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Research onvarious types of crime or selected criminal offences
atlarger territorial unitlevel was conducted by so called European
cartographic school of criminology as early as the 19" century.
Research at city level consisted mainly of ethnographic studies,
e.g. Mayhew (1861 [2009]) studied London underworld, Thrasher
(1927 [2013]) analysed youth gangs. More extensive analyses
of patterns and distribution of various criminal offences are
associated with the Chicago school. However, major development
took place only later, in the context of social problems associated
with anincrease in crime in the 1960s. Phillips (1972, cit. in Smith
1986, p. 6) on the example of US cities pointed to the declining
incidence of certain criminal offences towards the outskirts (car
theft, robbery, burglary) and to the existence of specific territorial
clusters of e.g. rape, property crime or pickpocketing. Smith
(1986) followed up on his work and identified a higher concen-
tration of thefts, burglaries, robberies and sexual harassment in
the inner city. Environmental criminology research highlighted
the search for links and causes of the spatial distribution of crime,
the importance of social and physical environment, social ties and
the specifics of city development.

Research on the spatial distribution of crime within Prague has
not been given much attention. A study on robbery in Prague was
published only in the 1990s (Osmancik 1992). The number of
publications has since increased with the majority of them being
overview studies on the structure of crime (e.g. Maresova and
Scheinost 2001), studies focused on a selected criminal offence
(e.g. robbery in Prague, Rozum et al. 2005) or on crime victims
(Martinkova 2002). Although these studies provide a wealth
of valuable information, most of them lack spatial aspect with
the exception of studies by Cermdk (2008), Karban (2009) or
Temelova et al. (2012). At the same time, there is new research
into crime in various residential areas of Prague, e.g. in the centre
and inner city (Jichova and Temelova 2012a, b).

The aim of the map sheet is to assess spatial differentiation and
changes in recorded crime structure in Prague in 1995-2013. The
classification of crime is taken from the tactical and statistical
classification used by the police with an emphasis on general
crime (consists of violent, property and moral crime) consisting
of violent and property crime and their detailed structure. The
maps use classic crime indices (number of recorded criminal
offences per number of inhabitants), detection (share of criminal
offences in which the identity of the perpetrator is known) and
typologies based on the indices from the 1990s to the present
time. The assessment covers differences between local police
departments (hereinafter LPD) and city zones defined on the
basis of residential buildings in accordance with the typology of
Ourednicek et al. (2012) (see Typology of residential areas).

The data is primarily acquired from the Czech Police Presidium
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statistics (Statistical Recording System of Crime) covering the
period from 1995 to the present time. The statistics include only
recorded crime which may differ substantially from the real
situation. In the case of certain criminal offences, the undetected
(latent) crime may constitute up to 70% (see also MareSova and
Scheinost 2001). High latency is mainly associated with theft
since it represents a significant part of overall crime rate and
thus has a considerable influence on it (see also MareSova 2006).
Crime statistics are also influenced by other circumstances such
as statistical data processing and the way police record criminal
offences. For example, a series of car thefts is sometimes recorded
as one, sometimes as more criminal offences (MaresSova 2006).
Another differentiating factor are legislative changes, e.g.in 2002
the threshold for property crimes increased from 2500 CZK to
5000 CZK, in 2006 driving without a licence became a criminal
offence (see also MareSova 2006). Furthermore, there is a lack
of continuous data regarding the population present in the city,
which accounts for a significant part of the crime rate. Therefore,
areas with alow number of residents, but a high number of people
present are disadvantaged (e.g. city centre). A more detailed
description of other problematic areas related to criminal data
processing may be found in part Crime in Prague.

The evolution of the structure of crime is associated with
society-wide changes after 1989. The structure of crime in Prague
has changed considerably since 1995, as “new” types of criminal
offences were gradually incorporated into legislation (computer
crime, credit card fraud etc.). Thus, the number and share of other,
remaining and economic criminal offences has risen since the
1990s (see also Figure 6.2.1 in Czech version). On the other hand,
there is a decrease in general crime index. Only several LPDs in
the city centre and inner city (Liben, Nusle, Pankrac or Smichov)
with a high share of property crime still have high values.

