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PREHOVOR PREDSEDU STCLEJ KONFERENCI E
SEKTORA SLOVENSKEJ REPUBLI KY N A OTV
SPOLOLNEJ MEDZI NCRODNEJ KONFERENCI E Sk

Jozef BEHAhL

Za poslednich dvadsaS rokov budovania tretie

a organi z §8#pio%s,t aki i ® naa nohyi, ale je stsgle
vykongvaS svoju |innosS | o najsvediomiynmijgie
SagkosSami napriek tomu, ¢ge ich |linnosS je p

Jednim zo strategicklch <cieOov St gl ej konf

republ i ky (Nal ej | en SKW S) ojue SRy tavregogtadimniod | p a
ako aj tvorba prieniku spolupr8ce s medzin§8r
organi z8ci 2 svojich | lenov z dtvodu zefekt?
realiz8ciu ich cieOov, ako aj finanln% pomoc
SKTS je oblianske zdrugeni e, kt or &olblod mom al a
Viac ako 350 mi movlI 8dnych organi z8ci 2. SK

najreprezentat2vnejgi a celogt8tna sl ovensks§
pmopr 8vneho |l ena Medzin8rodnej rady pre soci
hl avnou organiz8ciou mimovlI 8dnych organi z§8ci
| CSW mS8§ poradn® postavenie pri OSN, MOP,

ekonomicl® f - rum a pod. St8la konferencia organi:
aj touto cestou presadzovaS z8ujmy slovenske
preng§gaS najlepgie visledky v tejl.oeekiorbhl ast i
Ri adi aci | CSW vibor oceni |, ge St 8l a konf e
republi ky splnila vgetky potrebn® pogiadavk:
|l lena | CSW. DRa 13. decembra X01skethwm a K0TS !

viboru Slovenskej republiky, aby ako novTl |
dial -gu v r 8mci oblianskej spol ol nosti na Sl
Polsagejdot eraj gej | i nnosti predlogila SKTS |
n8wmrnvh projektov na skvalitnenie pr8ce Vv r 8n
givotn®ho prostredia, prevencie kriminality,
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vedy a pon¥%kla rezortu prs8ce, soci 8lestych ve
vorgani z8ci 8§ch 111. sektora SR pre mladlich O

schopnl na t%to ponuku reagovaS napriek vys
Oud2 v SR.

Soci 8l nym investovan2m je padOar &@Vaha wWdboc
vykonaj % v prospech spokojnost. obl anov S

odmeRovania a cel kov®ho sp!sobu ¢givota.

V s¥%l asnost.i je SKTS |l enom Rady vI 8dy SR
all enom Rady v suknmin8liff. pre prevenc

Okamgite sme sa p8zxrhuvrdeapcibb&eil ill enskej
usporiadani e Sspodto§ nk®dhm @lhwddgay, az&rul en®ho
asoci 8l neho investovmang am zZS8mee rrea da K ta2zgvenaemn Spsced
or ganiMaltad ras kza . Obidvaja partnerad p8imea lvie Ok &
radosS, ¢ge smenotobst dlaikt 0! wegrSu haostiteOmi tol
podujatia. Konferencia Imail akégavediSa@®@t oslvd zin$

soci 8l neho investovani a.

Jozef Behl

predseda St8lej konferencie organiz8ci 2 |11.



NEW SOCIAL CONSTRAINS, NEW INSIGHTS 1T AND NEW
CHALLENGES TO SOCIAL POLICIES

Bal 8zs KRE£MER

Abstract:

This paper doesot aim at giving comprehensive overview on contemporary social situation,
or social policy literature. Instead of that | try to put in the flash some of new concepts, ideas
and insights that | find as most relevant and challenging to renovate our viesaciah
problems and social policies. In the first section | outline some new social developments, in
the second some new theoretical and scientific insights, and finally some new policy and
welfare challenges. My basic conclusion is that social profesisiamd social sciences should

take back their competence in conceptualizing social problems and initiate ne ways and policy
measures to solve the problems.

Key words: Concepts, new insights, social theory, social policy, social professionals.
Positioning ourselves: who does and who should conceptualize welfare issues

Before | try to sum up my views about | promised in the title in my brief talk | need to clarify

the viewpoint, the position from where | would like to present my thoughts.

| feel that social professionals, especially social academics lost their importance by
identifying and conceptualizing social and welfare issues and problems in public discourse.
Instead of scientific, evidence based approaches politics and administationission to

solve social puzzles and problems, and the role of professionals has been narrowed simply to

solve these Areadymadeod puzzl es. Sever al f a
happen. Politics and publicolpoliament Oec asme
earning the sympathy of votersand | ess and | essoliviangontah &t

politics to treat social issues as a part of the show of attractive promises. Social issues are
dealt everywhere, also in the academia amfeworks of state financed projettthat led the

sciences and professions to attract and fulfil the needs of public servant-prajeers,

instead of debating scientific findings in academic or wider public. Even though, findings on
social developmest became fAconfidenti al busimarkes. s s ec
Governments and politicians in power like to believe that maybe God knows everything, but

they know a bit better but that illusion might be supported by the technical developments a



well: governments control larger and larger +g@le data, and often they are the best

informed on taxation and income, social redistribution or |alpoarkets.

I n contrast of these strange transformations
social professionals and academia conceptualizes how to understand and interpret social

issues.

In my short talk | would like to make certain steps toward | guess as normal. | do not want to
react and resonate to ongoing policies; rather | would presems ideas, concepts to employ

in favour of better understanding ongoing social developments.
New social constrains during/after the crises
Inequality matters!

For a longtime income and social inequalities were seen as something humanitarian and
moral canmitments of fairness, even if implementing egalitarian principles may pull back,

even though freeze down economic growths or the wealth of nations.

In 2009 R. Wilkinson and K. Picket (a public health researcher and an epidemiologists)
published a book (T spirit level), also Wilkinson presented a top rated speech on TED
(http:// www.ted. com/talks/richard_wilkinson.
Banko that equality matters as real fact s,
among nore-or less equally developed countries (measuring the level of development by
GDP/capita) more equal societies are healthier, happier, they live better. Or, from the other
edge: inequality harms the wdlle i ngs of societies. Betseenr Asy

below?

! wilkinson, R.i Picket, K.: The Spirit Level: Why More Equal Societies Aimost Always Do Better, 2009,
Allen Lane



Health and Social Problems are Worse in More Unequal Countries

Worse

Index of:

+ Life expectancy

* Math & Literacy

* Infant mortaiity

* Homicides

* Imprisonment

* Teenage births

* Trust

* Obesity

* Mental liiness — incl
drug & aicohol
addiction

* Social mobility

Index of health and social problems

Betier 4

Low High
Income Inequalty

o v TR
Source: Wilkinson & Pickett, The Spirit Level (2009) wean oqualitytrustorg ek ST The
—unrivad

Foll owing Wil kinsonbés remar ks, we should em
and not the level of income redistribution. The two healthiest nations are Sweden (where
generous welfare programs financed from high reveriugsr oduce o equality)

(where taxlevel and redistribution is minor, but the primary market distribution is equal).

~ BN

Egalitarian distributon Tas a fAnewo wutilitarian economic s

For long time neaonservative and ndiberal concerns dominateelc onomi st 6s Vvi e
income distribution, saying that unequal distribution, meaning more income of the rich leads
toward more savings, more investments and more jobs. Social reformers regarded economists
as prophets of free noawekre tosf, caadpviotcaaltoi nign sttheea

people.

The crises shifted fundamentally visions of certain economists often ironically earmarked as
ifsalty water economistso from the two costs
as roots of theGreat Recession, and seeking ways out of the crises by insuring more
egalitarian access to make money. The two major figures of those new economic insights are
two Nobelprize awarded economists representing egalitarian ideologies as key factors of

econome growths and recovery.



One of them, Paul Krugman denies explicitly the relevance e$tgltsh neocon arguments
saying that no, unequal distribution do not
economyo, rat her-ups of mbeespedutativa bubbles: l1d hisviewswsince

the poor spend their income (instead of speculative investments), and spending the money by
some means market income for otherthis generates market demands. By other wordings,

more income to the poor resulgher demand and prosperity for 4ll.

The other key spokesman of egalitarian economic visions, Joseph Stiglitz gets farer stating
that high concentration of income and wealth leads toward high concentration of power that
damages such foundations of welfaiagpitalism, as entering into markets and overall free

marketcompetition®
Lower-middle class crises: precarious class

European economic strategies renewed English languages by introducing a new word
composed from AflexhblkexigoaranhgofAsEBkbaxkxi tybdi t
principle of harmonizing the need to improve productivity on one hand, and improving social

security for low paid workers.

Guy Standing discuss that question presenting the other side of same coin adkivgl, ta

about growing insecurity crises of loweriddle class working in flexible working
arrangement s, named that new socfilmHisviewsass a:
maybe that flexibility is a way to raise productivity and efficiency biytagay more working

ti me as needed, but also a way toward wuncert
economies precarious class is not identical with the poor, usually they work and they earn

money (e.g. in seasonal or project employmenlifmited or parttime contract, etc.), but with

painful, frustrating (even shetti me) i nterruptions when they <c
|l evel of income and social status. After the
any morei allof wus find ourselves in fAprecariousao

jobs we supposed as stable foundation of our social status.

