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Agenda

1. Measuring the State of Social Justice: Concept and Approach

2. Results of the Social Justice Index 2017

3. Dissemination

4. Challenges
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Social Justice Index in Brief

5 = Cross-national comparison of social
b » o4 justice in all EU countries
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& | = | atest edition published in October 2017
| Q? L » Index based on 39 indicators
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’efg & ’g %* = Download at www.sgi-network.org and
e X BN N www.social-inclusion-monitor.eu
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Social Inclusion Monitor Europe

Daniel Schraad-Tischler, Christof Schiller,
Sascha Matthias Heller, Nina Siemer

I BertelsmannStiftung
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Theoretical Background of the Social Justice Index

Social Justice...
as a constitutive element of legitimacy and stability of any political community

Our understanding:

« de facto equal opportunities as a conceptual ideal: guaranteeing each
Individual genuinely equal opportunities for self-realization through
targeted investment in the development of individual ,capabilities”

* investment in inclusion instead of compensation of exclusion
« goal of creating equal opportunities — today and tomorrow —

requires creating the necessary social, economic and ecological conditions
- link between social justice and sustainability
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Dimensions and Indicators of the Social Justice Index

Atrisk of poverty

or social exclusion,

total population

clusion

(children, seniors)

Population living

inquasi-j

(total population,
children, seniors)

Income poverty
(total population,
children, seniors)

Social Justice Index

Education policy
(qualitative)

Socioeconomic
background and
student
performance

Pre-primary
education
expenditure

Early school
leavers

Less than upper
secondary
education

PISA results

Employment
Older ermnployment

Employment
foreign-born/
native-born

Employment
women/men

Unemployment

Long-term
unemployment

Youth
unemployment
Low-skilled
unemployment

Involuntary
temporary
employment

In-work poverty
Low pay incidence

Employment
disableds
non-disabled

Social inclusion
policy
(qualitative)

Gini coefficient

Mon-discrimination
policy
(qualitative)

Gender equality
in parliaments

Integration policy
(qualitative)

NEET

Less than upper
secondary
education

foreign-borny
native-born

Discrimination
against people with
disabilities

Health policy
(qualitative)

Self-reported
unmet needs for
medical help

Healthy life
expectancy

Health system
accessibility
and range

Health system
outcomes

Intergenerational

justice

Family policy
(qualitative)

Pension policy
{qualitative)

Environmental
policy
(qualitative)

Greenhouse gas
emissions

Renewable
energy

Research and
development
spending

Public debt

Age
dependency
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Example for qualitative indicator: Integration Policy

B
o

Cultural, education and social policies effectively support
the integration of migrants into society.

Cultural, education and social policies seek to integrate
migrants into society, but have failed to do so effectively.

Cultural, education and social policies do not focus on
integrating migrants into society.

Cultural, education and social policies segregate migrant
communities from the majority society.

H N W R 0O W

Experts have to give a written explanation!
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EU Social Justice Index 2017

Social Justice Index

Rank Country 2008 2011 2014 2015 2016 2017 Change to 200
1 Denmark 723 699 700 711 712 739 S 011
2 Sweden 754 741 738 732 744 731 DS 0.11
3 Finland 711 711 717 719 717 714 +0.06
4 CzechRepublic | 662 669 672  &73 [683 684 I +0.22
5 Slovenia 635 &37 458 674 IS
& Metherlands 700 697 685 673 670 673 0.30
7  Germany 609 633 652 &6 657 671 S +0.48
8 Austria 686 659 665 680 68 6459 017
9 Luxembourg 648 657 6358 655 456 655 [ +0.08

10 France 621 614 426 &18 624 620 +0.03

11 UnitedKingdom 599 588 591 s02 412 622 +0.13

12 Estonia 622 &1 611 619 I

13 Belgium 609 617 616 615 613 618 S +0.04

14 Slovakia s66 558 537 547 557 591 009

602 596 560 543 573 G585

15 Poland 445 515 s44 558 582 579 +1.36
Malta 16 532 550 579

17 lIreland 591 537 506 524 549 544 N 0.43

18 Lithuania s46 567 546 551

19 Latvia 468 492 509 545 S

20 Portugal 499 496 471 485 s04 535 005

21 Cyprus 06 510 507 531

22 Hungary 511 488 445 470 499 518 I 0.12

23 Croatia 492 493 497 507

24 Spain 551 496 479 4s2 476 495 074

25  ltaly 510 509 4469 449 480 434 -0.30

26 Bulgaria 372 395 371 419

27 Romania 372 344 394 399 S

28 Greece 436 436 353 358 361 370 075
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Poverty Prevention

FIGURE & Poverty prevention

Uniit: Score
Social Justice Index
Rank Country 2008 2011 2014 2015 2016 2017 Change to 2008
1 Czech Republic 722 (755 750 745 744 (781 +0.43
2 Finland &84 696 717 &8s o988 703 S +0.14
3 Denmark 698 6462 662 672 677 700 S -0.21
4 Metherlands 724 738 719 705 707 &98 S -0.17
5  Austria 7.00 &48 651 641 ss2 670 S -0.38
& Slovakia 589 608 627 660 &40 6467 S +0.71
7 France s46 641 667 658 677 6465 +0.31
8 Sweden 767 | 741 707 696 717 462 I -0.50
%  Slovenia 613 &13 641 &40 N
10 Luxembourg 719 491 646 646 658 658 S 0.62
11 Germany 608 629 615 608 &22 629 I +0.14
12 Malta 527 532 s65 620
13 Belgium 584 603 603 594 595 606 N +0.12
14 Poland - 437 485 511 sS4z 577 S +2.61
15 United Kingdom 541 546 509 525 539 570 S 021
589 587 497 506 522 533