Since the 1990s, violent and property crime index has been
declining in Prague, which is particularly evident today. Both
indices have highest values in the city centre and decrease towards
the outskirts (see also Table 6.2.1). The concentration of crime in
the city centre is mainly associated with close links between certain
criminal offences and the presence of potentially suitable victims/
targets, e.g. pickpocketing, robberies, car thefts or thefts from cars.
The detection for violent and property crimes varies considerably.
Despite a gradual decline, the average detection for violent crime
is over 50% in every period, whereas for property crime it is less
than 20%. The character of the crime plays an important role here,
as violent crime is linked to personal contact with the perpetrator,
whereas in property crime the contact is less common.

Despite the generally declining rates, violent crime index
undergoes a different evolution in each neighbourhood. While in
the outer city and urban periphery LPDs a gradual decline may

Local police districts

Violent crime index Property crime index

lz,‘r’:gelsl:f 1995-  2000-  2005- 2010- 1995- 2000- 2005- 2010-
1998 2003 2008 2013 1998 2003 2008 2013
City centre  11.7 12.2 10.0 5.7 3073 3060 2480 1872
Inner city 3.4 3.7 3.1 24 813 897 710 635
Outer city 28 25 21 14 653 570 486  34.4
Urban 25 2.1 2.0 0.7 559 467 522 176
periphery
Prague 3.6 35 2.9 1.9 86.7 8.6  69.0  49.8

Table 6.2.1: The evolution of violent and property crime index by city zones
Zdroj: Policejni prezidium, 1994-2014; CSU, 1991, 2001, 2011
Note: The typology of city zones is adapted according to Ourednicek et al. (2012).

be observed throughout the whole period, in the centre and inner
city (e.g. LPD StraSnice, Vysocany, Brevnov) the index increased at
first. The index rate also reflects the change in the violent crime
structure. A negative trend is evident in the increasing share of
robberies in the inner and outer city when comparing 1995-8
to 2005-8 (LPD Liben, Karlin, Kyje). In the current period, the
numbers and shares have decreased, but the share of bodily harm
with intent has increased. The increase in the share of dangerous
threats and stalking may be related to the new categorization of
stalking as a criminal offence. However, this will manifest itself to
a greater extent in the coming years.

The evolution of property crime and its structure variesbetween
the city zones with a major difference being between the inner city
and urban periphery (see Table 6.2.1 and Figure 6.2.2). Although
burglaries have long been affecting the city centre, differences
between the zones are gradually diminishing. A similar trend
may be observed in car thefts and thefts from cars. While in the
1990s there were huge differences between the city centre and
other zones, the following period saw levelling of differences and
currently the most affected area is the inner city (LPD VrSovice,
StraSnice, Pankrac). In general, pickpocketing occurs primarily in
areas with a higher concentration of people, i.e. in the city centre
or LPDs with large shopping centres (e.g. LPD Letiniany, Zli¢in).

90
80
70
60
50

40
30 metteee,,

20
8880808882282 ss000000a,

10 ""0--.:;-;:-: ...... 1000saagggsecccse’
:::::::::-.=§!=5=:='---.:::':-°.

