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Abstract

As the 2030 deadline approaches with most Sustainable Development Goal (SDG)
targets off-track, the global development community faces a critical choice: continue
with technocratic indicator-focused implementation or embrace the fundamental
transformation the SDGs originally promised. This opinion piece argues that the
convergence of planetary health, the wellbeing economy, and systems thinking
offers a pathway to restore the SDGs’ transformative potential through community-
governed, power-redistributive approaches. Current SDG implementation has been
reduced to a technocratic exercise that obscures power dynamics, ignores
Indigenous knowledge systems, and perpetuates growth-oriented economic logic
that conflicts with planetary boundaries. This approach treats symptoms rather than
root causes while maintaining consultation models that create an illusion of
community engagement without redistributing decision-making authority. The
wellbeing economy movement and planetary health framework offer
complementary lenses for recalibration: the wellbeing economy challenges GDP-
focused development by prioritizing collective flourishing within ecological limits,
while planetary health reframes development within Earth’s life-support systems.
However, translating these frameworks into concrete policy mechanisms requires
systems thinking that includes explicit power analysis and centers relational
accountability to communities most affected by current systemic failures. A post-
2030 agenda must resist fixing the SDGs through more indicators and instead
institutionalize community governance, redistribute decision-making power, and
co-create implementation tools that communities own and adapt. This requires
breaking silos between health, environmental, and economic sectors, while
centering Indigenous voices as leaders rather than beneficiaries. The convergence of
crises demands courage to chart a new path guided by community wisdom,
planetary boundaries, and relational accountability; one that restores not only
ecosystems but decision-making power to those who understand that health,
economy, and ecology are inseparable.

Keywords: sustainable development goals (SDGs); planetary health; wellbeing economy; systems
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Introduction

As world leaders begin preparing for a post-2030 agenda, with most Sustainable
Development Goal (SDG) targets already off-track, the choice ahead is stark:
continue with technocratic box-checking, or embrace the fundamental
transformation the goals originally promised. The 2030 Agenda, once framed as a
bold vision for justice and sustainability, has too often been reduced to siloed
reporting exercises. While countries race to showcase progress through numerical
indicators, the deeper issues of planetary boundaries, wellbeing, and structural
equity are left unresolved. Building on my earlier work advocating for a planetary
health perspective to reposition SDG implementation (Onabola, 2019), I argue that a
recalibration is long overdue; one that places the wellbeing economy and planetary
health at the center, and restores meaning to the SDGs through community-
governed, power-redistributive approaches. This tension between transformative
ambition and fragmented delivery is nowhere more evident than in the SDGs
themselves.

The SDGs: A Global Blueprint Reduced to Metrics

The Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), adopted by all United Nations
member states in 2015, were envisioned as a global blueprint for a just, inclusive,
and sustainable future by 2030. Encompassing 17 goals ranging from poverty
eradication and quality education to climate action and reduced inequalities, the
SDGs were built on the principle of “leaving no one behind.”

Yet that transformative vision has too often been reduced to a technocratic
exercise in indicator-tracking and box ticking, where fragmented efforts and
disproportionate reliance on numeric indicators obscure the power dynamics and
structural inequities that shape outcomes (Heller et al., 2024). A development
framework that can count trees planted, but fails to address the systems driving
deforestation, or to include the communities whose knowledge could prevent it, is
clearly missing the point. While data remains essential, the transformation promised
by the SDGs cannot be achieved through metrics that ignore who controls decision-
making processes and who bears the costs of current systems.

Beyond Metrics: What the SDGs Are Missing

Over time, SDG monitoring has become increasingly driven by indicator
reporting, often at the expense of community leadership and the original
transformative vision the goals once promised. @ While metrics provide
comparability and accountability, these indicators create the illusion of progress:
comparable numbers, tidy dashboards, upward arrows. Yet they rarely capture the
lived experiences of people on the ground, the ecological limits of growth, or the
power structures that determine who wins and who loses. As I have shown in earlier
work, attempts to link health equity with the land-water-energy nexus within the
SDG framework often expose persistent integration gaps, with equity considerations
sidelined in favor of technical efficiency (Onabola et al., 2022).
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This technocratic approach obscures several blind spots. First, SDG
implementation has largely ignored systemic power imbalances that determine who
participates in development decisions and who reaps the benefits (Heller et al.,
2024). Metrics may track poverty reduction without questioning wealth
concentration, or note environmental improvements without examining the
extractive corporate practices that cause degradation (Heller et al., 2024; Biermann
et al, 2022). Second, universal indicators often silence contextual knowledge
systems, particularly Indigenous worldviews that treat health, economy, and
ecology as inseparable domains (Wildcat & Voth, 2023). Third, the economic logic
underpinning many targets prioritizes growth, frequently at odds with planetary
boundaries, and creates trade-offs that pit ecological sustainability against
development goals (Ross, 2019; Whitmee et al., 2015).