Run t o -welfareaverdid e pt h 0 a nidcanserover ar s

2Krugman, P.: End this depression now, 2012, Norton,
3 Stiglitz, J.: The Price of Inequality, 2013, Norton
* Standing, G.: The Precariat: The New Dangerous Class , Bloomsbury Publishing, 2011
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Until now overdepths, arrears (including poisoned depthgkveeen as major causes and key
indicators of the Great Recession, and no attention has paid to social implications and
consequences of ovdepths, especially of housing and consumption depths.

During the first decade of new Millennium household credéssh pl ayed a- ki nd
wel fare functiono allowing people to finance
them. Unfounded believes in permanent growths of incomes to pay back the loans, as well as
permanent lift of housing prices covering ngages became economic illusiagnd ut é bu't

the credits must be paid back.

Unfortunately, the general wdbeing and income level of societies will be in hardships not
only caused by slow waguts from crises, but also because credits must be redeemed under

hardships as well, without filling financial gaps by new credits.

Ratio of household credits/GDR in CEE countries from 1991 to 2008

40.00 : —

Percent

20.00

0.00

1 I I T T T T T T L] J T T T T 1 1 T
Ya1 Y92 Y3 YO4 YO5 Yag YO7 YO8 YOO YO0 Y01 YD2 YD3 Y04 Y05 YOG YO7 Y08

Year

Ageing and inequalities by life expectancy

For longlong time it was a common believe that there is only one eqdglianfactor in life:

the death, since all of us will die sometime. Meanwhile, it is not meaningless: when.

°R. ATaa s , Cc.: The State a@omudist (ES mentoer st@asgallations arebaded s t
on EUROSTAT Data, Conference Paper, 2009, UC Irvine, 1989: TweNtgars After,
http://www.democracy.uci.edu/files/democracy/docs/conferencestasjadf
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New insights about social inequalities find that probably thechi@nce inequalities are
heaviest factors among social inequalities, teeonomic one8and lifeexpectancy scissors
are widening among social classes or educational groups, especially in CEE countries.

Longer life of better off people redraws or visions about social justice implemented-by old
age social welfare schemes, ad-afje pensions or loAgrm care. If better of people live
longer that means they enjoy longer time and get more from publicly financed welfare

provisionsi also poorer get less simply because the live shorter.

Difference in life expectancy at 30 betweerowly (ISCED 0-2) and highly (ISCED 56)

educated strata, men and women, 2008

BG Men ' Women
4 [
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Source: Eurostat (demo mlexpecedu); PL: 2008 data.

New insights in contemporary social sciences
What is social development? Mismeasures of developments

In 2010 the President of France invited a group of distinguished schmldiscuss how we
measure and understand social indicators of developments. Visions of development is a basic
guestion of economics and social sciences, but probably it is even more important regarding

interrelations betweeaopoéeveiopménndoepnded tb

® Therborn, G.: The Killing Fields of Inequality, Polity Press. November 2013.
" Corsini, V.: Population and social conditions, Eurostat, Statistics in Focus, 24/2010
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Fascinating findings of the Commission were edited by the heads of the working party,
J. Stiglitz, A. Sen, and P. Fitoussi that stimulated to rethink some corner stones of social
science$.

Starting point of th&Commission was that using per capita GDP, as the only overall measure
of economic and social developménis a mistake! Report brings wise concerns on what is
development, and how to measure (or, by measuring, how to define) impacts of progresses.

Herebyl can outline just only two points of their thoughts and recommendations.

One of them recommends paying more attention to medians, instead of averages of wealth
and incomes. Generally speaking the extreme accumulation of incomes and wealth in the
handofop strata fApushed upo the averages even
be measured by medians) lag behind the biased averages. Fhedkextiustration is that if

ten university students seat into a pub for drinking a bear, probably tthearmiacome of

them will be much closed to the average income of them. But, if Bill Gates would enter into
the pub, and would join to the students to drink a beer, the average income of the company
would run up into the sky even if the median income, thecome of the middle or the
majority would remain the sanieSame happened when President Bush campaigned his tax
deduction program declaring and promising 1000 dollars saving in average for Américans
not reporting that the median would profit less th&0 dollars in a year, and major part of

gains will realized by the richest top. Unequal distribution devaluate the importance of the
averages as overall social indicators, and medians may express better the general levels of

income or wealth.

Other impotant notion of the Commission was about quality. Quality that matters as
devel opment indicator refers to the facts 1t
impact to GDP growths. They illustrate it with the traffic jams: more jam would tegiiker

level of fuel consumption, more intensive use of engines and more neeerépaiai higher

GDP for the end of the day. More absurd and morbid example would be the tobacco
consumption: tobacco itself raises GDP, but a lung cancer would raise Imgeée for
pharmaceutics and would create additional nursing jjotheat positively contribute to GDP

growths, but kills human beings.

8 Stiglitz, J.1 Sen, A.i Fitoussi, JP. (eds): Report by the Commission on the Measurement of Economic
Performance and Social Progress, http://www.stigidefitoussi.fr/documents/rapport_anglais.pdf
® Wheelan, Ch.: Naked Statistics, 2013, Norton
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For us, working in social sector and social welfare, quality really matters if we want to
strengthen the role of civisociety, such factors of social capital as confidence and trust in
human relation$ that has no impacts to economic growths, but they definitely do contribute

to the weltbeing of our societies.
Behavioural sciences and behavioural economics, happinesglanoral economy

Behavioural economy and behavioural sciences attack against rational choice theory and
Acl assi cal economi stsdé6 imperialismd supposi.l
likely maximum utilities, when they choose among options or nuEasions of their life.

Rational choice theory is not a strict dogma supposing that there could not happened different
decision than the only rational one, but it is definite to suppose that deviations are accidental

and on a longer run the accidentaVidéons from rational choices extinguish and neutralize

each other.

In contrast of rational choice theory, behavioural economics suppose that biases from
Arati onal choicesd are systematic, and thes:
beingsad human brains making decisions. |In this
very nature of cognitive mechanisms, basic characters of human‘iadlowing D.

Kahnemands argumentation, he describes two s

There exist a pamwf our mind is effortless, fast, completely heuristic, and unconscious (no

doubt, no hesitation). Fast thinking system is observed by etiologists if animals react to fears,
stress, to other kind of irritatéfomlmtedd st in
capabilities of human mind that cannot compute so rapidly with every important factor of
rational decisiormakingi instead of tiresome and unmanageable calculations; we follow our

fast intentions, even stereotypes or prejudices.

Theotherg st em takes work, is slow, sceptical an:t
mindo is slow and accurate, often getting in

guesses generated by the fast thinking system.

Behavioural economics andhmevioural sciences employ basically experiments, meaning also
investigating decisioma ki ng mechani sms in Aartificial o
Sociology is newly challenged by these experimental achievements on how the systematic

biases influene different social groups.

19 Kahneman, D.: Thinking, Fast and Slow, 2013, Farrar, Straus and Giroux
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There published studies arguing the Poor living in permanent stress of how toigtteyy

have no time for thinking slow, and controlling their fast decisiaking mechanisms. These

studies renovate concepts about-sultural roots of being poor, supposing that poverty is
aconsequenrca&t odndlnonbad deci sions permanent |

fast mind.

Other studies show the opposite character of rational degisabimg, stating that brokers,
politicians aml other decisioimakers live in permanent stress, having no time and brain

capacities to check slowly the implications of decisions they made fast, etc. (see above.)

Frankly speaking, opinions are completely differing on who makes permanently worse
decisims. Meanwhile, if setting up hypothesizes and making decisions are permanently and
systematically bi asiewde fmiogrm tf rcaa n colnuad e cthhoa tc ets
simply an illusion, or, at least, we must reconsider what is the social mednatgnality, if

it is necessarily disturbed, biased and deviated.
Individualization and the ruined institutionalized practices

One of the most influential and the most often cited author of social sciences, Michel Foucault
introduced several new insighon how societies implement power by such unrealized factors,

as |linguistic statements, categorization, b
social sciences overshadowed the French sociological tradition (often characterized as

Ai ndi vsaawiuonl ogy 0) , whi ch expanded and enr i
Ai ndi vi duumo Zhadtraditionspot énto ehe joéus the new welfare ideals of

public institutions, giving priorities to individually tailored interventions and personal
contracs . AProfessional i ndividualizationo resu

discretional forms of therapies or legal entittements for public services, but at the same time

this individualization | ed t o nisoos, e |sotsaen dwaarrdr
of outcomes surely offered for citizens in n
the meaning of professionali sm. AOl d stylish

warrantied outcome, e.g. in schools, healtlsarial services. New professionalism employ

Amagic toolso for sol ving i ndi vprofkssianalisnpr obl e

" Ehrenberg, A.: The Uneasy Society, Odile Jacob, Paris, 2010; Kaufmann, E.: Shall The Religious Inherit The
Earth, Profile Books, 2010; Dubet, F.: Injustice at Work, The Yale Culturab®gy Series, 2010; Martucelli,
D.: Grammaires de l'individu. Paris: Gallimard, 2002
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result a lack of transparency, also a diminishing confidence in relation with public institutions,

including legal system.

Ruined institutional programs raised the professional power and autocracy in every individual
cases (let us think about the power over pregnancy and birth by using genetic tests and
making medical decision on forecasted health or disability of the embrgeveborn child).

