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Vystava predstavuje soubor tematicky zameérenych map Prahy, které hodnoti
novodoby historicky vyvoj socidalné prostorové struktury prazskych ctvrti od
pocatku 20. stoleti az do soucasnosti. V podrobnosti katastralnich Uzemi jsou
dokumentovany vyznamné promeny poctu obyvatel, vékové, nabozenské Ci narodnostni
struktury, ukazan je take vyvoj nezameéstnanosti, kriminality, socialniho statusu Cci
kvality bydleni v jednotlivych prazskych ctvrtich. Zvlastni pozornost je vénovana
historickym aspektim a soucasnému vyvoji migrace, procesu, Ktery se vyznamne
podili na socialnich proménach Prahy. Nékteré nejnovéjsi mapy jsou zpracovany take
v podrobnosti urbanistickych obvodu, které umoznuji nahlédnout do socialni struktury
jiz relativné malych a z hlediska typu bydleni homogenneéjsich uzemnich celku.

Mapy vychazeji z dat sc¢itani lidu a prubézné statistiky a pokryvaji obdobi od prvniho
ceskoslovenského scitani v roce 1921 do zatim posledniho scitani z roku 2011, pri
vyuziti prubéznych statistik az do roku 2013. Predevsim starsi udaje byly pro tyto ucely
digitalizovany a nove byly vytvoreny také shapefilové vrstvy pro roky jednotlivych scitani
lidu, které dovoluji praci se statistickymi daty v prostredi GIS. Ke vSem vystavenym
mapovym listim naleZzi doprovodny text zasazujici danou problematiku do SirSiho
kontextu. Expozice je vhodna pro Ceské i cizojazyCne publikum, vSechny mapy i texty jsou
zpracovany v cestiné i anglictiné. Mapové listy jsou vystupem projektu financovaného
Ministerstvem kultury Ceské republiky ,ZpFistupnéni historickych prostorovych
a statistickych dat v prostredi GIS“ ajejich autory jsou ¢clenové vyzkumného tymu Urbanni
a regionalni laborator pusobiciho pri katedre socialni geografie a regionalniho rozvoje
Prirodovedecke fakulty Univerzity Karlovy v Praze.

NOVODOBA HISTORIE PRAHY POHLEDEM GEOGRAFA

The exhibition represents a collection of thematic maps of Prague, which provide an
overview of the modern historical development of socio-spatial structure of Prague’s
neighbourhoods since the early 20" century to the present. The most significant
changes in the size, age, religion and ethnic structure of the Prague’s population,
as well as the development of unemployment, crime, social status and quality
of housing within the Prague’s neighbourhoods are documented on the spatial level
of cadastral territories. Particular attention is paid to the historical aspects and current
development of migration processes, which contribute significantly to the social
transformation of Prague. Some of the latest maps are also processed in spatial detail
of urbanistic districts, which provide insights into the social structure of relatively small
and, in terms of the type of housing, relatively homogenous territorial units.

The data used in presented maps are drawn from censuses and annual statistical
registers covering period from the very first census in former Czechoslovakia in 1921
till the most recent census in 2011, extending till 2013 in case of continual statistics.
For the purpose which allows working with statistical data in the GIS environment
older data has been newly digitized and shape file layers for each year of census
has been created. All exposed map sheets include analytical text that introduces
the topic of the map within a broader context. The exposition is intended for the Czech
as well as foreign audience, all texts and map sheets are provided in both, Czech and
English language. The map sheets are output of project “Disclosure of Historic Spatial
and Statistical Data in GIS Environment” supported by Ministry of Culture of the Czech
Republic. The authors of exhibition are members of “Urban and regional laboratory”

- a research working group affiliated with Charles University in Prague, Faculty
of Science, Department of Social Geography and Regional Development.
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Bilance obyvatelstva je tvorena dvéma zakladnimi slozkami,
prirozenou reprodukci, jeZ je podminéna procesy rozeni a vymi-
rani a migraci. Vyslednou hodnotu prirozeného prirtistku, resp.
ubytku obyvatelstva tvori rozdil mezi poctem Zivé narozenych
a zemrelych osob. Druha sloZzka popula¢ni bilance - migrace, jez je
oznacovana také jako mechanicky pohyb osob, je tvorenarozdilem
mezi poCtem pristéhovanych aodstéhovanych osob. Vyvoj
poctu obyvatel mésta mlizeme povazovat za zakladni ukazatel
dynamiky populace, ale zarovern i ekonomické situace. V pribéhu
20. stoleti se ucelené této tématice vénovala rada autort (napf.
Bohac¢ 1923, Pohl 1932, Kral 1946, Hampl 1982) v posledni
dobé také Ourednicek (2002) nebo Ourednicek a Novak (2012).
Hlavnim cilem specializované mapy je postihnout prostorovou
diferenciaci prirozené mény a migracniho chovani souhrnné
jako dva komplementarni procesy na urovni katastralnich uzemi
(v mezivale¢ném obdobi) a urbanistickych obvodii (v soucasnosti).

