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Improvements of Well-Being Studies

differ from:
Utility Approach

eDevelopment

_ Characterising measure: GDP
studies

eLivability studies

Capabilities Approach

eCompetitiveness
studies Characterising measure:

HDI (including fair

_ allocations approach)
eWelfare studies
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S.S.F. Commission
Approach
Characterising

measure: OECD Better
Life Index
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Outline

e Purpose and the way of work
e Workflow of the study
e Qutput and lessons learned
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Purpose

Ultimate goal
v’ to serve for better regional policies to increase the

well-being of people where they live

Purpose of the study
v" to build a system of well-being indicators for Turkish
provinces (81)
v’ to improve availability of sub-national indicators and

capacity to monitor well-being over time
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The way of work

Meetings and

off?cigl workshop with;
Statistics v" Related
Working Group mei:isiries

v Academicia

aii

Collabration with
OECD
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Workflow of the Study
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Timeline

™,

>

4- Literature review,

1- Start of the Defining the broad

project I ftOU"d indicators pool >
incomplete o
without subjective Publication
measures

2- Life
Satisfaction
Survey on

>
>
Province
) .D
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TurkStat Working Group and Our Team

Working
Group in
TurkStat

Executives
Group
Leader
Four
TurkStat
expert
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Life Satisfaction Survey

Period — Frequency: ‘ \
Annual survey for whole Turkey since 2003, for a regional well being

index, together with necessary additions the survey was conducted on . /
province level for the first time in 2013;

v 125 720 sample households in 2013,
v 22 questions for households, 55 for 18+ individuals,

v’ province level survey in every three years

Purpose: to keep track of individuals

= General perception of happiness,

= Social values,

= Satisfaction from the public services and satisfaction in general on
fundamental life spaces,

= Tracing the progress of this level of satisfaction through time.
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Literature
review

Through a New Study

Defining Deciding on
broad conceptual
indicator framework and

pool methodology

7 eRSRE

i ‘/
- NN
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Determining
the
dimensions
and
indicators
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International
Organizations

="QECD

=SSF Commission
=Eurostat
*MERCER

="NEF

=EIU

="GALLUP

Literature Search

Country Studies

=Australia
=Austria

=Canada

=taly

=Japan

*The Netherlands
*New Zealand
=United Kingdom

=Portugal..

Turkish Practices

=" Ministry of Development
"EDAM

=URAK

=Mastercard Turkey
=|sbank

"CNBC-E Turkey

mistanbul Trade Center
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Creating Broad Objective Indicator Pool

v Approximately 500 province level indicators under possible
life domains

v’ Checking quality of indicators

v’ Restricting the large pool to a middle size

v' Documenting pros and cons of each indicator

v’ Discussing “ideal” indicators through the filter of well-being

studies
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Developing Subjective Indicators

Using province level Life Satisfaction Survey;

v’ Calculating possible indicators for dimensions of
well-Being

v' Comparing subjective indicators with objective ones

v’ Discussing the balance of objective/subjective indicators
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Deciding on methodological details

e composite index

e scoreboard

* Min-max
e/ scoring
® Ranking

e Equally weighted method

e Hierarchical equally weighted method
* Principal component analysis

* Budget allocation processes

N 4
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Deciding on Conceptual Framework

4 )

Conceptual
framework

\§ y,
4 N

Strategic
choices

\_ J

e Qutcome focused
e Individual / household focused

e Measuring well-being where
people experience it

e Combined use of subjective
evaluations & objective
conditions

\

e Using limited number of
indicators per domain

e Considering sub domains of
well-being as equivalent

2
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Indicator selection criteria

data quality conceptual framework

= outcome oriented

= reliable

» robust = compatible to main goal

= Jccurate = clear direction

= up to date = improvable with policy changes

= reflection of distinction between
provinces

= reflection of well-being of people
residing in the province

" time series...
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Further Methodological Work

» Correlation analysis, sensitivity analysis, chi square analysis and
regression analysis were used in different steps of indicator
selection

» Due to the challenges faced on the process of obtaining
province level indicators, some trade offs became necessary

» Volatility of indicators and dimension indices were compared
Objective and subjective indices were calculated and compared

The quality of life for each domain and every province were
compared

» 81 provinces of Turkey according to the index were compared,
evaluated and ranked
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Output and Lessons Learned
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11 Dimensions and 41 Indicators

Dimensions Total Objective Subjective
Housing 3 2 1
Work life 4 3 1
Income and wealth 3 2 1
Health 5 3 2
Education 5 4 1
Environment 5 3 2
Safety 4 2 2
Civic engagement 3 2 1
Access to infrastructure 4 3 1
services

Social life 4 2 2
Life satisfaction 1 0 1
Total 41 26 15
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Dissemination

Well-Being Index for Provinces, 2015

Studes conducted in recent yoars on measuring social progress. which Is 8 concept covering othes
He Grmentions betides the economic aspact. has Been inteeniSed In this new measere that brings
InSvidoals ieto focus, objective criterdia ace uted Mong with individualy' subjective pesceptions

