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Stili di vita e modi di abitare piu che sostenibili
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Rigenerativo e piu che sostenibile

Mark L. Miller
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Lasostenibilitae la caratteristicadi un processa di uno stato chepuo
essereamantenutoa un certolivelloindefinitamente
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«lo svilupposostenibilee uno sviluppochesoddisfii bisognidel presente
senza compromettere la possibilita delle generazioni future di
soddisfara propri»

WECD, 1987



OBIETTIVI:.2Sostenisiie

SCONFIGGERE SCONFIGGERE SALUTEE ISTRUZIONE PARITA ACQUAPULITA
LAPOVERTA LA FAME BENESSERE DIQUALITA DIGENERE ESERVIZI
IGIENICO-SANITAR!
[ ] . @ [ ]
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ENERGIAPULITA LAVORODIGNITOSO IMPRESE, 1 RIDURRE LE 11 CITTAE COMUNITA 1 CONSUMOE
EAGGESSIBILE ECRESCITA INNOVAZIONE DISUGUAGLIANZE SOSTENIBILI PRODUZIONE
NP ECONOMICA EINFRASTRUTTURE RESPONSABILI
5O
- -~
N\
1 LOTTACONTRO 1 VITA 1 VITA 1 PACE, GIUSTIZIA 17 PARTNERSHIP
ILCAMBIAMENTO SOTTACQUA SULLATERRA EISTITUZIONI PERGLIOBIETTIVI
CLIMATICO SOLIDE OBIETTIVI
. PER LO SVILUPPO
!- SOSTENIBILE

Nazioni Unitehttps://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.php?curi®®158753
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https://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.php?curid=99158753
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Ambientale

JohannDrég CC BYA 3.0hitps://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.php?curid587372



https://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.php?curid=1587372
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SUSTAINABILITY SPHERE THEME INDICATOR SUSTAINABILITY SPHERE THEME INDICATOR
1.1 ]Soil management 7.1 |Personnel management
1.2 ]Crop productivity . » 7.2 |Working hours
. 1.3 [Soil organic matter 7 | Working conditions

1 Soil use - - 7.3 |Safety at work
1.4 |Soil reaction :
15 TSoil erosion 7.4 |Wage ar?d income !eyel
1.6 |Soil compaction Social sustainability 8.1 |Occupation and training
2.1 |Herd management 8.2 |Financial situation
2.2 |Livestock productivity 8 Quality of life 8.3 |Social relations

2 | Animal husbandry| 2.3 |Opportunity for species-appropriate behavior 8.4 |Personal freedom and values
2.4 |Living conditions 8.5 [Health
2.5 |Animal health 8.6 |Other areas
3.1 |Material flows 9.1 |Liquidity

Material use & | 3.2 [Fertilization 9.2 |Stability
Environmental 3 | environmental | 3.3 |Plant protection Economic sustainability| 9 | Economic viability| 9.3 |Profitability
sustainability protection 3.4 |Air protection 9.4 |Indebtedness

3.5 [Soil and water pollution 9.5 |Livelihood security
j:; w::z:;nuznjgemem 10.1 Busines's' goalg, strategy and implementation

4 Water use 4.3 |Water use intensity Good governance 10 | Farm managemen 10.2 Ayallablllty of information
4.4 |irrigation 10.3 |Risk management
5.1 |Energy management 10.4|Sustainable relationships

5 Energy & Climate| 5.2 |Energy intensity
5.3 |Greenhouse gas balance
6.1 |Biodiversity management
6.2 |Ecological infrastructures

6 Biodiversity 6.3 |Intensity of agricultural production
6.4 |Distribution of ecological infrastructures

6.5

Diversity of agricultural production

de Olde,2016
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Quality of life Energy & Climate

Working conditions Biodiversity
Positive sustainability degree — Average AF farm
Critical sustainahility degree - Average family farm

Problematic sustainability degree — Average soy farm




Azienda famigliare

Quality of life

Working conditions

Positive sustainability degree
Critical sustainahility degree

Problematic sustainability degree
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ToTmrmrTmeTm Average soy farm




Percentage of answers
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However, nearly 60 % (58.3 %) of the students
would like to work on a soy farm, 33.3 %
would not and 8.3 % does not have any
preference.
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