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“In an increasingly performance-oriented society, having 
the right metrics is very important. What we measure 
affects what we decide and do. If we use incorrect 
measurements, we will drive the wrong priorities”.

Mismeasuring Our Lives, 
Joseph Stiglitz, Amartya Sen, and Jean-Paul Fitoussi
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Network shaped by innovators. More than 60 initiatives around the world. 
More than 20 subnational indices. 



SPI	Country

SPI	County/State

SPI	Municipality

SPI	Community/Company

The Social Progress 
Index can be applied at 
different scales offering 
a granular 
understanding of 
societal wellbeing. 



The Social Progress Index design principles:



“The capacity of a society to meet the basic human 
needs of its citizens, establish the building blocks that 
allow citizens and communities to enhance and sustain 
the quality of their lives, and create the conditions for 
all individuals to reach their full potential.”





Two subnational 
indices:
Insights 
and challenges
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EU Regional 
Social 
Progress 
Index:
objectives
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The EU Regional 
Social Progress 
framework includes 
50 indicators.

Basic Human Needs Opportunity

European Regional Social Progress Index Framework 

Foundations of Wellbeing

Nutrition and Basic Medical Care
1. Premature mortality (<65)
2. Infant mortality
3. Unmet medical needs
4. Insufficient food

Water and Sanitation
5. Satisfaction with water quality
6. Lack of toilet in dwelling
7. Uncollected sewage
8. Sewage treatment

Shelter
9.   Burdensome cost of housing
10. Satisfaction with housing
11. Overcrowding
12. Lack of adequate heating

Personal Safety
13. Homicide rate
14. Safety at night
15. Traffic deaths

Access to Basic Knowledge
16. Upper-secondary enrolment rate
17. Lower secondary completion only
18. Early school leavers

Access to Information and
Communications
19. Internet at home
20. Broadband at home
21. Online interaction 
with public authorities

Health and Wellness
22. Life expectancy
23. General health status
24. Standardized cancer death rate
25. Standardized heart disease death rate
26. Unmet dental needs
27. Satisfaction with air quality

Environmental Quality
28. Air pollution-pm10
29. Air pollution-pm2.5
30. Air pollution-ozone
31. Pollution or grime 
32. Protected land (Natura 2000)

Personal Rights
33. Trust in the political system
34. Trust in the legal system
35. Trust in the police
36. Quality of public services

Personal Freedom and Choice
37. Freedom over life choices
38. Teenage pregnancy
39. Young people not in education, 

employment or training
40. Corruption index

Tolerance and Inclusion
41. Impartiality of government services
42. Tolerance for immigrants
43. Tolerance for minorities
44. Attitudes toward people with disabilities
45. Tolerance for homosexuals
46. Gender employment gap
47. Community safety net

Access to Advanced Education
48. Tertiary education attainment
49. Tertiary enrolment
50. Lifelong learning



Use of 
secondary
data.



The EU Regional Social 
Progress Index covers 
272 EU NUTS2 
regions.
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R2=0.5199

Economic 
performance IS NOT 
THE WHOLE story.
Regions often 
achieve vastly
different levels of 
social 
progress while 
having the same 
level of GDP per 
capita.



R2=0.5199

Economic 
performance IS NOT 
THE WHOLE story.
Regions often 
achieve vastly
different levels of 
social 
progress while 
having the same 
level of GDP per 
capita.



Scorecards



Policy 
achievements

EU	Regional	Social	Progress	Index	was	featured	in	the	recent	Cohesion	Policy	report.

Creation	of	the	European	Parliament	Interest	Group	on	Social	Progress.

Members	of	European	Parliament	representing	underperforming	regions	proposed	
pilots	and	funding	to	EC	Regional	Policy	Commissioner,	which	recently	was	approved.

Support	by	European	Policy	Centre	(EPC)	Chair	and	former	European	Council	President	
Herman	Van	Rompuy,	DG	Regional	and	Urban	Policy,	and	Members	of	European	
Parliament	to	use	of	SPI	as	a	complementary	measure	to	regional	GDP.

