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The collocations “human capital” and “social capital” are used and quoted in scientific, specialized, 

and in popular publications very often, and, as it is usual with general collocations, many times in very 

contradictory context. This article is my attempt to express my opinion on their mutual relationship 

and its larger context, as well as it is my attempt to contribute to the already XIV. Conference on 

“Human Capital and Investments into Education” of which I have been a more or less regular 

participant and to which I am bound for many interesting findings and meetings … 

Allow me to mention at the beginning that I personally perceive both of the terms, after the many 

possible opportunities to see the terms next to each other, in such way that human capital is found 

somewhat inside an individual, while social capital moves fundamentally in his external environment, 

provided however, we perceive in a simplified manner the basic transitional range between the internal 

and external environment what is called usually the biometric identity of a person. The only possible 

expression is the border between the internal and external communication environment of a person, 

therefore between human thinking or thought and informing others or communication with other 

individuals. We can state that the quality of cooperation between the internal and external thinking of 

an individual, and therefore also the ability to achieve certain mutually enriching harmony between the 

human and social capital is what gives us on one side the strongest and most effective tools of 

cognition and on the other side it contributes to universal development of a human, called as such 

since antiquity, although only in the spirit area. However, because our external communication is 

inherently linked also with our biometric qualities, we can say that also our body is involved.   

I allow myself to formulate a hypothesis that both capitals have a certain common denominator and 

perhaps rather a degree and this is the level of confidence in their environment, based on one side on 

the quality of the relationship of an individual to himself, on the other side on the quality of 

relationship of the individual to his external environment, and as to the social capital namely on the 

relationship to other people. Should a serious problem can be identified it is in that transition range 

between internal feelings and external communication. It is more and more difficult for us to 

communicate our feelings outwards and similarly difficult it is to organize inside us the stimuli by 

which our increasingly turbulent external environment stresses us. This problem is not new, on the 

contrary, it is as old as the human kind; but at present, it achieves a higher dimension resulting from 

the external environment not giving us time to recognize our problem and to perform a certain 

correction; our words and external manifestations are distributed by the media on-line in a giddy speed 

without corrections by the social environment and do more harm than good. An old proverb “a word is 

like a shot arrow” changes its quality and quantity because now it is rather an uncontrolled nuclear 

missile. This trend is deepened also by an absolutely unreasonable emphasise on the right of an 

individual on principle to anything. In western society, the meaning of the term human rights is 

entirely deformed; they are more often presented and perceived as individual rights, not as collective 

obligations which they on principle are. This calamitous perception of human rights and obligations is 

reflected also into the area of civil law and last but not least into perception of law in general. People 

by the gross give up the care of their legal environment and pass this care to institutions without being 

aware that together with that, they give up themselves in favour of those institutions. The key human 

right to life is first of all the key obligation of everybody to protect life of others and therefore life as a 

complex value, not the right to stay alive as the last human being. It seems more and more that we are 

forming a world for which we were not created.  



This unbalanced and disharmonic relationship between the internal and external environment, more or 

less present in each of us, seemingly liquidates namely the social capital. This seeming nature results 

from the fact that the loss of social capital is more visible. It, however, has the same devastating 

impact on humans forming them into creations once called by František Koukolík and Jana Drtilová 

“deprivants” (permanently deprived people). I deeply believe that one of the most serious sources of 

the origin of deprivants is in the unbalanced and disharmonic relationship between the individual and 

the collective, while the epoch and its “zeitgeist“ brings with it dominance of one or the other. 

Deprivants “collectivists” proved in recent past to be dangerous for society, as well as deprivants 

“individualists“ are now. Their activity always results in social disruption ending with more or less 

violent revolutionary change of the social order. The question must be asked clearly whether 

something like the social state (welfare state) is possible when the society consists in a large part of 

asocial people and deprivants, while their number strongly increases when moving towards the elites 

of the society. Besides, the Czech environment is strongly affected by undisturbed distribution of 

deprivants through channels of political parties, without legal limitations, to all areas and levels of 

public life.   

