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PRĉHOVOR PREDSEDU STĆLEJ KONFERENCIE ORGANIZĆCIĉ III. 

SEKTORA SLOVENSKEJ REPUBLIKY NA OTVORENĉ PRVEJ 

SPOLOĻNEJ MEDZINĆRODNEJ KONFERENCIE SKTS A ICSW 

Jozef BEHħL 

Za poslednĨch dvadsaŠ rokov budovania tretieho sektora vyr§stlo veŎa obļianskych zdruģen² 

a organiz§ci², ktor® sa Ăpostavili na nohyñ, ale je st§le i veŎa takĨch, ktor® sa snaģia 

vykon§vaŠ svoju ļinnosŠ ļo najsvedomitejġie, no kaģdodenne sa musia boriŠ s r¹znymi 

ŠaģkosŠami napriek tomu, ģe ich ļinnosŠ je pre ġt§t a jeho politiku nenahraditeŎn§. 

JednĨm zo strategickĨch cieŎov St§lej konferencie organiz§ci² III. sektora Slovenskej 

republiky (Ņalej len SKTS) je vytvorenie partnerstva s vl§dou SR a jednotlivĨmi rezortmi, 

ako aj tvorba prieniku spolupr§ce s medzin§rodnĨmi inġtit¼ciami. SKTS vytvorilo platformu 

organiz§ci² svojich ļlenov z d¹vodu zefekt²vnenia spolupr§ce a vytvorenia priestoru pre 

realiz§ciu ich cieŎov, ako aj finanļn¼ pomoc pre svojich ļlenov. 

SKTS je obļianske zdruģenie, ktor® bolo zaloģen® v roku 2010 a v s¼ļasnosti je jeho ļlenom 

viac ako 350 mimovl§dnych organiz§ci². SKTS bola 18. marca 2011 prijat§ ako 

najreprezentat²vnejġia celoġt§tna slovensk§ organiz§cia zastupuj¼ca III. sektor SR za 

plnopr§vneho ļlena Medzin§rodnej rady pre soci§lny rozvoj (ICSW). T§to rada je najstarġou a 

hlavnou organiz§ciou mimovl§dnych organiz§cii v soci§lnej oblasti v glob§lnom meradle. 

ICSW m§ poradn® postavenie pri OSN, MOP, UNICEF, UNDP, UNESCO, Svetov® 

ekonomick® f·rum a pod. St§la konferencia organiz§ci² III. sektora Slovenskej republiky bude 

aj touto cestou presadzovaŠ z§ujmy slovenskej obļianskej spoloļnosti na celosvetovom f·re a 

pren§ġaŠ najlepġie vĨsledky v tejto oblasti medzi stovky slovenskĨch organiz§ci² III. sektora. 

Riadiaci ICSW vĨbor ocenil, ģe St§la konferencia organiz§cii III. sektora Slovenskej 

republiky splnila vġetky potrebn® poģiadavky na priznanie ġtat¼tu plnopr§vneho n§rodn®ho 

ļlena ICSW. DŔa 13. decembra 2011 bola SKTS prijat§ za ļlena Hospod§rskeho a soci§lneho 

vĨboru Slovenskej republiky, aby ako novĨ ļlen vĨznamne prispela k prehŌbeniu rozvoja 

dial·gu v r§mci obļianskej spoloļnosti na Slovensku. 

Poļas svojej doterajġej  ļinnosti predloģila SKTS jednotlivĨm ġt§tnym rezortom viac ako 85 

n§vrhov projektov na skvalitnenie pr§ce v r§mci zdravotnej a opatrovateŎskej ļinnosti, 

ģivotn®ho prostredia, prevencie kriminality, soci§lnej pr§ce, vzdel§vania ml§deģe a mladej 
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vedy a pon¼kla rezortu pr§ce, soci§lnych vec² a rodiny viac ako 3 000 pracovnĨch miest 

v organiz§ci§ch III. sektora SR pre mladĨch Ŏud² do 29 rokov. Mrz² n§s, ģe tento rezort nebol 

schopnĨ na t¼to ponuku reagovaŠ napriek vysokej, viac ako 30% nezamestnanosti mladĨch 

Ŏud² v SR. 

Soci§lnym investovan²m je podŎa m¹jho n§zoru vġetko, ļo ġt§tna spr§va a dobrovoŎn²ci 

vykonaj¼ v prospech spokojnosti obļanov Slovenska, pre skvalitnenie ich pr§ce, 

odmeŔovania a celkov®ho sp¹sobu ģivota. 

V s¼ļasnosti je SKTS ļlenom Rady vl§dy SR pre mimovl§dne neziskov® organiz§cie 

a ļlenom Rady vl§dy SR pre prevenciu kriminality. 

Okamģite sme sa pozit²vne prihl§sili k n§vrhu franc¼zskej ļlenskej organiz§cie ICSW na 

usporiadanie spoloļn®ho podujatia k ot§zkam chudoby, zaruļen®ho soci§lneho minima 

a soci§lneho investovania. Sme radi, ģe n§s v naġom z§mere akt²vne podporila partnersk§ 

organiz§cia z MaŅarska. Obidvaja partneri prijali naġe pozvanie na Slovensko. M§me veŎk¼ 

radosŠ, ģe sme dostali d¹veru a mohli takto byŠ hostiteŎmi tohto spoloļn®ho vĨznamn®ho 

podujatia. Konferencia mala za cieŎ osloviŠ odborn¼ i laick¼ verejnosŠ v oblasti vĨznamu 

soci§lneho investovania. 

Jozef BehĨl 

predseda St§lej konferencie organiz§ci² III. sektora Slovenskej republiky 
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NEW SOCIAL CONSTRAINS, NEW INSIGHTS ï AND NEW 

CHALLENGES TO SOCIAL POLICIES  

Bal§zs KR£MER 

 

Abstract:  

This paper does not aim at giving comprehensive overview on contemporary social situation, 

or social policy literature. Instead of that I try to put in the flash some of new concepts, ideas 

and insights that I find as most relevant and challenging to renovate our views on social 

problems and social policies. In the first section I 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 professionals and 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 I try to sum up my views about I promised in the title in my brief talk I need to clarify 

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

I 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 administration commission to 

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

solve these ñreadymadeò puzzles. Several factors interfered why that unlucky shift could 

happen. Politics and public policies became more and more ñpolitainmentò, showbiz for 

earning the sympathy of voters - and less and less ñrationalò, ñproblem-solvingò that led 

politics to treat social issues as a part of the show of attractive promises. Social issues are 

dealt everywhere, also in the academia in frameworks of state financed projects ï that led the 

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

instead of debating scientific findings in academic or wider public. Even though, findings on 

social developments became ñconfidential business secretsò in that special project-market. 

Governments and politicians in power like to believe that maybe God knows everything, but 

they know a bit better ï but that illusion might be supported by the technical developments as 
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well: governments control larger and larger real-time data, and often they are the best 

informed on taxation and income, social redistribution or labour-markets. 

In contrast of these strange transformations, by my best concerns ñnormalò situation would be 

social professionals and academia conceptualizes how to understand and interpret social 

issues. 

In my short talk I would like to make certain steps toward I guess as normal. I do not want to 

react and resonate to ongoing policies; rather I would present some ideas, concepts to employ 

in favour of better understanding ongoing social developments. 

New social constrains during/after the crises 

Inequality matters!  

For a long-time income and social inequalities were seen as something humanitarian and 

moral commitments 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 (The spirit level), also Wilkinson presented a top rated speech on TED 

(http://www.ted.com/talks/richard_wilkinson.html) demonstrating on ñhard data of World 

Bankò that equality matters as real facts, not only as emotions or fairness. They proved that 

among more-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 well-beings of societies. Their ñsyntheticò findings can be seen 

below.
1
 

                                                           
1
 Wilkinson, R. ï Picket, K.: The Spirit Level: Why More Equal Societies Almost Always Do Better, 2009, 

Allen Lane 
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Following Wilkinsonôs remarks, we should emphasize that really inequality is that matters, 

and not the level of income redistribution. The two healthiest nations are Sweden (where 

generous welfare programs financed from high revenues ñproduceò equality) and Japan 

(where tax-level and redistribution is minor, but the primary market distribution is equal). 

Egalitarian distribution ï as a ñnewò utilitarian economic strategy 

For long time neo-conservative and neo-liberal concerns dominated economistôs views on 

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 markets, advocating the ñfree power of capitalò instead of the freedom of 

people. 

The crises shifted fundamentally visions of certain economists often ironically earmarked as 

ñsalty water economistsò from the two costs of the States, criticizing the unlimited inequality 

as roots of the Great 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 Nobel-prize awarded economists representing egalitarian ideologies as key factors of 

economic growths and recovery. 
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One of them, Paul Krugman denies explicitly the relevance of old-stylish neocon arguments 

saying that no, unequal distribution do not leads toward more savings and investments in ñreal 

economyò, rather it leads toward blow-ups of more speculative bubbles. In his views, since 

the poor spend their income (instead of speculative investments), and spending the money by 

some means market income for others ï this generates market demands. By other wordings, 

more income to the poor result higher demand and prosperity for all.
2
 

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 welfare capitalism, as entering into markets and overall free 

market-competition.
3
 

Lower-middle class crises: precarious class 

European economic strategies renewed English languages by introducing a new word 

composed from ñflexibilityò and ñsecurityò as ñflexicurityò. Flexicurity is seen as a gearing 

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 as well, talking 

about growing insecurity crises of lower-middle class working in flexible working 

arrangements, named that new social class as ñprecariatsò, or precarious class.
4
 In his views 

maybe that flexibility is a way to raise productivity and efficiency by not to pay more working 

time as needed, but also a way toward uncertain, ñprecariousò social status. In most developed 

economies precarious class is not identical with the poor, usually they work and they earn 

money (e.g. in seasonal or project employment, in limited or part-time contract, etc.), but with 

painful, frustrating (even short-time) interruptions when they cannot maintain their ñnormalò 

level of income and social status. After the crisis ñprecariatsò are not members of special class 

any more ï all of us find ourselves in ñprecariousò status where we can lose overnight our 

jobs we supposed as stable foundation of our social status. 

Run to ñQuasi-welfare over-depthò and arrears ï Game over! 

                                                           
2
 Krugman, P.: End this depression now, 2012, Norton,  

3
 Stiglitz, J.: The Price of Inequality, 2013, Norton 

4
 Standing, G.: The Precariat: The New Dangerous Class , Bloomsbury Publishing, 2011 
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Until now over-depths, arrears (including poisoned depths) were seen as major causes and key 

indicators of the Great Recession, and no attention has paid to social implications and 

consequences of over-depths, especially of housing and consumption depths. 

During the first decade of new Millennium household credits has played a kind of ñquasi-

welfare functionò allowing people to finance those goods they did not earn money for buying 

them. Unfounded believes in permanent growths of incomes to pay back the loans, as well as 

permanent lift of housing prices covering mortgages became economic illusions ï buté but 

the credits must be paid back. 

Unfortunately, the general well-being and income level of societies will be in hardships not 

only caused by slow way-outs from crises, but also because credits must be redeemed under 

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

Ratio of household credits/GDP ï in CEE countries from 1991 to 2008
5
 

 

Ageing and inequalities by life expectancy 

For long-long time it was a common believe that there is only one equal and just factor in life: 

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

                                                           
5
R·na-Tas, Ć.: The State and Consumer Credit in Post-Communist (EU member states)- calculations are based 

on EUROSTAT Data, Conference Paper, 2009, UC Irvine, 1989: Twenty Years After, 

http://www.democracy.uci.edu/files/democracy/docs/conferences/rona-tas.pdf 
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New insights about social inequalities find that probably the life-chance inequalities are 

heaviest factors among social inequalities, than economic ones,
6
 and life-expectancy 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, as old-age pensions or long-term care. If better of people live 

longer that means they enjoy longer time and get more from publicly financed welfare 

provisions ï also poorer get less simply because the live shorter. 

