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Struktura obyvatel podle rodinného stavu je odrazem
dlouhodobého plisobeni rady faktori, mezi které patri
demografickd a ekonomicka situace Uzemi, postoje a hodnoty
obyvatel Ci rodinna politika statu anastaveni legislativy. Ve
vyvoji struktury obyvatel Ceska podle rodinného stavu jsou
patrné dopady obou svétovych valek ahospodarské Kkrize
30. let, ,prorodinny“ pristup komunistického reZimu azmény
demografického chovani odrazejici se ve vyvoji vékové struktury
obyvatel. Obrat, ktery nastal po roce 1989, vsak jiZ pouze témito
faktory vysvétlit nelze. V souCasnosti jsme svédky promén
hodnotového systému ve spolecnosti, mezi néz patri i zména
postoju kinstituci manzelstvi (Fialova 2006). V Cesku dochazi
k naristu poctu nesezdanych souZiti, samostatné Zijicich lidi (tzv.
singles), déti narozenych mimo manzelstvi, zvySovani snatkového
véku i véku Zen pri prvnim porodu (Bartonova 2005, Fialova 2005,
Tomasek 2006, Chaloupkova 2011). Zatimco nékteri vidi tento
posun jako problematicky, jini ho popisuji jako nevyhnutelny
disledek novych moZnosti seberealizace a diferenciace Zivotnich
styli (Samanova 2006, Tomasek 2006).

Cilem specializované mapy je zhodnotit vyvoj a prostorovou
diferenciaci struktury obyvatelstva v hlavnim mésté Praze podle
rodinného stavu v priibéhu 20. a na zacatku 21. stoleti. Vyuzita
data vychazeji ze scitani lidu a vztahuji se k populaci starsi 15 let.
[ pres vylouceni déti jsou vSak data ovlivnéna vékovou strukturou
obyvatel, ato predevSim v pripadé poctu/podilu svobodnych
(snatek mohou uzavirat az zletili lidé, do roku 1945 byla hranice
zletilosti 21 let, dnes je 18 let) a ovdovélych lidi (souvisi také
s podilem starsich lidi v populaci). Vletech 1921-1950 byly idaje
publikovany za pritomné obyvatelstvo, viletech 1980-2001 za
obyvatelstvo trvale bydlici a vroce 2011 za obyvatelstvo obvykle
bydlici. VSechny analyzy vychazeji pouze z poctu obyvatel, kteri
ve formulari svilij rodinny stav uvedli. Podil téch, ktefi ho neuvedli,
byl nejvyssi v roce 2011 a ¢inil 1 %.

Mapovy list i obrazek 2.2.1 ukazuji zasadni promény struktury
obyvatel podle rodinného stavu, kterymi Praha v pribéhu
20. stoleti a pocatku 21. stoleti prosla. V mezivaleCném obdobi je
ve strukture patrny predevsim velmi vysoky podil svobodnych
lidi, ktery je dlisledkem relativné nizké snatecnosti 19. stoleti
prohloubené prvni svétovou valkou. Zatimco pocatek 19. stoleti
byl jeSté charakteristicky vysokou snateCnosti a nizkym snatko-
vym vékem (Fialova 1987), zhruba v poloviné 20. let 20. stoleti
doSlo k zasadnimu obratu. Vék pri snatku se zacal zvySovat a ¢ast
obyvatel se nevdala/neozZenila viibec (Fialova 1987). Do vysokého
podilu svobodnych osob v mezivalecném obdobi se navic promitla
i mlada vékova struktura obyvatel Prahy (viz Vékova struktura
v Praze). Kromé sniZeni snatecnosti vdobé valky a nasledné

8 Veleslavin

povalecné kompenzaci lze obdobi 20. a 30. let 20. stoleti povaZo-
vat za relativné stabilni (viz obrazek 2.2.2 v anglické c¢asti; Fialova
2006). Zvyk odkladat siatek do vy$siho véku pretrval (Subrtova
2006) a Fialova (2006) hovori o hranici 25 let pro Zeny a 30 let pro
muZe jako o tehdejSim standardnim véku uzavirdni manzelstvi.
Podil svobodnych byl v Praze o6 procentnich bodl vyssi nez
v Cesku. Svobodni lidé byli vice koncentrovani do centralnich ¢asti
a bohatSich ctvrti vnitiniho mésta (napr. na Vinohrady). Snatky
naopak uzavirali vice obyvatelé mensSich okrajovych ctvrti Prahy
s venkovskym razem a délnickych Ctvrti vnitinitho mésta. Rodinny
stav obyvatel souvisel se socialnim statusem ctvrti (Bohac 1923).