In contrast of that, the uncertain and unwarranted outcomes, as broken institutional programs

generate e weakening legitimacy in a broader, social context.

In that regard, individualization is a twaalge sword that might damage humamiigand
integrity of individual users of public services on one hand, but also social prestige and
legitimacy of professionals and institutions of public services and public administration.

New challenges to social policy
Providing fish i or net? Socialinvestment?

The ol d and pl atitude guestion became ser.i
egalitarian principles and phenomena (choice, equal opportunity, participation and activation,

et c.) started to be ident i c ealfateyas thentpaditioriala n t [
basics of European social policies (like equality of outcomes, preventiagskfeby social

insurance and security, decommodification and (re)distribution, etc.). These new social
philosophies contributed fundamentally in fafation of EU inclusive policies, aiming at full

and barrieffree access to rights, public goods and services; or mobilizing every stakeholder in

favour of higher level of participation in labour markets and civic society.

New policy sunk under the weigbf recession. State budget deficits reduction became again
higher political priority than the inclusive growths, and only after starting to get out from the
bottom of crises, as wayut concerns came back the activation and participation oriented

policy-trendi i n a shifted format. The key <concept
i nvest ment o, mil dly and smoothly introducin
Ai nvestmento is a restricting notion that i
some UnioA e v e | redistribution might ease the bu

well 7 that maintaining expenditures are more important to run welfare regimes than
investment resources. Social investment package sent clearly the message whihtngt)
finance these running <cost s, j ust i nvest men

public policies. The second almost hidden message reflects to the market and business

16



Acomponentso of soci al and | abosedthe egisidndge ofi e s .
labourmarket demands, and focused basically to develop the quality of labour supply, by
improving educational quality, labour mobility, shortening and easing ways from school and
bankrupting workplaces to new, highly productive anghttech industries and services.

Crises gave evidence that policies dealing exclusively with labour supply are not enough
sufficient. Roughly speaking, if there is no jblthere is no chance to get employed even for

the best qualified manpower, and neiabor labour policy may help to overcome the lack of

| abour demand. From this viewpoint we may
invest ment o as an explicit need to pay atten
and cooperation betweesocial and labour policies on one side, and economic, rural and

regional development policies on the other.

If welfare strategies are better harmonized with economic developments, if they are getting
ahead Ain hand i n handoinclusive adlicie$, byakatinganawa r d n
j obs, expanding the scope of choices as fApo

power (Aempower mento) of people living in ha

That perspective seems to be lovely, but there occurs the question: whatpp#in until we
cannot provide fineto, economy do not need mc

ride the new waves @fhopefullyi booming prosperity.

For many believers the answer would be said and frustrating: until that we have to give up
regulation and sanction supported, sometime forced labour activation strategies, because they
lead to nowhere. Until finding real, productive jopportunities, even if we invest to training

and educatioil we must give fish.
How much better are bed jobs than no jobs?

As we said above, social and welfare measures required to cooperate more intensively with
economic and investment agencies in the new framework of social investments, in favour of
stimulating labour market demands, creating more productive jgbalgdo we indicated
above, raising productivity, especially in i
people in atypical, flexible job arrangements, also to improve the economic sensitivity
react i ngsitzoe oi snmearl K e t n i shbuld suppor® thec areation opraorei c i e s
flexible jobs? Even if flexibility it means patime, lowp a i d, unsecured (pre

jobso? This is a twofold challenge for socia

17



One of them is a matter of attitudes and protessia | preferences. Of cou
jobso in contrasts of Abad j obso, and, espe
converting god jobs to bad jobs. Also we observe with huge worry and frustration that our

kids, our students, our youngrmeration probably will start their carrier in precarious, unsafe,

flexible T A b a-dobs. From that regard, we are principally challenged by appreciating bad

jobs instead of no jobs, and for doing so, we must include bad jobs into our professional
horizan, we should find paths from no jobs to bad jobs as well, as find out policy measures

preventing tradeffs from good jobs to bad jobs.

Other challenge is a technical one. Our civic public institutions werelmreaucratic if we

had to cooperate with bingsses even in better time, even with larger enterprises. Also, our
bureaucratic cooperation was not fully transparent, accountable and contrbliatglating

high risks and permanent suspect for being corrupted. Small size;oniehted cooperation
would raise these technical difficultiésswhat we must overcome, if we would play a more
proactive role, and for doing so, we need to earn the trust and confidence of our social and

economic partners we must overcome the above mentioned difficultiestzarders.
Is social capital and social entrepreneurship a resource for social welfare and equity?

It seems to be attractive to capitalize what we, and poor people also do have, and not to dream
about resources, e. g. fiaacaatdl, readinpss dndttusttobett we
up new forms of social and economic activities upon personal networks and confidence based
distribution of tasks; this seems to be really attractive for us. Even if supposing the Roma or
rur al poor wo uelodi slbe ofi bisgppchalr gcapi ta i s on
strengthening civic society by community oriented practices is one of our key tools in social

work and social policy.

Meanwhile, however social capital based social entrepreneurship seems to beaeiyedtt
we must be very careful, since that policie

cause more losses than benefits. Let me spell out some of these risks.

Social entrepreneurship requires more unpaid jobs from the poor, especially from women
living in poverty (e.g. in caring sector). Unpaid, voluntary and internship jobs might open
gates toward paid jobs by building up new connections or obtaining refeiierfcié®ey are

forms of Atransfer empl oymentso. Per manent wu
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tendi toward new forms of social exclusion, or old forms of feudal subordination of serfdom,

or slavery.

Social entrepreneurship usually means plpheghly subsidized enterprises. We have learnt

lessons in communist era that high subventions are often tools for preventing and avoiding
market competition for businesseésmeaning also to conserve and protect low productive,
inefficient business actitrtes. Instead of that it is preferred to support competitive and
efficient enterprises. The overprotection of subsidized companies might generate even deeper
scandal s, by creating Afake jobso instead o

functions, from these position there are no paths toward better, real jobs.

Meanwhi |l e, someti me we need that Afake | obs
Aval uab | anarket fbonatibns asgatime, nonprofessional caring for children, frail

eldalies or chronic sick/disabled persons. Taking that into consideration, there exist some
rooms for social capital based entrepreneurships, even if it is narrower, than most people
suppose and believe it.

Dilemmas and crossroads toward social justice

Bycocerns of John Rawls, the fAfather of moder
should be based on soci al c o nt ¥ Boondationslad a | t u
modern liberal, constitutional states and democracy are based in sueturotmntracts:
procedures of elections, justiter agreed long run laws on pensions and social security. For
setting up proper contracts, we need to ignore certain knowledge we have. For a just
modification of electoral district we can redraw the borderslistricts in favour of better

balanced composition (equal number of votes should be gained for one parliamentary
mandate), but this modification will be unjust, if we do not ignore the knowledge how
redrawing process would change the chances of diffpgeties. Similar way, it is possible to

change jurisdictive procedures, but it will be unjust if we do not ignore our knowledge how

new rules would influent the outcome of ongoing cases. Similar could be said about the rules

of basic social institutions,.@ about pensions. Pension schemes are based oulong
contracts prescribing to pay contribution for all until they earn money; and getting beneficiary

or rentier of insurance in case of losing capabilities to work, by any reason (old age, sickness,
disability, injury, unemployment, etc.). Pension schemes are also based on rules created by

ignoring certain knowledge, e.g. we ignore evidences that women work shorter and live

12Rawls, J.: A Theory of Justice, 1971, Harvard
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longer than meni despite of that common knowledge, contribution rates and pensio

replacement rates are the same in case of both sexes.

During past decades veils seems to get ragged, e.g. not everybody pays social contributions
based on every kind of incomes and not everyone can get pension if they become unable to
work. We must reatie that social contracts are not basic tomg laws, and they do not lead

to social justice.

Nowadays we live in the era of social reforms since major economic, social and demographic
constrains have shifted fundamentally, and also, our societies arke doakustain major

institutions.

It seems to be a highly philosophical question that what is the optimal proportion of accounted
and ignored knowledge, in favour of balancing evidence based rationality and the justice
achieved under the veil of ignorande.would be a good luck to know the right and just
answer to that philosophical problem, but regardless that answer, we should answer to a basic
political question: Should we repair contractual regimes and the veil of ignorance? Or, should
we give up thaitdea by insuring just outcomes, and making eventual political decisions based

upon our best knowledge we have in the given moment?

Rawls argues that legitimacy of democratic political and public policy schemes must be
funded by longrun social contractsedlt under the veil of ignorance. Such contracts give an
opportunity to citizens for being familiar
their personal decisions on their own life to general, -‘wmtiwn, legitimate framework.
Similar idea isthe cornesstone of welfare state and social security: citizens must know and

must accept what are their duties and what they rely from societies in differesituégons.

The question for social professionals (who are often expert, advisors, clwidtibtrying to
influence social reforms and legislation) is the priority: what is more important, to be the

wisest, or, to be most democratic by aiming at social justice at contributing to reforms?

~

Mani pul a-p angegr A arihdlpnggeople ineged?