Difference in life expectancy at 30 between lowly (ISCED 0-2) and highly (ISCED 5-6) 

educated strata, men and women, 2008
7
 

 

New insights in contemporary social sciences 

What is social development? Mis-measures of developments 

In 2010 the President of France invited a group of distinguished scholars to discuss how we 

measure and understand social indicators of developments. Visions of development is a basic 

question of economics and social sciences, but probably it is even more important regarding 

interrelations between politics (intended to serve ñtheò developmentò) and the Academia. 

                                                           
6
 Therborn, G.: The Killing Fields of Inequality, Polity Press. November 2013. 

7
 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 J.-P. Fitoussi that stimulated to rethink some corner stones of social 

sciences.
8
 

Starting point of the Commission was that using per capita GDP, as the only overall measure 

of economic and social development ï is a mistake! Report brings wise concerns on what is 

development, and how to measure (or, by measuring, how to define) impacts of progresses. 

Hereby I 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 

hand of top strata ñpushed upò the averages even if the standard levels of the majority (could 

be measured by medians) lag behind the biased averages. The text-book illustration is that if 

ten university students seat into a pub for drinking a bear, probably the median income 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 ï even if the median income, the income of the middle or the 

majority would remain the same.
9
 Same happened when President Bush campaigned his tax-

deduction program declaring and promising 1000 dollars saving in average for Americans ï 

not reporting that the median would profit less than 100 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 important notion of the Commission was about quality. Quality that matters as 

development indicator refers to the facts that certain ñbad signs of lifeò would have positive 

impact to GDP growths.  They illustrate it with the traffic jams: more jam would result higher 

level of fuel consumption, more intensive use of engines and more need to car-repair ï 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 higher need for 

pharmaceutics and would create additional nursing jobs ï that positively contribute to GDP 

growths, but kills human beings. 

                                                           
8
 Stiglitz, J. ï Sen, A. ï Fitoussi, J.-P. (eds): Report by the Commission on the Measurement of Economic 

Performance and Social Progress, http://www.stiglitz-sen-fitoussi.fr/documents/rapport_anglais.pdf 
9
 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 civic society, such factors of social capital as confidence and trust in 

human relations ï that has no impacts to economic growths, but they definitely do contribute 

to the well-being of our societies. 

Behavioural sciences and behavioural economics, happiness and moral economy 

Behavioural economy and behavioural sciences attack against rational choice theory and 

ñclassical economistsô imperialismò supposing that people prefer necessarily the maximum 

likely maximum utilities, when they choose among options or make decisions 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 accidental deviations from rational choices extinguish and neutralize 

each other. 

In contrast of rational choice theory, behavioural economics suppose that biases from 

ñrational choicesò are systematic, and these systematic biases are the very nature of human 

beings and human brains making decisions. In this regard, ñbiasesò are not biases: they are the 

very nature of cognitive mechanisms, basic characters of human mind.
10

 Following D. 

Kahnemanôs argumentation, he describes two systems in our thinking: 

There exist a part of 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 irritation and stimuli. The need for ñfast thinkingò comes from limited 

capabilities of human mind that cannot compute so rapidly with every important factor of 

rational decision-making ï instead of tiresome and unmanageable calculations; we follow our 

fast intentions, even stereotypes or prejudices. 

The other system takes work, is slow, sceptical and uses logic by seeking surety. The ñrational 

mindò is slow and accurate, often getting in conflict by trying to control our hypothesizes and 

guesses generated by the fast thinking system. 

Behavioural economics and behavioural sciences employ basically experiments, meaning also 

investigating decision-making mechanisms in ñartificialò environments and ñfake conflictsò. 

Sociology is newly challenged by these experimental achievements on how the systematic 

biases influence different social groups. 

                                                           
10

 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 to get by ï they 

have no time for thinking slow, and controlling their fast decision-making mechanisms. These 

studies renovate concepts about sub-cultural roots of being poor, supposing that poverty is 

a consequence of ñnon-rationalò bad decisions permanently made by uncontrolled, emotional 

fast mind. 

Other studies show the opposite character of rational decision-making, stating that brokers, 

politicians and other decision-makers 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 

decisions. Meanwhile, if setting up hypothesizes and making decisions are permanently and 

systematically biased from ñrational choicesò ï we might conclude that to be ñrationalò it is 

simply an illusion, or, at least, we must reconsider what is the social meaning of rationality, 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 insights on how societies implement power by such unrealized factors, 

as linguistic statements, categorization, by ñnaming and framingò effects. His popularity in 

social sciences overshadowed the French sociological tradition (often characterized as 

ñindividuum sociologyò), which expanded and enriched views on relation between 

ñindividuumò and ñòsocietyò.
11

 That tradition put into the focus the new welfare ideals of 

public institutions, giving priorities to individually tailored interventions and personal 

contracts. ñProfessional individualizationò resulted new and high professional standards in 

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

this individualization led to lose standard and secure ñinstitutional programsò, lose warranties 

of outcomes surely offered for citizens in need. The lost ñinstitutional programsò reformulated 

the meaning of professionalism. ñOld stylishò professionalism meant to provide a secured and 

warrantied outcome, e.g. in schools, health or social services. New professionalism employ 

ñmagic toolsò for solving individual problems, but that new and/or over-professionalism 

                                                           
11

 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 Cultural Sociology 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 embryo as new-born 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 two-edge sword that might damage human dignity and 

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 ï or net? Social investment? 

The old and platitude question became serious in past decade when the ñAmericanò 

egalitarian principles and phenomena (choice, equal opportunity, participation and activation, 

etc.) started to be identically important in the ñEuropeanò social welfare, as the traditional 

basics of European social policies (like equality of outcomes, preventing life-risks by social 

insurance and security, decommodification and (re)distribution, etc.). These new social 

philosophies contributed fundamentally in formulation of EU inclusive policies, aiming at full 

and barrier-free 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 weight of 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 way-out concerns came back the activation and participation oriented 

policy-trend ï in a shifted format. The key concept of renewed EU inclusion is ñsocial 

investmentò, mildly and smoothly introducing new policies. One of the clear message of 

ñinvestmentò is a restricting notion that is ñbad newsò for poorer member states hoping that 

some Union-level redistribution might ease the burdens on welfare ñmaintaining costsò, as 

well ï that maintaining expenditures are more important to run welfare regimes than 

investment resources. Social investment package sent clearly the message that EU will not 

finance these running costs, just investments, ñinnovationò and ñrenovationò elements of 

public policies. The second almost hidden message reflects to the market and business 
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ñcomponentsò of social and labour policies. From the early ó90s EU supposed the existence of 

labour-market 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 and high-tech industries and services. 

Crises gave evidence that policies dealing exclusively with labour supply are not enough 

sufficient. Roughly speaking, if there is no job ï there is no chance to get employed even for 

the best qualified manpower, and no social or labour policy may help to overcome the lack of 

labour demand. From this viewpoint we may interpret the second intention of ñsocial 

investmentò as an explicit need to pay attention onto labour demands, an expressed closer link 

and cooperation between social 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 ñin hand in handò, that lead toward new forms of inclusive policies, by creating more 

jobs, expanding the scope of choices as ñpositive freedomsò, and improving autonomy and 

power (ñempowermentò) of people living in hardships. 

That perspective seems to be lovely, but there occurs the question: what will happen until we 

cannot provide ñnetò, economy do not need more manpower and people do not learn how to 

ride the new waves of ï hopefully ï 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 job-opportunities, even if we invest to training 

and education ï we must give fish. 

How much better are bed jobs ï 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 job. As also we indicated 

above, raising productivity, especially in ñthirdò service sector would mean to employ more 

people in atypical, flexible job arrangements, also to improve the economic sensitivity 

reacting to ñsmall-sizeò market niches. Social policies should support the creation of more 

flexible jobs? Even if flexibility it means part-time, low-paid, unsecured (precarious) ñbad 

jobsò? This is a twofold challenge for social institutions and professionals. 
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One of them is a matter of attitudes and professional preferences. Of course, we prefer ñgood 

jobsò in contrasts of ñbad jobsò, and, especially, we do not want to participate in games 

converting god jobs to bad jobs. Also we observe with huge worry and frustration that our 

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

flexible ï ñbadò - jobs. 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 

horizon, we should find paths from no jobs to bad jobs as well, as find out policy measures 

preventing trade-offs from good jobs to bad jobs. 

Other challenge is a technical one. Our civic public institutions were over-bureaucratic if we 

had to cooperate with businesses ï even in better time, even with larger enterprises. Also, our 

bureaucratic cooperation was not fully transparent, accountable and controllable ï creating 

high risks and permanent suspect for being corrupted. Small size, niche-oriented cooperation 

would raise these technical difficulties ï what 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 ï we must overcome the above mentioned difficulties and barriers. 

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. fiscal capital that we donôt have. Social capital, readiness and trust to set 

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 

rural poor would be ñbig bourgeoisò of social capita is only an ñurban legendò, but 

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 be very attractive ï 

we must be very careful, since that policies are not ñmiracle weaponsò, and easily we may 

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 references ï if they are 

forms of ñtransfer employmentsò. Permanent unpaid jobs lead toward the opposite we want to 
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tend ï toward new forms of social exclusion, or old forms of feudal subordination of serfdom, 

or slavery. 

Social entrepreneurship usually means publicly highly subsidized enterprises. We have learnt 

lessons in communist era that high subventions are often tools for preventing and avoiding 

market competition for businesses ï meaning also to conserve and protect low productive, 

inefficient business activities. Instead of that it is preferred to support competitive and 

efficient enterprises. The overprotection of subsidized companies might generate even deeper 

scandals, by creating ñfake jobsò instead of ñreal jobsò. ñFake jobsò cannot have ñtransferò 

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

Meanwhile, sometime we need that ñfake jobsò, we need to find persons fulfilling such 

ñvaluableò, but non-market functions as part-time, non-professional caring for children, frail 

elderlies 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 

By concerns of John Rawls, the ñfather of modern theory of justiceò, social justice could and 

should be based on social contracts dealt under the ñveil of ignoranceò. 
12

 Foundations of 

modern liberal, constitutional states and democracy are based in such long-run contracts: 

procedures of elections, justice ï or 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 borders of districts 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 different parties. 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, e.g. about pensions. Pension schemes are based on long-run 

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 
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longer than men ï despite of that common knowledge, contribution rates and pension 

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 realize that social contracts are not basic long-run 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 are unable to sustain 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 ignorance. It 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 that idea 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 long-run social contracts dealt under the veil of ignorance. Such contracts give an 

opportunity to citizens for being familiar with the ñrules of gamesò, they have chance to fit 

their personal decisions on their own life to general, well-known, legitimate framework. 

Similar idea is the corner-stone of welfare state and social security: citizens must know and 

must accept what are their duties and what they rely from societies in different life-situations. 

The question for social professionals (who are often expert, advisors, civil lobbyists trying 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? 

Manipulating ñsoft-paternalismò ï or helping people in need? 

In 80s and 90s the subject of ñlabour incentivesò became a key notion of social and labour 

theories led to ñMaking work pay!ò policies. Concerns were built upon a strategy to create 

fiscal environment where people should be more interested to choose labour, 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 job-seekers. (Illustration was mostly low 

skilled women from traditional cultural background to whom 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 markets if they get a job, regardless the ñincentivesò.) 

