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1. JHRIAL

Distinguished Guests,

Ladies and Gentlemen,

[ would like to extend my warmest congratulations on the opening
of the ‘Asia-Pacific Conference on Measuring Well-Being and
Fostering the Progress of Societies'. As a member of the Organizing
Committee of this Conference, I would also like to express my
sincere gratitude to all the speakers and participants who have

travelled great distances to attend this meeting.

As you all have noticed, in the recent years, many countries
around the globe have exerted continuous efforts to measure

‘wellbeing and social progress' under the umbrella of the OECD
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World Forum and recommendations of the Stiglitz—Sen—Fitoussi report.

To address this important issue together, the Second Regional
Conference bridging the 3™ Busan Forum and the upcoming Delhi

Forum is launched here in Tokyo today.

Let me briefly recap the 3™ Busan Forum in 2009 and subsequent
activities for the past two years. The Busan Forum attended by
2,000 people from over 130 countries promoted a global shift of

measurement focus from ‘economic development’ to ‘wellbeing'.

[t laid a crucial foundation for driving a consensus on the need to
take follow—up actions among a wider pool of countries and
organizations.

The First Regional Conference held in Mexico in May 2011 enabled
us to share national and international progress made on the
measurement of wellbeing and to look into various initiatives for

constructing the indicators framework.

Two months ago, in commemoration of its bOth anniversary, the
OECD made a breakthrough by publishing the "How’'s Life?"
report. This report establishes statistical and policy agendas needed
to cast a more comprehensive picture of measuring wellbeing and

social progress.

However, despite all of the efforts and achievements made thus far,

many challenges remain to be addressed to move "Beyond GDP".

With this in mind, I believe that this Conference will set the stage
for another round of fruitful discussions on this agenda in the
Asia—Pacific region. In particular, this meeting will offer an

important venue to share national initiatives to measure wellbeing,
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check on the progress made in this region, and ponder on what is

needed to move this agenda forward.

For the next two days, we will exchange our experiences and
insights among the participating countries. Let me briefly share
with you the Korean experience, because | believe it can be a good

example for many developing countries.

Korea accomplished industrialization and democratization in a
relatively short period of time. However, experiencing the
socio—economic changes resulting from the economic crisis in 1997,
and the growing bipolarization and inequalities in the 2000s, we
realize that rapid economic growth alone is insufficient for meeting
all the needs of the people.

Despite the vigorous growth, Korea faces various social problems
such as a low birth rate, rapid aging of the population and
underdeveloped social safety net, a high suicide rate, and swelling
social conflicts along the dimensions of economic resources,

regions, and generations.

In response to this social environment, the policy priority has been
shifted from the sole focus on economic growth to the
improvement of the quality of life, that is, 'qualitative growth'
rather than 'quantitative growth'. New policies to promote social
integration and inclusive growth have been designed and
implemented, and Statistics Korea 1s making robust moves to

support policy makers with their needs of new statistics.

This year, KOSTAT conducted interdisciplinary research involving

economists, sociologists, and psychologists to build a conceptual
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framework, and to determine the conceptual definition of quality of
life. We constructed an indicator system composed of nine domains
and one hundred and eleven indicators. The data for quality of life
come from both existing and new sources. Once the data are
compiled, KOSTAT will create an on—line platform for the public and

policy makers to utilize data and compute their own index.

Distinguished Participants,

Today we will examine the progress of measurement efforts
made 1n a wide variety of areas : inequalities, employment,
housing, governance, natural disasters, subjective well-being, time
use and so on.

Discussion on these topics will help us to refine the conceptual
definitions and measurement methodology, to strengthen the
statistical basis on the national and international level, and to
facilitate a transition toward the policy implementation stage. This
meeting will be a place to discuss how statisticians and policy

makers work together effectively to measure and fulfill social progress.

I believe the outcomes of this conference such as deepening of
knowledge and regional agenda setting will greatly contribute to
advancing the measurement initiative and provide a crucial

momentum toward the 4" OECD World Forum in India next year.

It 1s our solemn duty to respond to the calls of society to measure
whether we are doing better or worse in terms of wellbeing and
quality of life. This is required not only for the current generation
but also for generations to come. Measurement affects people's

conception of the real world by disclosing it in objective numerical
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information, and thereby, ultimately changes their behavior and
lives. This is why measurement 1s the first step to take to make

any significant progress in this area.

Once again, [ would like to express my sincere appreciation to
everyone attending this meeting, and hope this platform will guide

the region towards building a vision for better lives.

Thank you very much.

2. T=oH &9, MY M8 21

Now, let me briefly present on what have been discusses in
Session 3a, Subjective Well-being. In the Session, three speakers
from statistical, academic and private organizations gave very
insightful and thought—-provoking presentations, highlighting the
salient importance of collecting subjective information in their
respective fields and pondering on the future trend based on their

observations on the recent changes.

The first speaker in our session, Mr. Sodekawa of Dentsu
Innovation Institute explained the happiness surveys carried out by
Kyoto City Government. Then we discussed how the data on
people's subjective evaluation of their living conditions can be
utilized for municipal policy planning. The survey results were
analyzed for groups having different social values and attitudes

toward innovation. Kyoto City used the results as a preliminary
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data source for policies to increase the levels of the residents'
happiness. This case of Kyoto shows how the measurement of
subjective trends in life satisfaction can be agreed in small group

by merging macro and micro data

Our next speaker was Mr. Marco Mira D'ercole from the OECD.
Based on his presentation, we discussed the motivations which led
many countries to direct their attention to measuring subjective
well-being. We touched upon key issues that need to be addressed
to properly measure subjective well-being, such as its validity and
reliability, response burdens, and quality improvement of measurements.
The OECD's current research to develop guidelines on the
measurement of subjective well-being and seems to be a very
important next step forward. I think that it will be a great building

block to make more reliable, official subjective well being statistics.

Mr. Frijters from the University of Queensland, Australia, gave a
presentation on how subjective satisfaction tools are used in the
private sector, medical sector and internet web site, and what
impact this trend will have on the public sector. Satisfaction
surveys are actively carried out in hospitals, elderly care facilities,
and marketing companies n which the results are used as
preliminary data to improve their products and services.

Also he said that if life satisfaction is compared before and after
major shocks such as job loss and illness, government can capture
the shadow values for such events which are not generally easy to
price. He also gave us some tips and conditions to adopt a new
aggregate index for government sector in measuring well-being. He

proposed that weighted average of a set of objective looking
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variables that are measured over time including life satisfaction.

We still have many challenges ahead, but [ feel that we are near a
turning point in working out the difficulties and challenges in the
measurement of subjective well-being. When the subjective well-being
measurement becomes more universal, the analysis of its correlation
to objective indicators will be vitalized, and this will provide
a critical impetus to the development in the overall measurement

of well-being.

Thank you very much for your attention.

3. FTRES A
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