Ve vytvorenych mapach je zobrazen vztah mezi komponenty
populacni bilance sledovanych dzemnich jednotek. Tento vztah
je urcen dosazenou velikosti hodnot hrubych mér migracniho
salda a prirozeného prirtistku a odrazi se v poloze sledovanych
administrativnich jednotek v kartézské soustavé souradnic.
Kazdy z osmi oktanti kartézské soustavy souradnic nam posky-
tuje informaci o tom, ktery z komponentii ma prevladajici vliv na
populacni vyvoj jednotky. Soucasné je na zakladé umisténi bodu
(Uzemni jednotky) vgrafu mozné Klasifikovat celkovy trend
populacniho vyvoje sledovaného uzemi. Zptisob zpracovani dat
populacni bilance byl inspirovan clankem Johna W. Webba (1963),
jenz ve své praci obdobnym zpisobem hodnotil komponenty
populacni bilance ve venkovskych a meéstskych oblastech ve
20. letech minulého stoleti na uzemi Anglie a Walesu.
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Obrdzek 1.1.1: Vyvoj poctu obyvatel Prahy 1921-2013
Zdroj: CSU, 2013
Pozndmka: Rok 1945, 1946 bez dat za obyvatelstvo némecké ndrodnosti

Obdobi po roce 1918 oznacCuje Votrubec (1965) za jednu
z populacné nejbourlivéjSich etap ve vyvoji prazské metropole
(viz obrazek 1.1.1). NejenZe v tomto obdobi byla zakonem, ktery
veSel v platnost v roce 1922, vytvorena tzv. Velka Praha, kdy bylo
k osmi prazskym Ctvrtim pripojeno dalSich 38 obci nebo jejich

Net migration rate (in %o)

castli, ale rovnéz pokracovaly asanacni prace v historickém centru
a postupné zastavovani volnych tuzemi. Celkovy pocet obyvatel
tak diky administrativnimu rozsireni hranic narostl o témér dvé
tretiny oproti paivodnimu stavu.

Populac¢ni rist vsak neni spojen pouze s Uzemnim rozsirenim
hranic, ale odrazi i tehdejSi demografické trendy. Praha jako celek
rostla ve 20. letech minulého stoleti predevsim diky vysokym
migracnim ziskim. Pokud bychom porovnavali migracni
zisky aprirozenou ménu, presahovalo kladné migracni saldo
desetindasobek prazského prirozeného prirtistku. Prahatakbéhem
desetilet ziskala pies 170 tisic obyvatel. V pribéhu desetileti vsak
doslo k poklesu prirozeného prirtistku. Pocet zemrielych osob
prevysil poCetzivé narozenychjizv roce 1929 a v Praze tak opétpo
deseti letech vice lidi umiralo. Negativni trend v oblasti prirozené
populacni reprodukce ztistaval pro Prahu typicky ivdruhé
poloviné 30. let 20. stoleti. Naopak migraci Praha ziskavala az
do pocatku 40. let 20. stoleti (Ourednicek 2002). Nejvyssich
migracnich ziski dosahovala Praha ve druhé poloviné 20. let.
Jednim z dtsledki silného prilivu migranti byl napriklad Zivelny
vznik nouzovych Kkolonii v sousedstvi primyslovych podniki
a v perifernich lokalitach Prahy (Votrubec 1965, Ourednicek
2002). Vysledky scitani lidu z roku 1930 ukazuji, Ze v Praze bylo
v té dobé evidovano vice nez 848 tisic pritomnych obyvatel. Podle
Votrubce (1965) se do Prahy nejCastéji stéhovali lidé s nizSim
socidlnim statusem Zijici na dzemf jizni Cech ¢i Ceskomoravské
vysocCiny. Na pocatku tretiho desetileti tak v Praze Zilo jiz 60 %
osob narozenych mimo uzemi Prahy.

Pro vétSinu prazskych katastralnich uzemi byl ve 20. letech
minulého stoleti typicky narlst poCtu obyvatel. Velkda cast
katastralnich uzemi nachazejici se mimo historické jadro Prahy
populacné rostla diky migra¢nim ziski, které vyznamnou mérou
prevysSovaly prirozeny prirtistek. Pouze u okrajovych katastri
Strizkova a Malé Chuchle byl populacni zisk ovlivnén vice priro-
zenym prirtistkem nez stéhovanim, naopak katastr Vinohrad,
leZici na pomezi méstského centra a vnitrni periferie, prirozenou
ménou ztracel amigraci ziskaval. Vzhledem k poctu obyvatel
patrily mezi migracné nejvice ziskové lokality Zabéhlice, Motol,
Kr¢, Strasnice, Michle, Dejvice a StreSovice. Naopak prirozenou
meénou populacné nejvice ziskavaly katastry Hloubétin, Veleslavin,
Hrdlorezy a Vokovice (viz obrazek 1.1.2). Populacné progresivni
rust prazskych perifernich ctvrti vysvétluje Ourednicek (2002)
jednakimigraci mladych obyvatel, ale i rodinnym statusem lokalit.
Obyvatelstvo okrajovych ctvrti tvorily predevSim mladé rodiny
s détmi, coZ se odrazelo ve vysokém zastoupeni détské slozky
v populaci anizkém primérném véku obyvatelstva. Zbylych
sedm Kkatastralnich uzemi se vyznacovalo opacnym demogra-
fickym trendem. Zaporné migracni saldo aubytek prirozenou
ménou vytvarel z téchto praZzskych katastrii nachazejicich se
v historickém jadru meésta spolu s Karlinem kompaktni oblast
charakteristickou ubytkem pocCtu obyvatel. Tyto centralni

prazské katastry vytvarely zaklad tzv. city, jehoZ drive dominantni
rezidenc¢ni funkce byla postupné nahrazovana jinymi funkcemi.
Hlavnim poslanim vznikajictho méstského centra bylo predevsim
plnit reprezentativni, obchodni, kulturni a vzdélavaci ucel.
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Obrdzek 1.1.2: Hrubé miry populacni bilance prazskych katastrii mezi lety 1921-1930

