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Mapovy list zachycuje stéZejni historické etapy vyvoje migrace
v Praze od mezivalecného obdobi do soucasnosti. Tematicky
navazuje na dalsi ¢asti souboru, zejména mapové listy Vyvoj poctu
a rozmisténi obyvatelstva a mapu soucasnych migrac¢nich trendt
Migrace v Praze 2000-2013. Hlavni naplni je vSak predevsim
popis a vysvétleni vnitfniho stéhovani v Praze mezi jednotlivymi
katastralnimi izemimi nebo méstskymi obvody, které zachycu-
jeme ve Ctyfech casovych rezech. VétSina analytickych textl
hodnoticich migraci v Praze se zamérovala na celkovou bilanci
stehovani na urovni celého mésta, vnitini diferenciace je
zminovana vyjimecné a spiSe jen slovnim komentarem (Bohac
1923). Mezi nejstarSimi texty je urcitou vyjimkou prace Josefa
Pohla (1933), ktery detailné hodnoti jednotlivé ¢tvrti Prahy na
zakladé bilance mezi s¢itanimi 1921 a 1930 a s vyuzitim dalSich
¢iselnych udaji o prirozené méné nebo bytové vystavbé na drovni
katastralnich uzemi. Vnitfni diferenciace migrace je pozdéji
hodnocena na Urovni méstskych obvodl (Praha v ¢islech 1963,
Hovorkova 1982) a od 90. let i na prikladu katastralnich tzemi
nebo urbanistickych obvodi.

Migracni statistika zalozena na bazi hlaseni o stéhovani
vznikla v Ceskoslovensku béhem roku 1949, drivéjsi informace
jsou ziskavany predevsim z bilancovani prirozeného a celkového
populacniho prirtistku tzv. diferen¢ni metodou nebo na zakladé
riznych otazek kladenych v rdmci sc¢itani lidu (ke statistickému
zjiStovani migrace v Praze podrobnéji napr. Konecna 1982).
Hlavni tendence migracniho vyvoje Prahy v administrativnich
hranicich odpovidajici jednotlivym letiim pribézné evidence
(1920-2014) jsou zirejmé z ¢iselnych dajli zobrazenych v tabulce
3.1.1 ana obrazku 3.1.1 v anglické c¢asti.

Hodnoty migracniho salda presahujici 20 %o jsou z tabulky
patrné pouze ve 20. letech, vysoka fluktuace prazské populace
pak také v 50. letech a po roce 2000. Tezi o relativni demografické
uzavrenosti a znacné mire stabilizace kmenového obyvatelstva
Prahy, kterou popisuje Musil (1977) na datech zlet 1966-1972,
je mozné prijmout ipro celd 60. a70. léta. Tato desetileti
byla charakteristickd nedostatkem bydleni, které se odraZelo
vrelativné nizkych migracnich ziscich hlavniho mésta (Kiihnl
1971, Cermak 1999). Disproporci mezi prirozenou atraktivitou
Prahy anedostatkem bydleni je moZné vysledovat napt. ve
vysokych podilech osob s prechodnym bydlistém v Praze nebo
v enormné naristajici dojizdce za praci (Koubek 1982, Cermak
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1999). K rozevirdni migracnich nliZek mezi sniZujicimi se pocty
vystéhovalych a zvySujicimi se pocCty pristéhovalych dochazi az
v 80. letech. Zda se, Ze zatimco v 70. letech komplexni bytova
vystavba kompenzovala hlavné potreby Prazani, v poloviné
80. let tvoril podstatnou Cast stéhovani do nové vystavby proud
pristéhovalych z ostatnich Casti republiky. DalSi vyvojové trendy
jsou silné ovlivnény velmi nizkou bytovou vystavbou v poloviné
90. let avsoucasnosti zejména rostouci atraktivitou hlavniho
mésta pro zahrani¢ni migranty (podrobnéji v Migrace v Praze
2000-2013). Detailnéjsi hodnoceni jednotlivych etap migracni
bilance nabizi napt. Koubek (1982) nebo Ourednicek (1994).

et s Priristek stéhovanim Ro¢ni hruba mira migra¢niho salda
Pétileti L.
(v tisicich) (v %o)

1920-24 69 21,0
1925-29 91 23,5
1930-34 78 18,1
1935-39 84 17,8
1940-44 -30 -6,2
1945-49 -20 -4,3
1950-54 17 3,6
1955-59 19 3,8

Tabulka 3.1.1: Vyvoj zdkladnich ukazatelii stéhovdni v Praze 1920-1959.
Zdroj: Praha v Cislech (1963, s. 31)

Hlavnim ucelem specializované mapy je nabidnout analyzu
prostorové diferenciace migrace za dostupné jednotky
vnitiniho ¢lenéni. Mapovy list obsahuje ctyri mapy, které se
vénuji absolutnimu a relativnimu vyjadreni migracniho salda
adale také smeérim stéhovani mezi Kkatastralnimi Uzemimi
nebo obvody Prahy. Mapy jsou zaloZeny na nékolika zdrojich
dat. V prvnim obdobi vychazi z populacni bilance mezi dvéma
mezivalenymi scitanimi lidu, od 60. let 20. stoleti jsou pak
tidaje zaloZeny na datech z priibéZné evidence migrace Ceského
statistického uradu, tedy hlasenich o stéhovani. Data pro mapu
z 60. let jsme ziskali z diplomové prace Hovorkové (1982),
od pocatku 90. let zdatabaze individudlnich migracnich dat
v podrobnosti zakladnich sidelnich jednotek (CSU).

Kartogramy jsou na jednotlivych mapach zobrazeny hrubé miry
migracniho salda. Dobre patrna je predevsSim zavislost vysokych
migracnich ziskid Ctvrti nebo obvodi Prahy a realizované bytové
vystavby. ProtoZe Prahav minulostimélaa dosud macharaktertzv.
overbounded city s rozsahlymi nezastavénymi oblastmi vnéjsiho
meésta a periferie, vykazuji prakticky ve vSech sledovanych letech
nejvyssi migracni priristky okrajové ctvrti mésta. Depopulacni

Primeérny rocni pocet vystéhovalych/pristéhovalych osob

Average annual number of out-/in-migrants
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Méstsky obvod
Urban district
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oblasti vytvareji naopak v jednotlivych obdobich vyvoje mésta
dosti odliSné prostorové vzorce. JiZ v mezivalecném obdobi
je patrna citizace centralnich cCtvrti souvisejici predevSim
s transformaci rezidencni funkce na komercni vyuZiti. V 60. letech
je mapa prazskych obvodii diferencovana v zavislosti na realizaci
sidlistni vystavby, kterd se vté dobé koncentrovala zejména
v obvodech Prahy 10 a 6. Nasledné 90. 1éta s obecné nizkymi
hodnotami migra¢niho salda zobrazuji nejtmavsimi cervenymi
odstiny jednak dostavbu nejmladsich prazskych sidlist (Cerny
Most, Barrandov), jednak prvni vystavéna suburbia (Ujezd, Vinor
aj.). V nejnovéjsi mapé stoji za pozornost mirné populacni ztraty
katastralnich uzemi slokalizaci velkych starSich sidlisSt - napr.
Chodov, Kamyk nebo Bohnice, kromé nich pak v poslednim obdobi
migraci ztraci pouze Sest historickych ctvrti uvniti hradeb, Karlin
a Nusle.

Zhruba 2 /3 celkovych migracnich tokt jsou v Praze realizovany
tradi¢né v ramci vnitroméstské migrace. Tyto toky jsou specifické
z hlediska divodi migrace ismért migracnich tokd. Zatimco
stehovani do Prahy je ddno predevSim ekonomickymi divody
(prevaZovalydiivodyjakozmeénapracoviste, pribliZenik pracovisti,
studium). Stéhovani uvniti mésta souvisi spiSe se stadii Zivotniho
cyklu a rodinnymi a bytovymi dlivody. V této souvislosti je dobie
patrna geograficka vzdalenost takovych stéhovani na prikladu
Sipek znazornujicich nejsilnéjsi proudy stéhovani. Ackoliv je
zietelna zavislost nejvétsich tokli na populacnich velikostech
zdrojovych icilovych oblasti (resp. velikosti bytového fondu
a nove realizované vystavbé), 1ze vypozorovat i fadu vzajemnych
vymeén obyvatelstva v tésné sousedicich katastralnich izemich.
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The map sheet depicts principal historical stages of migration
in Prague from the interwar period up to the present time. It is
thematically linked to other parts of the map set, mainly to the
map sheets from section Migration and Natural Change and the
map of current migration trends Migration in Prague 2000-
2013. The main focus is on the description and explanation of
internal migration within Prague between different cadastral
territories or municipal districts, captured in four time periods.
Most analytical texts evaluating migration in Prague focused
on the overall migration balance at city level, with internal
differentiation being mentioned only rarely and usually in the
form of a verbal commentary (Bohac 1923). An exception among
the oldest texts is the work of Josef Pohl (1933) who thoroughly
evaluates the individual neighbourhoods of Prague on the basis of
the balance between the censuses in 1921-1930 and figures on
natural population change and housing construction at cadastral
territories level. The internal differentiation of migration is
later evaluated at municipal district level (Praha v Cislech 1963;
Hovorkova 1982) and since the 1990s also on the example of
cadastral territories or urban districts.

Migration statistics based on migration reports was established
in Czechoslovakia during 1949, earlier information is obtained
primarily from balancing natural and total population increase or
on the basis of various questions asked during censuses (for more
details on obtaining statistical migration data in Prague see e.g.
Konecna 1982). The main migration trends in Prague within its
administrative boundaries in the individual years of continuous
records (1920-2014) are evident from the figures shown in
Table 3.1.1 in the Czech version and Figure 3.1.1. Net migration
exceeding 20%o is observed only in the 1920s, a high fluctuation
of population in Prague also in the 1950s and after 2000. The
thesis of arelatively demographically closed and largely stable
population in Prague, proposed by Musil (1977, p. 37) using data
from 1966-1972, can be adopted for the whole 1960s and 1970s.
These decades were characterized by a lack of housing, which was
reflected in the relatively low migration rates in the capital city
(Kithnl 1971, Cermak 1999). The disparity between the natural
attractiveness of Prague and the lack of housing can be observed
e.g. in the high proportion of people with temporary residence
in Prague or in the enormous increase in commuting (Koubek
1982, Cermak 1999). A widening gap between the decreasing

o

5 km

number of emigrants and increasing number of immigrants does
not appear until the 1980s. While in the 1970s the strategy of
Complex Housing Construction compensated for the needs of
Prague inhabitants in particular, in the mid-1980s a substantial
part of migration into the new residential areas med to consist
of people moving from other parts of the republic. Other trends
are heavily influenced by a very low housing construction in the
mid-1990s and at present time by the increasing attractiveness of
the capital city for foreign migrants in particular (for more details
see the text in section Migration in Prague 2000-2013). A more
detailed evaluation of the various stages of migration balance can
be found e.g. in Koubek (1982) or Ourednicek (1994).

The main purpose of the specialized map is to offer an analysis
of the spatial differentiation of migration with the available unit
of internal classification. The map sheet contains four maps
depicting the absolute and relative expression of net migration
and also the directions of migration between cadastral territories
or districts of Prague. The maps are based on several sources.
In the first period they are based on the population balance
between the two interwar censuses, since the 1960s the data is
obtained from the continuous evidence of migration conducted
by the Czech Statistical Office, i.e. migration reports. Data for the
1960s map was obtained from Hovorkova’s thesis (1982), since
the early 1990s from the database of individual migration data at
basic settlement unit level (CSU).

Cartograms on the individual maps depict the crude net
migration rate. High net migration rates of the neighbourhoods or
districts of Prague are clearly dependent on housing construction.
As Prague has had the character of an “overbounded city” with
large undeveloped areas on the outskirts, virtually in all the
analysed years the highest net migration rates are observed on the
outskirts. By contrast, depopulation areas create different spatial
patterns in the individual periods of the city development. The
interwar period saw the citization of central districts, mainly due
to the transformation of residential function into commercial use.
Inthe 1960s,the map of Prague districtsis differentiated according
to new housing construction, which at that time concentrated
primarily in Prague 10 and 6. In the 1990s with generally low
net migration rates, the darkest shades represent the completion
of the newest Prague housing estates (Cerny Most, Barrandov)
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and the first constructed suburbia (Ujezd, Vinof etc.). The latest
map shows a slight population loss in the cadastral territories
with large older housing estates (e.g. Chodov, Kamyk or Bohnice).
Apart from them, a similar trend can be seen only in six historical
districts within the city walls, Karlin and Nusle.
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Figure 3.1.1: Migration balance in Prague in 1950-2014.
Source: CSU, 2014

Note: hmi - crude immigration rate; hme - crude emigration rate; hmms - crude net migration rate

Approximately 2/3 of the overall migration flows in Prague
traditionally fall within intra-city migration. These flows are
specific in terms of the reasons for migration as well as the
direction of the migration flows. While migration to Prague is
characterized mainly by economic reasons (changing workplace,
proximity to workplace, or study dominated), migration within
the city is related to the different stages of life cycle, family and
housing reasons. In this context, the geographical distance of such
migrations is well evident from the arrows showing the strongest
migration flows. Although there is aclear dependence of the
major flows on the source and target area population size (or the
size of the housing stock and new housing construction), many
exchanges of population in neighbouring cadastral territories are
observed as well.
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0 zméndch trvalého bydlisté na trovni urbanistickych obvodii Prahy. Praha, Cesky
statisticky urad.

Rukopisné podklady MS CSU v hl. m. Praze o vyvoji obyvatelstva v hl. m. Praze a Pohyb
obyvatelstva v Ceské/Ceskoslovenské socialistické republice 1960-1979. In: Hovorkovd, E.
(1982): Stehovdni obyvatelstva v rdmci hlavniho mésta Prahy podle obvodii v letech 1960-
1979. Diplomovd prdce. Praha, PFirodovédeckd fakulta Univerzity Karlovy v Praze, Katedra
ekonomické a regiondlni geografie, 126 pp.

