Unemployment is one of the closely observed economic
indicators which help to identify socially excluded localities in
cities (Mares, Horakova, Rakoczyova 2008) and monitor the local
deprivation rate (Musil 1967). High unemployment in a specific
urban area can lead to an increased deprivation rate amongst
local residents, a drop in their living standards and a subsequent
higher concentration of social pathology phenomena (e.g.
criminality, social conflicts etc.). If this situation persists it might
result in the creation of “pockets of poverty” and intensification
of the spiral of social exclusion (Fertrova 2011). At the same time
the area earns a negative image which affects people’s residential
preferences and developers’ choices and is later reflected in
inhabitants‘ education, qualification and age structure (Katrnak,
Mares 2007).

The aim of this map sheet is to assess the evolution of
unemployment in Prague and its regional differentiation in the
post-revolutionary period. This period is characterized by several
different ways of unemployment measuring (see Figure 7.1.1).
The map sheet draws on the unemployment rate monitored
in the Population Census, graphics also use data on the rate of
registered unemployment calculated by the Ministry of Labour
and Social Affairs (MPSV) and the general unemployment rate
provided by the Czech Statistical Office (CSU) thanks to its Labour
Force Sample Surveys (VSPS).
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Figure 7.1.1: A comparison of the evolution of post-revolutionary unemployment
(1990-2013) in Prague using data from different sources

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

Note: The general unemployment rate (CSU, SLDB) is the number of unemployed people as a percentage of the
labour force in the national economy at the census decisive moment. The general unemployment rate (CSU, VSPS)
is the number of unemployed people as a percentage of the total labour force (Eurostat methodology based on ILO
recommendations). The rate of registered unemployment (MPSV, annual average, methodology valid until June
2004) is the number of unemployed job seekers registered at the labour office at the last day of a given period as
a percentage of the labour force. According to the methodology valid from July 2004 till December 2012, the rate
of registered unemployment is the number of immediately employable job seekers (Czech and EU nationals)
registered at the labour office as a percentage of the labour force. And since January 2013 it has been defined as
the number of immediately employable job seekers in the 15-64 age group as a percentage of the whole population
of the same age.

While there are detailed data available to observe regional
disparities on the national level during the interwar period,
a similar territorial focus for Prague is not available earlier than
after the revolution. The 1930 census data show that mostly
agricultural areas had a strong ability to absorb manpower and
Prague’s unemployment rate (4.5%) was only a little lower than
the national average (4.7%). The after-war socialist state didn’t
keep any statistics on unemployment because it was de jure
illegal®. But in general the aim to establish spatial equality, which
was typical for socialist regimes, brought an effort to suppress
the dominant economic position of Prague and its metropolitan

area in favour of the economic growth of centres on a lower level
(Hampl 2005).

Prague’s unemployment rate immediately after the fall of the
iron curtain was quite high (2.76%) compared to the national
average (2.36%)2. This situation, which didn’t last for very long,
was due to a temporary increase in the number of jobless people
in industrial-production-oriented areas which were affected
by falling production caused by the loss of traditional markets.
The first wave of layoffs affected primarily the male population
and was observed mainly in central parts of Prague, production-
oriented areas (Smichov 3.53%) and traditional working class
residential areas (Karlin 4.05%). This 1991 oscillation seems,
in comparison with later development, quite paradoxical. This
is why 1991 can be considered a transitory year providing only
indicative unemployment data.

The 90s brought the easing of the centrally planned economy
and Prague’s metropolitan region quickly gained a prominent
position in the national economy resulting in, among other things,
a concentration of jobs and arelatively low unemployment rate
(5.37%) compared to the national average (9.27%)?3. Although
later on, Prague, as well as the rest of the country, experienced
an increase in the unemployment rate due to the delayed
impact of economic recession. The 1999-2005 period can be
characterized as a period of high unemployment (Fertrova 2011)
with the highest numbers of jobless people in traditional working
class neighbourhoods (Karlin 8.52%; Vysocany 7.94 %; Liben
7.35 %; Zizkov 7.25%)* and in north-eastern parts of Prague
where the overall socio-demographic structure manifests many
insufficiencies (see Prague’s Age Structure, Education in Prague
and Social Status in Prague). Nevertheless, it is important to
note that in the long term Prague’s unemployment rate is one
of the country’s lowest and its spatial differentiation is not very
pronounced. Compared to the situation in the 90s, this pattern
remained stable until 2011. The year 2011 was already affected
by the economic crisis which started in 2008 and most cadastral
territories, and particularly peripheral, less populated parts of
Prague, experienced an increase in the unemployment rate. The
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change in the spatial pattern of unemployment in 2001-2011 is
also a result of changes in data collection and processing, namely
the 2011 census data referred to usually resident population
(while data from 1991 and 2001 censuses referred to permanent
residents) and there was a high number of people who left the
question on employment unanswered in 2011 (14.5%). This
means that data validity is reduced (see Svoboda, Pridalovj,
Ourednicek 2014). Despite all this, areas with along-term high
share of unemployed people can be easily identified - for example
Cholupice, Karlin, Nusle, Cerny Most, and Vysocany (see Table
7.1.1).

1991 2001 2011

CT EA UR CT EA UR CT EA UR
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 Vysocany 4381 7.94 Karlin 5576  9.18
Smichov 19 849 3.53 Hrdlorezy 181 7.73  Béchovice 1136  9.07
Mala Strana 4252 3.50 Liben 14 683 7.35 Nedvéziu Ri¢an 177 9.04
Nové Mésto 17 670 3.47 Zizkov 29 261 7.25 Hostavice 1330 8.80
Nusle 20927 3.44 Hloubétin 5595 7.17 Lahovice 218 872
Starém Mésto 6704 3.42 HoleSovice 18 006 6.81 Trebonice 254  8.66
Vysehrad 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 Letnany 8679 6.50 Vysocany 7700  8.27
Liben 15359 3.27 Smichov 17 795 6.49  Cholupice 242 8.26
;‘;rc‘}‘folupy 5507 320 Nusle 18414 647 Cerny Most 13356 820
Lochkov 316 3.16 Cerny Most 10 678 6.43 Hajek u Uhfinévsi 245 8.16
Vinohrady 32972 3.12 Hajek u Uhfinévsi 187 6.42 Benice 307 8.14

Table 7.1.1: Cadastral territories (CT) with the highest unemployment rate in the given year
Source: CSU, 1991, CSU, 2001, CSU, 2011

Note: Cadastral territories with more than 50 inhabitants only. EA - economically active inhabitants, UR -
unemployment rate (%)

The evolution ofunemploymentisalso connected tothe number,
structure and distribution of jobs. Jobs are primarily concentrated
in the city centre. Nevertheless, Prague’s transforming landscape,
post-industrial production relations and job diversification
challenge the city centre’s traditional position as the only area
amassing job opportunities and jobs are now pooled also in
other parts of the city and even beyond its borders (Lang 2003,
Garreau 1991). Jobs are now located in peripheral areas within
the city’s borders (Zli¢in, Cerny Most, Chodov, Ruzyné) and on the
periphery of the metropolitan region. The increased number of
jobs in other than central parts of the city contributes to an even
distribution of unemployment.

I By Act no. 86/1950 Coll. of the penal code
21991 census data
32001 census data
#2001 census data
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ZAMESTNANi PODLE EKONOMICKYCH SEKTORU

STRUKTURA ZAMESTNANOSTI V PRAZE
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Struktura zameéstnanosti poskytuje informace nejen Pocatky socio-ekonomické diferenciace obyvatelstva v Praze

o dominantnim odvétvi vydélecné cinnosti obyvatel, ale odrazi
také vyvojovou fazi vyspélosti ekonomiky a spolecnosti. Pracovni
zarazenl je pritom ivyraznym prvkem osobni identity, ktery
se promitd do hodnotového ramce, vyse prijmi iresidencnich
preferenci obyvatel. Preference bydleni iniciuji prostorovou
diferenciaci (nejen) novych typl bydleni aproménuji vnitini
organizaci méstského prostoru. Struktura zaméstnanosti ve vzta-
hu klokalizaci prace atedy vztah mezi bydliStém a pracovistém
podnécuje nové formy funkéni diferenciace mésta (Ourednicek
2012). Na druhé strané miize Uzemni Koncentrace zameéstnanci
upadajiciho odvétvi C¢i nezaméstnanych obyvatel prispivat
i degradaci méstské lokality, jeji stigmatizaci ik socidlnimu
vylouCeni jejich obyvatel (Katrnak, MareS 2007). Z izemniho
hlediska pak struktura zameéstnanosti do urc¢ité miry umoznuje
identifikovat dlouhodobé strukturalné postizené lokality, které
jsou nachylné na kumulaci jevli socidlni patologie ¢i ziskani
Spatného renomeé.