Zdroj: SUS, 1930

Soucasna populacni bilance Prahy je ovlivnéna z velké miry
vyvojem migrace. Od roku 2002 prevazuje pocet pristéhovalych
osob nad vystéhovalymi. Vyvoj migrace vSak po roce 2001
ovlivnila zména v evidenci migra¢nich ukazateli. Vroce 2001
byli nové do migracCnich statistik zapocitani cizinci s priznanym
azylem a pobytem delSim neZ 90 dni v jednom kalendarnim roce.
Vroce 2004 jsou do evidence zahrnuti nové i ob¢ané Evropské
unie s dlouhodobym ¢i prechodnym pobytem na Uzemi Ceska
(CSU 2008). Praha tak roste predevsim diky migraci cizincu.
Maximalnich hodnot dosahuji migracni zisky ve sledovaném
desetileti v obdobi ekonomického rlistu mezi lety 2007 a 2009
(viz obrazek 1.1.3 v anglické casti). Po tomto obdobi nasleduje
ale znacny pokles migracniho salda, coZ je dano inegativnhim
vlivem hospodarské krize na pocet volnych pracovnich mist.
Opacny vyvojovy trend vykazuje prirozeny prirtistek. Na pocatku
sledovaneho obdobi jeSté prevysuje pocCet zemrelych osob nad
Zivé narozenymi. V prubéhu desetileti, presné vjeho poloving,
ale pocet Zivé narozenych po dlouhém obdobi opét prebira domi-
nantni ulohu v prirozené reprodukci prazskeé populace. Za vySSim
poctem narozenych déti stoji zejména populacné silnéjsi rocniky
rodi¢i narozenych v 70. letech 20. stoleti. Spolu stim dochazi
k pozvolnému poklesu poctu zemrelych osob, coz je zapriinéno
nejen zastoupenim jednotlivych vékovych skupin v populaci, ale
i zvySujici se stredni délkou zZivota. S pocatkem dalSiho desetileti
Praha ale opét migracné ztraci a zaporné hodnoty migracniho
salda nedokaZe vyrovnat ani kladny prirozeny prirtistek obyvatel.

Vyvoj populacni bilance a vyznam jeho dvou hlavnich kom-
ponent v jednotlivych urbanistickych obvodech mezi lety 2001
a 2011 zobrazuje druhy kartogram. Negativni populacni bilance
je charakteristicka pro urbanistické obvody leZici v centru Prahy
a ve vnitfnim meésté. Jedna se predevSim o lokality, ve kterych
prevlada historicka zastavba ci starsi ¢inZovni domy. Od centra
smérem Kk okrajim meésta naopak pribyva lokalit skladnou

Population decrease: net out-migration exceeds natural increase

populacni bilanci. Tento jednoduchy prostorovy vzorec je na
mnoha mistech naruSen riznymitypy zastavbys odliSnou kvalitou
a starim bytoveho fondu. Stari vystavby, financni dostupnost, ale
i atraktivita bydleniv dané lokalité jsou jedny z klicovych aspektf,
které ovliviuji jak sloZeni populace podle véku, tak i jeji fluktuaci.
Prirozenou ménou roste pouze malé mnozstvi lokalit lezicich ve
vnéjsich ¢astech Prahy. VétSina izemnich jednotek lokalizovanych
ve vnéjsSim meésté ¢i na okraji mésta ziskava obyvatele v disledku
migrace. Kladnou populac¢ni bilanci na zakladé vyssiho poctu
pristéhovalych osob maji jak nékteré lokality vilovych Ctvrti, tak
lokality v okrajovych cCastech Prahy, v nichz prevazuji rodinné
domy ¢i ptivodni jadra diivéjsich vesnickych obci, v jejichZ okoli
dnesvznika novarezidencni vystavba. Naopak populacné ztratové
v dlisledku migrace jsou mimo méstské centrum i nékteré vétsi
sidlistni celky vystavéné v rozmezi 70-90. let, jako jsou napriklad
Stodtlky, JiZzni Mésto, Bohnice, Dablice ¢i ¢ast Modian. Ubytek
poctu obyvatel v diisledku prirozené mény zaznamenavaji nékteré
starSi rezidencni lokality vnitfniho mésta. Jedna se napriklad
o ¢ast Strasnic, Vinohrad, Zizkova a nékteré urbanistické obvody
v Nuslich, Podoli a Krce.
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Nartlst poctu obyvatel: Kladna hodnota hrubé miry prirozeného piirtistku prevysuje zapornou ¢i nulovou hodnotu hrubé miry migra¢niho salda
Population increase: natural increase exceeds net out-migration or zero value of net migration

Nartst poctu obyvatel: Kladna hodnota hrubé miry prirozeného priristku prevysuje kladnou hodnotu hrubé miry migra¢niho salda
Population increase: natural increase exceeds net in-migration

Narlst poctu obyvatel: Kladna hodnota hrubé miry migra¢niho salda prevysuje hrubou miru prirozeného prirtistku
Population increase: net in-migration exceeds natural increase

Urbanisticky obvod s méné
nez 50 obyvateli v roce 2001

Urbanistic district with less
than 50 inhabitants in 2001

Hruba mira ptirozeného prirtistku (v %o)
Crude rate of natural increase (in %o)

240 320 400

Nartst poctu obyvatel: Kladna hodnota hrubé miry migra¢niho salda prevysuje zapornou ¢i nulovou hodnotu piirozeného prirtistku
Population increase: net in-migration exceeds natural decrease or zero value of natural increase

Stagnujici pocet obyvatel
Population stagnation

Ubytek poétu obyvatel: Zaporna hodnota hrubé miry ptirozeného ptirtistku prevysuje kladnou hodnotu hrubé miry migraéniho salda
Population decrease: natural decrease exceeds net in-migration

Ubytek poétu obyvatel: Zaporna hodnota hrubé mira prirozeného piiriistku prevysuje zapornou ¢ nulovou hodnotu hrubé miry migraéniho salda
° Population decrease: natural decrease exceeds net out-migration or zero value of net migration