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 economists ï since decisions are made by human minds affected by 

special mechanisms - the most questions are not ñwhat are the choices and what are the best 

rational choicesò, but rather: how the choices are presented to stimulate best choices? Saying 

that, also we might indicate new insights replacing the concepts of ñincentivesò ï by nudges.
13

  

If people think not necessarily ñrationalò ï influencing people thoughts should be different: 

ñnudgesò may affect more efficiently to make good decisions. Employing nudges in public 

policies it means partly to learn from business marketing and advertisements ï they utilize 

these methods for a long-time. Putting better choice products to ñeye highò (as a nudge) could 

not be a strategy of supermarkets (to sell the most profitable products), but also it could be a 

strategy of self-service 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 about propagandistic, manipulative use 

of ñsoft paternalist nudgesò ï that is disgusting, awful.  Meanwhile, providing most and best 

helps for people in needs and hardships in making good decisions ï it is challenging and 

attractive for social professionals and social workers. For doing so ï we should better react to 

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

sciences. 

Conclusions: and, soéwhat? 

In my talk I gave very brief outlines of new constrains and insights I judge as most relevant 

challenges nowadays, hopefully getting out from recession. Of course, I wanted to talk about 

issues might be interesting for the audience.  
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By doing so, I was bearing in my mind a special circumstance influencing the possibilities of 

social 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 by politics, by 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 be dealt and financed, and what is the 

appropriate quality if approve the fulfilment of project-objective. Also, politicians know 

everything better. Not simply because this is the nature and character of their personality, also 

because new technologies. Administrative data sets provide tremendous amount of data in real 

time ï and gathered administrative data are seen as ñreal stuffsò, in comparison with slow and 

artistic research features. 

In this era social research and social professionals seem to lose their free-lance independence 

to raise their own, best problem-sensitive 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 competence, 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. 

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

hopefully serving to provide munitions for our common duties and tasks. 

Thank you for your attention! 

Contact: 

Bal§zs Kr®mer 

President, Alliance of Social Professionals (3SZ) - Hungary 

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 sociales et la pauvret® se recoupent, mais non exclusivement. La tendance ¨ 

retenir principalement le taux de pauvret® d®fini par une part du revenu m®dian nôest pas le 

seul concept ¨ retenir, mais il y a bien lieu de retenir des donn®es plus qualitatives concernant 

aussi lôacc¯s aux biens essentiels, lôacc¯s ¨ lô®ducation, lôacc¯s ¨ la sant® et lôacc¯s au 

logement. On trouvera ci apr¯s les donn®es fran­aises, europ®ennes et mondiales. Si la 

croissance des pays ®mergents fait globalement reculer la pauvret®, la crise financi¯re, 

®conomique et sociale, pose ¨ lôEurope, notamment, de redoutables choix sur lô®volution du 

mod¯le social, qui ne peut °tre d®connect® de lô®conomique. 

 

Mots cles: Europe. France. In®galit®s sociales. La crise. Mesure quantitative et mesure 

qualitative. Mod¯le social cibl®. Mod¯le social universel. Monde. Prestations mon®taires. 

Socle mondial de protection sociale. Services et ®quipements. Taux de pauvret®. 

 

M°me si ce sont deux donn®es diff®rentes, la pauvret® et les in®galit®s sociales sont deux 

ph®nom¯nes sp®cifiques, qui sôinterp®n¯trent bien s¾r, mais qui doivent °tre analys®es de 

mani¯re prudente . On trouvera ci apr¯s des donn®es aff®rentes ¨ la France, ¨ Europe et dans 

le monde . Avant la crise, la pauvret® et les in®galit®s sociales ont eu tendance ¨ reculer, dans 

les pays d®velopp®s, mais aussi surtout dans les pays ®mergents. Particuli¯rement dans le 

groupe des pays des BRICS, avec la croissance ®conomique, et la mont®e dôune substantielle 

classe moyenne. La crise de 2008, qui est loin dô°tre termin®e, interpelle nombre de pays et 

y compris les mod¯les de protection sociale des pays les plus d®velopp®s. 

 

I ï La France 

Tant pour la pauvret® que pour les in®galit®s sociales, plusieurs facteurs sont ¨ consid®rer, et 

notamment : 

- les revenus 

- les patrimoines 

- lôacc¯s ¨ lô®ducation 

- lôacc¯s au logement 

- lôacc¯s ¨ la sant®. 
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Il y a donc ¨ consid®rer, des donn®es quantitatives, mais aussi des donn®es qualitatives 

comme les a explor®es le rapport Stitglitz. 

 

11 ï Donn®es quantitatives 

a/ Les revenus 

Jusquôavant la crise, les in®galit®s de revenus se sont substantiellement r®duites. Ainsi les 

10% des francais les plus riches ont mobilis® : 

- 42% des revenus en 1919 

- 47% en 1934 

- 29% en 1944 

- 37% en 1964 

- 33% en 2004 

Ce reflux sôest arr°t® avec la crise, mais sôest redress® avec elle. 

b/ Le patrimoine. 

Côest ¨ ce niveau que les in®galit®s sont beaucoup plus fortes que celles des revenus. Le 

patrimoine des fran­ais est en moyenne de 113 000 euros. 

Mais il est de: 

- 1,2 millions dôeuros pour les 10% les plus riches 

- de seulement 1350 euros pour les 10% les plus pauvres. 

Cet ®cart grandit: 

- il est de 680 fois en 2004 

- de 920 fois en 2010. 

c/ Lôacc¯s ¨ lô®ducation. 

Les in®galit®s demeurent, mais se r®duisent consid®rablement. 

En 1929, seulement 2% des ouvriers obtenaient leur dipl¹me de fin dô®tude, le baccalaur®at, 

contre 35% pour les cadres. En 1987, les proportions respectives ®taient de 49% et de 90%. 

d/ Lôacc¯s ¨ la sant®. 

Certainement ¨ cause dôune assurance maladie performante, les fran­ais gagnent encore 3 

mois dôesp®rance de vie en plus chaque ann®e ! 

Ii demeure pourtant encore des in®galit®s : 

- entre les hommes et les femmes : en moyenne, 7ans. 

- entre les ouvriers et les cadres : 3,3 ans de diff®rence pendant la p®riode de retraite. 

 

12 ï Donn®es qualitatives 
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Il est d®sormais usuel en Europe de mesurer le taux de pauvret® en utilisant le crit¯re de 60% 

du revenu m®dian. Pour la France ce crit¯re am¯ne ¨ fixer le taux de pauvret® ¨ 977 euros par 

mois. A ce titre, 14% de la population fran­aise serait pauvre. Il convient de souligner que 

côest un peu plus de 15% en Allemagne. Il convient de souligner aussi que le niveau le plus 

bas de lôUnion europ®enne est de 68 euros par mois en Bulgarie. Le crit¯re d®pend fortement 

du niveau du PIB et de la situation ®conomique du pays. 

Donc quelques n®cessaires donn®es qualitatives pour la France: 

- pour le taux de pauvret® s®v¯re, avec le crit¯re de 40% du revenu m®dian, on se situe 

alors ¨ 3,1% de la population. 

- sur un crit¯re de 8 des 27 difficult®s pour vivre avec un minimum dôacc¯s ¨ des biens 

essentiels, ceci concerne alors 12,7% de la population. 

- la moiti® des fran­ais pauvres ont une moyenne dô©ge de 30 ans. 

Les jeunes fran­ais, notamment ¨ cause du ch¹mage, sont plus frapp®s par la pauvret® 

que les personnes ©g®es retrait®es. 

- les personnes pauvres sont ¨ 43,6% des fran­ais sans dipl¹mes de fin dô®tudes. 

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

- les ®trangers repr®sentent 28,5% de la population pauvre. 

- la difficult® dôacc¯s ¨ un logement repr®sente 3,6 millions de personnes. 

- 6 millions de personnes en France b®n®ficient dôun minimum social. 

- de  1 ¨ 2 millions de personnes sont des travailleurs pauvres ®ligibles au Revenu 

Social de Solidarit® (Active Solidarity Allowance) 

 

II ï LôEurope et le monde 

21 ï LôEurope 

Les niveaux de pauvret® sont h®t®rog¯nes en Europe. 

Les plus bas niveaux de pauvret® sôobservent dans les pays suivants : 

- La Norv¯ge : taus de 10,5% 

- Les Pays Bas : taux de 11% 

- LôAutriche : taux de 11,6% 

Les plus forts taux de pauvret® sôobservent eux dans les trois pays suivants: 

- LôEspagne : taux de 21,8% 

- La Gr¯ce : taux de 21,4% 

- LôItalie : taux de 19,8% 
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Tout ceci doit °tre, bien s¾r nuanc® avec les niveaux de d®veloppement economique et les 

crit¯res utilis®s par Bruxelles. 

Par ailleurs, il faut tenir compte de la crise et de lôamplitude ou non des syst¯mes de 

protection sociale. 

22 ï Le Monde 

Deux ®l®ments fondamentaux ¨ prendre en consid®ration : 

- La pauvret® recule dans le monde. 

Le graphique ci joint, en annexe, fait appara´tre clairement quôentre 1970 et 2000, la 

courbe globale de distribution des revenus, sôest bien d®plac®e vers la droite. Et ceci 

substantiellement. 

- les in®galit®s sont plus le fait de diff®rences entre les pays quô¨  

lôint®rieur des pays, m°me si ceci doit °tre nuanc®. 

840 millions de personnes sont en d®ficit de nutrition. Mais si lôon prend en compte un taux 

de pauvret® de 1 dollar par jour, la population mondiale est pass®e entre 1970 de 534 millions 

¨ 322 millions en 2000. 

A lôinverse, les in®galit®s sociales demeurent importantes dans les pays d®velopp®s ou 

®mergents. Côest le cas des Etats Unis, de la Chine, de la F®d®ration de Russie et de lôAfrique 

du Sud. A noter cependant lôimportante r®forme de la Bolza Familia au Br®sil qui a fait 

reculer la pauvret® dôun quart de la population ! 

 

III ï Lutte contre la pauvrete et les inegalites et protection sociale 

La protection sociale progresse dans le monde, mais elle se heurte ¨ la d®pendance de la 

situation ®conomique, ¨ la volont® de d®cision politique, dôune part, mais aussi du contexte de 

crise financi¯re, ®conomique et sociale. Elle doit faire face en sus, largement en Europe, mais 

aussi dans des pays asiatiques comme le Japon, la Cor®e du Sud et dans la F®d®ration de 

Russie, ¨ des ç crash d®mographiques è qui obv¯rent leur avenir. 

41 ï La progression de la protection sociale. 

Nonobstant le fait que seulement 20% de la population mondiale est couverte par un r®gime 

de S®curit® sociale, le pays ®mergents amor­ent la cr®ation de syst¯mes de protection sociale. 

A titre dôexemple, la Chine vient de g®n®raliser un syst¯me de protection du syst¯me de sant®, 

m°me si pour les soins, cette assurance laisse encore un reste ¨ charge de pr¯s de 70%. Ce 

m°me pays est en train de g®n®raliser son syst¯me de pensions de retraite. 

LôInde vient de cr®er, gr©ce aux nouvelles technologies, une carte de sant® permettant lôacc¯s 

aux soins ¨ lôh¹pital notamment. La F®d®ration de Russie a am®lior® sa politique familiale ¨ 
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travers un capital maternit® qui a fait un peu reculer son crash d®mographique. Comme lôon a 

®voqu® supra, le Br®sil a fait reculer lui notoirement sa pauvret® gr©ce ¨ un minimum social, 

pour les familles et les enfants notamment. 

