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he IGJR publishes articles from the disciplines from the 
social sciences/humanities, reflecting the current state of 
research on intergenerational justice. It is released bian-

nually and employs a double-blind peer review process. Its edito-
rial board consists of about 50 internationally renowned experts 
from ten different countries.
The topic of the 2/2017 and 1/2018 double issue will be:

 “Measuring Intergenerational Justice for Public Policy”

We welcome submissions to the issue 1/2018 that address ways 
of measuring and empirically evaluating intergenerational justice, 
primarily in the field of public policy.
The double edition will have the additional help of Professor  
Pieter Vanhuysse, University of Southern Denmark, who will be 
serving as a guest editor.

Submission requirements
Submissions will be accepted until 1 February 2018. Entries 
should be up to 30,000 characters in length (including spaces but 
excluding bibliography, figures, photographs and tables.) Articles 
may be submitted electronically through the IGJR homepage (see 
“Submissions”).
For more information on the double issue and requirements for 
submissions, please visit www.igjr.org.

Topic abstract
In recent years, there has been a rising interest in measuring and 
comparing intergenerational justice in the expenditure schemes 
of welfare states. Here, the focus is on analysing the allocation 
of social expenditures for the elderly (i.e., citizens 65 years of age 
and older) relative to the share allocated for young people. A key 
indicator for the fairness of public policy is the amount of the 
attributable expenditures for the older generation (pension, care, 
disability, health) relative to the incidental costs of the younger 
generations (education, family support).
In a 2013 study published by Pieter Vanhuysse for the Bertels-
mann Foundation a total of 29 OECD states were compared on 
the basis of a four-dimensional Intergenerational Justice Index 
(IJI). This index is composed of four indicators, notably among 
them the "elderly-bias indicator of social spending" (EBiSS): the 
ratio of social spending among different age groups after taking 
into account demographic composition. To evaluate the public 
policies of different nations with such an “intergenerational lens” 
is a new and promising field of research.
A related field are indices for the well-being of young people  
(as a specific part of the population), both across different 
 countries (spatially) as well as over time (temporally). The  
“Youthonomics Global Index”, published in 2015 by a France-
based think tank of the same name, analyses the situation of  
young people in 64 Western and non-Western countries by  

T means of no less than 59 different social, economic and political 
indicators.
Another study is the “European Index of Intergenerational Fair-
ness”, launched in early 2016 by the Intergenerational Founda-
tion (IF). Designed as a quantitative measurement of how the 
position of young people has changed across the EU, its 13 indi-
cators include housing costs, government debt, spending on pen-
sions and education, participation in democracy, and access to 
tertiary education. The index’s findings indicate that the prospects 
of young people across the EU have deteriorated to a ten-year low.
The backdrop of these new calculations is demographic ageing that 
has led in many Western and Asian countries to a higher percentage 
of voters that are pensioners or close to the retirement age. Some 
authors argue that the year in which voters aged 50 and older ex-
ceed 50% of all voters (after adjusting for the  notoriously higher 
turnout rates of elderly voters) entails the danger of creeping geron-
tocracy – the rising resource grab of elderly voters.
A report in the same vein is the “Unicef Study on Child Well-be-
ing in Rich Countries” by Peter Adamson. Inter alia, it examines 
changes in child well-being in advanced economies over the first 
decade of the 2000’s, looking at each country’s progress in educa-
tional achievement, teenage birth rates, childhood obesity levels, 
the prevalence of bullying, and the use of tobacco, alcohol and 
drugs.

Articles could approach the topic through a broad range of ques-
tions, including:
�  What is a good definition of “elderly-biased policies”? What

indices exist to measure intergenerational (in)justice in public
policy? What indices exist to measure the (lack of ) well-being of
young people as a distinctive group?
�  How do conclusions of pro-elderly bias change once we incor-

porate households transfers of resources (cash) and unpaid la-
bour (time), in addition to public transfers, into the analysis
(Gál et al. 2016)?
�  How should concepts and measures of intergenerational justice

differ when considering age groups versus cohort (temporal ver-
sus inter temporal generations)?
�  Are the respective indicators conceptually sound and well op-

erationalised? What are the methodological pitfalls of measur-
ing intergenerational justice in public policy, and can they be
avoided?
�  Can the methodology of indices like the HDI, the HWI, the

Happy Planet Index etc. be applied to the younger part of the
population as a distinct group?
�  Do ageing societies respond to the challenges of lopsided spend-

ing? What are the political and economic causes; what are
promising policy responses? For instance, does high pro-elderly
policy bias in both Southern and Central-and-Eastern Europe
(Vanhuysse 2014) actually mask different generational or gov-
ernance cultures? How do these cultures contrast with those of
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elderly but more age group-balanced societies such as in Nordic 
Europe?
�  Might opportunity-equalising human capital investments be

positive-sum ways of improving the intergenerational fairness of
public policies (Heckman 2013; Vanhuysse 2015)? If so, which
investments, and what would be a good measure of their inter-
generational fairness?
�  What – if anything – should be done to balance the welfare

spending between the young and the old from a normative
point of view? How might intergenerationally (more) just poli-
cies and institutions be implemented in real-world politics, giv-
en the electoral clout of elderly voters?

We welcome submissions from all fields, including (but not lim-
ited to) political science, sociology, economics, and legal studies. 
Philosophers and/or ethicists are invited to contribute applied 
normative research.
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