Ubytek poctu obyvatel: Zaporna hodnota hrubé miry migraéniho salda pievysuje zapornou ¢ nulovou hodnotu hrubé miry p¥irozeného piirtstku
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A population balance comprises of two fundamental this period. As early as 1929, the number of deceased persons

Hruba mira migra¢niho salda (v %o)

Net migration rate (in %o)

Population decrease: net out-migration exceeds natural decrease or zero value of natural increase

Ubytek poétu obyvatel: Zaporna hodnota hrubé miry migraéniho salda prevysuje kladnou hodnotu hrubé miry ptirozeného ptirtistku
Population decrease: net out-migration exceeds natural increase

However, after 2001 the migration development was influenced and the age of the housing stock. The age of buildings, financial

constituents: natural reproduction, determined by birth and
death, and migration. The final figure of natural increase or
decrease in population is the difference between the numbers
of newly born and deceased persons. The second constituent
of a population balance, migration, is created by the difference
between the numbers of persons who moved into and out of the
observed area. The development of the number of inhabitants
can be considered the main indicator of population dynamics
and also economic situation. During the 20" century, this subject
was explored in detail by many authors (e.g. Bohac¢ 1923, Pohl
1932, Kral 1946, Hampl 1982), recently also by Ourednicek
(2002) or Ourednicek and Novak (2012). The main objective of
the specialized map is to comprehensively describe the spatial
differentiation of natural population change and migration as two
complementary processes on the level of cadastral territories -
(inter-war period) and urbanistic districts (the present).

The maps reflect the relationship among the components of
the population balance of the observed territorial areas. This
relationship is determined by the calculated crude rates of net
migration and natural increase, and is reflected in the position
of the observed administrative units in a Cartesian coordinate
system. Each octant of the Cartesian coordinate system provides
information about which component has a dominating effect on
the population development of aunit. Simultaneously, on the
basis of the distribution of points (territorial units) in the chart,
it is possible to evaluate the overall trend of the population
development in the observed area. The method of classifying
population balance data was inspired by John W. Webb’s (1963)
article, which used a similar method to evaluate the population
balance components of rural and urban areas in England and
Wales in the 1920s.

Votrubec (1965) calls the period after 1918 the most turbulent
period of Prague population development (see Figure 1.1.1 in
the Czech version). During this period, due to the law that came
into force in 1922, “Greater Prague” was formed by connecting
8 Prague districts with 38 additional municipalities or their parts;
moreover, the historical city centre continued to be redeveloped
and vacantareas were gradually built on. Due to the administrative
enlargementofthe cityboundaries, the totalnumber ofinhabitants
grew by almost two thirds in comparison with the previous state.

The population growth is not linked only to the enlargement
of the territorial boundaries, but also reflects the demographic
trends of the time. During the 1920s Prague grew as a whole
mostly due to high migration gains. If we compare these migration
gains and natural change, the positive migration balance exceeds
Prague’s natural population growth by more than ten times. Prague
therefore gained more than 170 thousand inhabitants within
a decade. However, the natural population growth fell during

exceeded the number of newly born, and after ten years there
were more people dying than being born in Prague. The negative
natural population reproduction trend was characteristic for
Prague even in the second half of the 1930s. However, migration
helped Prague gain new inhabitants until the beginning of the
1940s (Ourednicek 2002). Prague achieved the highest migration
gains in the second half of the 1920s. One of the consequences of
the heavy migrant influx was for example the rapid creation of
makeshift settlements in the vicinities of industrial enterprises
and Prague suburbs (Votrubec 1965, OuredniCek 2002). The
figures of the 1930 population census show that there were more
than 848 thousand registered Prague inhabitants in this period.
According to Votrubec (1965), people who moved to Prague were
often of lower social status and came from South Bohemia or the
Moravian Highlands. At the beginning of the 1930s, Prague had
therefore more than 60% inhabitants born outside the capital.

Population growth was characteristic for most Prague cadastral
territories in the 1920s. Many cadastral territories outside the
historical centre of Prague experienced population growth
due to migration gains, which exceeded the natural increase to
a considerable extent. Only in the suburban cadastral territories
of Strizkov and Mala Chuchle the population gain was more
influenced by natural increase than migration, and, on the other
hand, the cadastral territory of Vinohrady, located on the border
between the city centre and inner suburbs, lost its inhabitants due
to natural change and gained due to migration. Considering the
number of inhabitants, the areas with the highest migration gain
were the areas of Zabéhlice, Motol, Kr¢, Strasnice, Michle, Dejvice,
and StresSovice. On the other hand, the cadastral territories with
the highest gain from natural change were the areas of Hloubétin,
Veleslavin, Hrdlorezy, and Vokovice. Ourednicek (2002) explains
the progressive population growth of Prague suburban areas
by the immigration of young people and also the perception of
such areas as family-friendly. The suburban areas’ inhabitants
were mostly young families with children, which was reflected
in low average population age. The opposite demographic trend
was characteristic for the remaining seven cadastral territories;
a negative migration balance and a natural decrease in population
caused these cadastral territories in the Prague city centre (along
with the area of Karlin) to become a compact area characterised
by population decline. These central cadastral territories of
Prague formed the foundations of the “City”, whose previously
dominant residential function was gradually replaced by other
functions. The main purpose of the emerging city centre was to
fulfil representative, business, cultural and education functions.