M°me si la Commission Bachelet a fait adopter le concept de socle minimum de protection 

sociale, ceci reste, pas par pas, ¨ lôinitiative des Etats, et les enjeux restent majeurs. Quelques 

exemples, et pas seulement dans les pays ®mergents ou en voie de d®veloppement. 

Nonobstant le fait que les d®penses de sant® atteignent 16% du PIB aux Etats Unis, 

lôesp®rance de vie vient de l®g¯rement diminuer (¨ noter quôen France, les d®penses de sant® 

repr®sentent 12% du PIB avec une meilleure performance en termes dôesp®rance de vie). 

La Chine commence ¨ buter elle aussi sur le vieillissement acc®l®r® de la population et fait 

face ¨ la mont®e de la grande d®pendance, ¨ un moment o½ sa migration rurale interne fait 

exploser la solidarit® entre g®n®rations. 

La nouvelle politique familiale allemande tarde ¨ produire ses effets. 

Un pays aussi riche, par ses recettes p®troli¯res, comme le Venezuela, traverse une crise 

importante de nourriture pour sa population la plus pauvre. 

Alors que lôAfrique conna´t une croissance rapide et une progression non n®gligeable de sa 

protection sociale, lôAfrique francophone, sur ce point, peine ¨ se d®tacher du mod¯le fran­ais 

de 1945, cibl® sur les seuls salari®s et fonctionnaires, alors quôil y a un besoin urgent de 

services et dô®quipements, dans un contexte dôurbanisation sensible. 

42 ï La crise met ¨ lô®preuve les mod¯les europ®ens de protection sociale. 

Dans un premier temps, ces mod¯les de protection sociale ont pu °tre, et côest le cas 

notamment en France, de formidables amortisseurs de la crise financi¯re, ®conomique et 

sociale. 

Mais, maints pays europ®ens ont du se r®soudre ¨ ma´triser de mani¯re importante leurs 

budgets, r®duire leurs d®ficits, revoir notamment  leurs syst¯mes de retraite. Le Royaume Uni 

est lôexemple m°me dôun pays prenant la d®cision de r®duire de mani¯re drastique ses 

d®penses de protection sociale et de lôorienter encore plus vers les plus d®munis, faisant pi¯ce 

¨ une option europ®enne, et notamment fran­aise, qui visait lôuniversalit®. 

Des pays admir®s par leurs syst¯mes sociaux, comme les pays scandinaves, eux m°mes, ont 

du se r®soudre ¨ des mesures, en partie dôaust®rit®. 

Ainsi, le Danemark, pays de la flexs®curit®, a r®duit de moiti® la dur®e de perception de son 

assurance ch¹mage. 

Il est clair quôen Europe, les principaux dossiers de protection sociale sont les suivants: 
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- mieux tenir compte de lôaugmentation de lôesp®rance de vie pour caler de mani¯re 

juste et efficace le syst¯me des pensions de retraite. 

- anticiper la mont®e de la grande d®pendance pour les personnes ©g®es qui sera source 

de besoins de financement importants. 

- concevoir des syst¯mes de minima sociaux restant incitatifs ¨ la reprise dôune activit® 

professionnelle. 

- am®liorer le statut des femmes tenant compte de leur double souhait d®sormais 

dôexercer une activit® professionnelle et dôavoir des enfants, et b©tir des politiques 

familiales en cons®quence, en mesurant que les mod¯les ç m¯res au foyer è sôav¯rent 

aujourdôhui totalement inefficaces au niveau d®mographique. 

- allier assurance ch¹mage et offre de services adapt®s ¨ la recherche dôemploi. 

Et bien penser, que la protection sociale d®pend plus que jamais de lô®conomique, m°me si de 

nombreux hommes ou femmes ont pu °tre des visionnaires sur la cr®ation de la protection 

sociale. 

En ajout, jôindiquerai quôau jour dôaujourdôhui, au niveau europ®en, bien faible ¨ Bruxelles en 

®tant tiraill® entre approche lib®rale ou en approche keyn®sienne, il est ®vident que les 

ressources financi¯res disponibles ne peuvent pas °tre obtenues que la seule partie la plus 

riche de la population, m°me si elle doit °tre mise ¨ contribution, mais quôil serait vain 

dôesp®rer de ne pas devoir solliciter une part de la classe moyenne, ne serait ce que 

sup®rieure. 

Ceci maintient un d®bat qui ne pourra quô°tre constant sur le caract¯re universel de la 

protection sociale ou son ciblage vers les seuls d®munis. 

Nombre de pays neufs commencent par le socle. Il nôest pas ®vident quôen Europe, on doive 

penser que lôon sôoriente vers ce seul socleé 

Ce serait intellectuellement erron® de penser que lôon va vers cette convergence l¨. 

 

Contact 

Philippe Steck 

Vice Pr®sident du Comit® fran­ais dôaction et de d®veloppement social. 

Ancien Directeur des prestations familiales et des Relations internationales ¨ la CNAF 

Sources: 

Nations unies. OCDE. Eurostat. Observatoire fran­ais des in®galit®s. 
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SOCIĆLNE INVESTOVANIE (NA SLOVENSKU?) 

SOCIAL INVESTMENT (IN SLOVAKIA?)  

Miloslav HETTEĠ 

Abstrakt  

Soci§lne investovanie je na Slovensko zazn§van®. V z§ujme soci§lneho rozvoja a spokojnosti 

obyvateŎov je potrebn® venovaŠ pozornosŠ soci§lnemu rozvoju. Soci§lna politika predstavuje 

investovanie, soci§lnu ochranu a hospod§rsku stabiliz§ciu. Demokratick® procesy musia 

revitalizovaŠ solidaritu, mor§lku a poskytn¼Š d¹stojnĨ ģivot obyvateŎov. 

KŎ¼ļov® slov§: D¹stojnĨ ģivot. Soci§lna politika. Soci§lne investovanie. Solidarita. 

Abstract 

Social investment is neglected in Slovakia. 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 

solidarity, morality and to give decent life to citizens. 

Key words: Decent life. Social policy. Social investment. Solidarity. 

 

Đvod 

1) Podporovanie soci§lneho rozvoja nie je plytvan²m, ale podmienkou udrģateŎn®ho 

d¹stojn®ho ģivota. 

2) Financovanie soci§lneho rozvoja nie je spotreba, ale invest²cia. 

3) Soci§lna nespravodlivosŠ na Slovensku je sp¹soben§ neod¹vodniteŎnou chamtivosŠou 

menġiny. 

Bal²k soci§lnych invest²ci² 

Vo febru§ri 2013 prijala Eur·pska komisia tzv. Bal²k soci§lnych invest²ci² (BSI). Ļo to je 

soci§lne investovanie? Pr²prava Ŏud² na zvl§danie Šaģkost² v ģivote, je podstata soci§lneho 

investovania, je vhodnejġie a lacnejġie ako Ăcharitat²vnañ pomoc na odstraŔovanie n§sledkov. 

Investovanie do Ŏud² je ¼lohou soci§lnej politiky s¼ļasnosti. Prostriedkov je dosŠ, iba s¼ 

m²Ŕan® na nemravnosti, pr²padne inak znehodnocovan®. 

Eur·psky soci§lny model 

Tvrd²me, ģe eur·psky syst®m soci§lneho zabezpeļenia je jeden z najviac rozvinutĨch vo 

svete. Eur·psky soci§lny model, postavenĨ na soci§lne zameranom trhovom hospod§rstve, 

neuprednostŔuje hospod§rsky rozvoj pred soci§lnym rozvojom, ale ich navz§jom podmieŔuje. 
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(Solid§rny kapitalizmus). Napriek tomu je dnes v Eur·pskej ¼nii jedna ġtvrtina popul§cie 

v riziku chudoby a doch§dza k neust§lej soci§lnej polariz§cii v pr²jmoch. Toto plne nar¼ġa 

s¼drģnosŠ a znemoģŔuje pln® napŌŔanie myġlienky o dobrom spoloļnom eur·pskom dome. 

Bal²k soci§lnych invest²ci² m§ za cieŎ poskytn¼Š primeran¼ ģivotn¼ ¼roveŔ, adekv§tne pr²jmy, 

kvalitn® sluģby a inkl¼ziu pomocou soci§lneho investovania. Uģ v roku 2001 Medzin§rodn§ 

organiz§cia pr§ce (MOP) podmienila Ņalġ² hospod§rsky rozvoj vhodnĨm soci§lnym 

zabezpeļen²m. 

Funguj¼ce soci§lne zabezpeļenie je podmienkou ekonomick®ho rozvoja. Navrhol som to 

v rezol¼cii MOP v roku 2001, ktor§ bola prijat§ 185 ļlenskĨmi krajinami vr§tane  Slovenska. 

Neplat² pouļka o tom, ģe najprv mus²me vyrobiŠ a aģ potom m¹ģeme investovaŠ do 

soci§lneho rozvoja. Bez soci§lneho zabezpeļenia nedosiahneme potrebn¼ produktivitu. 

Graf ļ. 1. VZşAH SOCIĆLNYCH DĆVOK A PRODUKTIVITY PRĆCE (OECD) 

 

Pr²prava spoloļnosti pomocou soci§lneho investovania je cestou na predch§dzanie Šaģkost² a 

podmienkou ekonomick®ho rastu. Jedine vhodne upraven§ soci§lna politika m¹ģe byŠ v 

dneġnom svete uģitoļn§ pre jednotlivcov, pre rodiny a spoloļnosŠ.Prostriedky urļen® na 

soci§lny rozvoj, nie s¼ urļen® na spotrebu (nie s¼ Ăprejeden®ñ), s¼ to prostriedky na Ņalġ² 

hospod§rsky rozvoj, je to investovanie, ktor® sa mus² zabezpeļiŠ, inak sa z miesta nepohneme 

a soci§lne - ekonomick§ situ§cia sa neodvratne zhorġ². Neust§le konsolidovanie (ġetrenie) nie 

je rieġen²m, nie je cestou rozvoja, ale Ăp²lenie kon§ra, na ktorom sed²meñ. 
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Graf ļ. 2 NĉZKE SOCIĆLNE INVESTOVANIE SPĎSOBUJE ZBYTOĻNĐ 

ĐMRTNOSş (British Medical Journal) 

 

Soci§lna politika m§ za cieŎ poskytn¼Š istoty poļas priebehu ģivota  a udalost² (rizikami), 

s ktorĨmi sme konfrontovan² (chudoba), ktor® s¼ nevyhnutn® pre rozvoj spoloļnosti (rodenie 

novej gener§cie), ktor® s¼ prirodzen® (starnutie) a pod. ōudstvo preģ²va a rozv²ja sa iba vŅaka 

svojej spoloļenskej podstate. Inak by sme uģ d§vno vyhynuli z d¹vodu  relat²vnej Ŏudskej 

telesnej slabosti, alebo z d¹vodu pr²liġn®ho individualizmu (chamtivosti). S¼kromnĨ majetok 

je napr. v zmysle z§kona nedotknuteŎnĨ. Ale ļo robiŠ v pr²pade, ģe vġetku obr§bateŎn¼ p¹du 

bude vlastniŠ jedna egoistick§ osoba? Je leg§lne, ģe vġetci ostatn² zomr¼ od hladu? Asi §no, 

ale nie je to soci§lne spravodliv® a v koneļnom d¹sledku aj takĨto majiteŎ zahynie, pretoģe 

ako jednotlivec nepreģije. 

Z§klad soci§lnej politiky 

SpoloļnosŠ si preto vytv§ra svoje vlastn® soci§lne pravidl§ a normy, ktor® n§m pom§haj¼ 

orientovaŠ sa v ģivote. Tieto pravidl§ tvoria z§klad soci§lnej politiky, ktor§ m§ tri d¹leģit® 

funkcie: 

1) Investovanie, 

2) soci§lnu ochranu, 

3) hospod§rsku stabiliz§ciu. 