Cilem specializované mapy je zhodnotit vyvoj apromény
struktury zameéstnanosti v Praze (vjejich administrativnich
hranicich platnych kdanému roku scitdni) ajeji vnitrni
prostorovou diferenciaci v dlouhodobé perspektivé promén
ekonomické reality v 20. a21. stoleti. Specializovana mapa
vyuziva data ze scitani lidu a prostrednictvim trojuhelnikového
grafu vytvari typologii zaloZenou na procentudlnim rozdéleni
vSech vydélavajicich osob, které ve scitani lidu definovaly odvétvi
své vydélecné Cinnosti, mezi tfi zakladni sektory. Typologie je
kartodiagramem doplnéna o detailnéjsi odvétvovou strukturu
zaméstnanosti (6 agregovanych odvétvi) a zahrnut je téZ podil
obyvatel, kteri ve s¢itdni neuvedli odvétvi svého zaméstnani. Ten
je v nékterych scitanich vysoky (viz tabulka 7.2.1), coZ vyznamné
ovliviiuje vypovidaci schopnost dat. Nutno také zdiraznit, Ze
metodiky sbéru dat i samotné klasifikace ekonomickych ¢innosti
obyvatelstva se ve vice jak stoletém vyvoji ekonomické reality
vyznamné promeénovaly, tedy nejsou, a ani nemohou byt plné
srovnatelné (Svoboda, Pridalova, Ourednicek 2014).

Sektor 1921 1930 1947 1950 1961 1970 1980 1991 2001 2011

Primér (z) 1,82 1,19 0,88 1,28 1,12 1,32 1,34 1,93 0,63 0,45
Primér (c) 1,52 0,99 0,88 1,27 1,03 1,21 1,31 1,85 0,58 0,36
Sekundér (z) 45,97 43,04 4345 41,74 4929 39,60 3596 31,79 22,24 18,07
Sekundér (c) 38,30 35559 43,19 41,40 4570 36,24 3535 30,34 2045 14,17
Terciér (z) 52,21 5576 5567 5697 49,59 59,08 62,70 6628 77,13 81,47
Terciér (c) 43,50 46,10 55,34 56,51 4598 54,07 61,63 63,26 70,92 63,90
Zjisténo (z) 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Zjisténo (c) 83,31

16,69

82,68 99,41 99,18 92,72 91,52 98,30 95,44 91,95
17,32 0,59 0,82 7,28 8,48 1,70 4,56 8,05

78,43
Nezjisténo (c) 21,57

Tabulka 7.2.1: Vyvoj sektorové struktury zaméstnanosti v Praze v letech 1921-2011 (v %)
Zdroj: CSU, 1970; CSU, 1980; CSU, 1991; CSU, 2001; CSU 2011; SKHLMP, 1926; SUHLMP, 1937;
SUS 1927; SUS 1935; SUS 1949; SUS 1950; UKLKS 19685.

Pozndmka: (z) - z obyvatelstva ze zjisténym odvétvim; (c) - z ekonomicky aktivniho obyvatelstva celkem.

a jejim okoli, které se pozdéji na pocatku 20. stoleti stalo soucasti
Prahy, byly patrné jiz v obdobi feudalismu. Na HradCanech a Malé
Strané (levém brehu Vitavy) se koncertovala Slechta, Nové a Staré
Mésto (pravy breh Vitavy) slouzilo obchodu av zazemi Prahy se
nachazely prevazné agrarni obce. V priibéhu 19. stoleti se Praha
vyvijela jako znac¢né industrializované provincni mésto a centrum
oblasti Cech vramci Rakousko-Uherska. Obé tato obdobi vtiskla
vyrazné prvky prostorové diferenciaci zaméstnanosti obyvatel
mésta, jenz se v roce 1918 stalo hlavnim ekonomickym a spravnim
centrem nové vzniklého Ceskoslovenska. Vuzemni diferenciaci
struktury zameéstnanosti v Praze vpribéhu dvacatého stoleti
je patrny koncentricky vyvoj, ktery do znacné miry reflektuje
prostorovy ipopulacni rist Prahy jako industridlniho mésta
i administrativné spravniho centra Cech v dfivéjsim obdobi. Ve
vSech sledovanych letech je patrny pokles odvétvi sluZeb a narust
primyslu vrelativné pravidelnych koncentrickych zénach
smérem od centra k (dobovym) hranicim meésta. [ pres malo
podrobné uzemni clenéni dat vroce 1921 je patrna koncentrace
sluZzeb do meéstského centra, ve kterém bylo ,... rozvinuto
zejména charakteristické rozdéleni Prahy na levobrezni vladni
a pravobrezni obchodni centrum” (Ourednicek 2012, s. 264).
Administrativné obchodni centrum bylo pak v prstencové
struktuie obklopeno plivodné zemédélskymi obcemi (Karlin,
Smichov, Liben, Bubny, HoleSovice, Dejvice, KoSite, Podoli, Pankrac,
VrSovice aNusle), jenz prosly vprvnich fazich industrializace
vyznamnou promeénou v tovarni a délnické Ctvrti ajiz pocatkem
20. stoleti tvorila vétSina z nich aglomeraci industrialnich pred-
meésti Prahy. Jednim z rozhodujicich faktort ptivodni industrialni
transformace byl zejména pristup k Vltavé a rozvoj Zeleznice.

Data ze scitani lidu 1921 11930 popisuji situaci, v niZz byly
tyto obce jiZ soucasti Prahy, coZ se projevuje ivyznamnéjSim
zastoupenim terciéru. Rist industridlnich prazskych predmeésti
byl diisledkem zejména rozsahle migrace z venkova (Bohac 1923,
Ourednicek 2012). Zhlediska socio-ekonomické diferenciace
smérovalyzamoznéjsivrstvy dorozSirujiciho se centraa nékterych
lokalits,, dobrouadresou” (Dejvice, Vinohrady) a vytlacovaly chudsi
obyvatele smérem k predméstim, coz jeSté umocnilo tvorbu
relativné pravidelného prstencového vzorce socialné prostorové
diferenciace (z hlediska vzdélani, prijmi, odvétvi zameéstnani
atd.), ktery pretrval do mezivalecného obdobi (Moschelesova
1937, Kral 1946 aj.).

Z dat ze scitani bezprostredné po druhé svétové valce neni
jesté patrna socialisticka transformace, kolektivizace a proména
odvétvoveé struktury, a to zejména proto, Ze scitani lidu v roce 1950
»... zastihlo etapu socialisace v samych zacatcich a v dobé scitani
nebyla provedena socialisace drobnych remeslnych a Zivnosten-
skych podniki“ (SUS 1958, s. 6), cozZ je patrné ive vyvojovém
srovnani odvétvove struktury zameéstnanosti (viz obrazek 7.2.1).
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V roce 1950 jsou uvedeny pocty méstskych obvodd, v ostatnich pocty katastralnich tzemi.

Number of urban districts in 1950, number of cadastral territories in other years.

Podil zaméstnanosti podle ekonomického odvétvi (v %)
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Obrdazek 7.2.1: Vyvoj struktury zaméstnanosti v Praze dle hospoddriskych odvétvi
(1921-2011)

Zdroj: CSU, 1970; CSU, 1980; CSU, 1991; CSU, 2001; CSU 2011; SKHLMP, 1926; SUHLMP, 1937;
SUS 1927; SUS 1935; SUS 1949; SUS 1950; UKLKS 1965.

Pozndmka: Klasifikace povoldni a hospoddrskych odvétvi se ve vyvoji znaéné lisi a jejich srovndni je nutné
vnimat jako orientacni (bliZe viz napt. Kopacka 2009; Svoboda, Pridalovd, Ourednicek 2014).
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Socialistickou transformaci ajeji dopad na odvétvovou
strukturu zameéstnanosti v Praze poprvé zachytilo azZ scitani lidu
1961. Zaroven vsak doSlo ik prvni vyrazné zméné metodiky
sbéru a vykazovani dat, coZ znacné limituje mozZnosti srovnani
s predeslym obdobim. S centralné rizenou ekonomikou doSlo
v Praze komezeni odvétvi obchodu apenéznictvi anaristu
zameéstnanosti  vodvétvi verejnych asocialnich sluZeb
a stavebnictvi. To byl disledek pocatku vystavby velkych
dopravnich infrastruktur a masoveé vystavby sidlist’ v okrajovych
castech Prahy. Ipres snahu o potlacovani pozice Prahy ve
prospéch mensich sidel aperifernich oblasti (Hampl 2005),
si Praha ponechala centralni rozhodovaci aadministrativni
postaveni, které se projevilo na zvySené zaméstnanosti ve
sluzbach v méstském centru i jeho okoli. Dominantni koncentrace
primyslu se omezila do nékolika lokalit prevazné v okrajovych
castech mésta (Letniany, Cakovice, Migkovice, Treboradice).