inhabitants at the age
of 15 and older

Number of crimes per 1000

1995-1998 2005-2008 2010-2013

------ City centre burglaries = == = City centre pick-pockets

City centre thefts of cars and inside cars ~ eeeceee Inner city burglaries

= = e |nner city pick-pockets e |Nner city thefts of cars and inside cars

------ Outer city burglaries = e = Quter city pick-pockets

Outer city thefts of cars and inside cars ~ eeeeee City periphery burglaries

= e = City periphery pick-pockets City periphery thefts of cars and inside cars

Figure 6.2.2: The evolution of property crime in Prague's city zones

Source: Policejni prezidium, 1994-2014; CsU, 1991, 2001, 2011
Note: The typology of city zones is adapted according to Ourednicek et al. (2012).
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Nezaméstnanost je jednim zdetailn€ji  sledovanych
ekonomickych indikator(i, pomoci néjZ se ve méstech vymezuji
socialné vyloucené lokality (Mares, Horakova, Rakoczyova 2008) ¢i
urcuje mira deprivace obyvatel (Musil 1967). Uzemni koncentrace
nezaméstnanostiv urcité méstské lokalité miiZe totiZ véstk zvySeni
miry deprivace rezidentd, poklesu jejich Zivotni irovné a nasledné
zvySené Kkoncentraci jevi socidlni patologie (napf. kriminality,
socialnich konfliktd aj.). Pokud v azemi pretrvava dlouhou dobu,
objevuje se riziko vzniku tzv. kapes chudoby a umocnéni spiraly
socidalniho vylouceni (Fertrova 2011). Uzemi zaroven ziskava
negativni renomé, coz se odrazi vresidencnich preferencich
obyvatel ilokaliza¢nich rozhodnutich investor(i a nasledné pak
ive vzdélanostni, kvalifikacni avékové strukture obyvatelstva
(Katrnak, Mares 2007).

Cilem specializované mapy je zhodnotit vyvoj nezaméstnanosti
v Praze a jeji regionalni diferenciaci v porevolu¢nim obdobi.
V Cesku se v této dobé etablovalo nékolik zplisobil jejiho méieni
(viz obrazek 7.1.1). Specializovana mapa vychazi z daji o mife
nezaméstnanosti ze Scitani lidu, domid a bytd (SLDB), grafické
prvky pak doplikové vyuzivaji i idaje o mire registrované neza-
meéstnanosti z Ministerstva prace_a socialnich véci (MPSV)
a_obecné mire nezaméstnanosti z Ceského statistického uradu
(CSU) ziskané prostrednictvim Vybéroveho Setfeni pracovnich sil
(VSPS).
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Obrdzek 7.1.1: Srovndni vyvoje nezaméstnanosti v Praze v porevolu¢nim obdobi (1990-2013)
na zdkladé vyuzivanych datovych zdrojii

Zdroj: CSU, 1991; CSU, 2001; CSU, 2011; CSU, 2014; MPSV, 2014a.

Pozndmka: Obecnd mira nezaméstnanosti (CSU; SLDB) vyjadiuje k rozhodnému okamZiku s¢itdni podil poctu
nezaméstnanych osob na poctu pracovnich sil v ndrodnim hospoddrstvi. Obecnd mira nezaméstnanosti (CSU;
VSPS) je definovdna jako podil poctu nezaméstnanych na celkové pracovni sile (dle metodiky Eurostatu
vypracované na zdkladé doporuceni Mezindrodni organizace prdce [ILO]). Mira registrované nezaméstnanosti
(MPSV; roéni primér; dle metodiky platné do 6/2004) je vyjddiena podilem poctu neumisténych uchazeci
0 zaméstndni registrovanych na tradech prdce k poslednimu dni sledovaného obdobi na pracovni sile. Dle metodiky
platné od 7/2004 do 12/2012 je definovdna podilem registrovanych dosazitelnych neumisténych uchazeci
o zaméstndni (ob¢anii CR i obéanii EU [EHP]) vedenych tifady prdce na pracovni sile. Od ledna 2013 jde o podil
nezaméstnanych osob dany podilem dosaZitelnych uchazecii o zaméstndni ve véku 15-64 let na vsech obyvatelich
ve stejném veku.