VĨdavky na soci§lny rozvoj nie s¼ Ăspotrebouñ, ale podmienkou moģn®ho spoloļn®ho ģivota 

na tejto zemi. 
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Investovanie je kŎ¼ļov® na pr²pravu Ŏud², aby boli schopn² zvl§daŠ rizik§ a z§kladn® ģivotn® 

probl®my pre ich bud¼ci rozvoj. Nie je to okamģit§ spotreba, ale rieġenie bud¼cich ¼loh, teda 

obsahuje prvok investovania. Pom§ha pripraviŠ jednotlivcov, rodiny, cel® skupiny obyvateŎov 

na bud¼ci ģivot, zmeny pracovnĨch a ģivotnĨch podmienok aj v dnes starn¼cej spoloļnosti. 

Tento pr²stup ġetr² prostriedky, ktor® inak budeme musieŠ vynakladaŠ na odstr§nenie 

predv²dateŎnĨch bud¼cich probl®mov, ļo bĨva spravidla oveŎa finanļne n§roļnejġie 

a bolestivejġie. Napr²klad dobr§ predġkolsk§ pr²prava sa uk§zala ako d¹leģit§ pre 

pravdepodobnosŠ ¼speġn®ho neskorġieho ġt¼dia, pre lepġiu ġancu n§jsŠ si pr§cu a z§roveŔ 

zniģuje delikvenciu. DobrĨ zdravotnĨ syst®m a bezpeļn® pracovn® prostredie zlepġuje 

produktivitu pr§ce a zabraŔuje strate pracovnej sily. Ġkolenia a vzdel§vanie v ģivotnom cykle 

umoģŔuje lepġiu zapojiteŎnosŠ Ŏud² do ekonomiky a ġetr² zbytoļne vynakladan® peniaze na 

garantovanie minim§lnej soci§lnej ¼rovne. Podpora zdrav®ho sp¹sobu ģivota ġetr² bud¼ce 

nutn® vĨdavky urļen® na pomoc odk§zanej starġej popul§cii. Slovensko m§ o 6 rokov kratġiu 

zdrav¼ starobu v porovnan²  napr²klad s Ļeskom. Ļo sme uġetrili na Ălacnomñ zdravotn²ctve, 

preplat²me v bud¼cnosti nevyhnutnĨm sluģbami pre nemobilnĨch starġ²ch Ŏud². Slovensko 

dalo v roku 2011 na zdravie Ŏud² na osobu 751 ú, Ļesko 1 157 ú a EĐ 1 843 ú. 

Ochrana je d¹leģit§ v pr²padoch, ak sa udalosŠ, ktor§ m¹ģe ohrozovaŠ ģivotn¼ situ§ciu, st§va 

realitou. Deti ï rizikov§ udalosŠ? Ochrann§ funkcia sa m¹ģe tĨkaŠ zdravia, vzdelania, pr²jmu, 

zabezpeļenia z§kladnĨch potrieb (voda, vzduch, zdravie, vĨģiva alebo aj z§kladn§ hygiena 

v podobe odvozu komun§lneho odpadu atŅ.). Slovensko sprivatizovalo starobu svojich 

obļanov, teraz pred§va ich zdravie a chyst§ sa predaŠ aj svoje vodn® zdroje. Najzn§mejġia 

s¼ļasŠ ochrany je soci§lne poistenie, ktor® distribuuje riziko medzi ¼ļastn²kov, ktor² si 

odkladaj¼ ļasŠ prostriedkov pre pr²pad soci§lnej udalosti, alebo kr²zovej situ§cie. Takou 

udalosŠou je aj nezamestnanosŠ, keŅ sa vypl§caj¼ d§vky zo spoloļne vytvoren®ho fondu 

spravidla na princ²pe z§sluhovosti. Soci§lna ochrana sa realizuje pri r¹znych udalostiach aj 

pomocou solid§rnej d§vky sponzorovanej zo vġeobecnĨch dan², odvodov a inĨch pr²jmov 

ġt§tu. 

Stabiliz§cia pomocou soci§lnej politiky je vĨznamn§ hlavne v ļasoch ekonomick®ho ¼padku, 

keŅ pr²jmy ġt§tu klesaj¼ a narast§ mnoģstvo poģiadaviek na pomoc. Soci§lna politika tu 

vĨznamne zniģuje vplyv cyklickĨch kr²z napr²klad na nezamestnanĨch, ktor² nemaj¼ inĨ zdroj 

pr²jmu. Podobne aj starobn® d¹chodky p¹sobia na stabiliz§ciu ģivota penzistov. 
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Poļas kr²zy narast§ tlak na tzv. fiġk§lnu konsolid§ciu. Zdroje soci§lnej ochrany maj¼ v tomto 

ļase pochopiteŎne svoje limity. Preto je potrebn® podporovaŠ dimenziu investovania. Soci§lne 

politiky uplatŔuj¼ spravidla vġetky tri pr²stupy. Dobre nastaven§ soci§lna politika vĨrazne 

zniģuje, alebo zamedzuje negat²vnym dopadom kr²zy. 

V koneļnom d¹sledku soci§lne investovanie je finanļne vĨhodnejġie ako iba n§sledn® 

rieġenia z d¹vodu mor§lnej nutnosti, alebo z obavy zo soci§lnych nepokojov. K politike 

zamestnanosti m¹ģeme pristupovaŠ nielen z pohŎadu poskytovania finanļnej pomoci 

v nezamestnanosti, ale aj ako k investiļn®mu z§meru. Akt²vne politiky zamestnanosti s¼ 

invest²ciou pre zvĨġenie kapacity zamestnateŎnosti a pre prevenciu bud¼cich probl®mov. 

Aktu§lne Slovensko: d§va Ăniļñ na akt²vnu politiku zamestnanosti z vlastnĨch zdrojov 

a dokonca Ănie s¼ñ Ŏudia na ¼radoch pr§ce. 

Graf ļ. 3 ĠTĆTY S MALOU NEZAMESTNANOSşOU SA VIAC STARAJĐ O LUDĉ 

BEZ PRĆCE AKO SR (Eurostat) 

 

Starobn® d¹chodky vĨrazne chr§nia, ale aj stabilizuj¼ situ§ciu v dom§cnostiach penzistov. S¼ 

aj invest²ciou do bud¼cna, pretoģe umoģnia starġ²m ŎuŅom byŠ dlhġie nez§vislĨmi a tĨm 

menej odk§zanĨmi na vonkajġiu finanļn¼ pomoc v neskorġom ļase. Trval§ udrģateŎnosŠ 

nem¹ģe isŠ cestou neust§leho zniģovania miery n§hrady. V s¼ļasnosti nie je racion§lny d¹vod 

byŠ platiacim ļlenom tak®hoto syst®mu soci§lneho (ne)zabezpeļenia. 

Investiļn§, ochrann§ a stabilizaļn§ funkcia sa nie vģdy d§ striktne oddeliŠ. Investovanie do 

rozvoja ŎudskĨch zdrojov, funkļnej rodiny, detskej starostlivosti, akt²vnych polit²k trhu pr§ce, 

vzdelania a zdravia m§ z§roveŔ vĨznam ochrannĨ, ale i stabilizaļnĨ. Nez§ujem o bud¼ce 

gener§cie, ktor® tĨm, ģe sa nerodia, nez§ujem o rast¼ci podiel starġ²ch Ŏud² a klesaj¼ci poļet 

ekonomicky akt²vneho obyvateŎstva ohrozuje prapodstatu n§ġho bytia. TĨm je z§kladn§ 

podoba soci§lneho modelu, akĨ pozn§me. Dnes sme v situ§cii, keŅ terajġie pr²stupy k 

soci§lnej politike (a jej neust§le podceŔovanie) nie s¼ v s¼lade s realitou a vyģaduj¼ si 
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dramatickĨ obrat. Narastaj¼ci podiel starġ²ch Ŏud² je sprev§dzanĨ inou zmenou, ktor§ je 

skutoļnou vĨzvou ï t. j. ide o skorĨ absol¼tny nedostatok pracovnej sily sp¹sobenej 

vymieran²m (tak bude i na Slovensku). Ġt§ty si zaļali kupovaŠ chĨbaj¼cu pracovn¼ silu. 

Graf ļ. 4 ZNIĢOVANIE POĻTU EKONOMICKY AKTĉVNYCH SA NA 

SLOVENSKU ZAĻNE UĢ V ROKU 2015 (Eurostat) 

 

Prudko sa naruġuje z§klad Ŏudsk®ho bytia ï s¼drģnosŠ. Zanik§ stredn§ trieda, ktor§ sa 

prepad§. VĨsledky Ŏudskej pr§ce s¼ nespravodlivo, vªļġinovo dan® menġine, ktor§ ich 

v znaļnej miere nie je ani schopn§ spotrebovaŠ. Menġina vĨsledkov Ŏudskej pr§ce je st§le 

v zniģuj¼cej miere poskytovan§ vªļġine popul§cie. KaģdĨ ġtvrtĨ ļlovek v Eur·pe je dnes 

v riziku chudoby. Narast§ hmotn§ n¼dza. KaģdĨ piaty obļan Slovenska si nem¹ģe dovoliŠ 

riadnu stravu, napriek prebytkom. ōudia kupuj¼ nekvalitn® potraviny a ich skladba nie je 

z pohŎadu investovania invest²ciou, ale ġkodou, pretoģe narastaj¼ zdravotn® probl®my 

a zhorġuj¼ sa vyhliadky na zdravĨ ģivot. Vªļġina rod²n m§ Šaģkosti s plnen²m z§kladnĨch 

finanļnĨch povinnost². 

Graf ļ. 5POKLES PODIELU STREDNEJ TRIEDY AJ NA SLOVENSKU (MOP) 

 

Đģera je leg§lna, akceptovan§ a podporovan§. N§vykov® l§tky a dekadentn§ kult¼ra 

(Ădebiliz§cia Ŏud²ñ) s¼ voŎne preferovan®. SpoloļnosŠ zab¼da na solidaritu a s¼drģnosŠ. 

Vytv§raj¼ sa faloġn² vn¼torn² nepriatelia, ktor² nie s¼ skutoļnĨmi p¹vodcami probl®mov. 

Narast§ radikalizmus, ktorĨ m§ rieġiŠ nerovnosti. Nezamestnan² a bezdomovci s¼ ļasto naġi 
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bĨval² susedia a predstavuj¼ moģn¼ bud¼cnosŠ n§s samotnĨch. Neust§le narast§ podiel Ŏud², 

ktor² s¼ priamo ohrozen² bezdomovecstvom. SpoloļnosŠ potrebuje zmeniŠ svoj pr²stup k nim. 

Vn¼torn§ obava a strach vlastn®ho presunutia sa do tĨchto skup²n vytv§ra strach z nich. 

SpoloļnosŠ vġak pritom dnes m§ dostatok prostriedkov na zabezpeļenie d¹stojn®ho ģivota 

kaģd®ho. Spravodliv§ spoloļnosŠ je nepravdepodobn§. Zmena nie je podporovan§ aj z d¹vodu 

strachu ï Ăzdeseniañ. ōudia sa ob§vaj¼, ļi bud¼ schopn² spl§caŠ dlģoby, ļi nepr²du 

o zamestnanie, poġkodzuj¼ si tĨm zdravie a doch§dza k rozpadu rodiny a medzigeneraļnej 

solidarity. ĢiaŎ, vªļġina je ochotn§ byŠ viacej konformn§, ako bola v obdob² tzv. 

normaliz§cie. Miera zdesenia je uģ vyġġia ako pred rokom 1989. Miera z§ujmu Ŏud² 

s najvyġġ²m pr²jmom o solidaritu je nulov§. N§vrat zo slepej uliļky je nepravdepodobnĨ, ale 

nutnĨ. Ġt§t to podporuje neust§lym zniģovan²m podielu dan² a odvodov na HDP. 

