.  Both have 
the common features of increasing  GDP (at least in the short term) and a probable reduction of both 
individual and collective welfare in the long term. The (big) risk is that if the Crisis that we are 
experiencing, is not tackled effectively, because of the inaccuracy of instruments used,  that there will 
be a reduction in general well being. That reduction may also be in the future GDP, because externalities 
produced by wrong decisions may be paid in monetary terms at a later stage. 

Solutions 

Vision’s idea is that in order to move GDP towards more reliable measurement of well being, we can – 
as the very OECD suggests – use the same monetary figures applying them to three main adjustments.  
First, the mistakes in prices caused by the difference between market prices and real value of products.  
Mistakes in pricing, especially when prices are lower than market values, can have a negative impact on 
the real GDP.  Price increases ‐ in a service, intangible world economy – likely do not reflect the real 
value (especially if meant as in the Marxian or Keynesian epistemologies) of goods. Moreover, in many 
areas prices do not accurately mimic value because of incorrect functioning of markets and the presence 
of monopolies (like in the public sector). Identification of markets (probably at a less advanced stage of 
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development or higher competitive pressure) where prices are more reliable, provides benchmarks 
against which current prices can be compared. The second problem is with the reduction of wealth as a 
result of the outside economic domain.  For example, wealth generated by work at home, or the value 
of time being spent in urban mobility that would have been used in leisure otherwise) can significantly 
lower the GDP measure. Finally, the issue of sustainability ‐ we should take into account the economic 
value that we are creating for future generations ( by saving cultural in heritage, for instance) or that we 
are taking away from it (as some scientists tried to do with will be damages from climate change) .  

 

 

 

 

The map outlines a method that will have to be completed by specific analytical tools. 
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 Problems with Happiness & Possible Solutions 

We all know that philosophers have argued for centuries about what we mean by ‘happiness’, leaving 
alone the debate on how to achieve or measure it. On a more technical level the numbers on life 
satisfaction and happiness have the intrinsic and obvious limitation of being subjective and relative to a 
certain time and place: to eat a sandwich could make a difference in some African villages and also be 
perceived as disturbing in a diet‐conscious environment in Europe. 

In order to measure happiness, we must address three different issues.  

The first one refers to the definition of Happiness.  According to the Webster and Cambridge dictionary, 
happiness is “a state of mind or feeling characterized by contentment, love, satisfaction, pleasure, 
felicity or joy. An agreeable feeling or condition of the soul arising from good fortune or propitious 
happening of any kind; freedom from want and distress, consciousness of the good order of things, 
assurance of one's place in the universe or society, and so forth. Antonyms include suffering, sadness, 
grief,  and anger”.  The definition of happiness is one of the greatest philosophical quandaries 
(Epicureanism, Hedonism,  Utilitarianism), and  is not clearly defined.   

Vision’s framework provides a way to further develop the concept. 
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The definition suggests that short term tranquillity will eventually lead to long term serenity.  The same 
is true for the opposite feelings of pain and anxiety.  The more extreme short term feeling of pleasure 
can lead to enthusiasm, while apathy can turn into boredom.  These feelings are often stereotypically 
associated with different countries.  For example, pleasure/enthusiasm can be linked to competitive 
countries, while tranquillity/serenity are often correlated to less competitive countries. 

 

The second issue refers to the rat race effect: according to it, we feel happier if our income is relatively 
higher than others.  Even if our actual income level is less than it could be.  As the chart shows, people 
prefer to make more money than others, than to make more money period.  This can be attributed to 
the competitive nature of certain individuals.  Two Harvard scholars tested this assumption on more 
than  155 students.   The result was slightly favourable at the higher relative income option 

 

Vision believes that the methodology required to the solve the problem is to add a community 
dimension  to each question of the polls that are normally used by researchers.  For example,  not only 
how happy are you  (how much tranquillity, serenity, enthusiasm and pleasure do you feel) but also how 
happy (or happier than in the past) do you think your community (city, region, country, segment of 
people, mankind) is? 

Last, there’s the issue of scarce resources. The difference between happiness and normal economy is 
that you cannot increase the general quantity of happiness by reallocating resources from less to more 
satisfactory uses, as you can reallocate resources from less to more productive means in order to 
increase the overall efficiency of a system. The following graph clarifies the argument. Although some 
activities increase happiness more than others, there seems to be a negative correlation between 
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happiness and quantity of time dedicated to each of them. We are limited by the ability to schedule 
certain activities and to increase the availability of time. More importantly a  minimum quantity of 
unhappiness seems to be unavoidable. 

 

In this case the solution should not use rankings and absolute values,  but instead focus on changes in 
time for the same community (or person) and differences amongst peers (for instance, European 
countries or Italian regions).  Local culture plays an integral part in determining people’s daily activities. 

 

Debate Framework & The Scope of Vision’s Project 

We believe that the debate can be unbundled into two main areas of reflection.  
The first one is what we may call “the politics of happiness”, and more specifically a reflection on the 
frameworks that (mostly western) societies have been establishing for themselves for the last decades 
and the issue of a rethinking them. To fully understand this topic, we must first consider  the legitimacy 
and effectiveness of having states, local and international communities pursuing happiness (as the 
American constitution solemnly puts upfront on its pedestal of values); and secondly the mechanisms 
through which people should ‘specify’ what makes them happy and thus on democracy. We therefore 
propose the issue to be sub divided in two areas for debate that may correspond to two work groups: 
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1. The politics of happiness (1): ethics and happiness as an objective of a society. Should states 
“pursue happiness” 7? Would the answer change if we substitute the notion of “state” with the 
one of “communities” or if we refer to “local communities”? Is happiness necessarily an 
individual notion or may we even have some “collective” dimension of it? Is there a crisis of 
“values” that have characterized Western societies (tolerance, enlightenment, trust into 
technologies and science, progress)? Are the “clash of civilizations” also a clash between a 
weakening and still dominating vision of the world and one that may be more traditional and, 
yet, more adequate to our times? Could the two visions be integrated and could immigration, 
for example, be an opportunity to do so or a further dramatization of differences? Could the 
happiness paradigm better account for better distribution of welfare amongst different places 
(different countries, different segments of population) and different times (different 
generations), giving a more concrete political sense to the “sustainability” of progress? 