VWih the fiest time introduction of well Being index for provinces, Turkish Statistical Institute conducted
8 380dy on the provinge kvl aiming 10 meddare, Compare and keap Uack in time of the wel-being of
InSividaaly and households on Galing! e dmeniions. uhing objective and sutjective criteda Pumpese
of this study is 10 develop an inScator system 10 Be a basis for monitorng the well-being of pecgle
with all aspects in provinces

Wellbemng index for provinces covers 11 Smensgions of Me. housing work Me. income and wealth
health education enviccament safety, civic engagemernt access 10 infrastructve services Mo
satisfaction and presents these dmensions which are represonted with 41 indicators, in a single
composite index. The index value is measwred between 0 and 1, and values approximating 10 | state
2 better lovel of wellbeing Dotalled information is inciuded in the annex of this bulletin

Isparta took the first place in well-being index

Isparts with the index value 06745 tock the Srst place in well being index. Provinces following
Isparta are Sakarya with 0 6737 and Bolu with 0 6553 sespectively Last province with the lowest well-
wvghouvuozrssnuq Provinces that follow My ace Mardin with 0 2935 and Adn with
0.2975

Well being index for provinces, 2015

Presy Release

Analytical Framework, Concepts,
Definitions, and Classifications
Scope of the Data

Accounting Conventions
Characteristics of Basic Data Sources
Compilation Practices

Revisions
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Dissemination

Rankings and index values of well-being index for provinces, 2015

* T 1 R . Overall index Housing Work life Income and wealth
able-1: Rankings and
Province Rank Index Rank Index Rank Index Rank Index
I n d eX Va I u e S Isparta 1 0,6745 4 0,9059 13 0,6582 19 0,5267
Sakarya 2 0,6737 1 0,9369 28 0,6181 33 0,4621
» Ta b I e_z . | N d | CatO r Bolu 3 06553 3 09247 26 0,6240 9 05803
Kiitahya 4 0,6520 15 0,8474 3 0,7023 16 0,5461
Va | u eS istanbul 5 0,6494 28 0,8011 33 0,6017 1 0,8788
Usak 6 0,6485 20 0,8227 4 0,7017 13 0,5599
Balikesir 7 0,6316 27 0,8087 24 0,6262 36 0,4547
Ta b I e—3 : M a p Artvin 8 06315 17 08432 8 06827 24 05036
Kirikkale 9 0,6313 14 0,8518 22 0,6290 45 0,4215
Afyonkarahisar 10 0,6275 33 0,7864 15 0,6568 47 0,4148
.
Ta b | e_4 ° G e n e ra I Indicator values of well-being index for provinces, 2015
I .
EX p a n at I O n S Housing Work life
Toilet Percentage of
presence  households having Average Job
Number of percentage in problems with quality =~ Employment ~ Unemployment daily satisfaction
rooms per dwellings of dwellings rate rate earnings rate
Province person (%) (%) (%) (%) (TRY) (%)
Adana 1,2 86,3 22,7 43,3 13,2 59,1 73,3
Adiyaman 0,9 77,1 41,1 39,2 9,1 53,2 64,3
Afyonkarahisar 1,4 90,2 12,9 51,1 5,6 53,9 85,3
Agri 0,8 64,1 40,5 53,2 6,8 56,1 64,0
Amasya 1,4 95,0 16,9 47,4 6,6 53,8 88,7
Ankara 1,6 98,7 15,8 445 10,2 70,1 78,9
Antalya 1,4 96,7 14,9 52,9 7,9 59,5 78,6
Artvin 1,6 94,2 19,7 47,1 7,1 66,5 84,9
Aydin 15 78,6 18,0 51,4 6,9 53,9 81,6
Balikesir 1,6 88,6 16,7 44,4 6,0 56,0 86,9
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Dissemination

aftin Sinop
istanbul Zonguld , 11

Vabadoniiter  2gubscatitlr  Sgrmasontier | gubacaniier | [N

Not: Tarkiye'nin 81 ili aldigi skor degerlerine gére yukandan asagiya 5 gruba béltinmastir. Birinci, ikinci, Gelinci ve dérdiinci grup 16 ilden, besinci grup 17 ilden olugmaktadir.

Ekonomik ve Sosyal Gostergeler Daire Bagkanhgi
Gostergeler Grubu 13.06.2017 22 /26



TURKISH STATISTICAL INSTITUTE

Winners by Dimensions

» Different winners for
dimensions

®» Isparta with the index value
0.6745, took the first place

» Kastamonu is first in
environment ..

» istanbul is first province only in
3 dimensions (income and
wealth, social life and access
to infrastructure)
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Main challenges

W challenges

Deciding on coverage of dimensions
Data constraints

Developing new indicators

4y & & 3

Absence of time series data for province level subjective
indicators

¥

Optimal use of subjective indicators

» The term “subjective” itself!
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Lessons Learned

» Reflections of data users
» Media
» Ministries
®» Local administrations; expectations & perceptions
» Negative
» Positive

» Lack of interactive dissemination platform
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