The current population balance of Prague is to a considerable
extent influenced by migration development. Since 2002, the
number of immigrants has exceeded the number of emigrants.

by achange in migration indicators evidence. In 2001, the
migration statistics began to include also foreigners who were
granted asylum and resided in the country for more than 90 days
in one calendar year. In 2004, the records started to include EU
citizens with long-term or temporary stay in the Czech Republic
(CSU 2008). Prague is therefore growing mostly due to migration
of foreigners. In the observed decade, maximum migration gains
are reached during the economic growth between 2007 and 2009
(see Figure 1.1.3). However, after this period, a considerate drop
in migration balance ensues, also due to the negative impact
of the economic crisis on job vacancies. But natural increase in
population follows the opposite trend. At the beginning of the
observed period, the number of deceased persons still exceeds the
number of the newly born. But during the decade, exactly in the
middle, the number of newly born persons regains its dominant
role in natural reproduction of Prague population. The reason
behind the higher number of newly born children is the baby
boom generations of parents born in the 1970s. Simultaneously,
a gradual decrease in the number of deceased persons occurs,
caused not only by the proportion of all age groups in population,
but also by an increasing life expectancy. At the beginning of
anew decade, Prague experiences migration loss again and the
negative migration balance cannot be compensated for even by
the positive natural increase in population.
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Figure 1.1.3: Crude rates of Prague population balance between 1950 and 2013
Source: CSU, 2013

The second map reflects the population development and
the significance of its two main components in individual urban
areas between 2001 and 2011. Negative population balance is
characteristic for urban areas in the Prague city centre and the
inner city. This is mostly the case of the areas characterised by
historical buildings or blocks of flats. On the other hand, from the
city centre towards the suburbs, the areas with positive population
balance predominate. This simple spatial pattern is at many
places broken by various types of buildings of different quality

affordability, but also the attractiveness of living in a particular
area: those are some of the key aspects which influence both the
age composition of population and its fluctuation. Few areas in
the outer suburbs grow by natural increase. Most territorial areas
in the inner city or in the suburban areas gain inhabitants due
to migration. Positive population balance based on high rates
of population influx can be observed in localities in the Prague
suburban areas, characterised by family houses or original
former village centres, around which new residential buildings
are constructed. On the other hand, areas experiencing migration-
caused population decrease are the city centre and some of the
larger housing estates built between the 1970s and 1990s, such
as Stodulky, Jizni Mésto, Bohnice, Dablice, or parts of Modrany.
Population decrease caused by natural change can be seen in some
older inner city residential areas. This is the case of Strasnice,
Vinohrady, and Zizkov and some urban districts of Nusle, Podol,
and Kr¢.
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Déti Mladi lidé Starsi lidé Seniofi
Hlavni typ vékové struktury Children  Young adults Older adults  The elderly Vedlejsi typ vékové struktury
Main type of age structure 0-14 15-44 45-64 65+ Secondary type of age structure
Starsi S vys$im* podilem seniort
. Older v M Y A With higher share of the elderly
. Starsi v v A A S vys$$im podilem starsich lidi a seniort
Older With higher share of older adults and the elderly
. Spl’§e starsi v v A v S vys$Sim podilem pouze u starsich lidi
Rather older With higher share of older adults only
. SpisSe starsi v A A A S vys$$im podilem vSech starsich 15 let
Rather older With higher share of all groups older than 15
Nevyhranéné bliZe k starsi v A v A S vyss$im podilem mladych lidi a seniort
Indefinite closer to older With higher share of young adults and the elderly
Nevyhranéna bliZe k starsi A v A A S niz$im podilem pouze u mladych lidi
Indefinite closer to older With lower share of young adults only
Vyrovnana v A A v S niz$im podilem déti a seniort
Balanced With lower share of children and the elderly

Vékova struktura obyvatel patii mezi zakladni charakteristiky
uzemi. Vypovida nejen o demografické, ale i socialni a ekonomické
strukture a byva proto zakladem analyz populacniho vyvoje.
S vékovou strukturou uzce souviseji dalSi charakteristiky (rodinny
stav, vzdélanost, ekonomicka struktura) i vyznam probihajicich
demografickych  procesti (dmrtnost, porodnost, migrace).
V Cesku icelém euroamerickém kontextu predstavuje vyrazny
rys novodobého vyvoje vékové struktury demografické starnuti
(Rabusic 1995, Rychtarikova 2002), které se v nékterych evropskych
zemich datuje k pocatku 20. stoleti (Kalibova 1997), v Cesku pak
priblizné do 50. let (RabuSic 1995). Zacatek 21. stoleti je pak
charakteristicky velmi rychlym starnutim a politickymi diskuzemi
nad dopady nizké plodnosti a rostouci nadéje doziti na ekonomiku.
Pro vyvoj vékové struktury Ceska i Prahy je vedle demografického
amigracniho chovani nasi populace (viz Migrace v Praze 2000-
2013) dtlezitd také zahrani¢ni migrace, jejiz vyznam byl béhem
vlady komunistického rezimu potlacen. Od roku 1989 vsak imigrace
znovu roste a cizinci dnes tvori vyznamny podil ekonomicky aktivni
populace (Drbohlav akol. 2010), pricemZ jejich nejvétsi koncen-
trace je patrna pravé v Praze (Cermak, Janska 2011).