SUS (1934): S¢itdni lidu v Republice ¢eskoslovenské ze dne 1. prosince 1930. Praha, Stdtni
urad statisticky.
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Migracni bilance Prahy je vyslednici pristéhovalého avystéhovalych do urbanistického obvodu, coZ podava zdkladni castmi mésta se jevi sidliStni urbanistické obvody, které byly jejich odliSnou vékovou strukturou. VSechna katastralni uzemi

avystéhovalého obyvatelstva pres hranice hlavniho meésta.
Ve velkych méstech obecné plati, Ze pravé migrace je rozhodujici
komponentou celkového populacniho prirtstku. Na migra¢nim
zisku hlavniho mésta se zhruba z poloviny podileji pristéhovali
ze zahranici a z poloviny tzv. vnitfni migrace z obci v ramci Ceska.
Praha ve svych administrativnich hranicich vSak netvori funkcné
uzavieny celek, a proto je i stéhovani vhodné sledovat v SirSim
regionalnim kontextu. Obrazek 3.2.1 (vanglické casti) nabizi
dlouhodoby vyvoj hrubé miry migra¢niho salda v Praze, okresech
Praha-vychod aPraha-zapad (zdzemi) azbytku StredocCeského
kraje vletech 1988-2013. Z vyvoje migracniho salda je zrejmy
nastup a gradace procesu suburbanizace v nejbliZ$im a postupné
i SirSim zazemi meésta, ve sledovaném obdobi 2000-2013 pak
zejmeéna dve faze ve vyvoji migracni bilance (pro analyzu obdobi
90. let viz napr. Cermak 1999). Zatimco roky 2000-2007 jsou
charakteristické dynamickymi priristky obyvatelstva jak v Praze,
tak vjejim zazemi, dopad ekonomické krize se projevil po roce
2008 ve zpomaleni bytové vystavby a nasledné i vnitini a zejména
zahrani¢ni migrace. Tyto trendy se nejvyraznéji odrazily praveé na
uzemi hlavniho mésta, jehoz migracni bilance se od roku 2007
kazdoroCné sniZovala, aZ k migraCnimu ubytku v poslednim
sledovaném roce (2013).

Tento dvoji vyvoj v obdobich ekonomické konjunktury a krize
je nutno mit na pameéti i pri interpretaci celkové migracni bilance
avékové struktury migrace vhlavnim mésté, coz jsou hlavni
témata predkladané specializované mapy. Obé charakteristiky je
moZné porovnat také na mapé migrace pro obce Ceska. Hlavnim
UcCelem specializované mapy je nabidnout hodnoceni vnitini
diferenciace migra¢niho chovani na drovniurbanistickych obvodi
a katastralnich uzemi Prahy. Mapovy list obsahuje dvé mapy,
které hodnoti jednak migra¢ni bilanci urbanistickych obvodi
s vyuzitim absolutniho arelativniho migra¢niho salda, jednak
typologii podle vékové struktury. Mapy jsou zaloZeny na datech
z priubéZné evidence migrace evidované Ceskym statistickym
uradem, tedy hlaSenich o stéhovani mezi urbanistickymi obvody
Prahy. Praha je zaroveii jedinou obci v Cesku, kde jsou migra¢ni
data vtéto podrobnosti sledovana. Data obsahuji informace
o mistu pristéhovani avystéhovani, dale pak charakteristiky
stéhujicich se osob jako je vék, statni obCanstvi, rodinny stav (do
roku 2004 se zjistovalo také vzdélani a diivody stéhovanti). V prvni
mapée je vyuZzita charakteristika primérného rocniho migra¢niho
salda (rozdil mezi poctem pristéhovalych avystéhovalych
do urbanistického obvodu) avkartogramu také hruba mira
migracniho salda (saldo vztazené na 1000 obyvatel stredniho
stavu obyvatelstva). Druha mapa kombinuje udaje o vékové
struktufe migrantd za urbanistické obvody a katastralni dzemi.
Kartogramzobrazujerozdil priimérnéhovéku osob piistéhovalych

SALDO MIGRACE

MIGRACE V PRAZE 2000-2013
MIGRATION IN PRAGUE 2000-2013

NET MIGRATION

informaci ozméné veékové struktury vjednotlivych obvodech
vyjadrenou pravé jednim ukazatelem. Celkovd proména vékové
struktury ve sledovanych letech je pak vyjadrena na udrovni
katastralnich izemi pomoci sloupcovych diagrami zobrazujicich
specifickd migracni salda v pétiletych vékovych skupinach ana
obrazku 3.2.1 v anglické casti.

Pocet vroce 2011 Primérny vék Saldo migrace

Typ zastavby hruba

mira %o

urbanistickych pristého-

obvodit obyvatel

, vystéhovalych rozdil abs.
valych

Historicka

! y 23 49190 32,8 41,8 90 5775 -84
zastavba jadra
CinZovni domy 141 320812 324 39,3 69 18715 42
Vilové &vrti 52 97105 31,7 42,6 1109 6476 48
sidliste 153 529 671 32,2 36,8 46 1854 03
DomkKky
v kompaktni 82 92297 32,4 433 1109 26207 203
zastavbé
Vniténf suburbia 131 126 887 30,6 42,6 121 45375 255
Neresidentnf

erezidentn 334 2348 33,1 46,2 31 4495 1367
oblasti
Celkem Praha 916 1218309 32,1 39,3 73 97347 57

Tabulka 3.2.1: Vyvoj migracniho salda v typech urbanistickych obvodii Prahy
Zdroj: vlastni typologie (Ourednicek a kol, 2012, viz mapovy list Typologie rezidencnich
aredlii); CSU, 2011

Pozndmka: saldo migrace celkem za 14 let, rocni priimérnd hrubd mira migracniho salda

Rozmisténi migracné ziskovych a ztratovych oblasti ve mésté
je relativné znacné diferencované. Celkové lze pozorovat
vyznamnou zavislost migracnich ziskii na realizované bytové
vystavbé. Charakteristickym znakem nové rezidencni vystavby
je jeji lokalizace na volnych plochach v riiznych ¢astech mésta,
bez ohledu na charakter ptivodni zastavby. Tim dochazi k nartistu
obyvatelstva stéehovanim i ve vybranych ¢astech vnitfniho mésta
a sidlist's novou vystavbou. Dobfre je tato diferenciace uvnitr Ctvrti
vnitiniho mésta zretelna napt. v Karliné nebo na Vinohradech,
kde lze se znalosti lokdlnich podminek dobre odecitat zavislost
migracnich ziski na realizaci novych rezidencnich projektd.
Generalizovany pohled na vyvoj migracniho salda je mozné ziskat
s vyuZzitim typologie urbanistickych obvodu (k metodice bliZe viz
Typologie rezidencnich arealii), ktera vyuziva sSesti typt zastavby
(viz tabulka 3.2.1). Z tabulky je zrejmé, Ze o zhruba stotisicovy
migracni zisk Prahy jako celku se béhem let 2000-2013 podélily
vSechny typy urbanistickych obvodii s vyjimkouhistorickéhojadra
meésta. Rozmisténi migracnihosaldajevSsakznacné nerovnomérné.
Nejvétsi absolutni zisky zaznamenaly obé vnéjsi Casti mésta -
délnické domky vnéjsiho mésta a vnitrni suburbia na okraji Prahy
a také oblasti ¢inZovnich domf, které zahrnuji velkou ¢ast nové
vystavénych bytovych domi. Z hlediska relativnich migracnich
ziskl je situace podobn4, s tim rozdilem, Ze vyS$Si hrubé miry nez
¢inZovni domy dosahuji vilové Ctvrti. Relativné nejstabilnéjsimi

v uplynulych letech do znacné miry stabilizovany privatizaci
bytového fondu. Velka cast sidliSt zaznamenava mensi a pozvolné
migracni ubytky, pozitivni hodnota migracniho salda je dana
nékolika projekty nového bydleni v téchto ¢astech mésta.

Na rozdil od migracni bilance Prahy jako celku, je vnitini
diferenciace stéhovani zavisla na odliSnych typech migracniho
chovani domacnostia jednotlivcliv Praze.Z datsledovanych podle
nové metodiky migracni evidence lze doloZit, Ze intenzita migrace
se v Praze od roku 2000 vyrazné zvysila. Pokud rozdélime migraci
v Praze na stéhujici se z a do zahranici, z a do ostatnich obci Ceska
a vnitroprazska stéhovani, doslo k naristim migra¢nich pohybt
uvSech tri kategorii. Celkové ze zhruba 60 tisic stéhovani na
pocatku obdobi v roce 2001 narostl v roce 2007 objem stéhovani
na 140 tisic a v soucasnosti se pohybuje okolo hodnoty 100 tisic
stehovani ro¢né (Pridalova 2013). ZjednodusSené lze tedy tvrdit,
Ze za sledovanych c¢trnact let se v priméru prestéhoval kazdy
obCan hlavniho mésta. Zhruba polovinu ztohoto poctu tvori
vnitroprazska migrace, ktera je charakteristicka ponékud odlis-
nym migracnim chovanim, kde prevaZuje stéhovani z rodinnych
dlivodii, uvniti stavajiciho bytového fondu, v blizkém sousedstvi
apod. U stéhovani uvnitt Prahy prevazuji nad ekonomickymi
diivody motivy spojené s fazemi zZivotniho cyklu. To je ¢astecné
patrné z grafu specifickych migracnich sald (viz obrazek 3.2.2),
ktera vykazuji negativni hodnoty v kategorii déti a dale osob
starSich padesati let.

Druha mapa zobrazuje pomoci metody kartogramu rozdily
vprimérném veéku pristéhovalych avystéhovalych osob
v jednotlivych urbanistickych obvodech Prahy. Rovnéz prianalyze
téchto ukazatell je vhodné vyuzit typologie (viz tabulka 3.2.1).
Nejvétsirozdily v prliimérném véku pristéhovalych a vystéhovalych
vykazuji oblasti, u kterych je vyrazny rozdil ve vékové strukture
obyvatel ptivodni a nové zastavby - jedna se zejména o oblasti
tvorené rodinnymi domy rizného charakteru, vnitinich suburbii,
domki v kompaktni zastavbé nebo vilovych Ctvrti. Z téchto typl
zastavby se také vystéhovava nejstarsi obyvatelstvo, zatimco
nejmladsi vékovy primér vystéhovalych maji obyvatelé sidlist.
Celkové se uvnitr Prahy stéhuje starsi obyvatelstvo neZ pres
hranice Prahy a v Cesku obecné. Z hlediska prostorové distribuce
na urovni urbanistickych obvodi je opét zretelna koincidence
s aredly nové rezidenc¢ni vystavby v pripadé niZsiho priimérného
veéku pristéhovalych.

Specificka salda migrace vyjadrena v kartodiagramech za
katastralni uzemi nabizeji vynikajici analyticky nastroj hodnocent
ziskli/ztrat z hlediska vékové struktury migrantli. Jednotlivé
prazské ctvrti vykazuji znacnou diferenciaci specifickych
migracnich sald, ktera je ale do znacné miry ovlivnéna také

vyrazné ziskavaji ve vékovych skupinach nejmladsich dospélych
(15-29 let), vyjimkou jsou pouze sidlistni katastry Chodov,
Kamyk a Bohnice ataké Josefov, které se radi také k izemim
s nejvyss$imi celkovymi migracnimi ztratami. Vnitini mésto jako
celek ztraci predevSim détskou populaci, ale také obyvatele
starStho véku, zatimco ziskava v kategoriich dospélych do
50 let. Okrajova suburbia ve sledovanych letech ziskavala ve
vSech vékovych kategoriich - nejvysSsi priristky zde zaznamenaly
napriklad Kunratice, Uhtinéves, Béchovice nebo Ujezd nad Lesy.
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Obrazek 3.2.2: Specifickd migracni salda pétiletych vékovych skupin v Praze.
Zdroj: CSU, 2014
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Prague’s net migration is the difference of people moving into
the capital’s administrative borders and people moving out. As
a general rule, migration is the decisive element of population
growth in large cities. Roughly half of the capital’s migration gain
is due to international migration, the other half is due to inner
migration from the country‘s municipalities. Nevertheless, Prague
is not a functionally closed system sealed by its administrative
borders, this is why it is better to examine migration in a larger,
regional context. Figure 3.2.1 shows the long-term evolution of
the net migration rate in Prague, the Prague-East and Prague-
West districts (hinterland) and the rest of the region of Central
Bohemia in 1988-2013. The evolution of net migration clearly
shows the beginning and the gradual progress of suburbanization,
first in the nearest hinterland and gradually further away
from the city, as well as the two stages in the evolution of net
migration in 2000-2013 (for the analysis of the 1990s see f.e.
Cermak 1999). While the 2000-2007 period features dynamic
population growth both in Prague and its hinterland, the
economic crisis brought apost-2008 slowdown in housing
development, inner migration and, above all, international
migration. These tendencies have been particularly pronounced
in the capital: its annual net migration has been falling since 2007
resulting in aloss of population through out-migration in 2013.
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Figure 3.2.1: The evolution of the net migration rate in Prague, the Prague-East and
Prague-West districts (hinterland) and the rest of the region of Central Bohemia in 1988-
2013.

Source: CSU, 2014

These two stages in the evolution of migration caused by the
latest economic boom and crisis respectively must be taken into
account when interpreting the capital’s net migration and age-
specific migration, both shown on the map sheet. These indicators
can also be examined and compared on the map sheet featuring
migration in Czech municipalities. The main purpose of this map
sheet is to assess the inner differentiation of migration behaviour
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on the level of Prague’s urbanistic districts and cadastral territo-
ries. The map sheet contains two maps assessing the migration
balance of urbanistic districts, using both absolute figures and
net migration rate, and age structure respectively. These maps
draw on Czech Statistical Office’s (CSU) continuous records on
migration, i.e. reports on migration between Prague’s urbanistic
districts. Prague is the only Czech municipality providing data in
such a detail. These contain information on the municipality the
person is leaving and the municipality the person is moving into,
plus different characteristics of the person, such as age, nationality
and marital status (until 2004 it also included education and
reasons for migration). The first map shows the average annual
net migration (the number of people moving into the urbanistic
district less the number of people moving out) and the net
migration rate in a choropleth map (net migration per 1,000 mid-
year population). The second map combines data on migrants’
age structure by urbanistic districts and cadastral territories.
The choropleth map shows the difference between the average
ages of people moving in and moving out; this single indicator
provides basic information on the change of the age structure in
a given urbanistic district. Bar charts depicting age-specific net
migration for five-year age groups show the overall change in age
structure by cadastral territory.