Graf ļ. 6 SLOVENSKO NAJMENEJ SOCIĆLNE INVESTUJE = VħSLEDOK JE 

NEZAMESTNANOSş (Eurostat) 

 

Najvªļġ² strach v spoloļnosti je vĨsledkom umel®ho n§rastu nezamestnanosti, ktor§ umoģŔuje 

drģaŠ Ŏud² v posluġnosti pracovaŠ za mizivĨ pr²jem. Ġt§t neoceŔuje rad spoloļensky 

prospeġnĨch aktiv²t. Ġt§t nepodporuje znalostn¼ ekonomiku a opiera sa o tvrdenie o prebytku 

vzdelanĨch Ŏud², napriek o 10% niģġiemu podielu Ŏud² s vysokoġkolskĨm vzdelan²m na 

Slovensku oproti eur·pskemu priemeru. Vzdelanie uģ negarantuje zamestnanie. Slovensko m§ 

jedin® bohatstvo, resp. malo ï to je bud¼ca gener§cia. Nem¹ģeme sa opieraŠ o nerastn® 

zdroje, alebo energiu. M§me iba ŎudskĨ kapit§l. Navyġe ignorujeme upozornenia Eur·pskej 

komisie, ģe plytv§me ŎudskĨm potenci§lom nezmyselnĨmi stran²ckymi nomin§ciami takmer 

na kaģd® pracovn® miesto. 
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Ak nie je re§lny z§ujem o rieġenie nezamestnanosti, nemoģno oļak§vaŠ ak¼koŎvek 

bud¼cnosŠ. Mlad² Ŏudia, ktor² nepracuj¼, alebo sa neuļia, nem¹ģu byŠ zdrojom udrģateŎn®ho 

ģivota. Slovensk§ vl§da nepreuk§zala ¼primnĨ z§ujem rieġiŠ danĨ probl®m. Iba zdroje z EĐ 

nem¹ģu byŠ jedinĨm zdrojom na akt²vnu politiku zamestnanosti a navyġe chĨba udrģateŎnosŠ 

zamestnania po ukonļen² rozmanitĨch programov a grantov. Toto je podporovan® 

diskrimin§ciou na z§klade veku, nen§visŠou medzi gener§ciami a otupen²m vz§jomnĨch 

vzŠahov, z ktorĨch vyrast§ vyġġ² podiel os¹b oznaļovanĨch ako psychopati/deprivanti. 

Graf. 7 SLOVENSKO NAJSKĎR VYHĆœA Z TRHU PRĆCE ï 57 ROĻNĉ UĢ 

NEPRACUJĐ (Eurostat) 

 

Prepad medzi zamestnanĨmi a nezamestnanĨmi je doplnenĨ n§rastom mzdovĨch rozdielov. 

Mzdov§ segreg§cia sp¹sobuje u slabo platenĨch skup²n ich prepad medzi chudobu. VyberaŠ 

dane od n²zko zar§baj¼cich je nemor§lne a nevyberanie dan² od najbohatġ²ch by malo byŠ 

zloļinom. ōudia s n²zkymi pr²jmami maj¼ slab¼ ġancu n§jsŠ si in® zamestnanie v pr²pade 

straty predoġl®ho. Nato by bolo potrebn® rozvin¼Š investovanie do ŎudskĨch zdrojov. Pouģ²va 

sa vġak pr²stup zniģovania vĨdavkov pomocou spr²sŔovania krit®ri², skracovania d¹b 

poskytovania d§vok a ich vĨġok. Nar§stla nezamestnanosŠ, ale vĨdavky na jej rieġenie klesli. 

Slovensko dostalo niekoŎko upozornen², ģe niļ netvor², iba ġkrt§. Nedostatoļn® soci§lne 

investovanie predstavuje bari®ru pre Ņalġie zamestn§vanie. Ļ²m niģġie soci§lne investovanie, 

tĨm je vyġġia nezamestnanosŠ. ZamestnanosŠ m¹ģeme zvĨġiŠ jedine rozvojom sluģieb 

a odvetv² pre potreby Ŏud². 
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Nie je poskytovan§ moģnosŠ s§m si zlepġiŠ svoju situ§ciu. Bez soci§lneho investovania 

pretrv§va prenos chudoby medzi gener§ciami. Deti, ktor® sa narodia v chudobe, maj¼ takmer 

¼pln¼ istotu, ģe v nej aj zostan¼. Chudoba znamen§ niģġie vzdelanie, niģġie vzdelanie 

sp¹sobuje Šaģkosti pri zap§jan² sa do pracovn®ho procesu. Toto vġetko podporuje asoci§lne 

spr§vania. Vrav² sa, ģe zamestnanie je najlepġou prevenciou pred guŎkou. NezamestnanosŠ je 

ļasto spojen§ so samovraģdou, alebo s n§rastom n§silia. M§me najvªļġiu odl¼ļenosŠ medzi 

gener§ciami. 

Graf ļ. 8 OPUSTENOSş STARĠĉCH ōUDĉ (EU-SILC) 

 

Napriek ¼siliu o podporu pr§v inak sexu§lne orientovanĨch sa nevenuje  pozornosŠ rodovej 

diskrimin§ci² v kari®re a v odmeŔovan². Ģeny maj¼ vġeobecne vyġġie vzdelanie a napriek 

tomu medzi nadpriemerne zar§baj¼cimi tvoria menġinu, alebo sa medzi nimi ani nevyskytuj¼. 

Mnoh® rodiny nem¹ģu existovaŠ bez pr²jmu ģeny, ktor§ je navyġe ļasto diskriminovan§ za to, 

ģe je matkou. 

Ġt§t neust§le verb§lne rieġi situ§ciu autocht·nneho obyvateŎstva R·mov. Ich existencia v ġt§te 

ļasto sl¼ģi iba ako z§stupnĨ d¹vod probl®mov, ktor® Slovensko m§ v soci§lnej 

nespravodlivosti. PochopiteŎne, ich n²zke vzdelanie, nezamestnanosŠ, zl® bĨvanie, 

nedostatoļn§ ģivotn§ ¼roveŔ, diskrimin§cia a predsudky ned§vaj¼ predpoklad na rieġenie tejto 

situ§cie. Pomoc v podobe eurofondov nie je transparentn§, efekt²vna a vĨsledky nie s¼ 
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udrģateŎn®. Podobne ako chudoba predstavuje biznis pre skupiny, ktor® maj¼ z toho profit, 

situ§cia je rovnak§ aj pri rieġen² r·mskej ot§zky, ktor§ sa stala biznisom a nie cieŎom. 

SpoloļnosŠ, v ktorej kde neust§le rastie polariz§cia (hovor² sa o novodobom apartheide), si 

podt²na svoje rozvojov® moģnosti. Obrovsk® majetkov® rozdiely ohrozuj¼ s¼drģnosŠ. 

Nerovnomerne rozdeŎovan® n§rodn® bohatstvo mus² byŠ spravodlivo zdaŔovan®. Obavy 

spoloļnosti musia byŠ rieġen® rovnakou mierou vġetkĨmi zloģkami spoloļnosti, primerane ich 

moģnostiam. Existuj¼ce hrozby vyļleŔuj¼ veŎk¼ ļasŠ popul§cie z moģnosti podieŎaŠ sa na 

rozvoji spoloļnosti. Doterajġie pr²stupy, ktor® odmietaj¼ nazeraŠ na t¼to ļasŠ politiky ako na 

investovanie, z§konite ved¼ k n§zoru o prebytku Ŏud², ļo nie je vlastn® Ŏudskej spoloļnosti 

a hodnot§m zdedenĨm po predkoch. 

Graf ļ. 9 SLOVENSKO JE KRAJINA S PRUDKħM NĆRASTOM NEROVNOSTĉ 

V PRĉJMOCH (MOP) 

 

Pr²klady soci§lneho investovania predstavuj¼ predġkolsk§ pr²prava, prevencia nedokonļenia 

ġkoly, celoģivotn® vzdel§vanie, ġkolenia, pomoc pri hŎadan² pr§ce, podpora bĨvania, dostupn§ 

zdravotn§ starostlivosŠ a pomoc starġ²m ŎuŅom, aby mohli ģiŠ nez§visle. Ġt§ty, ktor® 

najlepġie odol§vaj¼ ekonomickej kr²ze, s¼ tie, ktor® nenaruġili syst®m soci§lnej ochrany, maj¼ 

funkļnĨ trh pr§ce a podporuj¼ soci§lne investovanie. Zlyhanie pri podporovan² soci§lneho 

investovania znamen§ zlyhanie pri plnen² inkluz²vnych cieŎov. Ġtrukt¼ra spoloļnosti 

a ekonomika sa zmenili do takej miery, ģe terajġie pr²stupy neudrģia rozvoj spoloļnosti, 

predovġetkĨm z d¹vodu poklesu poļtu os¹b, ktor® sponzoruj¼ ġt§t. 
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1. Slovensko m§ najniģġiu ¼ļasŠ ģien s malĨmi deŠmi na trhu pr§ce, pretoģe spoloļnosŠ 

sa nezauj²ma o dostupnosŠ predġkolskĨch zariaden². Je nutn® podporiŠ ich ekonomick¼ 

aktivitu. VĨpadok v pr²jme vytv§ra soci§lne napªtie a ovplyvŔuje bud¼ci vĨvoj det². 

Graf ļ. 10 ZAMESTNANOSş MATIEK A PREDĠKOLSK£ ZARIADENIA (Eurostat) 

 

2. Investovanie do det² a ml§deģe (ġkoly) ġetr² bud¼ce vĨdavky a predch§dza negat²vnym 

soci§lnym a zdravotnĨm probl®mom (kriminalita, drogy). 

3. Je nutn§ podpora akt²vneho starnutia, ktor® tak ġetr² bud¼ce vĨdavky a zlepġuje pr²jmy 

ġt§tu. Zanedb§vanie pr²pravy na starobu aj nevhodnou zdravotnou starostlivosŠou (orient§cia 

na zisk a nie vylieļenie) ukracuje Ŏud² o roky ģivoty a sp¹sobuje celku straty. 

4. Potrebn® je investovanie do odstraŔovania r¹znych foriem diskrimin§cie, ktor® br§nia 

pln®mu vyuģitiu Ŏudsk®ho potenci§lu pre rozvoj spoloļnosti. 

JedinĨm zmyslom ģivota nem¹ģe byŠ iba pr§ca pre pr§cu v ļo najvªļġom rozsahu, ale 

ch§panie pr§ce ako prostriedku na lepġ² ģivot, ktorĨ m§  tieģ aj ekonomickĨ vĨznam. Pr§vo na 

pr§cu treba ch§paŠ aj ako pr§vo na to, ako vyuģiŠ svoj ģivot. Pracovn® podmienky musia byŠ 

v s¼lade s rodinnĨmi z§vªzkami matiek a otcov. ōudia vo vġeobecnosti t¼ģia po tom, aby boli 

akt²vnou s¼ļasŠou spoloļnosti, dosiahli dobr® vzdelanie a zvl§dali potrebn® ¼kony a chc¼ maŠ 

moģnosŠ kontroly svojho ģivota. Preto pr²prava na bud¼ce ¼lohy a rizik§ v podobe soci§lneho 

investovania zniģuje pravdepodobnosŠ negat²vnych udalost², nutnosŠ n§prav, keŅ sa riziko 

zmen² na re§lny probl®m; z§roveŔ vġak aj zlepġuje ģivotn® podmienky a rieġi ekonomick® 

a demografick® vĨzvy. 
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V beģnom ģivote je veŎk® mnoģstvo prek§ģok a bari®r pre pln® uplatnenie v spoloļenskom 

a pracovnom ģivote. Pre rieġenie zapojenia vġetkĨch je potrebn® podporovaŠ akt²vnu inkl¼ziu. 

