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Not‘e: Two thirds 1€ ntries listed in the top ten co-operative
economies also make l£ of the top 12 spots on the Social
Progress Index.

UN Co-op Census, 2014
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“ Analysis

B ASSEls  Revenue

6 3
8 6
1 4
10 10
9 7
Cc 4 5
Purck | 3 2
Housing 10 7 9
Insurance | 6 2 1
Utilities 8 11 5 8
Health 10 9 11 11

UN Co-op Census, 2014
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Three recent studies demonstrate that co-operative enterprises have
significantly higher survival rates than other business corporations.
This co-op advantage becomes more prominent over time.
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13.4%
2.8 T
3. me 7.3
4. Decay of Nature 6.7
51 Accidents 5.2

(followed by many other infectious diseases: scarlet fever, measles,
small pox, whooping cough...)
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” (Karl Polanyi): the self-
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Most viable alternative to “free market” model of
economics and the enterprise — absolutely crucial for
both sustainability and social justice.
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¢ particularly co-ops and
gre ainst a backdrop of an
atic and inefficient state, and a
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: ;\ Iblic sector hiring.

~ Changes in the role of government vis a vis public
services, citizen dissatisfaction & cutbacks in funding
have led to a rise in co-op models of service delivery.
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Legisla D stipulates that social co-ops have
~a special mandate to provide for the integration
of disadvante eﬁ. persons into society.
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3 of social co-op:
@’ N ﬁo-ops, which
are, health & educational
' _

o YF nent, education & training co-
- ops, which undertake commercial or social
- activities \ e purpose of integrating
disadvantaged persons
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‘disadvantaged groups”

D-0pS may be comprised of
es of members (workers, users,
estors, public bodies)

~ Socis co;*—?hat employ 30% of their workers
from disadvantaged groups are exempted from
paying tax, and statutory employee costs are
provided by the state.
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Mutual Trust between the municipality and the civil groups
engaged in commons work;



' andorganize in the
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agement of commons;

of public assets as resources

tability, and Transparency in the co-
of commons;

Promotion of social economy organizations as a priority
for the production and preservation of commons goods
and services.




e and stewardship of a

: and services that fall under

'bL | as including,

N l les and tangible, intangible and

e citizens and the Administration

rec ‘ umental for realizing individual and

- collective wellbeing and ... to share with the administration
the respon / of their care or regeneration in order to
improve the colleo”e enfoyment.”

'



ation of co-operatives, social
cial vocation and the



- |
IS the requirement for
municipally-owned assets as
> realization of these aims.

ed to In this regulation

lonal to the achievement of the
0 In this article. The City reserves a

> assets to projects that foster social
duction of collaborative services.




1ent of the territory” and the
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ity agrees with the parties that
participate in civic life and the evolution of the network and
provide the collaborative environment and civic skills for
the co-design and realization of innovative services, data,

spaces, infrastructure and digital platforms, such as the
medium of the Civic Network.
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Italy; 10th in Europe






Cross Sectoral Co-operation
Social Capital

i |

Co-operative Sector Capitalist Sector Public Sector
co-ops/social economy | | SMEs/Industrial Districts ERVET
co-op federations | Business Associations Service Centres
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— Second & Third Tier
Pmramming
cial & Tax Supports
Financial Services — Co-operative Capital
Training & Education

Research & Policy Development — University links
Regional co-op development networks
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- economies of which manage issues with
government at the regional level.
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tiC social value through direct,
”Q,. a defining feature.

e \te, democracy Is generative — not

e political expression of a society in which
" knowledge, economics, and social policy are all in
service to civic values and the common good.
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/idual self-interest eclipses the
V as a whole. Personal worth

1es a function of personal wealth.
Such Stagb&n"d such an economic system are not
only incapable of redressing the economic and social
lls described above — they are the mechanisms by

which these social inequities are perpetuated.
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E productive and

a function of market power but
' 'zensh? Such a policy is

e development of a society
ch bsay, a society whose

ot humiliate its members.

© The emergence of a decent society is thus intimately
linked to the democratization and humanization of its
public institutions.
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arther State?

racy in contrast to the state’s
> and deliberative democracy.

The two domains manifest the requirements of
collective versus personal citizenship and each is the

necessary complement to the other.

A new social contract must be based on this
fundamental framework.
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) changing values & demands of
mption, corporate social

3 : c r
survive in a global economy.

Comm-unity empowerment - co-ops offer strategies to
meet the challenges of globalization.

Co-ops provide a way for people to connect to
community; to become proactive citizens.



aly were compared — Imola,
, workforce employed in co-
wmlha Romagna, which has
1d Sas uolo in Tuscany, which has no co-

The study concluded that health, education, crime and
social participation were all better in the towns in which a
larger proportion of the population is employed in co-
operatives.
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Health and Social Problems are Worse in More Unequal Countries

Index of:
*» Life expectancy

» Math & Literacy
* Infant mortality
* Homicides

* Imprisonment
» Teenage births
» Trust

» Obesity

* Mental illness —incl.

drug & alcohol
addiction

» Social mobility

Source: Wilkinson & Pickett, The Spirit Level (2009)
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Health and Social Problems are not Related to Average

Index of:
*» Life expectancy

» Math & Literacy
* |Infant mortality
* Homicides

* Imprisonment
» Teenage births
» Trust

» Obesity

* Mental illness —incl.

drug & alcohol
addiction

» Social mobility

Index of health and social problems

Income in Rich Countries

Worse -

= Pontugal
UK »

» Greece
* New Zealand s Ireland
~o Alstralia .
France M50 ,Austria

tatys ° Garmany »Canada
S

s opain Belgium

Finland » Switzerland

Netheriands

Swedene

Japan e

Better -

. s Denmark

Norway »

20000 25000 30000

35000 40000

National income per person ($)

Source: Wilkinson & Pickett, The Spirit Level (2009)

| —
™ Equality Trust
=

www.equalitytrust.org.uk




Health and Social Problems are Worse in More Unequal US

States
Worse -
M.S -

g LA
o P:L

L

(o]

| .

o

©

(&)

(o]

1]

o

c

o

=

©

(1))

A o=

Y

(o]

x

@

e}

£

Better - g
NH v MN W
1 1
Low High

Income Inequality

Ee——m>x
™ Equality Trust
=

Source: Wilkinson & Pickett, The Spirit Level (2009)

www.equalitytrust.org.uk




Levels of Trust are Higher in More Equal Rich Countries
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Levels of Trust are Higher in More Equal US States
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