The distribution of areas gaining population through in-
migration and losing population through out-migration is quite
differentiated. In general, migration gains dependence on actual
housing development is observed. New residential housing is
characterised by its location on building-free sites in various
parts of the city, regardless of the character of local original
buildings. This is why population growth through migration is
recorded in selected parts of the inner city and housing estates
with new housing development. The differentiation inside the
inner city is clearly visible in the neighbourhoods of Karlin
and Vinohrady for instance, where the knowledge of local
situation helps to identify the dependence of migration gains
on new housing development projects being built in the area.
A generalised view of the evolution of net migration is obtained
by applying the typology of urbanistic districts (see Typology of
Residential Areas for method) which distinguishes six types of
buildings (see Table 3.2.1 in the Czech version). The table shows
that Prague’s population growth through migration of roughly
100,000 people in 2000-2013 was spread among all types of
urbanistic districts with the exception of the city’s historical core.
Nevertheless, its distribution is considerably uneven. Both outer
parts of Prague, outer city working class houses and inner suburbs,
as well as the area of tenement houses with a large share of newly
built residential houses, have recorded the biggest absolute gains.
The situation is similar when comparing the net migration rate,
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with the difference of villa neighbourhoods which have a higher
rate than the group of tenement houses. Housing estates seem to
be the most stable category of urbanistic districts, the stability
is due to the recent housing privatisation. A large number of
housing estates is experiencing slow and gradual population loss
through out-migration, positive net migration is a result of several
new housing projects being built in these areas.

Prague’s inner migration differentiation draws on a different
type of households and individuals’ migration behaviour than
the migration balance of Prague as a whole. Data based on new
methods of migration record keeping show that migration
intensity in Prague has considerably increased since 2000. If
we break down migrants in Prague into migrants coming from/
leaving for a foreign country, coming from/leaving for another
municipality within the country and people moving inside Prague,
migration flows have intensified in all three categories. The
volume of moves grew from around 60,000 in 2001 to 140,000
in 2007 and currently amounts to around 100,000 moves a year
(Pridalova 2013). We can therefore assume that on average every
inhabitant of Prague moved once during the observed period
of 14 years. Half of these moves is accounted for by migration
within the city’s borders caused by specific migration behaviour,
i.e. moving for family reasons, from and to an already existing
building, within close neighbourhoods etc. In this case, migration
motives connected to different life cycle stages prevail over
economic reasons. This is partially visible from the chart showing
age-specific net migration (see Figure 3.2.2 in the Czech version)
which is negative for children and people over 50.

The second choropleth map shows the differences in the
average age of people moving in and out of Prague’s urbanistic
districts. When analysing these indicators, it is again very
convenient to apply the already mentioned typology (see Table
3.2.1 in the Czech version). The biggest differences in the average
age of people moving in and out are observed in areas where
there is alarge difference in the age structure of inhabitants in
old and new buildings, i.e. mainly in areas with different types
of family houses, inner suburbs, compact built-up areas or villa
neighbourhoods. These areas lose elderly inhabitants while the
lowest average age of people moving out is recorded in housing
estates. In general, people moving within Prague are older than
people moving out of Prague or within Czechia. On the level of
urbanistic districts, lower average age of people moving in is
again observed in areas with new residential development.

Age-specific net migration by cadastral territories shown on
the choropleth map is an excellent analytical tool for the assess-
ment of age-specific population gains/losses. The pronounced
age-specific net migration differentiation between Prague’s
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neighbourhoods is considerably influenced by their age
structure. All cadastral territories have experienced substantial
population growth in the age group of young adults (15-29
years of age) with the exception of the housing estate cadastral

territories of Chodov, Kamyk and Bohnice and the territory

of Josefov; these areas have also seen the biggest population

losses through migration. The inner city as a whole loses mainly

children and the elderly and gains people in the category of adults
under 50. Peripheral suburbs have seen population growth in all
age categories - the biggest population gains were recorded in
Kunratice, Uhrinéves, Béchovice, and Ujezd nad Lesy, for instance.
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VZDELANOST V PRAZE

POCET LET SKOLNIi DOCHAZKY A VZDELANOSTNI STRUKTURA OBYVATELSTVA
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Vzdélanostni droven je diileZitym ukazatelem pri hodnoceni
vertikalni diferenciace struktury obyvatelstva (Machonin akol.
2000), zejména jeho socialniho statusu. Uroven vzdélanosti je
z hlediska dostupnosti statistickych dat nejvhodnéjSim indi-
katorem vyspélosti uzemnich jednotek ajejich kulturni trovneé.
Z vysledki scitani lidu je zifejmé, Ze podil obyvatel se zakladnim
vzdélanim v Praze mezi lety 1950 a 2011 dramaticky poklesl
anaopak vyrazné narostl podil vysokoSkolsky vzdélanych
obyvatel. Na jedné strané totiz srostouci dostupnosti vysSSich
stupnl vzdélani pro Sirsi vrstvy obyvatel pribyva pocet uspés-
nych absolventi stfednich a vysokych skol. Na strané druhé pak
dochazi k postupnému vymirani starsiho obyvatelstva s niZsim
(prevazné zakladnim) vzdélanim (Wahla 1988). Praha je pritom
vzhledem ke své dominantni pozici dlouhodobé jednim z hlavnich
center vzdélanosti v Ceské republice (Puldova 2011). Cilem mapy
je popsat diferenciaci vzdélanostni urovné obyvatel hlavniho
meésta Prahy na urovni katastri vletech 1980 a 2011. Zaméruje
se rovnéZz na proménlivost/setrvacnost prostorového vzorce
vzdélanostni struktury v poslednich triceti letech. Mapa volné
navazuje na popis diferenciace socialniho statusu v mezivalecném
obdobi (viz Socialni status mezivalecné Prahy).

Specializovana mapa vychdazi z dat ze Sc¢itani lidu, domi a bytl
konanych vletech 1980 a2011. Vroce 1980 probéhlo prvni
scitani, které zachycuje celé uzemi dnesni Prahy (v 70. letech
probéhlo vyznamné rozsireni Prahy o obce v jejim dosavadnim
zazemi), coZ umozZnuje dobre porovnat proménu prostorovych
vzorcl. V obou mapach jsou sledovany stejné ukazatele, které
charakterizuji uUroven vzdélanosti. Jednak je popisovano
slozeni obyvatelstva podle dosazeného stupné jejich vzdélani
(zakladni, stredoSkolské bez maturity, stredoskolské s maturitou
a vysokoSkolské). Dale hodnotime vyvoj adzemni diferenciaci
primeérného poctu let Skolni dochazky. Tento komplexni ukazatel
popisuje celkovou uroven vzdeélanosti obyvatel vdaném tzemi,
kdyZz zohledniuje vSechny stupné vzdélani a kazdému priklada
jinou vahu. Ukazatel vyjadruje odhad, kolik let se vzdélaval
primeérny obyvatel obce. Vaha jednotlivych stupni vzdélani byla
stanovena podle minimalniho poctu let, ktery nejméné musi
jedinec studovat pro jeho dosaZeni (viz tabulka 4.2.1). V mapé
pro rok 2011 navic zaznamenavame meénici se pozici jednotlivych
katastri v rdmci mésta na Zebricku nejvzdélanéjsich a nejméné
vzdélanych katastri.

Vyuziti dat ze scitani lidu ma vSak sva metodicka uskali. Za prvé,
zatimco vroce 1980 bylo sledovano trvale bydlici obyvatelstvo,

data z cenzu zroku 2011 jsou publikovana za obvykle bydlici
obyvatelstvo. V mnoha uzemich je pritom pomérné vyznamny
rozdil mezi poctem (a do jisté miry i strukturou) obyvatel ob-
vykle a trvale bydlicich. Tato disproporce (ve prospéch obvykle
bydliciho obyvatelstva) byva obvykle vétsi v pripadé (1) roz-
vijejicich se lokalit s vyznamnou novou bytovou vystavbou (napf.
vnitini suburbanni oblasti vramci administrativnich hranic
Prahy) a (2) ¢tvrtich centra a vnitiniho mésta, kde je vyssi podil
docasné bydliciho obyvatelstva (zejména mladych lidi nebo
cizincli). Za druhé, kvalita dat ze scitani 2011 je sniZena velmi
vysokym podilem osob s nezjisténym vzdélanim (v nékterych
ctvrtich dosahuje dokonce 20-30 %). Pro zajiSténi srovnatelnosti
datv dlouhodobé perspektivé byly pocty osob s danym vzdélanim
vZzdy vztazeny k populaci starsi 15 let se zjisténym vzdélanim.

1980 2011
Stupei vzdélani P?cet l?t Podil Stupen vzdélani P?cet l?t Podil
Skolni Kkategorie* Skolni Kkategorie*
dochazky g dochazky g
Zakladni vzdélani 31,1 % 11,6 %
Bez vzdélani 5let 0,2%  Bezvzdélani 5let 0,2%
Z&kladnf vzdélani 8 let 31,00, ~aKladnive 8,5 let 10,3 %
neukonceného
Strevd(')sl:mlske - 31,6 % 22,7 %
vzdélani bez maturity
Uénovské 10,5 let 21,3%  Stredni v¢.
Odborné bez vyuceni (bez 11,5 let 22,3%
0 .
maturity 11,5 let 10,4 % maturity)
Strevd9slfolske _ 24,9 % 39,4 %
vzdélani s maturitou
Uplné stredni 12,5 let 719, Uplnéstredni 12,5 let 33,4 %
vSeobecné (s maturitou)
Uplné stredn 12,5 let 1750, astavbové 13,5 let 3,6 %
odborné studium
Podnikové instituty 14 let 030 yssiodborné 15,5 let 2,4 %
vzdélani
Vysokoskolské 12,3 % 26,4 %
Vysokoskolské 18 let 12,3%  Bakalaiské 15,5 let 3,8%
Bohoslovecké 17,5 let 0,05%  Magisterské 18 let 20,6 %
Doktorské 21,5 let 2,0 %
Celkem 100 % 100 %

Tabulka 4.2.1: Vzdélanostni struktura obyvatel Prahy a pocet let Skolni dochdzky podle
dosaZeného stupné vzdeldni v letech 1980 a 2011

Zdroj: CSU, 1980, 2011

Pozndmka: * Podil na obyvatelstvu se zjisténym vzdéldnim. Podil obyvatel s nezjisténym vzdéldnim
je1,2 % vroce 1980 a 10,4 % v roce 2011.

Na urovni celého uzemi Prahy doSlo mezi lety 1980 a 2011
ke zvySeni urovné vzdélanosti. Vyrazné vzrostl podil obyvatel
s vysokoskolskym vzdélanim (dokonce vice neZ dvojnasobné)

a stredoSkolskym vzdélanim s maturitou (viz tabulka 4.2.1).
Zajimavé je, Ze prestoze v roce 1980 vykazovali muzi lepsSi uroven
vzdélanosti nez Zeny, do roku 2011 se rozdily mezi pohlavimi
prakticky vyrovnaly. Vzdélanost Zen totiz rostla vyrazné rychleji
nez u muzi: napiiklad podil Zen s vysokoSkolskym diplomem se
ve sledovaném obdobi vice nez ztrojnasobil.

ZlepSeni vzdélanostni struktury se ve Ctvrtich Prahy promitlo
srliznou intenzitou. Hodnoceni struktury obyvatelstva podle
dosazeného stupné vzdélani je obsazeno v pracich Ourednicka
(1997), ktery hodnoti vyvoj v 70. a 80. letech, a Snejdove (2006)
pro 90. léta. Vtomto textu hodnotime proménu vzdélanostni
urovné pomoci priimérného poctu let Skolni dochazky. PrestoZe
mezi lety 1980 a 2001 nedoSlo vZadném Kkatastru ke sniZeni
hodnoty tohoto ukazatele, narist vzdélanostni tirovné byl vyrazné
uzemné diferencovany. V zasadé je mozné vycClenit Ctyri skupiny
katastri na zakladé proménlivosti nebo stability jejich pozice
v ramci meésta (viz tabulka 4.2.2)

1980 2011
Stupeti vzd&lani P?éet lf:t Podil oPyvate’l P?éet lc’et Podil oPyvate,l
Skolni s vysokoskolskym Skolni s vysokoskolskym
dochazky vzdélanim* dochazky vzdélanim*
Katastry s dlouhodobé velmi dobrou vzdélanostni strukturou?
Hrad¢any 12,0 let 21 % 14,6 let 45 %
Dejvice 12,2 let 22% 14,3 let 39%
Josefov 12,0 let 19 % 14,3 let 37 %
Katastry s vyrazné zlepSujici se pozici v ramci mésta dle vzdélanostiz
Hrdlotezy 9,9 let 4% 14,5 let 42 %
Lysolaje 11,0 let 13 % 14,4 let 41 %
Jinonice 10,7 let 6 % 14,2 let 39%
Katastry s vyrazné zhorsujici se pozici v ramci mésta dle vzdélanosti3
Lahovice 10,6 let 7% 12,4 let 13 %
Béchovice 10,5 let 6 % 12,6 let 16 %
Hloubétin 10,6 let 7% 12,7 let 19 %
Katastry s dlouhodobé velmi Spatnou vzdélanostni strukturou*
Cholupice 9,6 let 1% 11,9 let 10 %
Nedvézi 9,5 let 2% 12,4 let 12 %
Krélovice 9,4 let 0,5 % 12,4 let 17 %

Tabulka 4.2.2: Vzdélanostni struktura obyvatel vybranych katastrii v Praze a pocet let
skolni dochdzky podle dosaZeného stupné vzdéldni v letech 1980 a 2011

Zdroj: CSU, 1980, 2011

Pozndmka: V tabulce jsou zobrazeny katastry s nejvys$si, resp. nejniZsi urovni vzdélanosti v dané
skupiné katastrii v roce 2011. * Podil na obyvatelstvu se zjisténym vzdéldnim. 1Katastry, které byly
mezi Ctvrtinou katastrii s nejvyssi itrovni vzdélanosti v obou sledovanych letech. ?Katastry,
u kterych doslo k vyraznému zlepseni pozice katastru v rdmci mésta (posun nejméné o 25 mist
vzhiiru v poradi katastrii dle priimérného poctu let Skolni dochdzky). 3Katastry, u kterych doslo
k vyraznému zhorsSeni pozice katastru v rdmci mésta (posun nejméné o 25 mist dolii v poradi
katastru dle priimérného poctu let skolni dochdzky). 4Katastry, které byly mezi Ctvrtinou katastrii
s nejniZsi urovni vzdélanosti v obou sledovanych letech.

Za prvé identifikujeme skupinu katastri, které vykazovaly velmi
dobrou vzdélanostni strukturu v obou sledovanych letech. Jde
o Ctvrti s dlouhodobé velmi vysokym socidlnim statusem, které se
nachazi predevsim v centru a vnitifnim mésté s kvalitnim obytnym
prostredim (Josefov, Mala Strana, Vinohrady, Dejvice, StreSovice).
Druhouskupinutvorikatastry, ve kterych se vzdélanostni struktura
obyvatelstva v poslednich triceti letech vyrazné zlepSila. Patii do
ni jednak nékteré ctvrti vnitiniho mésta (Hrdlorezy, Jinonice), ale
zejména katastry na okraji Prahy (Lysolaje, Pitkovice, Kreslice),
u kterych doslo ke zvySeni vzdélanostni drovné zejména ve
spojitosti s procesem suburbanizace a pristéhovanim obyvatelstva
s vySSim socialnim statusem.