KaģdĨ by mal maŠ moģnosŠ pracovaŠ bez ohŎadu na to, ļi je muģ, alebo ģena, starġ², 

zdravotne postihnutĨ, marginalizovanĨ, ļi ļlen minority. Podpora v pr²pade nezamestnanosti 

m§ byŠ v takej dŌģke a vĨġke, ktor§ je potrebn§ ako prevencia pred chudobou. Syst®my 

minim§lneho pr²jmu musia ŎuŅom zabezpeļiŠ d¹stojnĨ ģivot bez ohŎadu na to, ļi s¼, alebo 

nie s¼ zamestnan². Minim§lny pr²jem mus² reflektovaŠ skutoļn¼ situ§ciu v n§kladoch na 

minim§lnu ģivotn¼ ¼roveŔ. Mus² byŠ vytvoren§ situ§cia spravodliv®ho odmeŔovania, ktor® 

motivuje Ŏud² pracovaŠ a br§ni pasci chudoby (pr§ca za minim§lnu mzdu je prakticky rovnako 

honorovan§ ako nerobenie). Nevhodn® s¼ daŔov® syst®my postihuj¼ce skupiny s n²zkymi 

mzdami a oslobodzuj¼ce vysoko z§robkov® skupiny. SpoloļnosŠ nem§ trestaŠ rodiny 

z d¹vodu, ģe maj¼ mal® deti. Je potrebn® poskytovaŠ dostupn¼ pomoc pri starostlivosti o deti, 

ako aj finanļne dostupn¼ starostlivosŠ pre starġ²ch. Niet inej vyġġej hodnoty, ako s¼ deti, ale 

toto tvrdenie mus² maŠ aj oporu v realite. SpoloļnosŠ je konfrontovan§ s n§rastom 

bezdomovectva. PodŎa prieskumov ani nie 4% bezdomovcov sa nimi st§va z vlastnej v¹le. 

Mnoh² sluġn² Ŏudia stratia nedobrovoŎne pr§cu, st§vaj¼ sa obeŠami podvodn²kov (napr. 

ġmejdi), dost§vaj¼ sa do dlhov (leg§lne funguj¼ca ¼ģera), pr²du o bĨvanie (neregulovan® 

exek¼cie), s¼ na ulici a str§caj¼ moģnosŠ n§vratu. Nem§me soci§lne bĨvanie, spoloļnosŠ 

nem§ z§ujem o bytov¼ politiku bĨvanie pre kaģd®ho. Existuje iba s¼kromn® vlastn²ctvo 

bĨvania, ktor® spojen²m s hypot®kou dost§va Ŏud² do neŎudskĨch podmienok neistoty. Vl§da 

sa k probl®mu spr§va ako v pouļke ĂNIMBYñ (nie na mojom dvore), probl®m akceptuje, ale 

nerieġi. Nesmierne je rozvinut§ epid®mia hern², z§loģn², Ăp¹ģiļk§rn²ñ pre chudobnĨch, 

namiesto re§lnej pomoci. Prenos kult¼ry, poznania, hodn¹t z gener§cie na gener§ciu znamen§ 

ģivot. Opaļne doch§dza k z§niku civiliz§cie. 

Zlyhanie v pr²prave a vo vzdelan² det² znemoģŔuje Ņalġ² rozvoj. Lepġie vzdelanie umoģn² 

preruġiŠ reŠaz dedenia chudoby z gener§cie na gener§ciu. Je nevyhnutn®  dodrģiavaŠ Ŏudsk® 

pr§va det² tak, aby bola odstr§nenia chudoba det² a rod²n, v ktorĨch ģij¼. Je potrebn® 

realizovaŠ opatrenia, aby kaģd® dieŠa malo moģnosŠ uplatniŠ sa v spoloļnosti. S tĨmto cieŎom 

je potrebn® upraviŠ daŔovĨ syst®m, umoģniŠ rodiļom ¼ļasŠ na trhu pr§ce tak, aby bolo 

atrakt²vne pracovaŠ. 

ChĨbaj¼ predġkolsk® zariadenia umoģŔuj¼ce ich zapojenie sa do pr§ce. Rodiļia musia maŠ 

moģnosŠ umiestniŠ deti do predġkolsk®ho zariadenia. Toto je osobitne d¹leģit® 

u diskriminovanĨch skup²n. Absencia predġkolskej pr²pravy sa vĨrazne podieŎa na bud¼cich 
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ġkolskĨch vĨsledkoch. Je potrebn® umoģniŠ vġetkĨm deŠom podieŎaŠ sa na rekreaļnĨch, 

ġportovĨch a kult¼rnych aktivit§ch bez vĨnimky. 

Poskytnutie moģnosti predġkolskej pr²pravy br§ni neskorġiemu predļasn®mu ukonļeniu 

ġkolskej doch§dzky a zlepġuje ġance uplatnenia sa v ģivote. Je to invest²cia do bud¼cnosti. 

NajvĨznamnejġ² vplyv na kvalitu vzdelania m§ dŌģka predġkolskej pr²pravy a menġ² poļet det² 

na jednu uļiteŎku. N§sledne je nutn® zabezpeļiŠ pr§cu pre mladĨch absolventov ġk¹l. 

Akt²vne starnutie znamen§ aj ekonomick¼ ¼ļasŠ na ģivote spoloļnosti. Akt²vne starnutie 

znamen§ vyġġiu pracovn¼ ¼ļasŠ a neskorġ² odchod do d¹chodku. Je nevyhnutn® odstr§niŠ 

vekov¼ diskrimin§ciu. Kaģd® nedobrovoŎn® penzionovanie je spojen® so stratou, niekedy je 

dokonca sprev§dzan® aj samovraģdou. 

Jedna z ciest rieġenia bud¼ceho nedostatku pracovnĨch s²l venuj¼ca sa rast¼cemu podielu 

starġ²ch je dobrovoŎn²ctvo. Podpora nez§visl®ho ģivota uģ v obdob² pr²pravy na starobu je 

vhodnou invest²ciou. 

Narast§ rozdiel v zdravotnej situ§cii bohatĨch a chudobnĨch zloģiek spoloļnosti sp¹sobenĨ aj 

z d¹vodu zl®ho nastavenia zdravotn²ctva orientovan®ho na zisk. Zdravie patr² medzi 

celospoloļensk® hodnoty. Ak nie je chr§nen® v mladosti, nesk¹r sa ned§ obnoviŠ. 

Investovanie do zdravia a syst®mu jeho ochrany pom§ha rieġiŠ bud¼ce finanļn® probl®my 

spoloļnosti. Zlepġuje aj kvalitu Ŏudsk®ho kapit§lu (nateraz trpiaceho zanedbanou 

starostlivosŠou a traumami), ļ²m sa umoģn² jeho lepġie vyuģitie na trhu pr§ce. Investovanie do 

zdravia vytv§ra bud¼ce celospoloļensk® zisky. Zlepġenia zdravia vedie k celospoloļensk®mu 

prospechu. PodŎa OECD kaģdĨ jeden rok navyġe v oļak§vanej dŌģke doģitia zvyġuje mieru 

HDP o 4%. Vl§dy vġak ļasto sleduj¼  cestu zniģovania n§kladov na zdravotn²ctvo, ļo je 

vyslovene nebezpeļnĨ pr²stup. Slovensko pon¼ka jednu z najkratġ²ch ģivotnĨch trajekt·ri² ï 

deŠom narodenĨm v roku 2013 sme dali veŎmi kr§tky ļas doģitia. 

Na Slovensku je plnĨ prepad z d¹vodu obch§dzania a potl§ļania soci§lnej ekonomiky. T§to 

patr² medzi priority bal²ka soci§lneho investovania. Soci§lna ekonomika stoj² na z§sade 

rieġenia ŎudskĨch potrieb ï dneġnĨch i bud¼cich. Ot§zka profitu v nej je d¹leģit§, ani nie 

prvorad§. Soci§lna ekonomika existuje na celom svete. Dokazuje moģnosŠ prepojenia trhu 

a soci§lnych cieŎov. Vyjadruje Ŏudsk¼ podstatu spolupr§ce. Nach§dza svoju inġtitucion§lnu 

podobu vo firm§ch, druģstv§ch a soci§lnych podnikoch. Soci§lna ekonomika je in§ neģ 

ġtandardnĨ verejnĨ sektor poskytuj¼ci sluģby vo verejnom z§ujme a s¼kromnĨ sektor sl¼ģiaci 
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iba zisku. Je postaven§ na s¼kromnĨch organiz§ci§ch, akĨmi s¼ zdruģenia, druģstv§, 

svojpomocn® organiz§cie, nad§cie a soci§lne podniky. HlavnĨm ¼ļelom nie je zisk pre 

svojich majiteŎov, alebo akcion§rov, ale poskytovanie sluģieb a tovaru buŅ svojim ļlenom, 

alebo aj komunite. V s¼ļasnosti sa vo svete rozvinuli soci§lne podniky ako organiz§cie, ktor® 

sleduj¼ sk¹r soci§lny vplyv ako len zisk pre majiteŎov a akcion§rov. 

V Eur·pe m§me pribliģne 2 mili·ny takĨchto soci§lnych podnikov a ich zamestnanci tvoria 

6% zamestnanosti.  KoŎko ich je na Slovensku? Soci§lna ekonomika a soci§lne podniky plnia 

vĨznamn¼ ¼lohu pri soci§lnom investovan². S¼ d¹leģit® pre soci§lnu inkl¼ziu. Ļasto 

zamestn§vaj¼ Ŏud², ktor² s¼ beģne Šaģko zamestnateŎn². Tieto podniky mnohokr§t vytv§raj¼ 

produkty a sluģby pre nich. Soci§lne podniky s¼ ļasto prepojen® s obļianskymi iniciat²vami 

pre lepġ² ģivot. Eur·pska komisia priamo vyzvala ļlensk® ġt§ty vġemoģne podporovaŠ 

soci§lnu ekonomiku a soci§lne druģstv§. 

Slovensko m§ predovġetkĨm samotn® zodpovednosŠ za soci§lne reformy. Ale ako s¼ļasŠ EĐ 

m§ spoloļn® ļrty, hodnoty a ciele, a preto sa mus² v spolupr§ci usilovaŠ o soci§lnu 

spravodlivosŠ a bojovaŠ s diskrimin§ciou. 

Je n§m pods¼van®, ģe najd¹leģitejġie probl®my, ktor® Slovensko m§, s¼ voŎby prezidenta, 

s¼kromie telev²znych zab§vaļov, politikov alebo pr§va gejov. Slovensko m§ vytvorenĨch 

umelĨch vn¼tornĨch nepriateŎov, ktorĨch t² druh² zvyļajne nen§vidia. M®di§ tak ¼speġne 

p¹sobia, ģe sa Ŏudia vedia spojiŠ aj sami proti sebe a chr§nia skutoļnĨch p¹vodcov 

poruġovania ich ŎudskĨch pr§v. Zoznam pods¼vanĨch nepriateŎov je rozsiahly. S¼ to vġetci 

nezamestnan², ktor² poberaj¼ zadarmo ġtedr® soci§lne d§vky; s¼ to R·movia, ktor² ģij¼ na 

¼kor n§s; s¼ to star² Ŏudia, ktor² eġte st§le pracuj¼; s¼ to naġi rodiļia, ktor² sa maj¼ dobre a ja 

sa m§m zle; s¼ to naġe deti, ktor® radġej nem§me; s¼ to in® regi·ny, ktor® prospievaj¼ na m¹j 

¼kor; je to Bratislava, lebo je tam lepġie; je to ostatn® mimobratislavsk® Slovensko, ktor® n§m 

berie naġe statoļne zaroben® peniaze, ale keby sa im chcelo robiŠ, bud¼ sa maŠ dobre atŅ. 