I n 80s and 90s the subject of Al abour 1 ncen
theories | ed to AMaking work pay! o policies
fiscal environment where people should be more interested to cladmse,|than to stay on

welfare. Labour economy provided just only few evidences about the relevance of fiscal
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incentives, and only from relatively narrow strata of-gaekers. (lllustration was mostly low
skilled women from traditional cultural backgrout@dwhom it was a real choice to stay at
home as respected housewives or mothers; or, to enter into low prestigious jobs, but earning
more money than the amount of social benefits. Others, especially unemployed men, they

immediately entered to labour matke i f t hey get a job, regardl

As we outlined above, behavioural economics question marked the relevance of rational
choice theory, means also to question marking policies based upon rational incentives, as
well. For behavioural econastsi since decisions are made by human minds affected by
special mechanismst he most questions are not fAwhat ar
rati onal choiceso, but rather: how the choic
that,alsove mi ght indicate new insightibynudgeg? aci ng
| f peopl e think noibfluenceng mespke ahougHtsyshodild be diffecemt:a | 0
Anudgeso may affect more efficiensihpublt o mak
policies it means partly to learn from business marketing and advertiseimgayg utilize

these methods for a lofigi me . Putting better choice produc
not be a strategy of supermarkets (to sell the mosttabtéi products), but also it could be a

strategy of sefservice school cafeteria to put healthy foods to eye level (easy to catch up to

tray), and also put junk foods in harder to reach places.

In CEE countries we have good reason to be worried abouageiodistic, manipulative use

of Asoft pati¢hatmsalibgussing, awful.dMeansviile, providing most and best
helps for people in needs and hardships in making good decisiins challenging and
attractive for social professionals and sbevorkers. For doing sbwe should better react to

the cognitive abilities; we should employ more consciously the achievements of behavioural

sciences.
Concl usi ons: and, soéwhat ?

In my talk | gave very brief outlines of new constrains and insights lejadgmost relevant
challenges nowadays, hopefully getting out from recession. Of course, | wanted to talk about

issues might be interesting for the audience.

13 Thaler, R.Hi Sunstein C.R.: Nudge: Improving Decisions about Health, Wealth, and Happiness, 2008, Yale
Univ. Press
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By doing so, | was bearing in my mind a special circumstance influencing the possibilities of
sodal professionals. In past decades social sciences and professionals seem to be lost their
most missions: to understand and conceptualize social problems and to initiate new ways and
methods to overcome social problems. That function was occupied bygotiti several

means. Pertly by the cult of projects: social problem is what is tendered to deal with, and
financed by public managers. In that sense, project administrators may define what is a
research or social innovation problem, what issue could dlé al®d financed, and what is the
appropriate quality if approve the fulfilment of projetijective. Also, politicians know
everything better. Not simply because this is the nature and character of their personality, also
because new technologies. Admirasive data sets provide tremendous amount of data in real
tmeiand gathered administrative data are seen

artistic research features.

In this era social research and social professionals seem to losedab&nte independence
to raise their own, best problesensitive questions and to give the best, most valid and
relevant answers. Social science and social professions seem to be applied assistance and

auxiliary troops behind politics.

Taking back our copetence, autonomy and respect as professionals of identifying and
solving social problems, it is a key factor for maintaining the prestige of our professional
mission. For doing so, we should reshape our visions, strategies and practices in social policy

and social work.

| wished to contribute to serve our mission by flashing some possible new ways and ideas

hopefully serving to provide munitions for our common duties and tasks.
Thank you for your attention!

Contact:
Bal 8zs Kr ®mer
President, Alliance dbocial Professionals (3SZHungary

Associate professor of Sociology and Social Policy, Debrecen University
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PAUVRETE ET INEGALITES SOCIALES EN FRANCE,
EN EUROPE ET DANS LE MONDE

Philippe STECK

Abstract

Les in®galit®s sorcecaduepse nett, Inaaipaunvorne te®x csleu s i
retenir principalement | e taux de pauvret®
seul concept ° retenir, mais il y a bien |ie
aussi Ix6 alcticerss aamssentiel s, | 6acc s 7 | 6 ®duc
|l ogement . On trouvera ci apr s |l es donn®es
croissance des pays ®mergents fait gl obal e
®comi que et social e, pose © | 6Europe, not amr
mod | e social, qui ne peut °tre d®connect® d
Mots cles:tEur ope. France. l n®galit®s social es. L
gual i tat isvoec.i aModc ilbel ®. Mod | e soci al uni ver ¢
Socle mondial de protection sociale. Service
M° me si ce sont deux donn®es diff®rentes, I
ph®nom aiefsi ogsupeRs , gui sdinterp®n trent bien
mani re .prOnddgntoauvera ci apr s des donn®es a
lemonde Avant | a crise, | a pauvret® uWer,dahses i nG@G
|l es pays d®vel opp®s, mai s aussi surtout dan
groupe des pays des BRI CS, avec | a croissanc

classe moyenne. La cri se diaterpele ddnpre dewpays et st |

ycompris |l es mod | es de protection sociale d
| T La France

Tant pour | a pauvret® que pour | es iIin®galit/
notamment

- lesrevenus

- les patrimoines

- |l 6acc s 7 | 6®ducati on
- ldacc s au | ogement
- |l 6acc s 7 |l a sant ®.
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I 1 y a donc ° consi d®r er , des donn®es gquan

comme | es a explor®es | e rapport Stitglitz.

1liDonn®es quantitatives

a/ Les revenus

Jusquoavwdrmrste, |l d es in®galit®s de revenus se s
10% des francais |l es plus riches ont mobilis
- 42% des revenus en 1919

- 47% en 1934

- 29% en 1944

- 37% en 1964

- 33% en 2004

Ce reflux sobest arr°t ®avecelec | a crise, mais s
b/ Le patrimoine.

Cdest - ce niveau que |l es in®galit®s sont k
patrimoine des fran-ais est en moyenne de 11
Mais il est de:

- 1,2 millions dbéeuros pour |l es 10% |l es plu
- de seulemerit350 euros pour les 10% les plus pauvres.

Cet ®cart grandit:

- il est de 680 fois en 2004

- de 920 fois en 2010.

c/ Lbébacc s " | 6®ducation.

Les in®galit®s demeurent, mais se r®dui sent
En 1929, seulement 2% desdeuVvVrnedé®bbtdenal er

contre 35% pour | es cadres. En 1987, |l es pro
d/ Léacc s ° |l a sant ®.
Certainement " cause doune assurance mal adi

mois dbébesp®rancpepl de! shaque ann®e
|l i demeure pourtant encore des in®galit®s
- entre les hommes et les femmen moyenne, 7ans.

- entrelesouvriersetlescadres 3, 3 ans de diff ®rence pendas

12iDonn®es qualitatives

24



I 1 est udsRuseolr nean sEur ope de mesurer | e taux de

du revenu m®di an. Pour |l a France ce crit re
moi s. A ce titre, 14% de | a popul agherqua f r an
cdbest un peu plus de 15% en All emagne. ! c
bas de | 6Uni on europ®enne est de 68 euros pe
du niveau du PIB et de |l a situation ®conomiq
Doncquel ques n®cessaires donn®es qualitatives
- pour |l e taux de pauvret® s®vV r e, avec | e
alors ° 3,1% de | a population.

- sur un crit re de 8 des 27 diffi cirdst ®s pc
essentiels, ceci concerne alors 12,7% de la population.

- la moiti® des fran-ai s pauvres ont une mo

Les jeunes fran-ais, notamment ~ <cause du
gue | es personnes ©g®es retrait®es.
- lespersones pauvres sont ©° 43,6% des fran-ais

- les femmes sont plus pauvres que les hommes (environ 300 000).

- les ®trangers repr®sentent 28,5% de | a po
- la difficult® dbéacc s ~ unsohnesgement repr ®
- 6 millions de personnes en France b®n®fic
- de 1 - 2 millions de personnes sont de

Social de Solidarit® (Active Solidarity A

HTLOEurope et | e monde

21TLOEuUur ope

lLesneaux de pauvret® sont h®t®rog nes en Euro
Les plus bas niveaux de pauvret® sbO6observent
- La Nortausaed0,5%

- Les Pays Bastaux de 11%

0 A u t :rtauxcdd EL,6%

Les plus forts taux de pispayssuvan® so6observent
L 60 E s p:sagxde 21,8%

- La Grtaucde 21,4%

L 61 t taux deel9,8%

25



Tout ceci doi t °tre, bi en s %r nuanc® avec |
crit res utilis®s par Bruxell es.
Par ailleurs, il faut tenir compte de tar i se et de | 6amplitude ou

protection sociale.

227 Le Monde
Deux ®| ®ments fondamentaux ~ prendre en cons
- La pauvret® recule dans | e monde.
Le graphique c¢ci joint, en annexe, ldait a]

courbe globale de distribution des revenit
substantiellement.

- les in®galit®s sont plus |l e fait de diff®
| 6i nt ®r i eur des pays, m°me si ceci doit °

840 millonsdeper sonnes sont en d®ficit de nutritio

de pauvret® de 1 doll ar par jour, |l a popul at
322 millions en 2000.

A | 6inverse, |l es Il n®gal i t®ss sbesalpay s ddad®e el

®mergents. Cbest | e cas des Etats Unis, de |

du Sud. A noter cependant | 6i mportante r ®fo

reculer |l a pauvreto® dédun quart de | a popul at

[l T Lutte contre la pauvrete et les inegalites et protection sociale

La protection sociale progresse dans | e mon
situation ®conomique, ~ |l a volont® dteded®ci si
crise financi re, ®conomique et sociale. EII
aussi dans des pays asiatiques comme | e Jap
Russiecrasdesl ®ne@gmaphiobwves ent | eur avenir.