 
2. The politics of happiness(2): democracy and global governance.  How do we define happiness 

and how could we increase it? Is representative democracy still a valid mechanism to establish 
collective wills and consensus8? Are polls an alternative? Or, when and in which areas should 
direct democracy’s scope be expanded, and what about innovations in democracy like the one 
envisaged by participatory democracy (where people’s opinions are, in fact, not any more 
limited to expressing a vote)?  Which mechanisms can better account for children and future 
generations and to increase the priority attached to longer term political objectives like 
education? How do we solve the problem of decision making against global problems9? Are 
state‐based mechanisms still without alternatives, or should  we consider local communities as 
actors of global governance10 processes (as for instance as a response to failures like the one 
that we had in 2009 with the Lisbon Treaty and Copenhagen)?  

 
The second area of reflection should focus on what we may broadly name “the economics of 
happiness”. The structure would be similar to the one we just described. The first part will be dedicated 

                                                            
7 It is interesting to note that, except for America, Vietnam is the only country of the world with a reference of 
Happiness as a fundamental right in their constitution.   
 
8  Vision’s project on Democracy: 
http://visionforum.it/forum_en/globalizzazione_e_democrazia_en/il_futuro_della_democrazia_en/Democrazia_PPaper_ING_may2006_breve.pdf 
9 Vision’s project Kyoto of the Cities: http://www.visionwebsite.eu/UserFiles/File/filedascaricare/IntelligentCitiesProgram.pdf  
10 Vision’s project on The Reform of the Un: 
http://www.visionforum.it/forum_en/globalizzazione_e_democrazia_en/la_riforma_delle_nazioni_unite_en/index.php 
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to  the definition and measurement of well being; the second to the mechanisms by which wellbeing can 
be increased and thus the notion of markets will be central to the discussion: 
 

3. The economics of happiness (3): economics and measurements of well being. Can we continue 
to remain satisfied with the ways we measure the evolution of societies’ well being and, more 
specifically the most important mainstream indicator of economic performance ‐ the GDP11? 
What could be other effective alternatives and why do they still fail to become the tool that 
could guide policy makers? More generally, is the notion of (economic) growth still acceptable 
and popular: Is it desirable? Is it obtainable?  

 
4. The economics of happiness (4): market successes and market failures. How can we increase 

wellbeing?  Where markets exist ‐ are increasing inequalities acceptable? More specifically, are 
salaries of some executives a problem that politicians should be dealing with? Even if we assume 
that traditional economic measurements are valid, are markets still capable of fulfilling their 
main goal of allocating scarce resources to the most productive uses (and thus to reward the 
people, the firms, the products that are able to increase the “value” to consumers and to 
eliminate organisations that are not able to innovate)? What did the crisis achieve in terms of 
making financial markets more competitive and more stable (whereas a trade‐off between 
competitiveness and stability may exist)?   

 

The central, overarching element that can bring together the two “points of view” is, of course, ethics. It 
is on this ground and on this theme that a bridge between religion and enlightenment can be 
discussed12.   The four areas thus produce a framework that can be represented as follows: 

                                                            
11 On the limits of GDP and its possible alternatives some of the greatest economists have widely written and amongst them the Nobel prizes 
winners Joseph Stigliz and Amartya Sen Commission on the Measurement of Economic Performance and Social Progress, Daniel Kahneman 
(that with Tversky attempted an integration between economics and psychology - Prospect Theory: An Analysis of Decision Under Risk, 1979), 
Richard Layard (author of Happiness) and Director of the Centre for Economic Performance at the London School of Economics and Political 
Science. Vision also wrote on the subject with Demos in its very first project on “good life”.  
The attempt of the  Gross National Happiness (GNH) in an attempt to define an indicator that measures quality of life or social progress in more 
holistic and psychological terms than gross national product or GDP. GNH was coined in 1972 by Bhutan's former King Jigme Singye 
Wangchuck 
12 The Pope enciclica Centesimus Annus (1991) is an intellectual reference point for such a discourse. 
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Such a framework makes happiness the key to re‐thinking and re‐engaging with existing, widely debated 
problems in entirely new and possibly more effective way.  
 
Vision recognizes that there are elements of subjectivity in evaluating progress and happiness and that 
unanimity is difficult to reach. Consequently, discussions like these are important tools in making 
peoples’ wellbeing and happiness a vital element in improving the functioning of a modern democracy 
and balanced policy‐making.  
 
Vision’s priorities, however, are certainly in the two shaded areas: what are the goals and who is 
defining them? What are the mechanisms by which we can capture the definition and how can we 
introduce flexibility (across time periods) and differentiation (per community) in the measurements and 
yet how can we maintain comparability? 
The scope we have just defined extends, in fact, into an area which appears totally different from the 
discussions we are elaborating. The definition of the objectives of a society and, thus, of its social 
contract pertain to the very domain of democracy. 
 
To be continued  


