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This presentation reflects my personal views and does not engage
the OECD nor its member countries.
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// OECD Better Life Index
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Comparing country performance
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User centric approach
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User centric approach
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// Inequality on multiple dimensions

 Vertical inequality

» Horizontal inequality
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Well-being inequalities in Germany
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migdle third of OECD countries Gender Ago Education
bottomthird of OECD countries Young

Women
data gaps ] relative to

Secondary | Deprivation

relative | . dle. | relative to

to men aged tertiary

no maasures

Household income
Household net wealth

Eamings

Low pay

Employment
Unemployment
Housing affordability
Rooms per person

Life expectancy
Perceived health
Working hours

Time off

Educational attainment
Cognitive skills at 15
Adult skills

Time spent socialising
Social support

Voter tumout

Hawving a say in government
Air quality

Water quality
Homicides

Feeling safe at night
Life satisfaction
Negative affect balance

0 [0 loece

9] @)

o
o

r

N
~ |
OIS

) O OI
OO OO

OIC

L (I ] () (] [

) (:.)II‘ D ®

Y
-/

)| I (%] 1

Ol|@

7~ \/
- |

OO @ BOO




Outcomes for different population

#/ groups

Comparison of migrants’ and native-born well-
being in Germany
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Environment

Regional breakdown

Berlin reaches 3.1 /10 points in
Environment.

OECD OECD countries
Ve Regional This puts the region in position 15 / 16
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/ / Prospects for future well-being
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/ / Prospects for future well-being
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// Challenges

Do we measure the right thing?
Data gaps

Meaningful time series

More intensive public engagement

Policy relevance




THANK YOU!

matthias.rumpf@oecd.org