Zatimco na urovni Ceska miéiZeme sledovat regionalni rozdily
jiz v prvorepublikovém obdobi, udaje za Prahu v podrobném
uzemnim clenéni jsou kdispozici az v porevolucnim obdobi.
Z dat ze Scitani lidu vroce 1930 vyplyva, Ze vysokou absorpCni
schopnost pracovnich sil mély predevSim zemédélské oblasti
a mira nezaméstnanosti v Praze (4,5 %) nebyla o mnoho niZsi nez
celorepublikovy primér (4,7 %). V povaletném socialistickém
ziizeni pak byla nezaméstnanost de jure ilegdlnim jevem!
a statisticky se nesledovala. Pouze vobecné roviné muiZeme
konstatovat, Ze vramci nivelizace typické pro socialistické
usporddani bylo vidc¢i ekonomické postaveni Prahy ajejiho
metropolitniho regionu potlacovano ve prospéch ekonomického
rustu center nizsich rada (Hampl 2005).

Bezprostredné po padu Zelezné opony byla mira nezamést-
nanosti v Praze (2,76 %) ve srovnani s celorepublikovym
primérem (2,36 %)? relativné vysoka. Tato kratkodoba situace
byla zplisobena docasnym navysenym poctu lidi bez prace,
ktery se objevil v oblastech s intenzivni koncentraci priimyslové
vyroby, jejiz klesajici produkce reagovala na ztratu dosavadnich
odbytist. Prvotni faze propousténi pritom zasahla ve vétsi mire
muzskou cast populace aprojevila se zejména v centralnich
castech Prahy, dale pak v oblastech lokalizace vyroby (Smichov
3,53 %) azejména v tradi¢nich residencnich lokalitach délniki
(Karlin 4,05 %). Z hlediska pozdéjsiho vyvoje je tento vykyv
z roku 1991 do znac¢né miry paradoxni. I z tohoto diivodu lze rok
1991 povazovat spiSe za prechodny a data o nezameéstnanosti,
vzhledem K jeji vysi, jen za orientacni.

Rozvolnéni centralniho rizeni ekonomiky v 90. letech vedlo
k relativné rychlému nartstu ekonomické dominance PraZzského
metropolitniho regionu v narodnim systému, ktera se odrazila
mj. v koncentraci pracovnich prileZitosti arelativné nizké mire
nezameéstnanosti (5,37 %) vici celostatnimu primeéru (9,27 %)>.
Nicméné i v Praze doSlo stejné jako v celém Cesku k jejimu nartistu
zejména Kkvili pozdéjsim dlsledkim ekonomické recese.
Obdobi let 1999-2005 lze charakterizovat jako obdobi vysoké
nezaméstnanosti (Fertrova 2011), pricemZ nejvice nezameést-
nanych bylo v tradi¢nich délnickych lokalitach (v Karliné 8,52 %;
Vysocanech 7,94 %; Libni 7,35 %; Zizkové 7,25 %)* a oblastech
severovychodni c¢asti Prahy, kde celkovou poddimenzovanost
ukazuje i socio-demograficka struktura obyvatelstva (viz Vékova
struktura Prahy, Vzdélanost v Praze a Socidlni status v Praze).
Je vSak nutno zminit, Ze nezaméstnanost v Praze vykazuje
dlouhodobé nejnizsi celorepublikové hodnoty a prostorova
diferenciace je relativné nizka. Na rozdil od stavu v 90. letech
ma tento vzorec jiZ dlouhodobéjsi charakter alze ho spatrovat
ivroce 2011. Rok 2011 je vsak jiZ ovlivnén hospodarskou recesi
pocinajici rokem 2008 azvySenou nezameéstnanosti ve vétSiné
katastralnich uzemi Prahy, ktera je patrna hlavné v okrajovych
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Castech (jedna se vSak casto o uzemi s nizkym poctem obyvatel).
K proméné prostorového vzorce nezameéstnanosti vletech 2001
az 2011 napomahaji i metodické promeény sbéru azpracovani
dat, konkrétné publikovani udajli z roku 2011 za obvykle bydlici
obyvatelstvo (vroce 1991 a 2001 za trvale bydlici) a také vysoky
pocet obyvatel, kteri vroce 2011 neodpovédéli na otazku tykajici
se nezaméstnanosti (14,5 %). To ma za nasledek sniZujici se
validitu dat (viz Svoboda, Pridalova, Ourednicek 2014).1 pres vyse
uvedené jsou vSak patrna uzemi s dlouhodobé nadpriimérnym
podilem nezaméstnanych v Praze, jako jsou Cholupice, Karlin,
Nusle, Cerny Most a Vysoc¢any (viz tabulka 7.1.1).