Polistopadova transformace provazena masovou
deindustrializaci zplisobenou zprvu ztratou odbytist stati RVHP,
nasledné neschopnosti konkurovat vlastni vyrobou zapadnim
trhiim a hlubsi ekonomickou recesi druhé poloviny 90. let, vedla
kvyrazné tercializaci prazské ekonomiky (viz obrazek 7.2.1)
icelého Ceska. Trzni ekonomika relativné rychle proménila
odvétvovou strukturu zameéstnanosti v Praze do prirozeného
prostorového usporadani podléhajiciho trznim silam. Intenzivni
tercializace se ve vnitrni prostorové diferenciaci Prahy projevila
opét nejvice vméstském centru aoblastech Prahy 6. Obecné
lze konstatovat, Ze socidlné prostorova diferenciace Prahy
zaloZena na odvétvové strukture zameéstnanosti reflektuje trend
koncentrického rozloZeni smérem od centra k okrajovym castem
meésta, ktery je patrny v pribéhu celého 20. stoleti a dominantni
odvétvi sluzeb odpovida vyvojové fazi vyspélosti ekonomiky.
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Podil zaméstnanych podle sektort
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Share of employees by sectors (in %)
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Data for population appropriate to the profession in 1930.
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Employment structure provides information not only about the
dominant industry of inhabitants’ occupation, but also reflects the
level of advancement of the economy and society. Work position is
also a significant element of personal identity, which is reflected in
the inhabitant’s value, the income and residential preferences of the
population. Residential preferences initiate spatial differentiation of
(notonly) newtypesofhousingand transform theinner organization
of urban spaces. The relationship between employment structure
and localization of work, i. e. between place of residence and
place of work, stimulates the creation of new forms of functional
differentiation of the urban area (Oufrednicek 2012). On the other
hand, spatial concentration of employees of a declining industry
or unemployed inhabitants can contribute to a degradation of the
urban area, its stigmatization and social exclusion of its inhabitants
(Katrnak, Mares 2007). Regarding the employment structure from
a spatial point of view allows us to identify areas suffering from
structural issues, which are prone to ahigh incidence of socio-
pathological phenomena or getting a bad reputation.

The purpose of this thematic map is to assess the evolution
and changes in Prague’s employment structure (within its
administrative borders relevant for the particular year of census),
as well as its spatial differentiation in the long-term context of
changing economic reality in the 20" and 21° centuries. Based on
census data, the map uses a triangular graph to show the percentage
of earners, who stated the industry of their economic activity in
the census form, in each of the three basic sectors. A proportional
symbol map then describes the employment structure by industry
in greater detail (6 defined industries) and the share of people who
didn’t state their industry of employment in the census form is also
included. In several censuses, this share was rather high (see Table
7.2.1.), which significantly hampers the interpretation of results. It
is important to note that the methods of data collection and even
the classification of economic activities have changed during the
more-than-hundred-year-long evolution of the economy. Therefore,
they are not and cannot be fully comparable (Svoboda, Pridalova,
Ourednicek 2014).

Sector 1921 1930 1947 1950 1961 1970 1980 1991 2001 2011

Primary sector

(d) 1.82 1.19 0.88 1.28 1.12 1.32 1.34 1.93 0.63 0.45
Primary sector

(t) 1.52 0.99 0.88 1.27 1.03 1.21 1.31 1.85 0.58 0.36
Secondary

sector (d) 45.97 43.04 43.45 41.74 49.29 39.60 35.96 31.79 22.24 18.07
Secondary

sector (t) 38.30 35.59 43.19 41.40 45.70 36.24 35.35 30.34 20.45 14.17
Tertiary sector

(d) 52.21 55.76 55.67 56.97 49.59 59.08 62.70 66.28 77.13 81.47
Tertiary sector

(t) 43.50 46.10 55.34 56.51 45.98 54.07 61.63 63.26 70.92 63.90
Defined (d) 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Defined (t)
Not defined (t)

83.31
16.69

82.68
17.32

99.41
0.59

99.18
0.82

92.72
7.28

91.52
8.48

98.30
1.70

95.44
4.56

91.95
8.05

78.43
21.57

Table 7.2.1: Development of employment structure by sector in Prague in 1921-2011 (in %)
Source: CSU, 1970; CSU, 1980; CSU, 1991; CSU, 2001; CSU 2011; SKHLMP, 1926; SUHLMP, 1937;
SUS 1927; SUS 1935; SUS 1949; SUS 1950; UKLKS 1965.

Note: (d) - out of population with defined sector; (t) - out of total economically active population.
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The beginnings of socio-economic differentiation of the
inhabitants in Prague and its surroundings, which became part of
Prague in the early 20" century, date back to the feudal era. The
nobles were concentrated in HradCany and Mala Strana (left shore
of the VItava River), whereas Nové Mésto and Staré Mésto
(right shore of the VIltava River) were centres of trade. In
Prague’s hinterland, there were mainly agriculturalmunicipalities.
During the 19% century, Prague developed into ahighly
industrialized provincial city and the centre of Bohemia, as part
of Austria-Hungary. Both these periods significantly shaped the
spatial differentiation of employment of the inhabitants of the
city, which in 1918 became the main economic and administrative
centre of the newly formed Czechoslovakia. In the 19* century,
the development of spatial differentiation of employment
structure in Prague had obvious concentric pattern, reflecting
the spatial and population growth of Prague as an industrial city
and administrative centre of Bohemia in the preceding period.
In all observed years, there was a decline in the service sector
and an increase of the industry sector in relatively regular
concentric zones directed from the centre to the (then) borders
of the city. Even though the 1921 data is not very differentiated
in terms of space, it is clear that services were concentrated in
the city centre, in which “.. the typical division of Prague into the
left-shore governmental zone and right-shore trade centre was
highly pronounced” (Ourednicek 2012, p. 264). In an annular
pattern, the administrative and trade centre was surrounded by
originally agricultural villages (Karlin, Smichov, Liben, Bubny,
HoleSovice, Dejvice, KoSire, Podoli, Pankrac, VrSovice and Nusle),
which underwent asignificant change in the first stages of
industrialization, becoming working class neighbourhoods.
Already in the early 20®™ century, most of them were part of the
industrial suburban agglomeration of Prague. Decisive factors
shaping the industrialization were mainly the access to the Vltava
River and development of the railway.

The 1921 and 1930 census data reflect a situation where these
municipalities were already parts of Prague, which also manifests
itself in a greater share of the tertiary sector. The Prague industrial
suburbs were mainly growing due to an extensive migration from
rural areas (Bohac¢ 1923, Ourednicek 2012). As to socio-economic
differentiation, the wealthier classes were moving to the growing
centre and certain more prestigious areas (Dejvice, Vinohrady),
pushing the poorer people towards the suburbs, which further
enhanced the formation of arelatively regular annular pattern
of socio-spatial differentiation (in terms of education, income,
industry of employment, etc.), which lasted until the interwar
period (Moschelesova 1937, Kral 1946; etc.).

The data from the census after the second world war don’t yet
reflect the socialist transformation, collectivization and the change
in the sector structure, mainly because the 1950 census ,,... took
place at the very beginning of socialization, where the socialization
of small craftsmen‘s and trade businesses was not yet completed”
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V roce 1950 jsou uvedeny pocty méstskych obvodd, v ostatnich pocty katastralnich tzemi.

Number of urban districts in 1950, number of cadastral territories in other years.

Podil zaméstnanosti podle ekonomického odvétvi (v %)
Share of employment by economic industry (in %)

P Zemédélstvi, lesnictvi, rybolov
Agriculture, forestry and fishing
P Primysl a stavebnictvi
Industry and construction
Doprava a spoje
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Public and communal services (no data in 1970)

P Ostatni nevyrobni ¢innosti
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(SUS 1958, p. 6), which is also apparent from the historical
development of employment structure by industry (see Figure
7.2.1).
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Figure 7.2.1: The evolution of the employment structure by industry in Prague (1921-2011)
Source: CSU, 1970; CSU, 1980; CSU, 1991; CSU, 2001; CSU 2011; SKHLMP, 1926; SUHLMP, 1937;
SUS 1927; SUS 1935; SUS 1949; SUS 1950; UKLKS 1965.

Note: The classification of occupations and economic sectors has changed considerably over time, the comparison
is, therefore, only indicative (for more detail see for ex. Kopacka 2009; Svoboda, Pridalovd, Ourednicek 2014).
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The socialist transformation and its effects on the employment
structure were for the first time reflected in the 1961 census
results. At the same time, the first major change in methods took
place in terms of data collection and reporting, which makes the
possibilities of comparison with the preceding period significantly
limited. In Prague, the centrally planned economy brought about
a decline in the wholesale and finance industry, and an increase
of employment in public and social services and construction.
This was a result of the beginning construction of large transport
infrastructure projects and mass construction of housing estates
on the outskirts of Prague. Despite the attempts to weaken the
position of Prague in favour of smaller cities and peripheral
areas (Hampl 2005), Prague maintained its central decisive
and administrative position, resulting in greater employment
in services in the city centre and its surroundings. Industry was
only prevalent in a few areas, predominantly on the outskirts of
the city (Letnany, Cakovice, Miskovice, Treboradice).

