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Comments of the referee on the thesis highlights and shortcomings (following the 5 numbered 

aspects of your assessment indicated below). 

 

1) Theoretical background: 

The thesis offers a practical implementation of the “Stiglitz” Commission’s recommendations. The 

Commission demands changes in the attitude towards well-being evaluation utilizing GDP. 

According to the commission the GDP should be abandoned or supplemented by a set of variables 

following their recommendation. However, the Commission’s report does not propose a practical 

implementation. The goal of the thesis is precisely to fill this gap in the literature. 

 

Author’s proposal of the appropriate variables is based on critical discussion of relevant literature. In 

other words, he does not blindly accept various measures and put them into one box but critically 

discuss their pros and cons and adjust them to cope with the Commission’ s demands. The choice of 

the variables is therefore convincing and based on critical evaluation of existing sources. 

 

2) Contribution:  

The paper presents interesting contribution to the existing literature because it offers an 

implementation of the Commission’s recommendation. Critical discussion related to the choice of the 

variables is also valuable because it identifies difficulties associated with appropriate choice of the 

measures. The author then creates dashboards of indicators for four states that are the main results of 

the thesis (together with the critical discussion related the variable choices).  

 

3) Methods: 

Author relies primarily on existing data sources which is reasonable approach because the aim of 

the thesis is not to develop whole new set of indicators but to take advantage of existing data and 

implement them.  

 

However, I would raise one area for potential further elaboration of the thesis. The thesis could 

include also dashboards of other countries. It would make the thesis much more interesting without 



adding any huge extra effort because author had to prepare the dataset for the tables included in the 

chapter 7. 

 

4) Literature: 

The literature is sufficiently covered. I would only change the structure of the chapters. This point is 

discussed below. 

 

5) Manuscript form:  

The weakest part of the thesis is the manuscript form and the structure of the beginning chapters. 

 

Firstly, it would be more logical to include the second and third chapter into the chapter Literature 

Review because author in fact reviews existing sources. The separated two small chapters are 

confusing. 

 

Secondly, I would spend more time with proof reading and improving the “layout”. The subtitles in 

the chapter 7 are confusing while the author uses two subtitle font types styles at one time. I would 

choose just one. Second problem with the layout is that on some pages the tables with their 

descriptions are split into two pages even though that it is not necessary e.g. because of the table size. 

Example can be found on the page 29 (Table 3). The table is on page 29 but source description on 

page 30. Similar problem is on page 40. 
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