Na druhé strané stoji skupina jednotek, jejichZ pozice se v ramci
mesta zhorSuje. Prestoze ivnich dochazi ke zvySovani arovné
vzdélanosti, je tento proces vyrazné pomalejSi neZ ve mésté
jako celku. Jedna se o Ctvrti na okraji Prahy se slabsSim socialnim
statusem (Lahovice, Béchovice, Komorany). Mezi tyto ¢tvrti patri
ale ikatastry se sidlistni zastavbou, které vroce 1980 patrily
ktém nejvzdélanéjSim (Haje, Strizkov, Kobylisy, Krc¢). Posledni
skupinou jsou pak ¢tvrti s dlouhodobé velmi Spatnou vzdélanostni
strukturou, které se v obou letech radily mezi nejhorsi jednotky.
Sem zarazujeme predevsim okrajové katastry Prahy, kde nedoslo
k vétsimu rozvoji bytové vystavby a kterym tak do velké miry z{listal
jejich venkovsky charaktera (Cholupice, Lochkov, Trebonice).
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The level of education is an important indicator in assessing
the vertical differentiation of the population structure (Machonin
et al. 2000), mainly in terms of social status. Thanks to the
availability of statistical data, the level of education is the most
appropriate indicator of advancement of territorial units, and
their cultural level. From the census results it is obvious that
between 1950 and 2011, the share of people who only achieved
primary education significantly decreased in Prague. By contrast,
there was a considerable increase in the share of people with
tertiary education. The reasons for this are twofold: firstly, the
higherlevels of education have become more accessible to broader
social classes, resulting in an increasing number of people who
completed secondary and tertiary education. Secondly, the elderly
population with lower (mostly primary) education has been
passing away (Wahla 1988). Thanks to its prominent position,
Prague has been one of the main centres of education in the Czech
Republic for a long time (Puldova 2011). The purpose of this map
is to describe the differences in the level of education of Prague
population by cadastral territories in 1980 and 2011. It also
focuses on the changing/constant spatial pattern of educational
structure in the past thirty years. The map is loosely linked to the
description of social status differentiation in the interwar period
(see Social status of the interwar Prague).

The thematic map is based on the census results from 1980
and 2011. In 1980, the first census took place covering the whole
of the present-day Prague (in the 1970s, Prague was significantly
expanded when the former hinterland municipalities became
part of it), which allows for an easy comparison of the respective
spatial patterns. Both maps show the same indicators assessing
the educational attainment. The population was assessed in
terms of the level of education achieved (primary, secondary
without maturita [i.e. school leaving] exam, secondary with
maturita exam and tertiary). Also assessed was the development
and spatial differentiation of the years of school attendance. This
comprehensive indicator describes the overall level of education
of the population of the given area, taking into account all levels
of education and allocating different weight to each of them. The
indicator represents an estimation of the number of years an
average inhabitant of the municipality spent at school. The weight
of the individual levels of education was determined based on the
minimum number of years an individual has to spend studying
to achieve it (see Table 4.2.1). In the 2011 map, changes in the
rating of the individual cadastral territories in terms of the most
educated and least educated ones are also shown.

However, using census data has its methodological difficulties.
Firstly, whereas in 1980 the data was related to permanently
resident population, the 2011 census data describes usually
resident population. In many areas, the difference in the size (and
structure, to a certain extent) of usually resident and permanently
resident population is quite significant. This disproportion (in
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favour of usually resident population) is usually greater in (1)
developing areas with substantial new housing construction
(e.g. inner suburban areas within the administrative boundaries
of Prague) and (2) neighbourhoods in the city centre and inner
city, where the share of temporary residents (mainly young
people or foreigners) is greater. Secondly, the quality of the 2011
census data is reduced due to a very high share of people whose
education level was not identified (in some neighbourhoods, it
was as high as 20-30%). To ensure long-term comparability of
data, the number of people with a given level of education was
extrapolated to people aged 15 or over with identified level of
education.

Between 1980 and 2011, the level of education increased in all
areas of Prague. The share of people with an university degree

1980 2011
Number
. Level of
Level of education of years Share of evelo Number of Share of
education years of
of category* . category*
. schooling
schooling
Primary education 31.1% 11.6%
Without education 5 years 0.2% Wlthoqt 5 years 0.2%
education
Primary
Primary education 8 years 31.0% (including 8.5 years 10.3%
incomplete)
Secondary education
without maturita 31.6% 22.7%
exam
Secondary o
vocational 10.5 years 21.3% -Seconc-lary
including
Secondary technical vocational 11.5 years 22.3%
(without maturita 11.5 years 10.4%  (without
exam) maturita exam)
Se.condary ('educatlon 24.9% 39.4%
with maturita exam
Full secondar: Full secondary
y 12.5 years 7.1%  (with maturita 12.5 years 33.4%
general
exam)
Full sz:econdary 12.5 years 17.5% Follow-up 13.5 years 3.6%
technical courses
In-company Post-secondary
education 14 years 0.3%  technical 15.5 years 2.4%
programmes education
Tertiary education 12.3% 26.4%
Tertiary education 18 years 12.3%  Bachelor 15.5 years 3.8%
Theological faculties 17.5 years 0.05%  Master 18 years 20.6%
Doctor 21.5 years 2.0%

Total 100% 100%
Table 4.2.1: Educational structure of the Prague population and the number of years of
schooling by educational attainment in 1980 and 2011

Source: CSU, 1980, 2011

Note: * Share of the population with identified level of education. The share of people whose level of
education was not identified is 1.2% in 1980 and 10.4% in 2011.

increased significantly (by more than twice) and so did the share
of people with secondary education with maturita exam (see Table
4.2.1). It is interesting that whereas in 1980, men had a higher

20000

30000 40 000

level of education than women, in 2011 the gender differences
were nearly non-existent. In fact, the educational attainment of
women was growing considerably faster than it was the case for
men: for example the share of women with a university degree
more than tripled in the given period.

The improvement of educational structure had a different
intensity in different Prague neighbourhoods. The assessment of
population structure by level of education completed is covered
by Outednicek (1997), who assessed the development in the
1970s and 1980s, and Snejdova (2006) for the 1990s. In this
text, the change in educational attainment is assessed based on
the years of school attendance. Even though between 1980 and
2011, the value of this indicator didn’t decrease in any of the
cadastral territories, the spatial differentiation of the increase of
educational attainment was considerable. Based on the extent of
change in educational structure as compared to the rest of the
city, we can define four basic groups of cadastral territories (see
Table 4.2.2).

In the first group, there are cadastral territories the educational
structure of which was very good in both census years. For
a long time, these neighbourhoods have had avery high social
status; they can be found mainly in the city centre and inner city
with a high quality of housing (Josefov, Mala Strana, Vinohrady,
Dejvice, StreSovice). The second group represents cadastral
territories in which the educational structure of the population
has significantly improved in the past thirty years. It includes
some inner city neighbourhoods (Hrdlorezy, Jinonice), but mainly
also cadastral territories on the outskirts of Prague (Lysolaje,
Pitkovice, Kreslice), where the increase in educational attainment
is mainly related to the suburbanization process and in-migration
of people with a higher social status.

On the other hand, there are also areas whose position within
the city ranking is lower than before. Even though also in
these areas the level of education is increasing, this process is
significantly slower than in the city as a whole. Such phenomenon
can be observed on the outskirts of Prague, in neighbourhoods
with alower social status (Lahovice, Béchovice, Komorany).
However, among these neighbourhoods there are also cadastral
territories with housing estates, which ranked among the most
educated in 1980 (H3je, Strizkov, Kobylisy, Krc¢). The last group is
made up of neighbourhoods the educational structure of which
hasbeenvery poor fora long time and which belonged to the worst
areas in both census years. These are mainly cadastral territories
on the outskirts of Prague, where the housing construction was
rather limited and which have thus preserved their rural character
(Cholupice, Lochkov, Trebonice).

Pocet let Skolni dochazky
Years of school attendance

10 10,5 11 11,5 12 13 13,7 14 14,5

Rok
Year Min. Max.
1980 9,3 <« 11,3 > 12,2
2011 12,2 < 13,9 » 15,1
Primér / Mean
1 Hradc¢any

2 Mala Strana
3 Staré Mésto
4 Nové Mésto
5 VySehrad

6 Josefov

7 StreSovice
8 Vrsovice

>

Lipany

Zména poradi katastralnich izemi podle primérného
poctu let Skolni dochazky mezi lety 1980 a 2011

Change of cadastral territories' ranking according to the average
number of years of school attendance between 1980 and 2011

Katastralni izemi s dlouhodobé velmi dobrou vzdélanostni strukturou
(mezi ¢tvrtinou katastralnich izemi s nejvyssi irovni vzdélanosti)
Cadastral territory with very good educational structure in both years
(among a quarter of cadastral territories with the highest level of education)

Katastralni uzemi s dlouhodobé velmi Spatnou vzdélanostni strukturou
(mezi Ctvrtinou katastralnich izemi{ s nejnizsi irovni vzdélanosti)
Cadastral territory with very poor educational structure in both years
(among a quarter of cadastral territories with the lowest level of education)

Katastralni izemi s vyrazné zlepsujici se pozici v rdmci mésta podle vzdélanosti
(posun nejméné o 25 mist vzhiiru v poradi katastralnich izemf)

Cadastral territory with a significant improvement of ranking

(at least 25 places up)

Katastralni azemi s vyrazné zhorsujici se pozici v rdmci mésta podle vzdélanosti
(posun nejméné o 25 mist dolti v poradi katastralnich tizemi)

Cadastral territory with a significant worsening of ranking
(at least 25 places down)

Pouze obyvatelé se zjiSténym vzdélanim.
Population with identified level of education only.

1980 2011
Level of education Number of S_hare of _peop_le Number of S_hare of Peop_le
years of with a university years of with a university
schooling degree* schooling degree*

Cadastral territories with a very good educational structure for a long time!

Hradcany 12.0 years 21% 14.6 years 45%
Dejvice 12.2 years 22% 14.3 years 39%
Josefov 12.0 years 19% 14.3 years 37%

Cadastral territories, whose position within the city ranking has been significantly
improving in terms of educational attainment?

Hrdlotezy 9.9 years 4% 14.5 years 42%
Lysolaje 11.0 years 13% 14.4 years 41%
Jinonice 10.7 years 6% 14.2 years 39%

Cadastral territories, whose position within the city ranking has been significantly
deteriorating in terms of educational attainment3

Lahovice 10.6 years 7% 12.4 years 13%
Béchovice 10.5 years 6% 12.6 years 16%
Hloubétin 10.6 years 7% 12.7 years 19%
Cadastral territories with a very poor educational structure for a long time*
Cholupice 9.6 years 1% 11.9 years 10%
Nedvézi 9.5 years 2% 12.4 years 12%
Kralovice 9.4 years 0.5% 12.4 years 17%

Table 4.2.2: Educational structure of the population of selected Prague cadastral territories
and the number of years of schooling by educational attainment in 1980 and 2011

Source: CSU, 1980, 2011

Note: The Table shows cadastral territories with the highest/lowest educational attainment within
the given group of municipalities in 2011.

* Share of the population with identified level of education.

1Cadastral territories, which belonged to the quarter of cadastral territories with the highest
educational attainment in both census years.

2Cadastral territories, whose position within the city ranking significantly improved (improvement
by at least 25 positions in the ranking of cadastral territories based on the years of school
attendance).

3Cadastral territories, whose position within the city ranking significantly deteriorated (drop by at
least 25 positions in the ranking of cadastral territories based on the years of school attendance).
“Cadastral territories, which belonged to the quarter of cadastral territories with the lowest
educational attainment in both census years.
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SOCIALNI STATUS OBYVATEL MEZIVALECNE PRAHY
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charakteristické velmi Cilym stavebnim a vysokym popula¢nim
rastem, kdyZ v priibéhu 20. let pribylo v hlavnim mésté témeér
200 tisic obyvatel. V disledku takto dynamického vyvoje se zvy-
Sovala socialné ekonomicka diferenciace obyvatelstva, ktera se
promitala i v prostoru (Matéji 1980). Cilem mapy je proto popsat
diferenciaci socialniho statusu vtomto obdobi ve Velké Praze.
Se snahou ukazat polarizaci tehdejsiho méstského prostredi se
zamérujeme na identifikaci téch casti meésta, ve kterych bydleli
obyvatelé s vysokym anebo naopak nizkym socidlnim statusem.
Vyuzivame pritom ukazatele, které dobre vystihuji charakter
socialni diferenciace obyvatel tehdejSi Prahy. V hlavni mapé
sledujeme ceny ndajemniho bydleni v roce 1921. Na mista s vySSim
socialnim statusem ukazuje pritomnost domaciho sluZebnictva
vletech 1921 a 1930 (obdobné pouZito v Moschelesova 1937).
Naopak vyssi koncentraci obyvatel s nizkym socialnim statusem
popisujeme na zakladé pritomnosti neatraktivnich sklepnich
a suterénnich bytii a vybranych ustavii, které slouzily jako bydleni
pro chudé (vroce 1921). S nastupem socialismu vétSina pouzitych
ukazateli pozbyla relevance, na mapu vsak volné navazuje
Vzdélanost v Praze a Struktura zaméstnanosti v Praze popisujici
vzdélanostni strukturu obyvatel Prahy vobdobi socialismu
a soucasnosti.

Specializovand mapa vychazi ze tfi zdroji dat. Vyuzita jsou
data ze sc¢itani lidu z let 1921 a 1930 (data pro prvni rok pochazi
z Bohacovy [1923] publikace) a dale udaje zjiSténé Soupisem
bytl v Praze, ktery se konal vroce 1921. Hlavni mapa zobrazuje
vysSi primeérného rocniho najemného vroce 1921 v katastrech
Prahy (vysSe najemného zahrnovala i vedlejsi poplatky). Ukazuje
rovnéz strukturu byth podle socidlniho postaventi jejich obyvatel
(samostatni a ndjemci, urednici azrizenci, délnici a nadenici).
Najemni byty tvorily vroce 1921 naprostou vétSinu bytového
fondu v Praze (vpriméru 87 % vSech bytiu). NejvySsi podil
najemnich byt vykazovaly ¢asti kompaktniho mésta (Zizkov,
VrSovice, VySehrad, Smichov nebo Vinohrady - ve vSech vice
nez 90 %), na druhé strané nejnizsi podil ndjemniho bydleni se
nalézal v katastrech na okraji Prahy (napr. MaleSice, Strizkov)
nebo tam, kde byl vyznamny podil sluZebnich bytt (Bohnice,
casteCné také Hodkovicky). VySe ndjemného tedy surcitymi
omezenimi pomeérné dobre ilustruje vydaje na bydleni v pripadé
veétSiny domacnosti bydlicich v Praze.