The post-revolutionary transformation together with a mass
deindustrialization - caused by the loss of Comecon markets,
the inability to compete with western markets and a deeper
economic recession in the second half of the 1990s - resulted in
a pronounced tertiarization of the economy of Prague (see Figure
7.2.1) and the whole Czechia. The market economy quite rapidly
gave the employment structure in Prague its natural spatial
pattern determined by market forces. The greatest tertiarization
can again be observed mostly in the spatial differentiation of
the city centre and parts of Prague 6. It may be noted that socio-
spatial differentiation of Prague based on employment structure
by industry reflects the concentric pattern directed from the
city centre towards its outskirts. This pattern can be observed
throughout the 20 century, where the prevalence of the service
sector mirrors the level of economic advancement.
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—  NEJMENSI BYTY (O 1-2 HLAVNICH MISTNOSTECH) ———
(BARVINEK 1935)

1930

Ze 100 obydlenych byt bylo byti o 1-2 hlavnich mistnostech:
Share of flats with 1-2 habitable rooms:

Kvalita bytového fondu je ukazatelem, ktery vypovida jak
o samotné kvalité bydleni (fyzicka stranka), tak ozpisobu ¢i
stylu bydleni obyvatelstva (socialni stranka) a odrazi také Zivotni
uroven obyvatel. Mezi zakladni indikatory kvality bytového fondu
sledované dlouhodobou statistikou patri velikostni struktura
bytli mérena poctem mistnosti a obytnou plochou, zalidnénost
a technicka vybavenost (napf. zdroj tepla avody ¢i vybavenost
koupelnou a toaletou). Struktura bytového fondu z hlediska kvality
se odviji od rady faktortli, mezi néZ patri celkovy objem bytového
fondu a tempo vystavby, technologické moZnosti a architektonické
pristupy, standardy bydleni, preference obyvatelstva a jeho
ekonomické moznosti (viz Musil 1971).

Cilem specializované mapy je zachytit a predstavit vyvoj kvality
bydleni v hlavnim mésté Praze v priibéhu 20. a 21. stoleti a nalézt
dilezité trendy avzorce prostorové diferenciace. Mapovy list
ilustruje proménu zptisobu bydleni prazského obyvatelstva od
zacatku 20. stoleti arozdily v kvalité bydleni mezi jednotlivymi
ctvrtémi meésta. Struktura bytového fondu podle velikosti,
zalidnénosti a vybavenosti je jednou z charakteristik vyuzivanych
k hodnoceni prostorové diferenciace obyvatelstva z hlediska jeho
socialniho, ekonomického ataké demografického sloZeni (viz
napi. Matéji 1977). PredevSim ve starSich pracich zabyvajicich se
socialné prostorovou strukturou Prahy je mozné nalézt souvislost
mezi strukturou bytového fondu asocidlnim statusem obyvatel
dané ctvrti. Ve Ctvrtich se socio-ekonomicky slabsim obyvatelstvem
se nachazely mensSi byty, s menSim pocCtem mistnosti ahorsi
kvalitou (viz napt. Matéji 1980, Votrubec 1965).

Hodnocenti kvality bytového fondu je zaloZeno na vyuziti dat ze
sc¢itani byt v Praze vletech 1921 a 1930 a ze Sc¢itani lidu, domi
a byt vletech 1950 az 2011. Do analyzy byly zahrnuty nasledujici
indikatory: velikostni struktura bytového fondu, zalidnénost bytu
atyp (kategorie) bytu dany jeho vybavenosti. Pro hodnoceni
velikostni struktury bytového fondu byla vytvorena typologie.
Typologie vychazi z podilu byt{i, sloZzenych zi) 1 az 2 obytnych
mistnosti , ii) 3 obytnych mistnosti aiii) 4 a vice obytnych mist-
nosti v jednotlivych katastralnich uzemich. Ukazatel zalidnénosti,
vyjadieny poctem osob pripadajicich na obytnou mistnost, je
hodnocen pomoci 1. a 4. kvintilu zalidnénych byt{i. Prvni kvintil
vymezuje peétinu katastralnich Uzemi snejméné zalidnénymi
byty (nejmensi poCet osob na obytnou mistnost), ctvrty kvintil
ohranicuje pétinu katastrli s nejvice zalidnénymi byty. Ukazatel
typ bytu Cleni bytovy fond na,,standardni“a ,se sniZenou kvalitou®.
Toto rozdéleni vyuziva kritérii: zptisob vytapéni bytu arozsah
zakladniho prisluSenstvi - koupelna a splachovaci zachod (viz
tabulka 9.1.1).

Vyvoj struktury bytového fondu ajeho kvality od pocatku
20. stoleti je mozné hodnotit na zakladé rozliSeni jednotlivych

BYTY V PROVIZORNICH STAVENICH (BARVINEK 1935)

KVALITA BYTOVEHO FONDU V PRAZE

PRELIDNENE BYTY (S VICE NEZ 2 OSOBAMI NA 1 HLAVNI MISTNOST)

(BARVINEK 1935)

1930

Primérny pocet obyvateld na 1 hlavni mistnost v obydlenych bytech:

Number of inhabitants per 1 habitable room:

Absolutni pocet bytt (obydlenych i neobydlenych) v provizornich stavenich.

Number of flats in temporary dwellings.

O
qp)
@)
e
Ustiedni . . ]
Typ bytu topeni Zakladni prislusenstvi
Standardni b Ano  Castetnédigplne ~ <oupelnai/nebo
yty P zachod
Standardni byty Ne Uplné Koupelna i zachod
Byty se sniZenou kvalitou Ne Caste¢né Koupelna nebo

zachod
Tabulka 9.1.1: Typ byt podle kvality
Zdroj: CSU, 2014

vyvojovych fazirozvoje hlavniho mésta. Pro ucely tohoto textu bude
vyuZzito clenéni na mezivalecné industrialni obdobi, socialistické
obdobi a soucasné postsocialistické obdobi. Kazda z téchto etap se
svymi specifiky promitla do struktury bytového fondu a vyznamné
ovlivnila bytovou situaci i v obdobich nasledujicich.

Na zacatku 20. stoleti byla bytova situace v hlavnim meésté
pomérné nepiizniva, pocet bytli byl nedostacujici a chybéla také
zakladni vybavenost. Naprosta vétSina byt se v této dobé skladala
pouze z jedné az dvou obytnych mistnosti (viz obrazek 9.1.1). Podle
scitani v roce 1921 bylo jeSté velmi malo bytli vybaveno zakladnim
prislusenstvim, jako je vodovod (38 %), koupelna (18 %) ¢i zachod
(37 %), pricemz toto zakladni vybaveni postradala i fada domi
ve Ctvrtich se socidlné siln€jSim obyvatelstvem (Horska 2002).
Bytovy fond byl vSak v ramci prostoru meésta znacné diferencovan.
Pripohledunamapuz 30.let 20.stoletije patrny rozdil ve velikostni
strukture a zalidnénosti bytli mezi ¢tvrtémi obyvanymi délnickym
(napt. Zizkov, Vr$ovice, Nusle) a titednickym obyvatelstvem (napf-
Vinohrady, Karlin, Dejvice). Zatimco burZoazie si stavéla vily
na ,dobrych avyslunnych polohach®, pro urednické a délnické
obyvatelstvo byly vystavény ¢inZovni domy na okraji méstského
jadra (Votrubec 1965). Nejchudsi vrstvy si pak stavély provizorni
staveni vramci tzv. nouzovych kolonii, které vznikaly v téch
nejhorsich lokalitach na zamokrenych (Na Slatinach), svazitych
(na Krejcarku), sevienych (Libensky ostrov) ¢i odlehlych (Na
Kosiku) uzemich (Votrubec 1959).

Obdobi druhé svétové valky prineslo stagnaci v bytové
vystavbé, ktera se opét zacala rozvijet az na konci 50. let (Votrubec
1965). PrestoZe uZ na zacatku socialistického obdobi dochazelo
k naristu poctu bytf, byla to aZ 70. 1éta, ktera prinesla vyraznéjsi
obrat v intenzité bytové vystavby a predevsim také vyssi kvalitu
bytového fondu (Matéjli 1977). Rozsahla bytova vystavba 70. let
méla pozitivni dopad na skladbu bytového fondu jak z hlediska
kvantitativnich (vétSi pocCet bytl aobytnych mistnosti), tak
kvalitativnich ukazateli (vybavenost zakladnim prisluSenstvim)
(viz obrazek 9.1.1 a9.1.2 atabulka 9.1.2). Dopad nové vystavby
na kvalitu bytového fondu v jednotlivych prazskych ctvrtich byl
vSak pomérné diferencovany. Nejvyssi podil plné vybavenych
byt se nachazel voblastech vystavby sidlistnich celki na
okrajich vnitfniho mésta (napr. Zabéhlice, Kobylisy, Strasnice,

Chodov). Byty na sidlistich dosahovaly v této dobé jiz témeér 100%
vybavenosti koupelnou ¢i sprchou (Votrubec 1965). Nejvice byti
se snizenou kvalitou se nachazelo v historickém jadru mésta
ave vnitrnim méste, kde prevazoval starsi bytovy fond (napt.
Smichov, Mala Strana, Zizkov, Nové Mésto). Do tohoto uzemi,
které v predchozim mezivalecném obdobi predstavovalo v ramci
méstského prostoru naopak oblast s kvalitnéjSim bydlenim, totiz
v priibéhu socialistického obdobi statni investice nesmérovaly
a dochazelo k fyzické degradaci bytového fondu (Musil 1987).
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Obrazek 9.1.1: Vyvoj velikostni struktury bytového fondu v Praze mezilety 1921 a 2011
Zdroj: Soupis bytii v Praze, 1921; S¢itdni bytii v Praze, 1930; Praha v Cislech, 1963; FS U,
1974; CSU 1950, 1980, 1991, 2001, 2011

Pozndmka 1: Pro rok 1950 nejsou dostupné tdaje o velikostni strukture bytového fondu v Praze.
Pozndmka 2: V roce 1950 se jednd o byty v obydlenych domech, tidaj miiZe zahrnovat i neobydlené byty
v obydlenych domech (CSU 1950).