Perhaps the most damaging omission is the lack of community governance
mechanisms that would enable affected populations to lead their own development
processes. Instead of participatory decision-making, SDG implementation often
relies on consultation models that maintain existing power structures while creating
an illusion of community engagement (Cargo & Mercer, 2008). This results in
interventions that may improve indicators while failing to address the relational and
structural determinants that community members identify as priorities (Heller et al.,
2024).

Addressing these blind spots requires moving beyond metrics toward
frameworks that center equity, ecological sustainability, and shared decision-
making. The wellbeing economy, with its rejection of GDP growth as the dominant
measure of progress, offers one pathway. Planetary health, which insists that human
and ecological systems are inseparable, offers another. Together, they provide a
foundation for reimagining the SDGs, not as a dashboard of numbers, but as a
blueprint for just and sustainable futures.

The Wellbeing Economy and Planetary Health: Complementary Lenses

If the SDGs are to recover their transformative intent, they must be guided by
frameworks that both redefine what progress means and set the ecological
boundaries within which it can unfold. The wellbeing economy and planetary health
perspectives offer these complementary lenses.

The wellbeing economy movement critiques the dominance of GDP as the
primary yardstick of societal progress. It argues instead for policies that prioritize
collective wellbeing, social equity, and ecological regeneration over extractive
growth (Costanza et al., 2014; Costanza et al., 2018; Trebeck & Williams, 2019;
Labonté, 2024; EuroHealthNet, & Institute of Public Health, 2024). This movement
recognizes that true development cannot be measured solely through economic
output but must encompass multidimensional wellbeing that includes social
cohesion, cultural vitality, environmental health, and community self-determination
(Fioramonti et al., 2022).

National experiments such as New Zealand’s Wellbeing Budget (New Zealand
Government, (2019) are important steps forward, broadening measures of success to
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include child welfare, mental health, and environmental sustainability. Similar
initiatives in Iceland (Kristjansson et al., 2020; WHO Regional Office for Europe,
2023) and Scotland (Trebeck and Williams, 2019; Hjelmskog et al., 2023)) have
demonstrated that governments can, in practice, align budgeting and planning with
wellbeing priorities.

Yet, even these innovations remain vulnerable to reductionism. Without
meaningful redistribution of decision-making power, “wellbeing” risks being
translated into yet another set of indicators, another dashboard to manage, rather
than a transformative reordering of priorities. True transformation requires
coupling alternative metrics with community power, while ensuring that wellbeing
is not only measured differently but pursued through processes that redistribute
decision-making authority and center those most affected by inequities (McLaren &
Graff-McRae, 2024; McLaren, 2025). The wellbeing economy explicitly challenges the
assumption that economic growth automatically translates to improved quality of
life, instead advocating for redistributive policies and regenerative practices that
operate within planetary boundaries while prioritizing collective flourishing over
individual accumulation (Kallis et al., 2025). This shift is especially critical for
Indigenous communities, whose self-determination and holistic worldviews are
often sidelined in national policy frameworks despite their long-standing
stewardship of ecological systems (Wildcat & Voth, 2023).

While the wellbeing economy reframes what societies value, planetary health
clarifies the boundaries within which those values must be pursued. Planetary
health, defined as the health of human civilization and the natural systems on which
it depends (Whitmee et al., 2015), offers an integrated approach to understanding
how ecological degradation undermines human health and development (Myers,
2017; Perilli et al., 2024). It invites us to move away from reactive, siloed strategies
and towards anticipatory, multisectoral actions rooted in systems thinking and
relational accountability to communities.

Taken together, these two frameworks shift the conversation away from narrow
efficiency metrics toward a more systemic and justice-oriented vision of
development. Their combined potential lies in how they are operationalized: not as
abstract global agendas, but as community-driven frameworks that center equity,
redistribute power, and hold systems accountable to those most affected by
inequities (Marmot et al., 2020; Cargo & Mercer, 2008).