The term “social state” includes in itself the need of a dynamic balance between the individual and the 

collective, between the internal and the external environment of each of us. Each of us is the carrier of 

this dynamic balance and only subsequently we can pass part of the care to a certain institution. We 

cannot, however, pass something we do not have or expect that someone who does not have anything 

will give us something. No institution, no collective entity can give us anything human and social 

simply because it cannot have it. Money is not social, it only can represent, reflect part of goods and 

services but it cannot express any fundamental emotion or feeling, whether it is love, friendship, 

respect, confidence or experience. The present elites do not understand this and permanently 

recalculate everything important to money and permanently wonder about lack of the money. I 

remember a period before more than twenty five years when the need of “better control of investments 

efficiency by the crown” was bravely declared. At that time, it was similar heresy like now when we 

say that there are things money cannot pay or even express. Anyway, money is nothing else but 

reflexion of confidence in the social system and jurisdiction where it operates. The rapid flow of 

money to some traditional commodities and equivalents clearly shows that this confidence in the 

social system and jurisdiction is rather low and expectation of deep and probably also very restless 

changes is strong. Now, we can perhaps better understand what we ourselves called “fin du siecle“, 

and we better conceive the social atmosphere before the first world war or the situation of certain 

social and ethnic groups before the second world war. We do not mention it now as we did in the past 

regime, but people are leaving this country. Talented, young people and skilled people in the prime of 

their life, and more seniors search their place for retirement outside this country. The present elites 

think partly similarly like the old ones and quote Viktor Dyk or claim clearly let them go. Those who 

are cleverer, on the contrary, make the departures a showcase as a result of the political victory of 

freedom and democracy. Generally, however, the present elites in Europe including the Czech elites 

are not able to understand at all what is happening around them and the less they apprehend what they 

should actually do, what is their role. Those people and their careers are products of an everlasting, 

long-term series of backstage compromises and at the zenith of their career they are not able to commit 

any own opinion. They stress something anonymous and shapeless, ready to jump away of the case 

and cry “it was not me” and point to another one. It is obvious about them that they care only for 

themselves and for satisfaction of those who have seated them in the high positions as own puppets. 

Some of them even do not create anymore the semblance that they are authentic figures of power and 

show us that the real power in Europe not only resides outside the politics, which is all right, but now 

it also increasingly asserts itself outside the politics. The present European politics is now only an 



empty ritual which does not aggregate interests from down upwards, either distributes power from 

above downwards. It is a mere distribution channel of more or less dirty, often previously public 

money. It has created a huge source of money from its real or also factitious inability and as a paradox 

it is the real source of corruption and the axis of corruption schemes.    

All of this is possible without limitations only because most people in Europe have resigned from the 

care for their social environment and they lodged also their souls or hearts into custody of those 

institutions. We have allowed to be rocked to sleep by full shelves and pinchbeck tabloid 

entertainment and information. We have resigned to creation of our social and human capital and we 

expect that someone will do that instead of us for our, often unpaid, taxes and will even invest into us 

as human resources and we will steal something from that for ourselves. We are deeply mistaken. We 

can have only what we can give. This applies to confidence and help, as well as to love or power. In 

spite of all declarations of our politicians, often supported by “scientific” arguments, it remains true 

that namely we ourselves have our fortunes in our hands … 

There are still a few remarks with regard to investing in human and social capital. As it has already 

been said, money in itself cannot bring anything human or social. Today the situation looks so that the 

modern way of investing in education destroys everything naturally human and social and replaces 

that with unnatural constructions and institutions. The truth is that everything human is strengthened 

by social factors and everything social is strengthened by human factors. When both factors cannot 

meet and influence each other, each of these factors without the other one will disintegrate and 

disappear. Therefore investments should be made in the infrastructure of their correlation and mutual 

movement. This way we are getting back to the beginning, as such infrastructure has to be developed 

from the meeting point of human and social capital, from the place existing in every individual. The 

greater area for meeting social and human capital will be made up by our investments in every 

individual the better will be the quality of our society, as the number of deprivants will decrease. It is 

not a matter of great money, it is a matter of great participation in investments because only together 

we can succeed. 

In the end I will refer to a little parable. There is an Arab proverb that says: “You can lead a camel to 

water but you can’t make him drink.” Investments should be made in the drinking infrastructure and 

not in drinking itself. There must be enough water and good access to it. It is no secret in the Arab 

world that you do not have to take a camel to water as it can find his way to water better than the 

person leading it. If a camel finds water itself, it drinks water, as a rule, without any coercion. The 

problem of not drinking lies therefore not in a camel but in the person leading it. That is why it would 

be great unhappiness for people in a desert if investments in camel capital destroyed that wonderful 

ability of camels to find water and a great tragedy for modern Europe to invest in human capital in a 

way destroying their natural qualities, human and social instincts and, among them, first and foremost, 

natural shyness. 

It is worth mentioning that modern European way of investments in education produces a similar 

bubble as investing in American mortgage securities a while ago. The bubble will burst and it will turn 

out that the value of different European and national education certificates will not differ much from 

subprime mortgages or Greek bonds.  

 

    

  



 