Cilem specializované mapy je zhodnotit vyvoj uzemni dife-
renciace vékové struktury obyvatel Prahy vletech 1930 az 2011.
K tomu slouZi kartogramy, které predstavuji typologii prazskych
katastri (resp. urbanistickych obvodii v roce 2011, dale UO)
vychazejici zvySe podilu ctyr hlavnich vékovych skupin (0-14,
15-44, 45-64, 65 a vice) ve srovnani s jejich podily za celou Prahu.
Typologie ma dvé turovné. Prvni (zakladni) rozdéluje katastry
do 14 typl danych riznymi kombinacemi podprimérnych nebo
nadpriimérnych podili (presnéji niZsich nebo vysSich neZ stejné
podily v celé Praze) ctyr hlavnich vékovych skupin. Katastry/UO
v typu ,s vySSim podilem seniori“ tak maji napriklad vyssi podil
osob starsich 65 let nezZ je stejny podil v Praze anizsi podil vSech
ostatnich vékovych skupin. Druha uroven typologie (hlavni typy)
slucuje vzdy dva zakladni typy (typy prvni urovné) do jednoho
jim nadrazeného typu. Sedm takto vzniklych typl charakterizuje
katastry/UO podle stari populace dané jednotky. Typologie je
doplnéna kartodiagramy, které porovnavaji vékovou strukturu mezi
jednotlivymi roky (nikoliv vzhledem k vékové strukture Prahy).

Vékové hranice rozliSujici jednotlivé skupiny byly stanoveny
sohledem na dostupnost dat vjednotlivych letech scitani.
Populace seniort byva vymezovana hranici 65 let (Rychtarikova
2002), nékdy se mizZeme setkat také s hranici 60 let, a to zvlasté
ve starSich pracich (Bohac 1923). Hranice pro rozliSeni mladsich
a starsich dospélych byva pouzivanarizné podle ticelu dané prace,

vétSinou vsakjde o vék 45 pripadné 50 let. VSechna data pochazeji
ze scitani lidu. Vroce 1930 byly tidaje publikovany za pritomné
obyvatelstvo, v letech 1980-2001 za obyvatelstvo bydlici a v roce
2011 za obyvatelstvo obvykle bydlici. VSechny analyzy vychazeji
pouze z poctu obyvatel, ktefi ve formulari uvedli sviij vék. Podil
téch, kteri ho neuvedli, vSak nikdy neptekrocil 0,5 %.

2011

Praha stejné jako celé Cesko v priibéhu 20.a 21. stoleti zestarla.
Podil osob starsSich 65 let se zvySil z5 % vroce 1930 na 16 %
vroce 2011. K nartistu podilu seniort doslo ve vSech desetiletich
kromé obdobi mezi roky 1980 a 1991 (viz obrazek 2.1.1), kdy
do seniorského véku vstoupila slaba generace narozena za prvni
svétove valky a naplno se projevil dopad propopulacnich opatreni
70. let. V80. letech tak mély na vyvoj vékové struktury vliv
pristéhovali do nové bytové vystavby z mimoprazskych okrest
(vice Historické aspekty migrace). Mirny pokles podilu starsich
osob mezi roky 2001 a2011 je pak zplsoben pouze zménou
metodiky sbéru dat (trvale bydlici vs. obvykle bydlici obyvatel-
stvo). Vyvoj podilu déti v prazské populaci takto jednoznacny
neni, protoZe vychazi z vyvoje porodnosti, ktery béhem 20. sto-
leti zaznamenal vykyvy. VSeobecny trend poklesu porodnosti
v populaci nastartovany béhem demografické revoluce narusilo
ve 20. stoleti nékolik udalosti: (1) dvé povalecné kompenzacni
viny porodi; (2) zvysena porodnost v dobé Protektoratu Cechy
a Morava, ktera je pripisovana vstupu silné generace narozené
po prvni svétové valce do plodného obdobi, nizkému poctu muzi
odchazejicich do valky asnaze vyhnout se nucenym pracim;

Vys$si neZ primeér Prahy
Higher than Prague average
Niz8i neZ primeér Prahy
Lower than Prague average

Katastralni uzemi
Cadastral territory

a (3) zvySena porodnost v 70. letech dana opét vstupem silnych
povalecnych roc¢nikii do plodného obdobi apropopulac¢nimi
opatrenimi komunistické vlady.

Uzemi Prahy je zhlediska vékové struktury obyvatel dife-
rencované. Nartst podilu déti smérem od centra k okrajiim popsali
jiz Antonin Bohac¢ (1923) ¢i Julie Moschelesova (1937) a stejny
jev. mizeme pozorovat v socialistické isoucasné Praze. Souvisi
s koncentrickym charakterem postupného zastavovani Prahy
a jejihookoliprobihajicihojiZzodjejihovzniku.Kladnémigrac¢nisaldo
nové vybudovanych c¢tvrti pozitivné Kkoreluje s vysi prirozeného
prirtistku (OuredniCek 2012) aoboji ma za nasledek mladou
vekovou strukturu obyvatel. Bohac (1923) pri popisu mezivalecné
Prahy hovori také ovlivu délnického avenkovského charakteru
jednotlivych obci. Nejvétsi podil déti byl tehdy patrny v rozvijejicich
se Ctvrtich na okrajich Velké Prahy, jakymi byly Jinonice, Hloubétin,
MaleSice nebo Hostivar (viz tabulka 2.1.1 v anglické Casti). Naopak
ctvrti centralniho mésta, které postupné zacinaly ztracet obyvatele,
vykazovaly vékovou strukturu spiSe starsi. Zatimco Moschelesova
(1937) predpokladala, Ze pocet déti koreluje s poctem mladych lidi
v populaci, Musil (1960) toto pozdéji vyvratil. Odhalil vysoky pocet
mladych lidi nejen v okrajovych castech Prahy ale také v castech
centralnich, jednalo se vSak omladé bezdétné lidi sodliSnym
Zivotnim stylem (Musil 1960).