V porevolu¢nim obdobi se zacala vyrazné proménovat struktura
bytového fondu z hlediska vSech sledovanych ukazatelli kvality
(velikost bytu - plocha ipocet mistnosti, zalidnénost, obytna
plocha na osobu, vybavenost bytu - viz tabulka 9.1.2 a obrazek
9.1.2 v anglické casti). Nejveétsi zmény ve skladbé bytového fondu
se odehraly ve velikostni strukture (viz obrazek 9.1.1). Témeér
na celém uzemi meésta doSlo kndarlstu podilu vétSich byt na
ukor mensSich, coZ je vSak ovlivnéno také zménou metodiky.
Nejvyraznéjsi proménu zaznamenaly okrajové Ctvrti mésta (napr.
Kolovraty, Uhtinéves, Lipence, Brezinéves), kde dochazi k vyssi
intenzité bytové vystavby. Na velikostni strukture bytli se odrazi
také obdobi vystavby apodil rodinnych domii (viz Typologie
rezidenCnich arealii). Nejvice zalidnéné byty se nachazely ve
vnitfnim mésté (napr. Zizkov, VySehrad) ave vnéjSim mesté
se sidli$tni zastavbou (napf. Cerny Most, Repy). Nicméné izde
byly hodnoty zalidnénosti pomérné nizké. V 90. letech byl jesté
stale patrny rozdil ve vybavenosti bytového fondu v riznych
castech mésta (napr. centrum vs. vnéjSi mésto), predevsim diky
rekonstrukcim se vSak ve vnitrnich ¢astech mésta sniZoval pocet
byt se sniZenou kvalitou a ani tento ukazatel dnes jiz prazskeé
ctvrti vyrazné nediferencuje.

Pocet byti Podil bytii [%]
standardnich se snizenou , se snizenou
. standardnich .
kvalitou kvalitou
1970 283 799 119 097 70 30
1980 372419 76322 83 17
1991 466 529 29 275 94 6
2001 485 419 6219 99 1
2011 477909 36 358 93 7

Tabulka 9.1.2: Vyvoj kvality bytového fondu v Praze mezi lety 1970 a 2011
Zdroj: FSU, 1974; CSU, 1980, 1991, 2001, 2011
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VELIKOST, ZALIDNENOST A VYBAVENOST BYTOVEHO FONDU

KVALITA BYTOVEHO FONDU V PRAZE
QUALITY OF HOUSING STOCK IN PRAGUE

HOUSING STOCK BY SIZE, OCCUPANCY AND EQUIPMENT

O

Klanovice

Ujezd nad Lesy

Struktura bytového fondu
podle poctu obytnych mistnosti (v %)

Structure of the housing stock
by number of habitable rooms (in %)
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Zalidnénost bytu
Flat occupancy
_ Pocet osob na obytnou mistnost. Pocet obydlenych bytt
Lipence Number of persons per habitable room. Number of occupied flats
1 Hradc¢any L L, . v
2 Mal4 Strana 1. kvintil (nejméné zalidnéné byty) 1 Hradgany
3 Staré Mésto 1. quintile (the least occupied flats) 2 Mala Strana
4 Nové Mésto — 7 77 7 "0 3 Staré Mésto
5 Vvéehrad L. L, . v 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100% 4 Nové Mést
6 ]gf:fof,a 5. kvintil (nejvice zalidnéné byty) 5 ) _ 5V;§':hr§ ° ' ' '
7 StieSovice 5. quintile (the most occupied flats) 1 az 2 mistnosti  1to2rooms 6 Josefov 0 10 000 20000 30 000
e
e
@)
N
Podil byti se sniZenou kvalitou (v %)
Share of lower quality flats (in %)
1 1 1
7 14 30 £ 1
J
Byty se sniZenou kvalitou - byty bez tstfedniho topeni
s Caste¢nym prisluSenstvim (zachod nebo koupelna/ 1 Hradéany
sprchovy kout), pripadné s uplnym ptisluSenstvim mimo byt. 2 Mal4 Strana
Lower quality flats - flats without central 431 IS\It:\:eé I\l\ggz:g L, ,
heating and either incomplete facilities (either toilet 5 Vysehrad Branik ﬂ Katastralni izemi
or bathroom/shower), or complete facilities outside flat. 6 Josefov rant Cadastral territory
The quality of the housing stock provides information on the e of flat Central e neighbourhoods were quite diverse. The greatest share of fully Number of flats Share of flats [%]
quality of housing itself (physical aspect), but also on the way ypeotfa heating asicfacriities equipped flats was in the housing estates on the outskirts of the standard lower quality standard |y
and style of housing (social aspect). It also mirrors the standard - - Bathroom and/or inner city (e.g. Zabéhlice, Kobylisy, Strasnice, Chodov). Almost quality quality
-2 ) ) ) ) Standard quality flats Yes Partial or complete toilet i : ) 1970 283799 119.097 70 30
of living of the population. The main long-term indicators of the : . 100% of the housing estate flats were equipped with a bathroom ’ :

. - . . . Standard quality flats No Complete Bathroom and toilet . . 1980 372,419 76,322 83 17
quality of the housing stock include the size structure of flats given Lower quality flats No Partial Bathroom or toilet or shower (Votrubec 1965). The lowest quality flats were in the 1991 466529 29 275 94 6
by the number of rooms and surface area, degree of crowding and Table 9.1.1: Type of flat by quality historical city centre and in the inner city, where the housing stock 2001 485,419 6,219 99 1
availability of facilities (e.g. heating and water systems, bathroom Source: (SU, 2014 was mostly older (e.g. Smichov, Mala Strana, Zizkov, Nové Mésto). 2011 477,909 36,358 93 7

and toilet facilities). The structure of the housing stock, in terms
of its quality, depends on many factors, such as the volume of the
housing stock, speed of construction, availability of technologies,
architecturalapproach,housingstandards,residential preferences
and economic potential of the population (see Musil 1971).

The purpose of this thematic map is to assess and describe the
evolution of the quality of housing in the capital of Prague in the
20" and 215t centuries and to define relevant trends and patterns
of spatial differentiation. The map sheet illustrates the change in
the way of housing of the Prague population since the beginning
of the 20" century and the differences in the quality of housing of
the individual neighbourhoods. The structure of the housing stock
based on its size, degree of crowding and availability of facilities is
one of the characteristics used to assess the spatial differentiation
of a population in terms of its social, economic and demographic
structure (see for example Matéjii 1977). Mainly in older studies
dealing with the socio-spatial structure of Prague, a correlation
can be observed between the structure of the housing stock and
social status of the population of the particular neighbourhood.
In neighbourhoods with a socio-economically weaker population,
there were smaller flats with a lower number of rooms and lower
quality (see for example Matéji 1980, Votrubec 1965).

The data used for assessing the quality of the housing stock
comes from Prague housing censuses in 1921 and 1930 and
censuses between 1950 and 2011. The following indicators were
included in the analysis: size structure of the housing stock,
degree of crowding of the flats and their type (category) based
on the availability of facilities. To assess the size structure of
the housing stock, a typology was created based on the share of
flats with i) 1 to 2 rooms, ii) 3 rooms and iii) 4 and more rooms
in the individual cadastral territories. The degree of crowding,
defined by the number of people per room, is assessed by the 1
and 4" quintiles of occupied flats. The first quintile defines fifth
of cadastral territories with the lowest degree of crowding (the
lowest number of people per room), whereas the fourth quintile
delimits fifth cadastral territories with the most crowded flats.
The type of flat indicator divides the housing stock into “standard
quality flats” and “lower quality flats”. This segmentation is based
on the following criteria: the way of heating and the availability of
basic facilities — bathroom and flush toilet (see Table 9.1.1).

The development of the housing stock structure and quality
since the beginning of the 20™ century can be assessed based on
individual development stages of the capital. For the purposes of
this text, the development stages shall be the following: interwar
industrial period, socialist period and contemporary post-socialist
period. Each of these periods specifically shaped the structure of
the housing stock and had a significant impact on the periods that
followed as well.

In the early 20" century, the housing situation in the capital
was quite unfavourable; the number of flats was insufficient
and they were lacking basic facilities. The vast majority of flats
only consisted of one to two rooms (see Figure 9.1.1 in the Czech
version). Based on the 1921 census results, only very few flats
were equipped with basic facilities, such as piped water (38%),
bathroom (18%) or toilet (37%), whereby such facilities were
not included in several houses in neighbourhoods with socially
stronger residents either (Horska 2002). However, the housing
stock was significantly differentiated within the city as well. In
the 1930s map, we can see the difference in size structure and
degree of crowding between blue-collar neighbourhoods (such as
ZiZkov, VrSovice, Nusle) and white-collar neighbourhoods (such
as Vinohrady, Karlin, Dejvice). Whereas the bourgeoisie built
their houses “in good locations on the sunny side of the city”, for
the blue-collar and white-collar populations blocks of flats were
constructed on the outskirts of the city centre (Votrubec 1965).
The poorest classes lived in temporary flats within slums, which
were constructed in the worst locations in waterlogged (Na
Slatinach), slopy (Na Krejcarku), constricted (Libensky ostrov) or
remote (Na KoSiku) areas (Votrubec 1959).