Operationalizing the Vision: From Frameworks to Practice

When planetary health and the wellbeing economy are applied to the SDGs
through community-governed approaches, the result is a more honest and
actionable vision: one that accepts planetary limits, redistributes decision-making
power, and embraces multidimensional understandings of progress However, It is
one thing to critique GDP, call for planetary stewardship, or propose equity as the
core of development; it is another to translate these frameworks into practice.
Translating these integrated frameworks into concrete policy mechanisms remains
a significant challenge.
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Existing cross-sectoral policy models such as Health in All Policies (HiAP) were
designed to respond to this challenge and break down silos and integrate health
considerations across government sectors. However, in practice they often remain
conceptual and face persistent implementation barriers (Cairney et al., 2021; Bernier,
2023). Its equity-focused evolution, Health Equity in All Policies (HEiAP) (Amri and
Bump, 2023), offers a sharper tool for embedding distributional justice and power
redistribution into policy design (McLaren & Graff-McRae, 2024). Yet even these
frameworks require mechanisms to operationalize them through genuine
community governance. Without such power-sharing structures, HEiAP risks
defaulting to interdepartmental coordination rather than achieving the systemic
change it promises.

Integrating HEiAP with the wellbeing economy principles, particularly
approaches that prioritize redistribution, ecological boundaries, and community
leadership, offers one promising but still underdeveloped pathway for translating
planetary health and the wellbeing economy into practice (Williams et al., 2023;
McLaren & Graff-McRae, 2024). This gap between transformative vision and
operational tools remains one of the most critical barriers to fulfilling the SDGs’
original promise.

Beyond HEiAP, other operational frameworks such as Raworth’s Doughnut
Economics (Ross, 2019) and the Wellbeing Economy Governments (WEGo) alliance
have begun to demonstrate alternatives through wellbeing budgets, participatory
policymaking, and new dashboards of progress. These efforts provide important
building blocks, but without a systems-thinking approach that explicitly maps
relationships, power dynamics, and feedback loops, they risk remaining isolated
innovations rather than catalysts for transformation (Hjelmskog et al., 2023).

The Role of Systems Thinking in Reclaiming SDG Transformation

If the wellbeing economy reframes what societies value, and planetary health
reframes the ecological boundaries within which those values must be pursued,
systems thinking provides the connective tissue that allows these frameworks to be
operationalized (Hjelmskog et al., 2023). Systems thinking encourages us to see
relationships instead of isolated indicators, feedback loops instead of linear inputs,
and collective wellbeing instead of fragmented silos. However, systems thinking for
SDG transformation must include explicit power analysis as a core methodology.
This means mapping who benefits from current systems, who bears the costs, and
how decision-making authority can be redistributed to communities most affected
by environmental and health inequities (Heller et al., 2024).

Current carbon offset schemes illustrate the problem. On paper, they appear to
advance climate goals by funding reforestation or conservation efforts. In practice,
however, they often extract value from Indigenous territories while allowing
corporate extraction and emissions to continue elsewhere. This is precisely the kind
of systems-level contradiction that a power-sensitive systems approach would
reveal, and that genuine community governance could prevent. By embedding such
analysis, systems thinking becomes more than a diagnostic tool; it becomes a
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strategy for reorienting development towards justice. It highlights not only
ecological and social interdependencies but also the structural inequities that shape
who wins and who loses under the current SDG regime.

A systems approach informed by planetary health and the wellbeing economy
must center relational accountability to communities and community governance
(Wildcat & Voth, 2023). This means elevating community knowledge systems that
understand health, economy, and ecology as inseparable. Indigenous worldviews,
for example, embed relational accountability and intergenerational ethics at the core
of governance; principles that conventional development approaches often
overlook. By centering these perspectives, systems thinking moves beyond
consultation models toward genuine community governance and power-sharing
arrangements where communities govern research and policy design processes
(Wildcat & Voth, 2023).

Ultimately, the promise of systems thinking is not simply analytical but political.
It equips us to reveal root causes, unintended consequences, and leverage points for
change, while ensuring that solutions emerge from community wisdom rather than
external expertise. For the SDGs to reclaim their transformative intent, systems
thinking must be deployed not as a technical tool, but as a framework for
redistributing power, centering marginalized voices, and holding global
development accountable to both people and planet.