V obdobi socialismu se postupné rozsSirovala oblast ctvrti
se starSi vékovou strukturou smérem od centra dale a nové se
mezi nimi_objevily drive mladé Jinonice ¢i Kosife atakeé napr.
Dejvice aZizkov. Ctvrti s nadprimérnym podilem pouze u déti
témér vymizely a pro noveé stavéna sidlisté byla charakteristicka
mlada vékova struktura s vysokym podilem nejen déti, ale hlavné
mladych lidi - jejich rodic (predevsim ve véku 20-34 let, viz
Musil 1985). Ostatni vékové skupiny byly zastoupeny minimalné.
Nerovnomérna vékova skladba je na sidliStich sniZzs$imi
migra¢nimi zisky patrna az dodnes. V mapé zobrazujici vékovou
strukturu obyvatel prazskych katastri vroce 1980 se zietelné
projevila predevSim vystavba Severniho a]Jizniho Mésta v 70.
a 80. letech 20. stoleti. Vyvoj po roce 1989 je ovlivnén predevsim
novou bytovou vystavbou vramci procesu suburbanizace
(Ourednicek 2003), diky kterému omladly nékteré cCtvrti se
zastavbou rodinnych domt u prazskych hranic (napt. Kolovraty,
Lipany ¢i MiSkovice). Nejstarsi vékova struktura je dnes patrna
v katastrech Prahy 4 a Prahy 10. Vysoky podil seniorii ma také
napft. StfiZkov nebo Kobylisy. Naopak centralni ¢asti mésta diky
vysoké migracni atraktivité a prilivu mladych lidi (mezi nimi
i cizincli) uZ dnes za starSi oznacit nelze, i kdyZ podil seniort

Déti Mladi lidé Starsi lidé Seniori
Hlavni typ vékové struktury Children  Young adults Older adults  The elderly Vedlejsi typ vékové struktury
Main type of age structure 0-14 15-44 45-64 65+ Secondary type of age structure
Vyrovnané A v v A S vys$s$im podilem déti a seniort
Balanced With higher share of children and the elderly
Nevyhranéné blize k mladsi A A v A S niz$im podilem pouze u starsich lidi
Indefinite closer to younger With lower share of older adults only
Nevyhranéné blize k mladsi A v A v S vy$Sim podilem déti a starSich lidi
Indefinite closer to younger With higher share of children and older adults
Sp1’§e mladsi A A A v S vy$$im podilem u vSech skupin mladSich 64 let
Rather younger With higher share of all groups younger than 64
. Spise mladsi v A v v S vy$s$im podilem pouze u mladych lidi
Rather younger With higher share of young adults only
. Mladsi A A v v S vy$Sim podilem mladych lidi a déti
Younger With higher share of young adults and children
. Mladsi A v v v S vy$8im podilem déti
Younger With higher share of children

v populaci je stale vysoky. V podrobnosti UO je pak vidét dife-
rencovany vyvoj vékové struktury vramci katastralnich tzemi
dany ne/atraktivitou konkrétnich lokalit.
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Nevyhranéna bliZe k starsi A v A A S niz8im podilem pouze u mladych lidi . Mladsi A A v v S vy$$im podilem mladych lidi a déti
Indefinite closer to older With lower share of young adults only Younger With higher share of young adults and children
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Age structure of the population is one of the key characteristics
of an area. Besides demographic structure, it also provides
information on social and economic structures and as such, it
serves as a basis to analyse the population development. Other
area characteristics are closely connected with age distribution
(marital status, level of education, economic structure), and so
is the importance of demographic processes (death rate, birth
rate, migration). In Czechia and in the Euro-American context,
demographic ageing is a significant feature of the modern
development of age structure (Rabusic 1995, Rychtarikova 2002).
In some European countries, the beginnings of this phenomenon
date back to the early 20" century (Kalibova 1997); in Czechia,
it first occurred around the 1950s (Rabusic 1995). The early 21+
century is marked by a rapid ageing and political discussions
about the effects of low birth rate and growing life expectancy on
economy. Besides the demographic and migration behaviour of
our population (see also Migration in Prague 2000-2013), foreign
migration is also important for the development of age structure
of Czechia and Prague, even though its importance during the
Communist rule was limited. However, since 1989 immigration
has been increasing again and nowadays, foreigners represent a
high share of the economically active population (Drbohlav et al.
2010), whereby their highest concentration is in Prague (Cermak,
Janska 2011).

The purpose of this thematic map is to assess the evolution
of spatial differentiation of Prague’s population age structure in
1930-2011. This is achieved through cartograms, representing
a typology of Prague cadastral territories (or more precisely
urbanistic districts in 2011 [“UDs”]) based on the share of
four main age groups (0-14, 15-44, 45-64, 65 and more), as
compared to their share in Prague as a whole. The typology is
based on two levels. The first (basic) one divides the cadastral
territories into 14 types based on different combinations of
below-average and above-average shares (shares lower or higher
than those in Prague as a whole) of four main age groups. For
example, cadastral territories / UDs marked “higher share of the
elderly” have a higher share of people aged 65 and over than it is
the case for Prague as a whole, and a lower share of all other age
groups. The second (main) level of typology combines two basic
types (first level types) into one superordinate type. Seven types
created in this way describe cadastral territories / UDs based on
the age of the population. Proportional symbols then compare
the age structure in individual years (i.e. not with regard to the
age structure of Prague).

The age limits defining the individual groups were determined
taking into account the availability of data in the particular
census years. The elderly population is defined as people aged 65
years and over (Rychtarikova 2002), even though a 60-year limit

sometimes occurs as well, mainly in older studies (Bohac 1923).
There are different limits used for the differentiation of young
and older adults based on the purposes of the study; however,
usually the limit is 45 or 50 years. All data comes from censuses.
In 1930, the results refer to actual population, in 1980-2001 to
resident population and in 2011 to usually resident population.
All analyses are only based on the amount of people who stated
their age in the census form. However, the share of those who
didn’t state never exceeded 0.5%.