417 La progression de la protection sociale.

Nonobstant | e fait que seulement 20% de | a |
de S®curit® sociale, |l e pays ®mergents amor -
A titre doeexewmpelnet, dea gCGni®&®r al i ser un syst me
m° me s pour |l es soi ns, cette assurance | ai
m° me pays est en train de g®n®raliser son sy
L6l nde vi,engtr Cdcee caru&ernouvell es technol ogi es,
aux soins 7 |1 6htpital not amment . La F®dd®r ati
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travers un capital maternit® qui a f aniat un p
®voqu® supra, l e Br ®si | a fait reculer | ui r

pour les familles et les enfants notamment.

M° me s |l a Commi ssion Bachelet a fait adopt
sociale, ceci reste,paap pas, ~ | 6initiative des Etat s,

exemples, et pas seulement dans | es pays ®me
Nonobstant l e fait gue | es d®penses de sar
| 6esp®r amiceentdedevile®g rement di minuer (7 note
repr®sentent 12% du PI B avec une meill eure p
La Chine commence ~ buter elle aussi sur | e
face © | a mont®e de | a grande d®pendance, T
exploser |l a solidarit® entre g®n®r ati ons.

La nouvelle politiqgqgue familiale allemande t a
Un pays aussi riche, p a rle \Emesuelar, tageesé tine srisep ®t r ¢

importante de nourriture pour sa population la plus pauvre.

Al ors que | 6Afrique conna’t une <croi ssance
protection social e, | 6 Afri guaecHerandcwprhod el e s
de 1945, ci bl ® sur |l es seuls salari ®s et fc
services et do®qui pements, dans un contexte
42iLa crise met ~ | 06®preuve | ®@e. mod | es europ
Dans un premier t emps, ces mod | es de prot
not amment en France, de formidables amortis
sociale.

Mai s, mai nts pays europ®ens o retimpatante $ears r ®s 0 |
budget s, r®duire | eurs do®ficits, revoir not a
est | 6exemple m°me doéun pays prenant la do®

d®penses de protection socernsel es pleus d®Mem

une option europ®enne, et notamment fran-a
Des pays admir®s par |l eurs syst mes soOcCi aux,
du se r®soudre ° des mesures, en partie dobéau
Ainsi , |l e Danemar k, pays de | a flexs®curit®,

assurance ch!®! mage.

1 est clair quden Europe, |l es principaux do
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- mieux tenir compte de Héawgme mtoautri ocnal ceea
juste et efficace |l e syst me des pensions

- anticiper | a mont®e de | a grande d®pendar
de besoins de financement importants.

- concevoir des syst meisncdiet antiinfisma” sloac i raeuxr

professionnelle.

- am®liorer l e statut des femmes tenant c
doexercer une activit® professionnelle e
familial es en croamnst® qquueen clee, ¢ emo diel Ssddsawe m e n t
aujourdoébhui totalement inefficaces au niywv

- allier assurance ch®mage et offre de serv

Et bien penser, que |l a protéd®Wicomomogiual e md

nombreux hommes ou femmes ont pu °tre des v

sociale.

En ajout, joéindiquerai gudau jour dbébaujourdo
®t ant tiraill ® eenotur eempppprcdehed | b® Ama®si enne
ressources financi res disponibles ne peuve
riche de | a population, m° me s el l e doit

doesp®r er dedog solticder yna part de la classe moyenne, ne serait ce que

Ssup®rieure.

Ceci mai nti ent un d®bat gui ne pourra qub6°-
protection sociale ou son ciblage vers | es s
Nombre de pays neufs commencprar | e socl e. [ 1 ndest pas ®v
penser que | 6on sb6boriente vers ce seul socle
Ce serait intellectuell ement erron® de pense
Contact

Philippe Steck
Vice Pr®sident du eGo nmdiet & & vreal no-papi esmednbta cstoicoi na |

Ancien Directeur des prestations familiales
Sources:
Nations uni es. OCDE. Eurostat . Observatoire
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SOCI CLNE | NVESTOVANIE (NA SLOVENS
SOCIAL INVESTMENT (IN S OVAKIA?)

Mi |l osl av HETTEG

Abstrakt

Soci 8l ne investovanie zjSaujme SloxVv eSdpgkgdosiz a zore 8/ v
obyvateOov je potrebn® venovaS pozornosS soc
i nvestovani e, docip®ldiBuy sboechrsdmabi Bi z8ci u. Den

revitalizovaS poskyan“uSudt: smboghkugavot obyva
KO%| ov® ®HFev & Honcli §jlinvadamwa I§il tniek a Jolidaigt ovani e
Abstract

Social investment is neglected iro8akia. In the name of social development and satisfaction

of citizens it is necessary to pay attention to the social development. Social policy represents
investment, social protection and economic stability. Democratic processes have to revitalize
solidaity, morality and to give decent life to citizens.

Key words: Decent life Social policy. Social investmentSolidarity.

bvod

1) Podporovani e soci 8l neho rozvoj a ni e j e p
distojn®ho ¢givot a.

2) Financovanie snacei §lenehpoo trroezbvaoj aal e i nvest?c

3) Soci 8l na nespravodlivosS na Slovensku | e
mengi ny.

Bal 2k soci 8l nych investz?2ci?

Vo februs8ri 2013 prijala Eur - -pska komisia t
soci §lsnteoviamie? Pr2prava O@id?otnen, zjvd Spl@as tea tS
investovani al ageejvhioenakgi Aclhharitat2vnafi ponmn
|l nvestovanie do Oud2 je ¥ ohou soci $lanesj¥% pa

m2 Ran® na nemravnosti, pr2padne inak znehodn

Eur  -psky soci 8l ny model

Tvrd2z me, ge eur -psky syst®mnagwi &lcnehoozvi alue
svet e. Eur - psky soci 8l ny model, postavenl n
neuprednost Ruje hespo@8BEnykhyroarxeppmpratde ich
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soci 8l nych i

nda@OrRam i €p aly@lln em kg u ro- |

nvest2ci2 m§ za cieO posky

N®ngl “2gby @®omocou sociroBUNE2B61li Medsti o§i
z8ci a pr8ce ( MOP) podmi enil a Nal ¢?2 |
el en2z m.

Yoce soci 8l ne zabezpelenie je podmienk

ktor 8 holka agriinjaarti 8 vIr &85 alnle

Nepl at 2 tpoomy| kéee onaj pr v amu sproreo mv ymiogoeinse ai n v €
soci 8l neho rozvoja. Bez soci 8l neho zabezpele
Graf | 1. VZSAH SOCPRDRNYERI| BCVOOPELCE
Korelacia medzi produktivitou prace

=5 a socialnymi \é}'ldavkami na hlavu
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Pr2prava spololnosti pomocou soci 8l neho i nve
podmienkou ekonomick®ho rastu. Jedine vhodn
dnegnom svete ugitoln§ ppel qgRestdesky Liriemc® vna pr
soci 8l ny rozvoj, nie s¥% urlen® na spotrebu
hospod8rsky rozvoj, je to investovanie, ktor
asoci-8glkkmemomi ck8 situ8cia s&onsotdvdawvaei eph¢ge
je riegenzm, nie je cestou rozvoj a, ale Apzl|
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Gr af | . 2 NE ZKE socl CLNE | NVESTOVANI E S
DMRTNOSs (British Medical Journal)
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Soci 8l na politika m§ zaehbcehud gpiovsoktyasn %&S (ir $ zo
sktorTmi sme konfrontovan2 (chudoba), ktor®
novej gener 8cie), kt @o® . s % uprsitrvoozdvp?ejres® 2svaat iar an
SVOoj ej spol ol akshbegj sped utja tde8.voldru vy meh alt iz vae
telesnej slabosti, alebodz! vodu pr 21 i gn®ho individuali zmu (
jenaprrvzmysl e z8kona nedotgm2ugada,l . el wgdtoku obdb
bude vidasat reigdhijseé i ck&8 osoba? Je | eg8lne, ge
ale nie je to swskon&lnemspgtalvedkiuva@ajataklto

ako jednotlivec nepregije.
Z8kl ad soci 8l nej politiky

Spol ol nosS si Vil @atsd n®y tswwEMNBIr sngy q jpakd wir ® & §an |
orient owiaSotsea VIi eto pravidl§ tvoria z8kl ad

funkcie:

1) Investovanig

2) soci 8l nu ochranu

3) hospod8rsku stabiliz8ciu

Vidavky na soci §lelyoufo,zvalje np ®dmi¥e Aksqwtmo gn @

na tejto zemi.