Navyġe t², ļo vedia, ģe to je takto, nie s¼ ochotn² sa spojiŠ a pom§haj¼ tak vytv§raŠ dojem 

faloġnej demokracia. Demokraciu u n§s m§ iba jedin¼ ¼lohu, a to zvoliŠ v slobodnĨch 

voŎb§ch in®ho dikt§tora. 

Zvykli sme si na to, ģe dost§vame upraven® inform§cie. Najdrahġie propagaļn® akcie boli 

v s¼vislosti s prijat²m ļilsk®ho modelu starobnej soci§lnej neistoty (ukradnut§ staroba) 

a druhou najdrahġou kampaŔou bola rovnako zav§dzaj¼ca v s¼vislosti s referendom o vstupe 

do Eur·pskej ¼nie. D¹chodkov§ reforma zostala ziskom pre jej strojcov. Nikde nebola 
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¼speġn§. ōudia si kv¹li nej siahaj¼ na ģivot a bĨva oznaļen§ ako trestnĨ ļin podvodu. Vstup 

do Eur·pskej ¼nie malo zabezpeļiŠ uznesenie vl§dy, ģe referendum bude ¼speġn®. Malo byŠ 

pr§vne korektn®, ale d§vaŠ za ¼lohu ¼radn²kom, aby bol vĨsledok kladnĨ, je protipr§vne. 

Doteraz naġi politici nevedia vyuģiŠ toto ļlenstvo. Nie sme schopn² vyuģiŠ fondy, vraciame 

pomoc a ani ļlenovia vl§dy netuġia, ako sa v Eur·pskej ¼nii rozhoduje a nechr§nia svojho 

voliļa. Bud¼ce predsedn²ctvo Slovenska v Eur·pskej ¼nii bude urļite fraġkou. Nikoho 

nezauj²ma, ģe sme dostali upozornenia z Eur·pskej komisie o nekvalite naġej ġt§tnej spr§vy, 

tak ļo m¹ģe z toho byŠ? Iba hanba. Nie je pravda, ģe sa to t² synovci a krstŔat§ dovtedy 

douļia. 

Na Slovensku sa spokojne vykon§va soci§lna politika, ktor§ je zak§zan§ medzin§rodnĨmi 

z§vªzkami, ktor§ m§ zamietav® precedensy Organiz§ciou SpojenĨch n§rodov a Radou 

Eur·py. V roku 1948 komunistick® Ļesko-Slovensko odmietlo schv§liŠ deklar§ciu 

o ŎudskĨch pr§vach a ako keby toto Ădemokratick®ñ Slovensko pokraļovalo v tejto trad²cii. V 

situ§cii, keŅ sa na Slovensku neuskutoļŔuje ġtandardn§ soci§lna politika, keŅ sa na 

Slovensku sp§lili knihy o soci§lnom rozvoji, prejavuje sa nez§ujem o Ŏud², neposkytuj¼ sa ani 

len inform§cie z Eur·pskej komisie, keŅ ģijeme v lģi a v pretv§rke, bude medzin§rodn® 

porovnanie potrebn®. Nie je rieġen²m vytvoriŠ si okolo seba mal¼ skupinu priateŎov, 

nepozeraŠ/nepoļ¼vaŠ spr§vy a vypustiŠ tento ģivot. I keŅ mnohĨm n§m in® nezost§va. 

Po 24 rokoch od prevratu m§me predraģen¼, nepruģn¼ verejn¼ spr§vu bez d¹very obļanov 

a spoloļnosŠ v kr²ze. M§me najniģġie moģn¼ d¹veru k svojim z§stupcom (politikom). 

Reforma verejnej spr§vy, ktor§ sa uskutoļnila, nebola vhodn§. Je znehodnoten§ tolerovanou 

korupciou, ktor§ sa ch§pe ako Ănorm§lnañ.  V porovnan² s EĐ d§vame proporļne v ġt§tnom 

rozpoļte neprimerane veŎa na ġt§tnu spr§vu a pol²ciu. Ļoho sa boj²me? Koho najviac 

potrebujeme? Na ġkolstvo a zdravie Ŏud² vġak vraj peniaze nie s¼. Eur·pa hovor², ģe treba 

investovaŠ do soci§lneho rozvoja, ģe to nie je strata. Na Slovensku umelo nie s¼ peniaze. 

Peniaze odch§dzaj¼ do daŔovĨch rajov, dividendy sa vypl§caj¼ v plnej vĨġke, dedenie 

a nehnuteŎnosti nie s¼ zdanen® a cena pr§ce je smieġne n²zka. BohatĨ ġt§t s cenou pr§ce na 

¼rovni rozvojovej krajiny. Naozaj nie s¼ peniaze? S¼, ale iba pre niekoho. OpªŠ sa objavuj¼ 

z§zraļn® rieġenia n§vratu k predoġl®mu ¼zemn®mu usporiadaniu. Pre koho prospech? IT 

firiem? Obļana istotne nie. 

Slovensko je podŎa Eurostatu ġt§t s vyġġ²m pr²jmom na obyvateŎa ako v Ļesku, PoŎsku, 

MaŅarsku. Teraz sme predbehli v HDP na obyvateŎa Gr®cko a Portugalsko. Patr²me medzi 
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bohat® ġt§ty sveta. Vġimli ste si, ģe m§me bohat® obce a spokojnĨch obļanov? Slovensko m§ 

ekonomick¼ silu viac ako 76 % priemeru EĐ, ale mzdy dosahuj¼ ani nie tretinu priemeru 

v EĐ. Kde s¼ tie zvyġn® peniaze? Dost§vame nazad zo zahraniļia v podstate almuģnu 

v podobe eurofondov, ale skutoļn® peniaze id¼ do daŔovĨch rajov. 

BratislavskĨ samospr§vny kraj je na 7. mieste ļo sa tĨka ekonomickej sily v EĐ (meran²m cez 

HDP na obyvateŎa). ChĨba n§m vyrovnanĨ region§lny rozvoj a solidarita. BratislavskĨ 

samospr§vny kraj predbehol ViedeŔ aj Par²ģ. Znamen§ to, ģe Bratislava je vĨstavnejġia ako 

ViedeŔ, Praha ļi Ġtokholm? 

M§me vysok¼ nezamestnanosŠ. Fakt, ktorĨ je v z§sade umelĨ. Pr§ce je vġak dosŠ. Zanedban® 

je zdravotn²ctvo, bezpeļnosŠ, vĨģiva, sluģby a pod. Slab§ je k¼pna sila Ŏud² a t§ nevytvor² 

potrebu vyr§baŠ. NezamestnanosŠ je sprev§dzan§ rozpadom rod²n, kriminalitou 

i samovraģdami. ōudia sa boja byŠ nezamestnan², preto robia aj za smieġnu mzdu. M§me 

minim§lnu mzdu, ktor§ je v rozpore s medzin§rodnĨmi z§vªzkami Slovenska. Ani 

dvojn§sobn® zvĨġenie platov by neodstr§nilo diskrimin§ciu. ZvĨġil by sa vġak dopyt po 

sluģb§ch, po tovare a po novĨch pracovn²koch. Koneļne by sa oplatilo pracovaŠ, po ļom tak 

faloġne volali bĨval® vl§dy. Svetov§ banka im totiģ potvrdila, ģe nie je moģn® zniģovaŠ tzv. 

Ăġtedr®ñ soci§lne d§vky. Treba zvĨġiŠ re§lne mzdy! 

Graf ļ. 11 SLOVENSKO MĆ NAJVYĠĠĉ PODIEL DLHODOBO 

NEZAMESTNANħCH (Eurostat) 

 

Nem§me nov¼ gener§ciu. Deti sa nerodia. P¹rodnosŠ je ako v ļase 2. svetovej vojny. Ģeny 

odkladaj¼ p¹rod aģ na ļas, keŅ si to bud¼ m¹cŠ finanļne dovoliŠ. Ļakaj¼, aģ bĨva neskoro. 

Prorodinn§ politika? Slovensko zaļ²na vymieraŠ. Kto sa o v§s postar§, keŅ p¹jdete do 

d¹chodku? Naļo v§m bud¼ ¼spory, keŅ nebude maŠ kto napiecŠ chlieb? KeŅ sme sa narodili, 

menila n§m plienky mama a keŅ budeme umieraŠ, kto n§m ich vymen², keŅ tu nikto nebude? 
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30 ï 40 % absolventov ġk¹l nepracuje. M§me z§ujem o nich? Ļo z nich vyrastie? Vrav² sa, ģe 

zamestnanie je najlepġia ochrana pred soci§lnymi probl®mami a krimin§lnym chovan²m 

(Ăpred guŎkouñ). 

Graf ļ. 12 VYMIERANIE SLOVENSKA (Infostat) 

 

M§me, vlastne nem§me, komun§lnu ekonomiku ï soci§lne neziskov® podnikanie, ktor® v EĐ 

zamestn§va aģ 6 % pracovnej sily, v Taliansku aģ 13 %. KoŎko percent je to na Slovensku? 

Vraj to naruġuje s¼Šaģ na trhu? ZiskovosŠ v ġkol§ch, v domovoch d¹chodcov, nemocniciach, 

v odvoze komun§lneho odpadu? 

Slov§ci neveria svojej vl§de. M§me najniģġiu d¹veru k politikom v r§mci klubu 

najvyspelejġ²ch kraj²n zdruģenĨch v OECD. Nie sme zdrav². Ako sme uviedli, Slovenky 

a Slov§ci maj¼ pred sebou iba 3 roky beģn®ho ģivota po dosiahnut² veku 65 rokov. V Ļesku 

a v Eur·pe je to 9 rokov. Preļo asi? Uk§zali sme, koŎko kto investuje do zdravia. Predaj 

poliklin²k situ§ciu vĨrazne zhorġuje. 

Sme neġŠastn². Obsadili sme 129. miesto v indexe spokojnosti vo svete a sme posledn² 

v r§mci OECD. Ġt§ty, kam Slovensko posiela zahraniļn¼ pomoc, maj¼ ġŠastnejġiu popul§ciu. 

Nie je to plytvanie peniazmi? Nemali by sme pom§haŠ koneļne aj svojim? 

Minister na Slovensku prip¼ġŠa diskrimin§ciu na z§klade veku, t. j. poruġenie z§vªzkov voļi 

EĐ, OSN... Nie je to ġ²renie nen§visti? Mlad² chc¼ vyhnaŠ starĨch z pr§ce. Koho? VeŅ 

vªļġina Ŏud² vo veku 57 rokov uģ nepracuje. Nem§me solidaritu medzi bohatĨmi 

a chudobnĨmi ŎuŅmi, nem§me solidaritu medzi regi·nmi, pestuje sa nen§visŠ medzi 

gener§ciami, vymierame, rodiny s¼ trestan® za to, ģe maj¼ deti. Kde je bud¼cnosŠ? Kde je 

trvalo udrģateŎnĨ d¹stojnĨ ģivot? Naġa spoloļnosŠ je prakticky v stave, v akom bola 