Podil rozvedenych osob byl zdneSniho pohledu v populaci
20. a30. let nizky. Vedle legislativnich divoda (aZ vroce 1919
byl umoZnén rozvod také prislusnikiim rimskokatolické cirkve)
se diivody pricitaji i celkovému spolec¢enskému klimatu, které
nebylo krozvodim piiznivé. Pifesto vSak Bohac¢ (1923), pri
srovnavani s minulym vyvojem, hovori o znékolikanasobeni
poctu rozvedenych a rozlouCenych. Naopak relativné vysoky byl,
vezmeme-li v potaz mladou vékovou strukturu, podil ovdovélych
lidi, predevsim Zen, na kterém se podepsala hlavné prvni svétova
valka (Bohac 1923).
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Obrdzek 2.2.1: Vyvoj struktury obyvatel podle rodinného stavu v letech scitdni lidu 1921-2011
Zdroj: CSU, 1961, 1980, 1991, 2001, 2011; SUS, 1928, 1934

Pozndmka: Data z roku 2011 zahrnuji i osoby v registrovaném partnerstvi.

Povale¢ny vyvoj prinesl opétovné snizovani véku vstupu do
manzelstvi azvysSovani poctu ipodilu vdanych Zen aZenatych
muzl na uUkor lidi svobodnych (Jurecek 1966). V prvnim
povale¢ném scitani v roce 1950 se nové nastoleny trend jiz zacal
projevovat. Podil svobodnych ztistal nejvyssi v centralnim méste,
patrny byl také rozdil mezi pravobrezni (vyssi podil svobodnych)
a levobrezni Casti mésta. Praha se vSak podilem svobodnych lidi
v populaci jiz vyrovnala priméru Ceska. Naopak nadprimérny
zlstal v Praze podil rozvedenych osob ato presto, Ze zde od

marriage termination: divorce (legal marriage termination) and
separation (without legal marriage termination). Only one way

Urban district
Katastralni izemi

dissolution of the marriage is possible since 1950.

konce prvni svétové valky rostla rozvodovost ze vSech Ceskych
okresli nejpomaleji (Vitous a kol. 1963). Nové nastoleny trend
zvySovani podilu Zenatych avdanych v populaci dosahl svého
vrcholuv 60. letech a zhruba v jejich poloviné zacal stagnovat (viz
obrazek 2.2.1). Stagnace ¢i mirny pokles pokracoval i pres zvySeni
snatecCnostiv 70. letech (viz obrazek 2.2.2 v anglické ¢asti, Fialova
1991). Podil Zenatych a vdanych v populaci v této dobé neklesal
na ukor svobodnych, ale rozvedenych a ovdovélych. To se projevilo
piedevsim u Zen z diivodu muZské nadimrtnosti a nizS§imu poctu
znovu vdanych Zen neZ muzl (Kucera 1994). V mapovém listu
ukazujicim strukturu obyvatel podle rodinného stavu vroce
1980 je ve srovnani s minulym obdobim patrna relativné nizka
uzemni diferenciace. Podil svobodnych v populaci byl velmi nizky
v celém mésté, mirné rozdily mezi centralnimi ¢astmi a zbylym
meéstem je mozné pozorovat v podilu rozvedenych a mezi starsimi
anovéjSimi Ctvrtémi v podilu ovdovélych. Musil (1977) Prahu
v dobé socialismu popisuje jako mésto s rodinnym charakterem
liSici se od typickych velkoméstskych populaci.