31



Investovaniej e k O%| ov® na pr2pravu OudZB k!l aby®b gl vo

probl ®my pre ich bud?%ci rozvoj . Nie je to ok
obsahuje prvok investovania. Pom8ha pripravi
na bud¥%ci ¢givot ,gizvinmeemyl cr apodadvemsiecehb ka a ysc &) s p
Tento pr2stup getr 2 prostriedky, kKt 8n@niiea
predv2dateOnlTch bud¥%cich probl ®mov, l o bTlv
abol estivejgie. Napr2kl ad dobr § predgkol sk:

pravdepodobnosS Wspegn®ho neskor gi etffoeoRt %di
zni guj e deli kvenciu. bRaprell n®drpavactorvin ® s ypg to®

produkt i wziatbu afRru§ cce sd r Gk @| gumzidlaed a8y@no &nbyy. cy k|

umogRuje |l epgiu zapojigetOn2 sBSb yOtua®n gl en yeakaoknl oa

garantovanie mini mBbdppr aozdg8bhwnw®igoe s p v shaibdi/ic
nutn® vidavky wur]len® na pomoc o0 dék 8zoaknoevj Kksrtaatr
zdrav¥% starobu v porovnan? andpatkbamd gdL agyk
prepl abtuednmvec mawymtuit nT m sl ugbami pre nemobilnTct
dalovr oku 2011 na zdravie DuHEDM®B# 30o0diobu 751 0,

Ochranaj e d! lpedipta8oech, ak sa udél gisbot k¥%os i§t m§ ¢

realitou. Detiir i zi kovg§8 udal 0sS? Ochrann§ funkcia sa

zabezpelenia z8kladnlch potrieb (voda, vzdu
vpbodobe odvozu k o mun 8| nskd sprivadizdyala dtarobua svdjich) . S|
obl anov, teraz mrhegd§\Ba siachprzdiraddviag asvoje Vv
s¥%l asS ochrany je soci&8lne poistenie, ktor

odkl adaj % | asS prostgiedkowdalkestpir2paldelso k

udal osSou je aj nezamestnanosS, keN sa vypl
spravidla na princ2pe z8sluhovosti. Soci 81 n;
pomocou sol i dfzmregv adn8vjk yz os pwg e o biercind hc hp rd2ajnria
gt 8t u.

St abi lpiom®cioas soci 8l nej polliatsiokyh je& onlomn @ k@ ¢
keN pr2jmy ophitst 8l enm@jg%t a0 pogiadavi ek na
viznamnev pzinyivyucjyek | i ckTch kr2z napr2klad na n

pr2j mu. Podobne aj starobn® d!chodky p!t!sobia
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Polas krtteknanastz§. fi Zkk§lojwe korcs gliomidey c iow h

| aseopoce@One svoje |imity. Preto je potrebn®
politiky wuplatRuj% spravidla vgetky tri pr 2
zni guje, alebo zamedzuje negat2vnym dopadom
V konel noms acisifhevdeksut ovani e je dkmanbae ngbhe
riegenia z divodu mor 8l nej nutnost i, al ebo
zamestnanost.i m! g e me pristupovas ni el en z
Vv nezamestnanosti, ale aj ako keng t i | n®mu z 8mer u. Akt2vne po

invest2ciou pre zvigenipeekppaviengi u a e s & a
Aktu8l ne Slovensko: dg&va Anil A na akt2vnu

adokonca Ani e oscvai pQuSdciea. na Yr ad

Graf | . 3MAITGUI YNEZAMESTNANOSSOU SA VYUBRE STAF
BEZ PRCCE [£Ktats R

E Il Rk e AN il Bl R L =2"="= =" =
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Starobn® dtchodky virazne chr &ni a, al e aj st
aj invest2ciou do bud¥%cna,ySprddth@ge wma@Enisl
menej odkg&zanl mi na vonkajgiu finan| n¥% pomo
nem: ge isS cestou neust8leho znigovania mier
byS platiacim |l enom t alka®ratpe| £snst@a®mu soci §l
l nvesti | n§g, ochrann8§ a stabilizaln8 funkci a
rozvoja Oudsklch zdrojov, funklnej rodiny, d

vzdel ania a zdravia m§ iz8§svbpakRl iviabnih“okdz &
gener8§ciegeksar ®et O chi a, nezs8uj enkloe srag s¥icc ip of
ekonomicky akt2vneho obyvateOstva ohrozuje
podoba soci 8§l neho modsmeusitalici ppzhk@mie.t eDmag:

soci 8l nej politike (a |ej n eruvesatl § lteo up cad c\weyRYP a
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dramati cklI obrat. Nar ast aj Yci podi el star g?2
skutolnot tyl zviodue absslkdrny nedostatok praco

vymi eran?2m (tak bude i na Slovensku). Gt &ty

Gr af | . 4 ZNlI GOVANIE POLTU EKONOMICKY A
SLOVENSKU ZA L RIKU 2DE5 (Burostat)

Graph 10a: Starting years of decline of total population and working age population
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Prudko sa marQuydusike®ho® & ygtnioas S . Zani k8 stredr

prepads§. Visledky Oudskej pr8ce s¥ nesprav
vznal nej mi ere nie je ani schopn8 spotrebov
vzni guj Yocesjk ymobeme8peoe?d| gine popul 8§ci e. KagdTl

viiziku chudoby. Narast§ hmotn8§ n%Wdza. Kagd!]
riadnu stravu, napriek prebyt kichnskladba midjea kup
zpohOadt ovarvies invest2ciou, al e gkodou, pr
azhorguj % sa vyhliadky na zdravl ¢givot. val

finanlnlTch povinnost 2.

Graf | . 5POKLES PODIELU STREDNEJ (MOR)I EDY AJ N

Figure 2.3 Middle-income group (earning 70—-150 per cent of equivalized median
income) as a share of total population, selected advanced countries,
beginning of 1990s and 2009*
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Dgeragglenal,e akpepgpovawdn &. Ndekkhde®t ns8t kyul

(Adebilizg8cia Oud2fi) s¥% voOne pr esf¥edrranaonses..
Vytvs8raj ¥ sa falogn? vn¥%torn? nepriatel i a,
Nar aslit Katazmus, ktorl m§ riegi S nerovnost.i
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bTval 2 puesdcgtiavwmj ¥ mogn¥% bud¥%cnosS n§s samot
ktor2 s¥% priamestotvomzeBsPobhe®zchom&y potnnmnebuj e 2z
Vn¥t or n8storbaacvle val ast n®ho presunutia sa do t
Spol ol nosS vgak pritom dnes m§8 dostatok pro

kagd®ho. Spravodlivg spololnosS jazihepodwdep

strachui Azdeseni af. oudia sa ob8vaj Y%, | i budY
ozamestnani e, pogkodzuj Yaozpadu radihyrenezddzr iagve ree raa | dh
solidarity. Gi a0, val] gina , gke bolacutbdd h § t by .S
nor mali z8ci e. Mi era zdesenia je ug vyggia
snajvygg2Zzmselri2gdgamwimt o je nul ov§. Ng§vrat zo s
nutnl. Gt&t to podporuje odadevnEHDP M zni govan?
Gr af | . 6 SLOVENSKO NAJMENEJ SOClI CLNE | NVE

NEZAMESTNA [EG&skt)

Social spending and employrment rates (2010)
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Social investment budgets (% of GDP)
Najva|l gspotoaalwsti je visledkom umel ®ho n§8r a
dr gaS phusd2ugwnost.i pracovaS za migdwlliolpmsjike
prospegnlich aktivz2t. Gt §t opiemsadrgenie aprpbgtkuz nal o s
vzdel anTch Oud2, napriek vegsdlleéog knalgsgkiTenmuv zpdoe
Sl ovensku oproti eur - pskemu prniaecnmeer.u .S |Vozvdeenl sal

jedin® bohat §ttwo,j er ebsupd.%scmalgoener §cina.r able m®( ¢
zdroje, alebo energiu. M8me iba OQOudskl kapi"
komi sie, ¢ge plytv8&me OudskIT g mpotneomd inglcd m mi e :

na kagd® pracovn® miesto.
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A k ni e j e r erS8ilengyentz 8ujreemz amest nanosti, nemo
bud¥%cnosS. Ml ad2 Oudi a, ktor?2 nepracuj Y, al e
givota. SlovenskprivimBbazBepemukBergl SE®anl p
nem:gu byS jedinTm zdrojom na akt2vnu politi
Zzamestnani a po ukonlen2gramzmani tTatho pjregrp:
di skrimingciou naSaeg@kimade i v gdetmuepreneim® vi 8j o m
vzSahkotvor Tzch vyrast§ vygg2 podiel os!'b oznal

Graf . 7 SLOVENSKO NAJSRBR PRHEG&EA ROLNE UG
N E P R A C YBuBstat)

Figure 3.3: Average exit age from the labour force in EU Member States,
2009% (years)
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Source: Eurostat (online data code: Ifsi_exi_a).
(1) Weighted by the probability of withdrawal from the labour market; estimates.