Dalsi dvé mapy se vénuji domacimu sluZebnictvu, jehoZz
pritomnost je vztahovana k poctu byt vroce 1921 ak poctu
obyvatel vydélecné cinnych pro rok 1930. Vnavaznosti na
uzemni rozristani hlavniho meésta aomezenou dostupnost
dat bylo moZné za rok 1921 tyto ukazatele znazornit pouze za

jednotek zahrnujicich obce, které byly na zakladé zakona z roku
1920 k Praze pripojeny; resp. za Uzemi méstskych ¢asti vdruhém
sledovaném roce. Posledni mapa za rok 1921 znazornuje podil
sklepnich asuterénnich byt vbytovém fondu arozmisténi
obydlenych ustavli, které primarné slouzily pro ubytovani
chudych. Mezi ty byly zarazeny nocleharny, utulny, chorobince
a chudobince. Rozmisténi a kapacitu podobnych zarizeni v roce
1930 popisuje Kvalita bytového fondu v Praze.

Cena bydleni je komplexnim ukazatelem, ktery dokaze
poukazat na oblasti snizkym ivysokym socialnim statusem.
Vyse primeérného rocniho najemného byla v roce 1921 ovlivnéna
situaci na trhu s bydlenim, ktera se v obdobi po prvni svétové
valce vyznacovala relativné prisnou regulaci ndjemniho bydleni.
SpoleCensky dosah této regulace byl v Praze pomérné vyznamny
vzhledem k vysokému podilu najemnich byt (témér 90 % vsech
byti). I pres tuto regulaci je vSak ziejma vysoka diferenciace na
trhu s bydlenim z hlediska ceny bydleni a samozrejmé ikvality
bytového fondu. V priibéhu 20. a 30. let navic dochazelo ke
zvySovani najemného (Matéji 1977). Socioekonomicky silné
obyvatelstvo, které bylo schopné platit nejvyssi najemné, bydlelo
v atraktivnich cCtvrtich centra mésta a prilehlych rezidencnich
ctvrtich (viz tabulka 4.1.1). Absolutné nejvySSi ndjemné bylo
placeno naJosefové a s urCitym odstupem pak na Novém a Starém
Mésté. V téchto Ctvrtich byly byty obyvany predevSim silnymi
socialnimi skupinami samostatnych a najemci. Se snizujicim se
primérnym ro¢nim najemnym rostl mezi mistnimi obyvateli podil
skupiny utrednikl a ziizencli a zejména pak délnikd a naddenikd.
Nejnizsi ndjemné pak bylo placeno v okrajovych Castech mésta
(Jinonice, Strizkov).

Podil obyvatel bytu podle socialniho

Podil postaveni

Primérné

Uzemi roéni najemnich P .
najemné byt Samgstau}l Urve’dmc1- Dglmcg _
a najemci aziizenci  anadenici
Josefov 1907 K¢ 88 % 68 % 27 % 5%
Nejvyssi Nové Mésto 1231 K¢ 86 % 57 % 24 % 19 %
njemné Staré Mésto 1204 K¢ 87 % 63 % 17 % 20 %
Vinohrady 1005 K¢ 90 % 50 % 31% 19 %
Bubenec 872 K¢ 85 % 36 % 37 % 27 %
Nejniz§i  MaleSice 168 K¢ 55% 14 % 7% 80 %
najemné* Motol 161 K¢ 59 % 19% 3% 78 %
Zabéhlice 158 K¢ 60 % 24 % 5% 71 %
Stiizkov 148 K¢ 58 % 14 % 0 % 86 %
Jinonice 140 K¢ 58 % 21% 4% 75 %
Velka Praha 707 K¢ 87 % 40 % 23 % 37 %

Tabulka 4.1.1: Katastry s nejvys$sim a nejnizsim priimérnym rocnim ndjemnym

a struktura obyvatel bytii podle jejich socidlniho postaveni v Praze v roce 1921

Zdroj: Statistickd komise hlavniho mésta Prahy, 1923

Pozndmka: * Katastry s nejniZsim priimérnym roénim ndjemnym maji vyssi podil domdcnosti bydlicich ve
vlastnim domé, pripadné bytii sluzebnich (Motol, Strizkov).

status obyvatelstva (Moschelesova 1937).Narozdil od soucasnosti
a zejména obdobi socialismu byla pritomnost sluzebnictva v do-
macnostech v obdobi prvni republiky u vyssi tridy relativné béz-
na. Vroce 1921 byl ve 14 % byti Velké Prahy pritomen alespon
jeden sluZebnik. Prostorova diferenciace domaciho sluZebnictva
byla pritom vyrazné ovlivnéna narodnostni strukturou obyvatel
jednotlivych prazskych ctvrti (viz Narodnost v Praze). Zejména
némecké a Zidovské obyvatelstvo totiZ vykazovalo obecné vyssi
socialni aekonomicky status azaméstnavalo vice domaciho
sluzebnictva neZz obyvatelé Ceskoslovenské narodnosti (viz
tabulka 4.1.2). Neni proto prekvapenim, Ze vyS$Si podil bytl
s alespon jednim sluZzebnikem najdeme v centralnich castech
meésta. Zdaleka nejvyssi podil vykazoval populacné maly Josefov
(témér 60 %). Tato ctvrt byla totiZ pred prvni svétovou valkou
sanovana aznovu vystavéna. Do novych modernich domt se
nastéhovalo bohaté obyvatelstvo se silnym zastoupenim Némct
a Zidd (Moschelesova 1937). Vysoky podil bytii se sluZebnictvem
byl také na Starém Mésté, Novém Mésté, Vinohradech nebo
Karliné (predevsim némecka mensina). Mapa z roku 1930 ukazuje
pocCet domacich sluZebnikii v poméru k obyvatelim v povolani
cinnych. Prostorovy vzorec je pritom obdobny jako v predeslé
mapé. Zdaleka nejvyssi podil vykazuje Praha V (Josefov), kde na
100 obyvatel v povolani ¢innych pripadda dokonce 35 domacich
sluzebniki. Vysoky relativni pocet sluzebnikii je pak také v Praze
[ (Staré Mésto), Praze II (Nové Mésto), Praze XII (Vinohrady)
a Praze XIX (zejména Bubenec a Dejvice).

Pocet byti Pocet
Pocet . P Sdvéma a domacich
Narodnost majitele byt domacich 3 ]ed'm,m vice d Bf,’z, h Celk sluzebniku
sluzebniki slu;:ll)?lci;{n(:m domacimi sll(l);(:f)fllickﬁ crem na 100
sluzebniky byt
Csl. teskoslovenska 22 106 11% 1% 88 % 156 009 14,2
statni  némecka 3960 36 % 8% 55% 7 057 56,1
prislus- zidovska 954 55 % 7% 38% 1375 69,4
nici jina 34 15% 3% 81 % 151 22,5
Cizinci 531 20% 4% 76 % 1805 29,4
Velka Praha 27 585 12 % 2% 86 % 166 397 16,6
Tabulka 4.1.2: Domdci sluZebnictvo vzhledem k ndrodnosti majitele bytu v Praze v roce
1921

Zdroj: Bohd¢, 1923

Jako protiklad kpredeslému ukazateli sledujeme podil
nekvalitniho bydleni, které slouzi obyvatellim s niZ$im socidlnim
statusem: sklepnia suterénnibyty a rovnéz zarizeni pro ubytovani
chudych obyvatel. Je nutné poznamenat, Ze podil suterénnich byti
byl (prirozené€) velmi nizky v pripadé ctvrti, které tvorily rodinné
domy, v nichZ tento typ byti nebyl obvykly (MaleSice, Jinonice).
Je tedy zrejmé, Ze vtéchto oblastech pozbyva tento ukazatel

v pripadé cCtvrti s méstskym charakterem (s bytovymi domy).
Podil sklepnich a suterénnich byt byl naopak vysoky v pripadé
katastri, které se obecné vyznacovaly niz$im socialnim statusem
(Radlice, Veleslavin, Hlubocepy), ale také v pomérné atraktivnich
ctvrtich, jeZ byly dobrymi adresami (zejména téch, které
vykazovaly vys$si podil arednickych bytd). Byty nizsi kategorie
totiz v téchto lokalitach predstavovaly jediny dostupny segment
bydleni pro délniky (Hradc¢any, Vinohrady, VrSovice, Smichov).

Literatura:
BOHAC, A. (1923): Hlavni mésto Praha. Studie o obyvatelstvu. SUS, Bursik a Kohout, Praha.

MATE]JU, P. (1977): Sociologické aspekty vyvoje bydleni v Praze. Sociologicky ¢asopis, 13,
¢. 1, 5. 39-58.

MATE]JU, P, (1980): Vyvoj socidlné prostorové struktury Prahy v letech 1930—1970 ve
svétle faktorové analyzy. Sociologicky casopis, 16, ¢. 6,s. 572-592.

MOSCHELESOVA, J. (1937): The demographic, social, and economic regions of Greater
Prague. A Contribution to Urban Geography. Geographical Review, 27, ¢. 3, s. 414-429.

Zdroje dat:

Statistickd komise Hlavniho mésta Prahy (1923): Soupis bytii v Praze podle stavu z 15.
Unora 1921. Hlavni mésto Praha, Praha.

SUS (1934): Scitdni lidu v Republice ceskoslovenské ze dne 1. prosince 1930. Stdtni urad
statisticky, Praha.

Mapové zdroje :
BOHAC, A. (1923): Hlavni mésto Praha. Studie o obyvatelstvu. Stdtni iifad statisticky, Praha.

Statistickd komise Hlavniho mésta Prahy (1923): Soupis byti v Praze podle stavu
z 15. tiinora 1921. Hlavni mésto Praha, Praha.

SUS (1934): S¢itdni lidu v Republice ceskoslovenské ze dne 1. prosince 1930. Stdtni urad
statisticky, Praha.

UNIVERZITA KARLOVA V PRAZE
Prirodovédecka fakulta

katedra socialni geografie
aregionalniho rozvoje

CHARLES UNIVERSITY IN PRAGUE
Faculty of Science

Department of Social Geography
and Regional Development

) [ T
TR -

Urbanni a regionalni laborator
Urban and Regional Laboratory

Autor navrhu: Petra Spackova

Thematic concept:
Autor textu: Petra Spackova
Author of text:

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

Jifi Nemeskal

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

v prostiedi GIS”.

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”.

27

28



The interwar period in Prague was marked by very dynamic
housing construction and population growth; in the 1920s, the
population of Prague grew by almost 200,000 people. As a result
of this dynamic development, the socio-economic differentiation
was increasing, having an impact on spatial differentiation as
well (Matéjii 1980). The purpose of this map is to describe the
differences in social status in Greater Prague in this period. To
show the polarization of the urban environment, we were trying
to identify those parts of the city inhabited by people with a
high or, by contrast, low social status. We are using indicators
that describe suitably the character of the social differentiation
of Prague in that period. In the main map, we show the prices
of rental housing in 1921. The areas with a higher social status
are characterized by the presence of domestic servants in 1921
and 1930 (as also described by Moschelesova 1937). On the
contrary, higher concentration of people with a low social status
is illustrated on the presence of unattractive cellar and basement
dwellings and certain institutions used as housing for the poor
(in 1921). In the socialist period, most of the indicators used were
no longer relevant; however, the map is loosely linked to posters
Level of education in Prague and Structure of employment in
Prague, which describe the educational structure of the Prague
population in the socialist period and nowadays.

The thematic map is based on three data sources. It uses census
data from 1921 and 1930 (the former was adopted from a study
by Bohac [1923]), and also data coming from the Prague housing
census in 1921. The main map shows the average annual rent in
1921 in the cadastral territories of Prague (ancillary fees were
included in the amount of rent). It also displays the structure of
dwellings by social status of their inhabitants (self-employed and
tenants, officials and clerks, workers and apprentices). In 1921,
rental dwellings accounted for a vast majority of the Prague
housing stock (87% of all dwellings on average). The greatest
share of rental housing stock was in parts of the compact city
(Zizkov, Vriovice, Vy$ehrad, Smichov or Vinohrady - more than
90% in all these neighbourhoods). On the contrary, the lowest
share of rental flats could be found in cadastral territories on
the outskirts of Prague (e.g. MaleSice, Strizkov) or in neighbour-
hoods with a high number of official apartments (Bohnice,
partially also Hodkovicky). Despite certain limitations, the amount

BYDLENIi CHUDYCH

SOCIALNI STATUS OBYVATEL MEZIVALECNE PRAHY

of rent illustrates the housing costs of most Prague households
quite accurately.

The other two maps deal with domestic servants, whose
number is extrapolated to the number of dwellings in 1921 and
to the number of economically active individuals in 1930. Due to
the growth of the capital city area and limited availability of data,
it was only possible show the data for the area of 14 core Prague
cadastral territories and six other territorial areas whose were
comprised of municipalities that became part of Prague on the
basis of a 1920 law in 1921, and for the area of the existing city
districts in 1930. The last 1921 map shows the share of cellar and
basement dwellings in the housing stock and the distribution of
institutions primarily used as housing for the poor. Among these
were dormitories, shelters, almshouses and poorhouses. The
distribution and capacity of such institutions in 1930 is described
by poster Quality of the housing stock in Prague.

The price of housing is a comprehensive indicator, which can
identify areas with both low and high social status. In 1921, the
average annual rent was affected by the situation on the housing
market as the rental housing was relatively strictly regulated after
the First World War. The impact of this regulation in Prague was
quite significant considering the high share of rental dwellings
(almost 90% of all dwellings). Despite this regulation, the housing
market was highly differentiated in terms of prices of housing and
quality of the housing stock, indeed. Moreover, in the 1920s and
1930s the rents were growing (Matéjti 1977). Socio-economically
strong individuals who could afford to pay the highest rent lived
in attractive neighbourhoods of the city centre and adjacent
residential neighbourhoods (see Table 4.1.1). The very highest
rent were paid in Josefov, followed by slightly lower rents in Nové
Mésto and Staré Mésto. The dwellings in these neighbourhoods
were mainly inhabited by members of high social classes
— self-employed and tenants. The lower the average annual rent
was, the higher the share of officials and clerks, and mainly also
workers and apprentices was observed. The lowest rent was on
the outskirts of Prague (Jinonice, Strizkov).