Charting a Post-2030 Agenda

With the 2030 deadline looming and most targets off track, the imperative to
rethink our global development architecture becomes more urgent. The convergence
of planetary health, the wellbeing economy, and systems thinking offers a powerful
framework for the next phase, but only if these ideas are grounded in community
governance rather than elite dashboards or managerial reforms.

A post-2030 agenda cannot simply add new indicators or tweak existing ones.
That would repeat the very errors that have led to the current impasse, treating
development as a technical exercise rather than a political and relational process.
Instead, the future must be built around concrete integration mechanisms that
redistribute power, embed Indigenous and community knowledge systems, and
align governance with planetary boundaries.

A post-2030 agenda requires concrete integration mechanisms such as
community-governed Advisory Circles led by affected populations, equity-
weighted indicators co-designed with affected communities, and policy systems
mapping that reveals leverage points for structural change (McKelvie-Sebileau et al.,
2022; Heller et al., 2024). These are essential to ensuring that policies reflect lived
realities rather than abstract metrics. Such approaches move beyond tokenistic
consultation and begin to institutionalize community sovereignty over decision-
making.

Implementation must shift from top-down metric reporting to community-
owned tools that communities can use to hold governments accountable. This
transition requires breaking the silos between public health, environmental science,
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and economics while confronting power imbalances in global governance and
centering marginalized voices, not as beneficiaries, but as leaders and co-designers
(Yap & Watene, 2019). It calls for a radical redistribution of political attention and
economic investment, from short-term returns to long-term resilience guided by
community priorities.

Above all, a post-2030 agenda must resist the temptation to repackage the SDGs
in new dashboards and global reports. The task ahead is not better management of
the same system but a radical reimagining of what progress means: a shift from
growth to flourishing, from extraction to regeneration, and from top-down decision-
making to community-governed transformation.

Conclusion: Toward Integrated Futures

Nearly a decade after the 2030 Agenda was launched with great promise, its
transformative spirit has been constrained by metrics, market logic, and
managerialism that sideline community leadership. If we are to reclaim that spirit,
we must look beyond indicators to meaning; beyond growth to flourishing; beyond
symptoms to root causes; and beyond expert-driven solutions to community-
governed transformation.

The convergence of planetary health, the wellbeing economy, and systems
thinking offers more than critique; it provides actionable frameworks for
community-led transformation. This requires institutionalizing community
governance, redistributing decision-making power, and co-creating implementation
tools that communities can own and adapt. The post-2030 agenda must emerge not
from expert recommendations, but from relational accountability to those most
affected by current systems’ failures.

Academics must lead in advancing transdisciplinary research that centers
community governance and challenges dominant metrics. Policymakers must
embed equity, ecology, and community authority in budgetary and legislative
frameworks. Development actors must shift from extractive models to relational,
regenerative systems of care that honour community leadership and Indigenous
knowledge systems.

The window for incremental change is closing. A post-2030 agenda must rise
from the convergence of crises with the courage to chart a new path; one guided by
community wisdom, planetary boundaries, and relational accountability. One that
restores not only ecosystems, but also relationships and decision-making power to
those who understand that health, economy, and ecology are inseparable.
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public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.

Conflicts of Interest: The author declares no conflicts of interest.

References

1. Amri, M., & Bump, J. B. (2023). Where is equity in HIAP? Comment on “A realist explanatory case study
investigating how common goals, leadership, and committed staff facilitate Health in All Policies

© 2025 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202509.0677.v2
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Preprints.org (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 9 September 2025 d0i:10.20944/preprints202509.0677.v2

8 of 9

implementation in the municipality of Kuopio, Finland.” International Journal of Health Policy and
Management, 12, 7611. https://doi.org/10.34172/ijhpm.2023.7611

2. Bernier, N. F. (2023). Towards a Health in All Policies approach for Canada’s federal, provincial and territorial
jurisdictions. National Collaborating Centre for Healthy Public Policy. https://ccnpps-ncchpp.ca/docs/2023-
Towards-a-Health-in-All-Policies-Approach-for-Canada-Federal-Provincial-and-Territorial-
Jurisdictions.pdf