Prepad medzi mnzeazneensetsntamadnoipmiaejinT n8&rastom mzd
Mzdovsg segregS8tciadbosplisaskemjilehuskup2n ich pre
dane od n2zko zar 8baj %%cich je nemor8lne a n
zl ol i nomn?2 Dkuydmia pr 2abndmgamay ¥%n &jl s S psriz2 pian® z
straty predogl ®ho. Nato by bolo potrebn® roz
sa vgak pr2stup zni govania vidavkov pomoco
poskytovanica d8&wak.aa Merz&@8mestnanosS, ale vid
Slovensko dostalo niekoOko upozornen?2, ge n
investovanie predstavuje bari®ru pre Nal gi e
tTm je vmegti ma nmezSa ZamestnanosS m!geme zvVv'

aodvetv2 pre potreby Oud?2.
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Nie je poskytovan8§ swugnduScsfm BezzbkepigBBn
pretrv8va prenos chudoby medzi gener 8ci ami

Yoln%¥% istotu, ge Vv nej aj zostan. Chudoba
splsobuje Sagkostiovm®hoz pp ®jcasu.sdotlo pgatk
spr8vania. Vrav?2 sa, @ge zamestnanie je najle
| asto spojen8 sonSmamevomgddseil adhebM8me naj v

gener 8ci ami

Graf | . BOOGBRUSTERGE¢ (EH-SIGQ)DE

3.5
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Source: EU-SILC Users’ database
NB: ‘No relatives or no contact with relatives’= no relatives, never meets relatives and no
contact with relatives

Napriek %siliu o podporu pr8v inak sexu8lne
di skrimingci?2 v kari®re a v odmeRonrapriekk . Gen
tomu medzi nadpriemer mea,zal &@baodj @i mie dtzv o mii ani

Mnoh® rodiny nem!gu existovaS bez pr2jmu ¢gen

ge je matkou.

Gt 8t neust8le verb8lne riegi situ8cigtgueoch

| asto sh¥k@i zB8baupnl divod ©probl ®mov, ktor
nespravodlivosti. PochopiteOne, i ch nzzke
nedostatolng ¢givotn§ YroveR, diskrimingcia a

situg8ci e.odPPdmoceuwr opondov nie je transparen
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udr gat eOn®. Podobne ako chudoba predstavuj e

situ8cia je rovnak§8 aj pri riegen?2 r-mskej 0

Spol ol nosiSt or ej kde neust8le rastie polari z§&
podt 2 na Ssvoj e rozvojov® mognosti. Obrovsk®
Nerovnomerne rozdeOovan® n8§§rodn® bohatstvo

spol olnn®oisaibyS riegen® rovnakou mierou vgetKk

mognostiam. Existuj %ce hrozby vylleRuj % veOl
rozvoj.i spol ol nosti. Doterajgie pr2sonapy, k t
i nvestovani e, z8konite ved¥ k n8zoru o preb

ahodnot 8§m zdedenim po predkoch.

Graf |. 9 SLOVENSK®RUBKWKMRANCERASBOM NEROVNO:
VPREJ MO®GEP)

Figure 2.2 Wage polarization in advanced economies
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Pr2klady soci 8l nehopried/eksdlosvikad i @mr 2ppreadwsd,avmui é
gkoly, celogivotn® vzdel 8vanie, gkolenia, po
zdravotn8 sptoamoocst$i aomg3Sm aOuNom, aby mohl i

najl epgie odol Bvaeg¥ skonhbejckepr® nenarugil i

funk]| nl tprold ppmr 8¢ & & oci 8l ne investovani e. ZI
i nvestovani a zZznamens§ zl yhani e pri pl nen? i
aekonomika sa zmemil do t akej mi ery, ge terajgie pr?2

predovgekeitwddu zpokl esu poltu os'b, ktor® spon.
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.Sl ovensko m8§&§ namal bmi ud&BmsSngi enhe pr §ce
sa nezadojsttmapnosS paedgkenhdklclhe nutn® podpoc
aktivituprV]padwktw§r a vspolcyivERunee nbaupd®¥iciie val v o
Graf | . 10 ZAMESTNAPREDGKVWOALTY KEEK ZAA REUROSE N | A

Employment rates of women aged 20-49 with young children and proportion of children
aged 0-3 in forrmal childcare (2010)%.
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Saune: EU-SILE and Labaur Fores Survey, DG EMPL caloulatiosrs.

2l nvestovami §deged¢tgkohy) apetedc hiBuad %c @ eglad
soci §8kdymvatnim probl ®mom (kriminalita, drog

3.Je nutn8 podpora akt2vneho stzalrenpugujae pkrt2o
gt 8tu. ZanedbS8vanie pr2pravy na starobu aj r
naziskeni e vyl i el enireok yukgsiavtostpyb uaDedzt ebku straty

4. Potrebn® je investovanie do odstraRovani a
pl n®muuQydggk ®ho potenci §lu pre rozvoj spol ol
JedinTm zmys!| oem bgyiSvoitlma nerm8gga pre pr&cu v |
ch8panie pr&8&ce ako prost rajekdknw nma kiTe prd 2z néginv. o
pr8§cu treba c hadtpakso ajy wakioS pssrvovjo §gi vot. Praco
vs ¥l ade nsi rzoSvi2nznkia mi mati ek a otcov. oOoudia Vv
akt2vnou s¥% asSou spololnosti, dosiahli dobr
mognosS kontroly svojho ¢ivot a.podébeseotco §p rn2ephroa
investovania zni guje pravdepodobnosS negat 2\
zmen2 na re8lny probl ®&m; z8roveReggalkkapomi
ademografick® vizvy.
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Vbegnom ¢givote je vel@aki®rmnprge t p losnpRorl eopl Eegnis Rkeorar

apracovnom givote. Pre riegenie zapojenia vg
Kagdl by mal maS mognosS pracovaS bez ohOa
zdravotne postihniutlil,emamign omil i gaod@od@pd me vt

m§&§ byS v twlkeke,dOktkeer 8a j e potrebng§ ako pr e\
mi ni m§l neho pr2jmu musia OuNom zabezpeli S d°
nie s¥% zamestnpafm. mMshi mefhegkpomaEaX| sklott | m¥«
mini m8&lnu ¢givotn¥% YwWroveR. Mus2 DbyS vytvoren
motivuje Obd®npr paswaS caudoby (pr&ca za mini
honorovang hkoNeemodhe®i e% daRov® sny2szki®ymyi po
mzdami ao sl obodzuj %c e vysoko z8robkov® skupiny

zdtvodu, ¢ge maj %% mal ® deti. Je potrelleti® posk
ako aj finm&nlsnarossli uposS pre sth&ogxsdh.deNii gt
toto tvrdeni e mu s 2 maS aj oporu n8rasabimte
bezdomovectva. PodOa prieskumov whastmne] 4% |
Mnoh?2 sildign2st®©atia nedobrovoOne pr8cu, st §
gmej di), dost 8§vaj¥% sa do dl hbolw anli eg §Inneer efgwr
exek¥sc ena sulriSciaj & mognosS n8§vratu. Ne m8& me

nem§ m@huyjteovy¥s politiku blvanie pre kagd®ho.
bT vani a, ktloypRo ts®kogue n®tarsts§va Oud2 do neOudsk
sakpr obl ®mu spporu§lvkae afkNol MBYA (nie na moaem dvo

nerieg i . Nesmierne | e rozvinut 8§ epi d®mi a hern
nami esto res8l nej pomoci . darearoscikenlndargenero&
gi vot . Opalzn&nidkow hcg8idwzial ikz §ci e.

Zlyhanie vpr 2 prvaovevzadek asmogRujpe Nal ¢2 rozvoj . Le

prerugi S reSazgadmrdrehdiae chadgdiyerz§ci u. Je nev
pr8va det? t ak, aby bol ad:z2dd,otrvi £rme njiaj ¥c h uldeo
realizovaS o@atdi efiaa maaby mksdpgodl 03 nwpsltat.niSS td a
je potrebn® wupravi S daRovl syst®m, umogni S

atrakt2vne pracovas.

Chibaj¥% predgkol sk® zariadenia umogRuj %ce i
mognosS umiestni S deti do predgkol sk®ho :

udi skriminovanlch skup2n. Absencia predgkol s
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gkol skTch visledkoch. Je potrebn® umogni S v
gpovickhula %rnych aktivitg§8§ch bez vinimky.

Poskytnutie mognosti predgkol skej pr2pravy
gkol skej dbepg§dgky gancei wotlea.t nkeni 8o sianwest 2 ¢
Najviznamnej g2vzdelanlaygd Ok ak paltidgk omesngéj ppt 2pr d

na jednu uliteOku. N§g§sl edne je nutn® zabezpe

Akt 2vne starnutie znameng§ aj ekonomi ck¥ %l a
znamen§8 vygdiasvepsakoogyhodkchod do dchodku.
vekov¥ diskriming8§ciu. Kagd® nedobrovoOn® pert
dokonca sprev8§dzan® aj samovragdou.

Jednazi est riegenia bud%¥%ceho ne daosstt¥acteknuu pproadcio
starg2ch je dobrovoOn2ctvobd®Pbdpprapnavcgvnas

vhodnou invest2ciou.