Porevolu¢ni doba ,nastoluje novy rezim demografického
chovani a to jak formy rodinného souZziti, tak i charakteru rodin-
ného souziti” (Kucera, Fialova 1996, s. 6). Ro¢ni pocet snatki klesa
(vizobrazek 2.2.2 vanglické Casti), uzavirani manzelstvi se posouva
do vySSiho véku, roste pocet neformalnich svazki itolerance
vici nim (Fialova 2006). Podil svobodnych osob v populaci se
v 90. letech zacal opét zvySovat, i kdyZ na predvaleCnou uroven
zatim nedosahl, ato predevSim diky starSi vékové strukture
souCasné Prahy. Patrny je také rlst podilu rozvedenych osob.
[ pres sniZeni intenzity snatecnosti a posun véku pii snatku je
rozvodovost v Praze i Cesku vysoka (Kucera 2008). Nové obdobi
také prineslo opétovné prohlubovani uUzemni diferenciace.
Nadprimeérny podil svobodnych arozvedenych osob je znovu
patrny v centru meésta a ctvrtich vnitfrniho mésta. Nejvétsi podil
svobodnych je vkatastralnich uzemich VySehrad, Vysocany
a Nové Mésto, rozvedenych pak v Nuslich a Karliné. Vysoky podil
svobodnych nové vykazuji i néktera sidliSté (napr. Cerny Most
nebo Stodilky). Vsoucasné dobé bychom vsak jiZ souvislost
rodinného stavu se socialnim statusem ctvrti hledali obtizné.
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N Year  Min. Max. Yeqr  Min. Max
1930 25,6 <« 40,2 > 59,8 1930 1,2 « 2,2 > 2,7
1950 19,7 < 23,9 > 31,9 1950 2,8 < 3,8 > 4,7
1980 10,3 <« 16,5 » 21,1 1980 1,9 « 8,1 > 12,4
1991 12,9 < 19,9 > 29,3 1991 3« 10,3 > 14,7
2001 194 < 26,6 > 30 2001 4,8 < 12,1 > 15,9
2011 224 < 34,6 > 512 2011 6,4 < 13,1 > 16,3

The structure of population by marital status reflects long-term
effects of a number of factors, such as demographic and economic
situation of the area, attitudes and values of the population or
the state family policy and legislation. The development of the
population structure in Czechia by marital status has felt the
impact of both world wars, economic depression in the 1930s,
“pro-family” approach of the communist regime and changes
in the demographic behaviour reflected in the age structure of
the population. However, the turn which occurred after 1989
cannot be explained by these factors alone. We are currently
witnessing changes in the value system of society, including
changing attitudes towards the institution of marriage (Fialova
2006) . In Czechia, there is an increasing number of couples living
in unmarried cohabitation, people living alone (singles), children
born out of wedlock, an increasing age at marriage and increasing
age of women at first childbirth (Bartonova 2005, Fialova 2005,
TomasSek 2006, Chaloupkova 2011). While some consider this
shift problematic, others describe it as an inevitable consequence
of new opportunities for self-fulfilment and differentiation of
lifestyles (Samanova 2006, Tomasek 2006).

The specialized map aims to assess the development and spatial
differentiation of the population structure in Prague by marital
status in the course of the 20" and early 215t century. The data are
based on censuses and apply to population older than 15 years.
Despite excluding children, the data are influenced by the age
structure of the population, especially by the number/percentage
of singles (marriage may be entered into only by people who
have reached age of majority, which was 21 years until 1945,
today it is 18 years) and widowed persons (it is also linked to the
percentage of older people in the population). In 1921-1950, the
results refer to the actual population, in 1980-2001 to permanent
residents and in 2011 to usually resident population. All analyses
are based only on the amount of people who stated their marital
status in the census form. The share of those who did not state it
was highestin 2011 when it amounted to 1%.

The map sheet and Figure 2.2.1 (in the Czech version) show
profound changes in the population structure by marital status
in Prague in the course of the 20™ and early 21% century. In
the interwar period there was a very high share of singles as a
consequence of the relatively low marriage rate in the 19" century,
deepened by the First World War. While the early 19" century
was still characterized by a high marriage rate and low marriage
age (Fialova 1987), approximately in the mid-1920s there was a
turning point. The age at marriage started to increase and part
of the population did not get married at all (Fialova 1987). The
high share of singles in the interwar period was also influenced
by the young age structure of population in Prague (see section
Age structure in Prague). Apart from the decrease in marriage

)

v
v

& O Gp
S i
qe €9 <9

v
o ¢

Primér / Mean

Podil ovdovélych osob v populaci starsi 15 let

x|

Share of widowed persons in population older than 15 years

Primér / Mean

Struktura populace starsi 15 let podle pohlavi a rodinného stavu

Population older than 15 years according to sex and marital status

Muzi  Zeny
@B QB Rok Men Women
QB . Year Min. Max
‘ 1930 3,4 - 8,1 > 18 L | 4
QB ; 1950 85 < 10 > 10,9 7 4
1980 4 < 11,7 > 17,6 i i
1991 1,8 < 10,8 > 18 Svobodni A Svobodné
2001 2,8 « 9,2 > 14,2 Single Single
QB 2011 18 < 74 > 13,2 Zenati Vdané
QB Ritan Primér / Mean Married Married
be Ovdovéli 7 Ovdovélé
“{ Widowed Widowed
. Rozvedeni Rozvedené
Lipany Divorced N Divorced
Poznamka: V roce 1930 jsou do kategorie rozvedeni/rozvedené fvorce tvorce
slouceny dvé tehdejsi formy ukonceni manZzelstvi: rozluka
1 HradZany (rozlouceni; pravni ukonceni manzelstvi) a rozvod od stolu a loZe
2 Mala Strana (rozvedeni; bez pravniho ukonceni). Od roku 1950 jiZ existuje
3 Staré Mésto pouze jediny zplsob ukonceni manzelstvi.
g\l\;}?;’:hl;i?to Note: In 1930 the category "divorced"” combines two forms of PRAHA 7 I:' Meéstsky obvod
6 Josefov marriage termination: divorce (legal marriage termination) and Urban district