3. Biermann, F., Hickmann, T., Sénit, C. A., Beisheim, M., Bernstein, S., Chasek, P., Grob, L., Kim, R. E., Kotzé,
L.J., Nilsson, M., Ordéfiez Llanos, A., Okereke, C., Pradhan, P., Raven, R., Sun, Y., Vijge, M. ], van Vuuren,
D., & Xian, S. (2022). Scientific evidence on the political impact of the Sustainable Development Goals.
Nature Sustainability, 5(9), 795-800. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-022-00909-5

4.  Cairney, P., St Denny, E., & Mitchell, H. (2021). The future of public health policymaking after COVID-19:
A qualitative systematic review of lessons from Health in All Policies [version 1; peer review: 2 approved].
Open Research Europe, 1, 23. https://doi.org/10.12688/openreseurope.13178.1

5.  Cargo, M., & Mercer, S. L. (2008). The value and challenges of participatory research: strengthening its
practice. Annual review of public health, 29, 325-350
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.publhealth.29.091307.083824

6.  Costanza, R., Kubiszewski, I., Giovannini, E., Lovins, H., McGlade, J., Pickett, K. E., Ragnarsdottir, K.,
Roberts, D., De Vogli, R., & Wilkinson, R. (2014). Development: Time to leave GDP behind. Nature,
505(7483), 283-285. https://doi.org/10.1038/505283a

7.  Costanza, R., Caniglia, E., Fioramonti, L., Kubiszewski, I., Lewis, H., Lovins, H. L., McGlade, ]., Mortensen,
L. F,, Philipsen, D., Pickett, K. E., Ragnarsdéttir, K. V., Roberts, D., Sutton, P., Trebeck, K., Wallis, S., Ward,
J., Weatherhead, M., & Wilkinson, R. (2018). Toward a sustainable wellbeing economy. Solutions: for a
Sustainable and Desirable Future, 9(2), Article 9. Retrieved from
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/324648188_Toward_a_Sustainable_Wellbeing_Economy

8.  EuroHealthNet, & Institute of Public Health. (2024). Creating an impactful and sustainable wellbeing economy

for better public health. Institute of Public Health.
https://www.publichealth.ie/sites/default/files/resources/Sustainable%20Wellbeing %20Economy %20repo
rt%20final.pdf

9.  Fioramonti, L., Coscieme, L., Costanza, R., Martin-Lopez, B., Kubiszewski, I., Giovannini, E., Lange, G.-M.,
Borsuk, M. E., Negrut, N. L., & (11 more authors). (2022). Wellbeing economy: An effective paradigm to
mainstream post-growth policies? Ecological Economics, Article 107261.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2021.107261

10. Heller, J. C., Given, M. L., Johnson, S. P., & Kindig, D. A. (2024). Keeping it political: Defining the structural
determinants of health. The Milbank Quarterly, 102, 351-366. https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-0009.12695

11. Hjelmskog, A., Toney, ]J., Scott, M., Crawford, J., & Meier, P. (2023). Using the Doughnut Economics
framework to structure whole-system thinking in socioecological wellbeing with multidisciplinary
stakeholders: An applied case study in Glasgow, Scotland. The Lancet, 402(Supplement 1), S15.
https://doi.org/10.1016/50140-6736(23)02057-3

12. Kallis, G., Hickel, J., O'Neill, D. W., Jackson, T., Victor, P. A., Raworth, K., Schor, ]J. B., Steinberger, J. K., &
Urge-Vorsatz, D. (2025). Post-growth: the science of wellbeing within planetary boundaries. The Lancet.
Planetary health, 9(1), e62—e78. https://doi.org/10.1016/52542-5196(24)00310-3).

13. Kiristjansson, A. L., Mann, M. J., Sigfusson, J., Thorisdottir, I. E., Allegrante, J. P., & Sigfusdottir, I. D. (2020).
Implementing the Icelandic Model for preventing adolescent substance use. Health Promotion Practice, 21(1),
70-79. https://doi.org/10.1177/1524839919849033

14. Labonté, R. (2024). Can a Well-Being Economy Save Us?. International Journal of Health Policy and
Management, 13(1), 1-6. doi: 10.34172/ijhpm.8507

15. Marmot M. (2020). Health equity in England: the Marmot review 10 years on. BM] (Clinical research ed.),
368, m693. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.m693