1991 2001 2011

KU EA MN KU EA MN KO EA MN
Karlin 7277 4,05 Cholupice 233 9,44 Nusle 18762 10,81
Cholupice 225 4,00 Karlin 6576 8,52 Kralovice 162 9,26
Benice 131 3,82 Vysolany 4381 7,94 Karlin 5576 9,18
Smichov 19 849 3,53 Hrdlorezy 181 7,73  Béchovice 1136 9,07
Mala Strana 4 252 3,50 Liben 14 683 7,35 Nedvézi u Ri¢an 177 9,04
Nové Mésto 17 670 3,47 Zizkov 29261 7,25 Hostavice 1330 8,80
Nusle 20927 3,44 Hloubétin 5595 7,17 Lahovice 218 8,72
Staré Mésto 6704 3,42 Holesovice 18 006 6,81 Trebonice 254 8,66
VyS$ehrad 1063 3,39 Satalice 698 6,73 Hloubétin 5979 8,50
Holyné 181 3,31 Treboradice 364 6,59 Predni Kopanina 332 8,43
Zizkov 31542 3,30 Letiiany 8679 6,50 Vysocany 7700 8,27
Liben 15359 3,27 Smichov 17 795 6,49 Cholupice 242 8,26
;‘;‘;?liolupy 5507 3,20 Nusle 18414 6,47 Cerny Most 13356 8,20
Lochkov 316 3,16 Cern}'f Most 10678 6,43 Hajek u Uhfinévsi 245 8,16
Vinohrady 32972 3,12 Hajek u Uhtinévsi 187 6,42 Benice 307 8.14

Tabulka 7.1.1: Katastrdlni tizem{ s nejvyssi mirou nezaméstnanosti v daném roce

Zdroj: CSU, 1991, CSU, 2001, CSU, 2011

Pozndmbka: pouze KU - katastrdini tizemi s 50 a vice obyvateli; EA - ekonomicky aktivni obyvatelé, MN - mira
nezaméstnanosti (%)

Svyvojem nezameéstnanosti souvisi také pocet, struktura
arozmisténi pracovnich prilezitosti. Aredlem snejvyznamnéjsi
koncentraci pracovnich prilezitosti je centrum mésta. Procesy
odehravajici se v transformujici se Praze v novych podminkach post-
industridlnich produk¢nich vztahli adiverzifikace zaméstnani vSak
rozsiruji lokalizaci pracovnich prileZitosti i do dalSich ¢asti mésta iza
jeho hranice (Lang 2003, Garreau 1991) a pretvareji tradicni pojeti
méstského centra jako jediného dominantniho arealu koncentrace
pracovnich prilezitosti. Tuto ulohu Castecné piebiraji okrajové arealy
uvnitt meésta (Zlicin, Cerny Most, Chodov, Ruzyné) iuzemi na okraji
celého metropolitniho regionu. Zvyseny pocet pracovnich prilezitosti
i vjinych neZ centralnich ¢astech mésta aza jeho hranicemi prispiva
k rovnomérné;jsi prostorové disperzi nezameéstnanosti.

I Dle trestniho zdkona ¢. 86/1950 Sb.
2 Udaje ze SLDB 1991.
3 Udaje ze SLDB 2001.
* Udaje ze SLDB 2001.
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