Managing	authorities	Helsinki-Uusimaa (Finland),	Barking	and	Dagenham	(UK),	
Bratislava	(Slovakia),	Lower	Silesia	and	Silesia	(Poland),	Catalonia	(Spain)	and	Campania	
(Italy)	are	piloting	the	Index as	a	tool	to	improve	governance,	for	project	management,	
and	for	effective	policy	making.

Bratislava integrated	the	Index	into	its	Program	of	Economic	and	Social	Development.
Helsinki-Uusimaa is	using	the	Index	to	inform	their	labor	strategy.	
London	borough	of	Barking	and	Dagenham	are	developing	a	more	granular,	ward-
level	Social	Progress	Index,	to	inform	public	policies.

1) Using the 
Framework
2) Utilizing the 
Index
3) Developing 
more granular SPI



Please explore: 
http://ec.europa.
eu/regional_poli
cy/en/informatio
n/maps/social_p
rogress



Measuring Social 
Progress in India:
28 states
1 Union Territory
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Change in Social Progress Index rank, PCA vs. equal weighting

45

40

35

30

25

20

15

10

-5

0

-5

-10

-15

-20

Ch
an

ge
 in

 R
an

k

Measuring 
Social 
Progress in 
India:
54 indicators

Social Progress Index: States of India

Basic Human Needs Foundations of Wellbeing Opportunity

Nutrition and Basic Medical Care Access to Basic Knowledge Personal Rights
Infant mortality rate Net primary enrolment Property rights
Underweight children Gross secondary enrolment Human trafficking
Maternal mortality rate Literacy Judiciary
Anaemic children Gender parity

Drop out rates Personal Freedom and Choice
Water and Sanitation Family planning
Prevalence of typhoid Access to Info and Communications Child labour
Prevalence of diarrhoea Access to TV Corruption
Improved water source Internet subscribers Early marriage
Drinking water covered habitations Phone subscribers
Rural sanitation Newspaper circulation Inclusion

Child sex ratio
Shelter Health and Wellness Financial inclusion - bank branches
Power deficit Obesity male Financial inclusion - women
Access to electricity Obesity female Women in Panchyati Raj Institutions
Pucca houses Suicides Insurance coverage
Housing shortages Respiratory infections Scheduled tribe enrolment, higher education

HIV prevalence
Personal safety Life expectancy at 60 Access to Advanced Education
Road deaths Leprosy prevelance Higher education enrolment
Murder crimes Female fraduates
Rape crimes Environmental Quality Technical Institutes
Violent crimes Renewable energy Colleges (UGC)

Change in forest cover
Water withdrawals
Land degradation



Consultative 
process



Economic 
performance 
and social 
progress are 
related, but…
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R2: 0.54



Social Progress 
in India 
2005 – 2016



Change in Social Progress Index rank, PCA vs. equal weighting
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Contribution to 
the SDGs and 
CSRs



Methodological 
challenges

Missing	data
1. using	historical/future	data
2. using	all-India	average	
3. using	an	average	of	selected	states

Time	series	2005	– 2016
Social	Progress	Index	2005,	2016
Simulation	2006-2015

Some	Alpha’s	and	KMOs	lower	than	we’d	like	to	see.



Early policy 
achievements



Please explore:
http://socialpro
gress.in



Subnational 
insights

The Social Progress Index provides a rigorous 
understanding of the relationship between economic 
performance and social progress. 

It helps prioritization by identifying communities’ most 
pressing areas for improvement, absolutely and relatively. 

It creates a common language across government, 
business, and civil society to foster collaboration. 

The Social Progress Index framework can be applied at 
different scales, offering a granular understanding down 
to the community level. 

The Index can be used to monitor and track social progress 
in a given territory.



Challenges

Data availability and quality.

Comparability across subnational indices. 

Managing expectations.

Interpreting Indices – change over time, causalities, 
comparability, highlighting individual indicators, changes in 
methodology, time lag…

Evaluating the impact and achievements of indices.



Building a subnational initiative



Ongoing Research
Thank	you.

Petra	Krylova
pkrylova@social-progress.org
www.socialprogressimperative.org