16. McKelvie-Sebileau, P., Rees, D., Tipene-Leach, D., D'Souza, E., Swinburn, B., & Gerritsen, S. (2022).
Community Co-Design of Regional Actions for Children’s Nutritional Health Combining Indigenous
Knowledge and Systems Thinking. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health,
19(9), 4936. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph19094936

17.  McLaren L. (2025). Aligning Public Health With a Well-Being Economy: Opportunities and Challenges in
Addressing Root Causes of Health Inequities Comment on “Can a Well-Being Economy Save Us?”.
International journal of health policy and management, 14, 8877. https://doi.org/10.34172/ijhpm.8877

© 2025 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202509.0677.v2
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Preprints.org (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 9 September 2025 d0i:10.20944/preprints202509.0677.v2

9 of 9

18. McLaren, L., & Graff-McRae, R. (2024). Envisioning a wellbeing economy: A new paradigm for health equity in
Alberta.  Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives. https://www.policyalternatives.ca/news-
research/envisioning-a-well-being-economy-inspiration-and-hard-questions

19. Myers S. S. (2017). Planetary health: protecting human health on a rapidly changing planet. Lancet (London,
England), 390(10114), 2860-2868. https://doi.org/10.1016/50140-6736(17)32846-5

20. New Zealand Government. (2019, May 30). The Wellbeing Budget 2019 (B.2). The Treasury. ISBN 978-1-98-
858041-8  (print),  978-1-98-858042-5  (online).  https://treasury.govt.nz/publications/wellbeing-
budget/wellbeing-budget-2019

21. Onabola, C. O. (2019). Planetary health as a central context to the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).
Journal of Environment and Health Sciences & Development, 4(3), 798-801. https://jehsd.ssu.ac.ir/article-1-192-
en.pdf

22. Onabola, C. O., Andrews, N., Gislason, M. K., Harder, H. G., & Parkes, M. W. (2022). Exploring cross-
sectoral implications of the Sustainable Development Goals: Towards a framework for integrating health
equity perspectives with the land-water-energy nexus. Public Health Reviews, 43, 1604362.
https://doi.org/10.3389/phrs.2022.1604362

23. Perilli, A., Adduci, A., Ricciardi, W., de Belvis, A. G., & Cadeddu, C. (2024). Towards planetary health
systems: a manifesto for a revised quadruple aim for healthcare improvement. Global Sustainability, 7,
Article e40. https://doi.org/10.1017/sus.2024.39

24. Ross, F. (2019). Kate Raworth - Doughnut Economics: Seven Ways to Think Like a 21st Century Economist
(2017). REGIONAL AND BUSINESS STUDIES, 11(2), 81-86. https://doi.org/10.33568/rbs.2409

25. Trebeck, K., & Williams, J. (2019). The Economics of Arrival: Ideas for a Grown-Up Economy (1st ed.). Bristol
University Press. https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctvb1hrn9

26. Yap, M. L. M., & Watene, K. (2019). The Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) and Indigenous Peoples:
Another Missed Opportunity? Journal of Human Development and Capabilities, 20(4), 451-467.
https://doi.org/10.1080/19452829.2019.1574725

27. Whitmee, S., Haines, A., Beyrer, C., Boltz, F., Capon, A. G, de Souza Dias, B. F,, ... & Myers, S. S. (2015).
Safeguarding human health in the Anthropocene epoch: Report of The Rockefeller Foundation-Lancet
Commission on planetary health. The Lancet, 386(10007), 1973-2028. https://doi.org/10.1016/50140-
6736(15)60901-1

28. Wildcat, M., & Voth, D. (2023). Indigenous relationality: Definitions and methods. AlterNative: An
International Journal of Indigenous Peoples, 19(2), 475-483. https://doi.org/10.1177/11771801231168380

29. Williams, C., Smith, J.A., Valentine, N., Baum, F., Friel, S., Williams, J. and Schmitt, D. (2023), The well-
being economy and health in all policies: Fostering action for change. Health Promot ] Austral, 34: 623-625.
https://doi.org/10.1002/hpja.768

30. World Health Organization Regional Office for Europe. (2023). Country deep dive on the well-being economy:
Iceland. WHO Regional Office for Europe. https://iris.who.int/bitstream/handle/10665/369105/WHO-
EURO-2023-7415-47181-69111-eng.pdf?sequence=1

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those
of the individual author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s)
disclaim responsibility for any injury to people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or

products referred to in the content.

© 2025 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202509.0677.v2
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