The Second World War was marked with stagnation in housing
construction, which was only revived again in the late 1950s
(Votrubec 1965). Even though the number of flats was increasing
alreadyatthebeginningofthesocialistperiod,itwasthe 1970s that
brought a significant turn in the volume of housing construction
and a marked increase in the quality of the housing stock (Matéjt
1977). The extensive housing construction of the 1970s had a
positive impact on the housing stock structure both in terms of
quantitative indicators (greater number of flats and rooms) and
qualitative indicators (availability of basic facilities) (see Figure
9.1.1 in the Czech version and 9.1.2 and Table 9.1.2). However, the
effects on the quality of the housing stock in individual Prague

In the interwar period, this was an area with more quality housing
as compared to the rest of the city; however, in the socialist period
the government didn’t invest into this area and the housing stock
was degraded (Musil 1987).

After the revolution, the structure of the housing stock started
changing significantly in terms of all quality indicators used (size
of the flat - area and number of rooms, degree of crowding, surface
area per person, availability of facilities - see Table 9.1.2 and Figure
9.1.2). What changed most in the structure of the housing stock
was the size structure (see also Figure 9.1.1 in the Czech version).
Almost in all areas of the city, the share of larger flats increased
at the expense of the smaller ones; however, this fact was also
influenced by a change in methodology (see above). The greatest
change could be observed on the outskirts (in neighbourhoods
such as Kolovraty, Uhrinéves, Lipence, Brezinéves), where the
housing construction became more intense. The size structure
of the flats also depends on the period of construction and the
share of family houses (see Typology of residential area). Flats
with the highest degree of crowding could be found in the inner
city (e.g. Zizkov, Vy$ehrad) and in the housing estates of the outer
city (e.g. Cerny Most, Repy). However, the degree of crowding was
rather low even here. In the 1990s, the difference in the availability
of facilities was still noticeable in the housing stock of different
parts of the city (for example city centre versus outer city).
However, mainly thanks to reconstruction, the number of lower
quality flats in the inner city has been decreasing and nowadays,
the difference between neighbourhoods in the availability of
facilities is not significant any more.
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Figure 9.1.2: Development of the degree of crowding and average surface area of flats in

Prague between 1961 and 2011
Source: Praha v &islech, 1963; FSU, 1974; CSU, 1980, 1991, 2001, 2011

Table 9.1.2: Development of the quality of Prague housing stock between 1970 and 2011
Source: FSU, 1974; CSU, 1980, 1991, 2001, 2011
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Struktura podle poctu obyvatel
Share by number of population in 2011
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Typologie rezidenc¢nich aredli ma v Praze dlouhou historii,
kterou lze dokumentovat jiZ ustarSich praci vénujicich se
socialné-prostorové diferenciaci mésta (Moscheles 1937, Kral
1947). Tyto prace vyuzivaly katastralni izemi. Soucasné typologie
se soustreduji na Uroven tzv. urbanistickych obvodi, které byly
v Ceskoslovensku poprvé vymezeny pro Gcely s¢itani lidu 1970
arozdélovaly uzemi mésta podle funkci jednotlivych uzemi (napr.
obytnd, dopravni, obsluzna, pracovni atp.). Nasledné byly tyto
jednotky relativné hojné pouzivany pro kvantitativni analyzy
vysledki s¢itani 1970, z nichZ nékteré byly publikovany (Linhart,
Rak, VoZenilek 1977). Pozdéji, v 80. a 90. letech, se vsak jejich
vyuZiti omezilo na analytické prace v ramci prislusnych odbort
Utvaru hlavniho architekta a nékolik studentskych praci. V roce
2001 typologii urbanistickych obvodil vypracoval Utvar rozvoje
hl. mésta Prahy (URM, 2001) pro potfeby zpracovani vysledki
Sc¢itani lidu, domt a byt 2001 (viz obrazek 9.3.1). Celkem bylo
vymezeno osm typl urbanistickych obvodi as jejich vyuzitim
analyzovany i nékteré vysledky scitani lidu v publikacich Ceského
statistického uradu za hlavni mésto Prahu.

Obradzek 9.3.1: Typologie urbanistickych obvodt Prahy podle ptrevazujici formy zastavby
Zdroj: URM, 2001
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Typologie byla pozdéji upravena vramci vyzkumné skupiny
URRlab anasledné pouzivana pro Kkvantitativni analyzy
i studentské prace (Ourednicek a kol. 2012). Jeji aktualizované
verze (viz mapovy list) je vyuZivano také pri hodnoceni soucasné
i historické socialné prostorové diferenciace Prahy v ostatnich
specializovanych mapach.

Hlavnim ucelem typologie je vymezit relativné homogenni
oblasti s charakteristickym typem zastavby. To nasledné umoznuje
jednodussi  ageneralizovanou interpretaci analyzovanych
dat, ktera obvykle vytvareji v mapach neprehlednou mozaiku.
Predkladana typologie obsahuje Sest zakladnich typtli rezidencnich
oblasti: historické jadro mésta, ¢inZovni domy vnitfrnitho mésta,
vilové ctvrti ve vnitfnim mésté, délnické a radové domky vnéjsiho
meésta, sidliSté a vnitini suburbanni zénu. Typologie je vytvorena
pro uzemi vadministrativnich hranicich soucasného meésta.
Vnéjsi suburbanni zéna muZe byt vymezena napriklad na zakladé
intenzity bytové vystavby avazanosti migrace na Prahu
(Ourednicek, Spackova, Novak 2013). Dopliikové je vymezeno Uizemi,
ve kterém dosSlo v obdobi po roce 1991 k intenzivni vystavbé bydleni.

Zakladni charakteristika jednotlivych typt je obsaZena
v tabulce v mapovém listu. Z tabulky je zrejmé, Ze nejvétsi cast
prazské populace bydli na sidlistich (41,9 %), dale v ¢inzovnich
domech (26,2 %) a v oblasti vnitinich suburbii (12,2 %). Ostatni
typy nedosahuji 10% hranice. Pri porovnani s typy, které jsme
vymezili na zakladé dat z cenzu 2001 (OurednicCek a kol. 2012:
tabulka 13.3,s.283) je zfejmé, Ze se typologie proménila zejména
v ¢adstech meésta srealizovanou novou bytovou vystavbou.
Napriklad v typu vnitrnich suburbii vzrostl poCet urbanistickych
obvodi ze 113 na 131, usidliStni zastavby ze 142 na 153.
Specifickou skupinou jsou tzv. ¢inZovni domy, kam byly zarazeny
i nové vystavéné bytové domy ve vnéjSim mésté a na okraji mésta
a pocCet jednotek v tomto typu vzrostl ze 110 na 141. Zajimavé
je, Ze poCet obyvatel v typu sidlisté se mirné snizil (o 3 tisice
osob), pokles se tykal samoziejmé také jadra mésta. VSechny
ostatni typy zaznamenaly populacni nartst, nejvétsi (zhruba
o 50 tisic osob) oblast vnitinich suburbii. V pripadé porovnavani
populacnich dat z obou poslednich cenzi je nutné mit na paméti
rozdilnou metodiku sc¢itani. Zatimco v roce 2001 bylo zjiStovano
trvale bydlici, vroce 2011 jsou vysledky publikovany za obvykle
bydlici obyvatelstvo. To miize ve specifickych c¢astech mésta
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Charakteristika characteristics

. Historicka zastavba jadra
Historical core
CinZovni domy
Tenement houses
. Vilové c¢tvrti
Villas

VSechny urbanistické obvody uvnitf historickych hradeb.

Housing located in historical city centre.

Prevladajici zastoupeni ndjemnich bytovych domd, piedevsim ve vnitfnim mésté.

Prevailing share of tenement houses located predominantly in inner city.

Prevladajici zastoupeni rodinnych domt, vétsi domy se zahradou predevsim ve vnitinim mésté.
Prevailing share of family houses, mainly bigger houses with its own garden, located predominantly

in inner city.

Sidlisté

Housing estates

Prevladajici zastoupeni cihlovych a panelovych bytovych domt vzniklych po 2. svétové valce.
Prevailing share of prefabricated apartment housing, which emerged after World War II.

Prevladajici podil rodinnych domt, spiSe mensi délnické a fadové domKky ve vnéjsim mésté, ptivodni

Domky v kompaktni zastavbé
Working class houses

jadra obrostla panelovymi sidlisti.
Prevailing share of family houses, rather small, raw and working class houses, located mainly in outer city,

often original villages’ centres.