7 StreSovice
8 Veleslavin

rate during the war and the subsequent post-war compensation,
the 1920s and 1930s are considered as a relatively stable period
(see Figure 2.2.2; Fialova 2006). The tendency of postponing
marriage until a later age remained (Subrtova 2006) and Fialova
(2006) states that 25 years for women and 30 years for men was
the former standard age of entering into marriage. The share
of singles in Prague was by 6 percentage points higher than in
Czechia. Singles concentrated more in the central parts of Prague
and wealthy neighbourhoods of the inner city (e.g. Vinohrady). On
the contrary, marriages were more often entered into by people
living on the outskirts of Prague with rural character and working-
class neighbourhoods of the inner city. Marital status of the
population was linked to the social status of the neighbourhoods
(Bohac 1923).

In retrospect, the share of divorced persons was low in the
1920s and 1930s. Besides legal reasons (members of the Roman
Catholic Church could divorce only since 1919), it was caused by
the fact that the overall societal climate did not favour divorce.
However, Bohac (1923) claims that the number of divorced and
separated persons increased manifold in comparison with the
previous development. On the contrary, when taking into account
the young age structure, the share of widowed persons, women
in particular, was relatively high, which is mainly a consequence
of the First World War (Bohac 1923).

After the war, the age at marriage was decreasing again and the
number and share of married women and men was increasing at
the expense of singles (Jurecek 1966). In the first post-war census
in 1950, the newly established trend already started to manifest
itself. The share of singles remained highest in the central city
and there was also a difference between the right-bank (higher
share of singles) and left-bank part of the city. However, the share
of singles in Prague reached the mean value of Czechia. On the
contrary, the share of divorced persons in Prague remained above
average despite the fact that since the end of the First World War
the divorce rate had the slowest increase (Vitous et al. 1963). The
newly established trend of an increasing share of married persons
in the population reached its peakin the 1960s and approximately
in the mid-1960s began to stagnate (see Figure 2.2.1 in the Czech
version). Stagnation or a slight decline continued despite the
increasing marriage rate in the 1970s (see Figure 2.2.2, Fialova
1991). The share of married personsin population atthattime was
not decreasing at the expense of singles, but rather the divorced
and widowed. This was most apparent among women due to the
excess mortality of men and a lower rate of re-married women
than men (KuCera 1994). The map sheet depicting the structure
of population by marital status in 1980 shows a relatively low
spatial differentiation in comparison with the previous period.
The share of singles in population was very low throughout

separation (without legal marriage termination). Only one way

dissolution of the marriage is possible since 1950.

the city, slight differences may be seen in the share of divorced
persons between the central neighbourhoods and the rest of the
city and in the share of widowed persons between the older and
newer neighbourhoods. Musil (1977) describes socialist Prague
as a city with a family character different from typical metro-
politan populations.

Post-revolutionary period “establishes a new mode of demo-
graphic behaviour, both the form and nature of family life”
(Kucera, Fialova 1996, p. 6). The annual number of marriages is
decreasing (see Figure 2.2.2), marriages are postponed to a later
age and there is an increase in the number of cohabitations and
tolerance towards them (Fialova 2006). The share of singles in
the population began to increase again in the 1990s, even though
it did not reach the pre-war level, mainly due to the older age
structure in present-day Prague. The share of divorced persons
increased as well. Despite the decline in the marriage rate and
postponing marriage to a later age, the divorce rate is high in
Prague and Czechia as well (Kucera 2008). In the contemporary
period the territorial differentiation has deepened again. An
above-average share of single and divorced persons is again
evident in the city centre and inner city neighbourhoods. The
highest share of singles is in the cadastral territories VySehrad,
Vysocany and Nové Mésto, divorced persons in Nusle and Karlin.
Several housing estates (e.g. Cerny Most, Stodlilky) also show a
high share of singles. At present, however, a connection between
the marital status and the social status of neighbourhoods would
be hard to find.
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