Narast§8§zdoadioéhey sicthw8oibinTledhatlToggh ek spol ol
zd! vodu zI|l ®h o neastvaav eomi iae nzt dorvaawmaoRthm? n a zi sk.
celospololensk® hodnotml.adAlst in,i engsk!chrsSa el
Investovanie do zdraviasay st ®mu j eho ochrany pom8ha rieg
spol ol nosti. Zl epgujkeapiat 8§l kva(ndtuer @u d stkr®mioe
starostlivosSou a traumami), |2m sa umogn? |j
zdravia vytvs8ra bud¥%ce celospodoll enp&l® lze rsKkly
prospechu. PodOa ©O&kDméag@gd apefde dOgke dogit
HDP 04 %. VI 8dy vgak | asto sl eduj % cestu zni
vyslovene nebezpelnl pr2msadjulpr. atSd2owte ngikwo tpmind

deSom narrakd2€n3 nsnve dali veOmi kr8tky | as dogi

Na Slovensku jdevpdwnmiolppedPdsBdminda aa soci §l nej

patr?2 medzi priority bal2ka soci 8l neho i nve
riegenia Ouiddrkd grbudpmitch ebOt §8zka profitu v n
prvor ad§. Soci 8l na ekonomi ka existuje na ce

asoci 8l nych cieOov. Vyjadruje Oudsk¥% podst at
podobu vo firm8cshocid&duwmysthv cohdni koc h. Soci §I
gtandardnl verejnl sektor posi¥krtamridcis eKtuarby
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i ba zisku. Je postavens na s¥kromnlch or gée

SVvoj pomocn® o8rcg amica 8d inee, proadi ky. HI avnl m Yl
svojich majiteOov, alebo akoivam&r dw,N aslve j p on
alebo aj komunite. 8 %] asnost.i sa vo svete rozvinul:i S0

sl eduj Y 8lknlyr vspdcyv ako la&kmioingk owre majiteOo\

VEur -pe m8me pribligne 2 mil ichzayesthaacktiodeht o s
6% zamestnanost.i . KoOko i ch socecingl nSe opvoednnsikku
viznamn¥ %l onhoum pirnivesoov@h?2 . SY% dllegit® pi
zamestn8vaj¥% Oud2, ktor2 s¥% begne Sagko zam

produkty a slugby pre nich. oB8dbcia@lskg mpodmi k
pre |l epguwr - -gpiskat .kolbmi sia priamo vyzvala |1 en
soci 8l nu ekon8mhkudaugstvsg.

Slovensko m§8 predovgetkIm samotn® zodpovedno
m8 spol ol n® |cielg yapretohsa thu o tsyp @ la u psri § coivsa® i ®1 nu

spr avodbloijvoodsaSs kas i mi n§ci ou.

Je n8m pods¥%van®, ge najdil egiteygOlry pprodz i®

s¥%kromie telev2znych pza&lw&v adeojvo v .p oS3liotvieknosvk oa

umel T ch vnpatioatnd@dv ,nektorTch t2 druh2 zvyl a
pltsobi a, ge sa Oudia vedchar §sip@j isSkuajo!l rslaanh
porugovania ich Oudsklch pr8v. Zoznam pods ¥

nezamesthapéberkdajo¥a zadar mo ¢gtedr ® soci 8l ne

“Wkor n§s; s¥% to star?2 Oudi a, ktor?2 eghe st 8l
sa m8m zle; s¥ to nage deti, ktor ®¥%r adgelj jne
Y“wkor; je to Bratislava, | ebo je tam | epgie;

berie nage statolne zar oben@®bupde¥mnisaaz ema Sal co bkr
Navygle twedi a, ge to j e tapkotno§ h ani¥e tsak ovcyh ovt8i
fal ognej demokr am@&isa.m8Deinboak r gteod unvwm Il BISwdwn T ¢ @
voOb&8ch in®ho dikt&tor a.

Zvykli sme sinatpge dost 8vame upraven® inform8cie. |
vs¥avi spbosfiatk®ho | imoglel u starobnej soci 8l nej
adruhou najdrahgou kampaR®Wv iboikfaenton wsiupek 0z a v
do Eur - pskej vani e. Dichodkovsg8 reforma zost:
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Yspegn8. oudieq si akbajvka noaz nqpil emt§ aako trestnl

do Eur - pskej “unie malo zabezpeli S uznesenie
prg&vne korektn®, ale abyvadDlzal%l edwk ki aadni
Doteraz ng i pol itici nevedia vyugiS toto |l enstyv
pomoc aa n i | 1 enovi,aakowsd Edy - pskeaepgi &mieichmr @&nh @ad wjve
vol il a. Bud%ce preBeedpdkeéeyo Bl bv drudkea uvw | i
nez auj 2 ma, ge s me Huwrstmd k e jun pkkavmeid siidaei @an azy e | gt

tak |lotmhgebyS? Iba hanba. Nie je pravda, (

doul i a.

Na Slovensku sa spokojne vykon8§ vmae dsza cni§& londan T

z8vazkami, ktor8&8 m8 zamietav® precedensy O
Eur - py. \% roku 1948 kovenmsnk et iocdkm® etlles k os c hy
oOudsklch pr8&vach a ako keby toto Aadadmeki at iV
situ8cii, keN sa na Sl ovensku neuskut ol Ruj
Sl ovensku sp8lili knihy o soci 8l nom rozvoji,
l en inform8cie z Eur- -pskej komudeée emedeiNngrig
porovnani e potrebn®. Nie e riegen2zm vytvo

nepozeraS/nepol %vaS spr8vy a vypusti S tento

Po 24 rokoch od prevratu m8me pdrlevderrayg e, a nnc
aspol ol nosS v kr2ze. M&8me najniggie mogn
Ref orma verejnej Ssprs8vy, ktor8 sa wuskutolnnil
korupci ou, ktor&8 sa ch&8pe ako dpormBénafigt §t
rozpolte neprimerane veOa na (gt8tnu spr8vu
potrebujeme? Na ¢gkolstvo a zdravie Oud?2 vga

investovaS do soci 8l neho rokwopmel ggenit® S¥e

Peniaze odch§8dzaj¥% do daRovich rajov, di vi
anehnut eOnosti nie s¥% zdanen® a cena prs8ce |
Yar ov ni rozvoj ove,] krajiayi bdNapreaj nnekobkédi. peér

z8zra|ln® riegenia n8vratu k predogl ®&mu Yz en

firiem? Ob|lana istotne nie.

Slovensko je podOa Eurostatu gtg8t s vygg2m
Ma Nar sku. Tdebreahzl isnve HDP na obyvateOa Gr ®cko
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bohat® gt8ty sveta. Vgimli ste si, ge m8me ¢k

ekonomick% silu viac ako 76 % priemeru ED,
VED. Kde vy%gn®i penai aze? Dost8vame nazad zo
vpodobe eurofondov, ale skuto|ln® peniaze id%
Bratislavskl samosprg8vny kraj je na 7. miest

HDP na obyvateOa)aniChid &@i onn88m nwy rroovznv o j a s
samospr8vny kr aj predbehol ViedeR aj Par 2g.

ViedeR, Praha |i Gtokhol m?

M&§me vysok¥% nezamestnanosS. Fakt, ktorT je v
je zdravotn2ctvo, bezpelnosS, vigiva, slugby
potrebu vyr 8bas. NezamestnanosS j e Sprevs
isamovragdami . dudia sa boja byS nezamestnat
minim8 | nu mzdu, ktor$8 ] e % rozpor e S medzi n
dvojng§sobn® zvigenie platov by neodstr&nilo
slugb8ch, po tovare a po novlich pracovn2koct
fal opneali Dblival® vlI&§dy. Svetov§ banka im to

Agtedr ®i soci 8l ne d8vky. Treba zvigi S re8lne

Gr af | . 11 SLOVENSKO MC NAJVYGGE POI
NEZAMEST N A NEurGstht)

Long-term unemployment rate by educational level, as a percentage of the active
population, 2011
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Source: DG EMPL calculations based on Eurostat, EU-LFS.
Nem8me nov¥ gener 8ci u. Det i sa nerodi a. Ptr
odkl adaj % ptrod ag na | as, keN si to bud¥Y m

Prorodinn8 politika? SlovefBsk@pogahtttao kg hiq
dt*chodku? Nalo v8m bud¥% Yspory, keN nebude n

menila n8&m plienky mama a keN budeme umier asS
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30140 % absolventov gk?tl n e p niechwyastee.? MABrnaev 2z 8suaj
zamestnanie je najlepgia ochkraman®plrreym solto
(Apred guOkouhf).

Graf | . 12 VYMI ERAMfoat)SLOVENSKA

M8 me, vlIastne nem8mei,s okcannu m&l mue zea ksaknoder® kpuo d n
zamewd n&89 6 % prTadowamesjkusialyy ,13v %. KoOko per
Vraj to naruguje s¥%Sag na trhu? ZiskovosS v

v odvoze komun8l neho odpadu?

Sl ovs8ci neveria SVOoj e] vid Boll ¢ i ka8 me m &jmrii §
najvyspelejg2ch kraj2n zdrugenlch v OECD. N
aSl ov§8ci maj % priedd s@ibooud ai lpao Jorsolayhbes Ru vek:t

av Eur -pe je to 9 rokov. P rvestuje do adravid. Predaj8 z a | i
poliklin2k situ8ciu virazne zhorguje.
Sme negSastn?. Obsadi |l i sme 129. mi esto v

vri § mc i OECD. Gt &ty, kam Slovensko posiela za
Niejetoplytvan e peni azmi ? Nemali by sme pom&§haS ko

Mi ni ster na Slovensku prip%gSa diskrimin8§ciu

ED, OSN. . . Nie je to g2renie nen8visti? MI:
val gina Oud?2 okwmwv vweku nepr arcuj e. Nem8 me sol
achudobnT mi OuNmi , nem8me solidaritu medzi
gener 8ci ami , vymi er ame, rodiny s¥% trestan®

trvalo wudrgateOmigadisptodjodninogBvgte? pMakticky
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