16 Estonia 539 480 523 518 S
17 Portugal 504 497 445 445 ass 501 N -0.38
18 Ireland 549 449 388 440 480 480 S -0.569
19 Hungary 400 388 272 343 428 473 I +0.28
20 Cyprus 437 447 411 440 N
21 Spain 544 478 449 404 419 4.35 S -1.26
22 Croatia 388 402 407 421

Latvia 3s4 421 I
24  Italy 480 504 421 426 416 416 -0.64
25 Lithuania _

26 Greece 426 4 -1.75
27 Romania _
28 Bulgaria

1 1 1
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Social Justice Index: Dimension trends
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SJI 2017 — Overall Results

« Upward trend is evident in most member states, but many countries have
not reached their pre-crisis level yet

* Improvement is driven by recovery in the labour market, job opportunities
have improved in 26 countries compared to SJI 2016

* Risk of poverty has fallen slightly across the EU, but north-south gap
remains large (CZ: 13,3 %, GR: 35,6%, BUL: 40,4) Severe material
deprivation: SWE: 0,8 %, BUL: 31,9 %)

« Large but shrinking gap between generations

 The share of “Working poor” has risen
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SJl 2017 — Conclusions

= Most EU countries are still far from achieving a ,Social Triple — A rating

= EU policymakers need to take seriously the fact that social justice can promote growth
» urgent need for an integrated long-term strategy to support this positive-sum relationship

= EU’s pillar of social rights (reference framework to monitor the employment and social
performance of participating Member States) is a step in the right direction

The question is if it helps to drive reforms at the national level
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28 Country Profiles

[taly
EU Social Justice Index 2017
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education
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prevention
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Health Social cohesion

and non-discrimination

Czech Republic
EU Social Justice Index 2017
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Social Justice: Only a matter of money?

FIGURE 4 Social Justice 2017 and GDP per capita 20146

LInit: Social Justice Index score / GDP per capita, PPP

Italy/Spain compared

5 to Czech Republic
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Source: Own calculations. | BertelsmannStiftung
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Dissemination

 Targets:
* Initiate debates on the topic of social inclusion
« Foster mutual learning
« Target groups: Politicians, scientists, associations, public in general
« For all countries: press release with country specific findings

In the respective national language

Important: Find a local press partner and offer study exclusively
 PDF of study sent to several thousand experts in Europe

(more difficult because of European directive on data protection)
* Printed study sent to over 100 SGI experts -> multiplyers
 Website
« Social media strategy (just started)
« Accept presentation request
« Organize events (with local partners)
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Social Justice Index v 2016 v

QOverall v

The map shows the overall Social Justice Index 2016
score (1 =worst; 10 = best). This score is derived
from the scores for the 6 dimensions Poverty
Prevention, Equitable Education, Labor Market
Access, Social Cohesion and MNon-discrimination,

Health, and Intergenerational Justice.

SOCIAL JUSTICE INDEX 2016

. - o - J See Ranking .
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Challenges

« Develop a normative model: What is Social Justice?
-> together with scientific experts

* Find indicators that
* have an theoretical/empirically proven impact
 are available for all countries

« Weighting/Missing data

e ->external data analyst

* There is no perfect index!
« Be open to criticism / try to improve (but: comparability)
« Be transparent with regard to methodology and data
» Be fast (time lag)
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Thank you very much for your attention!

Contact:

Dr. Thorsten Hellmann

Program Shaping Sustainable Economies
Bertelsmann Stiftung

Email: thorsten.hellmann@bertelsmann-stiftung.de
Phone: + 49 5241 81 81236
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A multi-stage survey of 41 OECD and EU states

Initial survey

P

The first expert

responds to the

guestionnaire,

providing scores

And drafting a
country report.

1

Review 2

.

The second expert
reviews and revises
the draft report,
providing scores for
each indicator
without being able to
view the first expert’s
scores.

Intra-regional 3
calibration

A regional coordinator
reviews the report
and scores provided,
revising both in
consultation with the
experts to create the
final report. The
coordinator also over-
sees the collection of
data for up to eight
countries.

Inter-regional

calibration 4
9000 0000 000OC
o000 0000 00O0O
o000 0000

o000 000

Regional coordinators
convene to compare
and calibrate across
regions the results
for each.

Validity
check 5

In a final step, the
SGI Board reviews
the validity of

the findings and
approves the final
scores.