Like the rest of Czechia, Prague population has grown older
in the 20™ and 21 centuries. The share of people aged 65 and
over increased from 5% in 1930 to 16% in 2011. The share of the
elderly increased in all decades with the exception of 1980-1991
(see Figure 2.1.1 in Czech version), when the less numerous
generation born during the First World War entered the old
age and the impact of the 1970s pro-population measures fully
manifested itself. In the 1980s, the evolution of the age structure
was influenced by people moving to the new housing estates
from outside of Prague (see Historical aspects of migration). The
slight drop in the share of the elderly between 2001 and 2011
was only caused by the change in the data collection methods
(permanently resident versus usually resident population). The
evolution of the share of children in the Prague population is
not so straightforward, since it is based on the evolution of the
birth rate, which was fluctuating during the 20" century. The
general trend marked by a drop in natality, initiated during the
demographic transition, was disturbed on several occasions
during the 20" century: (1) two postwar compensatory waves of
births; (2) increased natality during the Protectorate of Bohemia
and Moravia, which is attributed to the numerous generation
born after the First World War entering the fertile period, a low
number of men leaving for war and the attempts to avoid forced
labour; and (3) increased natality in the 1970s, again related to
the numerous postwar generation entering the fertile period and
the pro-population measures of the communist government.

In terms of age structure of the population, the Prague area
is differentiated. The increase in the share of children directed
from the city centre towards its outskirts was described already
by Antonin Boha¢ (1923) and Julie Moschelesova (1937) and
can be observed both in the socialist and modern Prague. This
phenomenon is related to the gradual concentric building up of
the Prague area and its surroundings, taking place from the
beginning. The positive net migration in the new neighbourhoods
positively correlates with the natural increase rate (Ourednicek
2012), both resulting in a young age structure of the population.
According to Bohac (1923), the age structure in Prague in the
interwar period was also marked by the influence of the working-
class and rural character of the individual municipalities. The

greatest share of children could be observed in the developing
neighbourhoods on the outskirts of Greater Prague, such as
Jinonice, Hloubétin, MaleSice or Hostivar (see Table 2.1.1). On the
other hand, the age structure of the central city neighbourhoods,
which were slowly losing people, was rather old. Whereas
Moschelesova (1937) suggested that the number of children
correlated with the number of young people in the population, this
assumption was later disproved by Musil (1960). He recorded a
high number of young people not only on the outskirts of Prague,
but also in the central neighbourhoods; however, these were
young childless people with a different life style (Musil 1960).
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more
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4
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territories
65 and
more

Jinonice 26.2 Kr¢ 16.7 Haje 34.8 Nusle 24.3 Lipany 26.4 Malesice 26.3
Hloubétin  24.0 Josefov 7.8 Bohnice 32.5 VySehrad 24.0 Kolovraty 22.5 Vokovice 25.3
Male§ice ~ 235 MaldStrana 7.3 Troja  32.3 Hrdlotezy 235 Miskovice 22.0 iii‘;;ina 25.3
Hrdlotezy  23.4  Strizkov 7.3 Chodov  31.7 Holyné 23.4 Hajek 20.6 Veleslavin  25.2
Prosek 232 Staré Mésto 6.9  Cimice 30.7 Jinonice 23.2 Pitkovice 20.3 Branik 24.6
Hostivat ~ 22.8 Vyehrad 6.8 Letiiany 30.7 HoleSovice 23.1 zf:ebora' 19.8 Stiizkov 243
Radlice 22.6 Nové Mésto 6.6 Lhotka 29.7 Vysotany  22.6 NebusSice 19.7 Kobylisy 24.3
Vokovice ~ 224 Smichov 6.4 | Hostivat 284 Zizkov 22.4  Ujezd 19.3 Zabéhlice 24.1
Hodko- 221 Vinohrady 6.3 Prosek  28.1 Libeft 22.3 Dablice 188 Kr¢ 23.1

vicky

Stiizkov 22.0 Stiizkov  27.0

Prague 19.9

Kreslice 18.6 Strasnice 21.8

Prague 16.0

Troja 6.2
Prague 5.2

Vinohrady 22.1

Prague 15.2 Prague 16.7 Prague 12.2

Table 2.1.1: Cadastral territories with the greatest share of children and people aged 65 and over
Source: SUS, 1934, CSU, 1980, 2011

During the socialist era, the area with an older age structure
was gradually spreading from the centre towards the outskirts,
and the formerly young neighbourhoods, such as Jinonice, KoSire,
Dejvice and ZiZkov, were getting older. Neighbourhoods that were
above the average only in terms of the number of children almost
disappeared; the newly built housing estates were marked by
a young age structure with a high share of not only children, but
mainly also young people - their parents (aged mostly 20-34, see
Musil 1985). Other age groups were represented minimally. An
uneven age structure is typical for housing estates with a lower
migration rate to this day. In the map showing the age structure
of Prague cadastral territories in 1980, a significant impact of the
construction of Severni Mésto and Jizni Mésto in the 1970s and
1980s can be observed. The post-1989 development was mainly
shaped by the construction of new housing estates as a part of
the suburbanization process (Ourednicek 2003), thanks to which
peripheral neighbourhoods with family houses (such as Kolovraty,
Lipany or Miskovice) became younger. Nowadays, the cadastral
territories of Prague 4 and Prague 10 have the oldest age structure.
Also Strizkov or Kobylisy have a great share of the elderly. On the

other hand, even though the share of the elderly in the population
of the central parts of Prague is still significant, they cannot be
described as older thanks to their attractiveness for migrants and
the inflow of young people (including foreigners). The detailed
UD map shows the differentiated development within cadastral
territories, which can be attributed to the un/attractiveness of
the particular locations.
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