Vnitini suburbia
Inner suburbs

Ostatni
Others

Podil nové zastavby vice nez 30 %
More than 30 % share of new houses

(centrum, vnitini mésto), kde se predpoklada vétsi zastoupeni
pritomného (obvykle bydlictho) obyvatelstva, znamenat
vyznamné disproporce zplisobené uZitymi metodami.

Specializovana mapa obsahuje dva mapové prvky, které
zobrazuji typologii rezidencnich areali dvéma rozdilnymi
zpuisoby. Prvni mapa nabizi prostorovou diferenciaci Sesti
zakladnich typl urbanistickych obvodi predstavenych vyse
a dale 62 areald nové bytové vystavby s vice nez 30% podilem
novych bytli postavenych po roce 1991. Informace je doplnéna
o prehled urbanistickych obvodi sméné neZ 50 obyvateli,
u kterych typ nebyl vymezen. Jednotlivé typy bydleni jsou na
uzemi mésta rozmistény nerovnomeérné, s vyraznou koncentraci
vilovych ctvrti vseverozapadnim ajiznim sektoru vnitrniho
meésta a velkou ¢asti ndjemnich domi naopak ve vychodni ¢asti.
Napadna je absence vétSiho poctu sidliSt v severozapadnim
sektoru. Zajimavé je i rozmisténi nové bytové vystavby v rliznych
typech urbanistickych obvodi(i; Zadny aredl neni lokalizovan
v historickém jadru, jeden v oblasti vilovych Ctvrti a pouze nékolik
voblasti ¢inZovnich domi vnitfniho meésta. Naopak vétSina
znovych obytnych souborli byla v uplynulém transformacnim
obdobi realizovana v oblasti vnéjsiho mésta.

Tatodiferenciaceje dobre patrnaz druhé mapy, ktera kombinuje
tri charakteristiky bydleni: stari bytového fondu v jednotlivych
urbanistickych obvodech, pocet a struktura byta podle velikosti
v katastralnich uzemich Prahy. Na uzemi Prahy byly vymezeny
Ctyfi typy urbanistickych obvodu, které vyuzivaji nadprimérny
podil bytové vystavby v daném obdobi (do roku 1945,1946-1970,
1971-1991 a 1992-2011) a dopliikové paty typ s heterogennim
obdobim vzniku bydleni. V mapé je moZné pozorovat dva prvky
prostorového rlstu meésta: jednak koncentricky smérem od
historického centra Prahy k okrajim se sidliStni a suburbanni
zastavbou a jednak také postupné obrilistani starsich jader drive
samostatnych obci postupné zaclenovanych do organismu mésta.
Struktura bytového fondu v jednotlivych typech urbanistickych
obvodl vymezenych na zakladé prevazujiciho stari zastavby je
patrna z tabulky 9.3.1 v anglické casti textu.

Kartodiagram vytvoreny pro 112 katastralnich Uzemi Prahy
podava informaci o strukture bytového fondu podle poctu
obytnych mistnosti v bytech. Za obytnou mistnost je povazovana
cast bytu (napr. obyvaci pokoj, loZznice ¢i kuchyn), ktera je

Prevladajici podil rodinnych dom{, jaddra ptivodnich venkovskych obci a/nebo nové vystavéna suburbia.

Prevailing share of family houses, centres of original rural settlements or/and newly built suburbs.

Vysoky podil nové zastavby - 30 % bytl postavenych po roce 1991.
Significant share of newly built houses - 30% of flats built since 1991.

urcena kbydleni ama podlahovou plochu minimalné 8 m?
(CSU 2012). Tento ukazatel umoZiluje srovnani jednotlivych
typl rezidenc¢nich arealli na zakladé velikosti bytu. V priiméru
nejvétsi byty se vyskytuji na okraji mésta, ve venkovském typu
zastavby rodinnych domt, s vysokym podilem byt postavenych
po roce 1991 (napr. Brezinéves, Slivenec, Kolodéje). Naopak
nejmensi byty se nachazeji na uzemi vnitiniho mésta ve ctvrtich
s vysokym podilem starsi vystavby (do roku 1945). Z mapy je
vSak patrna diferenciace mezi jednotlivymi Ctvrtémi vnitiniho
meésta. Nejmensi byty se nachazeji v byvalych délnickych ctvrtich
(Nusle, Zizkov, HoleSovice), naopak ve Ctvrtich, které vznikaly
pro vyssi vrstvy (Dejvice, StreSovice), prevazuji v bytovém fondu
byty s vétsSim poctem mistnosti. Prehled o katastralnich tzemich
s nejvysSim podilem malych byti a s nejvyssim podilem velkych
bytli podava tabulka 9.3.2 v anglické casti textu.

Literatura:

KRAL, |. (1947): Zemépisny priivodce Velkou Prahou a jeji kulturni oblasti. Melantrich,
Praha.

LINHART, ], RAK, V,, VOZENILEK, ]. (1977): SocidIni aspekty ekologické zénace hlavniho
mésta Prahy. Sociologicky casopis, 13, ¢. 1, s. 94-115.

MOSCHELES, ]. (1937): The Demographic, Social and Economic Regions of Greater Prague:
a Contribution to Urban Geography. Geographical Review, 27, ¢. 3, s. 413-430.

OUREDNICEK, M., POSPISILOVA, L., SPACKOVA, P, TEMELOVA, ], NOVAK, |. (2012):
Prostorovd typologie a zonace Prahy. In: Outednicek, M., Temelovd, J. eds.: Socidlni promény
prazskych ¢tvrti. Academia, Praha, s. 268-297.

OUREDNICEK, M., SPACKOVA, P, NOVAK, ]. (2013): Metodické problémy vyzkumu a vymezeni
z0n rezidencni suburbanizace v Ceské republice. In: Ourednicek, M., Spackovd, P, Novdk, J.
eds.: Sub Urbs: krajina, sidla a lidé. Academia, Praha, s. 309-332.

Zdroje dat:

CSU (2011): Databdze vysledkii ze Scitdni lidu, domii a bytii k 26. 3. 2011. Elektronickd
databdze dat. Cesky statisticky urad, Praha.

URM (2001): Typologie urbanistickych obvodii. Utvar rozvoje mésta, Praha.

Mapové zdroje:
CSU (2011): Sé¢itdni lidu, domii a bytii 2011. Praha, Cesky statisticky trad.

UNIVERZITA KARLOVA V PRAZE
Piirodovédecka fakulta
katedra socialni geografie

Martin Ourednicek, Zuzana Kopecka,
Ivana Pridalova

Autofi navrhu:
Thematic concept:

Specializovana mapa byla vytvoiena s podporou Ministerstva kultury Ceské republiky

v ramci Programu aplikovaného vyzkumu narodni a kulturni identity (NAKI)

DF12P010VV033 “Zpristupnéni historickych prostorovych a statistickych dat

59

60

v prostiedi GIS”.

aregionalniho rozvoje Autofi textu: Martin Ourednicek, Zuzana Kopecka

Authors of text:

) [ T
TR -

Urbanni a regionalni laborator
Urban and Regional Laboratory

The specialized map was created with the support of the Ministry of Culture of the Czech
Republic within the framework of the National and Cultural Identity Programme (NAKI),
research project F12P010VV033 “Disclosure of Historic Spatial and Statistical Data in GIS
environment”.

CHARLES UNIVERSITY IN PRAGUE
Faculty of Science

Department of Social Geography
and Regional Development

Grafické a kartografickeé zpracovani
mapového listu:
Graphic and cartographic processing:

Jifi Nemeskal



Struktura obydlenych byt podle poctu mistnosti

Occupied dwellings by number of rooms

. 1 aZ 2 mistnosti
1-2rooms
. 3 mistnosti
3 rooms

4 a vice mistnosti
. 4 and more rooms

Pti poc¢tu obydlenych bytii: —
Number of occupied dwellings: \\\\\\

OBDOBIi VYSTAVBY BYTOVEHO FONDU

TYPOLOGIE REZIDENCNICH AREALU
TYPOLOGY OF RESIDENTIAL AREAS

PERIOD OF HOUSING STOCK CONSTRUCTION

1 HradCany

L1pel
. \ R
<1000 21000 \ \\ 2 Mala Strana
1000 - — 10 000 \\ \\\\ 3 Staré Mésto
- - 4 Josefov
500 ~ ~ 5000
0 — m AR _
0 0 2 km

Katastralni azemi
Cadastral territory

Urbanisticky obvod

Urbanistic district

Branik ﬂ
ll

Already present in older works focusing on urban sociospatial
differentiation (Moscheles 1937, Kral 1947), the typology of
residential areashasa longhistoryin Prague. These works drew on
cadastral territories. Current typologies are designed on the level
of urbanistic districts which were first defined for the purposes of
the 1970 population census in Czechoslovakia and divided the city
into areas based on their function (e.g. residential, transportation,
services, work etc.). These units were then quite often used in
quantitative analyses of the 1970 census results, some of which
were published (Linhart, Rak, VoZenilek 1977). However, their
later use, in the 1980s and 1990s, was limited to analytical works
of relevant departments of the Office of the Chief Architect and
several student works. In 2001 the City Development Authority
Prague (URM 2001) developed a typology of urbanistic districts
for the purpose of processing the results of the 2001 Population
and Housing Census (see Figure 9.3.1 in the Czech version).
Eight types of urbanistic districts in total were defined and used
in Czech Statistical Office’s publications to analyse a part of the
census results for the capital, Prague. The typology has since been
refined by the URRIlab research group and subsequently used in
quantitative analyses and student works (Ourednicek et al. 2012).
Its actualized version has been used also in other map sheets.