The presence of domestic servants is an indicator of a higher
social status of the population (Moschelesova 1937). As opposed
to the present situation and mainly the situation in the socialist

SLUZEBNICTVO V PRAZE

Podil byti s alespon jednim
sluZebnikem (v %)

Share of flats with at least
one domestic servant (in %)

Pocet domacich sluzebnikua

Number of domestic servants

- X X ]}

5 10 15 20 0 2000 4000 6000
Min. Max. Zobrazeny jsou pouze jednotky
3,6 14,0 58,0 s vice nez 100 sluzebniky:.

Units with 100 and more servants only.

Primeér / Mean

PRAHA VIII

PRAHA IX

PRAHA XI
PRAHA XVII PRAHA XIII
PRAHA XV
PoCet domacich sluzebnikii na 100
obyvatel v povolani ¢innych
Number of domestic servants
per 100 economically active persons
4 6 8 10
Min. Max.
1,4 7,3 34,5
Primér / Mean
V roce 1930 nebylo domaci sluzebnictvo
zahrnuto mezi osoby v povolani ¢inné.
In 1930, domestic servants were not included
among economically active persons.
Obydlené ustavy
Inhabited institutions Podil sklepnich a suterénnich byt (v %)
Share of cellar and basement apartments (in %)
Utulny
Shelters 1 3 5-7
Nocleharny
Dormitories Min. Max.
Chorobince a chudobince 0 4,3 7,6

Almshouses and poorhouses

Share of flats’ inhabitants by social status

Average
Sh f -
Area annual are o Self Officials and Workers and
rental flats  employed .
rent and tenants clerks apprentices
Josefov CZK 1,907 88% 68% 27% 5%
Hichest Nové Mésto  CZK 1,231 86% 57% 24% 19%
o5 Staré Mésto  CZK 1,204 87% 63% 17% 20%
Vinohrady CZK 1,005 90% 50% 31% 19%
Bubene¢ CZK 872 85% 36% 37% 27%
Lowest MaleSice CZK 168 55% 14% 7% 80%
rent* Motol CZK 161 59% 19% 3% 78%
Zabéhlice CZK 158 60% 24% 5% 71%
Stiizkov CZK 148 58% 14% 0% 86%
Jinonice CZK 140 58% 21% 4% 75%
Greater Prague CZK 707 87% 40% 23% 37%

Table 4.1.1: Cadastral territories with the highest and lowest average yearly rent and structure of
inhabitants of dwellings by social status in Prague in 1921
Source: Soupis bytii v Praze, 1921

Note: * In cadastral territories with the lowest average annual rent, there was a greater share of households
living in own houses, or official apartments (Motol, Sti'iZkov).

period, in the period of the First Czechoslovak Republic, domestic
servants were quite commonly presentin the households of higher
classes. In 1921, at least one domestic servant was present in 14%
of Greater Prague flats. The spatial differentiation of domestic
servants significantly depended on the national structure of the
population of individual Prague neighbourhoods (see Ethnicity in
Prague). In fact, the social and economic status of the German and
Jewish populations was generally higher, and members of these
ethnic groups employed more domestic servants than those of
Czechoslovak nationality (see Table 4.1.2 in the Czech version).
It is therefore not surprising that a higher share of dwellings
with at least one domestic servant could be found in the central
parts of the city. The by far greatest share of such flats was in
Josefov (almost 60%), the population size of which was rather
small. The reason for this was that before the First World War,
this neighbourhood was renewed and reconstructed and rich
population with a high share of Germans and Jews moved into
the new, modern houses (Moschelesova 1937). Many households
with domestic servants also lived in Staré Meésto, Nové Mésto,
Vinohrady or Karlin (mainly the German minority). The 1930 map
shows the number of domestic servants compared to the number
of individuals having a gainful occupation. The spatial pattern
is similar to the one in the preceding map. The by far greatest
number was present in Prague V (Josefov), where the proportion

Primeér / Mean

was 100 individuals having a gainful occupation to 35 domestic
servants. A high relative number of servants could also be found
in Prague I (Staré Mésto), Prague II (Nové Mésto), Prague XII
(Vinohrady) and Prague XIX (mainly Bubenec and Dejvice).

In contrast to the above indicator, we also show the share of
poor-quality housing used by population with a lower social
status: cellar and basement dwellings and institutions used as
housing for the poor. It is important to note that the share of
basement dwellings was (naturally) very low in neighbourhoods
made up of single-family houses, where this type of dwellings was
not common (MaleSice, Jinonice). Itis obvious that for these areas,
this indicator is not relevant and it is only possible to identify the
housing of lower classes in urban neighbourhoods (with blocks
of flats). By contrast, the share of cellar and basement dwellings
was high in cadastral territories with generally lower social
status (Radlice, Veleslavin, HluboCepy), but also in some relatively
attractive neighbourhoods in more prestigious locations (mainly
those with a higher share of officials); it was because in these
areas, lower quality dwellings were the only affordable housing
segment for workers (Hradc¢any, Vinohrady, VrSovice, Smichov).
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and with more than 50 Jews.

Religiéznikrajina Ceska prosla od po¢atku 20. stoleti zasadnimi
zmeénami, v jejichZ popredi stalo na pocatku 20. stoleti, ale i drive,
hlavni mésto Praha (BohaC 1923). Predpokladame, Ze idnes
Praha predstavuje misto, kde 1ze zménu nabozZenskych pomért
pozorovat nejdrive a s vysokou intenzitou. Cilem specializované
mapy je proto zhodnotit vyvoj nabozenské struktury hlavniho
meésta ve 20. stoleti a zamérit se i na trendy, ke kterym v Praze
dochazi vsoucasnosti. Zmény naboZenské struktury, které
v Praze nastaly v priibéhu posledniho stoleti, se vyznamné dotkly
dominantnich iokrajovych naboZenstvi. Mapa proto hodnoti
zvlast vyvoj dlouhodobé nejvyznamnéjsiho naboZenského
vyznani v Praze (prislusnost k rimskokatolické cirkvi) a vyvoj
minoritnich nabozenskych vyznani, jeZ jsou specificka pro rtzna
obdobi. Seznamuje rovnéz scelkovou vnitini naboZenskou
diferenciaci Prahy v soucasnosti.

Specializovana mapa vychazi zaktualnich ihistorickych
prament, zejména ze sCitani lidu zlet 1921 a 2011. Dopliikové
byly vyuzity idaje z Bohacovy (1923) publikace zaloZené rovnéz
na vysledcich cenzu. Kniha je jedinym dochovanym zdrojem
podrobnéjsich informaci o nabozZenské strukture mezivalecné
Prahy. Analyza vyvoje naboZenské struktury v Praze zaloZena na
datechzescCitaniliduje vSak komplikovananékolika skute¢nostmi.
Rozrlistani hlavniho mésta v priibéhu 20. stoleti a zmény hranic
nékterych uzemnich jednotek znesnadnuji hodnoceni uzemi
celého méstapomocijediného vyvojového ukazatele. Srovnani dat
z jednotlivych scitani je rovnéz limitovano metodikou a izemnim
detailem zjiStovani Udajli o naboZenstvi. Vysledky nékterych
scitani byly v pripadé vybranych cirkvi publikovany souhrnné za
vice cirkvi dohromady (napf. naboZenské vyznani evangelické
1921-1930). 0d roku 2001 je nové otazka na naboZenské vyznani
dobrovolna, umoznuje tak ponechat ji nezodpovézenou, ¢ehoz
vyuzivd rostouci podil PraZani (viz obrazek 5.1.1). Ztohoto
divodu, jsou-li vmapé vyuzZity vysledky scitdni 2011, jsou
vztaZzeny Kk té Casti obyvatelstva, ktera naboZenskou viru uvedla.
Problematické jsou rovnéz vysledky socialistickych s¢itani. Udaje
o naboZenské strukture Prahy z cenzu 1950 nejsou dostupné ve
vetSim detailu neZ za Prahu celkem, vletech 1961-1980 nebylo
naboZenské vyznani obyvatelstva zjiStovano viibec. Na zavér je
na misté zddraznit rozdil mezi subjektivni deklaraci ndboZenské
viry zjiStovanou v cenzu od religiozity realizované, zaloZené na

Ucastina Zivoté nabozenské obce (Hermanova 2009). Pri srovnani
dat SLDB s dalsimi datovymi zdroji vypovidajicimi o religiozité
obyvatelstva (European Values Survey, s¢itani ucastniki boho-
sluzeb poradané Ceskou biskupskou konferenci) byla zjisténa
niz${ mira realizované religiozity obyvatelstva v Cesku neZ dek-
larované v SLDB, z hlediska regionalni diferenciace vsak rtzné
datové zdroje vykazuji shodu (Htle 2005).

Dlouhodobym trendem patrnym na tzemi celého Ceska
je snizovani podilu veéricich na obyvatelstvu (Havlicek 2009)
a ani Praha neni vyjimkou (viz obrazek 5.1.1). Zatimco v prvni
poloviné 20. stoleti se - patrné diky urbaniza¢nimu procesu -
podil véricich obyvatel v Praze mirné zvysSoval, v nasledujicim
obdobi doslo k jeho dramatickému poklesu. Ze skupiny vériciho
obyvatelstva, ktera drive predstavovala témeér 90 % prazské
populace, se v poslednich letech stala mensSina (stejny trend pro
Cesko popisuje Havli¢ek [2008]). Spolu se sniZujicim se podilem
véricich Prazanli lze pozorovat také pokles poctu véricich
nejvétsSich ceskych cirkvi.

Snizil se napriklad pocet obyvatel hlasicich se k rimskokato-
lické vire, ktera vroce 2011 predstavovala 88 % vsech katoliki
v Praze. [ pres vyznamny pokles poctu véricich ma vSak dnes
rimskokatolicka cirkev v Praze nejpocetnéjsi clenskou zakladnu
(206 tisic osob vroce 2001 a 80 tisic vroce 2011 oproti 497
tisicm véricich vroce 1930) ze vSech registrovanych cirkvi,
které v Praze v soucasnosti pusobi. Jeji vérici tak tvori zhruba
tretinu vSech véricich v Praze. Mezi lety 1921 a 2011 se zménilo
také rozmisténi véricich rimskokatolické cirkve v Praze: zatimco
v mezivalecném obdobi Zilo zdaleka nejvice fimskych katoliki
v centralnich Castech meésta, vsoucasnosti jsou jejich pocty
v jednotlivych ¢tvrtich Prahy pomérné rovnomérneé.

Specifickym rysem Prahy ve srovnani se zbytkem Ceska je
vyrazna koncentrace naboZenskych mensSin. V mezivaleCném
obdobi byli vyznamnou naboZenskou menSinou Zidé, kteri
piredstavovali kolem 5 % véficich v Praze. Zidé byli velmi vy-
razné prostorové koncentrovani do centra Prahy a prilehlych
ctvrti, a to hned z nékolika divodi. Jednak jim bylo v minulosti
povoleno bydlet pouze ve vyhrazenych Castech mésta (zejména
v Josefove), jednak vzhledem kvyhodnosti centra avnitiniho
meésta pro obchod, ktery byl Casto jejich ekonomickou aktivitou,

na véricim obyvatelstvu (v %)
Minority religion share on believers (in %)

Ruska pravoslavna cirkey,
Svédkové Jehovovi,
buddhismus a islam |

Minoritni nadbozenstvi

Minority religion

Ruska pravoslavna

cirkev

Number of members
Russian Orthodox Church

Svédkové Jehovovi
Jehovah’s Witnesses

<

a také diky vySSimu socioekonomickému statusu, ktery Zidim
umoznoval bydlet v zamoznéjSich ctvrtich Prahy (Bohac¢ 1923).
Vlivem udalosti druhé svétove valky a nastupu komunismu se
vSak pocet prislusniki Zidovské mensSiny sniZil na méné nez
desetinu pocCtu z roku 1930 (35,4 tisic v roce 1930 vs. 3 433 osob
vroce 1950). Nové naboZenské mensSiny se v Praze zacaly obje-
vovat v postsocialistickém obdobi, a to castecné v souvislosti
sobecnym rlistem zajmu o mensi cirkve v ceské spolecnosti
(Havlicek 2005). Priznivce ziskavaji napriklad naboZenskeé hnuti
Svédkové Jehovovi nebo buddhistické naboZenské sméry. K rlistu
vyznamu nékterych novych cirkvi vSsak znacnou mérou prispivaji
rovnéZz pristéhovali cizinci. Pravé v katastralnich Gzemich s vét-
Sim podilem cizich statnich prislusnikii byl zjistén inejvyssi
podil prislusniki ndboZenskych mensin, které v Praze nabyvaji
navyznamu. Pfikladem mohou byt Stodtilky, kde dnes Zije pocetna
ruska mensina hlasici se k nové registrované Ruské pravoslavné
cirkvi. Nové se v Praze objevuje také mensina osob deklarujicich
muslimskou ndboZenskou viru (1,2 tisic osob), z nichZ kolem
70 % predstavuji obCané cizich statd.
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Obrdzek 5.1.1: Vyvoj ndboZenské struktury Prahy v letech 1921-2011
Zdroj: SUS 1924, 1934, 1958; CSU, 1991, 2001, 2011

Pozndmka * = v roce 1921 pouze rimskokatolickd cirkev.

Ke zménam v naboZenské strukture Prahy doSlo také béhem
postsocialistického obdobi. Nejvyssi miru religiozity dnes vykazuji
uzemi ve vnitinim mésté a na severozapadeé Prahy, kde se nachazeji
lokality povaZované za dobré adresy (Dejvice, StreSovice), ato
navzdory tomu, Ze pravé zde se nejvice projevil pokles podilu

| | I
10 000 Min. Max.  celkem 50 100 200 300 Buddhismus
1921 0 58 49,7 Russian Orthodox Church, D Buddhism
. , 2011 0 <293 10,6 Jehovah's Witnesses, Zobrazena jsou vzdy katastralni izemi
Zidovstvi Buddhism and Islam s po¢tem ¢lend vy$$im nez 50. v Islam
Judaism Primér / Mean altogether Cadastral territories with 50 and more members only. Islam

vericichmezilety 1991 a 2001. Soucasné se jedna o Uzemi s nejvyssi
naboZenskou heterogenitou obyvatelstva (spolu s centralnimi
katastry), tedy mista, kde se setkavaji stoupenci vSech sledovanych
naboZenskych smeért (viz tabulka 5.1.1 vanglické c¢asti textu).
Naopak nejmensi religiozitu a nizky pokles podilu véricich v letech
1991-2001 vykazuji ctvrté tvorené velkymi sidliStnimi celky
(Bohnice, Letiany, Cerny Most, Chodov, StodilKky aj.). Nejniz$i mira
naboZenské heterogenity obyvatelstva byla zjiSténa v okrajovych
castech Prahy, jeZ si dosud zachovavaji venkovsky charakter.
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The Czech religious landscape has undergone some major
changes since the beginning of the 20" century, pioneered from
the beginning of the 20" century, and even earlier, by the capital,
Prague (Bohac¢ 1923). We assume that even today changes in the
religious pattern appear at first, and with high intensity, in Prague.
The purpose of this map sheet is to assess the evolution of the
capital’s religious structure in the 20" century and focus on trends
affecting Prague today. The changes in religious structure that
Prague have experienced during the last century have had a major
impact on both dominant and marginal religions. Therefore,
the map shows the evolution of the number of adherents of the
Roman-Catholic Church, over the long term the most important
religion in Prague, as well as the evolution of minority religions
manifesting specific changes over time. The map also presents
Prague’s current inner religious differentiation.