The main purpose of this typology is to define relatively
homogenous areas with acharacteristic type of housing and
consequently enable an easier, generalised interpretation of
analysed data, which normally appear on maps as a confusing
mosaic. The typology presented consists of six basic types of
residential areas: the historical core of the city, inner city tenement
houses, inner city villa neighbourhoods, outer city working class
houses, housing estates, and inner suburbs. The typology applies
to the territory lying within the current city administrative
boundaries. An outer suburban zone can be defined based on
the intensity of housing construction and the in-migration from
Prague (Ourednicek, Spackova, Novak 2013). The last type
characterised by intense post-1991 housing development is
defined additionally.

Table “Typology of residential areas” (see map sheet) shows
the basic characteristics of each of these types. As the table
indicates, housing estates are home to the biggest part of
Prague’s inhabitants (41.9%), followed by tenement houses

(26.2%) and the inner suburbia (12.2%). The other types of
residential areas are below the 10% level. A comparison with
the typology based on data from the 2001 census (Ourednicek
et al. 2012: Table 13.3, p. 283) clearly shows that the typology
has changed mainly in those parts of the city that have seen new
housing development. For example, the number of urbanistic
districtsin the inner suburbs hasincreased from 113to 131 and in
the housing estates from 142 to 153. Tenement houses represent
a specific group which also includes newly built outer city and
urban periphery apartment housing; the number of units in this
type has grown from 110 to 141. It is interesting to note that the
number of inhabitants in the housing estate type has declined
slightly (by 3 000 people), the historical city core was obviously
also affected by decline. All the other types have experienced an
increase in population, most notably (by approximately 50 000
people) the inner suburbs. When comparing population data
from both censuses, it is important to bear in mind that the
methodology has changed. The data collected in 2001 referred to
permanentresidents, while the results published in 2011 referred
to usually resident population. The methodology used may cause
significant disparities in specific parts of the city (city centre,
outer city) where a higher share of present (usually resident)
population is expected.

The map sheet includes two maps visualizing the typology
of residential areas in two different ways. The first map shows
the spatial differentiation of the six basic types of urbanistic
districts and 62 new housing development areas where the share
of new apartments built after 1991 exceeds 30%. The different
types of housing are scattered around the city with significant
concentration of villa neighbourhoods in the north-western
and southern inner city sectors and alarge share of tenement
houses located in the eastern part of the city. The north-western
sector noticeably lacks a larger number of housing estates. The
distribution of new housing development areas in different types
of urbanistic districts is also of interest: none is located in the
historical core, one is located in villa neighbourhoods and only
a few of these areas are situated within the inner city tenement
housing area. This is because the recent transformation era saw
most of the new housing projects developed in the outer city area.

This differentiation is clearly visible on the second map, which
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e
40 50 60 70 80
NezjiSténo

No response

Urbanistické obvody s nadprimérnym poc¢tem obydlenych bytti v domech postavenych
/rekonstruovanych v daném obdobi (ve srovnani se strukturou bytového fondu na uzemi

celé Prahy).
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Types of urbanistic districts by prevailing period of (re)construction of housing stock
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Méné neZ 10 obydlenych byti se zjiSténym
rokem vystavby/rekonstrukce
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More than 50 % of occupied dwellings with undefined
period of (re)construction

AN

Urbanistic districts with an above-average share of occupied dwellings (re)constructed

in a given period (compared to total Prague’s housing stock structure).

combines three housing characteristics: the age of the housing
stock in different urbanistic districts and the number and
structure of dwellings by size in Prague’s cadastral territories.
Four types of urbanistic districts with an aboveaverage share
of housing built in agiven period (before 1945, 1946-1970,
1971-1991, and 1992-2011) were defined for Prague, with an
additional fifth type comprising districts with a heterogeneous
period of construction. Two city growth patterns are visible on the
map: aconcentric movement outward from Prague’s historical
centre towards its periphery of housing estates and suburban

before 1945). The map clearly shows the differentiation of inner
city neighbourhoods. The smallest dwellings are to be found
in 19" century working class neighbourhoods (Nusle, Zizkov,
HoleSovice), while those parts of the city that were intended for
higher classes (Dejvice, StreSovice) are dominated by apartments
with a higher number of rooms. Table 9.3.1 gives an overview
of cadastral territories with the highest share of small and large
dwellings respectively.

Period of construction Up to 1945 1946 - 1971 - 1991 - No
housing and gradual housing development around the old  orreconstruction P 1970 1990 2011 response
centres of forr_nerly 1nd§pendent municipalities which are being Type 1 (up to 1945) >7369/3/ 9% - 70 30
incorporated into the city. Table 9.3.2 shows the housing stock (>39%) 63
structure in different types of urbanistic districts defined by the  Type2 (1946-1970) 15% G 23%) 12% 6% 3%

iy . . .
prevailing age of housing construction. Type 3 (1971 - 1990) 4% 2% (:;9{.)/) 9% %
Number of rooms Number of rooms 0 530
Cadastral in dwelling (%) Cadastral in dwelling (%) Type 2 (1991 - 2011) 12% 7% 18% o 11%
territory I territory I (>23%)
1-2 4 plus 1-2 4 plus Type 5 (other) 34% 19% 28% 17% 2%
Nusle 52.1 19.3 Kreslice 2.3 90.9 Table 9.3.2: Dwelling stock structure in different urbanistic district types defined according to the
Vysocany 50.3 214 Sobin 4.9 85.4 prevailing age ofbuildingsv .
Zizkov 45.5 22.8 Lipany 9.3 85.3 Source: Own typology, CSU, 2012
Hole$ovice 44.0 253 Brezindves 4.1 84.8 Notes: Numbers in brackets set the minimum share of apartments constructed in respective period within the
Vréovice 43.6 22.4 Slivenec 56 82.4 assigned type; type 5 (other) consists of urbanistic districts in which none of the construction periods exceeds
Liben 42.1 27.4 Kolodéje 7.7 80.0 the average value by more than 5%.
VySehrad 40.7 26.6 Lipence 6.9 79.2
Karlin 40.0 28.0 Seberov 8.0 78.4 References:
Michle 383 329 Benice 6.3 762 KRAL, ]. (1947): Zemépisny priivodce Velkou Prahou a jeji kulturni oblasti. Melantrich, Praha.
Kosire 36.5 35.1 Hajek u Uhrinévsi 8.3 75.2 o
Vinohrady 36.4 31.7 Satalice 8.5 75.0 LINHART ], RAK, V,, VOZENILEK, ]. (1977): Socidlni aspekty ekologické zénace hlavniho
Ruzyné 35.6 447 Ujezd nad Lesy 8.1 74.9 mésta Prahy. Sociologicky casopis, 13, n. 1, pp. 94-115.

Table 9.3.1: Cadastral territories of Prague with the largest share of small and large
dwellings respectively, 2011
Source: CSU, 2011; Own calculations.

The proportional symbol map of Prague’s 112 cadastral
territories shows the housing stock structure based on the
number of residential rooms. A residential room is a part of the
dwelling (e.g. aliving room, bedroom or kitchen) intended for
occupation with a minimum floor space of 8 m? (CSU 2011). This
indicator allows for a comparison of different residential area
types using the size of dwellings. On average, the largest dwellings
are located on the city’s periphery, in rural-type family houses
with alarge share of houses built after 1991 (e.g. Brezinéves,
Slivenec, Kolodéje). The smallest dwellings are situated in inner
city neighbourhoods with a large share of older apartments (built

MOSCHELES, ]. (1937): The Demographic, Social and Economic Regions of Greater Prague:
a Contribution to Urban Geography. Geographical Review, 27, n. 3, pp. 413-430.

OUREDNICEK, M., POSPISILOVA, L., SPACKOVA, P, TEMELOVA, ], NOVAK, |. (2012):
Prostorovd typologie a zonace Prahy. In: Outednicek, M., Temelovd, J. eds.: Socidlni promény
prazZskych ¢tvrti. Academia, Praha, pp. 268-297.

OUREDNICEK, M., SPACKOVA, P, NOVAK, |. (2013): Metodické problémy vyzkumu a vymezeni

z6n rezidenéni suburbanizace v Ceské republice. In: Ourednicek, M., §paékovd, P, Novdk, .
eds.: Sub Urbs: krajina, sidla a lidé. Academia, Praha, pp. 309-332.

Data sources:

CSU (2011): Databaze vysledkii ze Sc¢itani lidu, domui a bytii k 26. 3. 2011. Elektronickd
databdze dat. Cesky statisticky urad, Praha.

URM (2001): Typologie urbanistickych obvodii. Utvar rozvoje mésta, Praha.

Map data sources:
CSU (2011): S¢itdni lidu, domii a bytii 2011. Praha, Cesky statisticky tirad.
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