The map sheet draws on current and historical sources, mainly
on the 1921 and 2011 census results. Additional data come from
Bohac’s publication (1923) which also uses census results. This
bookis the only remaining source containing detailed information
on Prague’s religious structure between wars. The analysis of
Prague’s religious structure and its evolution using census results
is complex due to several reasons. The capital’s growth during the
course of the 20" century and the changes in some administrative
units’ borders make using a single indicator to assess the evolution
on the territory of the whole city quite difficult. The comparison
of data on religion from different censuses is hampered by
changing methods and their territorial focus. Some census
results on selected religious beliefs were published as summary
data on several religions (f.e. Evangelical religion in 1921-1930).
The census question on religious belief has been optional since
2001, therefore it can be left unanswered, a choice made by an
increasing number of Prague’s inhabitants (see Figure 5.1.1 in the
Czech version). This means that all 2011 census results shown
on the map refer to those inhabitants who stated their religious
beliefs. Results from socialistic censuses also present some issues.
The 1950 census data on religious structure are only available for
Prague in total, in the years 1961-1980 the question on religious
belief was omitted altogether. To conclude, itis important to stress
the difference between a subjective indication of religious beliefs
as an answer to acensus question and realized religiosity, i.e.
participation in the life of the religious community (Hermanova
2009). A comparison of the SLDB data and other data sources on
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people’s religiosity (European Values Survey, censuses of church-
service goers organised by the Czech Bishops‘ Conference) reveals
that the rate of realized religiosity among Czech inhabitants is
lower than the rate of indicated religiosity recorded in the census.
Nevertheless, as far as regional differentiation is concerned,
various sources provide corresponding patterns (Htle 2005).

The long-term trend manifesting itself on the whole territory
of Czechia is a decreasing share of religious believers on total
population (Havlicek 2009), with Prague being no exception (see
Figure 5.1.1 in the Czech version). While the share of religious
population slightly increased during the first half of the 20t
century, most likely thanks to urbanization, it plummeted in the
following period. Religious believers, who used to represent 90%
of Prague’s population, have become a minority (Havlicek [2008]
notes the same trend for the whole country). As the proportion of
Prague’s believers decreased, so fell the number of followers of
the largest Churches in Czechia. The number of Roman Catholics,
whoin 2011 represented 88% ofall Catholics in Prague, decreased
for instance. Despite a major decline in the number of followers,
Roman Catholic Church currently has the highest number of
adherents (206,000 persons in 2001 and 80,000 persons in 2011
compared to 497,000 followers in 1930) from all registered
Churches present in Prague. Therefore, its followers represent
approximately a third of all believers in Prague. The distribution
of Roman Catholics in Prague also changed between 1921 and
2011: during the interwar period most of the Roman Catholics
lived in central parts of the city, today they are spread quite evenly
across Prague’s districts.

A specific feature of Prague, in comparison with the rest of the
country, is a considerable concentration of religious minorities.
Representing around 5% of Prague’s religious inhabitants, Jews
were an important minority during the interwar period. They
were mainly living in the centre of Prague and its neighbourhoods,
for several reasons. First of all, they were previously allowed to
live only in designated parts of the city (mainly in the Josefov
neighbourhood). Moreover, the centre and the inner city were
business-friendly, with business often being their main economic
activity, and they also had ahigher socio-economic standing
which allowed them to live in Prague‘s wealthy neighbourhoods
(Bohac 1923). Because of the Second World War and the advent of
communism, the number of the members of the Jewish minority
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dropped to less than a tenth of 1930 numbers (35,400 in 1930
vs 3,433 in 1950). The post-socialist era saw the arrival of new
religious minorities to Prague in the context of rising interest in
smaller Churches in the society (Havlicek 2005). The religious
movement of Jehovah’s Witnesses or Buddhism gained new
followers for instance. The importance of some new Churches
was also considerably boosted by incoming immigrants. Cadastral
territories with the highest proportion of foreign nationals show
the highest numbers of adherents to religious minorities gaining
in importance in Prague. The neighbourhood of Stodtlky, for
instance, has alarge Russian minority affiliated with the newly
registered Russian Orthodox Church. Also gaining ground in
Prague is a new minority group of people declaring being Muslim
(1,201 individuals), 70% of them are foreign nationals.

The post-socialistic era saw changes in Prague’s religious
structure, too. The highest religiosity rate today is recorded in
the inner city and in north-western Prague where “good address”
neighbourhoods are located (Dejvice, StreSovice), despite the fact
that these locations experienced the most pronounced drop in the
number of religious believers between 1991 and 2001. Atthe same
time, these locations, as well as inner city cadastral territories,
show the highest religious heterogeneity of its inhabitants, i.e.
these neighbourhoods represent a mix of followers of different
religions (see Table 5.1.1).

High heterogeneity Low heterogeneity

Smichov 1.19 Hostavice 0.83
Bubenec 1.19 Lochkov 0.82
Lysolaje 1.19 Hajek u Uhiinévsi 0.81
Vinohrady 1.22 Holyné 0.80
Dejvice 1.22 Miskovice 0.74
Mala Strana 1.23 Piedni Kopanina 0.74
Nové Mésto 1.24 Mala Chuchle 0.68
Stiresovice 1.24 Nedvézi u Ri¢an 0.68
VySehrad 1.25 Zadni Kopanina 0.56
Staré Mésto 1.26 Cholupice 0.55

Table 5.1.1: Prague’s cadastral territories by religious heterogeneity in 2011

Source: CSU, 2011

Note: Religious heterogeneity was calculated using the entropy index which allows to qualify the spatial
distribution of any number of groups in a given area using the following formula: hi = — Xpi In(pi;), where pj; is
the proportion of followers of the j-th religion in the area i. The value of the index is maximized when a
maximum number of religious groups with an even number of followers is present in the area. To calculate
the index of religious heterogeneity for Prague’s cadastral territories, followers of different Churches were
divided into seven groups: 1. people with no religious belief, 2. religious believers with no Church or religious

group affiliation, 3. Catholics, 4. members of the Evangelical Church, 5. members of the Orthodox Church, 6.
Indian religions and Islam, 7. other and non-specified religions. The index maximum value for 7 groups is
1.95.

On the contrary, the highest religiosity rate and only a slight
decrease in the number of religious believers between 1991 and
2001 was recorded in the neighbourhoods consisting of large
housing estates (Bohnice, Letiany, Cerny Most, Chodov, Stodtilky,
etc.). Marginal parts of Prague, which have preserved their rural
character, manifest the lowest rate of religious heterogeneity.
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V roce 1930 ruska a ukrajinska narodnost dohromady.

Russian and Ukrainian ethnicity in 1930 together.

Podil osob s ¢eskou narodnosti
na obyvatelstvu se zjiSténou narodnosti (v %)

Share of Czechs on population with declared ethnicity (in %)
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V roce 1930 podil osob s ¢eskoslovenskou narodnosti.
Share of Czechoslovak ethnicity in 1930.

V pribéhu 20. stoleti dochazelo kvyznamnym proménam
narodnostni struktury Prahy, a to zpravidla v souvislosti
svyznamnymi politickymi udalostmi ceskych déjin: druhou
svetovou valkou, nastolenim komunistického rezimu a s revoluci
roku 1989 (Pridalova, Ourednicek 2014). Podil na nedavném
vyvoji ndrodnostni struktury mésta mai vstup Ceska do Evropské
unie vroce 2004. Navzdory tomu, Ze soucasny rlst vyznamu
regiondlnich a nadnarodnich celkii do urc¢ité miry upozaduje
dileZitost deklarace knarodu (Kucerova 2009), povaZujeme
informace o narodnostni strukture stadle za diileZitou soucast
narodni identity. Cilem predkladané specializované mapy
je prispét kpoznani vyvoje narodnostnich poméri v Praze
v poslednim stoleti a k pochopeni nejvyznamnéjsich trendt, ke
kterym ve sledovaném obdobi doslo.

Jedinym ucelenym zdrojem dat o narodnosti obyvatel Prahy
je sCitani lidu. Sestaveni dlouhodobych Casovych rad z dat, ktera
populacni cenzus poskytuje, vSak obnasi nékolik uskali. Lisi se
dostupnost vysledkli jednotlivych scitani (vysledky prvniho
socialistického scitani zroku 1950, tykajici se narodnostni
struktury, nebyly za ¢asti Prahy publikovany viibec, v ostatnich
letech se jejich podoba riizni) i metodika zjisStovani narodnosti.
Zatimco v predvalecnych scitanich byla narodnost odvozovana
z materského jazyka, od roku 1950 je deklarovana na zakladé
vlastniho rozhodnuti a od roku 1991 je na sCitanych osobach
ponechana také formulace (zapis) narodnosti. Od roku 2001 je
moZzné uvadeét prisluSnost ke dvéma narodnostem nebo otazku
ponechat nezodpovézenou. Zatimco vroce 2001 se rozhodla
narodnost neuvést necela dvé procenta Prazant, v roce 2011 to jiz
bylo pres 27 % (CSU 2011). Vzhledem k tomu jsou pro srovnani
vyvoje podilu osob s ¢eskou narodnosti v mapé vyuzita data ze sci-
tani 2001. Rozdilné jsou mezi jednotlivymi cenzy také proménné
v pripadé ceské narodnosti. Vroce 1930 byly z politickych
diivodli Udaje o obyvatelstvu ceské narodnosti publikovany
souhrnné za obyvatelstvo narodnosti ceské a slovenské (podil
Slovakii na obyvatelstvu Prahy byl vSak ziejmé pomérné nizky -
viz Pridalova, Ourednicek 2014), naopak v poslednich scitanich
je kromé Ceské narodnosti moznost prihlasit se i k narodnostem
ostatnich historickych zemi Ceska (moravské a slezské). Pravé
pocet obyvatel ¢eskoslovenské narodnosti (1930) a soucet vSech
tri, Ceskych“narodnosti(2011) jsouve specializované mapé Prahy
vyuzity pro srovnani vyvoje podilu obyvatelstva ¢eské narodnosti
na obyvatelstvu hlavniho mésta (pritomném v roce 1930, trvale
bydlicim v roce 1980 a obvykle bydlicim v roce 2011).

Ve vyvoji narodnostni struktury Prahy v poslednim stoleti 1ze
rozliSit tfi obdobi: mezivalecné, socialistické a postsocialistické.

NARODNOSTNIi STRUKTURA MEZIVALECNE, SOCIALISTICKE A POSTSOCIALISTICKE PRAHY

ETHNIC STRUCTURE OF INTERWAR, SOCIALIST AND POST-SOCIALIST PRAGUE

PocCet obyvatel ti'i nejpocetnéjsich
cizich narodnosti

NebusSice
I

Charakteristickym rysem mezivalecné Prahy byl pomérné vysoky
podil obyvatelstva s jinou neZ Ceskou nebo slovenskou narodnosti
(resp. matefskym jazykem), jehoZ nejvétsi Cast predstavovaly
osoby narodnosti némecké a Zidovské (viz obrazek 5.2.1). Ackoli
obyvatelé cizich narodnosti Zili ve vétSiné Ctvrti tehdejSi Prahy,
nejvétsi absolutni irelativni koncentrace obyvatel zminénych
dvou narodnosti byla zjisSténa v centralnich ¢astech mésta. Totéz
plati ipro dalsi pomérné vyznamnou narodnostni skupinu
prvorepublikové Prahy - osoby ukrajinské aruské narodnosti.
Zatimco v predvalecnych letech osoby sjinou neZ ceskou
narodnosti na obyvatelstvu Prahy tvorily vice nez 7 % prazské
populace, vsocialistické Praze jejich podil neprekrocil 3 %
(Pridalova, Ourednicek 2014). Vlivem pronasledovani zidovského
obyvatelstva béhem druhé svétové valky a povalecného odsunu
Némci se drive nejvyznamnéjSi narodnostni skupiny v Praze staly
zcela marginalnimi. Nejpocetnéjsi narodnostni mensSinu v Praze
v celém nasledujicim obdobi (socialistickém i postsocialistickém)
zacaly nové predstavovat osoby slovenské narodnosti. Jejich
vyrazna pocetni prevaha nad ostatnimi narodnostmi byla
zjiSténa v riznych c¢astech mésta - v centru, ale ive vnitfnim
meésté Ci na nové postavenych sidlistich. I pres snizeni poctu
Prazani s ukrajinskou aruskou narodnosti po druhé svétové
valce, u UKkrajincli patrné zptisobené emigraci z obav politického
pronasledovani po piichodu Sovétti do Ceskoslovenska (Zilynskij,
Raj¢incovd, Knapova 1998), byli dalSimi nejpocetnéjSimi
narodnostnimi skupinami v Praze pravé Rusové a Ukrajinci.

1,300
B ¢eskoslovenska

1’200 Ceska

B slovenska

1,100 némecka

M Zidovska
1,000

B ukrajinska a ruska

900 M ukrajinska

B ruska

800 madarska

Pocet obyvatel (v tisicich)

200 H polska

b I

500
1921 1930 1950 1961 1970 1980 1991 2001 2011

Obrdzek 5.2.1: Vyvoj ndrodnostni struktury Prahy 1921-2011.
Zdroj: SUS 1924, 1934; CSU, 1970, 1980, 1991, 2001, 2011
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S padem komunismu a otevienim hranic v roce 1989 dochazi
k dalsi proméné narodnostnich pomért v Praze apodil osob
s jinou nez ¢eskou narodnosti opét roste (Pridalova, Ourednicek
2014). Od roku 1991 doslo kvyznamnéjsimu narustu podilu
osob s narodnosti ukrajinskou, ruskou, nové také vietnamskou

1 Hradc¢any
2 Mala Strana
3 Staré Mésto

4 Vinohrady oy ., ,
Katastralni uzemi

Cadastral territory

Branik ﬂ

i s nékterymi dalSimi zcela novymi narodnostmi (napriklad
vroce 2011 bylo secteno pres 2 tisice osob ¢inské ¢i bulharské
narodnosti; CSU 2011). Vyznam mezindrodni migrace pro
proménu narodnostni struktury Prahy dokladaji téZz pocty
cizincl registrovanych v Praze podle statniho obcanstvi, jez
v pripadé zminénych tii skupin imigrantii dosahuji vroce 2011
zhruba dvojnasobnych hodnot neZ podle narodnosti (CSU 2011)
a naznacuji, Ze mezi obyvateli, ktefi otazku na narodnost v roce
2011 nezodpovédéli, je irada cizinci Zijicich v Praze.
V porevolucnim obdobi se podil osob sjinou neZz ceskou
narodnosti vyraznéji projevuje vuzemich snizkym poctem
obyvatel (Stérboholy, Horni Mécholupy, Pfedni Kopanina), kde
ale kdosazeni vysSiho podilu sta¢i niz8i absolutni pocet. Za
vyznamnou lze koncentraci povaZovat predevSim ve Ctvrtich, na
jejichz izemi nebo v jejichZ blizkém okoli Zije obyvatelstvo ciziho
statntho obcanstvi (Kunratice, NebusSice, Stodllky, Jinonice).
Piikladem miiZze byt urbanisticky obvod Nové Butovice-zapad
ve Stodtlkach, jenZ je vposlednich letech atraktivni lokalitou
zejména pro pristéhovalé z Ruska, ale i pro jiné skupiny cizinct
(Ukrajince, Vietnamce aj.). Nartst poctu cizincli vtomto Uzemi
kromé analyzy statistickych dat dokladajii dalsi metody vyzkumu
(Ptidalova 2013). S rlistem podilu cizincii na obyvatelstvu patrné
dochazi ke zméné narodnostni struktury Prahy ina nékterych
jinych prazskych sidliStich (napf. v Praze-Libusi) ¢i v dalSich
castech mésta.

1930 1980 2001
Jinonice 0,08 Lipany 0,00 Zadni Kopanina 0,00
Nizka MaleSice 0,09 Holyné 0,00 Hrdlotrezy 0,04
hetero- Prosek 0,10 Predni Kopanina 0,04 Lipany 0,06
genita Radlice 0,11 Cholupice 0,04 Hajek u Uhrinévsi 0,06
Troja 0,11 Sedlec 0,06 Holyné 0,08
Bubenec 0,51 Zadni Kopanina 0,31 Mal4 Chuchle 0,48
Vysoka Motol 0,51 Kfeslice 0,31 Piredni Kopanina 0,55
hetero- Nové mésto 0,57 Stérboholy 0,31 Kunratice 0,60
genita Staré mésto 0,58 Miskovice 0,35 Jinonice 0,63
Josefov 0,84 Mal4 Chuchle 0,39 Nebusice 0,64
Pramér Hlavni mésto Praha 0,36 Hlavni mésto Praha 0,14 Hlavni mésto Praha 0,26

Tabulka 5.2.1: Extrémni hodnoty indexu ndrodnostni heterogenity v katastrdlnich
uzemich Prahy.

Zdroj: SUS, 1934, CSU, 1980, 2011

Pozndmka: Ndrodnostni heterogenita byla vypoltena pomoci indexu entropie, ktery umoZziiuje hodnotit
prostorové rozmisténi libovolného poctu skupin v tizemi podle vzorce h; = — Xpj; In(py), kde p; predstavuje
podil obyvatel j-té ndrodnosti vizemi i. Pro vypocet indexu ndrodnostni heterogenity obyvatelstva
katastrdlnich tzemi Prahy byli prislusnici jednotlivych ndrodnosti rozdéleni do sedmi skupin podle
nejpocetnéjsich ndrodnosti v kaZdém roce (ostatni ndrodnosti nebyly brdny v tivahu). Nejvyssich hodnot (pro
analyzu rozmisténi 7 skupin je maximdIni hodnotou indexu 1,95) index dosahuje, je-li v tizemi zastoupen
maximdIni pocet ndrodnostnich skupin se srovnatelnym poctem prislusnikil.

Popsany vyvoj narodnostni struktury obyvatelstva je patrny
také pri pohledu na miru jeho narodnostni heterogenity.
Nejriiznorodéjsimi byly v mezivalecném obdobi ¢tvrti v centru
meésta, kde byly zaznamenany nejvyssi poCty osob s némeckou,

NARODNOST V PRAZE
ETHNICITY IN PRAGUE

1 Mala Strana
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3 Vinohrady
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Narodnost Number of inhabitants of three most numerous foreign ethnicities
Ethnicity
Pri jejich souctu:

v I4 ) /7 Th ] :
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Slovenska Polska 1000
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Slovak . Polish - -
Zidovska Vietnamska . :
Jewish . Vietnamese 500 - -
, . - — 5000

Rus_ka . Rumu_nSka - - Zobrazena jsou pouze katastralni uzemi s vice
Russian Romanian ~ ~ nez 100 osobami s jinou neZ ¢eskou narodnosti.
Ukrajinska . Romska - - Cadastral territories with 100 and more people
Ukrainian Roma 0 - — -0 with foreign ethnicity only.

5 km

zidovskou ¢i ruskou narodnosti, ale i néktera Uzemi s vyraznéji
zastoupenym  obyvatelstvem celkové méné pocetnych
narodnostnich skupin (napft. narodnosti madarské v Motole; viz
tabulka 5.2.1). Narodnostni struktura socialistické Prahy byla
podstatné méné diferencovana s celkové nizZSimi hodnotami
indexu heterogenity. NejvysSSi heterogenitu obyvatelstva podle
narodnosti vykazovaly ctvrté s relativné malymi poCty obyvatel.
V souCasnosti se narodnostni heterogenita Prahy opét zvysuje:
nejvice heterogenni obyvatelstvo bylo vroce 2001 evidovano
v NebusSicich, Jinonicich a Kunraticich, kde Zily osoby vsSech
zjiStovanych narodnosti (s vyjimkou Vietnamci v NebusSicich).
Predpokladame, Ze narodnostni heterogenita Prahy (resp.
heterogenita obyvatelstva zaloZena na statni prislusnosti) se
bude diky pokracujici mezinarodni migraci nadale zvySovat.
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Prague’s ethnic structure changed noticeably during the course
of the 20" century, usually in the context of important political
events of Czech history: the Second World War, the advent of
communism and the revolution in 1989 (Pridalova, Ourednicek
2014). The Czech Republic’s accession to the European Union
in 2004 has also had an impact on the city's ethnic structure.
Despite the fact that the current rise in importance of regional
and transnational units overshadows the importance of ethnic
affiliation (Kucerova 2009), we still consider the information
on ethnic structure an important part of national identity. The
purpose of this map sheet is to provide more information on the
evolution of Prague’s ethnic composition during the last century
and enhance the understanding of its most prominent trends.

The population and housing census is the only comprehensive
data source on Prague’s ethnic structure. Setting up a long-term
time series using the census dataset presents several issues. The
accessibility of different census results (results on ethnic structure
from the first socialistic census in 1950 were not even published
for Prague’s administrative units, the makeup of other census
results varies, too) and ethnicity identification methods vary.
In pre-war censuses ethnicity was derived from mother tongue,
since 1950 respondents have been free to indicate whichever
ethnicity they identify the most with and since 1991 they have also
been free to use their own wording of their ethnicity. Since 2001
it has been possible to state two ethnic affiliations or
leave this question unanswered. While in 2001 only 2% of
Prague’s inhabitants decided not to state their ethnicity, more
than 27% of them did so in 2011 (CSU 2011). This is
why data from the 2001 census are used in the map
to analyse the evolution of the proportion of people
indicating Czech ethnicity. In 1930 the data on ethnic
Czechs were, for political reasons, published as asummary
figure for Czech and Slovak ethnicity (after all, the number of
Slovaks living in Prague was probably very small - see Pridalova,
Ourednicek 2014). On the contrary, the last censuses offered the
possibility to indicate, apart from Czech ethnicity, also the ethnic
affiliation with the other two historical Czech Lands (Moravia
and Silesia). It is the number of people of Czechoslovak ethnicity
from 1930 and the sum of all “Czech” ethnicities from 2011 that
are used in the map sheet to compare the evolution of the share
of ethnic Czechs on the total number of Prague’s inhabitants
(defined as present population in 1930, as permanent residents
in 1980 and as usually resident population in 2011).

Three periods can be distinguished in the evolution of
Prague’s ethnic structure during the last century: interwar,
socialist and post-socialist. The characteristic feature of
interwar Prague was a relatively high share of other ethnicities
(or, more precisely, people with the given mother tongue)

than Czechs or Slovaks, many of them Germans and Jews (see
Figure 5.2.1). Even though foreign born people lived in most
of Prague’s neighbourhoods, the highest absolute and relative
concentration of the two above-mentioned ethnic groups was
recorded in central parts of the city. The same applies to another,
rather important ethnic group of the First Republic - Ukrainians
and Russians. While there were more than 7% of foreign born
individuals in Prague’s pre-war population, their proportion
in socialistic Prague did not exceed 3% (Pridalova, Ourednicek
2014). Due to the persecution of Jews during the Second World
War and the after-war expulsion of Germans, Prague’s formerly
most important ethnic groups became marginal. Prague’s new
largest ethnic group in the following years (socialistic and post-
socialistic) turned to be Slovaks. They outnumbered other ethnic
groups in different parts of the city - the centre, the inner city
and newly built housing estates. Despite the falling numbers of
Prague’s inhabitants of Russian and Ukrainian ethnicity after
the Second World War, Ukrainians probably left the country for
fear of being the target of political repression after the arrival of
Soviets in Czechoslovakia (Zilynskij, Raj¢incova, Knapova 1998),
Russians and Ukrainians remained the next largest ethnic groups
in Prague.
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Figure 5.2.1: The evolution of Prague’s ethnic structure in 1921-2011
Source: SUS 1924, 1934; CSU, 1970, 1980, 1991, 2001, 2011

The fall of communism and the opening of national borders in
1989 brought a transformation in Prague’s ethnic structure and
the proportion of foreign born individuals has been increasing
again (Pridalova, Ourednicek 2014). The ethnic groups that have
grown the most since 1991 are Ukrainians, Russians and newly
also Vietnamese, plus some other, previously less prominent,
ethnicities (in 2001, for instance, 2,000 people of Chinese and
Bulgarian ethnicity were recorded, CSU 2011). The importance of
international migration for the transformation of Prague’s ethnic
structure is also obvious from the numbers of foreign nationals
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registered in Prague. The numbers of foreigners with Ukrainian,
Russian and Vietnamese citizenship in 2011 were double the
numbers of the same ethnicities recorded in the census (CSU
2011),whichmeansthatthere were many foreign nationalsamong
those who left the 2011 census question on ethnicity unanswered.
The share of people of other than Czech ethnicity during the post-
revolutionary period was more pronounced in less-populated
areas (Stérboholy, Horni Mécholupy, Pfedni Kopanina), however,
this only means that lower absolute numbers result in higher
proportion. Higher concentration of foreign nationals is worth
noticing in the neighbourhoods of Kunratice, NebusSice, Stodtilky,
Jinonice, and adjacent areas. Let’s take the urbanistic district of
Nové Butovice-West in Stodtlky, for instance, which has lately
become alocation attracting mostly immigrants from Russia as
well as other foreign nationals (Ukrainians, Vietnamese, etc.).
Even other research methods, not only the analysis of statistical
data, prove that the number of foreign nationals in this area has
increased (Pridalova 2013). The rising share of foreign nationals
on total population most likely changes the ethnic structure of
some of Prague’s housing estates (e.g. Praha-LibuS) and other
parts of the city.

1930 1980 2001

Jinonice 0.08 Lipany 0,00 Zadni Kopanina 0,00

Low MaleSice 0.09 Holyné 0,00 Hrdlotezy 0.04
. Prosek 0.10 Predni Kopanina 0.04 Lipany 0.06
heterogeneity ¢ jiice 0.11 Cholupice 0.04 Hajek u Uhiinévsi 0.06
Troja 0.11 Sedlec 0.06 Holyné 0.08

Bubenec 0.51 Zadni Kopanina  0.31 Mala Chuchle 0.48

High Motol 0.51 Iv(f'eslice 0.31 Pfedni Kopanina 0.55
: Nové mésto 0.57 Stérboholy 0.31 Kunratice 0.60
heterogeniety Staré mésto 0.58 Miskovice 0.35 Jinonice 0.63
Josefov 0.84 Mala Chuchle 0.39 Nebusice 0.64

Average Prague, the capital 0.36 Prague, the capital 0.14 Prague, the capital 0.26

Table 5.2.1: Extreme heterogeneity index values in Prague’s cadastral territories.
Source: SUS, 1934, CSU, 1980, 2011

Note: Ethnic heterogeneity was calculated using the entropy index which allows to qualify the spatial
distribution of any number of groups in a given area using the following formula: h; = — 3p;; In(p;;), where pj; is
the proportion of inhabitants of the j-th ethnicity in the area i. To calculate the index of ethnic heterogeneity
for Prague’s cadastral territories, members of different ethnic groups were divided into seven groups based
on the largest ethnic groups for each year (other ethnicities were not taken into account). The value of the
index is maximized (in this case, i.e. for the distribution analysis of 7 groups, the index maximum value is
1.95) when a maximum number of ethnic groups with an even number of members is present in the area.

The described evolution of the population’s ethnic structure is
also visible in its ethnic heterogeneity. The highest heterogeneity
during the interwar period was recorded in city centre
neighbourhoods with high numbers of people of German, Jewish
and Russian ethnicity, as well as in other areas - home to more
members from smaller ethnic groups (e.g. Hungarian ethnic group
in Motol; see Table 5.2.1). Socialistic Prague’s ethnic structure
was noticeably less differentiated, with low heterogeneity index
values. The highest heterogeneity was recorded in relatively less

Less than 50 inhabitants

se zjiSténou narodnosti v roce 2011 (v %)
Share of foreign ethnicities on population with declared ethnicity in 2011 (in %)

5 15 30 60

populated neighbourhoods. Today Prague’s ethnic heterogeneity
is on the rise again: in 2001 the most heterogeneous population
was recorded in NebusSice, Jinonice and Kunratice, which were
home to all surveyed ethnicities (with the exception of Viet-
namese ethnicity in NebusSice). We assume that Prague’s ethnic
heterogeneity (or, more precisely, the population’s heterogeneity
based on individual’s nationality) will keep increasing thanks to
unceasing international migration.
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